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: " ABSTRACT

v

Quebec's Nonfrancopépne Leaders: Factors Associated
with Their Mobilization in Communal Movements

LY

; Morvarid Saidi

i

. {
This thesis has‘'dealt with the defense of the interest

"of Qﬁebec's'honfrancophones in collective action by

communal nonfrancophone leaEers. A rg§bufce}mob11fzatiop
perspective was-adopted to dévelop ? path-analog log-linear
model tested on a sample of 527 leaders. It was found that
bilingualism ‘and contacts with francophones are not
associated w1th‘membersh1p in voluntary organizations. 1In
turp, Hxlingualigm.and membershig/in goluntary organizations
are %ésociated with membership in political partlesi None
of these excépf membership in voluntary organizations are
associated with a belief 1n the effic1ency‘of collective
action go defend the interests of nonfrancophones. Finally,

/
it was found that no singl€ factor, even belief in the

efficiency of collective action, had a strong direct effect

b

‘on the actual involvenent.of leaders in such collective

action. The findinés suggest that varioflis combinations of-
the factors considered i1n this model could lead to leaders®
involvement in collective ac;ion for the defense of

nonfrancophone interests.

iii
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; | .. CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

- Introduction

The minority status of Quebec's nonfrancophone
population has become eviéept in the past two decades
through the withdrawal of the English language's official
étatus in ouebeé and the passage of various langgage.laws,
] such as Bill 101._Ho;;ver, during this same:periéd, there was
~ no united minority mobilization in Quebec on the‘part of its
nonfrancophones, mainly individual responsés to .their
minority situation could be observed with very dispersed énd‘
diverse, collective attempts at representation (Fitzsimmons-
LeCavalier“and LeCavalier, 1984). This creates a,dilemmg
from the theoretical point of view: ébe nonfranéoéﬁone ‘
population of Quebec possesses manf of the chéracteristics
that are considered to encourage communallmébili{ation. that
is, a‘high ievel bfaorganizaeion and a high\lgvellof 0 .
segmentation ffom the francophone ggoup. Theilanguage |
7 legislation, which contributed to nonfréncophone minority
.- status also constitutes an open target for difconteqt
(Fitzsimmons—LeCavalieF and ieCavalferq 1586). In the study

2
’ " of sdcial movements, communal segmentation is frequently

\ 1]

2 associated with com;mal conflict and mobilization. A high

¥
kL L ‘ . .
% level of segmentation refers to a structural arrangement in

¢ [

4 1 "-




which two or more communal gfghps are compartmentalized into .
analogous, parallel, nonépmglementary institutions
(Fitzsimmons-LeCavalier and LeCavalier, &984).‘ In other
words, these cofmunal groups possess their own sets of
institutions. Thus, one would have expected that the
" conditions for mobilization--a high level 65 segmentation
and organizétionr—would have been mét among the non-
" francophone population in Quebec, but in actuality, this has
not been Fhe case: there was no concerted collective action
by the non-francophones. This constitutes 3he mobilization
di}emma of Quebec's nonfrancophone populatién. °

The goal of this thesis will be to examine the factors
associéted‘wiéh the mobil{zation of nonfrancophone leaders
in;Quebec. In other "words, the present study will attempt
. to giséovgr the ébctors which will hinder or facilitate their
mobilization into communal movements., ?‘

v

Theoretical Perspective

4

' . _ Introduction f’/

In ‘this section of the paper, we will be discussing -
‘the theoretical background for the thesis. First, we will
discuss the controversy around the mass soéiety theory in
orger té.give the base for the role of organization in . o-
mopilizétioﬁ. Seconq, we will look at the résource
mobilization“pé@spective and at the contributions that have.
been‘made by,its different theorists., ©Oberschall's anaiysis'

of the-cohcept of segmentation will be given special

attention. We will also be examining the case of

s 4

2.



nonfrancophones in Quebec. And last, we will present some-r.

“

propositions developed from ﬁhe literature. The above ,

discussions. should provide us, with the.theoretical framework

for the specification of a model in the succeeding section.

+

Controversy around'thg Mass Society Theory

o

Mass society theory was often reférrgd to in the study

of mobilization in contemporary so sciences. .This

-

studies jWood and Ja;kson, 1982). ollowing
chapter§, a summary of the ?ssumptions of mass society
theory yxll be_presénteq and the criticisms thé£ have been
made of this theory by Qarious authors will also be
examxnedl It will'Be déménstréted that the available
(empirical) evidence contradicts mass society theory.

¢ N .
The theory of mass society is synthesized in detail by,

(William Kornhauser (1959) and is representative of the -

tradition that argues that formal organization is ndf '

required for the development of social movements or that

v
~

organizations may eveh impede the deyelopment of social

movements (Wood and Jackson, 1982:70). Kornhauser defines

~

mass society as a social system in which elites are readily

\

accessible to influence by non-elites and non-elites are

readily available fér mobilization by elites, The

accessibility of elites refers to the combination of high

© -

position and spéciai responsibility whereas the‘évailability

of non-elites refers to -the-extent tb which people are

availlable for mass behavior whgﬁ'they lack attachmgnts to




-

L

_mass society does not prove useful in understanding the rise

v

r
%

proximate objectives. Characteristics of mass society
include: (1) the absence of a network of secondary

organizations, (2) the absence of intermediate relations;

primary groups are isolated from thle larger society, and (3)

the social alienation of individuals. Kornhauser basgically

argues that the lack of attachments to secondary

-~ .

! I3 . « « + . ! -
organizations is conducive. to participation 1n mass

movement: the lack of a network of secondary organizations

is seen to generate widespread social alienation among

‘people and thxsumakeé likely recruits to mass or radical

movements. . o »

Kornhauser's argument has been rejected inm a series of

recent empirical studjes., Critics argue that it is the

;%Pttdchmeht to secondary orgyanizations ("the alienated

secondary organlzthon")‘and not the lack of it, which

o
5 [

facilitates partlcipatién in social movements. This is the

. hase of the controversy over mass society ‘theory.

One of the critics of mass society theory 1is Maurice

Pinard (1975). He was, the first to propose an elabotate
- " i
reformulation of mass chiety theory. »~ According to Pinard,

of the Social Credit party. Thi's party had-been ‘
pﬁrtxcularly successful in rur=l areas, where community

att%cgments are stronger. This cont}adicts the pred1ctioné
of mass.society model; the rest;ainxng effects of community

L]
attacHments arg questionned, T

s
Besides the’ failure of mass society theory to support a_

\

mass analys&s of the rise of the $ocial Credit, some

4



additional criticisms. have aiaﬁ beeé\pade of this theory by
Pinard (1975). F{fst of all, according to this author, the
géneralizaﬁion that the‘goor aren'x'easily recrﬁitﬁd to new
movements, although they constitute one of the most atomized -
segments of the population, sugygests a recoﬁsi@erqtion of
mass society theop;. Se¢ond,‘mass~theon¥ suffers from
observafional'and theoretical biases: thi; tHeory §gems to
be ;ssuming that a}l.group%ngs of a strong intérmediauf
structure wouldralways act as important reference points for

’

their memberé, even in small ‘rural cpmmunities. According
to Ptﬁard, if restraiq;ng effects are to be. ascribed to‘the
interméd}atehstructure,»pfimary groups ana social networks
of small communities, rather than most associations and

organizations are the grouplngs to be considered, since they

arz the more likely to act as reference points. Third, mass

"society fails to recognize’that secondary or intermediate

groups can also exert neutral or mobilizing functions (mass: *
T~

theory claims that primary and secondary groups exert
rest}aining effects). The mobilizing potential of secondary
groups will be of particular interest to our study,'és we
wxll‘see later on. Once again according to Pinard, whenever .

preexisting primary and secondary groupings possess oOr

develop an ideology or simply sub;ectxve interests congruent

N

with that of a new movement, they‘will act as mob111z1ng

rather than restraining aygents toward that movement.

Fourth, mass society theory dxsregards the accumulated

v

propositions of diffusion studles and some propositions of

Ky

conflict theory. Mass society theorists overlook the fact
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that™ a .social movement is a new item in' a cuﬁfure'pnd that

its adoption implies the process oﬁ diffusion; éhe higher .
the deyree of social integration of potential ad&pteré the '
more likely and sooner they will become actual adopters’, and
near isélates tend to be the last to adopt an innovation,
The theory of coﬁmunity conflict contradicts. mass theory
insofar as‘procesées of emergence of a confiict or of a

v

social movement are concerned: conflict theory considers as
- - \ . !

crucial’the communication and mobilizing effegts of the

intermediate structure. Coleman (1957), a researcher on ’

community conflict says that more integrated peoplelﬁill be

. firstlto join conflict; this contradicts the propositiohs of

-

mass society theory. Also, conflict theory distinguishes

~

‘between attraction to conpflict and intensity of v

participation into it, whereas mass theory fails to make

such a distingtion. And last, maés'society is a limited -

]
model, in~the,§3nse that it deals;mainly with the potential
, . v ' -
effects of the intermediate structure and this is not a

. sufficient condition for the abpegrance of political

movements; the role of strains is underestimated in mass
\

theory. Strains will affect conduciveness, mobilizatjon and
i \ -,

social control poctential of the 1intermediate structure.

- s

According to Pinard, under severe strains and given no other
institutionalized channels for redress of grievances are

available, conformist components of the intermediate
. v )
structure can become elements which encourage, ratyer than

limit, the growth of a new movement.
. {

Thus, the available evidence examined so far

¢
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contraQicbs massnsociety theory: attachments tolsecondqry
_organizations éeems ®o facilitate participaciqn in( social
movements. . . £ |

Another author who 6as delete criticized mass sdéiety
theory is Anthony Obenschali (1973). He demonstrates that
the available evidence on the formation and growth of
extreﬁist movément§ and bitter community conflict in the

» U.S. fails to support mass society theory. First of all!

Oberschall shows that McCarthyism, a form of antidemocratic

L3

) . : : . 2
extremism cannot be explained with reference to mass society

i

.theory. It was found that "McCarthyism grew out 6f .
tonservative rural politics, the politics of rural, '
. ”

conseﬁvative, local Republican elites, and not of mass
pelitics in any meaningful sense, and that most of those who
mobilized behind Mccéighy at the national level were" ’
conservative politicans and publicists, businessmen and
retifed military liéders discontented with the Neﬁ Deal, the .
bureaucracy an with military policy..." (p.. 104). Thus, it
was party affiliation which basicaliy‘explaiﬁed‘support fof

“

McCarthyism and not some variables related to alienation and

massification or economic status, occupation, and /V/

‘demographic atfributes.' Empirical qyidence from another
important extremist movement, the Radical Right&of the
1960's, also fails to support mas; éociety theory. 1In-
formation on the socio-economic, demographic background and
group memberships of the participants of the "Antl-Communism

School" (one of the most prominent Radical organizations in

the U.S.) contradicts the explanations of mass society
i f

Y

7
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.affairs. "It is not apathy and alienation, but

theory. Crusaders of this organization were predominantly
from the upper strata, had above average incomes and had

high membership-rates in'alltkinds of organizations. ,

-

\

"Therefore, they could not be called social isolates" fp.

105). r*Support for Radical Right organi;&iions was found to

be associated with extreme conservative Republicanism,

religious fundamentalism, and an op§es%ion with internal
subversion in regions where political party organizatibns
are weak and lack continuity' (ex.: California and the
Sou;hwest). Another example which Operschall uses to

demonstrate the weakneéé of mass society‘theory are the

t

community controversies in the U.S., such,as fluoridation .

controversies., It has been,‘ound that the

fluoridation

issue' is associated with communities with a high level of.

‘education, a dense network of- voluntary organizations, and

high rates of citizen participation in civic and political

overﬁarticipation in local community affairs that spells

trouble for the acceptance of fluoridation and fuels the

-
» \

: \ '
mainly explained conflicts in some communities was ‘the

/

N
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existence of a prior cleavage in the community over 'a ~ o

threatened shift.in politicil control L;tween two groups., g;>
éamson had aléo‘found that the variabﬁps which were gxpected

to produce an effect acéorqing to mass society ;hebry, such

as the absence of solidéry groups;-econqmic-strain, absence”

gf shared background, lack of organizatibn membersﬁip-aqd(a T
participatory political struéture, had little explanatory‘, : s
poher. Another‘e?ampie from Oberschali, which also
contradicts mass sqgiety‘thecry is the rise of the Nazis. //
Accorda?g to the author, Weimar Germany cannot be.describeq/

. . /
as a mass society. It was characterized by a high level/bf

. / -

participation in intermediate groups and superimposed e X

' /
segmentation. As stated by Oberschall, Germany "... was a

/
highly organized class society in which however, communities
based on preindustrial divisions such as that between
Protestants and Catholics persisted and in which the .

.
leadership of conservative Junkers in Prussia managed to

integrate lower-middle ‘strata of small farmers with the
. )

large landowners over the issue of agricultural .

protect}onism in the absence oflan attractive ‘agrarian
program offered by the SOciaifsts" (p. 110). Also according
to the‘author, it was ﬂot the socially isolated and
uprooted, those weakly involved in intermediate relations
and previously apathetic people, who:voted in
disproportionately(large numbers for the Nazi party. The
Nazis were particularly strong in small towns and rural
areas where¢ small independeni fafmers predominated. Thisﬁ

group was already highly organized and mobilized.

&L
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‘L" .
Dissatisfied with existing parties and agrarian brograms,

farmers were attracted to the Nazi party's program which

proposéd "to stop exploitation of farmersuby taxation,

wholesale trade and oppressive”intefest rates"” (5, 111). It

\

e

has been found that high participation in seégndaf?’
organizat;ons under conditions of superimposed segmentation
provi@es for rapid mobiliZzation into a protest.ﬁovement.
whg;e the peOple\wiEh‘deep—séétéd griévances are no longer

hopeful of gaining.relief through the existing political

chanpels. Thus, it was shown that the mass society theory

fails to explain adequately the growth of the Nazi movement

in"Germany. Through these various éxamples, Obergbhall has
demonstrated the failure of mass society theory to provide

satisfactory explanations for extremist behavior and bitter
~ : . '
community controversies. ‘
: .

Oberschall (1973) has also made some other criticisms

of mass sociééy theory. One of these has already been

~covered by Pinard: the mobilizing potential and mobilizing
effects of intermediate groups are not adequately recognized
in mass theory (Oberschall, 1975: 106). Oberschall also adds..

just like Pinard that members of intermedinte groups may be

the early, not late joiners in the movement, much earlier

than ‘the atomized mass (contrary to mass society theory). .

Another criticism made by Oberschall, is based on Gusfield's

1

(1962) critique of mass society and pluralist theories: mass

society theory fails to di'stinguish between two types of

social structures, both compatible with a ﬂense network of

intermediate groups and high rates of citizen participatibn
. .

-

10

.
&

v



‘. ’ [ ' e
in them, that is between linked pluralism‘ahgvsuperxmposed

(]

seghentation. Llnked\plurallsm is a type of social

structure in whlch each ‘individual is affiliated> with

;

multlple groups but membership in any one intermediate group

cuts across memberships in others, and all members draw

}
N

their members from a variety of social groups, status

‘

groups, or clésses...Supérimposed segmentation is a type of
social structure in which you have high rates of
participation in intermediate gboups‘aﬁg;m%ny such (groups.

draw predominantly or exclusi&ély from particular social
. @ “ - ~ ' ~

classes, strata-or status groups (p. 107). Wherédas in

linked pluralism, cross pressures act to moderate cdnflict
@ . 1 . , , ' . . ’9”
and prevent the division of society along lines of . ’
{ -7

super imposed cleavage, superimposed segmentation’’allows for
rapid mobibization of classes and stratg against each otRer.

As it haslélready been mentioned, Welmar Germany\has a good
' . /

example of a society characterxzed by a high degree of
u_ )

\superlmposed segmentation and it is specxflcally‘thls fact
whi‘ch permitted the rapid mobilizatibn of the Nazi movehent.

