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Rdualind zinmap

This is a study of Lachute, Quebec. £rom Lts begin-

ninql with a focus on the dimension of language ule. ".The

function of language as an ethnic~laba1 in the domains of

Work, Church, Volunta:y'Associatiog;'uedia and School are

cxamined:and,the lines of oleavaqo or cohesion asnosued.

Uning various research method-, éensun data, dOcummntl, par~-

4

ticipant observation, interviews and a quaationnaire,

-

’

French~-English relations are qqaiyzbd-trom a Weberian oqu

flict pﬁr.pectiye. COmmunity is defined in terms of ;
locdlity,'interoction, and’ aolidarity. While solidarity
in not necessarily a function o: ecological reaidence, the
looation of Lachute in the. Bilingual Belt is signi!ioant
:or F:cpoh-zngliah relggions in Quebec.' The monopolization
o‘!&,reinoixr‘_daa ‘by the English pomunity and their do}pinane |
.poiition as & minority is no longer anonred an‘the French
oommunitx gain political and oconomic pewer and cbncomiﬁ-

Ce antly,'nooial esteenm. Thil -tudy providai the banin fox J
further dnquiry into the eonditicns of com\mity connm :

P whoro 1anguagn in)snl ent.
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TWia study encompa-ses‘two
1anguage and community. In the early 196098 I cham& impiou.da
with the i pact and use of languaga in ev ryday life. My
1nterent haa ranged £rom philoaophical nsiderations of

the moaninga of languaga to historical nd temporal inter-
pretation éheory., Language, a unique/human phencmenon, is
rich and c mplox. \Yet, it is at th7 moment whnn 1 wish

to exprens'a deep felt sentiment or- a- dqvelopmontal procanl

bf great 8 gnifiaanca £or ma, I fully realize the limitations

|
o£ 1anguage as a toal and a me ns of expreslion. I can only

say simﬁly thank you to thos "significant othar- '~-who hévg,

helped in this projaqt. ' ' .
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D, Ja kaon. Bis own woxk is greatly in-
al and re in. a modol tor mn. It was with g:cat

-

‘., Protaa-o: Kurt Janaanohn haa sarvad as nn 1nva1uab1¢
ﬁnﬁtot:and ltringane o:iiic. na: involvament ia groatly
, .apprgciatnd as i his. aﬁiutx ha ”bring mn dovm to urth

‘ttom ﬂightc 1nto thaogqticul ubleuot.idn-.r




° ) to my own Anglophone one., I am gratéful too for his
- "positive reinforcement". ' - ‘ .

. . o I wish to mention Professor B, Reimer spacially. e e

A : Though he was not on my. committae, he gavatéuncroully of .

‘his time in the initial -tngal, in the computer programminq,

. and in a final critique.
Also, special thanks to Irene Makuch who did the -
" . .. typing. Her world view and patient qualitieh kapt us both

L)

gping. - - ’ ‘ o : .

'/ f : Thin work il ﬂodioatad to Saul z;nman, my husband.
It would not have baan polaiblc‘without his lova and

obmmitmont. Ha has facilitated my e!tortb and shown groat ' e

___._.../

sonlitivity to my nee ﬁ tcyactualiza some potential.— To
my nonp, Howard and Darryl, my love !or their nncouragQEQnt,/\
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u d not Have baen poasible as woll ‘ |

,pationoo and halp.
. ' This study

without the co-oper tion of the people q; Laohutc. Thhy,

' -gave their timo, eir 1ntorost, and their concern, I have

1

been mout sensitivn to the fact that I was an outstdor

. looking in. £5?‘a vury rief parf%d I hope this aacount
q}s faie¥£u1 and doo: nLt diatort~thb actual realit;ﬁﬁhaa .
oxploratory study 1n thégsoaioloéical tyadition whatuéb:‘ﬁﬁ‘

.\

yiﬁbjbce tntrututation and

claiml I hava made arc qu anﬁ
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**. . 1Introduction ’ .

. Fremnc ,dividedr;~. . Lnglish oppoaed to 1anguago plan. 7
language and cultural suzvival, ‘which have becéme -

an overwhelming political issue, are now having a brutal -

jmpact on the educational system. . . . , o

b /Languagg plan- cﬁéled 'psychological' ploy.’. o s ' .
- '/ Langpage not really education issue. . . ' ‘
r Like the fight over busing in the Unitod States the

3 ’ // language battle in- Quebec is a synbol, a symptom and a ' o
| . semantic concealment rnther than an 1lnue ,pexr se. ., .. h

Lanquage policy 'immofil’k . F*w ' - T
o

'Genocide' Hfil factor qued by QTC - 'T -
-
”35111 2% is diviaivelgPQ chief -~ . ‘ Ly v

. Language Bi11’ “threat' to English cultufe , ' R BT
/

Boarda dtf!er, Vardict same:-"pump 8111 221 - .,5

' . . -
T )

. ‘ . . T ) ~

Confliut, controwerny, and confusion is the meapaga rc- Lo
N

flccted in the new- madia headiines. and exce:pts prior '

and. lubccquent to the’ palaqge of Bill 22, thbac'l 0££icia1» I
I -"Languagu Act, 31 July 197‘(: Btexeotypes are promoted'and
© | C aboundir “tha Fronch” ‘"thg Bnqlish"“ ”ganocido' ('tﬂrdat“.

. : - ) ’
‘o ' ‘ ‘ b }
i . ! LY + B ol N . N . ‘ ' .
i o . N '

PO

N [ . o ”

Z“Fea’zﬁry, 19 ﬂar¢h,‘15 April 8
otke  (Mongrval), 22 februgry,
T m L O jihn:hq&heaai n;a
sacher ‘Cokpoiat bn o
Qhac‘q Ottxbial ’ e




\',a _ Just what 'i;‘the languaqe issue? -What does the ‘lnngpaga

e _issue. symbolize? i of?’ What is it

concealing? How is language as a politicul i@ue ha.ving a.
brutal effect on the educational syatem? How dividet’ or
unahimous are the I;‘,rench and' English groupg among and be-
twaan themselves? These and many such questions are raised
with respeci: to language as an iasue’in Quebhec society.
_Entangled with the conflikts over the official status of ’
1anguage',‘,yla’nguage rightg;, the langunoe of in-ti'uction in
the schools, and the language, of work' ai:e economic, .politi- |
3&1 and social intenastul that are rooted in the history of
‘Quebec uocietf and Ffenc)i-l:‘:nglish relationn'. 3

‘;‘:‘ . This study is an inquiry into the ooénditions of
French and English populations«iliving in close proximity
over many years within the context of Quebec! aociety. ot
-ignitioance is the fact that the Engliah populat 'on is no /
_longer in’ an unquestioned dominant position of power and /

%influenoe in Quebec. Specifically, this' ia a case study
of Laohute, Queb?o. from its beginnings to, 1974, ﬁith a

")
' partioular ‘focus on. thg ,dimenaion of language use in th/J

‘ ,varioul day-to-day aot.ivitiq such as work, sohool, cl)urch,
and leisure. 'The linan of oleavage and/or oonverganb/e ’
inooiati and/or dinnoc;.ai:ion in tha interaotion patte:ns
o£ the ;ﬁcophone and Anglophone populationa at the ‘local
»community and oxtralocal 1ava1¢ ara .thined. '

:l‘his ctmptcr providu‘ a qontnxtugl hnckq:ound f.oi:
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,

~linguistically in relation to (ue

e o SN

Chapter II praaenta vnrious

pecta.
turé of community study, . theixr contr: butions and limitationn.
Thin study draws on.one of these res earoh traditions. It is

a view of’ "community as sogiety”,f a?d provides some basic

conoepta fo anawical purposéds. The methods used in gath-

ering data /for this work are diacu%sed in Chapter 11I. These
A

agpects are considered in Chaptar s the location of in~-

tergxroup contact, Laehute, Quebec Z and its significance

ec and Canada; who came and
: , y

* settled from the beginning to th pregeht decade, and the >

basis of sattlement; the charact ristios of the population,
such. as ethnic origin, religion, and language (official ‘&a
‘Language, Mother Tongue and Language Most ‘Often spoken at
Homa) in 1961 and 1971. language use patterna in varioun do~

mains are oxamined in relation to "oonununity processes in

cnaptar v,.' 'i‘hd tooua’ is on the dimensiona ‘of 1anguaga uge in -

the 'aotif‘iri\tiu of work,’ church, voluntary auociation, achool

unioation». Each of thole domains of language use is

cons dared davalopmantany, and in rolation to p:ocauu of
¢ nic uomhnity tormation. and community olosure. . The lines’
of oleavago or coheaivenou, auociation and dinociation,

thaf. au dxavm by languago uu in variom activitiua ia of tho

LA T s P—
& N L RRED B it 4 Bt L ——
3
. . ’

M
gpproaches in the W

Ny

nunm. Chaptor VI doala wm\ uﬂcv?:.s at both tho oxtrglcoal .

.rand lacal I&mh with xnpoot to Ianguaqa totantioﬂ o: chun’g’c

N
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ministrators, teachers, and pupils, ipte‘ract'ih:g_

school domain,

3

i

In generdl, this is an explorutory study with the
.. atress on French-English relations in an on-going si'tuation

‘of co-habitation. For the first time in the history of

] 'atiitigai category. '§ixbordination-dgminaﬁce., minozif’:y-ma'j‘-

*

thin .histoi/icallanc} temporal context.
. / o
' The Historieal Context :

s

-

In reviawing the hiﬂtory of rrsnch-English ralationl’
nngliuh domination has Seerw a nost oritical cactor in acono-
‘\%u, pontical, and wcial toms from the time of the

Cnnququ;, to the prqa‘aqu“qrg.z«‘ Along with Anglo ocoaomic and

{ ’ P . ! ! N ; i i . . -
* ; . . . . —4' b * 5 \‘; « S v ' < co
tfht. ;"!l‘hl soam. hifitozy of l’rcnch-

30uhnbu:q hotu ‘
tclatiom 4h: Cahada hu not yet been written, . . . |
groupl N

i } "‘

1. /n’ngu-h

' ”’? ﬁ%:'g::b&; 14 “agm'mﬂ' mmzt;‘;(tm Righara
A a if : mal 4 Q. Riages”, S
RN L . , " ; ’211 Look at, canadian

L] ‘J. A d - h
Lo 0 5

:
ta 1 -
L]

LY



o

political hegemony haa been a correspondingmattitude, that
~ of socia

the _conqu est:

<

.
.

country:
were in suspense,

with a diffference:
conquest., .

-

. the colonial condition of the King s "new
ubjects“ was that .of inhabitants
their identity and survival as a commanity
On the other hand, the British set-:
"tlers in the.North American provinces were colonists
they ‘were the co-hiers.to a
Their Britishness was not only a mark of
¢ identification with a great empire; it was an assur-

-

f an oc¢cupied

»

ance of superiority vis-a-vis the’ conquered French,

This illusion--was nurtuged b

colonialigm. The’ gst&te struo

the very character of
re brought into being

.« by the Conquest placed political power “in the hands

of British military administrators; it made possible
‘the, assumption of_ economic supremacy by British mercan-
tile capitaliat,’whg within a quarter century of
Wolfe's victory took possession of the fur trade, fish-

" eries,. and timber trade that French entrepreneurs. had
built up under the old regime (1973:017).

«

the fur trade ‘in which\ﬁhe French had first exploited the
Vcoureur de bois and’ Indian labour.
developed. '
early St. Lawzence trada aystem.

tion, and transportation further laid the economic basis.

prtmafy r aourcas, such aa the' non-terrous metals and

water.,

chant, an( not on

LY

Timber and thpn qrain were the staplaa of the

'

1n&u8btia1 snterprise.

\

L3

Economically, the“Bngliah merphant ‘class ; took over
_An extractive economy
Banking, land speoula—

- since the 1920:,,tha Anglo~Americana began drawing on. Ehe'

[ pital accumulaticn has been based mainly dn mar-
The stimu-:,

<]

Rpremacy. Kyerson depicts thé’situation after - [4
¢ 1



-

'Bolitical and juridicial power has been both effected by

A Y] -~

1ation of the Second World War did littie to alter the "f .

‘economic basis of merchant capitalism and the aubsequent

developmant of Anglo—American corporation capital. .
Pclitical interests closely parallel the economic.'<

)
and has served those at the top of' the econcmic'hierarcﬁ;.- .

'Thia is exemplif;eﬁ in the economic an&’pdlitieal links of

key.pefsonaggsxagd their various interests which are served.

by the political structures. As R. T. Naylor elucidates,

The list of eminent financiers and railwaymen of the
. period (1867-1918), is a veritable 'who's who' of
. Canadian politics for two. genexations.~ And without
~  exception, the linkage runs from merchant capitalism
' to finance, transportation, and land speculation.. The
Maritime timber merchant Cunard founded ' a trans-Atian-
tic steamship company that still bears his name, The
Molson family branched .out from breweries into- banking
and a 8t. Lawrence stgamship company. Sir Hugh Allen
commenced as a grain merchant and subsequently moved
into steamships,; railways, and- insurance., Jolin A.
Macdonald was-one. of the inccrporators of the Kingston
Fire and Marine Insurance Company in 1850 and of the
Trust and Loan Company of Upper Canada; he subsequently
_ bedame president of the Manufacturers' Life Assurance
Company. .« .

" The example of Cartier 15 particularly revealing of
the historical lineage. His_ grandfather had been a
‘merchant dealing in early staples-=salt, fish, and ~

“wheat. His father was a founder of the Bank of Mcntreal
and of the railway. tompany St, Laurantu'» .
Cartier himself xose to prominence - geiggangai"

V(& d L, Y

Trunk- and as sacaonam'n right~hand .

¢
: e
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Rt Rk 0 A,

’1 '..;"-j the debt ovbr tha moza popu ous, Ipwer Canaaq (1972 ‘ 9,/ S

_,points out,

American Act, 1867 are key legislations which laid the -
basis. In 1791, the French Canadians gained their first e -

legislative assemtly through the'cénstitutiqnal Act which

ﬂivi&ed the colony intolbpper'and Lower Canadu, ea&h with
Lieutenant Governor, a Legislative COuncil\appointed by - b

the king, hndlan assembly of fifty deputies. As Ryerson

/

+ o

‘The colonial state structure brought about by the
Constitutional Act of 1791 answered the requirements.

of the local ruling merchant-landlord group and of the
mercantile imperialists in Britain--On.the assumption
that the representative institutions they had won were
indeed such as ¥hey imagined them to be, the colonists
expected that the decisions of theielected parliament-
ary majority would have the force ot law, and that -
administrations would be formed which would” be answerable
to the pedples' representatives. They were in for a rude
awakening (1973: 422 423). SR

-

Soon after, in 1792, an'Executivé Council appointéd DY the

king was added. . This did little to ameliorate the situation. ‘~('

There, ﬁollowed years of ﬁissatisfaction and political crisis.
Finally, English—sPeaking members and French-spéaking men-
‘bers clashed ih what has become known as the guerre des,

patriotea“, in 1837.. Naylor‘claims thatr o | BN

R o ok

: hn,as.a c°nneqnence_pfnthe rebellions of 1837-8 ggg;gst L
' 'the Mercantile classes,; thé Act of Union was pushed = .
thiough.  Behind the Act.of Union and the merging. of - ‘

the debts of the two - provinees were the machinations .

- of the. merchant oligarchy who nceded access to further . -,

fuhps to complete the St. Lawrence. candl system,. and, of ;

"o the Baring Brothers, a. morchant‘bnnkiug ‘houise in London:

‘whigh gaw in the Union 'a méana’ of ensirirg the value ;_ S
., of Canadian: sedurities by ¢ distributing tha burden: of ‘

"\, - . . ¢‘. ., ,'-

: pb Act of union, n Lﬂll. unitcd thnyuviucou under V/ w;;'“;

N



N . single Governor, an Executive Counéil that was not respon~
sible to the'legislatute; a Legiaiative Counqil‘apgointed \

. by the King, and a Legiaiative Assembly. After much.30v- o o
| ernmental instability and-conflict{the coglition governnent
of John A. Macdonald akd Georgé-Etiénne CJ;ﬁier calied the
- Charlottetown ‘and Quebec'Conferences nnd uliimately‘broughf
" about the British Nerth America Act, on 1 July 1867. As .
' Naylor asserts, "Confedéfation'and_the national ‘policy were
E ‘ ,th? work of the descendants of the mercantile class: (18723 L
' 16). The federal union must be viewed in the context of
| . the economic .structure. It, too,'wa@ @esigned to.meet'thé
| needs of those in power. Naylor adds, . . Growin§ out
- . of merchant capital, Canadian banking, railway and finane\gl ' .
, : : 1ntereats created QOnf¢deration to.extend their inter-‘ - ////
----- madiary activities across the continent” (1972¢ 36; also. ) -
nee, Ryerson, 1973: 344).
' The social counterpart of the ecénomic and politi- .
- cal dominancé of the Lnglish throughout Canada is manifasted
and ampi;fiad by the esteem ‘value of the go-called “Anglo-
American eulturn" its music and Literature, clothes, food,

television programs, and language. ‘Rock and jazz, blue :

e an e TR e e e e

jeanl. hot dogs and hamburgers, Bonanza and ‘Sésame ‘Street ‘f'“*“*
ha?e becdhe pervaaive. Thn anlish lanquage 13 fojpmgat E ,n.‘ c
at thé internatipnal 1evel, and in technical and Bcient;fic o |
litetqtura., It is weLl tn :eaa&l that, !f‘ 5:' ; Z:: o {j‘,

A‘aﬁwﬂ" ?;anca«Waa tdundud, ?:anca uto”

Uéiﬂ;ot‘itg; ::ztu P




l ' ‘ ‘
14,000,000 was three times as large as . that of
Epgland and Wales., . . Louis XIV was.the master of
a’military establishment as great' as that of the
.Roman - Empire in its prime. . . French civiligation
was the model of all Europe. .Latin at last yielded
to Frencl as the language of scholarship and diplo-
macy; the proud Spanish diplomat was forced to yield
precedence to the Prenchman,; French. authority was

~ supreme- even in such minute matters as dress, cooking,

. and dancing (Wade, 1968: .2). . _

o

As the cycle goes, Ffench culture on this contiaont,wa- 
forced to yield prece&enéé éo éﬁe'éng;iih. | -

In Quebec, the?antithesis'to Anglo dominance began
to emerge botﬁ Ty quiat’aﬁd'éxplosi6e ﬁérmn Tﬁc end’ of
the Duplesnis era 1n 1959 marks the end of a.two hundrcd
‘year perioq of the French uuccumbing to the %7glish 1n the
pconom#c, political and social competition. pale C. Thomnop

notes that, | C - C

-
'

In a static xorld, this balanca between internal

and external forces, carefully inscribed in the Canadian
Constitution, might have. continued for savoxal centuries
moxe. However, as early as World War’ new factors 1;-
‘tervefied. The loyalty of English Canallians to the
British Bmpire led them to impose compulsory military
service on French Canadians, most of whom did not con- '
sider their interests warrantad such a measures, The
' industrialization and consequent urbanization:'of Quebec,
v B _ the economic -crisis of the’ 193081‘and World War 11 had
rm~-~—v—-~fn;."_wa_nimilgxly disxt tiva effect, ‘Although’ thc old modelu
& .~ .. _ofi{Quebac society olitics endured -re
) A tact until 1959, the seéeds of its dentruqtion joxe . |
sown decades earlier, ''In. 1948, -the painter Pqnlukmile :
-.Borduas igsued hi tagto, “Le Refus Global¥, re~ -
Jecting. the' conntr,,nts‘of a apcidty that inhibit ted pin
::tistic creativity. .In 1949, ke o . A8 ‘
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-

; associated yith his name was irremediably undermined
419738 .13). L S . |

J ’ ° o = '
‘As Thomson indicates tﬁ%re were voices of disoo tent much

bafore the’ 19603. Lionel Groult in the 30; and 403, Michel

culate the nationaliat perspective.j In October 1959, lome
penetrating reflections by a Aost unl&&gly author were 4
o made public in the Devoir. Under the pseudonyms of Frere

o Piorre Jerome and Frere Untel, Jean Paul Desbienu joltod
some of the seeming complacency. Increasingly porturbed

with tha quality of language use, Frere Plerre Jarome wrote

‘“ o, 1

-~ Joual, this absence of language. is a symptom of
: our non-existence as French Canadinnp "No one can , . /

7
. " v ’
v 4 o ’ ’

r' . »

From the. time of cOnfederation there’ have been vaat

- A ohanges., ‘Two indications are the. movements of population
“kb' . from rural to urban centers, and the shift in occupations
o from primazy ocoupation- such as agriculture, fighin ng,
- » - hunting and mining to the . emergence of "white-collar

‘ L ., workers., At the time of Confederation, the 1871 Census
‘- classified 80 percent of ‘the’ population of Canada as rural

- v

¢

.

S+ w. . gainfully employed workers were farmers.- Between 1871 and
f 4T 71901 the propbrtion of population: residing n\incorporatod
S * cities, towns'and villages. iricreased from 18.3 to 34,9’

Brunet in the 503, and Rene Levesque in the 608 did muoh to arti-

In Quebec, 47 .percent, and in Ontarxio 49 percent of all. ﬁgkff':

. percent. -In 1966, J3. 6 roent of -the population of Canads
' . .. were classified a3“11v1¢§°1n urban centres; in Ontario, .- -
' 80,4 pércent; and in: Quebec ‘78,3 pexcént.  With respect to

T as-ooiated"with nanufaotgting,.mochanieal and constryction
7 ® “vork, ‘The &ize of "the, Iabonr force assoéintéd.with pxlmury
oooupationu :uncﬁe 'k, peak 'in 1941, when. '30.5 percent .of.
%ossooigtedéuith £ishing,: “hunting;: trnp~~
kY

ARSI
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. ocoupationa, ‘the' de¢11ne in the Amportance of pr mary. ocou- 1“
SR - pations from 1901 to 19611¢oind1ded with occupations™ ¥
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ever study language en uqh,r
meanings. ’
. Our ‘{nabilit to Ole
accept the futu
reflecteqd in joual,/pgr

:, o tor Frara Jerom]
French culture,

He' called out for ﬁ ej enated/spir t, for mBrale,

Ilanguage protectién
\Y | . // / // 7 / ; ‘., v/

I hear of a’Pfovi cial.offic of Linguistics.

) all for itJ //The 1anguage is/public prz:erty an

. 4 - State shoul ,/ pyotect it as guch. It protects mo

_— =] ’ and trout; protects the mational parks, and i

- | " . welly thosg ay¢ all public/ property./ The State

. - to protgp the language jist as” strictly. - An idi

o as good./a opse; -a word i wbrth/as much as a

(Deabi 623 31, 32

/,

»

/4
//;: resign*}ion in 1961 as’ employe of
a Reqe ch Councfl.« Chaput, 1eader of the"

nt mo : ent, announced that he would no 1onger

- “ reri-st ;I.noidentLS.n“Llaﬁa, _funthnr_hxoke_tha__; e
q Let with the axplpsion: o£ the firsh ?LQ bombs .

[l

By 1967, thé yaa; o£ the centenary, thete was f1n~'
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v

_ P
" professional white-collar workers that had begunLto develop

nditidnl in Quebec is analysed k

3

.Franch-cahadians' historical dinenchantment with their f

place and utatus, and the English Canadians' appar nt

5

after Wofld'qu IX. ~-The burst‘ot exprassion,:ﬁ ivre le

Qﬁébéb‘l;brea" by Charles de Gaulle in the ﬁiq: of the .

- centennial celebration in July'i967, raaoundpd throughout

‘the continen and signalled to the world what/ was *argely
the aspirations of thia ne le class. In/ghe middle of
\ N -

the twentieth century ‘the BNA Act of 1867 wa an anachréniam;
The chanqts in aentiment and belief, values and li£e~

ltyle that have ‘emerged since the decade of the sixties are -

accompanied by aoma £ar-reach1ng 1nst1tut1 nal chanqal.

Raymond Bretdn has idenhilied some of thes changes within

the’ vaxious aectora of Quehec sociaty, 8 as edﬁcatl&n,

labaur organizations. citizenAonups..,aaq’médgé, chutqh, o

e »_.,‘a—.-..____A_.A‘_,.‘

SO S

t

J and political partias.v Ona of the mof% £unTaneﬁta1 a-poats~f~‘ T

't .

. 7 . o' ‘ i

- . ‘ 7 . . . » vf.‘ Lt s
. PR .. . AN . . "
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The growth qf a new 5;&&;-
‘dciagﬂclﬁib;




~.of the change i\ th power hift £rom local to proVincidl
buraaucratic power and influence.. The shifts in the edu~- .

cational system best exemplify the reorganization and

. ’ redistribution of . power in the other sectors. Q@,ngton' 3 Ty
14 . ' o .
points out, S Lo )

* " T

. , . : . ), . |
:

' - ‘ « « The most extennive inatitution;l transformation T
| \ . has taken place perhaps in the fipld of education. L . |
| ) : Power and influence have been almost completely trans- Lo
| ‘ferred from the Church to lay teachers and administra-
| tors, and to the government bureaucracy; and a similar
| shift has also occurred from the local authorities to’
.o - the provincial bureaucracy. This phenomenon can be ob-
served-at ail levels of the educational system; and
‘'of. course, it has produced consideralle tension and
conflict between the provincial bureaucracy and the
o " local elites, between the bureaucracy and teachers and
. % ... their associations, and batween the bureaucracy and-
! _ - particular schools. The transformations also generated
napprthqnqion’among the puﬂlic af large (1973: 214).u

Thin lhitt in the\locus of decinion making fromxlocal school

! : :
boards to provineinl authoritiah has £ar-teachin9 implica- ¥
ticnn, For the first time since the Conquost the English

are not in the position o! authority in their own achool

overlaid with the conflict over language. . | »

- Much of the conﬁlict 1n-0uobec over 1énguaga has

a",'
e —-3«-:“__:1::\;::9‘4 J,n the arena. of. the’ school. 1In 1968, in the
.\\\\7_';’ Montxeal uuburb of Bt.~Laona:d. tgf attempt to maka French 'iwﬁwwa

R o the. lamguage of 1nsttuctioh 1n the fomerly‘ ”bilingual" | o

lyltum. The tanaion- within the educqtional systum are R .- i
i

“»

clalles spazked a ridtétéﬁwbbn“%he Prench who aought to. t L J



Ry S

7
[ ¢.‘J ‘wt ”!t , &I

- as well as 1mmigrhnt parents 0pting for. Engliah ga'thé‘

o ' A -

madium of lnstructlon in tha schools, coupled with a
declininq blrth rate for' the French population and the - -
domination of the Ehgllhh-language and culture throughout . g
the reat of tha continent, the feax of further erosion of

the Franch language and culture in the mind of a seg&ent

of the French populatlon parsists ag a political force. e

- !n-

Bill 63 (1969). Regulation 6 (1971), and Bill 22 (1974) ‘are
responses by those in power, to these pressures. The British
North Amarica Act of 1867, whlch authorizes denominatlonal

schools, Roman Catholic and Protestant, does .not guarantee

—

French or Engllsh langnage schools, or. serve to protect

French or English languuge rights.s ; _ 5 ‘

-

Education generally, and language competehc&\speci--

r g"ﬂd

fically, ard’recognized aa the means to econghic, political
and soclal'power. The ”liﬁguistic dlstributigi of the popu-

TG, X T T TN .

lation is clouely ‘1inkead to _the distrlbution of power“ (Bra-
ton, 1973: 217-218).. And. as Porter has. pointcd out, "with -
the complex dlvislon of labour of modern industrial socie- '
tiet, education ha: come to be one of the most important

social tunctiona" (1965s 165).. In terms; of costn, time and

SO r-_J_.......‘ e e (S S
———m —

m°"°¥a educatlon is 2 ‘scarce reésource. I tho contuxt of -

)
-

. ‘
\ . ’ . .
‘ N 5 . + , . a . "« N
L “ f . ’ " . 4‘ » .oy - Q ‘ .
. - o . . 4 . . R N ,;’ ’ .
5 ‘ [ ’ . . ‘ R ' .
’ . N 3

N t

N ﬁuhlleethern ard no languago atipuiatloﬁs with ros- [
ctato adicaticn 1n.seotibn 93 of the BNA Act, Section 133 .
prealue i lts L eciﬁicptlonu yltu re#pact to the ise of '
lanyuléwi ‘401 the ‘debates in’ the  fedutal and. Quebeg lqgisla- '
tures, in the writtén redord 'of those debutes, in the o
15:::::& muru, and in' X }}prlntlnu df. £m:al and auébcc o
Rty n. R T o e ,




.

‘the ﬁlltary of Frdnch-znqlish relations,. langLagd} i-;boﬁh

a ‘means and a aubject of the educatiorial’ procéss, as well

as the mark of group identity, is a prime target of the

.conflibt over scarce resources. - -
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- “ ‘ CHAPTER II .__. . oo
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% R ‘Review of the Literature, Theoretical LT
% S " and_Conceptual Framework L

o . Lo .

l' From a sooiological porapective, tha comﬁatition tor o .«

economic,-political, or social interests is viewed as a

. . source. of community) that la-'commuﬁity formation and’' com-

murial relationahips" (Neuwirth, 1969). " o .
5 f  This. particular formulation of communi&y serves. as

& et a bania of the conceptual framework of this atudy. It fol- S

lows a particular line of rasearoh that’ haa been identlfied . :

.. . us, "community as socféty" (Effrat, 13?3: l 34). Before a

A T B

e
DL
3

J ‘{ proceading to define and elaborate Ehe concepta used, various .

approachea to the atu&y»of community will be reviewed. The

at
»

/ fuview will bﬁ organized around two main issuea in the field RS
j// of community research. These are: {(1)- whether or not a .

community muat be grounded‘o:,oan exist anong. people who do
g ey

.. _not ahara tha gsame terxitory: and (27ﬁﬁhether oommunity in- "'~'

i Bt b R -

volval many differént\functions or only A few’ (Effrat, 1913:

, a s
cumnunk




‘Community-~Territorial Groundihq Relevant .

'Rbieiféhers who conqidki territoriai ;}ounding“as.
naceluaty include those .who, over the years, have examined,
whole’ villageﬁ, towns, and cities which serve peopxk in

- many waya, as well asfthose who have studied small—tcale

. naighbourhoods ‘or subareaa within larger urban centerq with

gew functions provi¢ed for the dwellgrs'there.' These two

.apﬁipichea are summarized under the }ub;ic‘(l) the Holistic

Community, and (2) the Area Community reépeétivquia

o | The Holistic Community has a 1ong ‘tradition of

-p

reaearch and may be difterantiated adcording to the babib

=, e

\\ -,

'pa:adigms used. Thase are: Human Ecology’ cOmmunity as

, | Microcosm; Rural-Urban COnthuum; Mass Society; COmmunity

Power: ‘and COmmunity as SQcial‘Gystem. . , ' f

« The studies which are labelled Area Community £ocus

on lmall-soala neighbourhcoda, or particular u;baﬁ resi~’

g " dential subareas Within cities, rather than*whole villages.,

‘ 'towna; or cities., While territory is still cahqid?red
' relevant,. £unctions serving the inhubitanta within\
naighbourhogﬂ or area.are £ew. st e

e R . 3 “ N *
Plasmy ¥ ’ . 4 | ¢ M \

t“mwgal am drawinq directly upon Fffrat's review w1973).

1 use’the term “Holistic® in preferencc ‘to.the.more archaic
N one "compleat“ whiqh he, usad.: Also; the cntcgory *Area-
cqnmunity"*édrreapon ¥ to,what has Leen labelled as. "The
<C¢g§unity gngSmited L;ability“ for-the purpoaes of t is

wt Y¢ ~ Ny
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Comunuzf--Non-spétia;

AT * In contradistinction to the conceptions of com- BN

munity that are territorially circumacribad are two tradi-

Ty

tions of community‘study: " personal COmmunity and Communitx

as society. Ih these two.approaches, it'ié the nbnésbatial 4‘ ' !

ties of socih;ien that are the aubject o£~1nquiry..

Within the approach taken by theoristﬁ\ag Personaﬁ
unity there is both theoratical and empirical ;Eblech

\

TWo types of ampirical research which have developed are ™ Lo,
' (1) Social Participqtion and (2). SOQial Network Theoty.

Scholars who use the community as Bociety approach

v : have much in common ‘with thoae who take A ”Holistic" view,
" with one main'exception. There is disagreement-about the

nocenlity'zor territorial grounding. f@" S
J . > ,
COmmunity—territorial grounding,ralevantx holistic commun-

2 .
N 0 '

L < ity araa oommnnitx X o ‘ , c -

. Human ecology . N I R

, N "In the| 19208 and 19303, under the direct:l.on of N
~ﬁf\ | thcrt B. Par& the analogy of plant angganimal acology T
= .'§:, atimulatcd -mach- creathgnzqsearch on human and. :patial '

L

otcanikation, As Park.u#itea,

einﬂ to mq atout—
2 B gg.}it;mz,anqk, R
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Two important concepts emerged from the studies;of

: o the city of Chicago, the nat@ral ares, and the urban zone. .

-7 ‘ﬁond'use was not a'random di;tfibution,'but was“clearly T RS

N . N

related to patterns of human organization, aﬂq to the , -

B

'market system. According to Bernard. S ‘ \!‘- i
a " . - o ‘»‘: 7/ ) .
T . * The areas of the city were natural.in the sense that - .
'\ . ‘they- resulted from the unconcerted décisions of thou— - - ..
- sands of individuals and families under A given market /.
T , system. And that they weré natural in pome sense or o
~ -other was shown by the fact that whatever index one T
. used--income, ‘edycation, qﬁhnic origin, oxr-occupation--
ot people did tend to. aett;ewin more-or-less homogeneous
clusters (1973: 36). ™~ . -
) . . . A . ) 3 .
R _ ‘;z~u . ‘ L K |
These natural areas of tﬂl'city were seen as impdrtant

e

1

sooiological units and -became the focus of studies such as
S C Louis wirth, “The Ghetto” (1929), and Harvey w. Zorbaugh PSR

AR ;)-f “The Gold Coast and the b1unﬂ*119%9+—~¢mhe_nrban_zgng con=
N cqpt, which encompassed a much\larger geog:aphic tarritory,

¢ was used to ‘describe Chicago in terms of five ‘concentric N

- . “v'zones. Emanating from the "Loop' or a centr business , L

)

! -L L COmmuter 8 ZOne. Each was found to diffet si nific&ntly

1% P8,

", 'from each other “an ,
. . \-..~ ) L M . N : N RS ‘;, 4 . N ‘
R . 1n orime and mental illness. o o ;f' \. : a0 .