Oberschall also criticizes mass society on the foilowing%

v

ground- it tends to 1gnore the 1mportance of polxt1cal

structures and 1nst1tut10ns in the development of extremlst‘

P '

\

moveménts and community controversies.

S

Thus, this discussion on the controversy over mass

gociety theory gives us the base for the role of

organizations in the mobilization of social movements., It
¢ - . .

has been demonstrated that attachments to secondary

organizations or intermediate groupings facilitate o

+ n -
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participation -in social movements, Members of such groups

or’organ}zdtions wi;l\?e the early joiners of a movement;

the more integrated individuals will be the first to join a

v

S

cdommunity conflict, s "

Resource Mobilization Perspective

/4

Resource -Mobilization is the name of an emergent:

approach tq the study of social movements. According to

~ - v
\

this perépgctive, for collective action to take place,
individuals mdst”gain/ydntrol over various resources, such
,as time, money, expertise, and leadership. The major

assumption of its theorists is that individuals will engage

in collective action only when the value of. tHe goods which

can be obtained through collective action ouiweigh the costs

rnyolved'in acting collectively,

In-the resource mobilization approach, strains and

¢

érievénces {which had been stressed ih the old qodels) are

Y

accepted as important- - factors but incentives are considered

- tox
as being even more important mqtivations for collective

behavior to take place. After Olson*(L965),‘bber§chall

! hd . .
T (1973) introduced '‘a discussion on incentives to the study of

“social movements in society. Olson: {(1965) d}stinguishes

. »
)

befween two types of incentives or gooaé: collective and

selective incentives. - Collective incentives are ‘those goods

. ] N
which the whole collectivity will benefit from if the soctal

v

. ~movement achieves its goal(s), whether they.have worked for

it or not,. ‘Selective incentives are those goods which are

‘ only yiven to the participants of social movements, in
4 ‘ .

12 ' - .



addition to the collective incentives. These range from

' * , L]

1 negative sant{i?ns (ex.: penalties for noncompliance

, in closed.uhion‘§pr\agrgemen£s) to positive incentives (ex.:’
T8 insurance prbgrams, discount buying plans, social rewards
N A

such as prgstlge) (Jenkins, 1981). Selective incentives are

~ ,...._-—-———‘

not available to free riders. The latter are those

- -

individuals who do not feel the need to participate in
oue /

o

- collective action, believing that they will eventually

benefit from the collective goods anyway. Such individuals

.

p : ‘ . are humegous in socieéy. An ecopomié rationale is used by
these beople:’"Why_§Houidﬂwe quvidq}any effort to
p;gticipate in a .social movéﬁent o; invest our time in it
(contfibute reégufceé), if we are going to profit from it
anyway}\rétiotﬁers do it". However, this rationale is not
used byceveryqne, social movements areAéctually formed and
‘indivﬁddélé do\parficipate in them. Nonetheless, -selective
"jxncentxves must be employed by organizations that pursue
L a collectlve goods, in order to attract free- rlders or obtain
. ; . éﬁéir‘bontributions. The collective good by itself is not

ﬂsﬁffiéient to motivate contributions of resources from

) L 1nd1v1duals. | ,‘ - . -

. Just like Olson (1965), McCarthy and 2zald (1973) stress
' the role of ;;lective 1ncené1ves in mobilization for

v

collective action. Accordlng to these authors, to maintain

N

the supply of selective incentives for the leadersh1p core ,-

~ ’

outside rdsources from allies are also necessary. The

P *  supply of outside resources or financiale}ncentives reduces
, s ) _ ; .

a movement's mobilization costs and thus increases the

-
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" (6) only after a well-defined leadership emerges do we find

‘(4) if communication is more or }esq effective, the group is

"organized, random responses designed to redress grievances,

R . v - '

likelihood of collective action. Mccg}thy and Zald

’distinguish between the classical model and the professional

movement méﬁel. The’classical model makes a number of
'a§;§mptions of the genesis and development of social

e ‘ . -
moé@ﬁent-organizatiOns, ghese are: (1) Ehé existence of a
class, category)’or group of people with ébmmon
grievance(s), (2) communication ambng the qembers of the
gfoﬁp is seen- as crucial to later %ommon\effort. (3)
énvi;onmental factors (ex.: residential patbg}ns to the
structure of working conditions) impinge upon the groupsy

molding the possibilities for effective communication of

common grievances and the possibilities‘for group action,,.

more likely to take some concerted action to rectify the

grievances, {(5) in the early stages, we ﬁay expect ill-
:

3]

well-defined groub actioh, (7) as emergent leaders confront
the tommon problems of the gréup, they Help‘to défine them
and devise explénations for their occurrencesu(gx.: they
ﬁevelop an ideology); the ideologg heliigfo direet action
toward specific targets and help; the dership define

legitimate organizational forms designed to make efficient '

" use of the mass base, (8) the'membership Br mass base

provideées the resources--money, voluntary manpower and.
leadership--that allow the movement to survive and carry out
'its program, (9) the size and intensity of socia4 movement

organitation is thought to reflect the existence or non-

r - ’ ’
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movements is determined by the intensity and scope of

1
13

existence of grievances'éhat must be dealt with by the
political leadership ' of the society in question, (10) once

the problems that formed the initial basis for concerted

-

action have been solved, the mass base will be satiated, and

the movemeﬁt may disappear since the grievances upon which

'
“ '

it was based have disappeared or it may be transformed and
become institutionaliiedi the psychological state of "the
member or potential member (the support base) is a c¢rucial -

characteristic of the model prior to transformation and

P

institutiohalization,'(il) the leadership‘ogﬁthe movement" -
must be sensitive to the membersh1p § needs (p 17).. The

c1assxca1 model is ba51ca11y a motlvatlon model: what pushes

2

people 1s\depr1vat1ons. The s;ze‘and xnﬁensxtybof social

:

e,

grievances. But there is the rise ofa new type of social
A .

movement, the professional social movement. This is a

]

common form among recent movements, Prafessiona}, social

movements represent an organizational form based on movement

leaders who are social movement entrepreneurs. The

asspmptions of the professional méyement model may be
gummarized gs follows: (1) ths épproach does not aeny the
existence 6f grievancei,'it stresses the structural |
c&nditions that facilitate the expression of grieyances,'(z)
fesources'are increasingly coming from outside the movement

Y

or outside self-interested memberships concerned with
personally held grievances, (3) the motivation of people in
this model is selective incentives rather than grievances as

in the classical model; this includes internal and external

15

e



incentives, internal mdtives in terms of self- interest and

external fncentives such as the prestige you get by giving

money for causes or foundat1ons. (4) mobilization takes

_1

place 1ndepéndentLy of state of gfiévances, (5) the role of
the mass media is stressed in-the mobilization of

professional social movements, and this is done in three

I B +

ways: as an tmpllfxcat1on éffect by carrying images of the

aggr1eved populatlon to the” quthor1tles and by carrying the
-
threat of greater mobilization if nothing is done.

Thérefore, professional sochl movqmenis are characterized
by: (1) a 1eadership that éevotesuitself fuil time to the
movement* a laxrge proportxon of resources orlgxnating
out51de the aggrxeved group that the movement claims to

*

represent, (2) a very small or ‘nonexistant membership base
or‘a paper membersh{p\(memperghip implies little more than
allowing name to be‘ﬁsed‘upon—ﬁembefghip rolls), (3) g
attempts to impart tne'image of "speaking for a poténtial )
constituency®, (4) attempts to infiuence policy toward that'
same constituency (p. 20). )

I Tilly (1978)'bresents the most systematic statement of

the resource mobilization perspective. He presents two

"models of collective action: the "mobilization model” and

the "polity model”™. The former is an analyticnl model and
cbrresponds to Smelser's (1963) "vaiue-apded scheme'.. The
mobilization model describes. the behavior of a single
contender in terms of interest, organization, power, and -
other variables (Tiily, 1978:98). First, by "contender”,

Tilly refers to any group which, during some specified

.16
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period, applies pooled resources to influence the

government, There are two types of contenders: challengers

. and members of the polity. "A member is any contender which

2
has routine, low-cost access to resources controlled by the.
Y . ’
government; a challengerlis any .other contender™ (p. 52).

\
Interest refers to the shared adva?tages or dlsadvantages

" likely to -accrue to a contender group for mobxlxzatlon.

v

This component was referred to as strains or deprivations in
Smelser'e.model. Whereas Olson (1965) had stressed mainly
selectfxg incentives, Tilly here stresses collective
incentives, thet is'the things a movemené is trying to gain.
Tilly's secoed determinant of eellective action,
“organization®™, refers to tﬁe’degree of common identity and
unifying structure among the individuals in the qiven
population. Another important determinant of collective
action is mobilization, that is of material-and human
resources. By this, Tilly refers to the extent of resources
under:collective contol of the contender. Although

Yoo B
interests, , organization and mobilization are the three major

determinants of collective action, opportunity -is also

imporeant. It refers to the rélationship betWween the
population's interests and the current state of the‘Qorld
around it. It has tﬁree_major elements: power,
repressxon/facxlitatxon, and opportunlty/threat Power
refers to the\ability-of a contender grdup to satisfy its
interests. Repression desc¢ribes any action by any other

’

group which raises the coﬁtendeq's cost of .collective action

whereas facilitation refers to any action which-lowers the

17 ‘ . &
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contender's cost. The re facilitation a group has, the —

-

less costly it will to engage in collective action.

Whereas opportuniYy refers to t e extent to which other

1

groups become vyulnerable to new c;aims'made by the contendef

4

group which would, if successful, enchance the contehder's
realization of its interests, threats refer to the extent to
which other groups are threatening to make claims which if

successful, reduce the contender's realization of its

interests, An example of this would be the English

.community facing the increasing threats in Quebec. The

N ;Q;‘:‘ I3 - . 3 . ) .
last component of this mobilization model is collective

action,- It is described as the extent of a contender's -

joint action in insuit bf common ends. It basically

“

refers to the joint action itself. Tilly's second, model of
,

céllect1ve_action is the "polity model®™. 1Its components
;re: a population, a government, one or moFe contenders, a
polity, and one or more coalitions. Population is defined as
any population of interest, A government 1is gescribea as
an orgahization which controls the principal concgntrated
means of coercion within the population. The term

"contender” has been defined earlier. A polity consists of

»

the collective act}on of the members and the government. A
. "

coalition represents the tendency of a%set of contenders .
and/or .governments to coordinate their collective action. -
The polit; model describes the behavior of a group of

Cer
contenders in terms of chaﬁges in thé resourges controlled
by each contender and by the gerrnment, changes in the‘iaiei

at which the contenders and the government give and take

. , 18 | -
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resources, and_ changes.in the coalition structure add up to

produce entries into the polity, and exits from it. It is

-]

basicélly an interest-group politics model; it stregses very
much leadership rather than mass base. Some comments may be
made about Tilly's models. 1In his "mobilization model", the

relationship between each determinant is important.,

"Mobilization", which is created by other. components, is a

central theme of his model. The process from mobilization

,

to collective action, which is Tilly's major concern, is an

ongoing one. Contenders are constantly involved in

v

collective action. Thus; collective action is constantly*

producing gains or losses and this affects mobilization and

t

opportunities. Leaders are constantly mobilizing resources
in order to produce collective action. We will sumharize
.*

now in the following 1lines the similarities and differences

of Tilly's'perspectiVe with that of other social movement

‘theorists. First, interests are the most differentiating

13 ,‘f;‘* TR

factor in this model. Whereas.Tilly mainly stregsses
interests in mobilization for collective action, previous

authors have stressed other elements: Olson (1965) has

-stressed selective iqcentives,\juét like McCarthy and Zald

{1973), and Fireman and Gamson (f979) have stressed

solidarity and principles in mobilization as wz will see

later on., Second, although organization is an important’

conducting factor in his model, conduciveness is not only
represented by orgénization. Theregare other important

factors such as mobilization, power?iétc. Tilly maintains

that all components of collective action interact with each

-
'
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other, 1In this sense it is similar with Smelser's value-
added scheme. Third, by "mobilization", Tilly refers to the
mobilization of‘all kinds of. resources, including outsgde
resources, 'In this sense, his model is more complete than -
McCarthy and Zald's which mainly stresses outside resources.
Fourth, - some of the elements of the opportunity component in
Tilly's mobilization model are new, some are old., There is

|
nothing such as beliefs, idéologies, nothing which
corresponds to the generalized belief 1n Smelse;'s mogel .,
Fifth, any modelﬁbﬁzdeprivation is left out by Tilly:
deprivations are completel§ left out. He mainly'stresseé
iqterests. Strains and grievances have been stressed in old
models and have been,accepted as important by most résource
mobilization theorists. And iast, just Tike other reéburce

[} "

mobilization theorists, Tllly assumes the ra:xonalxty ot
collectiwe action, Péeople are constant r;tional actors,
they are conscious of their'inte;ests and act on ‘the basis
of calculations of yains and losses. This contrasts with
LeBon (189§(, an early social movement theorist, who made
strong assumption of irrationality ofvzéllective‘action.,
LeBon had described the ideology of crowds as one of '
inferior reasoning, lack of logie, and irrationality. Tilly
claims his model is good for all types of collective action,
institutionallzed and non-i1nstitutionalized. However, he
concentrétes on non-institutionalized, conflictual behavior,
Iné%rests is the motivating factqr in his model. He defines

collective action as the ways '‘people act together in the

b //

pursuit of their interests.. Collective action results from

) .20
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changing combinations of interests, mobilizatipn, . '

t

‘organization and opportunity.. " L

' Whereas Tiliy (1978) has’stressed collective in entive§
in‘mobilization for collective action, Oberschall ( 973)
stresses the type of structural arrangement between communal
groups (éggmentatién/integration) and the deyree oflﬁ
.organﬁzation in a communai group. A special attention is
gith to Oberschall's structural arrarigement because it
relates directly with the major objectives of the thesis.
The assumptions of Oberschall's theory are the foilowing:,
’(1) it takes for yranted that. a col{§ctivity ot guasi-group
with commgn latent'in;gFests, already e%ists'and that the

membérs of this collectivity are dissatisfied and have

- %

grievances, and (2) this colleétivity is fairly la}ge and
geogyraphically concentrated so that communication between
members exists or can be established. "The theory is
concerned with substantial opposition moveﬁents and other
forms 65 collective behavior such asfriots and rebellion,
and not with)a sociélogy of sects, small deviant
subculgures, and similar phenomena" (p. 119). The guiding
ideas of Oberschall's theo}y will bgﬁpéesentéd‘in the
. following iines: the minimum conditions of collective
_protest are shared targets and .objects of hostility held
responsiple for grievances, hardship and sufferina,
augmented in some cases by more deeply rooted sentiments of
collective oppression, common interests and ;ommunity of
f;te; the latter give rise to only short-term, localized,
ephemeraz/outbursts‘and movemenﬁs of protest such as riots;
21 .
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for sustained resistance or.protest, an organizational base
« and:cbntinuity of leadership are also necessary; this
- organizational base can be rooted in two different types of
" . nd . Y
social structure, that is a collectivity might be integrated

and organized along vigble traditiona}}lines based on

r

community, with recognized leaders and networks of social

relations extending to its boundaries or a collectivity
might have a dense network of secondary groups based on

occupational, religious, civic, economic:, and special
7 < + !
interest associations with leaders based on prominent roTes

R ‘ .

) in these associations and networks of social relations

»i ' . . ,

f®llowing associational ties; these two types of social

-~ . 4 ’ S -~

- structure produce horizontal links and sentiments of:

solidayity with the cpilectivity that can be activated for
the pursuit of pollective goals and thé formation of
conflict groups; 'on a vertical dimension, the links between
“the collectivity and other cé}lectivities in the society,
espgcially thbse higher up in the stratification system, are
\very important, a structural feature facilitating
mobilization into protest movemehts is obtained when the
society is §egmen£éd (besides being stratified), that is
undér segmentation the collectivity whose potential for
"mobilization }as few links and bonds other than perhaps
through exploitative relationships, with the higher classes
or oéherchllectivities of the society; however, if in a
S

stratified society there exists strong vertical social and

political bqndé between upper and lower,classes,
4
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C : - ,
mobilization into protest movements among the lower classes

is not likely to take place; in a modefn context, a
vertically integrated yei highly'Stratifiedv§ystém exists
when the lower stra£a have access to power through their own
associations and spedial interest groups and wrest a
éteater share of material resources through these .
associations, the legitimacy of stratification is then based
on effective performance, the division of labor, and the
opportunity for squal mobility (pp. 119-120). ‘The abovei
ideas are elaborated in Figure 1-1. In this figure, the .

relationship between social structure and collective

iopposition is further clarified. It is presented aé/L me ans

qfor classifying collectivities within a society. The
dimensions on which this classification i; based are derived
from théories of social change and social gtructure: the
horizontal diménsion is based on the "Gemeinschaft-
Gesellschaft" distinqtion, Frid the vertical dimenfidn is

based on the concept of "pluralism" in anthropojogical

theory. "The purpose of the figure is to facilitate the

discussion of whether or not conditions for conflict group " .

formatdon are present, the kind of leadership that conflict
groups: will tend to have, and the organizat}onal forms

that collectivé‘behavior will be expressed through"

(p. 121). Obérschall presents a series pf hypotheses in
relation to each of,the regions of Figuré 1-15’ These are: .
(1) the minimum bonditi?ns for collective protest are more
likely to be present as the group or‘collécéf;ity beécomes

increasingly cuts off from other strata in the society, for

723
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example as the collectivity is segmented, (2) lgadershibLis
more readily available from within if-the cdllectiyity is in-

a sggyenteﬁ‘father than in an integrated social structure,

i . -

since talentedrand ambitious individuals will tend to remain
L , \ { n

trapped within the collectivity with few prospects of upward

mobility, {3) if a collectivity is a solidarity community

‘'under conditons of vertical integration (reéion A in Figure’

\
1-1), collective protest is not likely to take place againét~

.

upper-~status groups, for the reason that the community'has

L

access to 'the problem-solving centers of the wider sqciety
through its own leadership for the redress of gfievances,
(4) under conditions of vertical integration but weak

o NN . .
horizontal bonds within the collectivity (B), members of the

lower class are internally .divided, suspicious of each ’
T . ’ ) |

other, “in competition with each other for prestige and

4

'

material resources and not likely to form associations to ’

.
/

protest their commbn class interest against landlords, since
- v . : {
on,

they are individyally oriented for proéeation and

A

] ) T ' s
advancﬁbenx to local bosses and notables who monopoliz

local leadership position, (57 if a.collectivity igl both

vertically integvdted and has within it a'dense network of

. associations (L), colledtive qppésition outside of-

institutional channels isn't likely to take 51ace, for the

reason that its éommon interests already receive attention
-

through political parties, trade' unians, and other class-

based organizations with an access to pdﬁer, (6) in the case
i ) ' o
of a solidary communal group that i%¢§egménted or cut off

/ oY
- )

from upper-status groups (D),‘we can expect an especiallx“‘

ol

] ‘ N ‘ . Y
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rapid and intense defense of common interest by means of

.collective action, (7) as ties based on comunity weaken

under the impact of social change and inasmuch as vertical

s

integration breaks down as wenllu (E), collective protests of
an’orgaAnized, short-lived but violent  type emefges as the
typical responsé to social dislocation and grie\{énces, (8)
if incipient as;sociational ties are emerginé in a’iprevious‘ly
d‘iso"rgan‘iz'ed coilectivity (‘boundary region between E and F,);
the proéest response will be more 'continuous, with more ‘
explicit leadership and t;he formulation” of .collective
goals, (9) it is under conditions of stfgng‘associational
ties and segmentation (F) that the possibility of the. rapid
spread of opposition movements on a continuc;us base exists
once more with particdlar force (pp. 121-123). Again in
relation to the different regions in Figure 1-1, Oberschall .
"formulates some further hypot};eses about mébi_lization and
participants of maes% movements and violent pr<‘>tests

' (Oberschall, 1973¢ 125-138):

L9

(1) In a segmented context, the greater the number

. 3 : and variety of organizations-in a ‘
collectivity, and the higher the par;’:icipation
of members in this- network, the more ra&idly
and enduringly. does mobil ifation into conflict
gt:oups occur, and the mox:'o.;~ likely it is that
bloc recruitment, rather than ind}vidual
recruitment, will take place.

(2) The more segmented a collectivity is from the

. 0
- rest of the society, and "the more viable and

26 )
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extensive ghé cémmunal’ties within it, the : .
. more rapid and gasier‘it is to mobilize
| mémbers of the collectivity into an opposition
’m0vement.

(3)'*If2a collectivity is disorganized or

unorganized along traditional communal lines )
¥
and not yet organized along associational

‘lines, qpllecp;ve protest is possible when l

. 3 3 >

. .

members share common sentiments of oppfessibn "and
targets for hostility. These sentiments

. . are more }ikeljuto develop if the collectivity //k

N ~ K N
x4 . . v ” .

-is segmented rather than vert1ca11y integrated -

A

with other collect1v1t1es of the soeciety.

!

f N “‘ - s V]
Such protest:-will,; however, tend to be ghort; K
'lived and more violent than movements based on

communal or assoc1at10na1 organlzatlon.

'

.(4) Pa2t1c1pants in popular disturbances and . - .

o . ) . . s .
activists in organizations wilkl be rgcru1ted

o

primarily from previously active and
relatively well 1ntegrated individuals w1th1n

. . the colle€F1vL;y, whereas socially 1solated

atomized, and uprooted individuals will be

t Y
underrepresented, at least until the movement

~

has become substantial,

M \
Thus, Oberschall's theory stresses segmentation as a
T Q
favorable condition of mobilization. Segméntation leads to &

v -

more conflict for the following reasons: the lack of social

constraints and the lack of channels for the redress of s

»
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"seek out elites for the defense of their interests and for

instance, one traces leaders’ behavior to pathological

grievances. First, to the extent that lower ethnic groups

(4]

are segmented, they‘wonft be subjectdd to soéial constraints

- from upper groups to the extent that social constraints are

not egfectiveuﬂthéy will turn into a mopiljzation effect.
second, to the extent social classes are segmented, they

will not have access to legitimafe channels for the redress
4
,

’qﬁ %Fievanées, it is also under such a condition that there

\wilI be:emergence of a social movement. This theory #lso

implies that members of a collectivity are no longer
available for mobilization by elites\outside of their

collectivity, while-ﬂgmbers of the collectivity no longer

solv1ng their problems, and that it is-to "inside"

leadershlp .based on newly cemented asscc1atrona1 t1es, that

members ggfthe\collect1v1ty look for leadership. ° b

,Oberschall also é?scusses leaders of.opposition

PR .

4 - . - . I3
movements and revolutions in terms of their motivations,

persbgality'characteristics, socioeconomic background,

“
-~ «

ability to actively shapelandqinfluence the course 6f a
movement and ifs existence, and the effectivé?ess of
diffe%ent styles or.types~o£ leadership. ‘"Leaders: in sum,
are the architects of organization, ideology, and
meilization for thegmovement".(p. 146). , He stresses that
much information is lacking regarding opposition and protest
leaders, particularly on their- motxvatxonal and pergenallty

attributes, Concernxng the latter, different conceptlonsqof
[ PR V4 Y

leaders have beenvexpressed throughout the literature. 1%&’1

L}
”
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traits or eériy experiences, often referred to as the
el "

marginality theory; another explains leaders' behavior as a
! 3

result of the context of the situation as leaders of
movements. ‘According to Oberschall, the latter provides a

more fruitful explanation for the sometimes erratic,

. % . . . .
irrational, or authpritarian behavior of leaders: the often

e .,

unstable situations in which opﬁosition leaders often live,

the pressures and dilemmas associated with being a leader of

uninstitutionalized movement, would lead any normal

)

individual to exhibit confused or arbitrary behavior. The
bulk 'of the data does not support the social marginality

theory: of osposition moveﬁent leaders; the upper and middle

strata in éociety supply the bulk of opposition leaders to

all manner of ‘social movements, including political parties’

\

and dkher\instiputionqlized groups that have access to
W ’ political influence and decisionmaking, Oberschall uses a
rfék;réward approach to participation in his discussion of
* L the likelihood'that leaders and activists in a social n
N ‘ :movément are drawn from cert¥in groups and social strata.

Rewards refer to rewards of participation in a social
.. ’' movement relative to the rewards and satisfactions enjoyed
e ‘in everyday life, These may be: social status, prestige, o

; .- personal satisfaction, financial and economic rewards, etc.

&,
«

Risks refer to the risks which participation may entail. It

.

includes: economic risks (ex.: loss of one's#job),

- .

. prosecution, imprisonment, loss of life and of limb of the

© participaﬁt,“and even danger to his famiiy and kin. The

Yo ' e

. basic idea of Oberschall's épproqch is that assuming the

34
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existence of some grievances, thenlower the risk/reward
ratio, the more likely it:is for an individual ‘and members
of a group or social,stratum,\to bGEOme‘participants ln
aﬁp091tlon movements. However, to 1nd1v1dual differences in
personality, motxvat1on,osoc1a1 suppqrt, etc., a certain
amount of variation in the response .of groups members under

the same conditions of risk, reward, and iﬂtensity of

grfevances,“is to be expected. The ideas'discuséegﬁabove

"are‘best,illustratedﬂin Figu§es 1-2a and 1-2b. . These

figures shed some light onfthe participation di,gdribus
groups,and individuals, and on the tiéiﬁghoflkheir - |
partfcipation. Oberschall ﬁrésénts some. hyboﬁﬁbses'in‘
relat1on to- the different tegions of Figures 1,28 and 1 2b.
They are: (1) when 1nd1v1duals and" groups\are subJect to
high risks and relatively lgy';eyards_fromyparttcipa&ion in
a social movement, as,it(dgﬁthé<éase_in tﬁg’upper’léfi
corner in Fig. i-2a, low réégs of parﬁicipatfon Qre
predicted (2) when rewards are h1gh and risks low, as they
are 1n the lower rxght region of Fxg: 1 2a, he predlcts hiqh
rates 6f'part1cEpatxon,'(3) when there 15 an“gven-balgnce
between risks and rewards, he‘predicts a rate that is_in

o

between the two previous cases, (4) those'who3fa11 in the

-lbwer right hand corner in Flg. .1-2a can be expected to be

early partic1pants, and those in. the upper”left region, tha

_last to joxn, and (5) a° Elgh risk, ;ow reward group might be

initially unresponsxve to mobilization attempts, bpt_as the -

risks oflparii&fpation'become lower, and/or tﬁe rewards

‘ﬁighet, it'ﬁoves into a region with a higher probabifitx;of,

%

'
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pérticipation (5. 163). Thus, the fastes; waf to produce
high rates of social Qovement participation is to lower
risks and increase rewards simulténeously. Figures 1-2a and
and 1-2b also clarify the concept oflloosening of .social
control: The graduél relaxatioh of social control

1

mechanisms will result in a slower emergence of oppdsition
movements and. a greater capacity‘of the incumbents to contol
it. The loosenind of social‘control may be expressed i
several ways: by opening up opportunities and channels of
social and occupational ascent to able and ambitious
individuals in potential‘opPosition groups and by
introducing greater freedom of expression, civilﬂﬂjberties,
and tolerance for oppoéiticn. The major way in which
governments and incﬁmbents may lower the participation
probability for opposition activity is by lowéring éhe
rewards of opposition relative to reQards and opportunities
khey are willing to provide thrbugh institutionalized
means. ' o

A \ : .
After Oberschall (1973), Breton (1978) stresses the
degree of social organization of <a communal group as an
important factor for collective action to take place. *
Breton'g essay offers a possible way of looking' at the
underlying dynamics of the tran;formations which are taking

place in the structure of the relationship among the

ethnolinguistic groups within Canadian societytin recent

.years, and of the conflicts through which they occur or fail

to occur. ' His discussion primarily deals with a brocad class

of characteristics of ethnic communities, which perthin to .

32
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the pattern of differentiation between ethnic communities:

‘patterns of differentiation, its implications for ethnic

stratifjcafion and for societal integragion. Breton also
makes 806; observations on a second broad set of
characteristics of ethnic communities, which pertain to a
group's capacity for concebteg action. By battgpﬁs of
differentiation, he refers to the extent to which eth\if
communltfés have parallel social networks and inséitutions.
This includes two aspects: (1) the degree of social .
enclosure bet;een ?thnic communities, and (2) the éegree of,
compartmentalizatfi% between ethnic commpnitxeé. The first

one is related to the structure of social relations among

members of a\éociety: the existence of social boundaries ‘
between groups and ﬁecﬂanisms for the maintenance of these

boundaries. The second one is related to the structure of

institutions and organizations: the deg?ée of institutional

4
- -

completeness. The degree of parallelism may vary in social
& ‘

networks and institutions, in range of areas of social life

involved, and in individuals. For example, from the point

. R T Sy N ¢
of 'view of individuals® involved, the greater the

‘parallelism, the more a person's life can be lived in one of

the ethnic communities without pontact‘with individuals or
L ]

organizations in the other. A high and low degree of
parallelism have implications for the following aspects of

-
stratification between groups: (1) the strati;:Eé{{?n of

X9

individuals or of organizations, (2) segmentation of labour
markets, (3) race and language as compounding factors, and w

(4) the types of factors related to mobility. First, under

33 /‘
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low parallelism, individuals are primarily being ranked

within the institutional system, while under high
éegmentati%j{ it is also organizations that are being
ranked: the greater the degf;e of‘parallelism in A .
particu{ar domain of activity, the more the issues of
inequa}jty will tend to involve the relative s%atus of the

. .

I3 13 ‘q s . - . *
organizations of each ethnic community ‘and their position in -

the over-all institu;ional structure, and the lower the

. parallelism, the more the issues of inequality will have to

do with the status of individuals in the society at large e
R N . . \

and in its institutions and with the conditions for

individual participation and advancement, in the institutigns

and with the conditions for i:dividual participation and ' .
advancement 1n the institutional systems. Second, parallél‘

ethnic labour markets may exist within their own set of

institutions and networks through which information and
influence flow but if parallelism is high, the cost of
getting ‘information about the access to certain

opportunities 1s highly associated with one's ethnic

. identification and if parallelism is low, the costs tend to

be associated almost exclusively with non-ethnic factors,

’

Thirq}kdifferences in physical character and language may

-

reinforce the parallelism and its impact. And foug;h, when

parallelism 1s high, concern is with those factors affecting

the status of organizations and grganizational systems, and
/ . )
when it is low, it is with those affecting the status of

individuals within an institutional system. Regarding the

-

implications-oﬁ’patterné of differentiation for societal .