T The aculogical ‘and naburnl commnnity model was ea-‘”‘ N

ot _-,‘”_. B L

- ‘3"'nent1311y a namiccone, £ocussing“bﬁ 1mpoxtant éoclal anﬁ”
RS $> y: ‘

.:h;, (‘[:.

w3 ‘,".: v g_‘ eqclogical procesms,‘aqch &s tl;a cgnt:;{:ion"ﬁgié; aii- ,’
ok ,poruion bi ﬁoop ety ’

Y
el
t

3 ';Aﬁduciqqnnbm&mn&ahfg

‘ﬁ‘r1 "‘fw 244,
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fanctions, segregation,‘invaeion, ena‘Euccessioh. The T

findings that described Chicago well, however, were not
applicable to other -cities (Warren, 1972: 28)
Citi s do not, necessarily, follow a concentric zone or any

other pattern. Other change factors such as urbanization,

bureaucratization, and induetrielizetion could account more

L —

adequately for a city's growth and development (Stein, 1960).
“ ' [ a ) . ' °

Community as microcosm

PR OT | o

.

. . - . , -
o .

S 3

Studies with the model of "Commﬁnity as Microcosm”

&y’ ‘are best exemplified by the Lynds' etudy of "Middletown:

- A study in Contemporary American Culture" .(1929), and the:

reatudy, "Middletown in'Trensition: A Studyuin'Cultural o

, C""P1*"taifilﬂllli_elhis_gggroach draws on 'a broad anthro- ; .

pologicel framework and examines the ﬁotality of social,

political and economic orgenization. Studies sﬁch as the ,
. ‘Lynds" and- those that have develbped under the direction of ’

w. Lloyd Warner (see Arensberg, 1939; Arensberg and Kimball,

1940; Warren and Hunt, 1941; also, Frenkenberg!s'

»

'.etudy in Wales, 1966) tené to be holistic and carry with

hhem_aniimolicit aasumption that a perticularwgillage, town,lj

o

» or city is a representation of soniety as-& ﬁHSTb or eﬁﬁ -

S 1aast an important part of it e xf
LT .ﬁﬁnr&l—urban'pontinnun s '.‘{f“»' 1 o fff['ﬂii- '”’ltv. .
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%; ; - community conception in the 1940s and 1950s. vAe types,

x I 5 ‘

, and polar opposites, "folk" or "rural" and "&rbah" folldws

. . the formulations of Tonnies, Gemeinschaft and Geaellschaft.

?;f T : However, as Bernard notes,

= I . : : L o
i ' The terms ‘Gemginschaft‘ and 'Gesellschaft', as

%@% . Durkheim had redretfully noted are really not trans-

© 7777 ©  latable. Gemeinschaft does not imply community in ‘
l the sense of mere localé%-and Gesellschaft, when all
i3 , the modifications, circumscriptions, exceptions,. and .
$ ) qualifications.are duly noted, turns out to be urban . . o,
$§‘ : . . capitalism (1973: 91, 92). ' .

EE : o /

& ‘ The use ofideal-typicglconstructs pxesents a particular
. problem. either for the reaearcher and/or for the reader.
(% T . There 'is a tendency for the "ideal' to mexrge with the

4 ' "real", -and for the concepts 5? be reified. ’*

: : - T : '-“mmt““ problen-associated-—with—rese a.'rlEh using—a '

,f o ‘ iura;::rben model, 'is'the teﬁdepcy to nemanéiciée'the o

é% ‘ , © "olk" or the runal" fhe'"fdlk“, represents all that is

ol | "good®; i. e., a cohesive life based on shared values, tied
.to the good" land. The ”urban" is “bad&, 1»e ; all the
negative connotation of our fragmented, alienating, hostile

- city life. ‘Criticism by Leéwis (1951), 4na Bell and Newby
(19713 m. Bnqgma_thnt_these_dan.gexs_l,u_m—the-—ve £y

—oat . Y P

Qa ‘ .
. - ‘£ormu1ation of folk society. Redfield and others .had '

*emphasized certain features ‘rather thdn others. In so

, dotn?, folk soviniy nppnnrq to -be more orgnnind nnd athlo‘

[

?than urhan society. - ].‘f-<j ‘-'-"”n: Vel
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Mass society \ -

’

LR s

. 'Picking up‘on thgxxheme that urbcnization destroys

the "folk" in society, are theorists in the 1950s and 1960s
- ) § £ . s .

who have concentrated on "mass society".A Vidich and

Y

) ' Bensman (1958), for example, in their study of "Small Town

“wkin Mass, Society; Class, Power and Religion" (1958), have

found that, despite the seeming cohesixencss‘of,a small
i \ ‘ ' town, decisions'affecting the town are often made ogtside

§ ., the town in centralized government or other bureaucratic’

. offices. ThiB may mean a loss in power and authority for

- o local peop e} .The implication is that mass society has

»

X

dastroyed “community b

Kornhauser (1968), on the other.hand, finds the

s W
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effects mMas —ar s ' ki
ﬁariaﬁ one. As'Bernard hotec, the;”macsification" of .

~ -socioty has a "contrafclass'.éffect-(1973= Lei).' She finds

| that "oll members of iass sociecy.are equally .valued as

votera, buyers, spectators” (1973: 65). All the youn§

wear jeana, rich and poor: all kinds of strata.live in

subuxbia.

S - o e
that they also’ tend to fall into an either/or logic with

- ,fg':~” the conaequonco of rnlEyiuq tho “urbnn“ In contrhsh to
-\f" ruralﬁurhan advocates. mass theorists tend to 1ose sighh

of the “folk” or the gemeinsé“ﬁfh elements that are to be

'-ﬁ?f,,.‘, !ound in’ urban cantcrs.‘f,.; ';‘:'_qj-7 B ff/“ffii"




Community power

In the 1960s "pover"” burst onto the oity streets.

[ad

A8 Bernard ‘has phrased it. . °7

[N

. « . the explosion of black power, student power,
poor péople's power, flower power. youth power, and
femaleapower--challenge& the powers-that—be” (1973:
85). T e T

)

S

The'sit—ins,‘demonstrat@ons, marches, walks, vigilq became
a legitimate means of'exoiciuing’.power.‘ A decade pre-

viously,‘Floyd Hunter (1953) stimulated much fruitful .=
s .

reSQarch of power relations. For Hunter, K "the community
is a primary power center--it is a place in which power

relations can be most easily ohserved“ (1953: 2). While

'iimouf‘tnnocuoha—tn—reiatton—te—ehe—powe:_explosion of the

. 608, Hunter 8 analysis cﬁallenged:Ehe ecological approach
which tended to view power in functionhl terms. For .
example, power had been acknowledged in the ecologicai'
.tradition as essential to the co-ordination .of economic
funotions. Tha enphaaia was not on super-subordination

relationships,'nor on ‘the implications that power his for

assva-no:*tha_moah_part. American sooiologists did not

.see power in Marxian ‘terms’ of 'bourgeois-proletariat" but
rather in terms of "rulinq or qnvern§§//,working clnsa.

Tho Lynds porcoivod the oxploihntivc asppcts of powor,

".and linked the ecohomic class to the diatribution of pauar.




3

"En "Middletown"(1937). the Lynde look at the influence that

§ - : ‘. members. of ‘a leading industrial family ‘had on’ the institu-
; ‘ T tional life of the city.',It was_ some twenty:yeare later . .gp
- . " - that C. Wright Mills (1956) drew ithe links that associated ° .

the induetrial, military, ﬁnd political power corporations. *

0
v — =

B i:__ej,jie_nahl (1961), gome‘yeare lager, guestioning thef ' ./ o
" !
value of the reputational technique of Hunter, ueed his- A
- S I
' torical data as well, to find'out "Ytho Governs". He

A
& Nt
3 C

«

4

°

. recognized the existence df a plural power elite and devel- ' \
- oped the importance of political resources: jobs, ‘N o -
, C popularity, access to press, radio and television, social ' ot

standing, etec. (Bernard, 1973: 76-77). B : S

r ' : Whether power is exercised by a single core elite, o

Hp /\

"by specialized or differentiated elitee, by conflicting S 7

group interests, of in democratic process has’ been the T X
subject of much reeearch. Also. the biases inhereht in . ‘-\'
T research methodology or in the strucEnral charactexistics v»'\

T of places atudieﬂ have come under oloee strutiny (Walton, B

- 8 ' 1'1966; c1axk et al, 1968). ThOugh the oonoept of power

{can.be traeed to olaesio though;» Plato, Machiavelli,
. { \ - .
[

" "and” tafdt

1 4
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v Bertanalaffy (1962) ‘ S ‘,"

].\ ' Roland L. Warren/analyzes the basis of social
.. 1 9
. aystems theory, and applies it to communigy. He depiats a -

’

- 4

- - 'eocial system in ﬁhie;way,' ‘ ' g

A social. system is a structural organization of the
 interaction of units’which endures through time. It
has -both external and internal aspects relating the
- system to its environment and its units to each
othe It can. be Jdistinguished from its surrounding .
env ronment, performing a function called boundary’ ; '
. maintenance, It tends to maintain an equilibrium in-
. the sense that it adapts to changes from outside the ;
system in such a way as to minimize the impact of the .
change on the organizational structure and to reqularize’
the, subsequent relationship (Warren, 1972: 136).

* 4

-

structural~functional one, and has come under sharp .crit=- -

ique, in the 19609,,Py ra&ical, critical theorists, and

othera who perceive an inherewt conservative bias. . The '
. . v > . '
; N "boundary maintenance” function, the tend toward "equili-

o brium", "minimizing the impact of change ’are the

L4

. ccnceptual tools of, the "aystem®. In the context of ehe‘

UnitsLmnmeumuumﬂw_iﬂ_i_thion
of the statul quo. To follow the logic: the class atruc-.

B 4
€ .

%; Q ture or- 9xplo£tations, thn wide discrepanciea betwoen the
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In another vein, the cutting critical edge of"

social systems analysis is a. dull one if any unit can be .

| e designated as a "social aystem", - Significant vapiables ]
that differentiate the s&stemb as well as digfemﬂhceq in .

levels of systems are blotted out. Qualitative differences .

o

Lo | in different sodietal systems according tp the economic

--baslis,—or vast -differances hetwéen a biological syatem and

, N T T e
’ ‘a social system tend to be obscured.

| L Warren himself ackno%ledges some of the difficulties
L_, . of the social system model and of relating his vertical~
- horizontal schema to it He points to a tautological '

dang€ér when he writes,

%

By definition, the community'is Edmptised of social = .-
units and systems, 1Is this not begging the quéstion to

, ¢ terms and then 'to '
- proceaed to discover that it operates in the manner of

social system., The question is a justifiable«One“
. . 41972 153). | " ] o
r . : A Y ' - l& § - ’

While the gueation is indeéd justified, I do not £ind

DY

Lo e Warren's ”answer"tso.‘ Orie relevant example is his-attampt'
to qtretch, 80 to speak, his‘vertical-horizontal achema into
the framework of the soeial ayetem. He 'admit‘e that

There i3 a. cC

between. the cammunity'8~vertica1 pattern. and-.the pers
.+ . formance of -task funckions and the horizontal pattern - S
ST and the perfarmance of malfitenance functions, °. It \will S
o . be. yrecalled Ehaﬁ“hdhh‘ﬁ ges bf- functions aze egsential I
1tova socieI‘QYatem ‘;19 £t SO V

*”343)




wurren 8 verticql horizontal schema is in 1taelf a good

‘

tool that depicts local and extra-local relations’ without

the neoesaity of carrying along with”it the aocial system s

baggage.

~.Area community

oEe o ——

- “‘*“The’focusao{_thia~researoh“traditionris on'-the- u:ban-
neighbourhood or. area.. This kind of research has been first
termed "the community of limited liability" by Janowitz
(1952). He_foqnd the urban neighbourhood to be "a more

specidlized; a more volﬁnthristlc, an& a more- rtial in-

gtitution" (Effrat, 1973: 15).’ The naighbourhood.or area:
was not, as ]pme researchers of the “Holistic" tradition

baliavod, a remnankt of a whole community or ‘in the process

of disintegratidﬁl ‘ - ’7.'
Various studies (Suttles, 1972; Mertoh, 1966; Gans,
1962&) have" found factors éuch as’ life cycle, 1ife style
Values, social class, and ethnic origin affect participation
‘1n tho neighbourhood or area. Likewiae, the’ ‘range and kinds
- of tacilit%ps as well as populatton chatacteristics are
| - factors of~purticipaﬁion (Geler, 19565 Lqe, 1968) " Re-

loaroharl that havo concantratad on suburbﬂ, working*claas,

(3

“ox 1nnax-city resiﬂential areaa ‘in. or near big\city centers

dudh as Bacton (Fans. d FZb}, Londoa (Young and Willmott,

ol
R PN [
ﬁ%&%ﬁ

ooy
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n'eighbour.ing pqtterns, social ‘involvement, and social

organization .« -

v

Studies of “limited liability \have £illed a gap
" of the holistic tradition 'by concentrating more on the
relationshig of the physical -and social, ‘and on the social

'organizeti'on that does exist in the urban centers. .or in

maee sociebgi Social area analysis and factorial ecoJ.ogy

have developeg as. subfields which attempt to delimit the

area that can be considered a neighbour-hpod B

_Q‘

- 'i‘wo—ma,in problems— are an "environmental determin-

- *

isn", and "individualization" (Effrat, 19733 17/)”\ " Physical,

enviromnental aepects, depsit“y of housing, maintenance of
houcing, the_layout and busy streets are r.taken to . .

acaount for drime, juvenile delinquency, drug use, etc. A

: Jocial_p:oblanLappmanll_t_ngito account for: social beha-

‘viour patte:;ns in terms of’ individuals rather than 2 aspects

g

of the social etructure. While thie kind of research. may

offer oversimplified explanations, it has proved valuable
An recognizing that urban life is not totally dieorganized
or disinteqi'ating. even though it differs from the con-

' oeption of a holistic community. . B

' .
v ‘¢
* -

§
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tradition. Pefaoﬂai‘éommuniﬁy is ;h§ "quest"” (Nisbet, - ¢
- 1966) for so&ial Bonds: functions are limited. /Two types

. . of empirical research have developed, Social Participation

«

.. ahd Social Network Theory. ' ' A -,

Social éarﬁicig;tion. Social participation litera-
ture has géﬁerally'focussed on_ the relatioh of rates of
) participation in voluntary orqanizations, friendahip or
’kinship groups and such variables as social class, age and
T}\ / se;. How people select or are recruited, the meanling and
the kind of solidarity pro§1ded by membership is most
curren~ y under invistigation (Tomeh, 1973). ) o

\\ . Social network. Social network studies have conw 4 2

being isolated, individuals are found to be enmeshed in a

variety of,nethrks, Wwhat social network theoriatgﬁv_ya not

done is examine the relation of social networks- and social

ifstitutions (see Craven and Wellman, 1974).

. “' . ‘ Tpeue various theories, methods, and 1deas form the

’

main body of researah on community, largely on this contin- .

’
‘ . '

'
)

T others are oppoaing. Rathar than viawing ona theory aa , (»3‘,\
"right" or "wronq : and’ fall :l.nto ﬂte poverty of. eithe:/or
} logie, B!frat mavas tawa:d a uni:ication of oammunity ';f‘

Q\\\v theory. she p:qponcs\phut cummunity at~a cwmstruat,ia

A

u‘, a“m‘;
Bé R
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multfdimensiOnal.ofdinal v&riable."As a variable community
‘or communities are to be defined by empirical investigation;
as an ordinai variable; community is a matter of degree. .

i . . -~ . : A

It.would be:fallacious to argue that one'conception’is.com-

. munity; the'otherfig noé."Effrat quggests the need to rank
“the wide ranée of factors o f community "from a minimum .
degree in order to 5511 a collection of peoplo a community“
(1973: 21) to a totality, ad infinitum. oy

igh, rahking may not be possiblé even if it is' .

U

'on of community as: a multidimensional

: 3 ordinal variable is valuable. _}f’suggests moving out Qf
strict and narrow conceptualizations of community and

"- © - utilizing concepts that are best dpplicablo/;o the object -

, ) " of astudy. ) LT o . ;//
. - ‘ . ‘ "

f Community as society’ : - .
- 5 ’ - ) S

At Y2 T WSROI g MG

-

“The approach of "Community as Society” has been

found to be particularly applicable to studies of . minority
groups inoluding, ethnic and racial qroupa (Neuwitth. 19691
araton, 1954; Lapointe and Lee, 1975) ¢ those sharing a

. i

common 11£estyle (Gans. 1952a);occupation (, —195%))

sex or déviant group., 00mmunity formation, co”‘unity

gxoups are salient wohorian cbncopts pnrticular{ ‘
cable ho Quebec socie:y. These will ba elnbozated i the
dlsmiion of i:ha canoepta dsad 1h‘ !; 4,,,£onm:ln‘q s

on.g
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If we Qccept Weber's assertion,about the efficacy of
power in its economic, political form and the idea ,
that dominant communities utilize ethnic attributes -
as a pretext for excluding potential competitors, then
we can readily perceive how ethnic labels conceal the
underlying struggle for the appropriation of certain
economic, political and.-social advantages in American

. society (1969t 152), '
. | * l N

Language, in Canadian gociety, is such an "ethﬁic 1;‘b1“
The focus on the dimension of language in this study is for

‘the. express purpose of revealing ita function and the under-

lying power struggle.
- .. ? o | ¢ . v . \ .
Sociology and Lafguage ' : }

The topic of - language has been gaining promin-' o

t_enng_ggne:g;;y;_ggd in Canada particularly.? 1In their

’

paper "Issues and Trends in Bilingualism in Canada"
n:"‘ 8 .

9an overview of the field 'of language in society is

, ' found in Hertzler (1965).  In a survey essay, A. D, Grimshaw

notes that as imany bocdks on sociolinguistic topics have
.'been publiahadﬁﬁince 1970 as had ever been published pre-

viously". A. D. Grimshaw, "On Language in.Society", = -
Contem rar Sociol (November 1973; ,January 1974).’ See

- also,- 8 e Sociol of Lan (Rowley
Massachusetta: Newbur House,. B EfsgggIhction b;twaen
uisties ‘and the sociology 'of language is made by

« / Fishman, He writes, "The texm '86Ciol nguistl .

- ased interchangeably with the 'sociology of language'“. o 4
*/: Although particular studies in this field of inquiry may

5

| move appropriate¢iy view either language behavior.or social
i, behdvior  as the independent or dependent variable forvthdir
~ muﬂmﬁ&e pnu.uinmﬁmuwmumhamwmw

”%uﬁsocie ‘a8’ beiﬁg*brnddar than: language~ena -therefore, af’
pr vig g the context_in which al

1an uage behavior: muut
t thb ooncept
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O
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-(1975), F. G vallee and J de Vriea point out that the

studies in Canada where language is the tobic of study tend

to be of two typb\\s: demographic ‘and non-demogqaphic. The

; - - research on demographic analysis ger(e;elly deals with broad

re

fields ‘'of interaction, aind' large units of study}, such as .

" provinces ’ regions,, couhtrj.es as a whole, and makes use of -

census or. s\urvey data. The work of Maheu (1970), Lamy

:1974";' 1975), Lieberson (1970), Joy (1912), as well as

reports for both the Gendron Commission (1972), and the S

Commission on Bilingualism and Biculturalism (1968) ex‘ggn-— - s
plify this type. 'I‘he other ‘trend, the "rxon-demographic . "
focuees,. generally», on small experimental laboratory design, -

which is exemplified in the psychoeociological work of

o

. _Wallace E. Lambert end»aseociates. Both types share ;he'

':lnherent- danger of being far removed f;bmh on-going day to
aay interaotion ‘and reglity, thongh for vastly differing
reasons. In larqe-scale demographic gtudy, there is the

'
danger of the r"eification and thua obsouration of datg, as

e

Jackson and Spiliadie (1975) ao well point out; whereaa, at

o 4
v

oomewhat the other extreme, experimental 1aboratory studies

vqhich may control for intervening variables, are often far

removéd Srom the context; and’ flux of everydey, on-goi‘ng I

interaction. AR .'a,’_ L e

‘hf. v Studiea iu, Jmmlo wtxich ﬂoeua on lnucnmgo and com- .-

v

» mnhit:y are rare. 'rhere are’ ‘A £ew m:\idies\ tliah are concea:ned
‘wéax fgm,nt:{j &ﬁmit ! ah'&t m e

N

mu:h A:ho eehniqity at &m‘




N . non of language is not the central focus. Generallj,

. " language is treated as but one:element of ethnicity, or B

intergroup relations; theaprime interest is on’intergxoup; R

10

relations or ethnicity. 'Everett C. Rugﬂes‘ study on . ¥

“ - »French Canada in Transition® (1943) is a‘classic. He

@ ’ -

r _ deals with the"interplay of ethnicity and 1anguage in . .

Cantonville, Quebec before the ”Quiet Revolution“ of the

. : 60s. A. B. Anperson.(1974) is ahother who, in ."Ethnic = .

i ' ' Identity Rétention in French Canadian Communities.in
Saskatchewan”, illustrates that broad generalized statements

.. that mey be apglicable to the couhtry at large cl‘rven to

.
k3

N .+ the province afe not, applicable when one examines smqller‘ S e

/ a
locale units such as "bloc settlements" .- Here too hdwever,

- e language is one aspect of'ethnicity. ‘Alho, in the studies - |
of Jackson (1965, 1971, 1973, 1975) ‘and Lapeixe and , Lee
(1975) intergroup English-French confllict is e focus,. not . .

1 ) ] R . :

language~per ge, In these studies language is considered,
. : R
. : " "asg symbols of ggaup membership (Jackson, Spiliadis, 1975: ;\34

a

%%.‘ . -'l‘)'~ . | . . , iq% S - ‘:_,ﬂ
o . ey (.. Within the field of the Sociology of Languag"e 1. the -
sub~field of 'Lgnguage naintenance and Language qhift' in

ff p 1' which the topic of language change in relation to. social,'

o . {
N . psyshol iesl and cultnxal processéd is thb object oﬁ in-
. : ’ v . 1 e \ . ‘ .o

: .‘,l"" s . o an ", o P L. - . i ‘: . N

[ x . ‘." Lo . N . L i '

‘%/
et Gcmg;:euy, X ﬁnd,v
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~ quiry. 'Fisghman has defined three major-topicel'éubdivi~:

sions of the field and suggeeted lines of study. These
‘ are, (1) habitual language uee at 'more ‘than oﬁe point in
time or space uﬁaer conditions of intergroup contact:
(2) antecedent, concurrent.or cogeequent psyehological, s
sociai end culggfel proceeses‘and. heir”;eiationship to ., .
stability or ch;;ge} and (3) behavior towardrlenguageiinu
the contact setting, including directed naﬁngenanoe.or shift
efforte (1966: 424-458; 1972a: 107-154). N s "

ig For topic one, ascertaining the habitual language,
use is; a question of ascertaining the older question of
biling a%asm. The concept of leingualism has been so over-
worked and broadened in°’ its definition that the concept of |
"lanAuage use” is a more vital and realistic one. ! in

h)

11The terms bilingual or htlinguality have a ﬂistory
of scientific linguistic definition. ' Mackey points out, for
example, that: "The concept of bilingualism has become -

" broader and broader since the beginning of the century. It-
was long regarded as the equal mastery. of two languages. -
Bloomfield (1933), considered ‘bilingualism as the “native-like

cqnbrol of two languages®™, This was broadened 'by: Haugen
'(1953) to the. ability to produce "complete meaningful -utter-,
ances in the othér language”.® And it has‘now been suggested
that the concept be further extended topinclude ‘simply 'paﬁi
sive-knowledge" of th¢ written langdage or -any "cdntact with .
. possible models in a second; language and 'the ability to use
‘these in the’ environinént of the -native. language” (Diebold Jr7;
;961). ‘This hroadening  of tho vnucvpt,o£ ‘bilingualism is
ue to ‘the realization thﬂhhthe ‘point.-at; which & speaker -of
:language bécomes, ‘bilingual is either agbitrafy or inpose.
gible to detezmine. It ‘SRems. obv;ous, -thefefore, that if
" we. ara- to study ‘the, phene

de%i}h‘ ire?tlﬁuﬁ&

1ﬁ.ﬁnt mr 'are foréed, '

B M g ¢ s eeRCw M v D exp g o o gl At e g b e



vely, variation in media (speaking, writing, reading), rale,
S .
situation, nd domain are important considerations. In .

short, "who speaks (reads, writes) which language to whom,

'"© . when, and where" is the object of inquiry (Fishman, 1972b).

;" . ' Topic two is so generalized.as to be meaninbless. '

.

r ~ For example, Kloss (1966) identifies six prime factors ‘or '

* pressures related to language change, and niné ambivalent

. . N . »

factors in German-American maintenance efforts. To make

the soint, the Prime Factors are: (1) religio-societal '

JRrL R = F

insulation, (2) time of immigration, (3) existence of
language iplaak, (4) parochial schools, (5) pre—immigration

experience with 1anguage maintenance efforts, (6) former

o

use as the only official tongue during the pre-Anglo-Ameri-

¥
g
.

.Qcanvperiodx Ambivalent Factors' (l)tpigh educational
level, (2) low educational level, (3) nuxner;i.cal strength,
{(4) smallness of group, (5) cultural and 1inguistic'simiiaf-
. ity to Anglo-hmericans, (6) cultural and linguistic .

;é I ’ dissimilarity to Anglo-Americans, n’ suppression of

- ‘ ,

. . minority tongues, (8) permiegive attitude by majority, L SR
o ) sociocultural characteristics (in Eishman, 1966). .

(s

NEEER woinrioh (1953), Haugen (1956), ‘and Mackey (1959) provide
) "‘ ntill other thiablee.. q19ar1y what is needed ‘are . oompara- _

-
v

4 3o :
Droen , tivg atudias o£~the oonditions, circumstanoes. and. contexts

- ;,‘ Vo

of language change’ or*retonbioﬁ. ~;1c~-;

i

'ﬂjhf,-;j The thirdiropic<is concerned w;th attitudes,'
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(Lahbefh, 1969), as well aé‘directgd efforts. such as
legal language legislation, and planning. The work by ' S
" Lambert and associates is exemplary in this area. o
. ' ' Though Fishmaniépdicates that "Language Maintenanée

and Language Shift”" study»is usually concerned with macro

o

change and macro processes, such ‘as the change from Spanish
’ to English by. populacions in ‘America; the use of English. ‘
and French in Af:ica_and,Asia; and the use of Rusaianvin SRR
the Soviet Union, this study is focussed on a ralativcly *
' amaile; unit of analysis, i.e., afparéicular locale. For’
this level of analysis, it haa been useful to consider the'
. o integraticn of the three distinct subdivisiona ‘outlined
.above. In general, the three major topica hachQErved to ‘
guide tnis if—ay initially in a sensitizing and orienting
fashion. The conceptualization, hovever, is too general-
f"' ized for definitiVe purposes. _ , .
o A Language change is also ‘the sunject»of some Cana- ‘ R
le' dian s’tudie's.: J. G, Re:ltz focuses on language as an o o
‘ independent variable in his study 'LanguAge and Ethnic ‘ . '

Commnnity Survival" (197&: Bee als4 Liebaraon, 1970;

. h . -Vallee and Shulman, lﬁx Lamy, . 974). Using am:vey data &
;" . Ar"and 1ntarview teehniquea, Reitz examines fonr-ethnic g:oups,~
o "Italinn, Germanr Ukrainian and Pblish, resid1ng 1n fﬁve

uxban cenxe:a 1n cawaaa,~and £inds Bupparb for the sapir.

“'v"‘:".»hypntnequ that J.angme "'re%.ention aupp&ttﬁ**
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Language is important to ethnic communities not’

* merely as an expressjon of ‘traditional ethnic oulture; -

‘ the data suggest that ethnic language retention is a
cornerstone of the ethnic .communities_themselves.
Failure to learn.the ethnic language leads to failure
to participate in the ethnic community, and this to a
large extent explains reduced participation in the '
.gecond and thrd gerferations (1974: 120). :

Reitz'e interest is ip.tne degree'of language and ethnicity
retention -in face of the tendency towerde assimilation by s
T ethnic groups in the larger Canadian context. . There is a.

ngeneral expectation that non~British and noneFrench'Cana- .

dians will assimilate into one or the other of the two

, linguistic groups, This’ expectation has. been noted by the
. ' Royal Commission on Bilingualism and Biculturalism. It
Zreportdtthet, ‘ L C S | .
« « o linguistic duality remains the basic character- v
istic and foundatich of the Canadian community. The -
. . ¢+ integration of Canadians of non-British .and non-French
g C origin into the two linguiatic .groups gives each a .
’ pluralistic character even if asaimilation to English

‘ oo is more strong and more marked than assimilation to
- , French £Ottawa,“Book I, 1967: 39). A .

1 . o

- This is qnite nifferen; from’theggiengea,of lanéuege
' use‘on the part of either th‘ﬁFrench~5peaﬁing or English~
o j.ape&kinq populations. The * e;:al partnership of the two,
o - founding peoples-is an empty phrase 1£ the»rrench, for
v ;1example, are assimilated into the Bnblish lanquage and .

N

culture. “As- Lee: and Lapointe question 7.-u ‘ ~: T

e

o s ,4‘ N —

SR have & mo ral choice tq eqq'
KRR . gimur aﬂﬁ civil: rights "2
c o imiit W £§6hnt
. :,,“;(,:, limit the rights of rtdnaqﬁh
I . of Quebe ehec? (1975::10). -
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i ‘ - As they point out, according to historical fact, it has
‘ . ! been the second option . that has been in effect.‘ The school
o ‘crisis in Manitoba and in oOntario are cases in point. .
o Language and ethnic retention are now the focal points of
. tension in the French-Engliah 1anguage controversy in. )
’ Quebec. At one level, tﬁere iaithe perceived change in the
degree of French language use in the country at larget' Out-

side of Quebec, as’ Joy indicates, "French-speaking minorities .

are rapidly fading away and could virtually disappear‘within

P

another generation or two. . ." (197§ 1).12 The prospect of
a- decreasing birthrate, and a significant part of the immi-
grant population opting for the 1earning of 'English rather
than French increases the. fear on the: part of the Quebecois
° of the erosion of the French language Lnd culture. At _
' another level, there ig the’ ‘use of.language in the English-.
French, battle for economic, political, social power and |
hegemony. Underlying the contentions ov language righte,

status, and instruction are-therprocessénho "community”.

' , W

Basic Concepts e 1

e
! N4

VS ",, ’ In this study the concept of community ia definad !
in terms of (1) locality, tine . and space, (2) inter&ution ‘~“‘;‘,f
along two axis. horizontal and vertical, and (3) solidarity‘

P A LN L » . . .
. S . oo . ' LR ~ N . L " N
' . R Ly PR ps . . [ e ? A 1 P oo .o *

. ' . q,
o L . - L ’ — _’u” ﬁ'»" N

o 121n Quehec and in contiguous areas oﬁ ontatio and A

o SRR Rew Brunswick this is ndt the case at-all, .In‘fact Joy. . N
AR . ‘hotea that; "Within Ouebéc, ‘thére haw, been' a very Sbyious | . ',
b ggg;toi? dqwntrend in the uaq of thevxngliih;ignguagq' Uy
! - S G T Y b ’
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.C:limitatioﬁp of studies based on 1dca1e. asserts-that the

as a function of competition. ' -

Locale,

Tﬁe unit of study'is’tﬁé ciﬁy'of<Lachute. It is

here at the local level wheré day-to-day 1life, 1iving, and

interaction is, As warrbn has written,

It 13 the inescapable fact that. people 8 clusterinq
together in space has important influences on their \
daily activities which gives us perhaps our best clue
.to a definition of the community as a social entity. . .-
‘The systematic. study,of the community has grown up
- around the geperal focus of shared living based on com-
mon locality. In a sense, the community is the meeting
place of the individual and the larger society and cul=
~* ture. It is in his own locality, characteristically
. that, throughout most of mankind's history and to a very
great extent today, the individual confronts his
-gociety's institutions, its manner of. religious expres-\ .
sion, its ways of regulating behavior, its ways of '
family living, {ts ways of sbcializing the young, its
ways of providing sustenance, its ways of esthetic ex- .
‘preasion. Fresh gga in the local store, services at
the local church,,p aces to amuse oneself, a source of
ployment, streets and roads to get to these facilities.
a school for one's children, organizations to which to
‘. belong, friends and, relatives with whom to visit--all
. ' these and ‘many other basic ingredients of everyday life
. remain’ largely a function of the local area . (Warren,
1972: 9, 21) , . - ,

'

\
IR N

In Warren's view, there is a functional rationqla‘fbr the

'atudy of community ﬁhich is baaed on a common locality.

--|

", More: r&céntly, Bernard (1973). whO'hﬁ8~P°inted out the. - .

B e

~i,canc¢pt o£ lncalf perqiﬁtq n& n mnnnianul one. (snc also,

/“;Sauttles, 1968; Janowitz, 1968: andhgreqr, 1962) ' 559 ‘ﬂl'
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' ' . ‘daspite the vehemence with which some observers were
' conceptualizing the local community out of existence, —
whether at the neighborhood, city, or national level,
‘there were others who were still finding it indispen-
-sable. . . . At the local community level there is
confrontation, visual if not tactile, .emotional .if not
intellectual. People still live next dodr to others,.
they eat, sleep, love, rhate, avoid, or seek one .
. . another in a given locale. Whether or not they have
much. to do with their neighbors, they use the same
grocery store or supermarket, .attend the same movie
--houses, and patronize the same beauty parlors or barber .
.. shops. Ovwners or renters, they depend on the same . S
. community services such as, humble as’ they may be, .
garbage collection, street cleaning, and police protec—
tion. However emancipated from spatial  barriers and
o ' however independent of locale. the elite may be, it is ’
‘ © still on the community scene that for most human beings' ¥
- interaction takes place.. These phenomend cannot be just i
~ i _ read out of the discipline (1973: 185, 187). . R
: , 5 . ‘

.

s , , Bg;nard.callé'for a paradiém révolqtion;.or at least, .a
" reformulation of the locale concépt'of community. In a’ - .

oo o most recent paper;,“Lanéuage and‘cdmmunityz On the Need : : - 3
for a New Perspective" (1975), Jackson and Spiliadic move R

towards a mﬁie vital and relevant formulation of locale...