’

o w

w5
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integration, variations in the degyree of parallelism among
ethnic communities also affect the character of power and
conflict interactions that occur among them. Breton's

v

éeneral hypothesis here is that the degreg of parallelism
has an impact on kinds of matter; that become issues betyeen
ethnic commuhities and on.the character of accompanying
social bargaining processes taking place Setweqn them. He
al'so mentions a few other hypotheses: (1) the greaterfghe ~
parallelism of an ethéic community, the,more likely it is to
represent a threat to other communities ;nd the more the
very existence of a parallel institytional system or the

conditions necessary for its maintenance or expansion become

obj@%ts of- conflict between communities involved and an area

‘for the exercise of power between them, and.(2) the greater

the degree of institutional parallelism, the more conflicts
and exercise of power between the communities‘in contact
. “ ;

will involve.issues concerning thelspherés of jurisdiction:
deiineqtion of respective domains of organizafional
activity, and (3) theﬁgreater the social and institutional
ethnic parallelism iq a society, the more the structure of
the political system,‘especially the central one, become

objects of controversy and power confrontation. Modes of

incorporation of cohorts of individuals in societal

" institutions are not quite the same as that of an ethnic

group that disposes of a formal political strucfure for
corporate action. 1In the case :of cohorts of individuals,

societal integration is fostered through structures and

mechanisms‘'facilitating tHe participation of individuals of

sl
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differert ethnic origins in social institutions and the
© ) :/)7 .' . )
attainment of their personal goals, whereas .in the case of

an ethnic group, Bocietal integration is fostered through
$ o

structural accommodations and exchanges that facilitate' the

exigtence and growth of institutional structures with which

LRETY

" members of the ethnic communltles are identified and in
which theg try to attain their goals in particular spheres
of activity. Aﬁ?‘last, Breton distinguishes betheeﬁ.two
sets of factors which pertain to ethnic communities'
capacity for coﬁcerted action: (1) the type and amount of
resources at their disposal, and (2) fgctors pertaining tq;
the soc1al organization of the ethnié, communlty.‘ By - T

/
resources, he refers to items such as demographic factors,

material ass;ts, solidarity, symbols of identification, and
commitment to a cause. The most important' factors
pertaining to the social organizat&on of the ethnic
community are\the following: (a) the first’peéhanisms for
collective action which include mechanisms for collection
and processing of informatién about the community, its
population, its social, economic, and political situation,
its resources; procedures for andlqrganizational channels
through which issues can be';pised and various points of T

»

views expressed; procedures for, reaching decisions .and

implemeriting them; and an appropriate network of
communication, especially between the feadership and members
of the community or segments of it, (b) the structure of

authority, that is the set of roles, vested with the

authority required to make the above mechanisms operational,

-
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= (c) the presence or absence of an institutionally

Ydifferentiated poliiical function, that is of specifi;ally

governmental‘organizat{Bné, (d) the ability to motivate

‘and/or to.constrain members of the community to participate

and to provide the necessary inputs of effort, time and

financial resources, (e) the degree in the organization of

- action, and (f) a certain consensus among the segments of

the cgmmunity about what constitutes a matter “for

lective

action or about the definition and choice of alternatives as

L5 B

to what needs to be done (p. 156). All - .the above factor

are important or necessary for collective action to take
. 4 : .

place. Thus, besides recognizing that”resources are

required for collective action to take place, Breton hés

-]

stressed .factors related to the social organization/aspect

1

of ethnic communities, 1In this sense, he is similar to

Oberschall (1973).
d Jenkins (1983) in his review draws on the debates

stimulated by the resource mobilization Eerspective and
’ \

recent empirical studies to outline the'basic*arguments of
. s

,resource mobilization theory and to assess critically its
contribution to some major issues in the field of social
movements: the formation of ﬁovements, the process of
mobilization, the organization of social movemnts, and the »
oy;céme;of challenges. We will not need to go into Jenkins(\’
analysis of these controversies’fof the purpose of the

present literature review, we will simply state q@s model ,

Although Jenkins recognizes that an approach which -

.
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emphasized structural conflicts of interest has been morg:

-

. s ; . | .
useful than the classic "structural §t2j}n%\ theories of
grievance, he stresses that a multifactored approach to the

problem of movement formation would be more useful than

McCarthy and Zald's model. He basically criticized the

. latter for putting exclusive emphasis on organizational

" resources. It is also assessed as an interpretation of the

[N

social movements of the 1960s-1970s. ,€Thus, Jenkins advances

+

. U ' . , .
a multifactored model of social movement formation, which

b
.-

Ce

emphasized resources, organization, and political
opportunities in addition to traditional discontent
hypotheses. The basic idea -behind this model is that

movements are formed through diverse routes depénging on the

7,

)‘.
. elements absent in the pre-movément situation, Jenkins’

-~

model is more completée than that of §he other resource

o

'mobilizatfon theorists éovered.up to now in tﬁe sense that

h; stresses a segies of factors all togfther and not just

one type of factor. Although both Breton (1278) and Jenkins
* (,1983) have emphasized resources and organization, Jenkins

has also streséed that political opportunitigs are required

for soéial movements to form. v

Whereas Jenkins (1983) has stressed discontent,
resources, organization, and political opportunities,

Fireman and Gamson (1979) have mainly stressed solidarity

and principles in mobilization for collective action.
;

3’.\ [

First, Fireman and Gamson criticize Olson's (1965)
' i

utilitarian logic.of collective .action for exaggeratifig the

. . . Pq s ', . . ! g4
'rd{b 6f self-interest in mobilization while obscuring the

. - 38 I'S‘ s R Ll ’
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role of solidarity and principleé. "Solbdarxty is rooted in
the configuration of relat1onships link1ng the ﬁembeps of a

group to one another (p. 21). Fireman and Gamsop suggeSt

- , €

five factors that constitute the basis for a' person's *

solidarity with a group: friends and relatives,%

» ‘

participation in organizatiens, design for living (set of

techniques offered by a group to its members to handle the
. U] . :
problems they encounter in their daily lives), subordinate
® .
and superordinate relations, and no exit (extent to which a

person is readily identified and often treated as a member
k)f a group, that ‘his exit from it is difficult). These
authors basically argue that the relationships justistated

generate solfﬁarity and the latter becomes an important
N - 1 \

basis for moQilization;? By "principles", Fireman aBG‘Gam%on (,
refer to collective goods which may be percei&ed as. an 4
entitlemen}, as sbmething deserved as matter of justice,

equity or right. According to the authors, collecttive acﬁors,
that 25 the‘organizers'dﬁ formal orga;izations whose primary
purpose is to carry on struggles to br&ng about éollecti;e
goods, frequgntly appeal to the principles of their

coqstituents as a way of‘mobilizing support apd mobilizing
-agehts constantly look for.ways to tfy to énchance the value

of the collective good. A basic assumption madékby Fireman -,

and Gamson is that people who lack solidary relations and

- f(
firm principles are, unl1ke1y to mobilize for collective action.
Although the authors recognizé& the importance of selective -
incentives in bringing dbout collective action, they

nonetheless argue that solidarity and Rrinciples are more

39



efficient ways of bringing about collective action.~ They
f
aléo argue that selective 1ncent1ves are dependent upon
¢

consciousness and solidarity.

The éas@ of Nonfrancophones in‘ouebec . o O

According to Fitzsimmons-feCavalier and LeCavalier

(1984), although qonffancqphones have always been a

numerical minority in Quebec, the minority situation of_

anglophones and their institutions has only become evident

in the 17§t two decades. However, there has not been any
4 .‘}‘ .
mobilization at the peak of the crisis. This lack of

minority mobilization poses a challenge from the theoretical

&

Y point of view: the non-francophone populat1on possess many of

the characterlstlcs that are cons1dered to encourage =~

° [

communal mobilization and protracted communal conflict, that

is high levels of social and insti;ueional segmentation

™
. 3

(from the francophone group) and internal associational
P - 1
organization. 1In several approaches, segmentation has been
i
associated with.conflict, whereas recent studies emphasize

»

the facility with which communal groups may organize to

promote their interests under conditions of segmentation.

s
*

As we have seen, Oberschall (1973) like others in the
resource mobilization approach, stresses that considerable
resources are requifed for mobilization to take place.
According to this author, the likelihood that members will
makensignificent fesource donaeions to gommunal.movemente‘
will vary with the degrees of segmentation,qintegration'and

organization with ’the communal group itself. Oberschall

-



‘stresses that.communal groups bxhibiting a high degree of

, , o f '
segmentation and internal orgaﬁ%&ation are likely to be able
to make successful claims on their members' loyalty and ‘

P
_resources. In the. resource mobilization approach, communal’

v
-

>segmeqtation is frequently associated with_commUnal

.

. conflict: such a social structure provides the ideal
structural conditions for the emergence‘of influential

movement leaders and the'mass base ‘for sustained collective

;,

action promotnng communal interests. Fitzsimmons-LeCavalier
and LeCavalier (1984) derive a number of theoretical p01n¥s
T | from studies of other commurial movements to try to explaln
' th‘éhe felicitous mobilization condiéions creaéed by high
levels of Segmentation and internal organization did not

Lo
. 3. . .
lead to a collective minority response among nonfranco-

‘ : phones. According to .them, structural restrictions
\ on the interest, capécity and opportunitﬁ for non-

/ ' francopnones to act communally hag created severe politicaf

conétrainéé’on their mobilization potential for a collective
minority respdhse. For example, the low interest that the

(established nonfraﬁcophon? economif and politiqél elites had
for leading and contributing their organizational resources
to a collective minority résponse created a major constraint

v on the raising of a collective minority voice. The

-

~ nonfrancophone pblitical and economic elites had low

hincentives in leading a communal challenge and powerful.
: T

. 4  jncentives in maintaining 1ntegrat1on and moderating

conflict, Since the francophone and anglophone bu31ngss
' elites have common and divergent interest, .and maintain

41 '
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C)

, taking stinds that could alienate the corresponding

-~ . o

. .—/ h - 1]
overall accommodative relatioms and an integrated stand, the

established nonftanéophone elite were not iﬁteresged in
Ca

1.f;qncophone*elite'on the. affluent francophone market for

' L3 . A
goods. Secondly, the low capacity that nonfrancophgnes had

to .act communally also created a major constraint on their
mobilization potential for a collective minority response.

-

Institutional completehess and social solidarity are two

Y

w - <

important factors in assuring a group's capacity to act

= .
_influence also created a major congstraint on the group's

A

“communally. Although there is a high level if institutional

completeness in the nonfrancophone population, their

political leaders .were not in a position to use their

23
-

political organizatjons or their influence to mobilize for :

communal representation. The latter had led te- less well

established politiéal activists. Also, Quebec's non-

francophones are not characterized by social or }

L3

institutional solidarity, which is common to most communal

r

groups: tﬁey have no set of common bonds, such as similar

L 1
language, ethnic background,religious heritage and

institutional base. Third, the low political oportunities «
that were available to nonfrancophones for exefggn; communal
mobilization potential for concerted collective action, Iﬁ,
majoritarian electoral systems, communallminorities havg
little chance of exerting independentvpoligical“influeﬁCe

;né tend to be dependent on majority attitudes and po%itical‘

alliances with sections of "the majority to gain politica; “‘

influence; therefore they are more iikely to adopt

Lot o - 42
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accommodative strategies. This isg . precisely tpe case of

. . \ - .
nonfrancopones in Québec; they did not have the political

cleavage needed to mount a concerted colle tivelaet;on to

defend their minority xights. Accordipng to Fitzsimmons-

|
LeCavalier and LeCavalier (1984), the foll w&ng factors have
contributed to the sense of powerlessness

nonfrancophones, and thus ‘discouraged mob1l1zatxbn for a
\

‘collective response: (1) weak barga;nlng pqsit;pn of the
_minority in the majoritarian éleétoral systém, (2) need'for

'\’\' ,1" ' '
alliances with influential sections of’the hajority, and‘(3)

limited potential for dissent when the-elite accommodation

-

process failed to satisfy sections of the minority. An
P . .
opinions' survey of nonfrancophone leaders carried out by,
Y B R [ ks

% Pitzsimﬁan-LeCavalier and LeCavalier in Quebec also .

L -

suggests that the political constraints that have been:
.discﬁssed have posed.serious*mobxgiz£t§on difficulties for

~ commungl a;t{on. In sum, Fitzsimmons~LeCavalieF and - |

LeCavalier have shown that although the nonfran%ophSnes

express a high degree of frustration and discontent over

) their minority status, and are a highly segmented and

» '

organized communal group,'éhis has not led to any important

- : T

' — mobilization for concerted collective action"onitheir part.
#other factors have been found to be important in '
contributing’ tg this response of nonfrancophones. The

severe poli 1ca1 constraints created by structural e

v
)

. o restricttons on the interest, capacity, and opportunity for

-

nonfrancophonedg to act communally hindered their

. mobilization potential for a collective minority Fesponse.

i ¢~
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) biliugual and‘meet francophones, Tperefote, the most
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As we have shown, the established nonftancophone economic
and political elitea had a low interest, capacity, and
opportunity to act communally and this hindered theit
mobilization potentlal for a collective minority response.
Thus, F1t231mmons LeCavalier and LeCavalier stress the .
1mportance of structural conditions which prov;de Powerful
1ncentives, capacity and opportunities in determining the
mobiiization potential of a communal group, or facilitating

its mobilization. for collective action.

, Pronositions Developed from the Literature
Oberschail's sociological theory of mobilizetion
(1973) stresses'segment%tion as a favorable coadition of
mobilization, ACCOtdng to this theoryﬂte nighly segmented
society presents the idealﬁstructural feature,tacilitating
mobilization into protest movements. Thus, according to
Oberschall,‘the level of’ sebmentation in a society is
posjitively related to its potential for mobi. ization- a_
highly segmented 8°°1€{h35{UCtﬂfﬁ encourages mobilization,
This‘depends as we wiI!~see in~th€ next few lines when we
look at segmentatxoa at the indivxdual level, i. e..' that
«of nonfr&ncophone 1eaders in Quebec. According to ‘ |
F1tzsxmmons LeCavalier ‘and LeCavalier (1984), althouqh N
Quebec society’ i's segmented “there are different levels of

segmentation within the nonfrancophone 1eadership. The most

politically active nonftancophone leaders will tend to be .

politicized nonﬁrancophone leaders are the- least seqment;d

- - N '
" L%, .

. ’ B
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Lones. Consequently? the least segmented nonfrancophone

leaders are more likely to be" in orqanizations'with

r~

°resources to mobilize (even though they may not do so,
Aas in the case of nonfrancophone leaders in Quebec:

- mobilization dilemma of nonfrancophone léqgers in Quebec).
¥

A first proposition which may'be derived from the above
discussion is that the least segmented nonfrancophone

leaders would be more likely to mobilize for collective’

- 3 N .

action than the most segmented ones, \

Mass socieéy theory claims that a:society's

intermediate structure exerts restraining effects on its

©
. members and prevents them from turning to mass behavior ‘and

mass movements. It also assumes that all the groupings of

the intermediate structure ;re taken as reference points by

its members. Pinard (1975) in his critique of mass society
theory, claims that secondary grouﬁs may also exert neutral -
or'mébilizin; effects, He aléo ciaiﬁs that membership and
attachment to secondary organizations does not make it
necassar& that these organizatiéns will act as reference
groups for these members; thiﬁinterme&iate structure is not

nacessarxey a. teference point. Accordxng to Pinard, “

whenever pre-existing primary and secondary gtoupinqs

possess or develop an ideology or simply sub;ectrve

: . a

interests congruent with that of a new mogﬁhent, they will '

act as mobilizing rather than restraining agents toward that

movement . He also simesses that the’'various elements of the

«  intermediate structure (bfimaty grbups, communal ties,

<7
occupational groups, aasocia%é?ns and groups) must be taken

' 45
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as reference groups.by their members, in order to exert any

kind of normative effect (positive or negative).. Therefore,
some organizations may facilitate mobilization, others may
hinder it. A second proposition which may be derived from

this is that nonfrancophone leaders who participate’ihe most

in érancophone organizations, compared to those who

participate the least, will be more likcly to mobilize for

collective action. This proposition is basicaliy a d
- y a
consequence of the first proposition: the least segmented

nonfrancophone leaders compared to the more segmented ones, R

are indeed those who partjcipate the most in francophone

L] v

voluntary organizations.

. T~
'ﬂ,f\ ’ Specification of a Model

The review of literature has shown that mobilization
isﬂq coﬁplex process./ The present thesis will m;{nly focus
on phenomenas linked with the idea of segmentation. The
model which will be proposed in the followiqg pages will be
woth causal and recursive as shown in Figure 1-3, and I will

be following Goodman's (1973) strategy for the_use of log-

" linear modelling as analog to path analysis. Also, the

specification of concepts and reformulation _of'hypothesesv
will follow the order of the causal_model presented in

Figure 1-3.
The Main Concepts

: \
In this'stpﬁy we shall examine the following concepts:

segmentation, ﬁbmbership in voluntary organizations, belief

)

in the efficiency of collective action, and collective
” . -

¢
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action. These concepts will be further defined in the

sections that will follow.

The Independent variables

The independent variables for this study will be
segmentation and membership in voluntary organizations.
First, segmentation at the group level is conceptually
defi&éd as a structpral arrangement in which two or‘more
groups are compartmenfalized into ;nalogous, parallel,
complementary institutions (Fitzsimmons-LeCavalier ‘and
Lecavalier., 1984). In other words,.it is the degree to
which two or more communal groups have thheif‘ own set rof\
institutions. 1In this thesis, we will take for granted that
segmentation exists to a high degree between the two
linguistic groups (English and French), and we will focus
on the differential level of ségmentation experience among

the nonfrancophone leaders. In this perspecti&e, we will be

examining two' dimensions or types of segmentation:

" linguistic segmentation and social segmentation. Linquistic

segmentation will include bilingualism and the use of the

e

French language, whereas social segméntation will simply’
refer to the exéent that one has social contacts with
members of the other communallqroup (francophones). . These
variables will be operationaiized in tpeﬂmethods section of
the paper. Membership in voluntary organizations will
include membership in political parties and in various other

types of voluntary organizations.

—— 47



.The Dependent Variables
The dependent variables for this study will be belief
in the efficiency of collective action and invélvement,in
collective action within groups defending the interébgs of
nonfrancophones in Quebec. The latter will include
membership and participation in orgénizations'with such

objectives.

The Hypotheses

Linguistic and social segmentation A
L{
8 .
The knowledge of French cegtainly facilitates contacts

with francophones, but one could also say that having no or

e

very few contacts with them will not help the learning of

{

French, For that reason, no causal direction is proposed in
the diagram of Figure 1-3. It is proposed and assumed (if
any link exists)-that linguistic and social segmentations

influénce and reinforce each other (hypothesis 1 in Fig. 1-

3).

organizations and political parties

- ———— - ———— - ——

Segmentation, membership, participation in voluntary

&All nonfrancophone leaders are prominent members of
some Qoluntary organization(s). Some of them“are members of
voluntary organizations ;hich are always segmentéd aﬁd some
' aré members of organizations which are less segmented.
Therefore, there is no reason to believe_tﬂ;é there is a
direct relationship between segmentation and membership and

participation in voluntary organizations (hypo.2).

Political parties .are not segmented at the Provincial

4

and Federal levels, Their membership is predominantly

48
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francophone, It is proposed that the knowledge of. French
will'facilitate participation 'in political parties at both’

Federal and pProvincial levels, which are predominantly

. francophone, Thus, those leaders who are less segmented

linguistically will be more likely to'participaté in

political parties than the more segmented ones (hypo.3).
4 «“

social contacts with francophones will also facil}tate

participation in political parties at the Federal and

.
‘_.

Provincial levels. Therefore, those nonfrancophone leaders
who are more . socially in contact with francophones (the less
soc}ally segmented) will hesitate less in participating in

political parties, than those who have less social contacts

ot

with francophones (hypo.4). Also,” the more a leader is

A

member of voluntary organizations, the more likely he/she is
to be solicitated for participation in political parties

(hypo.5).
Membershi . g@rticggation ip gglitical egyties and gglief

In"the efficiency of collective action

—— —— — . ————— it — —

The most politically oriented nonfrancophone leaders
in Quebec are eanuraged to believe in collectiv?/action.
Therefezg, the leaders who are members and participate in "
political parties, willibé more likely to believe in the

efficiency of collective action (hypo.6)..

x

.
Rl
Belief in the efficiency of collective action and collective
action ‘

-

Fitzsimmons-LeCavalier and LeCavalier (1984) maintain
that structural restrictidns on nonfrancophones' political

opportunities to act communally have contributed to their

. ]
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sense of powerlessness and thus discouraged their

mobilization for a collqcpivqﬁrééponse. We may derive from

this that 3 group's sense of powerlessness or absence of

R

belief in the efficiency of collective action exerts an
influenge on their mobilization for collective action. We

predict a positive‘relétionship between belief in the
. . 0 :
efficiency of collective action and collective action

itself. We hypothesize that leaders' belief in the

T4 2

~vefficiency of collective action encourages mobilization for

a collective response, whereas the absence of this belief

" discourages mobilization (hypo. 7).

All the hypothe%es put forward up to now refer to the
és§ociations'between each brivariate relatignship in the
\diagram illustrated in Fig. 1-3. These hypotheses lead';he
way for the presentation of the theoretical model- :

illustrated in this figure.

. “Methods ° ,
Data Source
'The data for the present study will come from
LeCavalier's General Opin}on Survey on Quebec's Non-
Francophone Leaders, which was conducted in 1981.
A general description of the sample is found in
LeCavalier, Fitzsimmons-LeCavalier‘and‘Hewitt (1982:1):

1“

The research was carried out by interviewing a
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a sample of 527 leaders or core participants in

¢

non-francophone associations, institutions or
activities through the use of one-hour long,
personal structural interviews, ' The list of core

: v, r .
participants or leaders included representatives

o~ "

from a large number of associationks cohnected
: )
gy

with a crossrsection of interest positions and
institutional commitments. An important elemertt

. . . . . e
in designating the range of institutiohs

v -

I I N s
considered was ethnicity, a sub-communal

~

;Bopuyatioh, part@culariy for those ethnic groups

-~

which maintain distinct ‘and substantial

inst-itutional systems. fAnother important element
» 14 * -

’ . o< f
was the consideration of the range of sectors

around which segments of the nonfranc%phone

-popq}atﬁon have already organized. Core

participants or leaders in cultural, political,

union and professional associations, the health
' {

and welfre educational sectors as” well as

leaders overtly associated with general language

and minority issues were taken; into account.

y .
. Measurements

Collggtive action

}

v - - »

In order to look at collectiye action in groups
4 & - ‘ . .

Pr]

.defending the interests of nonfrancophones in Quebec, two

’

respondents in the following way: "Here is a list of

52

guestions will be used. The first question was presented Jo
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different kinds of voluntary associations, As I read the

)

list tell me if you personally belong to such associations.”
2 : )

Groups advocatlng the interests of non-‘
francophones in Quebec. ,™

The other question was presented to the.respondents in

. /
the following manner: "Now since Bill 101, 'it has become

more difficult for ngﬁ-francophones to receive provincial
government publications and services in énglish. Have you
taken part in projects or activities to help people who do

not know French to receive adequate information for their

] . o ]
Cpeeds?“
Segmentation K

£ 8 In all, ten questions will be used to examine the

SNy

. level of segmentation. Five of these are related to.the
o level of 11ngulst1c segmentatlon and the other five
. '~ questions pertain’'to the level of social’ segmentatlon.

The f1ve questlong)pertalnlng to the level of

N

v llngulstlc segmentatlon were presented to respondents in the
I . Eollpwing way: : ' "
. " ‘ 1 ’ ’ ¢

-

e : ) ""Can you sbedk French well enough to conduct a'

o . gonversation? , .
~ N Which language'éo%yoﬁ speak most often at home e
~ - ,.now? | \ : s o e
,: ﬁhidh\;enguage.doﬂyoﬂ speak most ofteﬁ outside the

- home? .

PN PR } . . < aY

. » , 1F' FRENCH SPOKEN MOST OFTEN-OUTSIDE THE HOME

Outside yquf'home} how often do you speak French:

e . ‘ N ! [
In other public places “such as stores and )

&~ S ' My
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restaurants, how often, occasionally, rarely or

never?" ‘ . L

The five questions perta?ir‘m_ing to the level of social

segmentation were presented to-'re'spondents il the following

\

manner: "I'd like to get some idea as to your contacts with

French-speaking Quebecers.,  1'1ll read a list of kinds of

-t
-

, , ‘
. people most of us ycome in contact with and would you please

h}

o

tell me whet-;her E\ohe, a few, about half or more than half

are French, speaKing:

Friends " -~
People in the stores when you shop “
People in organizations you are active in

K Neighbours

People at social gatherings

Membersh'ip in voluntary organizations :

o In order to 1look ;t membership in volunta‘ry
organizations,‘\twelve questions will be uséd. These
.guestions E)ertain' to group membershi‘p in political paqrg:ies
.and other organizations. These were presented to‘ .
lrespondents»in the followin.g‘ manner: "Are you currently a
member of any political party?" ; "Are you a member of a
labor or wh‘!ite collar union, a trade association, z‘a
prof‘essional association, a labor union and other
associations or professional and trade a,s%ociations." and,

"Here is a list of different kinds of voluntaf'y'

associations. As I read the list tell me if you

personally belong to such asspciations.

4
54
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Church (or synagogue) connected .groups - R
Fraternal lodges o
Business or civic groups

~ PTA or Home and School Association
Neig,hborhood clubs or centers . B
Ethnic Kssqc_:iations -
Sport{teams or groups
Self-Help Associations

Charitable groups

Municipal party or movement

Belief ‘i_rl the g_f_ficiencx 9_§ collective action

Eight items or questions were selected to examine
belief in the efficiency 'of collective action. These were
px;esented lto‘iespondents in the f'oliowing manner:..

"Under certain circumstances, sgne possible ways-

X L 4
to shqw their dissatisfaction ‘'with governmental '

policies and actions are more effective thah others. As

1 read the fgllowing‘liét;‘ tell me whether you think

¢ »

r

each oi.it;he following methods are effective or not

effective in defending the interests of nQn-francophones

in Quebec,

!

"Sending letters to newspapers A : v
Preséenting briefs to official'bodies
A

Signing and»circula'ting petitions

Delegating repteéepta;ives _to meet

.-. .government srfficials directly

.QOrganizing public meetings with officials,

55 °



-&7!::.

¢ ’
- >

interest groupe and iﬁdividuals
Organizing -formal lobbying or pressure ‘
groups ‘

Filind law sufts'against government agencies

Holding marches, rallies and public demonstrations

-
!

Analytical Tools -
Various statlst1ca1 technlques will be used for

analyzing ehe data. Percentage dxstrxbutxons wilk be used
at times for ﬁa&ing comparisons between d1fferent data ;
distributions.. Cros#-classificet;on tables wi}l be used to
-assess Eﬁe impact of an independent veq;qble oh a dependent,.
variable. TO further analyze the data; we will use a log-"
. lineéar modelling of contingeqcy table data, which will then

be used as an analog to path analysis. For details see

Goodman (19,73) and Knoke and Burke (1980).

S " o -
» ! Qutine of the Thesis ' -
t ' : \ -
The first chapter of the thesis will consists in the

presentetion of the theoretical perspective and

4

_Teghddological aspects of the study. Chapter II will deal
: ;- -

with linguistic and social segmentation. ' Chapter IIT will

examine membership in voluntary organizations and its

I3 ]
relation to segmentation. Chapter IV will consist in a

-

log-linear analysis, and in an examination of the
reIationship of the preceding factors with belief in the

:efficiency of collective actlon and involvement in

collectxve action for the defense of nonfrancophone

-

interespsﬁl The\last chapter will summarize the f{héings,
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reexamine the hypotheses and reevaluate their theoretical

foundation, ‘ . g .

7

3

1. This sample is composed of communal leaders, that is, of
people who play a role in either English-speaking
institutions and political or community activities or in
ethnic organizations. The term communal generally refers to
ethnicity, language, religion and region, that is, to "groups
whose members ghare a complementarity of-’ communication, that
is,» whose members communicate more effectively and over a ‘
wider range of subjects with one another than with

outsiders” (Deutsch, 1953). Although the leaders of this .
sample form a heterogeneous body of individuals, in terms of
ethnic, religious or even linguistic background, they share .
the experience of not being part of the communal francophone
milieu and to constitute, as a consequence, a rémnant or
residual communal group. Heterggeneous communal groups are
not uncommon over linguistic issues in segmented societies.
This is, for instance, the case of the francophone communal
group in Belgium (see Fitzsimmons-~LeCavalier, 1984; Zoldberg,
1977; Rudolph,. 1982). Ethnic identities themselves are net
fixed realities. They "are forged and altered through
interactions within larger institutional systems which
establish the bases for cooperation and conflict"™. Ethnic

"identity is as much a definition of who you are not as it is., -

of *who you are®™ (Greenwood, 1977:82).

2. The expre591on soc1a1 movements refers to non-
institutionalized activity characterized by *some degree of
group action and shared goals."™ They are non-

institutionalized in the sense that "their interests are _not

met through the routine operation of society's established
institutions and conventions" (Fitzsimmong- LeCava11er &
LeCavalier, 1986: 560-61). However, in recent years, the

thrust of the field "has been to abandon sharp distinctions
between dramatic social movemermts and other political
organizations® '(Fireman & Gamson, 1979: 8-9). is orientation (}
is partly due to the fact that the emphasis is put on the
ritional rather than the irrational basis of social

movements, The field deals with the collective action which

can vary from more routinized types of activity, such as
interest groups, to less routinized types of activity, such

as movements using violence. As a consequence, what was . 4

‘useéd to be treated as distinguished phenomena is more and

more treated as part of a cgontinuum. This perspective leads
researchers to be concerned with the imfluence that the R
access to Yesources from established organizations might
have on the repertoire of action, sych as the use of
persuasive and lobbying tactics versus disruptive tactics or
mass mobilization. .

-t
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-
A (X% B . < R 4

~ LINGUISTIC .AND SOCIAL SEGMENTATION

A

3 “;k " N ‘ TN, -« a o ’ °
T o Introduction
RN Ao ] '

% The* ﬁresent chapter will deal with two types of"’

' ci.

segmentatldQ, 11ngu1st1c and socxal The first sectlon cf;

<% ¢ ~
\. ' 1]

the theonetlcal model ’ xllustfated in"Figure 1-3 will -be

>

U

‘ﬂexamxped Hegk. As we may recall, the '‘hypothesis regarding

A e [}

iinguistidE32§ social segmentati§q was tgat—these tyg types 4
of ségméntation mutuaily influence and reinforce each other.
Before examining ;he'various indicagor; of linquistic
segmegtationg it w?uld be interesting_to have sohe éeneral ‘
information about the background of leaders. Of the latter,
21 percent are of British, éﬁglish or Scotish origin, 30 4
percen£ are 6f Canadian Québé&cois or English Québécois
ethnic grbups, while 43 percent beloné to other nat}bnal or

gxﬁnic groups (see Table A-1*). Also, of our 527 .

nonfrancophone leaders, most,(73‘percent) have English or >

o s -

|
Dutch -English as their mother tonque, 3 percent have French,

and 24 percent have another language (see Tabie A-2).
Furthermore, most nonfranc¢ophone leaders (78 percent)

. speak French well enough to conduct a .conversation (see

— - -

1

Table A-3). Of the Ieaders /?percent speak ‘French often

* The letter refers ~append1x, in this particular
|

6% Appendix A, oo
{ < . \)n
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outside the home. Slightly over one-quarter speak it

most often; one-quarter speak it occasionally; and 6 percent
rarely speak it (see Table;A-q). Also, 34 percent of the
leaders speak French often in other public places (i.e.
stores and restaurants), 29 percent speak it most often, 18

>

pércent speak occasxonally/ 11 percent rarely, and 6 percent
never (see Tablec A-5). }
Most nonfrancophorie leaders (80 percent) speak English

always or most often at home while 10-percent speak another
Y

languagye hesides English or Frwmch, 7 percent speak French,

. and 2 percent speak French «nd English (see Table A-6)f It

1s interesting to note that of the 10 percent who speak just
their mothe}ﬂtongue always or most often at home, 3 percent
speak Italian and another 3 percent speak Greek. Also, only
1 .percent of”the nonfrancophpye leaQers speak their mother

tongue in addition to French or/and Ehglish‘most.often at
-{ A

home .
Over half of the leaders (68 percent) speak ,Erylish
always or most often outside the home, while 19 percent

speak Frencha and 10 percent speak Eng{lsh and French (see

.

Table A-7). Only 2 percent speak ju&i\their mother téngue
{other languayge besides English or Freﬁch) and anotﬂer 2
percent speak their mother tongue in additio&}to Prencﬁ
or/and English. . ( ) <

’

It would be interesting to compare nonfrancophone

leadsts with the nonfrancophone population in general in

Quebec reygarding general background and ratings on the

A

various indicators of linguistic "segmentation.