»‘ '

1;4 S ' Jackaoq and Spiliadis state, 'hu, R o o ’ . p

- .
d . . - - “

T ':“-Between the aﬂalYtical types and hmpirical reqlity, .

: between the abstract and concrete® between. logally - -
. . . “specific and the broader fiational -siene, there is a.

» . - constant movement., 1t ia‘precisaly the cap ing of ,Z-w“,i“
... . this movement that necessitatqs refetence to ocality o

I R e

I i
: N . e "',:‘y .
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e :3' C While gcbgrﬁpbic bounéarios nro hot a neeepaat :?;l;:' .
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' l&~30nquf§xa. Qﬁebsc and the tbwn\of Baqotville,‘ n ArmeA

choice residential area by community memberé'?? an gex-
pression of their soc \péyerf (19€9: 148). The saiienqy

of location has also been put forth.by Jof. He writes,

The 'true extent to which the two major language
groups in Cafada are becoming -ségregated is seldom
fully appreciated This is, in large part, ‘due to the -
fact that Census figures are hardly ever discussed other
> than on the basis of prcvincial totals. .

The sheer size of Canada's political, units makes
such a basis unreasonable. Although there is practi-

~ cally no similarity between, for example, the town of

~ .8t. Isidore de Prescott and the metropolitan area of

. Toronto, the figures for both are bulked together in
one total labelled "Ontario” (1972- 17).13 -

v : +

""t!. . . P ' ‘.' . .
Joy pointgﬁto the. territorial segregation of the Canadian

:'population in;nﬁherical éerﬁa'alpﬁgalihguistic'lines (1972) .

Signifiqant differencesxwithin various regions, which if not
taken into accaunt, dlstort the actual situation,

There are important distinctions to be drawn in -
a-neuai&g various units, i e.. the country.“ﬁ:ovince, region,
city, town ; villaqe, and various featu:ew of aach unit, A
conpa:itbn made by Joy o£ the- met:opolitan area Chicouti-

v

- § *

. S . . B

- P Y . N 3t - N . .
-

! °
L ¥

e o e e . \ 1

- e The term: £1 ual.hult!*wax !ixut 1ntrodncoa by
o -in 1967, ' H# pq‘umt sever - &n .0

"-Lﬁthgﬂn(' H_xunah "thé langoage ‘of use.

. the. prtov Jitica uﬁitS'thé “btlinguﬁl

sarding - m-Sault ‘Sto, Marie sin. Eho

. Vilide ahd
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. Riviere, Lachute, or Shawv*lle;gin the eastern or the grest-

*French and English languages are in daily use. Lachute is

‘ .&ibniy :oelai mstitntm“’}.’faaf&i J.nt‘q

Fbrcgﬁ Base, reveeas the possibility of gross error:

‘The dissimilarity between Bagotville and the rest of

the Chicoutimi-Jonquiére area is so.complete that no
serious study could be based on a pooling of the tz’
sets. of figures into a single ‘set 6f meaningless t

tals. The personnel at the base come from all over
Canada and continue to use English at Bagotville as

they have in Toronto or Halifax or Vancouver, regard-
'less of thei; ethnic origin and mother tongue (1975, - .
Appendix, 843) : ¢

ences to be assessed in Quebec. City, Montreal, Trois

ern borders of’ the Province orcin its heartland. The o

Likewise;, it is suggested that there are impqrtant differ- ) |
location of Lachute in the “bilingual belt" in Quebec, . and
|

its proximity to the’ Ontario border are significant as- - | o
pects to be consadered. In Lachute there is a histoiy‘of

French—English contact, and co-habitation. 'Both the

a nexus of French~Engliah interaction, hiatorically, and

emporally. ' o L '. A

‘ N ¢ ‘ o '
? @ R ” ):'. . ' - C , . R a0
. 7 * Interaction . L -

L Y] . i ,
. 8 ‘v . . . . .

Comuunity has long been defined as interaction and

L the pxintcn;:e ot close i:elaubnaihips (aeu and Newby, 19%
'.uihar Ipd.Greer, 1969; untmmnyn 1966: 88 103)..\COmmunity
1n.themsﬁnh¢ bf 1n§epeéginat sociglkactiqns. sgpial re1a~

Vo

.




.cal axis is uaqful (Warren, 1966} 1972).16 It permits one

. sistent with cgncepts formulated by Weber. Don Martindale

o matic unit of inter-human Iife distinguished not by a. ’ B

) l" ' ) ’ . ,I
activities timat people engage in on a day-to-da basis.’“

The "urban community" as interaction can no longer be
1

cdncei\'red 'és"an isolated ‘and indep'endent unit.” [ - Mass;

media. mass transportation, increabing centrali ation )and

. ]

bureaucratization, have changed the patterns of social

interaction. ™ s

<

' The conceptualization of a horizontal anq a verti- A

[

14'I‘he neaning o£ interattion 1 have in mind is con-

provides an outline of the ‘concepts in their- comparative Q_ .
abstractness and complexity: "(1) Social actions, thie ul
timate units of analysis for the sociologiat. These are 8

/" inter-human behaviors having a meaning to the parties in-

volved. (2) Social Relations. Oné may. use this term to -
spegk of the stable arrangement of elements appearing in . ' '
‘sogial action, They do not exist outside social actions,.
.they merely represent the abstractly conceived. arrangements ‘ '
or patterns. on action displays.’ (3) Social Institutions, . e
A similar way to. abstractly conceptualize the social rela- ‘
tions in a whole network of social actions. . Social insti- ., .~
tutions bear the samé relation to patterns of action that ‘
social relations 4o to single actions. . . . .{4) Community R
.+ « o thé concept of the urban community as.a total syste-

Ai
—

single institution but by an order of institutions. . . .

To constitute a full urban community the settlsment had to J
.represent a relative predominqnoe of’ trade-cm:cial )
xrelations -with the settlement :as a whole displaying the D
following featuxess -1.; .4.fortification, 2.. a market,

3. a court of dts. own And.at lpast partialiy autongmous < - -

law, 4, ia 'relited fpzm of pubclatiup. and-5. -4t jleast
pa:tul Qutbﬁemy mfd‘ g‘; %pggpmy {’hehet, 194*7: 4~55) ..

o sit shégtd t;na gg;ed that :heg”nrgm: couﬁuugtty; is -
nbt aynbnymous with. "ethnic: commupnity? an colmmun y fox= . ..
‘mation® which Will “be ' alhh ﬁratmz 9 ’the fiext ‘sebtionon . -
Solidq::zty. .use "urbah q:qmuumity"w a‘refer t:o a c.ity aa,
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to grasp the interplay of forces at the local and extra-

local levels of human interaction, -In Warfen's schema,

v .

The horizontal axis emphasizes locality. It involves

the relationship of individual to individual or of o
‘groupswithin the locality... . .- The vertical axis - -
emphasizes specialized interest. It involves the '
relationship of the individual to a local interest

group and of that, interest group to a regional, state,

. , " or national organization (1966: 70).17 ‘ :

o

< - . In examining social interaction, both horiéqptal and verti-
| cal relaéions must be taken into‘account, and ohe imgict of.
vertical rdlations on the local,"ufban community®™, i .
ﬂ assessed. If in fact there are two "communities®, one
French, one English living ith;n the same territory, tho
a3 asaegsmenﬁ,is complicated. ~Sertain affiliations; or
deciaions taken'ootsido the "urban communityf'affect the
city aska“whole;' Other decisionslor affdli&tions maj have

a’ differential impact on each "ethnic community  Inter-

v

3
]
"

K

action does not ‘assure solidarity under ordinary cif’um—

stanceo, i.e., an nurban coymhniE!/,uizh/i’fglatively , n

homogeous populatipn.'~801id ty, in terms of belonging,

warm feelings of closé 8, cohesion, ia even less assured

@»“f‘h_; "_____gggggﬁgggfco&'ectivitiea living together are distinct in - o
' . ethnic origin and heritage, language and raligion.

1

v, 4 - . -

( R .~'Solz.i.dar'it,y YL ; O

cammunity in the senae of uolidarity iA~viewed txom
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" tage, is not sofficient.

'significent for solidarity.
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Conflict over economic, political,

a conflict berspective.'
!

| and sociaifresources, antagonisms, ang competition become

the basis of "communi y formation , and "communal rela-

" 18" In thi perspectxve communities are defined ‘

; T e

-t
b

« « + in terms o the solidarity shared by their
members which fornis the basis of their mutual. orienta-
"tion to social agtion, —Soliderity is not seen as a P
function of ecol gical residence but rather as a. .
regponse ta 'outside' pressures. It is manifested in
those relationships and ‘communal actions. which are
relevant to the/members' positions within the larger
ioc%ety4or relative to other communitges (Neuwirth,

96 149) :

.

4

.This -type of social’ action is exemg}ified by Neuwirth in

her analysis of Blac Amerieatis (1969). Sharing a corimon .

. residential 1ocation. sharing a- common background or heri-n'

It is a "mutual orientation to.

social actign", that is, fee;ipés of belonging together,’m B

éettingftooether;_Planndng, talk{ng'and 80 forth thetlisn’

o ‘ In the case .of tne«Black
rican;‘":;/,;\the content of Negro idiome and humour

contain suhtleties of meaning which are inacceesible to

-whites. To the extent that ttese gelationships, idioms, -

and humour. indicete mutuad feelinqs of - belonging together, N

B | I3 =,

@ .

...,,71.

*

18 he meaninq of conflict Al competition in this '
disCussion ‘had beon’ put forth by Weba?. © He writest A -
social xelatioy will'bé re¥erred to.as 'conflict! in Bo -
far as action within it is oriented intenticnally to carrys-
1ng out. the actor's own will -againat’ the resistance of the .
othpr party or~part£es. v"§. A peacefnl cbniiic ‘is ..
‘co&petition’ An 80 £ar'as ‘it conbists in‘a £6emally peace— L
. ful’ Atténpt. to Attajn; control over oppertunities/and -

"-ns;‘,adwtntaqdi w qh &re also deamed by eehd:a (1947 132, 133).-
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Negro Americans constitute a commuhity"ﬁiueuwifth,319693
154). - ~ D 4

- .The formation of "communal_relatioqships" is the

basie forl"communfty closure". Neuwirth notes ‘that,

4
Once communal relationships have been formed, the -
.community members will tend to monopolize economic,
political, -and/or social advantages. The process
aiming at such monopolization is callé&éd "community
closure” (1969: 149, 150). °

©
13

"“The monopolization of husiness or work opportuniites, poli-
tical offices, and the accompanying claims of social esteem
are a means of effectihg ”ccmmunity closure" This ia

manifest in the range and number.of organizations and

2

. \

community, its group resources; institutional activity,
phzt;fipation; and representation (Vallee and Shulman, 1969
37; Vallee and-DufOur,‘1975). -_ Networks ogcsocial rela-
tioxis a;nd;the extent of *aheocigtive relati;onshipb“'?acili-

tate the process of fggmmunity.closure”{ In Neuwirth's
‘ »

. +

“m’ o : ' : f ) - -“

Lo ‘.

N .

PN

B
»

w'The process of community closure is uaually concomitant
_ ¢o a rational pursuance of economic, political, or
. ‘social interasts, that'is, communal relationships are
- combined with. associ:fi:fljgpcontractual rélationshipp
. »’ s , . L ; .

L3 A
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lasaociations, ‘the "inatitutional completeness“*of an ethnic
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- hich degree of organizational capacity éhould helo‘a\l 'l = ‘
community to efect closure, i.e. to monopolize economic, P

. } P, :

* political ‘@nd aocial advaritages"” (1§75 20) 'Various S

",ﬂ‘\kgpimensions"ok organizational fapacity inclnder

A

’ : « « « the extensiveness ‘and formal structuring of o
| relévant social mechanisms, the structure of authority,
the means of social control within the community, the: C
‘degree of autonozy in the organization of pction, the
consensus among the .8segments of the ethnic collectivity,’
. and the.existence of an institutionally differentia L
R political function (Breton, 1974: 2 11) .

" .
.

~e

'

. .
These various structural and processual dimensions of org-

N anization capacity along with two other factora, agreement/
- % !
_ dlaagreement over goals and cost for the m?jority, have o~

been ueed by Lapointe and- Lee to study{the gonditions ol

ih } manifest conflict in Timmins and. Sturgeon Fﬁlls where the. .
. W . ’ .
Freq%p community is a minority. N o

o

A possible outcome of the inability ko effect 4

p.': .,comMunity closure" ig an underprivileged polition, i. e. o
" ‘"a negatively privilegedﬂstatus group”. ‘The’ monopolization

of economic and- political power by one group mitiqates
S against another group's opportunity tOoattainqbolitical -and

economic adyantages, and concomitant social cteem,

TR ‘; A vital aepect of community formation and community

N\

~

/

istio" : In order to mndpoli:zo ecnnomic, pohtical or

Vo
;o

,\f_J; eocial tepourceéa and limit the numbers of. competitors.,

N
- . . -;?"

e T rc;~. one qe nt/of the coMpotitoro may«aeize upon A
S o e easdly aamtamam‘ 2nd dtfﬂu:gnﬁntim charactfs
e iatic ‘of amzh notenﬁai aan aci;ﬁhi‘ ,téndqu«mch g




serve as additional means for blocking ethnic grpup i
. from access to economic and political opportunities .

: | - o o 48

local or social descené, racigi or ethnic origin, lack
of property or educational qualifications--and use it
as a pretext for excluding them from competition

(Neuwirth, 1969* 149).

v

-

‘Langoage is such a'differentiatimg.chargo;%riatic of
_ethnicity. It fonctions in'society es'colomldoes'for tqe
Blaoks, or religion, for the Jéws. Language is not only a
symbol or mark of eghnﬁc identity, a shorthand "ethnic
iabel" but is used 1n community formation and closure.

, Languageﬁggxxea_tg~2§29 people together a d facilitates

"mutual orientation to socﬂal actiqn thus strengthening

‘&/ - R v

the basis of solidarity.. Conversely, language demarcates

: X
relations and draws group boundaries. Furthermore,.

Neuwirth points out, . : ‘
4 9 A
LA N ' ' ¥

According to Weber's basic assuﬂptioﬁ, a common Bystem
of linguistic and nonlinguisti¢-symbols makes social o
‘actions meaningful and directly understandable. When _
such .a common system of symbols is. absent or inadequafe
(as, for inatance, in society comprised of varfious
ethnic groupg),only 3 Nmited amount of meaningful
interaction can occur. \This aitnation provides féxtile
ground for' the emergence of etmmic stgreotypeg, -which

(Neuwirth, 1969: 151).. , K

. \‘ o

Bthnic stereotyping is evident in’ some of the press: reporta.

ad the intreductory abstract convey.\ In large city
nuch as Montreal, Quebec CIEyyeo: Ot\ewa the 1ack ot a

common language inhibits muningful rmoh-nnglish ipm-r- . ;
. aotion. .The 'two lolitudpt' "duality ; 'bioultu:aliam’ 553";Jv'




DT

. "‘ i/ 'v';} Gl
S s
N e SREIPRE .

= ; . !
. . T8
} . .

.

conditions of meaningful .interactions are at a local level. ™ -
is ‘basic to this study. .
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CHAPTER III

.‘Research Method

Various resee;bh’methods and techniques. have been
used to explore and gather data for ghis stud& of Lachute

in terms of community and 1anguage. Each aspect of com-

munity, 10cality, interaction, and solidarity neceesitates
differeht,informatioq and aources of information; conse-
L : quently different;techniques. The following is a brief

14

I resume of six techniques uged and their limitations: Census

Y
a

Participant dbseigation, and Queationnaire.

3

, ' - An Ove;vieﬁ

‘ *  the project began with the:collection of ‘Census -

aata in February 1974 and was carriéd th&ougﬁ to' July 1974. .
' The months March and April were spent in reviewing the

iterature, and in preliminary observationa in Lachute once

eekly. A subscription to the Prench and Engi}sh weekly
" newspapers was obtained The period of mid-nay to mid-June
. was spent in Leurentian Ragional High School on’ LY daily :

basis:in a participant as abserVer capacity. During this
time interviéwa Were conducted and a questionnaire a&minis-

texed to. pupils.‘.As aoon as the schqol term anded, interv*'

data, Historical sources and documents, Ngaspapers, Reports,'

views wete axtanged with school officials and kay‘people inl:

AN
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l
zations, The months of July 1974 and July 1975 were spent
| ) in writing the theais.. A two-day return visit to the city

: was made in‘Jnly 1975 to observe and verify some details.

Census data

A profile of*Laéﬁﬁté'waa,squghtnfrom'its beginnings

| to the present, Botn census records and historical meter-
ials provided this information. A base line—dete-fﬁ;the
past was considered deairable, but information in the Census
of Canada is particularly lackingrin historical data for
cities or towns with populations under 10, 000. Lachute did
not have this number of 1nhab1tants until 1961, A comperi~

':son between 1961 and: 1971 was possible, though not perfect,

L .',.' for in the year 1971 a new question was added, fLanguege

-4 Most Often Spoken in the Home". Total numbers/of popula~ ‘$.:

\‘.'

tions are for every decadeksince 189i

The variablee particularly relevant to
this study are: Mother Tongue, Official Language, Langueqe
'Most Often Spoken in the Home, Ethnic Group, end Religion.

 For the years 1961 and 1871 they ere defined in the fol-

. i

. lowing way:

. ' N P . n,«}a ’ ! N s
. y . [N 'L . L e : . o
Mothet anue ' 4 N . IR
. ~ . . s v o : s . A '.& ! R )
' . o Vo M ‘. v, ‘- oo )

P 2
-,‘«, '

R oy t?er Tongue wae defined in 911. 1961, 1951. and

ChT T ‘19 as’' “the 1 quuage first learned in .childhosd and
Lo e mn ‘understatds™: . In 1931, the definition wass.
RN the Immqe Ieerned in chiidhood end sti,u spoken

g, e .
ER ,‘_;.; P RN el ,u‘,~, N P
N rAu,",H{-‘ ‘\: ,”,i,,cvmd#.‘,'k' cdle .i\} A
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' | by the perszn” (Census of Canada, 1971, Catalogue
' ' 92-773, Bulletin SP-3, December 1972).

-

oficial language | S S
VAR . :
o _ This refers to the number of persons who reported that

they were able to speak either one or both of the
official languages of Canada. It should be noted that
persons who indicated that they speak "English Only"
.or "French Only" may also speak other languages and -
have a- "Mother Tongue" other than English of French
(Census of Canada, 1971, Catalogue 92-733, Bulletin 1.
4~5, January 1974).

4
\)

Languages mosﬁ offgn spbken in ;§§5hgmem

N , . Yy

This refers to the language presently being used most
frequen/}y by the person in his or her home (Census of '
Canada, 1971, Catalogue 92~733, Bulletin.l.4-5, Januiry
1974). o e .

a0

- Ethnic group’

A person's ethnic group is traced through the father,
In 1961 and 1971, the respondenta were asked: To what
" ethnic or cultural groug did you or your ancestor (on
the male side) belong oh coming to this continent? If
applicable, the language spoken at that time by the
person or by the paternal ancestor was used as a guide
. " inh determining the person's ethnic group (Census' of

Canada, 1971, Catalogue 92-774, Bulletin SP-4, May 1974},

Rel4gipn
’ .
Respondents were asked 'What ig your religion,' ‘and to
' report a specific demonination rather than such terms
as Protestant, Christian, etc,), even if! they did not
\‘ attend a place of worship.. Census figures do not:
: - measure chirch membership or indicate the ‘degree. of
© affiliation with a payticular religiout body, but .’
‘ rather, indicate! the one to which each pexaon statcd o
.- 'heor she belonged, adhered to, of favétred, Provision °
.~ " 'was’ made for tlie response '3;‘ Reli.qign , 4nd/for’ "ntbu:"
T sv{Cendis of da, Iaﬂl, ca 17‘, Bullatin
: o ;SP-l, !4&3! 19

A Wt
f ot . J' i Y "
. o A LA D) “ e "
e -t - " I ‘- PR o, RN o e
- S oty ‘~a»w~-~."s\:‘~-w;.d L L
A . » .
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Some of the weaknesses of the census categories
have been’pointed out by Joy (1975), Vallee and de Vries
(1975) and Lamy (1974). For example; ethnic origin may be

used as ‘a reference point in attempting to gauge the degree

B

of assimilation. However, with the condition today of

*mixed ethnic stocks” A person may report ethnic origin By

the criteria given but, in fact be ¢ der ‘to another group
- in langnage and culture (Joy, 1975). With reapect to the
category of "Official Language", no test is given. There
; are no etendards to judge againat; and the data is self-i
‘report. |
“Mother Tongue » since 1941t is defined as the
first lanquage learned and still understood, even though it
is no longer spoken. The concept is rather meaningless Qf
the "Mother Tongue“ language is no longér used, The
“Language Most Often,Spoken in the Home" is an attempt to
get at the dominant language of the respondent. It is
used in 1971 for the first time on a sampling basis oﬁlyh
Because the‘eembling bagis of "Mother Tongue" en@ *Lendnage
ﬂont Often Spoken in tne Home", is diffe;ent, it would be
’ ffeulty to*meke eomparibons‘(aoy, 1975). Lamy (iQ?Si'3) |
l"‘finds that '1en§uage eooken‘best"‘Ia the'neaninq of domin?
| ant langnage and’ the beet predictor of the 11nguiatio f'
| ,quup to. which the individual belong:. This qu
'.‘jnots na aaknd ln tbe Cemus'. !;e 1ab¢3. Fre ‘ch Camdian, ”,
"' 'dian 15 morq'ttuly a natione' identifieat$on
i coiminly used and aiauned,’ ok the purpdlel of

‘‘‘‘‘

'stion 15
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\*’, ¥ this paper the terms "Engligh ox French-Canadians, qifoﬁp,'
{ population,’ perscns, collectivity, etc. or Anglophone,

E“rancophone,"are used to indicate the llanguage -category '

and does not necessarily refer to the ethnicity. No at-

-

>

“tempt has been made in this paper to empiri‘cally qetermine
the English or French populations by asking them as, Lamy
(1975) has done, to which group they feel closer., Even e
with these shortcomlngs, census data remains the most ex- . K

.tensive survem is available.

Historical sources”an'd' documents

\ Much of the hidtorical data of Lachute's past. was
drawn from.G. R. Rigby, "A His,tory .of Lachute" (1964)., He

n such sources as F. C. . Ireland, "Sketches of

\"\
(‘189 ), as well as newspaper files from the Watchman. :

, 'Though a straightforward and valuable account, 1t is lacking
in detail c\f the French population. A French-Canadian ,
perspective is provided in Gaetan Valois, ”Memories of ..
Gaetan Valois" (1952), and some background material :i.n
Raoul’ Blanchard, "L' Ouest cu Canada Francais" (1954). ; x,

. visit to the A:genteuil Historical Museum provided a vicw
of primaxy aourcew artifacta and documents.

Smna Govermnent reports and aocumentt wcre usad

'L‘heae includad the Dunton-mnrendeau, "Royal COmiuicn on
- 4
Bilinguansm and mcultu:alim" (Ottawa, 1?67): tha Pareht,
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of Quebec": (Quebec, 1963); and the Gendron, ' "Commission of .
s ' ' ¢ )
Inquiry on the Position of the French Language and On

Language Rights in Quebec" (Québec, 1972) The circum-
[ .
stances of Government Reports, the climate of the times, ’

' the mandate and aqulces ‘under which each report is under-

taken must be taken into account.’
- - " "The historical account by Rigby (1964) was a’ prime

- . s
source of data for the development of the City and the

activities in the areas of Work, Church, Volﬁntary Aesocia-

tion, School, and Cemunicationﬂfre;n the earliest times to
1964. Census data (1971) supplemented information con-
cerning iabour force, occupations, income, religious aff.il—'

iat\:\gon (not degree), and school.attendance.

Newspapers . : ' , y

‘ Both, the ‘Engli.sh language "Watchm&n", and French
language g, Argente”uil" weeklies were scanned for locel
news, events,\i\suesr personalities, a other items that .
could be relevant to this study. Qo temi:t was made to do

h

a systematic content analysis, though a compariscn of French‘

3

and Bnglj.sh differences in coverage and stresa would be

”
s o o ¢

°2°Each of theee comiasicns will he referred to

‘subsequently;in the text. by their chairperaons. The Royal
Commission gn Bilingualisn and Biculturalisr (Canada, 1967),
as- the Duntiin-Laurendéau. Report; Royal Commission of In-
quiry on Edudation .in the: Province of Quebec: (Quebec,.

L A964), s theda%ren - Reporty and the Commission of Inqui'ryx
‘on’ the ‘Pogition of the French Langue .and 'On Language

\Riqhta i‘n Quebee (Queb e, 1973) 3 the Gendron Repcrt. Lo
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most . interesting. Notice of a survey, the CESAM, Com- .

mission D'Enquete Sur L'Adulte et son Milieu (1974) was

"found in a news item.

: ‘ ' ‘ . Al -
Reports ) ' .
. .Q | " Along with vaz:gious ’repo;'t'“s unde.rtaken.by'the federal
& . and provineiel governments (Laurendeau-Dunton, 1967; Parent,
1963; Gendron, 1972) the CES?\M report, a PIL (Local
° Initiative Program) was particularly relevant to this
study. Th:i,s was the CESAM study undertaken in collaboration'
’ with'?;EAPAC, (Service Educag:ion des Adultes) and provided
deta about the Lacheeel population that «a‘ﬂou.ld' not have been
accessible otherwise.‘ The survey focussed on the needs,
tastes, and aspirations of ttlte adult in Lachute and
J neighbouring tgyns in woi:k,‘ leigure, media and education.

Differences betwkéen the Anglophone and Francophone popula-

A ‘tions were included. - S , S R

|

i . . Using the provincial electoral lz.st, reviaed
A

{ \ Octobe:; '1973,, the CESAM -sample consisted of 1,142 adults,

aged 18 years and over, of wh:lch there were 802 peraona

b (70, 22 pextent). who ;esponded to ):he questionnaixga either- R
over the telephune or in face-to-face interviewa. a limita-
tion ‘of tha study jor these purposea }u. that Lachute 01ty

Yis ot considated as a aepaxate unit. In many cases, the R
data providqd inssl.udes Laehute; Brownaburg and Roussillon;

mz:lssaltwn. st.-rhinppe, St.-Andre, and Carillon. s B .
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’ * participant observation ' , : : ~ /J

- } . , ’

In Chapter IV, the emphasis is on dynamic day-

to-day interactions in a single,domain of language use,-
21 i |

the echool The impact of decisions taken extralocally

‘on the local level; the ongoing interactions and relations
of persons-at the local level,/gpeetions of solidarity '
"ethnic community formation, community closure“~ actual,
gether than potential language use cannot be assessed on
the pasis of statistics or surveys alone. Participant
oObservation. is the most effective means of gaining an in-
sight into and understandinglof-“what is going on", softo\

speak. The s was choseﬂ as the'locue for more of an
\“J/ghgol a :

in depth study for several reasons. Not only is the school
a prime domain of 1anguage use and 1nstruction, the

oentral arena of the’ language controversy, but also the

- o
. 4 . .
4 . ’

r _‘., ‘ \

e concept of ”domain” has a specified meaning.
‘and use in sociolinguistic literature. Fishman explains
that, "domains and social situations reveal the links that
' “exist between micro and mecro—soeiolinguistics. ..
A ' They attempt %o designate the major clusters .of interaction
’ situations that occur in particular multilingual settings.
'Domains enable lis to undérstand that language ctioice and -
. - ‘topic . i . are , . related to widespread socio-cultural.
w norms qnd expectations" (19725 19; 1972b: 19, 29).
‘ S "Who Speaks What Language to Whom ‘and When“ is a
snertac:ipt ‘referring to the construct domain, ' It is in
these terms. that I refex to dpﬂain in’ thiS'study.

? «, ., E,

. . . f s .o

2 . * 0 0 - .
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most accessible to me, given my backgrdund in the field

of education. ' . . ' -

———
[

Before the period of participant as observér had
" been a period of observations in the Cify. .The spring
months of March and April were ebent once weekly in Lgichute

. for the express purpose of mappirig"the area and getting

general impi:ess ions,

-

P

I walked the streets of Lachute, or drove aroufid in

~ '

the car, Residential areas were located, as were the g -

schools, churches, industries and other institutions. I

ate in.various restaurants, hot-dog stand; stopped for . .

seum.\ Conversations with people during

)' most caeual.' . - ) ’
T . ' /'rhe phase of participant as observer began é6n 7
' May 1974 with an interview of the principal of the English
C " Proteatant secondary school. A telephone call the week
before arranged for the interview time Subsequently, 33
face—t,o-faee interviews were conducted in the echoola -and
' l.-\ the cemuni.t:y at 1a:qe. Thia is not considering the nu~-
=» meroua oceasions when I waa ex;gaged ‘with groups oﬁﬁpqaple

:Lxx ducuseiam or obgeagvat:iona thronghout this period \-.

\
e

'L'he 'niﬁial lnterviews with officials of the tchoo].




'and part would- be

-

school setting. Aﬁter the schools would close for the B}

summer holiday, the pian was to move into the ¢ mmunity at
large. Careful consideration was given te the approach to

be used, as well as the language I was to interview in,

During the first interview with the principal of

the English Protestant secondary school, I made my purpc‘se

explicit, and offered to do e:omevreciprocél teachiog

4

service. I ha'd some apprehension before the interview, as
I was fully aware "thde this time of the school year is, or.
can be a particularly pfessing one for admmlstratora.

Nevertheless, not only was I graciously received, but there

' proved to be great co-0peration and involvement in each

phase of my endeavor. .The Director General was called to
this first meeting (The board oi}‘.fices happen to be in the
. e )

same building as the school). My'purpose and daily presence

. in the schéol wae” ratified, It was to be noted in the Board
,minuﬁes db that there would be no question of my. daily
‘ appearance in the school. I was formally introduced to key

| ataft- members; provided a map of. the school, several statis-

tical documents,'aancl a private o‘ffice. It Wwas mutually

decided that part of each day would be given in some service

b

n/fé my cwn purposes of observation

and interview_s. . L
red to do |oma one-to-one remdial teach~ .

u;ud :Lt I could undetwte to reuurch end provide thc i
it ) .:3\,.'.."0|“"'t't - o e : N
TR TP I “fw RO R
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pcincipal with.a bibliography of .}the.fletest x;eadj:ng‘tests'

and materials. I ;,zas most p;eeseo to do so, and speni: one e

daj at the McGill, reaéing center withNth’e :"heed of the pro-

G | gram for’ this pufp'o’se. © In the meantime, several pupils Q
- were being considered for the one-to-one remedial work

-~ +

This aspect was not too successful By the time the pupils \
v

. - | were selected, only two lessons were possible. I was then
asked if I could assist in administering basic skill tests . .
' ‘ " ko all the Seco‘nderx,l stud.ents'. This was a particularly A
- positive task for me. ' By that time, I had decideé to ad- . S
>, ¢ <minister a lenguaqe uge qqe‘si’ionnqire'to thiz same segment -
| of the school population. It was an occasion- to ‘interact
with the’ student& as well as free a staff member at a buay

. l ! . 7 »
- time. > )

«

I relate these events in some detail as they were

most infport at in achieving a :&ole for .myself. I began to

"gb -
_ A feel-a member of the sc’hool. ‘There was a valid reason for 2
i o ' ’ ‘ g
W : my daily ?res ce. During the first‘« Week of participa on;

I had to combat the feeling of being out of plaee,. even
P
-« though the norms of the school setting are very farai.liar to

nfe\." Once engaged in the tasks, I| felt much. freer in

, , sitting and chatting with the thhera in the staff room
e guring their spare periods, eat.i.ng lunch with them, and/or
" - talking to -t.udentt in the cIaurm and corridors. . "if‘
ST ‘ 'rhouqh the prinofpnl ﬁad gained uooperation of the teachern ‘
ang agprim thcm of my pmunce thxcugh tht taacheu' . '1 '

g \edtmema, 1 net vf;m myiqg »dag:m, of i.ptarebt anong the

-
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r\ .
teachers, rénging from detached apathy to covert hostility.
‘ Those that I dld arrange to 1nterview, however, WQné most
co—oqerative. Intervrfws were sought, particularly Y;th
language department heads, or teachers involved in TESL . -

& .

zzzgrams (Te&ching~English As ‘A Segond Language), The
" recording of interviews was not carried out in the pres~

. ence of. the respondents.‘ I did not wish to inhibit the .

4
>

floq of communication with the appearance of pen and paper.

I made;use of the priva of é e carrells in the school's ;;
-library to record eech face-to-face interview or period of
observation immediately. T o ?? o .

1 - ,

Aftdr I had established myself in the English school,

(>

I drranged for an interview with the principal of the French
Secondary School. The interview ‘was conducted in French, at
theurisk of my feeling'some inadequacy. ‘Though fluent ;

do not have, "native comhand: of ﬁrench: It wasgthe first
time I felt the kind of risk that the Francqphone is pub- ; <

~ -

" ject t6 in an English milieu. In the initial interview, A

after nmy few intrdapbtory remarks, the School Administrator
said ‘that e coyld spe&k‘English but if I would nét. mind L

~

wehwould carry on in French. This put me at éase and we ( '
-carried on,' . ff oo ﬁ.- .J;',\'i - -,. N

My tequest to administer ths language use qnestion-'_
“~ .
naix& wn turnod down 'l‘here was muoh skepticiam on. th\e\ S

':1.‘ . . Cy

part of the nincipal. no fnlt that tha 1eve1 of the . N
Y i '
rrcnch vau not thov bost m hs wan doubttul if the teachers - \
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would eo-operaﬁe. The qdministrefion of the quesfion—

naire to Franco ne’Etudents,,thbugh‘desirabié“for

. comparative puxposes, was not critical. The purpose of

A}

the . questionnaire was to ascertain the degree of\bilingual-’

ity in the school domain. From other,statistical sources

¥ .
it was clear that there was a high degree of unilingual

"French use in the Fr ch sector. This was not the case -

in the’Enélish sector, where hoth Francophone and Anglophone

o
'

students aitended; oL

In both French and English schools the felloWing )

aan

v ¥

information wsa\iarght: students--number, sex, mgther'.f

tongue, age, religionj staff--numbérf"background,«curFicq-

1

lum goaléf practices (;articularlyjlinguietic enes)7 brogram\
exchanges; attitudes ané“relationa between the English and
Frencn; ﬁarené égmmittees; Board stfucpurev-area‘of;ju;is-
diction, @ecisignrmaking;‘reiatiqns with other?Boards,'witn
Qnebec: relations with the rest of -the community, effect

anticipated of Bill 63 and Bill 22 (based on Mackey, 1972).

o
*

£ IS

Intervie;L“ '

Interviews with key people in each of theae areus
pnovided another sourCe oﬁ infovmatiom which statistical or,’

historical data. could not convey. %9 the proceas of inter-

® .
o . . ' »

o . ,

/ L .

« ..

: 22The questionnaire was tranalated into P:ench by .
a: Francophone student in the MA program at the University . |
of Montreal. I had the Questionnaire.verified by one of - - 'K\_;/
(fthe French language teachers and there proved to be some ‘

errors in plural fdrms asowell as some awkward literai
/ tranalations. ‘ T .

-

f
L
J
|

‘:
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:viEwing,_tgo respondents developed a conninuing ;elatibnship

with me ano were extremely heipful and informative. . The

. interviews conducted were largely open-ended, since they
were intended ds exploratory. A schedule was prepared prior
to ‘the .interview pe‘:riod of the study, so that there would -

be consistency ‘in the approach. SRS
St P .

n

s
“
“

Questionnaire

P

The questionnaire schedule was developed and

adapted from the one used by William F, Mackey (ﬂb?Z) It

\

is a 'wide-mesh" instrument desxgned for ascertaining the

degxee of bilinguality. Questions pertained to "language—'n\

. in-use”. in three dimensions, home, school, neiéhbourhpod.'

' yThe concept of "langéege use" is used by Meckey in’preférn |
ence to bilinguality.‘ ﬁhile-the general fiamework of the .
Questionnaire is consistent with the perspective of this
etudy, the form of the schedule’was not suitable for the

- - pupils in this context. ‘With the aid of the Principal,

n&nisora and Colleagues a revised Questionnaire was deeigned.

"~ and administered to all the etudents of Laurentian Regional
"High, Secondary 1.23 . 1ts value in this study, given the

.’

BT 23s[>et:ial mention 'to’ Professor K. Jonassohn, J. D.
-Jackson and B, Reimer for their aid in the preparation of
the. Questionnaire. Professor ‘B. Reimer and colleague °
. Michael Benjamin did the necessary computer programming.
' Nr. G. R, Morrill, principal of Laurentian Regional High,.
g - wnu-particularly helpful in reviewing the questionnaire;
o uggesting changes that. would be in keeping with the nature:’

qf thie ‘student: popuxation :acilitatihg every posaible
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focus of the tﬁesis, is limited. It would| be useful in a | .
comparative study of bilingual schooling.

¢ : As soon as the school term closed I began to set
up interviews with persons in key positions in the city. |
Once again, I found a h;gh degree of wil tpgness~to inform
me, and one interview led to another. I was particularly
.. ’p;easeo that personalwrelattonsoips with| two respondents. .
have continued to develop and contact has been maintained X
durisg the following &eer. ‘ &

The limits of this study are tyFical of limits

in any field research endeavor orlcase study. The study’

e is an exploratory one and 1imited to a|six months time

period. - o .

' .} There are particular shortcomings in ‘each of the
techniques used, : In the Census, there is a lack of data~
adequate,for comparativetbaais,elong‘yith the problems

"~ inherent in the collection of census statiaticq. The

historical documents are limited in the detail of the
Francophono cofmunity. Government documents are subject
to the bias, of the interest and conditions of those under

" whose aegie a partioular commisgion is undertaken. Inter-

r

views have paxticular limitations. Ap Effrat has notad:

In field resea:ch. much of“iﬁe material gathered is
impressionistic, difficult to quantify, and subjeot 'to
...t o £ilte¥ihg by the resmparcher's own predilections before = . .
N the perceived data are recorded; different researchers .
S U 0 also organize théir material differently, focus on
'different issues, etc. .Moreover, each researcher's
geraonality, Nex;, ethnicity, social class, etci, give o
\ Hore aecess to uome Beguents of the popu-. L
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\ tion or some interpretations more believabie to him -
.or.her. than others (1973: 13) C -

a
-

. Yet %nother hazard of case study in particular ie t&e
-generagity of the findings. How unique is Lachute or the,
conditisns one finds there? ome ‘of the limits imply the
need for\further research, comparative study, more indepth
inquiry iQto various domains, hypothesis to be teated, and
continual éensitive awareness and~scrut;ny on the part of
rhe researcher; One approach to offset the bias in a ’;

single study }e comparative’analysis. This was done to ;&

K

the extent possible, and lays the basis for further study.

N . g B ’ 3
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{  CHAPTER IV

D

Location and Settlement-~Geographic, Linquistic

- . vy © s
' . '

/

From a7geograohic perspective, the city of Lachute
is located in a fertile plain at the foothills of “the
Laﬁrentian Mountains, forty-nine miles from mid-town ..

!Mpntﬁéal; fort§ milgs4from‘Montreal-DorvaI airport, and
: {

ten miles from the site of Mirabel, the new Montreal |

I

International Atrport tly under gonstructionl

E‘ . ~ Lachute intersection point for p;ovincial highways

30, 31, and 41 (See Map 1, p. 68). / N ,

coming.from.uontreal, the secondary road northwest

along route 41 winds its way through the flat countryside.

|
}
|
|

The visual contrast between 'the rustic and the urban, the:
agricultural and the industrial" (Everett‘c. Hughes, 1943:
, o 1) is snarp. It is still true, as Everett c. Hughes ob-
| aerved some yegrs ago ahout a similar acene that the
physical change from town ‘to .country daems abrupt and
s ,.]7 - 5' complete. The citiaa atill do not caat 1ong shadows,

. . | .. neithar'nontroal, nor Lachut%. )

) 3 v
1 v ’ t [3 '

s A thirty mile speed zone and a rising church steeple

mark the only village on t:he way. thé village of St. Carmt.

.
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As one approaches Lachute City, the breadth and space of
each farmland narrows and the flat land.begins to roll
Shortly,  the Laurentian foothills and EﬂdvRiviere du Nord
appe7f’;;\6?e right, the excavation site of Mirabel' on the
‘left. Modern bunqalows of brickﬂ?nd stone with neat and
shrubbed lawns begin to spot the countryside. The occasion-
al billboard as well as the cemetary announce thelcity
Vlimits (Map 2, p. 70). 'This secondary two-lane route
leads directly to the heatt,of Lachute City, to the houI;:
vard and buatle of the main street, Rue Principale.r The .
forty square miles that congtitute Lachute are unban only
at their core. Twenty percent of the city is designated
as urban, that is, reaidential institutional and commer- | $
cial. The'other eighty percent .constitute six hundred |

. 1
industrial atres, as well as rural farmland and summer

. resorts (Lachute, Ecdnomic Survey, '1974).

Linguistacally, Lachute is located within the
Bilingual Belt of Canada, in the Ottawa Valley region, the
border area. between Quebec and Ontario juﬂt seventy miles
from Ottawa. The poPulation at present is approximataly
13 000 .within Lachute’ itself, and 35, 000 in the immediate
rarea.‘ It is estimated.that the total population will be
60, 000 by thacyaar 2000 (Lachﬁ*e Fconomic Survay, 1974).) ‘
In 1971. gs ind;ogted in Tahle 1.“tha ccnlug ;eported S
11.780 pdxsonn in'nachute.city. 54 percent of‘wbam :egis- ﬂ;f”
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' TABLE 1

POPULATION, LACHUTE, 1971, OFFICIAL LANGUAGE

) Total: (N) Percent
English only * 1,325 . 11.2 '
French only | 6,325 537
Both - . a2 - b 38000
Neithe_r, - ' T - PS - ‘ . | -

Total .. . . 11,780 o

v - N .
" ~ ey

Sources Censua of Canada, 1971, Catalogue 92~726, Bulletin
' 1. 3-5, August 1973. - .

(23

< Lachute Settlément-épogulation L B

s The seti:lpiieii'thafr Lachute and i.ti ﬁémographic'- ,
profile nmay be compared with the pattem fou;nd in other
Quebec centers within the Bilingual Belt luch as uontreal.
Sharbrooke -or, Three Rivq::s. As Joy po:lnto out,

Through tha cenzma f.i o8 ‘we can follow the outwauf
movement of the Fresioh Canadians from their old par-
ishes along the’ st. ‘Lawrence, a movement facilitated

' by the concurrent departire of many persons of )

. “British origin from those areas of Quebec Province. and

... Bamtern Ont;ar:lo. wh:l.c had ‘bean .ori inally settled by
Bngliahv-speakinq fmiuda (Joy, 197 3 . 13 L

o ’ A g".
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. | L ) Clark came in 1796, 25 ‘some 6fa¥he early settlefax numbers -
sof families, place of origin, location in or around .
‘Lachute,“and their religious affiliation are indicated in
f Table 2. Clark, coming from Vermont, purchased what was
- :'_ ‘part of q‘seigniorial tract of land giQen to Charles .
'qbseph d'Ailleboust in 1682 by Louis XIV of France. Charles

 Josepp had original;y named his seigniory,"The Seigniory of

// T Argenteuil™, after his chateau ip Argente + France, Tim-
) "ber’ was the main attraction for the véry first settlers to B
/‘_ the Lachute "area. Qne, whose\aﬁcestors'we:e embng the -
first to settle, rgported,. - / |

R " ) - : » . /

— ' The first people came for logging. Let\no one tell
you any- different. . The trees were fellad and cut into
blocks, and floated down the river to bec along the

e N -St. Lawrence where they were shipped across the
v ocean. These pioneers soon found that the land was

to leave the troubled home lands and settle here. That
: was after the eighteen-fifties (Intervg?w 740524F).

® | - Jugt after the Hapolébnic Wars, potash was in great demand-

° for tha manufacture of gunpowder especially, as well as ' >
‘

tertilizer, aoap.and glass. The Americans who first came .

S wera Methodists. They were largely nomadic, moving from -

-~ ' \ tract to tract -eekihg uuitabla timber for tha conVursion i
to potash, and did :ubliatenca taxning. .aoweyqr, by the |
aarly eighteen-hundrads; the Aericans had bagome dis- ~ .

ﬂ'

L N .
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.
P
i

“*Q‘hﬁﬂwi'G; the vtornation on e
in ﬁ‘trdmms. ‘R. Rigby, A - . T' o

e

arable and wrote home for other members of the family. : f

R e 1%

s et o

t T I o Janu_J.‘l
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e TABLE 2« - . oy n
S e : ‘ N
coL T .EARLY SETTLERS, 1796~1853 ' o
Year Settler No.'of- Place of Location Religious
Fami~ ~Origin ! : Affilia-
lies ) tion
1796 H. Clark Vermont Both sides
- (3 sons, v of the yiver
2 daugh- from
ters) "Lachute"
. ‘ , . 5
1798 J. S. 5 Vermont Methodist
Hutchins - : >
1800 W. Powers 15 \ | ( .
| 3 St. Eustdche United ' = \
’ < ; * Road Empire L
o e Loyalists
- 1803 < - 30 Both sides ,
! b \ ' y s ' . Of the \\\ H
g . . & river, . '
- "Upper
. . Lachute” ‘
.1809 T. Barron ) ‘Presbyter-
v) . ian
| 1810 |
l ‘ . T
1820 J, - - “8cotland . Baptist
: McGibbon - o Lo e "
‘ j ST
1821 JQ . T e ' ) .
Macdonald - Scotland s =
' 1822 T - scotland: - ke .
) ~ Horriaon TR _ <
1825 W, NcOuat sé&tland“. S oe
. 1826 o
o Mocroqox Scotland ;y':;‘, S
= * ‘,.";1823 Piorw ) AR
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' \ TABLE 2--Continued : . S
'O Lo o 7 . ~ o .
i . — /
b - G
_Year Settler No. of Place of Location Religious ' l\\\
' : Pami~- Oragin ’ Affiliation ,
lieg, . C e
. * h ' .‘»’ )
: X
1832 J. Walker Scotland . = _—
.. 1833 Rodgers Scotland C oL ‘ /\J
1834 J. Hay ‘Scotland . | 7
1853 Antoine - ' Belles - ;’ .- . Roman o
Brunet " Riviere . . ‘Catholic . L
couraged. The year 1809 marks "the aséendancy of the .
.Scottish and the dqpline of the American influence' ,
(Rigby, 1964;. iO){“”The Kmericans experienced a auccession .o~
<of hard winters dnd a severe famine during the yearh of
' 1810 to 1811 The'war 0511812 £urther didcouraged them,
and ‘they tegan to leave the Lachute area. E .
—_ " '
CoTT "After the. war of 1812, the British government was .

'

applioants.were each givan two hundred acres of- Crown Land

N
&

adjacent to and junt west of tha Seigniory. T omas>8arr0n

was d:ha first of the Scottish ?rez@rh&rian se blers. A.',' B

"“L

' numbartng scett&qh Baptista alao emiqrated t the area,‘

and soonwaftar group o£ Paialey weavers, ivon out cf
Scotland by tha high cohea gf rentssgg ar ault of. tha

/- Lt
m.?ieonic Hara, came and settled in. 181 ay“uss gomo H

+ 'v
“ Ixis
. ;
.

h c&thoiic familiét had come tc thd/area. “While' pqganh A
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_wés.still a sourcé of income, Scottish settlers began to

.%f:work the land on a more permanent basis. As Thomas

inoted’ in 1896, o

_ Tous ces nouveaux venus sdgt ‘des colons de ch X, R
"=~ .- . __ excellent cultivateurs, zelés et .pieux. ...

a 'f‘(i‘rrk. Blanchard, 1954: €3). . , . ,‘/
SO e |
With the introduction of the Scottlsh plough, which" : R 4T

-

"{- ) replaced the more primltlve hog plough first used, h
4 work and persistence, the land began to yield more. sub;y
stantially and permanont settlement without the threat
of famine was now poésiole.
| It was between 1812 and 1835 that Lachute began to .
. ;. emerge as a community, with stores, a Post Office, a
hotel, and an annual open-a{r cattle market. Lachute,
then, w&s spread over a two;milo stfetch. Before 1818hv
‘that 18, before the first mill was built north of Lachute
Palls, Lachuta did not have a nuoleus. In 1843, Lachute A
s was still a community without a core. At the west ‘end |

near the fiila, were grist mills, a sawﬁlli, a cardihg
mill, two stores, a hotel, a few wooden houges, and a log

- ’ school; at the ea t end was a Presbyterian Church, a store'-

T e {,‘%;ovj;agﬁ e e
. .-bePierre Robert in 1829, ..In 1851, only 8 pércent of. the
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; 'popnlatién was of French origin. Aﬂ;oine Brunet came’ tg o

In 1894, the first two Fxgnch—speaking'mayors,yere eleeted, 0

-~

Lachute in 1853 from Bellee\iinyre,)and Aquila Bedard WQg ‘
the first of French descent to’ be born in L&chute 1n~1872. "‘ e
It was in 1579 that a neWs columg 1n the French language ’ ,
was inberted regularly in the local n wspaper. Between‘the’
years 1876 and 1900 . the French population increased
rapidly. Rigby reports tha}, R .
. ( . N n
On the noeqﬁ side'of Main Séreet was the Great Northern
Railways just completed in 1900 with many small wdoden

houses between the track and Main Street mainly occu- '
pied by F;ench families (1964: @37. :

st

‘one._ succeeding'the‘other. It became'the custom, wntil the

present decade, that French and anlish-speaking hayors 4 -,
would altefhate terms of office. By 1900, approximately

4 N
one—third (35 pexcent) of the poPulation were French

' Canadians.‘ In 1961 there was‘77 2 percent. .Just recently,}

in 1966 with the town developing westwards, the Township T ; \
of Ayersville and 1ts Francophone population wag amalga-

mated with’Lachute Town as Lachute City (Census of Canada, ‘
1971, C'aéalogue 92-702: 2-127), Figire' 1'illustrates the K‘, o
~increase in,Fre%ch population; the time&qf the institution

-

of French language pews iteme in the English newspaper &ni‘d v

-

thh election of French-speaking mayors., Today, according

“to- tﬁe most reeent census, oyer eighﬁy percent qf the ‘l‘¢~' T
o L v e s
population in. Lachute are Francophone ST e e 6.*
’ ' ‘(‘0 / N }» ' ’ ‘
. [ rd o - ~.,‘ i : i
L ., ’ ' 4 . m s . .n)
(o L - ' B
. , " -~ h : ; » 3 ) -
. ;b . f ‘ - / ©0 L ’ Do & M '
w AN ' » ' b "" 7 ’ o N
T B e
M A ‘ ’ ! b \ ¢ “ \ r;
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e . e In summary, Lachute emqrged as tHe county canter )
by 1900. with the ‘core of its present pattern becoming
,5‘, & grystallized, In Table 3, the pattern: oﬁ population change
| ) ~ over the years may be followed. G 3 -
“ P N ° B ' " o ( ’ -
l’ ' ' N N ‘ ’ ' i / ) ¥
. \ - TABLE 3 : S , \
o . | mum'non, LACHUTE, n:s’ronxcm.: ‘1891-197r
[ :s‘ - ‘ . .
. ‘\" L ; . .o .
Y ‘ \ ! «\, “ 1 "‘3'%;&_\ ¢ \ . o0 .
e ' . ; : o " _; ’
" Year . av’; " Tofal o Percentage
C - . e Populationn . -~ ’ Populatioh
T . - . L. , ’ .Increase Each ,
A p : LT : Decade . "\
‘p . . ’I , ' . ‘.d _. v, ’ : \ ,
' v S - = R
4] T o \ I”»\, %,

1891 | S 15 ST L e

v CWaee2 o o T g

B T R O 1 S A T 1
. S e P, EREE et . bl - “
1941 . : ., 8310 ' \ : 25.4\ o
ol < ‘ L . >, \ S !
1951 - : i 6179 AR ¥ N S S
S . 3 S ' - P . t £ \\
BT e | R 1 7% R

117) ST 11,790..‘ N L

. L'g 4 . L Lt . . . - ‘ :, \‘ . ’

N " . ENEE . C, Ty . RV A

"ﬁburcpo c.nnus of Canada. 1971, 92-702, p. 2-22.' I - .‘th&,g

| s SL A
x;:&m:ham un pmoa o! 1856 to .mzp was time of . , ‘; \ |

) ,,ptiku Qmupn gor uchue-. m. g*wtt.h 1nduatry Qnd,, v '

’
b w i, }\ s
[ u"‘ .v . » v ‘. B . e o .
|'_ ¥ \,'_,/:.'{,' . ' X . ‘ . . R R ( N
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. « . the advent of the railways the population in-
creased rapidly after 1866. Inn1800, Lachute was a
village with about 650 people; in 1885 this had
increased to 1311; in 1891, to 1751; and in 1895 to
2000 (Rigby, 1964: 61)

"

The decade between 1911 and 1921 indicates the lowest ebb
in population increase,.that is, 7 percent. 1In general,

the first half of the twentieth century were times of .

A . -
\ consolidation and difficulty for Lachute (Rigby, 1964:

3

95-125). The wars, World War I, 1914~ 1913; world War II,
1939~ 1945 and the years of the Depression in between A )

early had 1ts impact on ﬁachute. However, while during

‘ L the 19308 there were unemployment problems everywhere, in | |

Lachute the war industries, temporarily at #least, solved

. the p;oblem.s Thé wars greatly stimulated mill éroduction

.and the: need for labour. The parcentage increase in net '

’ “population id»1931 fSZ”b%, and in 1941 - (zs 4%) reflect

" the munit ons &ctivitiqs. As Rigby writes,

« [

- Nothing\in Lachute- compared witht the expansion of
' _Brownsb g in the Second World War, the munitions plant
: of which rocketed from about 450 employees before the 26
war to a'peak employmerit of 4,800 in 1943 (1964: 137).“™
« . . o . N " * :;

.

26Lachute experienced serious unemployment problems

in the 1930s in common with other communities during these

_years. .In general, the mills began to slacken. Public - -

reliyf\uorka were organized. The. increase in population in-  \_
/dicated in the Census of 1931 may be due ta the fact that

‘Lachute's three major -industries’ continued-to aevelcp during

this time. A new dam and power house wAS built; Dominjion °

Shuttle moved their plant from St Jerome to. Lachuta: and in
.-1926 Canadian Explosives Ltd. increased its.capacity

.acquiring Northern Bxplosives. /It was in 1927 that ﬂadian

Explosives became CanaQ}an Industries Ltd., (CIL) with chief - :
.";ggrggg}ders ICI. Britain and DuPont, America (Rigby. 1964: LR

~
oot
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During the latest décade,'bopndary changes adbéuntr
for the large[ihcrease‘ln population iﬁ Lachute, and not
migfation. Between the years ;561 and 1971, the'p0pu1;tiop
incrg&%e.of 35.9 percent is due largely to the amaléamation
of Afersville andﬂLéchute Town as Lachute City. Part of

. 8t. qerusalem~d‘Argenteuil waé taken to form St. Schol?stiques

\ 'City, and part Lgcﬁute City. A summary of population Qith
' ' resﬁEEE~E§~ianguage characteristics for the year 1971 is .

L presented in Table 4."Four categories are illugtréted in-
the table; Official Language, Ethnic Groué, Mgfhef Tongue
and Language Most Often Spoken At Home . ForJQach catégq;y .
the French language dominates with‘aplroximately/so percent
of the total. It must be noteé that the figure of 54.0
.percent for the population who report French as their

*Oofficial Language' does ;Lt include those persons whg hava‘

'/indicated thaé their language is both English and French

(35 percent, see Table 1). »
: r B Thia patte:n of 1anquage that exists in Lachute is
\L more meaningful when' related to the 1arge£ ccntext. : 0 \\ ,
Lachute doea not exist in"a vaccum. For Lachute and other
A : ' ‘centers’ ot Québec in the Bilingnal Belt, a pattern noted

:by Joy developed ever the yaars., He pointa out that,

g
P

C 'Sixty Yaars “after the end of the French rule, Quebeo oo
LT o was Engligh-speaking to a degree hardly imaginable -
‘- .y ‘today., The Prench-apaaking population . of thu colony,'3

: ;'numberad ‘less than half a-million_ and were almost. all
7 living along the St..Lawrence while those of. Britiﬂh
rotigin were an indipputed majority in the Eastern. - A
Townshi gs, thc‘otta Valley and at Montreal (Joy,
\ 19723 85).. IO I R .

i
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Changes in poPulation, in Lachute as elsewhegé
are a function of three basic factors, migration, maortality,
and fqrtility,u Fluctuations in migration patterns are a
consequence of many complex interrelated economic and poli-

tical processes such as wars, depresslons, as well as

technology. 1In/spite of great expectgtions with respeét’to

the developmegnt of Lachute this just did not materialize.

*

18808, with the tremendous upsurge of business
and population, it was confidently predicted that '
Lachute would soon rival Montreal in importance. In —
those days, it had two great advantages, water power at’
thé@ Falls, and a location on the only railroad linking
Montreal and Ottawa. In 1898, it lost the one by the
construction of the 'sShort Route' on the south side of
the Ottawa River and it lost the other when water- power:
began to drive the wheels of @ndustry through the mediun
of electricity. In the 20s it was again predicted that
‘1f the power of the Long Sault Rapids on the Ottawa
could be harnessed, the electricity dJdenerated would

~ presage a great influx of induatries into the St.
Andrews-Lachute area. This has now’ come to pass, but
ironically, all the electricity has been requisitioned
to feed power—hungry Montreal (Rigby, 1964: 173).

] ! i . L4

The growth of large urban centers, auch as Montreal with its
tremendous needs of power, both electric and human, had its

impact on the predominately rural areaa. Thi 'was the case

‘in Lachute, ‘a very small. urban core in a large: rural field

" Kolbach (1971: 241) further points out the trend throughout

Canada of the decline in importance of primary occupations
between 1901 and 1961, and the. emerqenca of white~collar

‘ubrkura aq the dominant ocoupational category, a trend whiqh ,

cartainly coincides with the 1nduztria1-technologi al

| - urbanization: of 1azge centors, and the move of 1a u; into‘ 1.*;.

:'m,thc big cities. e ,"f; i T o




TABLE 4 _ o l:
‘ . . . v

' POPULATION, LACHUTE, 1971, REPORTED OFFICIAL LANGUAGE

MOTHER TONGUE, ETHNIC GROUP, LANGUAGE MOST OFTEN .

SPOKEN AT HOME

o

" Total English’ ,French " Other
N s - N % N: )
official . L ) SRC
~ Language (1) 11, 790' 1350 11.2 6325 54.0 5 -
N . .
Mother : : . B A
Tongue (2) 11,810 2265 19.2 9425 80.0 . 120 \ 1.0 i
Ethnic - i . - ,
‘Group (3) 11,785 2180 18.5 9400 -79.8 205 2.0
) I a 4 . . \
Language - ;
Most Often T
- .Spoken at ‘ . ) . .
Home (4) 11,790 2275 19.3 . 9470 80.3 - 103 1.0 °
! « s.”' “\?\ '
.. Note: .
o N Definitions used by the Cezsus on Language categories .
hods. For "Official

F/ "are disgussed ‘in the chapter on Me
o -Language' the Census provides data for persons’ using "Both"
English. and French., In 1971, 4125 persons (35 percent) of
the to§31 report using'hnglish and French. For the cate- ceL e
gory "Ethnic Group”, the Census, refers to “Engl!sh', a8 ',‘ o
Britiah Isles.
- . The difference in totgle for ehe vaxious categories L j
is due to difficulties in the.survey approach. There are a ‘ i
number of persons either away from liome when the inter- - . cooon
viewer calls or, for the self-réport style used in 1971, a RS

number of persons do not return the questionnqixe, S ‘
HSource: (1) Censug.of Canada, 1991, Cat&lbgun 92-726, e

e Bulletin 3"'5' A\lg‘\llt 1973. . 1, " R N . :';,‘fr't‘




W & u,;ni/.‘;ﬂs}?\f _4}’% K‘f‘ﬁg\“‘f“
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/ (2) Census of Canada, 1971 Catalogue 92~ -713,
/ " . Bulletin SP-3, December 1972.

: : (3) Census of Canada, 1971, Catalogue“92-774,
Do , Bulletin SP-4, May 1974.

/ (4) Census of'Canada, 1§7l, Catalogue- 92~726,

, ' L Bulletin 1.3-5, August.1973.

,/' It haé'been noted tHat toda} the Francophone population of
/ Lachute is' the undisputed majority numerically: In’

/ - | 'Montreal, too, English-Speaking c1tizens are no longer the

N .

majority as they were 1n 1865 (Joy, 1972: 85).« Accordlng

to Joy's recent calculations (1975' 4,5), five out‘of six

v(’

persons in northern and eastern part of Quebec provirice
reported that they were unilingual Francophones (82.7

peroent~e¢ the total population) In the southern and

. tion are reported as unilingual Francophones. As Joy

indicates, . . ' SN _ s

-
oy . ‘
. Lt t

. §
: The interior of Quebec is overwhelmingly French, by,
) "7 all three criteria, and it should be noted that this
- " is the only region in which the number of perscns’ of
English mother tongue is less than. the number who
reported British origin. . . . In €he south _and west

of Quoboc, the French lanquage is perhapa not‘as strong

- / s " Moy reports (19721 104) that "During the period-

830-1865, citizens of British origins were in the majoryty:

at Montreal and the Ceénsus' of 1851 found only 26,020 &
French anudiana among ‘a‘ total population of 57, 715. . . "

quev ;" "Batween lssl‘pnd 1871; the relative stxengtha of -

’ “the . two lan ge groups reverged complotely: by 1901, al~
. ;nnlt two-thirds. of Monteal's citidens were Prench-speaking,
. Tor the year' 1971,°-23,7 ‘percent.-(Mother Tongne) reported .
i Envlish*apeaking: 61.2 pcxcent, rxnnah—spa
mm, Book nx, 1913). sl

T
l‘."‘. {‘..‘

L ‘{-" "~ . :
A I ‘ 7 0 a . . & “ . B t
L O " LN -en' . ‘ o bt * <3 * . ’
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western region of the prov%:se 46.9 percent of* the popufa-‘

g (Quabaca UJ"'

oy
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as in the northeést, but it is still able to hoild its
own and even to guake some net gains from the other
ethnic groups (1975~ 6).28
\This is evident in the case of Lachute. Furthermore, if
one usel.the year 1971 as a reference points a measura of
language retention can be obtained for heuristic purposes
by calculating the proportion of those who report French
or English as their "Mother Tongue" relative to the total

reporting French or Eng}ish origins.29

e | ‘
tention index" can be obtained thus, (Table 5) for§}971,‘

A "language re-
which igdicates 100 percent retention fpr the Frehchland
93.7 percent for the English. ‘

Oon ti%other hand, Lachute andlité suriounding
region differs sigﬁificantly frdm.thatlof Montreal or the

. northeast region of the Provinqb, With regard to 'Mophqi
Toqgue*, both in Lachute and in the’P;ovche as a whole,

80 percent of the population registered as F;ench; whére&

in Montreal only 61.2 percent régiateréd as French (Quqbac.\\x\

Gendron Report, Book III: 154; Joy; 1975% 8). Montreal o
has a largerproportion of persons with thliah as 'Mother
Tongue' than either Lachute City or Quebec Province (23 7
f' parcént; 19,2" percent: and 13.1 percent respactively).
| - This pointq.tq anotherssigniﬁicantzgifterence in‘

28y criterion Joy refara to. ark Mothex Tnana, B o

French Origin, &nd I.anguaqa Use lt Home, ‘
' ' ”see the Duntch~haurendaau Raport. npok I. 196?, .

p. 33. It is regrqttablo tbgt ;hcre are no compcra 1Vi IR

;Qf ,data tor p:avious years
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TABLE 5
. - ' ‘ [
v " LANGUAGE RETENTION INDEX~--LACHUTE,-1971
3 |
' - French o French Retention
Origin Mother Tongue - Index
Total pd . :otal, s ' o .
N-, * S °, X t\’\*/ AN
9400 | 79.8 . 9425\ '80.0 T 100.3
» e 1 ‘
i ' ‘ — : — -
R English ° . English Retention e
Origin 5 Mother Tongue. - Index
. . _ s A}
20.5 - 2265 19.2 " 93,7

-

Quy
Sourcé: Census of Canada, 1971, Catplogue 92-774, Bulletin,
SPr4, May 1974; .Catalogue 92-773, Bulletin SP-3, ’
-De ember 1972. ”

3

'y
’

‘Lachute, in the Pi'ovinée in comparison to Montréal with’

: regard to "Others"”. 'rhis ia representad in Table 6, In = <o
Lachnte, there is only 1 percent of the population who have o
8 thei_r *Mother 'rongue" a language "Other" tl\xan Engl:l'lh orx R
i Fxench. 1In the provincen as a whole the category of "Otherc"

i is 2 percqnt, a;xd in Montreal, this is 15.1 percent. "In

" mat recent ti.meb conﬂict over thu population of "Ot.herq" RS

hu come tb the fore and tho questi.on n +0. which l:lngual

-

g:oua perspus whone 1angqua il "Other‘ than Bnglish and



| ,‘-dent. and broad 9aneraliaations with regard to 1anquage trends

of Hontreal, or of the Province of- Quehﬁc as a who@iis \..,"f SR
,.not,, naceuaxuy geneulinble to specuic localaa smdh

tion. 1In Lachute, there is no group of "Others" that is of

significance. in numerical terms.” Whether or not this makes a

difference in a coriflict situation is an empirical questién.

PERCENTAGE OF - TOTAL NUMBER OE‘, PERSONS REPOR’I‘ING 4 , .

MQTEIBR TONGUE FRENCH, ENGLISH OR OTHER FOR

" LACHUTE, MONTREAL, QUEBgC, PROVINCE, 1971 - . &\
\
/ F;'ench‘ . English, " Other e
, D ,
Lachute 80,0 T 19.2
Montreal . 61.2 23.7

Quebec Province 80.7 .13

Source:. Quebec, Gendron Report, Book,'III, pa 153; Census’
of &zgada, ‘1971, Catalogue 92772 v Bulletin SP-B,
December, 1972; Joy!}S'IS: 8. - -

I

., In this chapter the "use of censps and compargtive ‘

data'has provided a baaia for a linguistic profile of Lachute

[
“City.‘ Iguportant distinctionso at this local" 1eve1 bécome evi-

-

and, patterns are brought. }m:o queation. ,What is true

a: nacmto. If: is at the local ¥ “ .th MPIG

v& and,m :anpmt on a d;uy bnu. Vunee and pufoi’k

4-,¢ g

.
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assert, B .o ~ . :
1 1 b

, .« o 32 ‘'objéctive assessment of what is likely to
happen to the French Fact in ‘the Bilingual Belt cannot
be basé simply on census data on language usage and on

. ' vital ‘statistics.  &uch an assessment must also take
into account what is happening in the realm of ingtitu-
-, tions which have important effects on the lives iof
people (1975: 13).