N
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Fonfrancophones in Quebec constitute 18 percent of the
general population, that 1s'1,120,630 persons in Quebec have
English or a non-official language as their mother tongue
(Statistics Canada, 1981, 1985). In 1981, Qnglish was the
mother fongue of 11 percent of Quebecers while a non-
cfficial languaye was reported +y 7 petcent. While
individuals with English mother tongue constitute 62 percent
of Quebec's nonfrancophone population, those with other
mother tongues represent 38 percent. There 1s a higher
proportion of 1ndividuals wrth English métﬁer tongue among
leaders than among the general n;nfrancophone population of
Quebec (73% vs 62%). However, there are more people with a
mother tongue other than English or French among the
nonfrancobhone population of Quebec compared to leadedg (38%
vs 24%).

While 13 percent of Ouébecers sbeak English at home, S
percent speak‘a non-official lanyuage.. Individuals whn
speak Engllsh.méét o%xen'at home constitute 73 percent of
Quebec's geﬁéral nonfrancophone pnpulatlon\gnd those who

w,

speak other languages (besides French and En&%&&gl represent

. .
27 percent. There 1s a higher proportion of 1ndividuals who
speak English most often‘at’home amony leaders than amony
the general nonfranéophone population (80% vs 72%). -
However , there are more people who speak another language'
besides French or English most often at home among Quebec's
nonfrancophones compared to leaders (28% vs 10%).
Furthermore, of the 425, 715 allophones in Quebec two-thirds

use their mother tbngue at .home, about one quarter use

.
i
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English, and only one-tenth use French. Quebec's
anglophones always use 'English at home.

Bilingualism is incrgasing in Canada and the rate of
bilingualism also increases with proximity to Quebec. A
third of Quebec's population are Silingual and more than
half of all bilingual Canadians live in Quebec. More than
50 pefcent oflthe anglophones in Queb;c are bilingual.

There has been an increase in the rate of bilingualism among.
the énglish mother tongue group in Quebéc between 1971 to
1981: from 37% t9 53%. Approxipétely two-thirds of Quebec's
youndg anglophones are bilingual. This proportion is higher
in Montreal and Ottawa - Hull compared to other e;gvinces in
Canada. Nearly half the allophones in Quebec are bilingual,
25 percent speak only English amony the two official
langugges, about 16'percen£ speak only French and 10 percent
cannot speak elther French or English. About half (51%) of
Quebec's nogfrancophone population is biljingual. Th:re is a
higher rate of bilingualism among leaders than among the‘
general nonfrancophone population (78% vs 51%).

In sum, we have found that hpse'éffgaé\ieaders have
English as their mother tongue and are bilingual. Over half
of them speak French often or most ofte? outside the home
and in othe;lpublic places. The m;jori§y speak English most
often at home and quite a few of them a\so spéak English
most o(ten outside the home. .When compared to the_geﬁéral

non?rancophone population in Quebec, we found that“buebec's

nonfrancophone leaders are more bilingual and speak English

more often at home. Among leaders, there are also more
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individuals who have English as their mother tongue. Thus,

nonfrancophone leaders in Quebec are less segmented than the

general nonfrancophéﬁe population. ! )

Relationéhips between ‘the Various Indicators
of Linguistic Segmentation

To determine whether we need to construct an index of

' linguistic segmentation, we should first examine the

. . et . . . : .
relationships between the various indicators of linguistic

segmentation. To do this, we constructed bivariate tables

)

between each of these indicators. All of the cross -

classification tables between the various indicators of

linguistic segmentation showed statistically significant
g . -

associations (for details see tables in appendix B), The

chi - squares for Tables 1, 3, 4, 5, 7 arelstatistically

significant at the .0001 level. The chi - squaré for Table'

"B-2 1is statistically significant at the .0102 level of

significance and the chi - squares for Table 6, 8, 9, and
10 are statistically significart at the 0 level. Thus, the

i * l-"-/a » .
various indicators of linguistic segmentation are associated

- . ~

among themselves.
|
However, the strength of the associations varied. The

[

measurés of association which have been used for comparing
the stréngth of association between tﬁe various indicators ™
of linguistic segmentation are shown in Table 2-1. Cramer's
V and the symmetric version of the Uncertainty Coefficient
were calculated for all the bivariate tables. poth are

appropriate measures for the analysis of tables composed of
A

“two variables measured at the nominal level and may also be

62



applied to tables composed Of variables measured at a higher
level ., Gamma was calculated only for the tables composed of

o . .
two ordinal-level variables. )

P

L]

Table 2-1 shows that the highest value of‘Cramer's'V
(V = .61) 1is found for the relation;hip between one's
ability to speak French well enough to conduct d)
conversation and how often one speaks French‘outsiée the
home. Those who rarely speak French outside the home are
more likely to he the ones who can not speak French well
éﬂOUgh to conduct a conversation than are tho;e who speak it
occasionally, often, and nearly all the time (67.6%'vs 0%,

. (W)
0% and 0%). And those who speak French nearly all the taime,

often, and occasionally outside the home are more likely to
have a good knowledge of French than are those who speak it
rarely (100%, 99.5% and 80.6% vs 18.5%). :Therefore, the
strongest association is found between these two variables.
Other strong relationships are also found among the language
spoken most often outside the home and how éften French 1s
spoken outside the home (V = .49); how often Frenfh is
spoken outside the home and how often it is “spoken in other
public places, such .as stores and restaurants (V = .48); and
the knowledge of Fronch and how often French is spokeﬁ in. .
other public places, such as stores and restaurants (V =
.45). Table B-6 shows that those leaders who speak French,
occasionally or rarelyxoutside the home'are more likely "to

be the ones who speak English most often outside the%home

than are those who speak French often or nearly all the time
\ ' -

(97.8% and 93.5% vs 54.5% and 6.3%). Also, those who speak

63 :
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Table 2-1. Measures of Association for. Bivariate Tables of
the Various Indicators of Linguistic, Segmentation

T

language  language Knowledge How often " W often
spoken at  spoken of French is French is
hame -, outside French - Spoken spoken in
f outside hame other places
3 : «
Language V= .30 V= .11 V= .23 V= .18
spoken at *U= .11 U= .03 U= .06 U= .04
home :
Language V= .22 V= .49 = .33
spoken U= .08 U= .24 U- .11
outside _
Knowledge ' V= .61 V= .45
of U= .36 U= .19
French G= .97 G= .83 °
How often . ' V= .48 |
French 1s U= .25 °
spoken outside o A . = .79
hame

.
. '

'
- — S

L v, ~ 3
* Since there is no partmula; causal direction, ‘the synrnetrlc vers1on
of the uncertainty coefficient (U) vqs calculated.
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French“nearly all the timé or ofkgn ogtside the home qre
more likely_to bezthe ones who already spéqk French most
often outside &he home than are those who gﬂéak French
rarely orloccasionally outside the home (73.4% and'22.3% vs
1.9% and 0%). Those who speak French often or nearly all
the time outside the hoﬁe are more likely to be the ones who

speak other languages most often outside the home than are

those who speak it rarely or occasionally (23.2% and 20.3%
. 4
vs 4.6% and 2.2%).
Table B-10 shows that. those leaders who speak French

rarely in other public places are more likely to be the onés

-

who speak French rarely outside the home than kre those who
SPifk it occasionaliy, often or nearly all the time (71.4%
Vs ;6.6%, 5.1% and 1.9%). }hose who speak French often or
nearly all the time in other public places are more likely
to be the 5nes who speak French most often outside the home
than are those who speak it occasionally or rarely (60.7%
and 56,2% vs 18.1% and 8.2%).

Furthermore, those leaders who speak French nearfy all
the timé or often in other puglic places are more likely to
be the ones who can speak French well enough to conduct a
conversation than are those who speak it occasionally or
Farely (98.1% and 93.3% vs 62.8% and 34.7%). imilarly,
those. who speak French rarely in other public places are
more‘likely to be the ones who do not have a good knowldege

of French than those who speak it occasionally, often or
[

nearly all the time (S51% vs 17%, -2.2% and 1.3%). Thus, the

knowledge of French is very much linked to its usage. The

.
.

‘
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lowest value of Cramer's V (.11) is found for the .

relationship between language spoken.most often‘at home and

.

knowledgé. of French. Therefore, the weakest association is

\

found between these two variables. Other weak associations
are~ also found between language spdkén most of@en at home

and how often French is spgéén in other public places such
as stores and resgaurants,’(v= .18), language spoken moép' ' '

/\Y often outside the home .and knowledge of French (V= .22), @nd‘

language spoken most often at hoﬁe and how often French is,
spoken outside the home (V= .23). This 1indicates that the
lanjuage spoken at- home or outside the home is weakly linked

to the knleedge of French, and that the language spoken

. t L4

most often at home 1s also weakly linked to the usagé of ‘
French. ) ¥ ‘
Table 2-1 also shows that the highest value pf the '

uncertainty coefficient 1s alsog found for the relationshib

'

between knowledge of French and how often 1t is spoken

outside the home (U= .36). This means there is a 36%

s '

reduction 1n uncertainty of predicting one variable by

knowledge of the other variable,

1S
t

™ All of the three values of gamma in Table.2;1 are very
high, the highest being found for the bivariate .distribution
of knowledée of French by how often French is spoken outside
the home. Gamma for this bivariate distribution is .97 "
indicating that the relationsﬁip is-very strong,fclose to a

perfect association, and that concordant pairs predominate

-- people in the "low" category of tHe_variable,hoy often‘ o

1

French is spoken outside the home (those who speak French .. ..

e
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rarely outside.home) do not speak French well enough to .

.

" conduct a conversation. Anothe%'way to'intexpret this would

TN

be that there is a 97% probab111ty of correctly guessing the

order of a pair of cases on one var1ab1e once the ordering

“on the other varlable xs known. The gammas for the.

Yo

blvarlate dlstrlbutxons of knawledge of Frefich by how often

-, o

French‘is spoken in other public places, such as stores and...

]

a

, . : .
restaurants, and.of “how often it is spoken in other public¢

places are .83 and .79'respective;y;_;ndicating that the
relationships are very .8trong and that comcordant pairs
predominate, High categories in one variable correspond to

hxgh categorels in the other variable, whereas low

~

categorles in one varlable correspond to low categorxes in

[ ) -

‘the other. Thus, strong associationS'are found between

¢ \

knowledge of French and its usage outside the home, and
between the usage of French outside the home and 1ts usage
in other publxc places.t R . . 51’

We may ‘not. need to constrict. an 1ndex of 11ngu1st1c

+

segmentation after all. We will retainlonly knowledge of

French 4s the main indicator.of linguistic segmentation. °
> ‘ . 4 ’ ” " B

oo
\

The knowledge of French is what most distinguishes social

segmentation fPom iinghistic segmentation. . P
s "‘ .
Social Segmentatlon by the Varxous Indicators
Llngyxst1c Segmentatxon

We w111 start here to test the left gide of the causal

¢

path nodel illustrated in chapter one. To determine whether

agsociations exist between social.segmentation and the

~ 1 ., . .
various -indicators of linguistic segmentation, we

9 . ‘ Ll
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constructed bivariate tables between each of these

indicators and social segmentation. The measure of social

AN

segmentation has already been tested in a previous thesis

.

(see sociatl segmentation index in Hewit, 1985).

All of the b1var1ate tables between social

segmentation and the varlous 1ndlcat0rs of linguistic

segmentation showed statxstxcally 51gnxf1cant assocxatxons
(see tahles Lﬁ Appendlx C). - Table 2-2 1llustrates well the

relatlonshlps between the varlous indicators of llngUlstlc '

Iy

'segmenbatxon and socxal segmentatlon. The chi - squares for

aln these‘b1v$r1ate tables are statistically significant at

. .
- . -

the /0001 level. Therefore, social segmentation is

S

associated with each of- the indicators of-lingdistic

AN S
segmentation. However, the strength of thesc associations
"\

»

‘ vary.w;iﬁé s;réngésé association is found between social
segmentation and how often French is sboken outside thé' .
- home. Those who speakK French gften or nearly all the time
ousideAthe\home are rore likely to have a low level o?
s§2ial‘§egme%tation than are those who speak French rarely
og océasionall& outside the,hOmel Similarly, those who

speak. French rarely or occasionally outside the home are

more lxkely to have a hlgh level of social segmentamxon than.
those who speak French ‘often or nearly all the time outside
the home. One Of the hlghest uncertarnty coefficients was
also’found for. these two var1ab1es (soc1a1 segmentation and
how often French is spoken outside the home), U= .10. It
indicates that there is a 10% reduction in uncertainty of

.
I3

pfedicting one variable by knowledge of the other variable.
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. Level of Soc. Segment. N ef, P
. , W Med  Hi
Language Most Often Spoken at Home "
- Pnglish 29% 36 368 (417) v= .19 .0001
- French - o 13 27 0 (37> U= 05
- Other - L3 o T (62)
anguage Most Often Spoken Outside Home ’ !
~tglish . 20 . 38 - 42 (352) wv=.31 .0001
- French 67 ' 26 7 {94) U= .10 :
- Other & 53 3 1 Qo
Can ¥ou Speak French Well Bnowgh... A :
- M . . 15 - 27 58 _(73) v= .18 .0001, .
- Qualified answer ‘ 17 4 4 : (42) U=_.04 '
- Yes ) 8 )] , 27 ,' - (400) G» -,44
* Jiow Often French 1s Spoken Outside iome L oo
- M"Qly . * 13 27 () {108) V= 035 0001
- Occassionally 17 39 43 (132) u= .10 ’
- Often " 41 41 19 {215) G= -.57
- Nearly all the time. - For 75 17 8 {60)
- iiow Often French Spoken in Other Public Placely -
~ Rarely Cw 12 .8 69 (98) V= .30 000}
» = Occasjonally ‘e 19 32 48 (93) u= .08 .
- Qften ‘ 33 .0 28 (176) G= -.% h
- Nearly all the time e 55 32 14 (148)
‘ L]
. 1 . ! . , J
! -
. 2 o \ .
. [] ) "’ b4
L] ' ) N - .
. ) i .
f Y ' ﬁ ! *
. - . 1 -
" vt - LN ’
3 "’P‘ t ¢ ,
- . s ¥ /
o uh oA "
(4 ? " ‘.;.' . ¥ -
) 1'.3:
. . »
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Table 2-2. k)clalvs;!qnntatlm and .the various Indicators
. of Linguinug Segmehtation




o

" segmentation and lanyuage spoken -most pften outside home is

A q
v

The hig;ést value of gémma has also béen'found for this
bivaré;te table (G= ~-.57). Tt indicates that the -
felatignship is fairly strong and that discordant pairs
predominate 4—-pe§pﬂe in thé ”low; category o: t he vériable

"how often French is spoken outside the home" (thOS? who

‘rarely speak French outside the home) have a high lg\gl of

social segmentation, anaJthosg who speak French nearly all

the time outside the home have a low level of social

segmentation,

\

Other fairly strong associations have also 'been found.

Those who speak French most often outside the home are more

likely to be lower on' social segmentation than . dre those who

speak other languages or English (67% vs 53% 3nd}20%).

Those who speak-english most.often outside the home ar¢ more

likely to be higher on social segmentation than those who

Ly

speak other languages or French most often outside the home,

(42% vs 17% and 7%). The uncertainty coefficient for social .

also .10, indicating that ‘there is a 10% reduction in
uncertainty of predicting one of these variables by

knowledge of the other. Tﬁose who speak French nearly all

. the time in other public places, such as stores and

restaurants ‘are more likely to be lower on social

N i
. segmentation than are those who speak it often, occasionally

or rarely (55% vs 33%, 19% and 128). Also, those who speak
French rearely in other public places are more likely to be

higher on social segmentation than are those who speak it

‘occasionally, often or nearly all the time (60% vs 48%, 24%

) ’ : 78
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segmentation.