/w*”For that matter, an objective assessment of what is likely-
g‘ ﬂ{ to happen to the ?rench Fact or to Q@ebec 8 Fo tten”

.. Fifen, %0

cannot- be hased: simplg;on "census daba, language
usage, . or vital statistics". It is with this understanding

thak. qommunity activities, and the bonds of solidarity and

interaqtion are examined in éhh following chapters.‘
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CHAPTER V
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i
4
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. ‘4

Community Activities, Then and Now--Work, Church,

o ‘Voluntary As-a'cciatic;:}gedia, School . R
, 4 e

[ / R
This'éhapter surveys the various activities. of

people lizving in f.he Lachute community in im:eragion with

each other over the years. These activities, have culmin=-
—~ated in a proli/feration of _econom'ig and political organiza-
' [}' . ' 1 ‘; R ] B
tions, primary - institutions su¢h as church and school, *
] .t . ‘1 .

and numerous f:':aternai,' gocial, cultural, and leisure o
associations, 'Eve;ett C .'Hughes‘ -x;emarked some years égo

that,

Differences of language and religion between the French 3 .

and English are the most obvious reasons why some of “

the communal institutions of either group are not

acceptable to the other. Important as these, factors
: are, they are but expressione of the -existence of two. S
~ ‘'consciously separate groups, each which has many usages

,and sentiments not sharéd by the other (1943: 84) _

o ! ‘ ! ’ AR

This rema:l.na valid in the analyais of the interaction pat- - ‘177\

R A

20
terns of the Lachute population over the .years, s In \

mmining auch community activities as work, church, vol- coe T

) untaty association, and school in thia atudy, the main , |

i !ocgs inzg thq dimguion of :languaga and the extent te ':,,4; ¥
e 7 2 ash "cohc‘qﬁi\‘re or. upalt’ilting :Eoracuz;l.l! BN j~- -

o Ny

Lehin the, mfmam

\\)

bﬁlﬁdﬂ ot“‘ a om\inity
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! such as Lachute where two languege groups have a history '
(?f contect; are various conununity a¢tivities marked by ' . B
1 separation alonq linguistic 1;lnes, and conversely, at ; «
which point is there convergence? Whet differences,;, if \ 'L
w g | any, between the ‘two groups may be accounted for. by v1rtue L T
o ’ o of language differences? These questions have guidedethis, . P
— study of Lachute's community activities. . } ;
§ In review, the development; “of the C:.ty of Lachute
3 \ | » has been as much a function of natural resources, p;;sonal
;enterprise, hard work and initiative as co-operative
activities and endeavor. Lachute has ‘also been. ngf»ectéd by . - '
the scientific-technoloc:;ical chen‘ées thet have ‘@aken- place
in the Province and the Country at 1arge (See Figurevl) . R
™ . , In the first years of the settlement in Lachute,
the introduction of the Scottish plough, which replaced
the old hog plough,’ made great improvements in ﬁarming and
a dependable food supply possible. The nomadic pattern of
“the. first peOple to the Lachute area changed. The intro- °
duction to the area of tools and machines cleerly had its ‘
. impect. There ‘was no actual Lachute settlement before the
“ 5T " : “ Lachute nill was built i.n 1818, - From ‘that po:lnt, range "‘:-"_’*;'
. of menufactures were developed During‘the later pert T
| " of the nineteenth century there was a proliferation of
' grist nills, sawmills, carding mills, as; w@. ad other w L
‘\ - : ‘,'}-‘ '\1nduntriee such as shoe-n\el:i;n?g, cerpentry. and needleworkfi \,l.’

RPN "“,'rha impetue, though, to Ghe flourishinq of the tiny. "cnute"
settlement wee the railroed end. the ntablismhent of t'he N i

‘ . . '
. . o
. ‘ . ‘U
+ N . . ¥ . i .o M
' e . N e e ' Y M R IR ‘;_»
» i x> N - , ! S
. seti 0 T * o © + H VAR [ a s ! ' P
. 'y . . . . B . . St LN
. P N . P TN N . P i . . '
t B KN ’ A ¥ . S . Co
- o MY e e e N " L. 4 N T -
A A B R A : R P . . < P t N
N el ¢ R I Yot PRI . o AP ' fe
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STl e " NPT Sl [ ad . 3 .
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,\ - textiles and paper induutriol;\\wha peak ot Lachute's growti
was’ at the turn of the centuny\ There was great activity 1n

i | the twanty-fivle years from 1876 \to 1900, anda ovidanca of '
| decline th-relftet. . |

x ' | scientific invention not only brcﬁzght with it

changes of* implements and machinery, but improvomntl .’m -

uuul comnunibation processes. In the early years, ooxmuni- .

o ‘ _ cation tlowing in and out of Lachute WA‘O long and_arduous.,
¢ . = 1In the earJ/L 1800s it took*hardy\nouls two to three days

Y to walk to/ Montreal. A line .of covered stages drawn by

: . four horses made two tripl a week, with the drivor car-

rying the mail in his hat. - By 1900, a post office was

i ' - motor 'bar ropléced the horse-driven vphlclol, and it is

. reported that,

¢ o 5 there were ssveral incidents of. ladies ndatcly
ridiﬁq in carriages being unceremoniously precipitated
into the road because a motor car had tarriﬂ.cd their
'~ ' hoxses. (Rigbys 107). ‘

- ! -

‘

. In 1945, ‘thoro‘ Gorn o)ml'y two streets in Lachute that had - °
‘ asphalt lu:hcu, min thnt and Bothany. By 1959,111 .
/\\ the’ rnidcntul strests; ‘were pnvod and laid out with wntn:, -

- ‘ P "

anuqq 5’ md niduulkp. M ons rnident :mrkod A

. - S

- . . ¢ y
' ¢ B " . A ‘~ . &
. . . 3

* . e

SN ‘l'ht b-técr h:md 3 —) ih od thinga Pooplo h:o not
L L 8e Asclated- (xnmvim 740 ur). ”_ y

- 1

< . R ) _,,-“.- ¥

v Jw ,‘ <,1
‘\?l“’ .

tn i;hn mtwotx ot toi&

: ; , oltablislfud with Lachupa. Aroun& 1910, the ) oy
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proximity of the.new airpb:£ and Autdroutehﬁo Srings

Laohuia into clonér contact with the major centers such as A

Montreal and Ottawa.

' The extension of the meqn- of transportation, and
o hydro-aleatric power paralloled the revolution in indultry.‘
» In’1885, electric-light was firyt iptroduq?d to Lachute, and,
<:’7? “ " the. impact has been dencfiba4 as sensational,’ Perhaps it is
A difficult to imagine but, . ‘ )

i

s In!1880, it was dangzrous to walk in Lachute at night
for the only illumination was that from the windows
and doors of houses and taverns. st. T. Jackson and
Mrs. St. Quentin on their way from a'prayer meeting

-lost their sense of direction in the dark and walked
into the river, but ltill the town providad no oil
lamps (Rigbys 67).

-

: Tologzaph came at the time- ot the railroads in 1881; and
telephone in 1885, The televilion era, which came to

© Lachute in 1951, has further altcrad traditional communi- o

7 /

"cation networks, News from around the wbrlu ig*as
'instantly relayed to the television in the tgrmhbulo as 'to
‘the apartment in Westmount Square. Old dichotomies of

, rurgl and ﬁ:ban were shattered,
4

- in 1955. the newest £orm of transport came to rnchuto,
SR wvhen work began on Ayers landing strip and this wvas
. o g;g; an Intarnntionll Airport 1n 1956 (Riqbyo 19643
.o » ’ ) \

Inctaqt connunlcation und nttwnyn colxlplo old oatogoxio- | /,\\,' \
' ,ot time and pzacc. ‘014 pnttbrnﬂ az language use ltl lhl:* s
vund too. 'l'ho pnaoam of m mmh mwm in *,
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:Lachute at the turn of/the century is no longer.. The use

of the French language now prevails. o EER "

Work e

3 ) ] ' I 4

AN

. It is algnlfioaht to nota-that,Bngllah was the

°

language of the early 1 duatrlal olita in Lachute, AS

J

c “Lachute developed from* an agricultural lattlamant to a

fully developed town with an axpandlng'induabrial ba-a,
there was an ‘increase ‘in population, partloularly Franoh-

apaaklng population. Tﬁla la a tamlliar pattern which was . .
N & . '

also obaarvad by Hughoa. Evaratt C. Hughes might wall

havalboan apaaklng ot Lachute’ when he wroto some yaara ago,

. o o Whenever in the past, thera has been industry,
English people have had an imp rtant hand . ‘4n it, From
. time to time in the latter half of the nlnataanth ‘
. : century En llah—apcaking entr pranoura established in-
' dustries which made the town g But the growth was ,
» . alwaya Prench rather than Eng l-h (19343 3l). . '

s IS B <o '
o - Enqllab—apoaklng ntropranaura oraatad the economic

basis ot the oommunlty ln the la:ly yaa:a. Rigby. :aporta,
Batwaan 1874 and .1876, two fadtorl‘of the q:oataat
X significance oaou::ad to Lachute, firstly tha,:allroad
: : £:on Montreal was bein 1aid and secondly two gentlemen
el _ amed Felix Hamelin and Thomas Ayors were aurvaylnq ‘the
N g gggirlgg)wlm a view to starting & -woolan nlll (a igby,
T T ] . " .

- TR \

'f s In 1679, tha Eivet woolon mill was. bullt by nyo:a ana

/Hhanlln. -mha Ayura whn haa aulqraeod !ton ; all, lngland !;_f

v
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were soon producing a varioty of tweeds, £lannoli, and

N blunkcti.s By the turn ot the cantury ‘luhutt*t—f%t&t ' _
A pnplr mill was £ouqdod by J. €, Wilson ‘£rom Irolnnd. In

' .7 later yoatl, even though these compnpiou oxpnndcd, ownbr- -
\ . ship remained 1n Englilh hands. WLlnon papo: mills was

amalgamated with the Ratcliff Paper COmpapy of Toronto in

1248. The Dominion'CartrLdgo Company wanrsot.ﬁp i 1888

wﬂon A. L. "Gat" Howard came to Canada from New’ Haven,

. ‘ COnnhotibuﬁ nd porluadod‘thu Canadian Govcrnmont to set up

an ammun ion plant., In 1910, Nobel of Britain and ‘DuPont

‘ of the United States becane principal nhazahq}do:p of.
i | nachutogbominion Cartridqo (CIL-Brownlburg). La Compagnie
Gonotal de Radiolagie (CGR), one o£ Lachuto' nowest ‘ )
industries, roflcctn the growth and davolopmnnt of r:anco-

T e PG

'phont intoro:ts. Its pa:ont company il CGR, Pltil.
®.

' novcrthnlcll, as Tablo 7 1ndioat¢o, thn thron largo-t

indultrlol Ln Lachuto and anidiatc arcu in terms o!
numbers: of omployoan are, CIL Brownsbuzg, ‘canadian

R intractoriqp..lgdupggrp,g; L ';tlg‘ff;
/30§y 44 noted by Ri by mg, "at girst, bunm- and -
m,c- were ‘traded for rodiiots, most.;ly :::1 ‘but. bus=.
on 1

iness grey nna in - AR - £0)
~whi : ity O
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- ~ Employer - Type Employees
T . M F T ,

Aycrn Ltd. : tlxtllc , 300 78 375
’Pricu w1llon Ltd. ' ' papc: "' - 243‘. 90 333

scfhric‘CArriar;; wood 103 23 126
: Lachute Lumber Co. Ltd. - . ,'_ R .

Lowe Dairy Ltd. . ; " milk and plastic 41 5 46
- L . bottles | -

‘Goodman=-8taniforth  wood ) - 42 97 139

.
'

‘Whissel Inc. a ' conorste . 49 - 3 52
EEP U R ’ " - . products ;

‘

. Mackimmnie, J. P. & Sons  bottling-works . 44 1. 45

A C & G Ltd. o ladies wear . 1 36 . 59 z
. ‘ - - : o
: Giles Publilhing Inc. - pii‘kinq .9 8 .1
. Ozange Crush Laahuto Ltes. bottlﬁnq -works - 7 18
. Do-jardinl Tran-port Lt.u, t:ucking }.1; 8. - .. 18 A
R ?Baroon‘broduotu Ltes: ff gomps and. 7 309, :
s ‘ , . ! étturgcne-  ;  o e
u‘mz co. L ', maub h SO |
\‘ . :‘.. "
zj“thﬁ Bt idigfgwhzv

. FAT, 5

, . e, y",'« ‘"x 1 ?gfg ol H‘ 1y
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. ’ TABLE 7--Continued —~ -t a '
’ " Employer: * - ?yp; o ﬁmployonlf ‘
v M ¥ T
- L, " "’
B, M, Aviation Ltd.* - airplane . : :
] o o © repair . e i : “
j '4 General Magnotic ' i ~ (electronic and o 100 °
1 c Products Ltd. - electric L
f‘ . . ° . ' et
' CIL~Brownsburg - 657 360 1017
. L
1 - ~ Canadian Refractories = _bricks - 560 , 20 600
i ‘ Marelan & Xilmar o ., ) o
) ‘ v' . €. . B, - Bt. Androwg_,,; plastics e <l\ 102 |
’ . - R ) \ s
General Magnotic ’ B ' ‘
. Products =~ Granvillo procinion . 18 90 105 -

T . / 'inotrumonta . o , . '

Notes* . S [
i b . _ . The number o! cmployorl at B. u. Aviution was not 4
a l . 9 Ve . ' o \ . T o

800:0.!! Lachute zoonqmic su:Viy, 197‘ (Rsviucd May, 1974).

' 'l - With xuqard to e.h‘ ung\uqc o! woxk, tlhc uu a! the
anulh hnqum ao:l.notcu with ﬂn mmouhtp oz th- munn

SR and tozuni a! p:eductian of Lapbuko th e in
| oc wi;ﬁbhsgﬁéﬂ

su ; N

[
r'&'
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lle's mjor :lndulti:u thc Englhh hold.

In cantonvi
all positions of great authority and perform all
functions requiring advanged tachnical training. They

in the middlo and minor executive
kers-and :

‘

.

3

‘positions Aumerous among -
skilled mechanics, less 80 mnq skilled operating-
hands, and hard to £ind monq the semiskilled and un=

skilled hely. "Altogether, they form but a small .
4 in industry--so small,

minority of all persons cmployd

. 4n fact, that if they were propbrd:ionauly distribyted
.among all ranks and specialties they would be scarcely
- pnoticeable. .It isg their conountration 1n ccrtain rmkl

that makes them of 1nxportanco. o
largo mjority ot all persons

The FPrench. constitute a
enployed in industry. In the ranks of labour they t“-
dominate most strongly. - They thin out as one goes

and ovonwally disappear

from the shop to the office,
as one 'goes Up authority ‘scale (1943: 4 ). ,
. .

4\
o

Loular 1ltinction in Lnohutc
the ¥ ronch and -Englilh popula.- N

One part is noted in a
rocant suxrvey. ; In ge: ral,
- tions un both lanquagu at, wo:*k. CESAM ropozts that,

3

_pour la m%orttc’ des . gl.ophonu et du £rancophonu
ngais et 1'an jlais..’ . .

" 1a_langue ravail eat le fra .
Qumt-’a csux qui ne for usage que d' Uhe seule la?guat'
et

‘au travalil, pour les: francophones c'est le franga

. pour - a8 anglophones s clest 'unglaio. I} n'y a pas
ombre de. franco~- s

proportionmumnt \n plus gran
- phones qui doivent parlsxr ahglais. ‘geulament-.que
tanglophones qui doivent patht !a:gmdais uulmm: du .

travau (nachut-, ssm, m: 30)..
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: age of Anglophones use ‘"French Oonly" (2 percént). . S
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This meen- that amon\g Prancophonea ective perticipetion

is higher than among Ang.lophonee by 16.4 percent. _,‘In,

"Yv::b‘i

addition, the !'rancophone population is *younger tnm—thu—
: Anglophone ‘population. - The study reports, . R
! . ‘ ‘ 3 - .
‘Ily a proportionnellment plu&de..frenéophoneu qui .
' ee eituent entre 18 a 35 ans et, beaucoup plus ‘

gphon“ entre 36 et 45 ans. La moyeane dtage
"estim est de. 40.0 pour les francophones et de

4g)7 ans pour les englophonee gbechute, CESAM, 1974:
13). ’
Ly - , '

. - o ' . ‘ ~
Secondiy ' there is a difference betweén the Francophone and. "

o
Anglophone groupe wir.h reepeot to retirement. This is
reelted‘to the age fector.| 'rhere is 7 percent of the totel

percent of the

-

!‘rancophone population :etired; and yl

3

glophone po;pla'iion.
Coe Duf;erenoee in two commonly used indicetorl of

tocioo-econbmic %tetue. eﬂucation end inngm, for. rrancophone
end nnglophone populations ere eleo to be noted. ) Incom
1evell exe typical of the - txend An: the Pxov!.nce. in the
reepect thet ‘the Anglophone av r:nge' eetimated -3 1.l.

higher (sm:n than. ﬂtha rzancophom uva,, ,(sssm. “With- -
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- francqphones ont termined-a l'elementaire alors quo oo
l'inverse se’ produit aux niveaux gecondaire 2e cycle
et univqrsitaire (Lachute, CESAM, 19743 -30).. o .
o \ 4 . . = ™

t LY ¢

’ A discrepancy appears in both aspecté of socio-aconomic

-atatus, income and‘education, for the Francophones and

- R, S Wl YT TP

Anglophonea; Both aspects are»higher for the Anqlophonna. , v .

<

income. and educationﬁlevel. ’ I o R

s

- ‘Hughes has touched on another aspoct o£ the dynamicl

A o P,

of lanéuage use witn;n a ?ork‘situation.. He points out

-~ . . . .

t
. d , . 1

' th&t, ’ ) ' . PR ! ‘ ) ’ . et

. . .
? . B N ) . ¥ . .

‘ ~ . . §

. .

i B -The axecutive and technical language of industry in our
' IR , ) community is Engligh.  8ince 'in addition, th sons .

; Lo " in authority are English, it is but gttural th English
g ) should pércolate downward among ‘the French workers., - .
§ ' The pressure is onthe anboxdinate, whose mother-tongue

; ' S is Prench rather than upon theqluparior, whode languaqe .
| - %% i English (1943: 82).. 1o - T,
A . : : o : ", ,

The ﬁrelsure haa been on the Prancophone to use Engliuh in’ o

— . N

-

-

‘ ' 'the English milieu. This kind of situation cxidtad in - f
‘Lachute and is exemplif&ed by one :espOndent'p axpraalion. CE

‘ .

: . ,He relatos. S RN i
' i « i ; T

o r’used to WOrk fox CIL in ubuxg. ‘T was &’ chcnist.
- ] uybou you kitow,’ WAl nngus. Ihadmnyxapoztg o
v"‘ " make, and. naturally I could explain Ehiﬁqc - by btgt B
i French. 801 ‘onge: n);adhwwh 1? a
ti An - nr ch., *Don't you s zhttJQning !or
ia (m 1¢Wse ¢0354n R

\nu .) 3 ‘g

s
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. C'est & -la compagnie CIL, le plua important fabricant !
de produits chimique au ‘Canada ‘que revient 1 'honneur
d'avoir &t& la. premiere -entreprise a prendre - .contact

WWMMQ%& I
La CIL attache la plus haute importance a planifi-

cation tout aussi bien de 1'implantation. du £ranzais
que, de son abtivite commerciale ou son avﬁgcemen '
technolog}que (L 'Argenteuil [Lechutal 14 Mgust 1974).

particulﬁr configuration of 1angnfge use in work.‘
forms as a result of these findings. " English remains the
1anguage for the few at the‘induetrial hierarchical top.
| A pmall percentage of Anglophones (20 pereent) use 'English ;?

only" in their work. over seventy-five percent of the

T R R

%nglish population use both lenguegea., fhefe are fewe:g
English in the active labour force: more are retired, and
“the income. average is higher for the English-ébeak%pg'

- poﬁ“}etion. t

Numerical strength iagu factor in language (se for
thp majority of the Francophone pepulatien in their work. S

'Reletive to the 'English Only language uae, F:E?ohnunilinge :
en q:eet‘ '

ual use is double. In recent yeaxn there han
g&}pride in and enceuragd"ﬁt of the development of 1ndultrie|
with Qrancophond ownernhip. B£!orts at 1mplennmting rteneh ‘
ac the 1angunge of wonk lince tho new legiulution are: 1n ZN?;
pxoeeu.‘ uowevor. everuqe income ievah rmi.n 1mr.- f.m: ‘
' the rnncéphotie pépulation. T
LY catione ﬂy u dzam for rmcn-nngnsn

‘,u

RO B

it
Ay
< 7
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phone active labour térce.

. The languege ‘of ownerehip in the three largest

companies is LngIien——ﬂks—an—induee;iel_elite thie core -
. 418 .in a position to monopolize econOmic edvantaqee for tn;
EngE!eh and effect comdunity closure. Job oppertunitiee
for top menageriel posigione .are 'in fact held bmmhnglo-
phones. The. higher income end education levels are a ‘
good indicator of effective monopolizetion of economic
‘resources. Thergvzre more elderly Anglophones, and more

who are retired.’ This, t00,. is some indication of the

RS ;e S

ebility of " the Anglophones to ettein reeourcee 80 that

R

retirement is pcesible.- The fect that 20 percent pf the

English pbpulation continuee to uee "Englieg Only Ain the

work world is a further indicetion of- the independence of

the Engliah ethnic ccnfg$ity, despite their mincrity poei-

o

tion numericelly.

. Aeide from the fact o£ Enqlieh induetriel owner-

ehip, the bulk cf the rank and file workere ie ?rencophone.

Two of- the three lergeet ccmpeniee heve head ofticee in
\

' Toronto (Price Wilaen) or in the United~3teteu end

Britein (Clh), both Bngliih-speeking corporaticne. This
meen: FH‘F.S§2£9 ie.the.gyepgp@iity thet deci-ione eftectinq

ﬁ§5}§ﬁn»mede euteide et Lechute«by
e Lhe! ‘L$lengueqe, the eume werld
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The aituation*ia particularly omplex. .A double

and'v}crkefq Thara are Francophone unions and

unione each qompeting over scarce opportunitiel and scarco

resdurces. COnflicts over 1anguage tend to qblcura the

Instead of ala-s antag-

A

’ onisms, we have ethnic group antagoninms.

" underlying basis of - exploitation.
Languago as a
mark of an ethnic'group ia used as a pretext to monopolize
' Language difteroncel are Suing used by both
the Enéliah to maiutain eha two-hnn-

reaonrces.
ethnic*communitiea:

dred years advantage;*tho rxenoh, to redrels tha 1mbalance

of a duminant Knglophone*minority, and to ettnct community ;

clocure by gaining econamic relouxccl.

'Y
. * . N
', * . [ "

&

33Houxque and Laurinwrrgnntte dlucuas tho ralation
' between social class and the fational guestion.-.. Thog
. assert that, "The colonial situation: of’ (iebac: brought about
“'the, formation of two diversified. and vpotduuauy anﬁlqon-
iﬂti¢ structires:.. class and hation. . ... . The conospt. o:
1ic clams - thorafort canngt’ &xﬁiqih"aﬁihoc historyy it
ma:uy servés as. idcalaji.cgif doating - for:the independent’
‘struggle led by & new faction of ‘the petite bourgeaisie.

LY

e nation=<is the effect of 'aérta n etonomic ftical,
32.1 u-b“ghogim‘sguegftan BF; Ehy “itéuctw}: of 'Qh?éaﬁiﬁiht
mode . of - p 168 ore zouém that

B

IR

BN NS
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a
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v ) ‘ Whilej§11 ndustrial-economic actiéiéiea cbnstitute a aingla
N market system, "the two greatoaeparate institutions are
. —_ o ‘ ; » .
. the schools and churchee, s, « +« The churches well illus- . .

p trate the nature of the inetitutionai divilione" (Hughes,
. ' : 1943: 85) both. in Cantonville in yearl past an& in Lachute
’ | "o today. Religioue differences cut deep cleavagel in aociety,

generally, drawing together people who share common beliefs,

L wvalues, rites and,rituale,gand drawing apart those who do
nee. Religion servee group solidarity providing ' a ”mutual
oriantation to eocial action" and sharply demarcating
"otheraf. Where language coihcida- with religion diviaive .
lines aae eolidified.' In Quebec and in Lachute, it is a fact’ ' |
of hiatory that ﬁor the - majority, the French language coincides ’ ,?
with the Catholicism. There are emall groups . ot Engliab Cath-‘<

5 Qiic and Freneh Preteetant which‘modifg the st;ict lines of
cleavage. o | , , . S i; . .

LY

Census data praﬁ%nted in, Table 9 which indicates

4

-

N tha pattern of reliqiousoaffiliation in 1971, ragibtera
9645 perlon- (81%8 percent) o! the poputation as Raﬁan T L

cafhdlicu Kiatorically““moat of tht~ear1y Romaanatheliea :
" were Irish. 'In 1829, there were 14 catholic’ f.uui,lin o
chatham and nauhute. In 1822, st. Andrdwa wai made al. o
u,‘perilh whieh enbraéed the entize sdigniery, and 1n 1852
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' 'TABLE'9

°

: 9 . '
POPULATION, LACHUTE 1971, .RELIGIOUS DENOMINATION

Total Populaticn

Angliéaﬁ :

Baptist

Lutheran

Presﬁyterfan

Roman Catﬁolic
“Balvation Army |

Ukzainfan (Greek Catholic) ; o ' 2
Unitoq Church gf Canada \ ', : 7.4
IPther o | N o | .9
‘No Religion ' o | ‘f; o .70.‘

No Response L IR TR

)
’ '

’

" gouzce: Cansdian Census, 1971, Catdiogua 92-775, Bullstin,

. L] e . ) . . . b ) .
A - ’ . . P -
. .

o

4

there are gproc Cttholic natiuhn-,uan wa"‘ oL
Bhrim, thu ucum mgw of goum-, mm bu  the

e

'
2

T L 8] gi >
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tion 1n the secondary school. 'In one of the ;argér Catholic

churchel, one English mass and £ive French masses are held
~at different times., English and French is used alternatoly
in other situationu. ror example, on 26 November 1974 h
"Prls de 3000 diocesains participent du ccuronnement de
1'Annee sainte. . ; . Les Iectures ont alterne eh tranguis

et en anqlais (L'Argenteuil (Lachute] ,4 Decembar 1974)- ‘

"

- Prom the beginning neither isolation nor rough
terrain did deter the eatablishment of separate denomina-

_tions. An account by a young 1ay miclionary prcviden an

inuight into the various ecclesiastic enclavel.

. » while waiting for ordination, I was to proceed
u the Ottawa to a place called the Gore of chtworth,.
near the Village of Lachute, and there do. the work of
a lay reader. I penetrated into the wilds of Gore,
then .a very rough .settlement inhabited by Irishden of
a pretty rude type, though possessing warm hearts. 8o
primitive wis the Gore in those days that I could
scarcely obtain a lédging for myself.. . « .- The .°°~
church, a plain and unadorned ‘edifice wan situated on
the.shore of a pretty 1ittie lake, Thexe was a well
_attended service every Sunda morning. In the after~
noon I vent a few miles further through the forest--'.
not always in the same diructton~-£0t service in a
. schoolhouse. . This too was well attended,’; ‘
Lo gonarally devoted the afternoon 0. vi«iﬁiﬁ’\ﬁtttlozl./z\
. ’ « The Gore men wore a1l, or nearly all, very
 1oydl orangemen.  They.told me how, in 1837, they . .-
. formed a volunteer company AR Ttaﬁqﬁft or the Crownes
In an adjoining’ GOﬁﬁi“ ‘all: unt‘ Rﬁdpniotd, portune
-ately the- ewd AOBE ‘Wexs Sep . demie . wood. oL ..

{# the opposin
‘almosit 1h¢?ittb1d
19743
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would walk from placa to placu, L'Oriqnal, Hawkonbuzy, and
23 Qhathah. Borvices were first held in barns ‘and then later
in school houses. The girst Methodilt sunday School

o : started in 1811, Local lay proachers took over when tha war

of. 1812 stopped these\hililonary praachgrl-trom coming.

1n 1852, the first Methodist Church was built in Lachute.
Bg 1865 Lachute had becomo aad of the Methodilt Circuit '.. o
. instead of st. Andrews. Lachute was now the cunter of

* . - Methodilt activity. Varioul Methodilt £actionl decided gb ‘

. unite, and in 1881 a naw Mcthodilt Chuxch wnl built on tha s
site of the pranont Margaret Rodger. Momorial Prelbyterian“
Church. vhile, throughout Canada, there amerged the move-
ment to unite the Methodist and Pro.bytorian denominatta\p o
(thil bcing debated in Toronto as ea:ly as 1904), it was noi/)

. .. uptil 1928 that the Methodists and some Presbyterians - L]

T £orm¢d ‘the Unitcd Church. Today, United churoh mnmborsl' A

- . . !orgq7 percent of Lachuto populatiqp, a total o! 860 per-

‘ sons, while presbyterian affiliation 1- 2.8 porcont, noma .

[
¥ -

298 people. L e o
The majcrity of ‘the ttrlt sdottish nottloxn worc

““f;"“*—*M-~~¥=dsbgtozinn .For u shuzt whiiu and‘w}th q:tlt rnluotanco,

. ‘
. '
: .

-+ it wa- nocoloary !or tha Church of Bnqlaud -ur%iccs, led d._,d . -
hy an nnglinﬁnan, qnd thp Prnsbythr1an¥s¢rvicha~i¢a by'ﬁl '

i . Wb
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~lomo years of debate and dispute, most frb-bytofian'bodiol . ‘.

.were affiliated into the Prolbytorian Church in Canada. It -

. were boing held in the Ottawa Rivor 1n 1836, The Baptilt

was not until 1899 that the Lachuto Pronbytsrian Church

L) ' !
S - '

unitod.
. y |
: Batore ‘1876, thore were- no Baptint or Anglican 3

Churchen in Lachute. It is rcported théuqh, that’ bapeilm.

community had 1ts Church :oady for . lorvicol in 1388. ‘The. !
Baptists £orm 2 percent (245 people) of Lachute pOpulation
today, whilc in the oounty there ia a total of 2305 Bap~ .

~ .
. . .

tists. - ' ) . o .
~ -The firlt Anglican Chutgh was built in Lachfye 1n ‘
'1881. In 1971 there are 470 pq;.onl (3 9 pcrcent) who. are

still a!filiatod with the Anglican church, ' ]
. The puttorn of ohu:oh activity in anhueo, in rem=- )

e -

1ni|cont of Evtrott Hughnl' do-cription of Cnntonvillo. L.

- '
"

‘Buqh¢l¢yritcl‘thue,. o . - ‘ ‘

! SR A -

Tho r-lntiv- ponition ot !rthah ‘and nnqlinh just prior .
tp the coming of ths new order. is reflected in the " :
setting of their chu:chcp. !t-,. And:qw'a Anglican ' '
Church,. & c;n::ry-om stone ‘chapel, nestled, and’ ntsn

s and | ~

neitles wma.a qravbyq:d vhogg ling

—mtonei EVe-— L.
' A-,n::ly via e - THE .,hmp phthonu [ urch
Bt Luc't ncoa dA' $‘Xj£énob '6h th h' "'

it‘:~mk (19‘3‘ 47
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c:£h6110~Church'6£ Bte. Anai;alit, iﬁrqe and impoqing,,wa1
.. built on Bsthany: the St. dulien on~P;inc¢ll Btreet, Rigby A

’

T remarks that, a

. The curizAtho Rev. G. Plicotte,. proposed the construction

. : of a censral church on Main Street neaxr Mary Streat but -

¢ B the expense involved was considered too great so a chapel
was constructed in the West End in 1916 and dedicated,

AN . to Bt, Julien (19641 116).

> v

‘e The church buildings gﬁflect the &pglilh\g;ench settlement

o - pattexrn ;gd tpé position of %hdg!%onch in tho'early years.
While a profile of affiliation can be obtained

PR - N 3 ., .
through census data or historioal documents, several res-
| ‘pondents in opgn—diddd interviews convéyed that,

) , . -

., . Religion is still a key to understanding the town, its . A
a . attitudes, its cleavages (Interview 740514D). o .o

X3

‘- : * This pcint.§i§ hnphnniiid by:oﬁ.rog‘thc school administrators
.. "who, upen :cv;éw;nﬁgghc'ﬁgiu§;anpirc:sz;qnnd to administer . -
o éo.igﬁdonﬁn,'naﬁibcéfgaﬁéi;ﬂéﬁoiﬁioﬁfbngtﬁg‘pupil‘s ;ili—« S
 gton van lacking, and stsonsly fecomendsd:ice inolusion, He
o1t enat Eeigiod dortianan Ko play A VEERL fofle 14 his.

g &

[
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40 porﬁoni who d4id not rclpoﬁd, in effect, l'percept'og T

the pbpulation. That there' are chaﬁécs in the importance

‘of the churoh, as elsewhere in the world, was also conveyed .

in a converiation by two Francophone Catholic townlp.eple

(Intorviaw: 7408236). One feppoqdent sa;d( ,

o

Reapéndent aq I used to go to chdrfh becqupc ny pa:cntl

‘ went., .
Respondent b. At least you- kncw why you were goin . O
didn't, i ) - g@ .

Reapondont a. Now,<anyway, ‘we don't impose this on our
_kids. We want them to understand. Ever since the .
church started changing things, thcy left it up to us.
Well, if they leave it up to people's choice, I'd o
rather . ahoono unythinq else to do. ‘

/)V st . . .

Otho: ohangcl, too, are - 1ndicated with relpcct to
ml:riaqo within the taith which undoubtodly has. ropar—

. oussions for 1anguagc chanqn. Ona 1n£ormant wholc tqpigx -
" was of thc first lcttlarn 1n£cd out tha many changda

| within hin oun family.' ror cxamolo, on yoarn ago, whon a

- counin trom Honercai ma:ripd a qgrl !rom a dif!nrqnt rn1£~

»

f.¢v0rul oouiinavwhpf

i
£ sf' e h -‘}‘QA
.

M

A

msf %}'@



. g

I

.

' K +

1n the Chriltmnd edition of the local waakly‘addl to the . -

n lpooulation. The story reported refers back to Thomas . \ o

. Barron, tha first Scottiuh settler in 1309., ' ' .
-, \
J I mat a young man racently, an asphalt contracto ‘\\) v,
who lives in Lachute, Dby. the pame 6f Frank. Barron, He’
is a Prench-Canadian who claims descent from the.Barrons
of Lachute. . . . The late Mrs. Mclregor was a great
sunt of Frank -Barron's father. He didn't like to see : :
the old hgme razed to the ground. ."But what could I T
do?" he dbked. This man was in the army, and learned
his English in an arm camp in Ontario. »
. 5ic transeat gloria mundi. In this mghner the
. glory ol the wobfa'panaal avay. Even the old home is
no more. But once, thera was a man who stood about .
Lachute like a giant, ‘master o! all he beheld, He whs
the baron, the unknighted "paron of La shute"s Colonel
igg??l Barron, l8-- (Tha Watchman LLac ute}, 18 Qccembur :

[
l

stnco the time’ o£ Barron tharc hava beon many’ ohangc: and ,

o
1neorchlngon. Today, it could b- cntixely erromooua to

nttompt ‘to 1dent1!y a pdrlon by hin nama.a‘ Inter= :‘ o

4 T

marrlaqo with tha yesult of qlto:ing bath :oligio s as woll 4 .
as. linquiltic bounﬁarias hxn, no donht, pIayod its pa:t in B

’ [

th- h&lto:y of 1ntorgroup oontnct anaiaaeivity hora.‘ TR o

’;; i§
4 awé”'

rh m'
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aaligion playu a major~role in defininq groups.
Thoro are tha variou: Proteatant danqminations, Methodist,
Prclbytcrian, Baptilt, Anglican, United Church.and Raman ',

Catholic! in Lachute. Thorco-occurlanaa and overlapping

ot reliqion and language strengthenl boqugry linou. qui-'

s\

gion provideu tha esaential 1ngrediantt'!or communal’
ralations and community formatioﬁ} solidarity is achievod
through the reinforcing of lhared beripts, warm. teelinqa o!

belonging, through rite and ritual: communion and canmunity.
on tha.othor hand religiou- affiliaiion and particiw»
pation huc tho potential to ove:cama linguiatic barriarl.'
Thit is excmg_}ficd in Lachutd. One. of thu £oundinq in-
duntrial tnmilian (tha Ayarus 1: Cathélic and has coneribn-
ted uuch, both financially nnd aocially. to the nndificatian

o! tho rrnnoh Caﬁholic-zngliuh Protnatant dichetony thae £n

A}

th- q-nural pattarn.
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expect the mixing. of people of different’

ethnic and religious affiliations to' be more comon - :

. in agsociations which pursue secular interests than '/
those devoted to sentiments. Where the very basis - 5
of organization is consensus as to the sacred values,

scarcely to be though of. But .

mixing of strangers is
it is not comfortable to mix socially, except on. those

rare and brief occasions when strangeness adds zest.

‘e » o EBBY sociability requires a common senss of y

'what is to be gaid and what is to be left unsaid, . . -

Evén when pursuing gsecular {nterests--for which o
wanted--it is safer to have .

conscious agreement is :
,samehconsenaushabcutdbaq;c‘lenqimontu (19431..123). .

One wouih

P
' f N .
. -

- s

8paak1hg'the same
us’ and pursuit of interests.

language is fundahqntai téiaeh;cvihé. L
cénaenL “It\;l no woﬁ@?f'iﬁ;ny . ,

in a community where over eighty percent of the pdpulékibn :
is tha'p:edﬁginant’lqhgugge of

is F;an&oppone that Fraﬁch
ﬂucé.in vélunta;y aahociﬁtiohs:' ﬁbluntaréiaﬁsbqidtibnsf
oioar}y :ef%ect’a éqéieﬁy'qlhagés,vinte;ésgq;~va1ué;;'%§fﬂ
pirations, pgpulapioq_cﬁaracté:ijtiﬁs'§h§‘htstofj.ifmor a'

gelected list and dominant languag
. ' ‘ ) B 5

S‘ngg,f#égi'ableﬁIOA , ’ ,

y
Lo B
s «
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o TABLE 10

! ‘ABBOCINTIONS,
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C " Type ' " french ; . Eng_lish‘ : ,

. - - . Ly %
'

o Economic, APICA: La Societe . :
. Political, - , Gerante du Parc | L a
. Mutual Benefit - Industrial et } - oo L
: - ' Commercial Aero- . .
- P portuaire de Mirabel L

+ 5 , c- 3 ,l ;-
- JL'APSLL: L'Association

o des parents Substituts : - . '

| . des Laurentides- ‘ S _
' ' S Lanaudisre S

a

L ° CIK.C': éomite/d'xnform*- ‘ o ‘
. . tion et D'Animation : o

"v . ,h " L'UPA: Union des , T
Producteurs Agr.':gqle s . B

e | Parti :Quéﬁ‘éooisl’ . " Liberal Party:
I i . . .\ ’ ' ' ) “ . ‘ ’ . ! L
S . SN SAO: Ja SOQieta/v .. hgEicultural
»' | * . . d'aménagement de ~Socigty ‘ .
» - . }'outacuas LTy

Caisse. 'Pppu),#iré

" Chevaliers de  °
.. Colomb ' .

s . ‘ v

“Radiol
“L'Axg
- {Wes

LA

R DR
,‘g;?‘,»‘m /)
toge LR b T
SR A
3 A,ﬁ"’b

:f\
A L
}‘&%‘u%
5 A
A
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. ‘Type ' o French to Englli,sh . :

o .

!

Y ,SOcial-- : Les Boy Scouts Boy Scouts
. - Cultural, Sport o C

! -~ ' LN L rf

'

Richeliew Club -  Girl Guides

" : ’ K R A ‘. ) < ) . .
‘ o ‘.—--Shriners ° . " Axgenteuil - *
o C . SRR SIS . ' Historical-
o - . Argenteuil Art _ Saciety.
‘ L | - Center . '
.- S L'Institut '
SR L  National Canadian b
; ' e o ~ Pour Les Aveugles
_ L ’ B Showmobile Club =

Coe ‘ . - -, Hockey | ' Canadian
| R _ . ‘National .
. : o Bowling ‘ g In:;tﬁute'
oL fo .

. . g «
LT T - - Golf o ’ ., Blind

. b - DN

L . Club de- Judo ~ . Golt | ,
T ¢ o o ,_“d'qu‘c‘nteuu o T Con
| ' ‘ A ' _Branch of
o ‘ S ' Lachute Auto Club Canadian
o - ' R T ‘ Red Cross

[ P .
v ) RN L
. \
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. Note--Continued (Table 10) .
. As I have indicated the Charter is written in BEnglish; two
. Board members are English; the Club communications are - o
‘French. What is needed i 'ﬁ%h indepth survey of each organi-

e

zation which was not with scope of this study..

o
' ~
. ‘

» . ] ‘
’ «gn the early years in Lachite, societies were often.

b church pased or churph inspired. Laﬁguagé use split gener-
K ally along confesuional 1ines, with the exception of the i'tfm
population that were Engliah Catholic. The Young People s o
Christinn Endeavor Society founded by the Methodist Church

in 1895, and the Lachute Branchi .of the Montreal Auxiliary

Bible Society of 1896, are‘exnmplaty. The Women o ehristian

‘ Temperanca Union and-othex tempe:anée iocietiqa developed

‘to "dampen the spirits of liquor" and hecame quite in-

LS

‘ iluential.}+nigby writes that, L
L7 o ‘ | . ) . . . . . *
A / There were 'a number of inflyential’ people in th
w ©  parish who were: opposed to liquor; in fact the:t RN

el i

———i g R

" N .. .- segmed to be sharply d Jivided into total ab-tainern

+¢ and habitual drunkards who made. thenselves & niisance
to everyone. . One of the contentious issyues was

_that alcoholic‘beVnradas were sold by the 1hkcensees:
“on" Supdays.ﬂjﬁ‘ . M@ Bedard said. ‘that no 1icensees

: compliad with ‘the w,“ ' by not selling-on guriday.  In’
= ‘Aisorderly brawl .2 the- one=tima
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be active in both Cethblie and Protestant eectors; each in

their own habitual language. Cﬁﬁieb\au¥ilief1ea also con-
tinue along lenéuege lines, wiﬁh tﬁe‘exééption of tﬁe ‘ o
Cethollc wvmen 8 League which is largely Anglophone. In
the French community, the SPV, Service dewPreperetion a la‘
Vie is an organizetion .for the enhancement of e Chrietian

way of - life, and for those. desiring communei and community-

-

[N -

sharing experiences. ' . : - . o
_Clokely related to religioue activities are verioue

charity and mutual aid societies. The Rotary Club and the : |
Richelieu Club have eerved'the‘eommunity for many years. - | N d‘
As eerly'es 1813;‘e Masonic Lodge kee ergenized,.end the
mf;on{c Brethren opened theii' own hali in 1957, The Lions
Club which celebrated ite tortieth ennivereery in 1974,

Thete‘nre also a number of : |

<o ¢

orgenizetione that’ are. netionel in scope whose prime function

remains g;edominetely anlieh.

ie £und-raieing. There are cheptere in Lechute of the N

1

Cenedien Hational Inetitute tor the Blind-—L'Institut ' \‘ CL l
Netional ceﬁe,ien pour les- ANeuglep end Le secie!h Canedienne

au Cehc;f to' “ just two._ French uee 1l‘prevalenb in |
fﬁheae m l;};,émh ~u M«H ;Lﬁa-yq guve:nMeht_jgo_gm \’

ggisteintrn sociu-ivmnu uurentien.

i ﬁﬁ

LN AN s"""
SRR

Vet sf‘.t'(?i
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Ethnic and religious affili&tien correlate with the ling- . :

- ?istic oleavage.' Aasociatione of this nature in Lachute are | o

the orangemen, and the St. Jean Baptiste Society. xg\eatly ' .

as 1882, there were two Ladhute Orangemen lodggs who amal-

ki

f‘ . gamatede Named after wtlii;m I1I of England, Prince of -

»

. 1 - Orange, the Orangemen formed a secret soeiety in Northern . . . |

. \ |

v Ireland in 1795, to support Protestanism. fhese staunch

-Anglophone Proteetants continue to meet socially and: enjoy o

L [

such games as military whiet. Mg:t membefl are of the plder ~

+ NI Rk e e DG 350

re

“\generation, and are not attracting new younger mqﬁbere. ‘At
the other ‘polar extreme, the French. Catholics have a St.
Jean Baptiete -society vhich dates back to 1909 in Lachutg.

1

- In 1914 the social club "Le Rendez-voue de Chevaliere" was

PEPIIRPERCRNY WE 5 UL e,

- organized by members of the Frepch community. Today, there

-‘.' | ie an association of Chevaliers de COIOmb . N

one of Lachute's first alaociationn, the Agricultural

Society, has functioned since 1825 to promote intergst in-

et A R oy S
e R

. agriculture.x Before 1876, it .was ithe only nociety note.

‘ | Its lanquage uge pattern clearly retleete the demoqr shic .~

PO T PN RS

ohangee that have taken place over the yegre.” Qhough in

g - : the beginning English was The predominant languag of‘uie, ,
today it is rrenoh., Anglophone and rranedphone '

‘marked the 150th annivereaxy ot the society in June»1975. ~‘h~ft‘

- .
-o . ' .
NI

. ’"'f"' There were'the uaual eahibita. onteete and p:iiee £o: the?*‘”




Derby and the motorcycle slalom races on the Saturdey
evening of the tair. The 30-odd rides of the new midway

"Spectacular Amueemente"; a Hull operation, attracted a

throng of peoéle 'of all ages. What was more'anazing theﬂv

_the speed of thefmini-roller coaster was the speed with which

e T PR R P C e —Ezommm b s o

some of the barkers switched ‘their calls from French to o T
Enlgi:n and'vioe—versa. ‘The fair is a great att:action
for all in Lachute and the surrounding region.
' In the “leisure and interest area of‘comnunity
activitiee there is'a variety of cultural and sports or-
iented groups, clubs and associatione.m Activitiee in the

B~
oultural and leigure realm: appear to be numerous, yeﬁ a

recent survey ( 5, CEf M3 ‘ =
that ;he mhjoriti of the people of Lachute and ourrounding
region do ot know of-the recreational services available.
'Just _about .55 percent of ‘the Lachute population did not
know at all of the recreation sarvices in ihe communityy
about 35 peroent knew a little; “about 15 percent* well;
and only about 5 peroent very well. uout of the people

Tmdic ' ; in ivitied that wete

v . '0

'Tlabelled as pe:sonal, suuh as 1ectuxes and movies. 0£ the
;dult population, 23 peruent is cngaged in organized porte
qetiviei-ip end enoeher 23 pe:oint in sociql olubs and “

5 o
“"‘ 50 V‘i é,; ‘o:,,l(; vy{. ;1'5/‘ i
M}[ Y ’,

K1y .,'.\‘
i F ,%;3*
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For ‘example, in the late 18008 there was.both a French and

to an English band organized. As Rigby records,

. 3. d 4
Foxr festive ocoasionzj‘fiéﬁute had organized a pipe
and drum band as early as 1877 under John Calder, .
containing 9 pipes, a snare drum and a triangle. They. <
practised assiduoysly in the West End, "making the
o _night hideous or.melodious according to one's musical
ST T T kaste, v 2t TTIN 18960 Bl +Valois-organized-the- - —!
o Argenteuil Brass Band. e« o9 This was mainly for the ‘
7 - : French~Canadian Community (1964: 90, 91).

-

ot 1T e

‘Today there is a very popular majoreﬁﬁe group 'L@Q Colibris®. .

’ . . f
. , i , ’

'Their ldnguage use is entirely‘rranoh.‘ S .

Sports activitias, for the most part, are organized .

: by the oity. While all sporto aotivitieo are open to all .

citizenn, tha languaga of use im now predominately Prench.

‘ - ctoiItqgjIiﬁquuqE—Itﬁan‘tB‘nuohuta*n—goif¥ahd—oountfy—eiab

*

‘ : . which attracts playera and touristl from all over the world.,

Thare is’ also an interesting mixture of the languago use in ‘,

{ o many of the associationu. The hookey organization oervol
% R ‘ to‘exemplify the situation, AThe conltituhipn of the-hockny — T

organization is Engli-h; two of ita boa:d mumbers are .
‘zngliah; rronch. however, is the languaga of all‘its communi— .

;’ :tion+_~hanguaga_po1in¥~on_:hg_pgg§ o£ otficiall is o

e g . G

R ranpond in tho 1anguaga that tha commuhication i-.uene.i,naub‘ ‘
attampt il mnnu to giva’jobn?:.fgr‘nc. to bilinqual 1n_ﬂu" -
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' "> . language newspapers, radio, and television is ah impo;tgnt’ . 4

feature of éthnic cdmmuﬁ1t§ sbli&arity and”orgénizational
| | 3 capacity. Vﬁfioua media serve. to reinforcéllanguage~use}
~ aB well ag to develop: common Interests and a basis for a
"mutual orientation to social ao:ion Mgdia reflects and .
- f-j»formsfopinién: as*such it‘t:*- maxnsfufruommuﬁif7'€6ﬁffbt*“:x”:*
' There are two local weekly newspapers in Lachutes | ~
gnelip thg French language and one in Eﬂléish.v The* English o
:' : ' language fArgenteuil Advaftiuéf" was iniéiated by Hickson
in 1872, After 1879,‘a‘news(ctlumn in Frénch ﬁas inserted
. | regularly in "The Watchmaﬁ"’—b Bince 1897, "The ﬁaﬁchman"‘

'run by tho Giles family has remained ' the only local English &
languaggyweekly. It was only 1n 1952, that the French .

weokly hﬂ‘Argehteuil' was first published. Other local', .

% French publicationa, the "Courrier de Lachute", and . . .‘-' ' gg
. the '°°“tri°r d'ﬂrgantﬁuil" (1935) circulatad for nhoxt ' %{
| ' 3

timoa., It is notable that the lurvey (anhuta, CESAM; ‘ 2 2
1974) reports that, in general, thc two waoklies pl-duo |
thoir readers to a grcat extent; that in, 89 potcent o!" *f i
N\ ‘the papulation are plcaned with L'Argontauil, and 99 per-"' R
i l“ T oent with the Watchman Anida from the local weekly news, C x

both rrapch and Enqlish dnily anlpapora and jouznalb
,}: ) atrivo £xom antrlal. Hull; Ind Ottlwn,éﬂtn examininq

.a“f,,

wrtadihg "”khq;
e RS
(1\.
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cent) use the library than Anglophonee (approx. 8 peréent).

The radio’

Lechute and region

. percent for- music).

and. television are 1mportent'medie for

. Approximately 81 percent of the popu-

'1etion lieten to the radio deily (90 percent for news) 88,

‘A local Frenph-lenguege redio etation

’"QaE’jﬁet newly xnitttute&:in~9eeemberﬁ1934‘~wggterio,

United .States as well as Canadien television chennele are

- v .
'

@

received in Lachute. i .

t T

In the munieipel government, French is the language- -

in-uee though the mAYyOX end~ete££ are bilinquel.~’ ‘The

practice of elterneting Englieh-epeeking and rrench-epeaking

NAYOLS . ceeeed since 196? At the turn o! the century,

Eng;;gh Only mayors were in e!tice. rhe pattern is con-

~

i

sistent with ‘the demographic changes: . First, English Only;

then, rrench alternating with Bngﬂi?h; now.l'rrench only".

Perhape eymbolic of the trend in language use in Lechute
c1ty ie ‘the blue and white o! the tleur-deﬁlie £1eq atop
dm cu:y-nan bui.ld!.ng. In the year 1988; .

. .
.

‘:/i' . o .. B A . oo

[ K '- w.,,' R . .- .




'The flag of Quebec now fliea alone. = . e

.

an array of vqluntary‘aaaociationa, cammunication activi-

This aaction haa £oauaaad on the. lqnguage uae in

ties and the municipal government.. The partioular pattern .

L
~

that forms Kia.baan of intdrest, ~Resociative :alationahipa L

- . A

are an important concomitant to community cloaure*‘mauwﬁ‘ s e

ff:‘1969s 159). Aasociativa relationlhipa, communal and con= "

‘tractual relationahipa form important intatlocking natworks

of ralaticnahipa which ara inatrumantai £or tha monopoliza-

—

tion of»aconomic, political and social intareata. Buq&naas
aaaociatLa, cammunal aaaociatea and interaat associates

which o arlap form bohds of qplidity and influence.’ These

L)

‘a. praaidant of. Cancar naaaarch. a mansar 5! hionl CIubt'

ffect . inta;al community

contfola. We\nay R#ee thia in Lachute if, £or exampla.
st i!_alao a brotharhood mnmbar of the

leading indultrial
Churoh, a mambar of the golf olub. on - tha holpital boatd, ’ o

- . . "

and so forth, ) o : L );W g ‘

5 Lanquaqa ia an impo:tant‘aabdatfotxygiﬁntany agapr'. e

hJ

ciationa aa, SO .xl R R
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'a

comon language is thua primarily important u a meann
.of communication, not as the conignt. of. social re:l.a-
tionship. It is only with the emorg of a ’
consciousness of difference from third’ persons who
speak a different language fhat-the fact that two
persons speak the samg language, and in that respect
share a common situation, can: lud them to a feeling
of community and to modes of organd.zation consciously
pased on the!sharing of: the common 1anguaga (webor, -
19f:t"lifﬁr§raﬁ9) :

4

» L]

Bharod intorenta and valuu are the bases of ai.o’q:la‘tivc:’

iolationohipo.« Languaqe sorvel to. faci.l:l.ate the under-.

; stqnd‘i\g‘oz\amd the nutual orientation to action.l Except
| the mitu

" for a few "English onl,y'wn as thn orahgamon,
. the Canadian Legion, the From;ioh: Wmen' nﬁﬁﬂute;\the: . *

nionuwcmb, the Women's relldw-‘hipc of St. Simcon‘n Mgli- B
can Wmi—m—l—&k'aﬁWn the pa:t of tho
zng:u.sh comunity is low. Franch is the’ languaga in use 1n

/

auoc:l.ationl in Lachutu.' This reﬂects the: pont:lon and
ltungth of tho rrenoh comuni.ty today. .
oo ‘ Sohqol‘v ‘
Schoounq 1n Laohntc, a: throuqhbut tho mvinao.
£urcatioh alcmq lipguutlc and cmtcnnior;-
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character of tho sohoola.35 ~ The haterogeneity of the
school yatem in Quabeo Province, baaed on a tradition of
private initiative with an ecolesiastio foundation, stéma
largely from the decentralization and laissez-fﬂire policy
which was duirod on the part o! both the English and-

French. Schooling in Laohute reflects these goneral oondi-

" tions and polioies of the Provinoe as a wholo. o
o . . \

LY

The first school in I.-achute, a'ilo'g !:m:t.ldmgn wa'e |
comtruotec’\in 1801 about half a milo up the river from ‘the

.o , falls for twenty to thirty-f.ive pupils. In. I.dohute, ’au

elsewhere :Ln the Province :Lt wal not necessary - for taache:s

to hava any q_uqufioationi. It was 1mportant to ma.tntain

" R - , P »

= . diao:l.pnno, and teach thoﬂseaic threa 'R’ plud rudimentary

guograﬂ&xy and’ grama: In thesa‘ early yews,
3 C .

v 4#’” bookn were very iimited and even. :Lnk was mds at.
;o : ome by boiling the bark of soft. mpla; turkey or "
S " goose quiuc supplied the perls. .. - The toachex was
;' L ‘ pa:ld by the scholars' parentt and :inoe cash was
_ ., .- ‘mcarce, At was. comnon to ay & paxt of the ctipend in
E ' such produde aé wood: for hésting - the achogl house,. And.
the teather was provided with :r«m-m #‘*M:i.gneh or
X T

v

Othor o£ thu pmmm' hmn H_mig“by
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‘ In 1810, at the request of t.ha ‘communi ty’s: a school .

' * just east of: the protestant cemetary was established
L by the Governox General under the Royal institution
a o “with J. D. Ely to teach at a salary of 60 {pounds) -~
annum which was supplemented by fees to 100 (pounds)

annum (1964: 29). )

4‘ ¢
. " v

”
AT \&
I

[ .
, , rrom the time of cOnfederation to the pro-ent, gchool
T T expan-,ion in tacmte mtnci;ded«#vim t-.he ;ndmx;al develgp-

K : ~ ment and general POP“]-‘ti,Oﬂ growth. . For th‘ Pmt“m“"

LY
ﬁ ( Lgchute Academy was f.ounded' :l"n 1853. It beqan when, ,

. . .

LT e T R BRI

' ‘ The Rev. Thomas Henry, . being interelted in education
started classes. for higher education in his own house
L “but  these were BO ular that he moved: then to/jthe /
. ! basement of the prick church of: ‘which ha was tor.
. o At a public meeting in 1853, parents were so appre-
‘ o , c:l.ative of Henry's attempts in the realm of higher
v education that t est ablilhad a "superior" school
i « «.s 8nd thus a ne school, "The Lachute Academy |
< ] bv. 964‘ 53)0 “

S ,‘ | 'rhou were tho "good old days" whexi *some teachnrs ga\'m ,
e t:heit ti.ma voluntarily so. that the total. cost of xunning
o the lohool was only. un (paunds)" (nquy, 1964: 54).,;/

'ruohc:' (wa:c qémpanad tu é’lédqc ehmalvcs to tctal

z
¥




~ Student activities were at a high levels in’ 1926
. a éadet corps was. formed and a "Cercle Ftangais"; a
C gchool bulletin was started in 19333  a band’in 1939 ' ' ,
- . a household science room added in 1941 and in 19 ‘
Bl the school glee club gave its first of several on=-: -
. certs. . (Rigby, 1964: 142). : 0

o
4 !

For the French population, new schools to meet the

T U demands ofhe Increasing nuiber 'of Students WE"'IIW"““*' R

Is

’ H

initiated. n'igby reports that, -~ - - o
, o , o

, : Jn 1906, O. B. Lafleur et Fils canple;:ed the convent, .
a 4-storey building 100 x 56 feet enGrace Street—-. .

° : * which accommodated 198 boys and girln ‘and received -

boarders (1964: 117) .- ; ' . ,

’ ] , .:r' \ ‘ be TN | ' ' .
Bf{”\1915 the ponvent ‘was too ‘small to honse both boys and
' T '4 girls and. new - achools vere builtb In 1927 there was, the

-  convent, sepmmuﬁmrﬂ&-by—mm of
—- : St. Viateur; and a largs school in the West End. Until.

T e ae R E T

thic time, lay teachera ltatfad tha nchools. : In 1928,

"W. H. Ayert buut a residenca on uary Street ta houu the .
" ‘ . : acheu of the Ordcr" (Rigby, 1964: 141). By 1954, the ‘ S
C ; x.achutc Cathclic uchool' board utvod 140& studantn “the- i o

w .b\ < “

e«nf Bt con~..

3
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...When I was little, there was no such th:l.ng as -

- jeans, I wouldn't dare come to school with a button-
migsing of£ my blouse And, in the summer if my

- friends and,K I were wearing shorts and we would be
passing the’ school, we'd go all- .around another block,
rather than pass in shorts (Interview' 740603). T

The severity of :Zhool days are memories of the padt;y str;p
-anddrill are gone-today.. . .It was inconceivablg fgi_?f_‘l kids
o smoke; now, smoke £i11s the alr of the Place D'Acceuil,
the central foyer of the Franch and English secondary -
scﬁoois. It's the 'jean ‘set” and .subject promotion. ‘ Th'era
are gracl‘uéted options, courses in g\efrigeration, gar repair
and, computer. The revolutig;n of the 1605 hit Lachute City.
Three aeparate school boards have j‘urisdictio'n over ..

uohooll in Laehute and the surranndinq region. 'As Map'l

indicateq the ragion serve

11 usta the three schoolﬁ boarda,-' Cmiuion Sco‘.lai.:e Du

~

’ I.ong sault i Comiqsion sadlrire Regionalo Douai'd-bn-

omaaux, and I.aurentian School Bo% ’ their respectivh
schools and school populatioﬁ( tor the 191 4-1975 ‘35-
" - . ‘since 1960, thers have heen "liqnif;lmt ug;duuvc

changn in tha educat:lon&l nysm 'l.‘ha Idok c£ & m‘x fom

v
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LACHUTE AND' REGION, SCHOOL ENROLLMENT 1974-1975 “—~ .
: , , . o N \
Board - co School L ' Number of
' ' : ' Pupils
S Commission Scolaxre ‘brenville ' 347
+ . * Dbu Long Sault 8t - Phillipe L .. 236 ...
) : Brownsburg . 363
" N d *Immaculate COncgption 186 - o
a - ' tSt-Julien 234
' , . o *St-Alexandre N -~ 780
-  St-Andres I ‘ ‘ 311
St-Hermas T © 100 :
L ... rotal , ' 2886 L.
Commission Scolaire = *Roger Lavigne Polyvakente 1362 . ‘
Regionale Dollatd- —— Brownsbury 302— —
~ Des~Ormedux ) *Mgr. Lacourse T 578 - .
: oo ... .. Total : 2242 =

* : . . ) . ' .
’ Lauréntian School . - *Laurentian- Reqional ‘ ‘1364 - .~

) L Boa§§ High : - -

ST : © . . Morin Heights Secon&ary 13¢4. . . . .-
T ) Do Morin Heightu nlemantaxy . 218 ‘
- . Lo j : *Lanrentian. . . ., 542

: A S . Grenville Lol —_ s
. . X o Harri'n § v .
o , o Laurent a, Bt Jarome
-0 - shawbridge ' . ..
W - -

*w_én,m !.n wéﬁm-.a cs: g gcudinuﬁ

S wsioad E‘“i‘ .
v 4, 'Qr\'.‘n ks
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quality in the achools throughout Quebec, disparitiea in .
teacher training and qualificatidns, in salaries, educa-

tional philbsoPhy, facilities and materials were felt to

_be due in large measure to the tradition of local autonomy \
and ch‘rch control that had chatacterized the educational

syatem from the outset., One of the firat actions of‘the

= e s + —

1iberal party when it took offiCe in 1960 was a series of
legislative acts designed to- amaliorate the inequitiea and
insufficiencieés. of the aystem. Three aeparate,pieces of

' legislation that wera pansed are: ‘Bill 60,‘théa5aét'to ’
Establish the. Departmant of Education and the- superior

¥
Council of Education” (uarch, 1904):3111 27, an *Act Res-

pecting the Regrouping and Management of School Bogxds" | -

r

(cn.u.y, is'}li am—mum%hﬁw—wml :

Framework for the Organization"of Kindsrgarta% and,of o | ,
Elementary and Secoﬁaary Education (April, 1971) which fol— |
lowed the Parent cammiadién in aaeking to bring practiéea

in the achool in line ﬁyith modern pedogogy ‘ In addition,

s
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langdage i;f ihstruction.' Bi:ll 63°sought to Qr;;ux.;e s:ixat
the Ehglish—-’s‘p‘eaking‘ and immigrant child of duebec acquﬁ;
a working: knowledge of French. Parentéﬁwereigiven the
option of the language of instruction for their children.
In Lachute, as a result of Bill 63, there have been aigni-

ficant transfers from both the Catholic and Proteatant )

‘syatem, with Anglophone studenta going to the French

Catholic school, andarrancophone students going to the
English Protestant school. -

Bill 63 was followed by. Regulation 6 (1969) making
French as a second 1anguage compulsory in English language

schools. The ulti.mate goal is that at least forty percent

'of all subjacta content in the English ‘system be taught in

French. _In arder to obtain a secondary 'school leaving

certificate atudents must pass oral and written tests :l.n

French. : ' S . ‘

o

. Moat recently’, Bill 22, Quebec's "oOfficial Lanquage

Act" (1975), once again changes the pattern set by Bin 63.
Parantn no longer have the option tq choose the langunge
#‘

of instruction. It wiil bﬂ cdndlti.onal on thc chil,d's

.

. abilityﬁo ,;pau a language tast which il Left. to the local

by

.
s ‘«,‘ o,

mphoolboards. P R cLolo L

B 'wh,,n-&., .;

0 With reapaet to tha lmguayé-in-nu in tho t!cnocls

at thc prg-ant.ﬁ r:amh p:uvmh ap the m@inm of inatmc-

Lo
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- of instrucoion being French. Francophone students coming

.’instruction coinciding with the confsssionslity of the

‘:ciation andgdissociation. The dimension of lsngusge-use

tnat t.ne social relstions and inutitutioni tnet srs "z
‘\;5 “”111 b° revaalgﬂ. ;‘; “, 5 ,." "‘.; , , - .‘
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f schools, English language instruction generallx begins at - )

the grade 5 level. There is a greater degree ‘of homogeneity
of language use in the French sector-than in the English,
'In the English system, since Bill 63, there has been a-
significant increase of Frencopnone gtudents, and a con- ’
sequently‘greater degree of heterogeneity., In terms of
curricuium;vthere is a minimum period of’forty—fiVe minutes

3

of‘Frenoh language instruction provided by French langdege

4 ¢

specialists for all .students. At the secondary:;evelg’

Anglophone‘students hane the‘option of taking a subject,

" guch ss history, geography or methemstics, wit e languageé -

' into the English‘secondsry school are, Ain effect, in an

~'English immersion program, - By and large, the 1anguage of

instruction in Lachute has not deviated from the pro incial .
phttern.o Separate schools co-exist with the medium, Sf T,
SChOOIQ . ' @ IR S ‘

Tne focuslinmthis chdpter has ‘been onhmsppinq com~.

munity ackivities over a long time perspective snd in the

present, and identifying £eaturss of French-Snglish asso-
has been the. guiding Iine in this probe. 'In sxemining |

‘various community sctivities such as work, churon, yolun—
tary assbcistion, snd school, &sre is a presuppmitim

~~‘ 'o‘,‘"
v :
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( The dominant religious affiliation is Roman Catholic which

~£rou a very limited nunbor o:! fraternal and patrio;ic -~

In the work sector, for ethple, in addition to‘\me tégsion

' between owner-worker there is a language and ethnic compon-

'ent. Workers are divided along, 1inguistic and ethnic lines.

Thore is CEqQ, theJFrench teachers' Union “and PAPT the
English teachers' Union. Each\;re vying for the best

working conditions, salary, and job security, possiblw at

the expense of the other. In general income and education

levels are~Bighen,for the English. The fact thatxthe

industrial elite is not only English, but also that two
. . R
key industries have headquarters in other large Anglophone

-

centers doeB Iipt}e for the local wohker. It only increases

the gap. | S ‘ S

The sector of Cﬁurch'aotivities is not clear-cut.

includea mcmpers of the English ethnio cbmmunity. A most
prominont industrial family is oae suoh menber. In tl’uis'
case, there is not a st:ict French Catholic1§’“Iish Proteat-
ant lipe. - o C ' SR

. ' French languago use pxedominates in voluntary .

idlaalociationié Tho !act that the French are 80 percent,of

the population acoounts in large mhasate tor thia. Anido

W
b

allociattonu, luch as tpe Oranyenon.o: thc St. Jean~j-j.f'
uptinto toc:lcty. uuociatiom are not "closcd" " mwc:tho-

A particular configuration does come to the fore. .

“m

o xut, mu gzoups mwu inutnu thaq:fm txm:ltionai, : 'rha 5
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_Argenteuil Historical Soqiety)and maintain its support.
Sports intereeté tend to disregard language or ethnic ties.