" and 14%). The uncertainty-cqefficient here is .08,

-indicating an 8% reductiqn in uncertaint9 of predicting one

variable by knowledge of the other variable (soc1a1

segmentatxon and how often French is spoken in public

tplaces). The value of gamma is -.50, 1ndxcat1ng that the

-'relationship is fa1r1y strong and that dxscordant pa;rs

predominate -- people in the “low 'category of the varxable
"how often French is spoken in other public places™ (those
who rarely*gpeak French in such places) have a hzgh'level “‘of
social seg%entatxénaand those who speak French nearly all
the time in public places have a low level oflsoqi;i
segméntaéion. ) ‘

| The weakest association was found between sbc1al
segmentation.and whether one can speak French well enough to
conduct a conversation (V= ,18)." Tho;; who can handle .
Frqgch are mare likely to be ierr on social segmentation
than are thosé who can't (38% vs 15%). Similarly, those who

can't handle French are more likely to be higher on social

‘segmentation than are thase who can (58% vs 27%). The

. ¢ 2

lowest uncertainty coefficient was found here with U= .04.
This indicates that there is a 4 pércent~reduction in -
uncettainty of predicting one véfiable by knowledge of the
other. The lowest of the three gamma values was EOUAd"&lSO
here, G= -.44; indicating nonetheless a fairly strong
associatiom and that discordant pairs predominate -- people
in the "“low" caiegory of the variable "knowledge of French"

2

(those whOfcan't‘handle—Frpncn) have a low level of

«

7
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“="(V= -,19). Those who speak French most often at home are

‘often at home are more likely to be higher on social

Another weaker association (compared to the

¢

associations between social .segmentation ‘and other
indicators of linguistic seymentation) was found between

social segmentation and language spoken most often at home

“

more likely to be lower on social seygmentation than are .
[

those who apeak other larnguages or English most often at .

home (73% vs 39%‘and 29%). Those who speak Bnglxﬂﬁbmost

s
'

segmentatién than are thosé who speak other, languages or
French (36% vs 31% and 0%). The value of the uncertainty
' 4, .
L
coefficient 1s .05, indicating only a 51 redpction in

uncertainty of predxctxng ohe variable by knnwledge “of the ?

other.

1 ' . !

-'/fb In sum, we have found that qocxal segmentatxnn is

,}” §;50c1ated wlth the various 1indicators of linguistic

'

>

segmentatxon. The strongest agsseciation was found between
socxal segmentation and how often French 1S spoken nutside

the home rather than with the qucst:&n of knowledye nf

French, although there is a gorrelation between social

i hnd

ségmentation and knowledye 6f" French. Other fairly strong
associatipns have also been found between social
seymentation and the following-two variables: lspguage
spoken most often outside home and how often Fresch 1s
spoken in other public places. fhe weakest association was
found between social segmentation and whether :gne can speak

French -welll enough to conduct a conversation‘fknowledqe of

French); Another weak association was also found between

.
] 1
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! -gpcial seymentation and language spoken most often at home.
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We may conclude that the usage'. and knowledge of French is

inversely linked to. the level of sodial segmentation.

linguistic

.and social segmentation are related to membership and -

other "frequently
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CHAPTER III""

&

MEMBERSHIP IN VOLUNTARY ORGANIZATIONS

Introduction

This' chapter deals with the membership of
nonfrancophone leaders in voluntary organizations. The :
relationship between membership in voluntary orgnizations

and segmentation is also examined. As we may recall, we had .

»
-

hypothesized that there ;as no direct relationship between
segmentation, and membership and participation in Qéluntary
qrganiz;tions. We haé also hypothesized that segmentatidn,
and membership ard participation in political parties were
negatively related to e}jch ogher; and that membership andf/
participation in voluntdry organizations, and membership aad
participation in politic¢al parties were positiveiy

-

associated with one another.

SN

Membership in Voluntary Organizations

-

Iﬁ order to get an idea of the kinds of volunta;y

organizations to which nonfrancophone leaders bel/ g, we

" have looked at the percentage distribution of membership for

Gifferent types of voluntary organizations. Table 3-1
illustrates this well. Most leaders belong to a vbluntary
organization of some kind. Over half of the leaders belong

to business or civic groups, neighborhood clubs or centers, |

)



Table 3-1. Percentage Distribution of Hembership‘fbrg
' Different Types of VoluntarymOrqanfzations -

_ Type of Organization , Percentage..(Yes)*
Labor unions 13
Professional and trade associations 49
Church (on synagogue) connected groups 47
Praternal lodges ‘ 16
Business or civic groups - . 53
PTA or home and.school associations - 29
Neighborhood clubs or centers 53
Ethnic associations , 38
Sport teams or groups : : 38
Self-help associations : 35
Charitable groups ' . 56

- Municipal pargy or movement ) 26

- Political papty b , ' 44

\

* These percentages were calculated on 527 cases.

-

-
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and charitable groups (53%, 53% and 56%). Not quite half of

A

them belong to professjonal and trade associations, church

(or synagogue) connected groups, ethnic associations, sport

teams or groups, self-help associationg and political
parties (49%, 47%, 38%, 38%, 35% and 44%). A minority belong ,

to labor unions, fraternal lodges, PTA or Home and School

<,

Associations, and municipal parties or movements (13%, 16%;

[

29% and 26%).

.

In ordeér to reduce data %o an easily manageable form
by creating -- if possible -- indices for the test of -the
model with log-linear approaches, we examined ;he
associations between thelvarious types of voluntary

organizations. To do this, we looked at the bivariate

distributions between the various measures of membership in

voluntary organizations, Statistically-'significant
relatxonshxps were found between some of the measures of
membershlp in voluntary organizations (see Table 3- 2).
Membership in municipal parties or movements, and membership
in polxtxcal parties are the most highly correlated
variables, Other hxgh correlatxons were also found Jetween
membership in frater;al lodges and membership in charitable-
groups; membership in business or civic groups, and
membership in prbfessio al and trade associations; and
membership fn self-hblp association:[and membership in
charitable groups. F;na ly, the correlation between

membérship in business or civic groups and membersﬁiplin

neighborhood clubs or centers 18 the weakest of all the

.correlations.

-~ o
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To fﬁrther'analyze the data, we decided to use
‘smallest - space analysis (SSA). This will provide a clear
graphic representation of the associations between the

various measures of membership in voluntary organizations,

/ .

Smallest -}space analysis is based on the correlations
between these variables. The diagram in Figﬁre 3-i would
satisfy our correlation matrix. Each of the mumbers in‘this
diagram represents a study variable; that }s'aﬁmeasﬁre of
membership in voluntary organizations. For further detail
on the vglue of each number, refer to Table 3-2. The
distancéﬁbetween two mumbers represents t%e inverse éf
the correlation between the two variables. Tnét is, if the
two variables are highly correlated, they Qil} be connected
by a short line (they will be close together); if Ehey are
weakly correlated, they will be .connected by, a longer line
(they will be farther apart). The lines have also been
labelled with the correlations between;the pairs of
variables. An examination of the diagram will indicate that
the'longest distance, busiéegs or pivxclgroups and
neighborhood clubs or centers (332—334)_cor}esponds to the o
weakest correlation. The shqrtést distance, municipal party
or movement and political party (339-419) corresponds to the
strongest correlation. The same rule applies for all other
distances aﬁd correlations.- The‘diagram.may also be,
interpreted in terms of the observed clustering of
variables. That is, we note that variables business or

civic groups, municipal party or movement, and political

party (332, 339, and 419) are closely clustered; church.

78
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Figure 3-1. Smallest-Space Analysis Results.*

* The problem of distance between variables was
handled by adding period leaders. The actual
distance corresponds to the full lines only.
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‘another. "Since the cluster business or civic groups,

o organlzatxons, the cluster

‘teams, self help aSSchatlo

.organizations membership.

(or synagogue) connected gfoups and fraternal lodges,
bu%iness or civic groups, neighb#rhood clubs or centers,

ethmmic associations, sport teams, self-help associations
(=N

.and charitable groups'(330—331—332—334-335-336—337—338) forms

another cluster. Those numbers clustered.todether represent

,variabkes that are relatively highly associated with one

municipal party or hévement and political party (332-339-419)

‘is very much linked to'membership in political parties, it

w1ll be labelled polltlcal related membershxp. Being linked

thh membershlp ln ‘0

nonfpolltxcal types of voluntary

A

hurch (or synagogue) connected

graups, fraternal lodges, bfisiness or civic groups,

nelghborhood clubs or pente sSsoci: ‘gns, sport

S’,

ethnic

s, ';able groups (330~

331-332-334-335-336-337-338) 'will be labefled voluntary

There are, then, two poles of membershlp in véluntary -

1

SN
organizations, and consequently two poles of leadershxp.

¢

-One is’the‘leadershxp llnked to polgt;gs and to the

Ay

organlzatlons of bus1nessmen. The other is the leadership

,lxnked to voluntary organxzatlons' actlvztzes, which seems

to be dlvorced from pOllthS; /We must .als6 stress that
although membership in ethnLc associations is included in the
qoluntary organizatlons membersﬁlp" cluster, 1t is weakly

linked wlth the other\voluntary organizations. This

indicates an ethnic association membership dissociated from

politics‘but weakly or marginally associated with other s

- 80
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volunfary associations.

o

‘

“ ' * e

We had hypothesized in chapter one that segmentation

was negatively associated with membership and participation

o

in political parties. Since those leaders who are, less

segmented linguistically and socially will be moré likely to

L4

'partlcipate in political parties than the more segmented

ones; the latter then, will be more iikely to participate in

-
]

voluntary organizations other than of the political type.

From this, we may derive the following two hypotheses: (1)
those leaders who are less segment@d linguistically angd
gocially will be more likely to belong to the political

related membership than the more segmented ones, ‘and (2) .

- those leaders who are more segmented linguistically and

¥

socially will be more likely to belong'to voluntaﬁy

organizations membership than the less segmented ones...

Membershi in Volungag[ Orqpnizations, and .

T~ Social and Linguistic Segmentation-

s

Social Segmentation .

b

. To.determine whether associations exist between

membership in voluntary organizations and social

~

segmentation, we constructed bivariate tables between the

political related membership and social segmentation; and
the voluntary organizations membership and social

segmentation. Table 3-3 illustrates the relationships

.

between these variables. The relatiorship between political

P 4

related membership and socipl segmentation-was not .

séatistgcally significant at the .00l level of significance.

®
It was also found that the relationship between the

81
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Table 3-3. Membership in Folitical Related and in Voluntary

Organizations by Social Segmentation -
level of Social Segmentation Ooef. P’
’ <
- L . Low Med Hi "
Political Related Membership
-in none of these org's 28 308 39% G=—.19* " .001
-in 1 of these org's Yo 308 34y, 28%
-in 2 of these org's ’ 318 21% 3%
-in all 3 of these org's ; 18% 15% 108 - 5y
(166) (178) - (165) . '
Voluntary Organizations E ) -
Mlbership ’ ‘ Y K '
~-in 2 or less such org's 27% 35% 40% G=—.16* .001"
.-in 3 such org's 21 218 208 c
-in 4 such org's . 18% 13% 21w 4
-in 5 or more such org's 35% 318 20%

(170)  (179). (164)

* Not statistically significant at the .00l level of significance.

~

. . -
w! . o
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"apply a variation of the elaboration paradigm to this

l_‘\':
voluntary organizations membership and.social segmentation -
was not statistically significant, Therefore, membership in

>

voluntary organizations and social gegmentation are not
7 . ‘ . .

4

LIS

asgsociated with one another.
.our initial analysis indicated that the polit;calk

related membership and the voluntary organizations

membership were not”rélated to each other. We decided to

original relationship of zero, to see if any relationships '~
appear in the partials (see Table 3-4). Social segmentation .

3

was found to suppress the relationship between political
related mémbership and voluntary orga%izatiOns membership.

When contrélling for social segmentation, the partial '
relationships are not all the sahe as the original one., This -
15 a case of specifiéation: the elaboration model has

produced partial relationships that-differ from each other.

The original relationship of zero oniy holds in the :
following condition: among leaders with a‘medium level of
segmggﬁgﬁipnq~ Among leaders with a low and.high level of
social segmentation, there is a relationship between the two
types of membership in voluntary organizations. However,

this relationship is stronger among leaders with a.high

levél of social segmentation with a gamma walue of .48 vs

:34 for those with a low level of segmentation. Social
ségmentation in this case is a suppressor variable,’ r
concealing the relationship between political related

| N .
membership and voluntary organizations membership. Holding

social segmentation constant, then, we have found that
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political related membership and‘yoluntary organizations

4

membership are positively related to each other, and that =+
2

this relétionship is stronger in” the higher level of social.

segmentation., - To verify which variable had more effect,

social segmentation or volyqtary organizations membership,
we constructed some more partial tables using voluntarn_
organizations membership as a contrcl variable this time.
None of the partial tables ;howed any significant. )
relationships. Thus, it {s the social segmentation effect
which is important in the relatiomnship between voluntary

&

oryanizations and political related memberships,

Linguistic Segmentation

To determine whether assoclations exist between
membé;sh1p in voluﬁtary organizations and linguistic ’
segmentation, we constructed bivariate tables between
ﬁolitical related membership and the indicator of
linguistic segmentation; and voluntary organizapions
membership and the indicator of linquistic segmentation.
Tahle 3-S5 1llustrates the relationships between these
varilables. The relat%onship between political related
ﬁembership and knowledge of French shows a st?;istica]ly
significant positive assoc;ation at &he .001 level of

4

significénce with a Jémma value equalling to .31. Thus, -
‘ )

bilinguals ( the less seygmented linguistically) are more

likely to belohg to political related organizations.

Therefore, linguistic segmentation and political related

membership are negatively related to each other. The

\
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.. ° Table 3}-5. Membership in Folitical Related and IW Woluntary \
A Organizations by the Indicator of Linguistic Seqnentatim
Y
, . © Indicator of Linguistic fiegmnuuon .
, = Can.-you speak French Q;ef p .
¢ well Enough to (bnduct ' : L
“a Conversation ’ )
- : '  No Qualified -Yes : ‘
Political Related Mamber. o L
~None ‘ : 59% . . 30% 268 Ge 310 . 001
- ~ne . | 17 -3 32 '
A -Two P ©14 .“ ),A 4 - 28 ‘ T
w o =More \ 10, 19 15 . " N
) ‘ (71) Lm (405) : v
R / J“‘ﬁr ’ e . ) | ]
Wluntary Organizations’ o ‘ . - o _’ L v
, Membership - B KN ' oo
N ;e?,Jess : ’ ey . v B o G .09 - .00 A
S e 22 A B ARE : : oy
| 18 17 Y ‘ . .
J4~Five or more Gy 22 29 . 30 ‘ '
V% , ©(73) (42) - (408) ]

/ ------_;._-......_.._.-_._T.__ ..... L - R . | ’ ‘ a
o i . . }"’ ' ‘ . N ' B . ‘
* gtatistically significant at the .00 level of significance. ‘

Y
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- " relationship between voluntary organizations membership and

I'inguistic segmentation was not statistically significant.

Therefore, these two variables are not reldated to each
Do . .

other. : ' )

ConX(gllxng for ,linguistic segmentation this time, we
&
decided to reapply the,variation of the elaboration model to

the original relationship of zero between the pnlltxcél

-

related membership and voluntary organizations membe€rship

[

(see Table 3-6). Linguistic segmentation was also found to

suppress the relationship between political -related

o

membership and voluntary organlzations membership. The
original relationship of zero only holds for the value
wgqualifiéd answer” of the indicator of linguistic

-

seymentation (knowyedge of French). Among leaders who have
a knowledyge of French as well as tho%e who don't, the}e 1S a
relagxxnship between political relatéd membersltiip aﬁh
volurrtary organizations membership. However, this
relationship is stronger among leaders who do not have a
knowledge of French (those who are ﬁqré segmented

. linguistically)”with a gamma value of .53 vs ,42 for those

~

who have a knowledge of French (the less segmented

! linguistically). Thus, linguistic, segmentation is also a

suppressor variable, concealing the relationship between

pog
~

political related membership and voluntary organizations

- &~
membership. Holdinyg linguistic segmentation constant, then,

we have again found that political related membership and

voluntary organizations membership are positively related to

Fe

each other and that this relationship is stronger in the
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‘important in the relationship between voluntary

"political related membership :and social segmentation. .