‘ Language .differences are not as releVAnt or crucial in the -

hockey team or figure skating group. There is, though, the

_ human tendency to clique together with thoee with whom you
can share the experiences or events.
i The dual school eystem regime stems from the earliest
times. The school~as an instrument of eociety has served
the needa of the two communities, English and French to the
decade of tﬁ} 608. The inculcation of values, traditions,
and beliefs, as well as skillo are part ‘of the secondary
soolalization process. Language is both the means and the
objeot of inatruction. Language use is also a mark of
ethnic identity. In Lachute, until 1968 the two eyatbms
were autonomous, and entirely separate, . Several events
since 1968 have alterea the traditionnl structure, both in .
‘nphysioal and in human terms. Chiefly these are the .
vbuilding of a Frenoh-Catholic and an ‘English Protestant
school under a single roof on a joint campus, : d the
‘ introduction of Bill 63 (1969) ‘which gave paronts tha
- -oppo:tunity to choose the 1&n§uaqc~o£ 1n¢truotion £or their
ohildron. or-the £irst tima An Quebeo thil meant. that.
Englilh Proteotant ggpila oo&t@ Onroll in Prench caﬁholic B
schooln, and rranch Catholio pupilb oould en:oll 1n aniith
Protutant -ohoolu uithout -peei.al pomiuion or w;kthoht”
e ttonble ot e:.-mmzs.ng ifnchoo;t w&:. g L E
0t "ma; ofnuuhool 1. eha zoouo_
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of the next chapter.
convergence and divergence provides a map of the

Drawing lines of association and dis-

sociaﬁion,

'territofy, B0 to spéak. It does not reveal what actually

‘ 'Eiﬁﬁhns in an on-going day-tozlay situation. closer

l examinatiOn of Frenéh-English relations]within a single

domain, the school, is the suqugt of Lhapter V1.
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CHAPTER VI

Behaviour Toward Language, School Domain

In this chapter, behaviour towards language uae

4

in a single domain, t he school within the community is

'examined. It is to be noted that by "pehaviour” is meant

those actions and exprensionn that are ovagt, in effect,

EA

what ig said and done that reflects values, attitudes and'

. beliefs. Also, direct effortl to change Janguage’ use, in

thil caae, by the Quebec qovernment, are considered. It
wga notgd in,the previoua chapter that since 1969, and the

‘.

Qnachment of Bill 63 the]"Ac to Promote the. French
Lanquage in. Quebec' effor \\¥ the governmsnt of Quebeh
to direct language use in the school have had concidenable
rami.fiaat:lons at the local 16 1. Bill'22 the "official
Language act' (1975) is the ost cuzrent lggialation and
tha luhjact of controversy. Lo‘al oi!iciplu aﬂb required
by iaw to imglamant deciaiohn taken at the oxttalocal lovul.
tho extraldaal leth culav attect the normativeﬁtulea

o£ language uoe and relationd~iawtha~queutian that ic

o5




mooo of managcment, was the most prominant faature of the
‘school system in Quoboo. It permeated evory aapeot of
schooling and every school. In terma of sohool population
each s¢hool was 1arge1y homogeneous, i. e., French Catholio
and English Protestant. Pupil and/or teacher exchange, 3;
program interchange wat#virtually non-existent. This

' oharao;priatio of separate. schooling is. partioularly hign—
lighted in the secondary: sohoolo in. Lachuta., Here,~Eoo1e
Polyvalente Roger-navigne (French Catholio) and Laurentian
Regional High Sohool (Englinh Protautant) ahare the same
building and have the dintinotion of being the £irst common-
campus school in tho Provinoe. " Though the two aohools are
housed togethor. thsre is an actual prOpe:ty line that -
|aparntbs the English and Prench;-administratods, teachers,
and pupilc ‘both technioally ‘and poyohologioally. "

Even though the two sohoola are undér one noof, the

original intention was not ona of integt tion. It was

During the mid-ninetoen hixtiei, the noed

polyvalente uéoondary uohool wan detotminnd by hoth rronoh

and English o!fioialn. who £nde:al govarnmoht wu: o!foring'.
' ‘ : gqooution&; |

-.L uew}fk \
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c | | | - 136 o
and then leased part of it to the Protestant Board. Two
separate congtruction companies'wére.,hired for the building

' of each school. In the original planL
e« » '« it was never intended for the twop schools to
operate as one. The purpose of the .single campus was
an economic. one so that, there would be no duplication. o
'  For example, there was the hope that we would be ,
' ' sharing shops. Electrical and machine shops are ex~ ‘

' pensive, but this has not worked out (Interviewx .

740507 M).

¢ ' During the first year of the achools' operation it was - .
: > '
. - planned: that some of the'sgbpl would be shared, but this

proved problematic. As reupondents noted,, . S .

" Unfortunately, instead of trying again, ‘it was decided .
;2 ke;p'fhe two schopls entirely separate (Interviaw:'
0507 M). ,

3

»
»

Decisions are m&naged :etween,thp;two Bpards (English and ) e

e

. Ffench) in aiformal contractual'manhar. One board *111

RO

take oomplete responsibility for oneﬁtacet-or one facility.

g

”ﬁ\; : : and then sell - or lease it to tha othar. Thin kind of i ff

R m&nagcmnnt at the adminlstrativa lavul was falt to be

, .
n
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‘is dissatisfied, they can. complain like’ anyone else
(Interview: 740524 L)

Pedagogical'and‘oultﬁral differences weré conaigegeg

as: factors that mitigate against sharing. A lack of ex-
perienoe on the part of both French and English administra-
tors, and a lack of a central co—ordinating body were also

viewed as contributihg to maintaiﬁing’aeparate servioou,

'

One rospondent said,
<

&2

Laurentian Regional High school and Ecole Polivalente
. Lavigne were the first single campus schools in the ..
Province. Cowansville is the- gecond, and has had
certain advantages. All their facilities were set up
' {n the initial building. This was not the case here.
Our plans were projected. in phases (Interviaw: 740611 '
D).

v . s . N

e

- problems £ﬁos'arise when further facilitieu are needed.

New arrangemontn hnve to be worked out each time. ‘tor

xample, the need. for a track and a swimming pool has: ‘been

'

dooided upon. Thia involved the two Board; and the muni-
oipality. Tho city han oertain resquroea, such ap the
land and an éngineer. ‘The. huildinq at‘jhhe wiwmg 6 1

L“,h

and track woum man som& coorﬁiﬁgtion,}‘




A SR TR HAUE R g g

BN e

. there were always a number of

unnecessary.

: J o

teachers within. each system

that were able ‘to teach the second languagé making exchange

Curriculum or: program exchanges were virtually

nil. Even 1nter-school sports activitles were not planned.

The avoidance of English-French conflict was the rationale

-for the lack of extra-mural activitfes. One respondent

related that. when ‘he was a schoolboy and lived in this area‘

both: English and French students attended the same school.

They had various maxches, Eootball, hockey, and
;nevitably, he said, ' =
, - .

Y

One team would lose and- the teams wouid end up fighting.
Inevitably, the French and English would end up

fighting, even though the toams |were mixed.

the like.

'

In the end

the French and English would be throwing rocks at each
er, At least, here, we don't throw rocka (Inter-

‘v ews 740524 L). o

[ .

attituden and. ;he 1nterrelations at thelleﬁel of School

Board management. o

N
'

V"f“‘ Inte:perqonal relationn are described by both rrench

and nnqlinh”ofticiels ae ”coxdial and.leparate'

Vwmoh m

'At 1eas€‘hetc, we don‘h.thrcw rcckh*,'epitanines the

'

;ctdhl
1ntains

.
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integt on continuing to provide parallel and separate

.

services. This basic attitude with reapect to language

use permeates the rest of the syatem. Before pill 63. went IS,
into effect the 1anguage-in-use at- ecole polyvalente Roger=
Lavigne was 'French only"y and .at Laurentian Regional

¢ N ”.
; ) ’ ) S B
; o High "English Only" by intent and design. ?

"

Bill 63, 19691974

At the time of this inquiry, a five year period 6.

2

T P g

had lapsed since Bill 63 had been in effect. Bill 22 was
'still forthccming. According to the Gendron cOmmiasion,-**

. evenh a tentative.evaluation indicated,

"

! Lo

T Bill 635 affect was the removalwoﬁ-religion-as an
obstacle which had 1linited. the choice of pareiits as
regards ‘language. It was to he hoped that this would
rresult in a more pronounced praferance for. French- L

. . language .schools, but this was not the case (Quehec,
. Gen ron Report, Book III, 1§73- 23) 37 -
o . ‘ L . . ‘l,‘ . ’.,‘ ‘ l -

In Lachute, only a feq anglophona atudenta opted . £0, go to
© the rrench Cathol£E aector. On the other ﬁand, the flow
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-~gchool has meant changes “in the curriculum, new probleme,

.

' gtudent to be integrated within the program as it existed. o

gi
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. ' -

increase, 8O th7t by June 1974 one quarter of the school
population at.Laurentian Regional High was t'rat'xcopl'sone.?’8 ' YA

The change in the population of the ‘English Protestant .

)
)y O,

and relations. : o : L e
e b . |
Students o ‘ L )

‘ ! ’ . .
) o, ! ‘

) IQ the English sector, “there is now considerable

- ’

heterogeneity in the achool population.‘s" As a xesult, . | RN
“ehangee in the curriculum desi.gn were neceesi.teted, both . . |
‘in form and_in content.k. In the fi,ret year or two after o ‘A 4

-Bill 6/3.,_11: was relatively simple for ‘the Francophone

'I'he Franoophone student, having no other option, had too

M 14

leam’the 1anguxqe of inetruction for survivnl.' As one

staff member'put it, :
o - - ' , R S v e, }, T ; . . N
. : ) . . o~ 'Y

+ 0 —_ .
S : ' @

- 38The number of - English studente opting £0r French -
1anquage instruction were: repo;:ted as 12 in the high schaols, ;
_and 83 in the elementary. “achoals:  -This number was the. . .
prozection for the term 197;—11)12;& ﬁgn”itidrea;g ovér ‘the {La

st two years (Intervigéw: a0, The' -
%ﬁ { Sept tember, . '74)»,~ it _,._......—ﬁ

v 39 B “. [ 5 N .

: : a,’, tgtietioal _
tc: £hi texm 1973-1974 is.
uiatm 1273, Pox .
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) It seemed to work: better ‘when there were fswer,Fgench BERE
students. There seemed more need for the student to
“earn. Now the Hore aggressive ones translate for the

oo quiet ones (740513 T). |

; , , . ., . - .

| As the numbers of Francophone students increased, . 30 did

»

: B - the complexity. Some’ notion as to the situation is:re-
k} N .
§

)
1

.flected in this staff msmbeg's‘evaluation; He said, °
. 5

'
“o ' . ,

. There is a great deal of difference in: standards.

Pupils often come from the Francophone sector: haﬁ.:E
‘£inished Secondary 5, and would repeat Secondary 5 in R
. English to learn the lénguage. But, -we find they
: . really perform at Secondary 3- level. -At first we

. decided that they wotld be put back two levels, but. :
LT thisg caused a great uproar. The students ggthered in . o
e the cafeteria ahd presented their views on the unfair- 1

ness. We reconsidereq and de ided that they would’ not

R
o~

o " logse the years. the same t ken, neither would our
' English students going to the rench school (Interview:

.

740513 T} ‘ . o .

Curriculum Program
T , " As-a result, various changés in the cusrisulsm.pro<

T gram hawe bean,sttempted. such as stxeaming, workshoys, ]

spocial classes. 'Strsamdng ¢ 8B an alternativs to pupils
1osinq a yaar or moxe of nchopllnq, has bssh implsmsntsd
!hss -unns that ull,stnd-ntslit csttain levelfof ashieve~n

‘: -t T
’
u,‘

g . went are grma td’qcmux ;ut th- sfiie cluas foi’ m;aur

L ~ .
e ty ;)j ;

P -uh:!-qt- mm thi: iol‘fey JA p:oco:abu ta z;n um o:ﬂ,“ L
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studenés ere grouped togather. Until~Francophone etudents

acquire a working knowledge of Englieh they are placed in
classes which are designed to meet the pace of the poorer
" Anglophone student, 8ince the students are grouped to-

gether, for various subjecte there is virtually no opportu—“

nity for mingling with others educationally and socially.
,xmhese slower-paced clasees carry a stigma. Just as nega-'
_tive as segregation is the .other pole, assimilation. f’ o
There has been the concern that eventually the Francophone
etudent may not be able to reaist the pressures ‘of identi-
" fying as an AngIOphone, of not retainin& whatever qualities

\ or pride .there may be “that are, uniquely part of ‘the' French

culture and herita To c0pe with some of these aspects, .

a conference on the_'Integretidn of Francophones Into
. English Classes"'{ was held by the teaching staff. The

T o conclusion by the etaffﬂwae that there’ were no down to earth, . - :

practical eolutions. Special classes to ameliorete the -

N

situation have been put into practice. ‘One such program

ks . is desiqned to welcome the, Prancophone utudent and assist.

©.  himer h&r to nake tﬁe traneition into the Bnglish milienl- |

. ‘, ,tleu pl!.nﬁul.r M.l tirst yeet Fra‘eophone htu@ent’e‘ hqve a. . =
, &vrﬁneophone te&cher ; tneir 'haue rom peri:o& 3 During

\ ‘ - o t:hic perioa rmnch is i:ne hnmqe-in-uee. and tho nuhjaet

A o e R . , : m ﬁyill

‘$‘
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| teachen. Anothef program'that has beeﬁ“impléﬂenied are
. LTESL classes, that 13 "Teaching English ag a Second Lang~ ’ ,
- uage* | Instead of having to cope with regular Bnglieh
language instruction which places the“non-AnQIOphone at a
o disadvanﬁage, the newcomer is placed in'these TESL. classes,

V

for which the teachers ‘have special traininq and materiala.
T In general the long history of a aeparate school

system is evident in pupil-to-pupil relationa. ‘Within the

context of’ the sdhools there remains an English-French

barrie; that runs right throuqh the oentral and common

foyer. In fact, the Francophone etudent attending ecole _

polyvalente Roger—havigne has nothing to do with, and wlll -

not. 1nteract with the Francophone student who attends - ‘

Laurentian Regional High. The Franoophone student attendin§

~the English lengrage echool is not viewed favourably by the

Francophone in the French eeotor, and 13 largely ignored.

The Prancophone who_ has come for English languege,instruc-

txon 15 considered 'vendus L He or she 15 1ntegrating into

2)" .. the Englian milieu by learninq the English lenguaqe end

| oulture.\ The inteiﬁretatton given ia ehat the rreneh stu—

. dent 1n thin eituakion is~£orsaking his/her group, his/hex

tlwi;nguga and cultu:e 'nt_xe. ocudent u abetting the erouion B

; o: the rrench 1enguaqe and oultnre.l In thin caﬂe, it ia

~‘_ﬂ}f¢ nbt 1anenay 7§hAt is- a'buxsidt.v There ia an ecoloqioal
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Teachers \\ T ' S .
’ . -r’ \ T . ) r

_,t. : ‘, p) ‘ - -

From a professional point of view large classes,

; - )' fheavy work loads, and teachers unigns mitigatecagainst
ﬂ v b ihterchange, and interpersonal relations other than in-
; ' i formal and personal ones. Language classes, both English

i NSRS S
~

’ 3

pupils are required to take English_and French whereas -

=

3
v

N
e’

e e

put’ it, ' ’ : | =
A Y ) Q. . s !
i

. . change programs or anything else, we should have

Yo ‘* ' .are they going to get more teachers out hexe? No one
I .- . . im going to leave the French system or come from

@ - ' Montreal to tike on 27 periods when they have 20

' (Intervfew: 740514 B),

While both French and English teachers in“all schoold face
the same employer, the Quebec government, and some of the
sameé problems (contract by‘becree, pupil-teacher ratio,

,., i salary, job-security),,aucertain latitude in past nego—‘

tiations has meant. that, there remain inequities in work-

and French, are lafger than 1nterest subject! classes. All

.”+ . ig the number of pupils. If we wére to have ex-

interest courses are optional. Thé'problem, as one teacher

i smaller classes. We would need mbra teachers and where

!

é ".; load at the lqcar\level. Thesevexpressions reflect some of

o~ the points of discontent: . , S
wo o ‘o the er.o teaching psriods we have, and
co. ~I~,Z' the numbzg of- pJ§z1s 1n£§ach class; it"is. tmposnible
= wx . ' to do méres than we are doing. ‘ After all, ‘they ' (the:
SRR T -Prench  teachers) atart 1ater.\jhhsn they finish thei:
e -, work load they’are free to leave,! An a matter: of fact;
S T " one. teacher theaye; daes not have: any &lasgses o u..'@
R naddax g?d hs dohsn t come 1n.at all (gntervidw:

N 74051

S

|

.
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strong factor. Job security or rather, imsecurity miti- S

ates strongly against the’ free flow of teachers,42 and

’ works against the prospect or value that may be inherent

in co-operative effort or interaction:. The excuse for the

leck of exchange is put to cultural d;frerences. One staff

‘membe said, ' .

.
* .

) I find there isra difference in French—English attitude
-+ . which is really a difference in life philosophy. You

can see this even how the: school day is structured. sWe™ ————

e can't get together, practically speaking. The French

teachers prefer a slower and logger teaching day, more

relaxed; whereas the English teachers prefer /it shorter,
L even though it may be more C acted and - intenee (In- -
¢~ terview: 740507 M). . o
| x
The range of attitude of the teachers towarde the

pupils and French 1anguage use is wide.. It varies from one

‘polar extreme to the other. An Ang#ophone teacher expreseed

N , ‘“—“’“the~vieﬁ~that, - . o - :

. ,‘ ' Tﬁere 13 a greet difference, improvement in the tone
‘ ) and atmosphere of the school. he French pupils are
- 1ivelier, more flamboyant. he contribute much {In-

terview: 740513 T). )

] On the other hand, the commenﬁ by a Francophone teacher
o indicates that a poeitive view of the French ltuaent is not
‘uhared by all English toachers; After all ahe pointed out,

o .
»

" ’ 4 N ‘ - - . -
P L

».

R """ There are'a few English inparatiets here. you know
L (Interview: 140522 T). o I

[

RIS ”x;n the rrench aector. job necnrity was’ not junt.
S un mﬁet . tn April /1975 the teachora at noger—havignerf

'TF:EVth On 1ko until, the end of the teiin when:a: nember’ . ,““
ksachex ghirsd for'the- 1915—1976 mrm,
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There is the inference phat‘the Engliah Separatist is as -
unappreciative of thqirrench boint-of Qiew,;as tne'French

Separatist is of the Engilsh. Whatever the rationale, the

afact remains that the pattern of separation that character~

izes the system as a whole holds ‘the same for the teachers

in this single building, single oampus,school. i} -
Administrators , L - . :

- Since Bill 63 the contractual and cordial reletlons
remain. Two joint Catholic-Protestant. commﬁttees were set

“? up by the school boarda. "One is a parent's committee, also

e parr of racent legislatlon;lrhe‘other, for Catholic-Protest-

ant educational mattere of common concern. Thesge oommittees

~

are chiefly advisory, and- their role is very specific and
- “.  1limited. The Catholic-Protestant committee, for example,
hae worked out a contract that concerns the placement of
Catholic pupila in the Protestant school, and the Protestant

43 Theicommittee also over-’

pupils in the Catholic sohool.
‘ - sees the engagement of religloue teachers in the respective
-, gohoola and other confessional matters.\ Thls agreement
;means that pupil exohanqe wonld not necesaitate a\compli-
, . cated’ ohange in the tax atructure. Rather, each hoard

» A (.gf uy,

.fnimply PGYl the other pe: eapita for the swltch. There is

T R agic hool Bos ‘a. "Agxamht ‘for . |
. y‘; the Sharing oﬁ'rgellttlel o! “protastant: ﬁoer byf | "
PR r:aehouc mmrmvm 1972 mmapnm. B D
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. Administrators, implicit in their behaviour is a."Mainten-

-principal found the gueskionnsire unsatisfact
. -his-pupils and the level of.thé French poor. .
. -could.possibly. suggest: oﬁhr 1nterp retations ‘as to-the '
. zejsction,. at. face: quue.'-’ 18 pri
Lo féuardm t’gle. AR
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\ . - . X .
no joint central co-ordineting committee. , “p, N
In general, while the goel of the English is to - _{."
maintain whatever position, jurisdiction, and power its

Board already has, for.the Frencﬁ\it/ie altering whatever '

' imbalance in the social structures there exista by the

enhancement and prcmotion o0f French language use.“ The

-

French Cathclic admipistrator, has a eomewhat’"Guerdien‘
attitude. Efforts are directed at improving the quality .. .
of the Fremch language use, fighting the erosion of, and
45

N » ' . , '
extending the periphery of uhe. On the part of the English

\
ance" attitude: "let us keep whatever ve have . When Bill

»

44It is#in point to note a recent subtle chahge in
attitude that has been remarked upon by others in open-
ended interviews and was experienced in a face~to-face:
interview with an official at the French-Catholic ScZogl.
an

LAY

cided.to conduct the interview in French. After

,'introduced myself, ‘the official said: "You know, I

speak English, but if you don't mind we will carry on in -

- French, I have the attitude now that I should talk French’

to the English speaker. In the past, I would speak English,
but this didn't give the Efiglish person the chance to speak
French, and the Erench person became ‘bilingual” (Interview:
740524 1f). ‘ , o S e, ®

45& ver concrete example of. the "Guardian" attitude
of the Francoplione ofticiel was felt by’ nmyself to be in the
rejection of a questionnaire form. I had asked permission -
to administer a "language use” guestionnaire to students at

. Roger~Lavigne. : After’ examining the ‘schedule .the.school -
Cprincipal asked if I had done: the: translation. I saigd’ that
. I had not; that in f.act, the. form w AR ttanalated by A ‘Fran~

. cophone who was working at: the

g duate ‘level .in: anthros ..’ .
pological ‘linguistics. ut ‘the Un ’m:sity of Hontreal, - the < .. ..

¥ to. give tb -
10ugh - one

ip‘al m exereininq »a ‘ .
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6§ was in effect, arrangements were made for ﬁhe Francophone

- students in the English system. As soon as Bill 22 went

' into effect and it would appear that the English syétem ‘
' ‘ would be under control for expansion, newfplans were made.

Prior to Bill 22, the attitude of the English administra-

&
A ’

‘tion was: Q”

‘

o . Thoae who opt for French should go to the French school.
.7 7 "After all, they are the experts. There is .no sense
‘ in setting up an immersion French program here, when e
our pupils can go next door. It would be very castly.
We are willing to pay for those who optoto have French

_ ’\y (Interview: 740513 D). , :
‘ . ‘ . }\ ' .- L

This no longer is the case. In sharp contrast is the

'Announcemént that>new French immersion programs are to be .-

Bt

3

: set up for ‘the 19Z§-i97é school term in the English sqhool(

It is expected that the  flow of Prandophone stidents is to

—ceage. Bill 63 which facilitated and legitimized the flow

e

of atﬁdenfé from one se;tor to the other has nOW'been
” succeeded by Bill' 22. Bill 22 1imits. the enrollmentjgf ‘
rrancophone or other non-English gzpila to those who can
pass u“language ability test. Also, Ehgliah language 'ﬂ N
clastes cannot inozease in numhbr'unlesa the;a 18 ministerial
:appraval. The bahaviour.exhibited towards laqguaga use at
the. local level may be 1nterpreted aa aHAptive lttategy -
A'cm the part ot Engli:h anﬂ Pranch school officials. These |
~stxtbegiou tuat are a&tqupgp to:larve the interdsea af |

A "
a?ﬂ} ’\"" H

RPN, h‘- A ,t,g‘ ‘\‘)—’




o - o 49

<« . ’
1
I

dfly to day lituation of the school domain.

¢ - N . ' . .

,  Local; Regional Relations o R

N \

» -

The oxe;ciie of authority by the Quebec gévernment
since the utabliahment of the Ministry of Education has’

had further repercunions at the 1oca1 level. 'l'he acho«:l
at the secondary level is no longer tied to a single
locale. The school may éh&siéiII?'"extst'vith ~the- limiﬁg L -
of the city boundaries, but has few other links to the. |
city. I,t must be noted that the WO schools that are

exempufied in this study, doole: polyvalente Roger'hz.avigne '

and Lau:emf’im Ragional High are regional schools. It is |

Wmmmm -a@d.mtudenta .' e

»

‘are buased from that range. .

‘Under "An Act Respecting the Regroupi‘ng and o -
‘Management of - 'School Boards ™ (10- July 1971), school boardr o
whioh did not haye at least 225 pup;lla under their ju&ia-
diction wexe amalgamated, a.nd ona com:tssionar was to be -

designated among them, xn the cua& ot the c;thdli.c Bcard.

Dollard-Dea-Oxmeaux under vhoie jnriaéict:idn it é"cole S




communities. One diréctor general was needed, not ninej’
ro . one commissioner, etc. Persons who were in key positions -
of responsibility in their small looaiﬁty'wege-integrated'

into the larger single'bdord that was the result of amalga-

tion. Roles were changed in the process,,as were
positions of mstatus and areas of responsibility.. Problems

‘were experienced in both the English and French sectors.

- All pupils in Lachute went to the Laohuté Catholic ele- "

. ' Amnntary schools. ' Some of ;hele pupi;s procoedad to be -
| b ‘placed in polyvalente Roger Lavigne under the‘loyber .
”Dollard-doa Ormeaux. Regional BOard; otherag wnn;fg? the

high pchool in‘Laohute run bf the Long Sault Board. ' Com-

plaints and a brief to the Govarnmant about difteronces,'
."', in expectations, levela of achievement, lack ot local |

u contrxol induced the goyernment to readjuut tha uituation.

. In the term forthcoming, 1975~1976, plans are beinq’made

for the return of control at tha local 1eVels in Lachute
46 <o : T

kl .~ - by the Long Sault boardb. . o 4 _
‘ . ! . L, \ L o ’ .”“""t':: k"l.\‘

. ‘GA daIantion rxom the ng - Sault sehoo.x;,:
gréuentad a xeport in:Novembet 197 to~théxnini
duc, : Thn&r gequaqt‘ vy AmdL
; onfBigh athoo s e
date slemsntary' sc i
t‘:hd:hrdthé 9&%{?«:&1@1*
‘secondary . schooling
d-des @rmea
ﬁxmaq
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This bill of Regroupment hae vaetly ditterent im-
plications for the .Protestants. Nine school boards were
' reduced to. one, , Bill 22 further: legiel ted that expansion
of any kind, hiring of more teachers, Opening new claeees,

etc. is subject to governnant epproval.,'The English -
Protestant power.base is radieelly eltered.“,?er.the pﬂﬁile . .

now under the jurisdiction of the Regional Board, thene is -

et o o et e b

relatively little difterence. Elementary\school children
etill attend echool within their respective communities.
"High echool etudente would have to be bussed to a central

school in gny case. In fact, there is probably better

service éor the smallér elementaxy sehool now. For stu-

dents in the:high school they are, incidentally, in a

milieu where there are far greater numbere of Anglophonee “ -
than they experienced in théir elementary school days.v ln.l
the region eurrounding Lechute the Anglophone pepulation is
a minority. The child going to ‘a neighbourhood ‘school

is in a. very emell circle of Angiophone etudents. COming to

~the eeconduy echool the diameter widene- cbneiderably. : h ‘ s, "

nf
. IA
. o 4\ ’

Anglophone student is in.a milieu ei’ 120& ae\idents, not 1zo
who epeek the aame 1anguage, have eommon valuee, beliets '

“qnd ideas., In tnie achool arenaq this ngmb%# é@éﬁé& bgebk’-l,

‘e,

0 he
. v

ably xeinfo:eea Englisn language usg

P s

et :!k#"ay}ir"f
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the subject o,f reqret.“ Perhaps it is of great symbolic
iignificmce that the single campun schoolq Roger Lavigne P
and Laurentian Regional are located far from the City Center.

' In this chapter, two leveic of @int‘eraction ai:é ex-
amineds (1) the relation of thafFIIni]stry of Education and
the school boards at- the local level, and (2) the relation of
the cchool boards and ‘the schools at the local level.

It was not‘!d that since B:Lll 60 (1964) the estab-
lishment of a Miniatry of Education, and Bill 27 (19‘71) the.
reorganiution of 8chool Boards, there has been a shift in.
power -ax;d decision-paking :rom the local level to the cen=
,tral gwpxmnt. 'rhe restructuring has meant changes in role
| powet for most peopile wit%n eaeh school board. The lar-
ger regional boards incorporate the smaller ones. Bill 63
(1.969) giv:lng pa:ents the option of the language of insttuc-
tion, and Bili 22 (1975) the Otficial Language Act alao have .
" -had ra.miﬂcations at the local leval. * The flow nf -students.
| from ona sector to the other which B " 63 legaiized will. no

*t‘f.x_ .

1ongar be’ pormitted unde: Bﬂl 22. ‘Non Anglish students may

‘¢ Y

!'unch anql gl:uh xelationu are daacrihed by Jqd-

w/-.
b

s
oy,

"npa:ate but coxdial"

S
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¢ *all are under one roof. A clear-cut, legitimized boundary .

R T~} l.atcmt form;
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entirely sepaxately. Any joint ventura,' such as the pro—
vision of religious eﬁ<1cation or the uae of any facility is
formal and contractual. Teaching staffs are separatei

there are virtually no exchange programs. Time schedules,
teaching 1oad, unions are different’ and asparate. .French
students and English stydents do not mix within this struc~’
ture. As I have painted out, even French students who ,'

attead ‘:he Bnglilh language school do not intermingle with
Frencli students who attend the French Catholfc school, “though— '

line aeparatel the French apd ‘English in this domain. Dis—

sociation is the chief characteristic of Frénch-xnglish .

relations in the school. P . o
" : Dissociation, A most prominent fqature in t.ha schoal .

damain, is also manifest in other areas of the community. ~ y;
)I have indicated tliere are cleavages along 1anguage lines

in the area of work, church, voluntary auociation. as well

(G - .

as the school. Simmel, in a classic statement, pointa out ",

\

the meaning of disaociation in sociological terms. 1191

[

says, g L ", .
ol 5, and what ‘at- uw:g ,;f
dinociation, actuall ohe

‘of sociation.
uml ‘and #t ‘the sams
. ficance, this: :up:gi‘
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CONCLUSION ‘ o ) ,
' 'From the perspective taken in this study conflict,
ccmpetition, antaqonisms, and interaction are basic to
commnnity formation. The maintaining of a qroup boundary -

- ey — - _ . -

and' the excluaion of outsidepswis part o£ the process of . 4
community clcsure, that’ic, the monopolization ofaeconom;c,_ .
~political and social rebourcéa;” ' k . |
' The English ccmmunity that lothed in Lachute ‘took .
the~initiative in the parly yeaxs,_ They worked the land
hard, built mil{i://"g,astablished industries. .Foxr the
most part there was solidarity in beliefa, in haritage and
values, and in language; They were able to effect community .
closure at a local 1evel. “They managcd~to monopolize econo~-
mic reaources. and aubsequently powar and -ocial esteem.
The communal :elationships were strengthened by an array ot
| auociative re,lationahipd. n'hare waﬁe tgmpérance socintiu v L
A agricultural societiaa, hintoricar nocietics, bk1d9¢ '~ musﬁ-.c »

ut, ~wnl£a§'e and sport: cocice:lfef: church nnd schoox ““"‘.‘ e
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| economically .anc'i“politically. ?:1; is only recently that the
French community has been gaining social estéemrw_aeiog_¥*
.the Quiet Revolution the French cpmmunity had the attri-
butes of a negatively privileged status group which

4 .
50

’ - - meant they were denied economic and political opportunities

‘ and,the concomitant value, social status. The French
| . ' population gtill has both-a 1awer'educatidn,aﬂo income

‘ Tevel tharn the English. S ' K ;

a

In the configuration that forms in the present, the ®”
English oommunity is no 1onger the majority; nor is the’
English community dominant,in,all respects. While the
English retains its interests economically, the English com-
munity does not,_ have a m?opoly politically. As the realm
of ‘the achool exemplifiea, the uutonon%y, power and influence
. of the English over their own: school system has. been greatly

A AR
.

. limited and minimized. Also, within the context of Quebec

C -ociety the social esteexi valne of the Bnglish comnunity '

, wangs as the French ccmunity'a intluenee econcmioaily,

‘ 7‘.':' - politically ané sodialiy strengthene. n;” ui""‘ e
L '\ L 'l‘hiu analysis of Preneh-ﬁnglish relationa and the

‘ . P -y

i::‘ | eonoepta ot comnunihy tomtion has hean drawn trom a. con-

tiiét wmetive




of manifest conflict? At which eoint does latent confiigt S
‘change to manifest conflict? : oq
Theae questions have been the subject of research

by Lee and Lapointe (1975).‘ In a recent*study, ‘they ex- '

plore the conditions of manifest conflict 1n Ontagio where

the French are in a minqrity position. Lee and Lapointe (
specify three factors under which conflict becomea manifest

in Timmins and in Sturgeon Falls.,- Those.are (1) agreement

disagreement over goals, (27 cost for the majority and .
(3) organizationai capac%ty of the minority. Orgaﬁizational .

capacit& is analyzed along various dimeneions: the struc- -

ture of authority, the means of social: control Qithin the

community, the degree of autonomy“in the organization of L .

aciton, the oonsensus aimong the ueqments of the ethnic col- .

‘rlectivity, and the existence ?f an institutionally -differ-

entiated political function {Breton, 1974: 2-11). o

| AIn Lach%te, particularlytJith resPect to schooling,

. agreement ovar final goals of the reiationéhip is indicated:
'There waa/no question of the survival of the Prench majority «

or~the :blish minority. Both communities needed aecoﬁdary
polyval t achoolu; both communities had the neceasaty re—

In fket, it wa o'the adyuntage of both the - b

"9“’“9!e




4

4

e v " 1.57 '

not have had the range of shops (electrical, mechanical) i"’; o
davailable were it not fortthe joint ‘effort.- The common:
effort. though, ie a'limitéd one. It is achieved largely

through formal contract, which is really a form of conflict o .

-
4 >

menagement. . The autonomy and separation of each school is

maintained. L ‘ e A |

While there is clear indication that there has been -
egreemeet over goele, and that there hea not been an addi-~’
tional cost for the mejotit§ in the educetional realm, the
organizational capicity of the French and Englieh communi-~
ties require‘futther'and more elaborate study.'-The'crgan;--
zetional capacity of the Englieh'community at the turn £
.the century and perhaps to the mid 1950s is 1ndicated ' The
organizational capacity of the French community appeare to
" be’ developing., Further stucy iajnecessary to assess the
degree of orgenizatidnal capacity cf'both comﬁunities and
~ the conditioﬁ of conflict that is implicated. Whether'the
fifth of the Lachutq'pOpulation, the Bngliah, will be able L
to maintein whattver organizational end resoqrce strength
u: has garnered, whether there will be manifest conflict, ,

n\_.

- or whether the Eninsh comunity tmly becomes ‘Quebee'

et

rorgotten Fifth" is a matter of conjecture ’ end will be

v N v -
,

known only in the fﬁture.‘lﬂ:i

‘ “?q,_,,

£rom the relevgnce ef i:he top;c ef lmquage
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aspect in Frencﬁ-English relations. For the first'timefzn

. 4 ‘ B
Y
+

. 4 S
two hundred years the English are no longer in~an‘aesured o
pos%tion of domlnance.' Th1 has not been studied before.

Obviously, it is because this has not happened before.

This ig an opportpnlty to,study and understand intergroup

. . o s ‘
_%ensioﬂglin process, and questions of dominance-subordination. -

, . ’ ‘ , - )
R +  From another point of view, theoretical issues
. . ? ., -y
whiich are contentious in-the area-of community studies are )
. ] ' R-7

put Fo test empirically. The concept of”communiry: locality,

interdction, aed soli&arity is probed for its explanatory )
power and releQaﬁée. SOme insight into’the phenomenon of '
language, %2 most fundamental aspect of human social action,

and itg relation to social processee has" been sought, and

directions for further comparative study are“indicated ‘ .

"In the early years the Lachute settlement was a frontier for
Cow , Q. [) N .

o

the English and French pioneers wht came. It remains a
L] o o i-.

£rontier toddy in terms of frenchiEthish reiations.fl, e
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] APPENDIX 1 .-
OCCUPATIONS, DYSTRY DIVISIONS, LACHUTE, 1961
Ocdupations, Lachute, 1961 v\\
Occupation Men Woien Total Percent
' of Total
All Occupations 1896 570 © | 2466 .0 =
Managerial 216 24 240 9.0

Professional an |

231 - 9.0 .

Technical 145 86
o 1 . N (\ .
Clerical,’ t. o 114 136 o 250 . 10.0
- ' 7~ ' .
Sales : 115 36 151, ' 6.0,
Ser%icE'ana o, T
‘ 239 . 9.0

Recreation ., - 124 ° 115

Transportation and .

S

Communicag;on 175 183 7,0
Farmgrp,v?arm Workers - 24 24 -
Loﬁaara and Related 8 g8 . = -
Fishéxmen, Trappers, B //2
. uﬁntera .= .S
nipera, Quarxymen, , . A '

" 1atcd g S 5 . 5 ¢
c:aﬁt:mqn. Produqtion. S ) T
\ Process Related. ‘ - : L

ubrkerp R N 799\ - 148 . 939 - 38.0

Labousnrs if> S 121f*;f s 730 5,0

i A

sou:a-: “Coneui of canadq. 1951. Cataloque 94~soo., B&iietin‘

( 34 l“'" Jﬂ;y 19@
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, s ‘ »
‘ Industry'Divisions, Lachute, 1961
. .
3
Industries . Men Women . Total, Perceﬁt
‘ ‘ of Total
All Industries = .5 1896 570, 2466 |
i _ AT . )
Agriculture b 18 - , 18“ % "
, M . . 0 ' e
Forestyy, Fishing, -
Trapping - 11 - 11 -
P @ ) N ¢ \
Mines, Quarries, eil A : - ,
Wells ) 5 - ‘ 5 -
i L .~ Manufacturing 734 191 925 ", 37.5
N Construction , 255 10 . - 265 7  10.0
* Transportation, y . '
Communicatiocn, . o )
) _Other Utilities 246 . 16 1262 30,6
‘ Trade Commerce - . 296 80 376 15.2
“Trade Retail T 224 71 295 - 11.9 -
Finance, Insurance, , A ‘
Real Estate , L 41 29 70 2.8
'/ : .
. C ity, Business, ‘
Sexrvice ) . 4
‘ 426 17.2
. . - . {‘
. Parnonal Service . ~ S
Indnstriea . 184 o 1.4
l ‘Public Administ:ation o \ R i
© ' and Defence - .80° 9 ; 59 ‘ '2.3_ ’
' Notee N T
“ *Labour torce"roters t0. nondnmatu nra and

| over who. in the week prior to enumeration,. wer da’ £br pay’
rofit, holped withoyt ‘pay in-a family buu”j.neu or' t‘qm, 3

| 91 ed for’ %rk, mm on. tempotary lay—off, ‘had: jobs




vacation, strike, etc. Persons déing housework or volunteer
work only, are excluded from the labour force. Also ex-, '
cluded a§e female farm workers who indicated that, they

helped without pay in a family farm or business for less

than 20 hours. * It'should be noted that there 'are indica-~
‘tions that the labour force counts for Quebec may be some-
what underestimated due to response problems. ' . :

.Source:' égnsus of Canada, 1961, Catalogue 94-522.
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APPENDIX 2-

HISTORY OF EDUCATION, QUEBEC, 1608-1960 .

P
Y

. . . . 1608-1760 '
yo During the French Regime (1608-1760) education

was the work of the Church; a work of charity. Instruction
was given bﬁ itinerant school masters, parish pfieéts and
religious orders. There was no administratiée body con- -

cerned with education. Various village pbhoglg/ﬁere scat-

’

tered over rural areas. Boaiding'and da} schools were run

by various orders. S : S S

o /

2

176b-184i

urinqithe period 1760- to 1841, the British left
o o ) educational matters. to the Anglican. Church.' The Roman
Catholic Chuxch was permitted to maintain its own schools‘
S During this timepand suhsequently, there were \
: attempts to create a ¢ centralized systam.‘ In 1801 there was
‘ — th5~fffﬂfff’ti“g Royal Institutions and the proposal for
Lo frea elementary achdoling, that uld be non-Confessional,
K | and.nubsidized. Opposition gavq ise to tha creation of a
’ Catholic schoo,ﬂngstem The governpr was authorized to
l‘"~‘ ‘appoint Commissionexs in. each county or pariah to build and
o fforganise school. The,Protestant begaﬂ‘to build Royal ‘

.....

ﬂ‘nsaimilation.w

\schooln. ‘The c:thnlics appcsed noyal Schpols: thay tenrpd }

N e by

QU e g d et
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The‘Fqbrique School Act (1824) was the first to give

authority to local agency. The. parish was to be.the basis

o ' " of school organization. A system of subsidies were developed. ¢

and Trustee Schools were established.
. ' !

. T .. 1841-1867"
o L : ,
From 1841 to 1867 School Commissions w;re entablished. ‘
!The Post of Super%nﬁendent of Pnblic Instruction was created,
although this was;an'honorary'posrs’provision"was,nade for

o religious disbgnt.. T L | R - ®

. The Education Act of 1841, named two asslstants to -

z ‘ the Superintendent of Public Instruction, 1In 1845-1849 the

Acts for Lower Canhada incorporated separation into law by

_ providing a Superlntendent for each province. The Act of
‘ \ 1846 gave special status to schools in Quebec and Montreal.

| #
Schools were speoiﬁied as both confessional nnd-common by law.

“

7 el - 1867-1907 S :

5 N ' ' -
. . . f ‘

Although there have been various pieces of legisla-

tion during this pqriod, the mgin patbern vas crystallized

Vo

” The- aeparation-of m&minintrative bodiea in two | autonamous'
S ’ syatams wag complete. The BNA Aot,}section 93 stipulated
© that ‘each province ﬁaa %o have jnrisdtction over educational

mnttera. Righta and privilagou wers. guarantged by law with
regard to confe:cio+n1 nchdolp., Thaxe wan a right ot appeal
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of Public Instruction atrictly along confessional‘lines.

'From 1875 the separate committees were “wholly. independent

of the Council. There was no joint meeting held from 1908
to 1960. Between 1900 and 19690 the two religions had their:

own complete education system financed<by elementary and

secondary school taxes under the auspices of a Council of '

BEducation which heads the Roman Catholic Committee and the

3

Protestant Committee,

—

L 1907-1961 - - - L

Technical training'and clessicel colleges developedt,
Tﬁere was consolidation of school commissions. Id 1925 . .
the Central Protestant School Board in Montreal was established.
After World War II, there was the Protestant School Board of
Greater Montreal and nine central boarda for certai;A;;biona{

In 1943 the Act for Compulsory School Attendance for children "

[}

.between the ages of 6 and 14 was. passed. ' . °

’ . . RN
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APPENDIX 3 b ;

LACHUTE, QUESTIONNAIRE -ON LANGUAGE USE{

A questjonnaire on language uaé was adopted from

the instr nt us by William F. Mackey (1972) The

-questionnaire was administered to all students of Secondary

-

: o , , ,
I at Laurentian Regional High, May, 1974. There were 180
of the possible 233 students who rospoﬂaed. The questions

which pertain to the pupils' background are pertinent here.
The pupils were'asked:‘ ==, - ' , p
(5) what is your réligious background?

(8) which of the following languages are used in your home
| ‘ .

(8b) If more than one ‘language is used in your home is ohe .

by your family? C

©

uaed a little more or much more than the other?

- (9) Do you speak one or more than one 1anguage at\ﬁomé?

(11)' Which language did you first léarn as<a baby?

(12) Does your mother speak ' 2
v S ' -W.

(14) Does your father spesk . - 2
(14&) Rolatives who speak'zhglish; ; R N

(145) Relatives who speak French. = - . .
A variable: for !ranch or Engliah (xespondant) ﬁas
conotructad by combininq Question 9; Ouestion 1'

toel yon arerusinq moma Engtaep o: !reneh?}g‘ ¢




166

i REFERENCES

€

‘Arensberg, Conrad M. - K
1939 The Irish Countryman: An Anthropological Study. New
York: Macmillan, -

Arensberg, Conrad'M.,:aﬁd Kimball, S. T. o :
1940 Family and Community in Ireland. ZLondon: Peter Smith.

Bell, Colin, and Newby, Howard

1971 Communit Studiea: An Introduction to the Sociology

0O e ummunity, New York: Praeger.

Bernard, Jessie

1973 The Sotiol of Community. Glenview, Illinois: Scott,:
Porasman. ~ - . o

T,

,Blanchaxd, Raoul

1954 L'Ouest du Canada Fran ais} ‘"province De Quéiec'. Tone
'rﬁhuiiime. Montreal: Librairie Eéuchemih

D‘hlp RObert A,
1961 Who Govetns? New Haven: Yale Univaraity Press,

EDesbien;, Jean Paul; Piérre Jurahe frxre. and Frere Untel
gaeud. )
1962 The %%ggrtinences of Biother Anon us. Translated by

’ urendeau. nontxeal-

= apin. FPorward by
’ narvolt House. ' L .

. Pi.m; Joﬂh“ﬂ h.,ed.

I




Greer, Scott -
1962 The Emerging City. New York: The Free Press.

'

Haugen, .Einar ’
1956 Bilingqualism in the Amerxcas A Bibliography and
search Guide. Americaﬁmﬁialect Soclety, Publi-
cation No, 26.. Tuscaloosa, Alabama: ' University
of Alabama Press. .

-

‘Hertzlér,-Joyce o.. - -
1965 The Sociology of Language. New York: Random House.

Hughes, Everett C. .
1943 French Canada in Trunsition. Chicago: University of -

g

, iﬁﬁicagogﬁress. R

'
i »

Hunter, Floyd : . ‘

1953 Community Power Structurez A Study of Decision-

. Makers.  Garden City: Doubleday. .

Innis, Hugh R. ™. . :

1973 Bilin alism and Biculturalismj An Abridged Version of
oyal Commission Report. Torontos MéClelland

SEewart. ,

i

Ireland, F. C. - , - ..
1888 Sketches of Lachute. Lachute, Quebec: Watchman.

7

Jackson, John D. o S w
1975 C ity and Conflict: A.Stud¥ of Prench-Enﬁliagﬁ
Jations 1n"§htario. oronto: HO inehart and

Wlnston.

o

' o

.Janowitsz, Morris , .
1952 The Community Press in an Urban Setting. New York:
Free Press, ' '

T

. Jones, Richard ’ ’ S
- 1972 CEE%%gitx in Cxisis; French Canadian Nationaliég in
L 3 ive. ronto: e and Stewart.
Joy, Richarad.
1972vnan

\{\t . ‘~

1{.& ’P‘-} t‘vg;‘*s

wﬁ?k




-0

P

1941 'rhn rolk Culture of th ] !ucatan
. . :au.li.. o ‘ S ‘.

Lewis, Oscar _
1951 Life in a Mex¥can Village. Tepozlan Revisited. Urbana:
University of IlTinois Press.

1

Lieberson, Stanley : . .
1970 Language and:- Ethnic Relations in Canada. Toronto:; John
%IIey ana Sons. K o

©

Lorimer, James, and Phillips, Myfanwy
1971 Working People; Life in- a Downtown City Neighbourhood.. .
Toronto: James, Lewis and Samuel.

Lynd, Robert S., ‘and Lynd Helen

1929 Middletown: A Study in Contemporary American calture.
"New York: Harcourt, Brace. ’ ) :

Lynd,. Robert 8., and Lynd , Helen
1937 Middletown in Transition, A Study in Cultural Conf.licts.
New York: Harcourt, Brace & Worl}f - \

N

Mackey, W. F.
1972 Bilingual Education in a Binational School; A Study of

anquage Maintenance Through Freellternation.
RowIey, ﬂgss.. Newbury House. '

Q

Mayhew, Leon .
1971 sSociety: Institutions and Activi Glenview, Ill.:
Scott, Fox‘eaman. ’

Minar, David W., and Greer, Sc:ott

1969 The Concept of Community: Readings with. Interpretations.
Eﬂicago: ne. ,

Nisbet, Robert A.

1953 The Quest for COtmnungtx London: Oxfc\:'rd University Press.

Park, Robert E. - ’ S L :
1952 Human Communities; The C:I.t and H Ecology. New
"York: Free Freac. '/E ' 4

Portcr, ‘John . Tl o oo )
1965’ The Vertical Mosaic: An Ahalysis.of Social Class and

) g‘ﬁr n“cma R | : , 4 ; onto
." " ’ . - . - .

Redfield, Robert . °..

. chicagos ™ Ung,vorsit.'l

“° 99

.




Rl

"w& TR 0 e
B8 S O R A A T L (R e R S ot e
.

1973

© 1958 Small Town in.Mas:

2 . - o 169

©

' Ryerson, Stanley B.

. ’ ., .
1972 The Founding of Canada; Beginniqgg to 1&15. Toronto:
_Progres ooka.

Ryerson, Stanley’ B. \ CoaT™
1973 Unequal Union; Roots of Crisis in the Canadas, 1815-
, §§7§ Toronto: Progress BoOKS. ‘ .

Seeley, John R.; Sim, Alexander R. ; and Loosely, Elizabeth W.

1956 Cregtwood Heights. Toronto: University of Toronto
ess. ,

‘e

‘ simmel, Georg ‘ ' L .
1955 Conflict; The Web of Group-Affiliations. Translated by
S Kurt H. Wolff and Reinhard Bendix. Forward by

Everett C.” Hughes. New York: Free Press.,

Stein, Maurice

' 1960 The Eclipse of Community. Princeton, New Jersey:

“Princeton Unjversity Press.

Stern H. H.
1973 Study E7, Regort on Bilingual Education; Studies

~ Brepared for the Commigaion of Inquiry On the Positﬁon
of gﬁe French Language and On Language RIghts in  \

‘Quebec.” Quebec: e Quebec officia biisher. .

Suttles. 'Gerald D. - '
1972 The Social Construction o cOmmunities. Chicago: ;
nivers y of Chicago rzgﬁ. . , :

A

Suttlea, Gerald D. : . ,
1968 The Social Order of the SIum. Chicago: University
o cago Press, '

L4

Tho ¢ Co .
1896  Histo of Ar enteuil. N, p.

[
-}

Thomson, Dale c..ed-
ebec Society- and Politica' Views onm the Inaide.

'ronniu. Ferdinand

1957 00mmunit and Sociat [Gaweinaoha:ﬁ und Gesellschaft].
, !?ana!aEEZ and eaited by Charles P. Loomis.  Bast

Lanuingu Hichigant Hiehigan State Univor:ify Press.

.’-vnlois, Guatan : T T
'1952 uemories £ Ga& VQloiu; n;p; A SR

Vidich, A:thﬁx J.. ana Bpnsman J. T;fjx > ”ff:.‘;ivw;%;fé:
Societyr Class, Power and 19 )

4




iy

e AR ’&Wmﬂmmmm o s

AN | - S . . 1m0
. w f . 4
Wade, Mason ) . - ’ ' ,
i968 The French Canadians 1760-1967. Revised éd, Toronto: —
., Macmillan. ’
Whrner, W. Lloyd, and Lunt, Paul S, ’ ) //

1941 The Socgial Life of a Modern COmmunity. New Haven:
Ydle University Press.

.o

.« Warren, Roland : .
i . 1972 The Community in America. 2nd ed. Chicago: Rand
. MdNally.. , : . ;
. Weber, Max . : d/,\J
1958 The City, Translated and edited by.Don Martindale ;
ana Gertrud Neuwirth New York: The Free Press.

i

o .
Q 13

Wbbar, Max
1947 The Theorg of Social -and Economic Organization. Trans-
ated by A. M. Henderson and Talgott Parsons.

Edited with ' an intrbduction by. Talcott Parsons.N
Ngw York: The Free Press.- '

¢ Q

Weinreich, Uriel . , ' :
1953 Lanquage in Contact.LH?aw York: ‘Linguyistic Circle of

ew York. ¢

-
B ~ .

. White, William Foote '
) 1955 Street Corner Society. 2nd ed. Chicagos gniveruity
o of Cﬁicago Press, )

"w1rth, Louis o \ R |
/1929 The Ghetto. Chicago: Unive:aity of Chicago Presa.

Young. Nichael, and- Willmott Peter ° ) ' i , .
1957 Famil and Kinship in East London. Lond0ﬁ¢ Routledge C

) an* Regan. , — _ \¥~ , = o
ZOrbangh, Harvey W. | ' Y , oo |
1929 The Gold Coast and the slums ‘Chicago: University of ;

“Q rﬁ"¢ ,

‘Artici L S S R
clag E‘;‘ . ' . . . ' o oL v V]
*“'"":rwgﬁJus,‘ E . o Cw#— 3 . g : - ,’

- Breton, Rayiiond L

1’5’64 'Ixmz 1ona1 c lateneu of Ethnic cmm\mitias ,
ARIREE e Personal: ~Relations of Immigranta®, mriom

’ ggall gt SOcio;ggx 26 (SQPtcmbar 2: 193-2

Bxeton ynnmd o
11973 -'i'ho Swio«-PoIitiuul nynm« of thé' October, Evants®.
: : (-1 I view: from the




A gom .} 2 R S O RN s U8 Y

-171

» Bourque, Gilles, and Laurin-Frenett. Nicole ' | VR
1972 "Social Classes nd Nationalist Ideologies in Quebec 2

. 1760-1970". ranslated by P. Resnick .and P. o

\ Renyi. 1In Capitalism and the Nationalist Question C

in Canada, pp. 185-210. Edited By Gary Teeple. .
Toronto: University ‘of Toronto Press. ' ' . p

Clark, Terry ‘N.; Kornblum, w,; Bloom, H.; and Tobias, S.
1968 "Discipline, Method, Community Structure, and Decisi
Making: Thg Role and Limitatjions of the Sociol

of Knowledge" American Sociologist 3 (Augugt)

2;5.

Craven, Paul, and Wellman, Barry Y
1973 "The Network City". Sociolog1ca1 Inguiry 43(1973) 3-4: -
57~88.

Driedger, L and Church, G.

1974 "Residential Segreqation and Institutional Complete- =
ness: A Comparison of Ethnic Minorities.,"
Canadian Review of Sociologx and Anthrogggggx 11(1974)1.
Effrat, Marcia Pelley ! .
1973 'Approaches to Cammunity: Conflicts and Complemen-
({ . tarities”. Sociological Inquiry 43(1973) 3-4: 1-31.

‘Fishman, Joshua A,
1966 "Language Maintenance and Langu:ge Shift as a Field
, of Inquiry; A Definition of the Field and Suggestions

For Its Further. DeVelopment" In Langquage Loyalty .
in the United States; the Maintenance ana Perpetua-~ .
" tion of Non-ﬁﬁ Yish éotﬁer Ton ues B American EEhnic ./
d Religious Grou 8, PpP. B ted by Joshua.
shman, gues Mouton. .

[y

Fishman, Joshua A.
1972b "The Relationship Between Micro and Macro Socioling
T tips in the Sttdy of Who Speaks What Language to

Wham and When". In Bociolingmiatical Selected
Readings, pp., 15~ . ride and

. ane lmas. Englapdi Penqnin.. o

Gans, Herbert. a., ' " \

1962b "Urbanism and Suburbanism as Ways of Llfez A Re~"

" “.evaluation of Definitiona."™ In Human ‘Behavior and
Social Procenses;"ndited by Axno!i ﬁoau. FEanns

)  Houghtan MIfFIIn, | |

. ~i"& M - “ o !

Goode. Nilliam J. ‘ s
1957 *Community vm:hin a Camunity': The . J?rofassions' o .
o Amaxican i logical Keview. 22 (April): 194-200.‘“".',

»

Greer. Gcotw ; ‘ L
a\\/ 1956 'thanism Racdnlideradx A CQngnraktVa stndg o:,chal S
, - Axeas in Matropolis®, iological . view“i;'
L “3“ Ql (!‘abrum;y) x ‘19"25. T T DA




L v"' & a R ,:" R ';?.. "‘qﬁ'glgn PR
gl NI B S L TNAY -wm CIRR ;’.E'R'“ N TR R e ks e A

-

- R RS
Lo \ ; ’ I,

'GEiNBhaW, A‘ D. ) . 1;‘: ) j ’ . Y '
I "1973 "On Language in- SQcietyu Part\ I", Contemporary '
T Sociolggx 2 (November) 6: 5 -585 - "
. ~  Grimshaw, A.-D. *® \ * - ’
. 1974 "On Language in 80c1ety. Par II' Contemporary .
Soc1olggx 3 (January) 1: -11 \ X o
5 e Gudndon, .Hpbert ’ o

1971 "Social- Unrest, Social Class, ‘and Quebec 8 Bureaucratic ,
G Revolutidn"., 1In Canadian Societyy SOciolo ical
' Perspectives, pp.  469-477. , Abridged ed. %aited by)

’ '°//\\\3;;2or3 R. Blishen eﬁ al,> Toronto: Macmillan.

Jackson, n D, = ! e

1971. "French-English/Relations in an-Ontario Commupity". _
; In Immigrant Groups; Minority Canadians, pp. 160-174.
’ 2nd"ed. EHItEé‘Ey Jean L. E*IIOEt. Scarborough, '
.- Ont,: Preﬁﬁice-ﬂall. " S : -

~ Jackson, John D. ' v C ‘ ¥
. 1973 'Institutionaliibd Confliét: the Frahco-Ontarian Case. ¢_
, In Communitiés and cultgie in French Canada,  pp. -
, ) 218-242, Edited by Gerald L. Gold and Marc- - .
S R " . Adélard Trembley. Montreal: Holt, Rinehart and
" Winston. ' ks

~ I

. } Jackson, John D. E

1965 "A study of FrqnothnglisH Relations in n Ontario’
, Community: -Towards' a Conflict Model for the-
. ] Analysis of Ethnic Relations"., Canadian’ Review
b ) - of Sociology and Anqpropolggx,B( )

Kanfman, Harold F." o N
‘1966 “Toward'“h Interactional "Conception of COmmunity“ . In
__— } Perspectives on_the American i A_Book

. Readings, pp.
Lo ﬁarreq. gﬁicpgo:

. Rand %cﬂaily,‘

g v , } . o ’
A Kloss, Heinz Ca . ( e
o 1966 'German-nmericpn Language Ma ntenancq Eff rts", In
‘ 'Lan uage Loyalﬁxf in_the United Statesj the .
o ' ' ntenance 2y e : . \
3 - - : naque: uoutonw« e : :J,. Co . Lo
dy ' ot SRR e 4
L , KornhauserA william . ' L ‘ N Yo
: '| '1968 ‘International Excyclopedia o the Social sbienoeliv Lo
‘o ' RN S L 4)‘ f"-fk 1
ol L&mbort, Wallace E. = " S P
= 1969 ‘Psyeholoqical aspects oﬁ Motivation in Ladguage oo e
w il " rLearMing."” The Bulletin of the Illinoi Forei SR
e el anguatie Tealt : La s . ’
Lot Y : hi ;




YY) Y N e W TR R 4R EL el B "
Z IR IRARSE PR TR T VLR RS 5o S L o S ORI T e = SR SV T SR S

:Lee; Terence '
1968. "The Urban Neighbourhood as a Socio-Spatial Schema .
_ Human Relations 21 (August): 241-267., - -

Mackey, William F. ‘ % , - ,’ B,
. .,1968 "The Descriptionqlf Bilingualism" In Readings in the
Sociology of: Language, pp. 554-58%, Edited By
Joghua A. Fishman. The Hague: Mouton. g

Cere Merton, Roberf K . - ¢

1966 "Local and Cosmbpolitan Influentials®. 1In Perspectives ’
. " on the American Community; A Book of Rea&IngE_ , \

' PP, 251-265, Edited by Roland L. Warren. Chicago: -
“>Rand. McNally. . ' '

o

Naylo:, R. T. >
1972 "The Rise and Fall of the Third Commercial Empire of °

*
[

S the St. Lawrence. In Cagitalism ang the National
e estion in Canada, 'pp. . y Gary eeple.

oronto: University of Toronto Press.

N Nauwirth Gertrud
' 1969 "A Weberian Outline of a Theory of Community: its

~ Application to the 'Dark Ghetto'". British Journal

of Sociology 20 (June) 2: 148-163

4

Ossenbexg, Richard J. i D :
.1974 "The Conquest Revigited: ' .Another Look at Canadian

Dualism". The ngadian Review of Soclology and
Anthropologx t 123-140. A

o

Reitz, Jeffrey G. . s
. 1974 “Language and Ethnic Community Survival®. The Canadian
Review of Sociology and Anthropology (1971!: IGI—IZ!,

‘

1973 “"Formal Voluntary Organizations, Participgtion,'
Correlates and. Interrelationships”. Sociolqg~9a1 i
nggigx 43 (1913) 3—4: 89-122.-

Vallee, Fradk G. - ' o g A
- 1971 “Regionalism and Ethnicity: Tha French—Canadian Casge" ., ’

. . In Immigrant Groups, pp. 151-159. Edited by Jean
AETE ¢ ”yeona _E1liott.  'Scarborough Ont.: Prentice-Hall.

Lo '

! . . ' , 1 ' ' .
w o R B v PR " e .
' o Y . . Yo . M N ) '



Vallee, .F. G., and de Vries, John

1975 "Issues and Trends in Bilingualism in Canada”. In
Advances in the Study of Multi-lingual Societies,
The Hague. Mouton.

. vallee, Frank G., "and Dufour, Albert '
1974 "The Bilingual Belt: A Garrotte for the French?” The
Laurentian University Review.

Vallee, F, G. and Shulman, N. '

' 1969 "The Viability.of French Groupings Outside Quebec” In
Regionalism in the Canadian Community 1867-1967,

. pp. 83-99.  Edited by M. wade, Toronto. University

of Toronto Press.

s

von Bertalanffy, Ludwig
1962 "General System Theory--A Critical Review”. General

Systems 7(1962) 22, =

walton, John : ) - 1

. 1966, "Substance and Artifact. The Current Status of Reseaxch
on Community Power Stxucture". Aamerican Journal
of Sociplogy 71 (January): 435.

Warren, Roland L. ' -4 ' ‘
1966 "Toward a Reformulation of Community Theory". In

Perapectives on the American Community; 'A Book of
Readings, pp. 69-77. Edited by RoIang L. Warren.

cago: Mucually. L y

Public Docﬁments .

“Canada 1961 Census of Canada, : o
‘1963 Catalogue no. 94-508. Bulle?in 3.,1-4. ¢

- Canada 1961 Census of' Canada, - .
Catalogue“no. 94-522. : .

Cahada. 1971 CQnsus‘of Canadah
Catalogue no, 92-702, -

7

Canada 1971 Census of Canada, " e
. 1973 Catalogue nOm 92-226. Bulletin 1. 3-5. ‘

cﬁg\ba 1971 Census of Canadag , . R
974 Catalogue no.’ 92-772. Bullatin SP~3. Ty
-
!

. Canada 1971 cgngus bf canada. ' I -
'-1972'Cétalogu¢ no. 92~773. 8ullet1n SP-B <o IR

‘Canada 1971 Cannua&of Canadd,. ' s {'//<'5,Q:¢ffv"

1914 catuogue no. \92—774. Bulletin sp-4. EUR A




- oL

e
B

[ V8 et g »
AR AN DY e s [PES S N I SN 3 YA M RE U

/ ' | . 175

Canada 1971 Censuys of Canada, .
Catalogue no. 92-775. Bulletin SP.

canada 1971 Census of Canada, ' s O

1974 Catalogue / apqs Bulletin 3 1-5. '

Quebec
1971‘Compilat1zh of Statutes .On Education, Administrativo
Codification. _Bill.27 An Act Respecting the

Regrouping and Management of School Boards, July
I§;I gppenaix- I- 33.

Quebec |

1963 Report oé the qual Commission of Inquiry Oon’ Education
in-theé Province of—'hebec.A Part One; T The Structure
'of_the Educational System at the Provipcial Level.
By A phonse Marie Parent, Bairman.

Quebec '
1972 Report of the Commission of Inquiry on the Position

of the French Lahquage and on _Language nghtg in
Quekec, Book I, The Language of Work. By Jean-
Denf,s Gendron, Chairman. - P ‘

Quebec
1972 Regprd of the Commlssion of Inquiry on the Posltion N
"of [the French Language and on Language Rights in
Queébec, Book 1f Language Rigpts._ By Jeap-Denis
Ge dron, Chalrman, M
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Quebec .

1972 Reppr of the Commission of Inquiry on the Position
of/ the French Lanquage and oRf Language ngggs in
gﬂebec, Book I1 Lanquage Rights. By Jean- enis

ndron, Chalrman. C
| s i .
Quebec . ce Y S
1975 Statptes of Quebqu'Bill 22 Official‘Languagp Act,
Jnly, 1975. . » T -
Quebec )

1964 Sta utea of Quebec. Bill 60 An Acg to. Establish the ~. _
artment of Education.an uperior Counc .
ducat;on, March 1964. g\ : \ ' '

Qnebec R e ‘ '
1969 Bta utes of Quebec. '3111 63 An Act to Promote tho K
rench Laniguage 1n:§uebed. B
Quebec J w ‘ ' e T .
1971 St tutes of
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'sBreton, Raymond

' 1974 Laurentian Regional High Schoul, ”tntegration of
- n

'Lachute"' ’
1972 Laurentian ngional SQho61 Board, 'Agreemsnt for

Quebec ‘ T
1971 Statutes of Quebec. ulation .7 Relative to .the :

. General Framework fE%Athe Ordanization of. Kinder= \\\\\\\\\\

garten and of E lementary and Secondary Education, . :
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Ottawa ‘
1967 Royal Commission on leznguallsm and Biculturallsm,
Book I, General Introduction, The Officlal
Languages. By A. Davidson Dunton and Andre ' o,
aurendeau, Co-Chairman.
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Anderson, A.B.

1974 "Ethnic Identity Retention| in French Canadian Communi-.
ties in Saskatchewan". | Paper presented .at the
"Annual: Meetings of the. Canadian Sociology and
AnthropOIOQY,Association, Toronto, 25 August 1974.
(Mimeographed ) ' ,

1

1974 "Types of Ethnic Diversity in Canadian Society".
Paper presented at the AnnuaD Meetings of the
Canadian Sociology and Anthropology Aasociation,
August 1974. (Mimeographed ) ‘

Jacksqg ‘John D., and Spiliadis, Constantinos

1975 "Language and Community: On the Need for a New 2
Perspective"., - Paper presented at the Annual Meetings -
of the Canadian Sociology and Anthropology.
Association, University of Alberta, May 1975.
(Mimeographed ) , : <

"~Lachute ’ : . L . -
1974 Industrial Commission. Economic SurveyL (Mimeographed,)
" Lachute ) ' ' '
1974 CBSAM Commission D'Enquete sur L'Adulte et Son Miliea.
SRR Project PIL en entroite collaboration avec Service
‘ Education Des Adultes. (Mimeographed ) P
Lachute ’ ST

Prancopho into. English Classes, Program G, .~ .
Pcdaquical Day, 8 Pebruary 1574.'£uim§ographed )
| . .

:the" Sharing of Facilities of the Protestant Soardfa;—
"+. . by Roman Catholic #upila, Novambor 1913 (Mimeo- - |
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Lamy, Paul .
1974 "Bilingual as an Independent Variable in Research
BN * on Multi¥Ethnic Bocieties". Paper presented at the
' - American Sociology Association Meetings, 25-29

f —_ ' August. s(Mimeographed.)
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g e DamyTMPaul : ’

] | ; 1975 ”MEEEiring&Lnnguage Transfef in Canada". Paper pre- e T
3 i sented at the Conference-on Language and =~ -

f ‘ : . Community, Concordia University, Montreal, 4-5
N‘ April. (Mimeographad ) .

\ Lapointe, Jean,vand Lee, Danielle Juteau . Y
1975 "Social Conflict and Community Organization: The -

Cases of Sturgeon Falls and Timmins". Paper

presented at the Conference on Language and
Community, Concordia University, 4-5 April 1975.

(Mimeoqraphed ) \

Quebec .
19]}'Miniagere de L‘Educntion.
"Sommaire Statistique de “L'E€61e 30 Septembre 1973, - S
. (Mimeographed ) . ‘
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| Suttles, Gerald . ' "

1968 "Territoriality and the Urban Community Paper . - e
' read at the 1968 meetings of the American Sociolo- .
. “ gical Association. . '
’ , ‘ %
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L' enteuil (Lachute), 14 August, & Decjrber '1974.
. Gazette {(Montreal), 22 February, '*april, 17, 20, 24 June
. T 1974, , , .

Montreal Star . (Montreal), 22 Pebruary, 19.March, i5 April,
une 1974; 23 July 1975,

.7 The Watchman (Lachute), 18 cémbqr,_la September 1974: 15
iknuary 1975.-
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