—o

category of higher iinquigtic segmentation. Again to verify
which variable had more effect; linguistic segmentation or
voluntary organizations membership, we-constructed more
conditiqgmnal tablgg using.yoluntary organizationg

membershifl as a control variable. Here too, none of the )
partial. taplea showed any significant relationships. Tﬁus,

it is the Jlinguistic segmentation effect which is also . -

o;gapizations'membership and political related membership.

In sum, we have not found any relationship between

Similarly, no relationship was found between voluntary

A

organizations membership and social segmentation. While a
negative association was found between political related

membership and linguistic segmentation, no relationship was
/

»

. Q . . .
found between voluntary organizations membership and

v

linguistic segmentation. It was also found that political

related and voluntary organizations memberships were
7

"positively associated with one another. This relationship

was basically due to the segmeqtation (social and

linguistic) effect. Last, we have not been able to confirm
the hypothesis that‘segﬁentation and voluntary organizations 3
membership were positively related to one another . Bﬁt we

have partly confirmed our hypéthesis that segmentation and

_political related membership are negatively related to each

J

.other. We found a negative association between linguistic . K

segmentation and political related membership. -

W e
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D{scussion and ConelUsién

The analysis conducted in this chapter, was to give us
a better idea of the model which will follow in chapter
four, We discovered that most of the leaders belong to some
form of voluntar; ofgaﬁizatién. Although correlations have
been found between some types of membership in voluntary

@

organizations, the correlations were not always strong.
This may indicate that leadgrs-have dffficulty getting
organized for—cpllective action. As we know, organization
for collective action 1s particularly possible ?hrough
membership in politicgl parties; the latter are
organizations in which more resources are available for
mobi}xdzation.s

By doing smallest - space analysis, we discovered two
clustegs or poles of membership in volunéary organizations,

—

Since one of these clusters is linked so much with
]

membership in politicaﬁ parties; we could just use the
variable membership in political parties.in our model
(instead of the political related membership variable).
Theréfore, we will exclude thg political rélated membership
v§riab1e, and retain membership in the political parties and

A B

voluntary organizations membership as variables for our

1

model .
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CHAPTER 1V

LOG-LINEAR ANALYSIS

The Revised Model-

A)

N In preparing for our analysis in chapter one, we had
»
hypothesized that linguistic and social segmentation were

—

. positively associated with one another, and that there was

no direct relationship between segmentation and membership °

14

and participation in voluntary organizations. We had
I

- -

hypothesized that linguistic and social segmentation were

negatively related to membership and participation in
( H . .

voluntary organizations. The analyses conducted in chapters

' } -
two and three have given us some new }nformation. We have

/

found as expected that linguistic and[social segmentation

were positively related to each other. Two sets of

N

membership in voluntary organizations were found, one which

is strongly related with political organizations, and

another set related améng’themselves but not with political
[

. organizations. These were respectively désignated as
-+ "political related membership" and, ."voluntary organizations
mgmbership".‘ Our elabo;ation model showed that these two
types of membership in voldntary organizations were
pésitively related to one another. It was also found thét

social segmentation was not associated with either the

voluntary organizations membership or the ?olitical related

91 ) 5
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a
membership. Whereas linguistic ‘segmentation was found to be
negatively associated with the political related membership,
there was no associaéion begweenvlinquistic sggméntétion and
the voluntary organizations membé}ship.

As we may recall, the correlation coefficiqqts for the
political related membership variables were Qery high.

Siqce the pol{gical related mémbership variables were so
.much linked wigg political partieé,'we decided to exclude it
from the left side of our model (see Figure 1-3), in order

. , , .
to concentrate on the individual effects of voluntary
orgdnizations not associated with political parties. The

political related membership variable was so highly related

to political parties that it can be practicaliy considered

¥ as the same variable.
!

The above Eindiﬁgs and modifications are illystrqted
in the causal diagram which‘appears in Figure 4-1., A
diagram of recursive effects is necessary to téét models of
causal relationships among the‘study variables, tbat is in
order to conduct path analog log-linear analysis. 1In Table
4-1, an.inventory of.bhe v%riableé used for the analysis is

shown., In the next section, we will proceed step by step.

with the causal modelling.

i i A, . Pi

starting at the left in the diagram (Fig. 4-1), we
first formed the three-way table of linguistic segmentation
by social segmentation by voluntary organizations membership

and fitted a series of log-linear models to determine

— r
— v

92 .
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- & . ' ~ ., ®
with greater parsimony than in-the previous chabtefs_
how these three variablés are related to each bther.

The models that were tested here, are shown in Table 4-2.,

,The only medel which fitted the data was the proposed

ﬁodel (LS} (V] which has 12 = 6.87 with df=5. Estimation

of parameters for model [LS] {v] appear in Table 4-~3.

' These values show that being high on linguistic

v

segmentation is negatively associated with beirg,
low on social segmentati@® (-.368) and positively with being

" high on social segmentation (.434): In other words, a low

)

~levei of social segmentation is linked with a 16w level of

1 -

. linguistic segmentation,"and\a high level of social
éegmenfation is linked with,a high level .of linguistic

segmentation, While social segmeptétion and linguistic

segmentation are positively related to one another, neither
. _ ) : : 4

. one of them is related to memberghip in vdluntary

arganizations. At this point, there are no modificatiéng,

io[bfing to the left side of our causal,diagram and no new

. ~

information is added to what “previous chapters have already

" shown. | |
The next step in finding the best - fitting causal -
expianétion was to analfze the four-way subtable formed by
linguistic segmehtation,psocial Segmentatign and voluntafy

- -

organization membership, and the next variable in the

"

sequence, membership in political parties. At this point,

'some cells were very small and two had zeros in them. The

problem of observed zero. frequencies arise from two

s

stituations :(1) very small samples, bafticularly when
/ -

-
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'~ Table 4-3. Effect baramé?éré of Model Eis] [vi

4

Lambda

Standard
Z value

Standard
error”

Fs

Social Segmentation ’ : -
[Ls] Low -.368 L1227 . -3.025%
Medium ~.066 ! %105 - .630
High .434 - 893 " 4.645%
* significant at .85 level (> + 1.96 ) - ’
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several variables are crosstabulated, due to the small
probabilities for some categoriés, or (2) the logical or
fixed zero cell, thEt is even if the entire population is
available, certainbclassifications have no empirical
referents {Knoke_and gurke, 1980). In our cgéb, it is a
realistic assumption to consider that there are empirical
referents, that the zér;s érqgmainly due to sample
fluctuations and the size of saméle. So, in order not to be
faced with the problem of‘undefined logitg wiéh zeros in the

denominators, we added a .5 constant, With this procedure,

we follow Leo Goodman's (1970) recommendations to add a

constant small value to every cell in the body of the table. '

The same procedure will be followed from now on,.

Even .though segmentation variables and voluntary

oryanizations membership were found in the previous step to °

~

be independent, the logit model requires that the marginal
table for all causal antecedent variables be cantrolled for
all the subsequent steps. This means fhaﬁ the interaction

betwéer these three variables [LSV] will be present”iﬁ the

‘next step of the causal analysis. The models to be tested

are those involv%ng the felat%onship of membership in
political parties with each of the three antecedents and
their combinat{%n as shown in Tqblen4;4;‘ Our ‘choice of
models to investigate was guided by théofy and previous
findings. Our strategy hodel\aiso follows the §pproach‘
which starts‘with the simplest model, such aé\one which fité

only the one-variable marginal tables and successively adds

increasingly complex association and interaction terms until

98 .
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Table 4-4. Models Fitted to Four-Way Crosstabulation of.
¢ Lingiistic Segmentation, Social Segmentation,’
- Voluntary Organizations Membership, and Membership

in - Political partxes

Y

7

J

Fftteﬁlﬂ¢fginals

L2

‘Model d.f. - p
Coen
‘5 [LSV] [P) 32.64 11 .001
‘ - 6 (LSV] [LP) 24.76 10  .006.
l Y .~ -[Lsv] [sP) 30,54 - 9 .001  ~
L .8 ’ (Lsvl (vp] . 18276 .10 .043
| 9 [LSV]) [LP} [SP]} "23.52 8 .003 -
\ 10 - [Lsv} {LP] . [VP] 11.70 9 . 231
11 {Lsv] .[sp] [VP] 17.52 8 .025
12 - .[Lsv] ([LP] (sP] (vP] 10.86 7 . 145
' - —————
a
;
’.:{
)
o . "'1’ .
"
i
" i
. -
- - \""
o 2
.
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an acceptable fat 1s obtained wifich cannot be significantly

improved by adding further terms. This approach"treats the
simplest model as the starting point. Adding more complex
relationships to sxmplér ones clearly reveals the

hierarchical structure of log-linear models (Knoke and

Ifl\gque, 1980:38). ‘ .
- . ! 1+ " .
. Y Since we-have already designated membership in

the four-way

political parties as the dependent variable
variable crose tabulation, the first model/ to be tested 1s

one 1n which npone of the independent variaWles

-
-

signxfxcant pela£1onship with the dependent measure. Thais
model as well as others to be tested are shown in Table 4-4.
M This table shows that 6n1y'two ﬁodels fit the data, models 10
and 12, Model 10 proposes a direct relationship between
party membership and.voluntary organizations membership as
well 5§vw1th»1ingu15t§c segmentation, and model 12 proposes
6n top a direct rel;tlonship with social segmentation. Thé
first sgep of our analysis of Table 4-4 is to see if’there

1S any statistical difference between models 10 and 12:

-

‘ - L2 7 d.f. " p
i Model 10 11.70 9
Model 12 10.86 -1
.84 2 n.s.

~

Thi§ difference is not statistically significant.
Conseguently, model 10 should be retained and the
association [$P] does not bring anything worthwhile to

consider. The model for this step 1s thus [LSV] [LP] [VP]

2

- and has L =11.70/with df=9. Esﬁima;ion of parameters for

model [LSV] [LP] [VP] appear in Table 4-5. These values

. \ L} ¢
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Table 4-5. Effect Parameters (Lambda and Beta) of Model
o [Lsv] [LP) [vp] LT
Estimated _Standard Standard )
- " effects .efror Z value
. ' . -/
{usv]* C. 1)y, .e47. » .136 . 346 '
2) .06 .113 .@55
»3) ’-.853 171 -.527 - T
[Lp)** - 1) .348 . 166 4.188%** - .
Cvpl** . 1) .346 .166 4.156%**

* When looking at independent varlables w1th1n themselves, N

lambda effects are used.

*+* When looking at assoc1atlons between 1ndependent ang, o
dependent variables, beta is used; Lambda (A) estimates

are doubled to Obtain the equivalent’Beta (B) values (Kngke

and Burke, '1980). o

*** significant at .85 level { > 1.96).
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§ show significant positive associations between ldinguistic

segmentation and -membership in political parties, and
voluntary organizations ‘membership and meﬁbership in
political parties. As expected the relatioﬁship between the
former is slightly stronger than between the latter, BUt(Ehe
effects are comparable.“ Thus, ‘those who are b111ngual are
more likely to be mémbers of political parties than those
who are not bilingual (.348), and those who are members of
voluntary organizations are also more likeiy to be members
of poliiical parties than non-members (.346). Membérship in
voluntary organizations encourages political barﬁicipation,
even if we exclude organizations which are linkeq to
po}itical parties. Those who are members of two or less
organizations have less of a tendency to be members of

political parties than those who, are members of three or

more 6rganizations. The effect of membership in voluntary

organiz$tions is almost as strong as the effect of =
linguistic segmentation. Therefore, again up to this point,
there are Ho modifications to bring to our causal diagram }n
Figure 4-1.

Next in the analysis sequence‘treatg belief in the
efficiency of collective action as the dependent measure. .
As before, the interaction components [LSVP] aré kept
constant. Table 4-6 shows the results from the series of
possible médels. All the considered models fit the data but”
some, obviously fit better than others. They are: models

16, 19, 20 and 22. They vary in terms oé complexity. Model,

16 keeps a single direci association, that is voluntary
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A,

- Table 4-6. Models Fitted to Five-Way Crossiabuldiion'of
Lingquistic Segmentation, Social Segmentation,
Voluntary Organizations Membership, Membership
in Political Parties and Belief in the Efficiency
of Collective Action

Model Fitted Margingls L2 a.f. P .
13 - [Lsve] [B] . 26.87 23 . .1262
14 - [Lsyp] [LB] 24.74 T 22 , +309
is . [Lsvp)] ([sB] 25.92 21 .210
© 16 (Lsvep] (vB] - 15.88 . 22 RS
17 - [Lsvr] “[pB]) ‘ . 25.02 - 22 .296
18 (Lsve} (LB] [SBY . 22.91° 20 293
19 [Lsvp] [LB]) [VB) 14.17 21 >.5
20~ (Lsve] ([sB] [vB] 14%03 20 >.5
21 _ [usvep] [sB] [pB] “23.96 - 20 .244
22 [tsve] (pB]_(vB] 15.10, 21 >.5
(g k )
» »
) .1
~ ) {
. P Y
e ¢ X ~..
- ‘ i
, .
(
~r - .
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\

organizations membersﬁip and belief in'the efficienéy

of coliective action [VB]; while the otherlmodels édd one
other association to [VB]. The question here is whether
or not including another assqciatibn brings about

a significant difference. So, comparisons are necessary:
“ ' 2

’. L doft p

. . Model 16 15.80 22 ..

Model 19 14.17 .21 ‘ )

‘ ’ 1.63 1 - n.s.

Model 16 " 15..80 22

Model 20 14.03 20 N

1.77 2 * n.s
Model 16 15.80 22 , I
Model 22 15.10 21 . n
70 1 N.S. )

. \ .
"These differences are not statistically significant.

Consequently, model 16 should be retained. We see that.
adding other associations would not significantly improve

the already'%dequate fit provided by ([LSVP] IVB]; This

model has L2 =15.80 with  df=22. We conclude that belief -
.in the efficiency of collective action is Ao; directly

reiated to the other variables considered in models o

19, 20, and 22 but related in the causal model sequence. L ,d/

variables membership %n political parties and belief in the
efficien;;-of collective action should not bg,connecteai

- in the diagram.by an arrow. Once again, ;e see the ¢
importance of -the voluntary organizations memgership.effect.
Parameter estkmates for model [LSVP] [vB] appear in Table
4-7. Thesé values show as expected a sigﬁificant positi;e

i
association between voluntary orgarnizations membership and

belief in the efficiency of collective action. Thus, those

PEERY
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Table 4-7. Effect Parameters of Model [LSVP] [VB]

. Estimated

,,"

Standard Standard
= ’ r effect error z value
. [LSVP] 1) -.801 .191 -.004
. 2) -.119 .159 -.745
- ) ~.3) .119 .169 -.708
vel * 1) .452 ,  -246 3.688*
* Significant at .05 level (> 1.96).-‘
. . )
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i3

who are members of three‘gi more voluntary organizations are
\ .

i .

more likely to believe in the efficiency of /collective
4

action than thpse who belo;;?to twa or les; boluntéry )
organizations (.452). Althoﬁéh for leadeéers, ﬁembership in
voluntary organizations has an effect on the belief in the
efficiency of collective action, the effect of being member

of a political party is'not significant,. ‘

Finally, the fourgk step‘in the anal}sis squencé
treats collective action around the defense of ‘
nonfrancophones' interests as the dependent variable. Table
4-8 shows thé results from the series of possible models. 4
All proposed models fit the data including the model of
independence [C]. Tﬁe only model which fits betffer the data
is model 26, but.hardly. The level of significance between
this model and the model of independence (23 [C]) is\close
to .05. This means that one could conclude that no strong
direct relationship between engagement in qpllective action
and }hé considered factors in this study seems to exist.
TherOnly factor which seems to be a little more reléted is
linguistic segmentation. Beind bilingual seems to be
important for a leader to engage in collective action and
this makes sense for someonéato be vocal in a province where
the majority are francophones. Since 1ing;istic
segmentation is a little more related to engagement in
collective action than the otger factors in'this study, model
[LSVPB] [LC]} which has L2 = 49.09 Qith df= 46 is the model

retained for this step. Variables belief in the efficiency

of collective action and collective action should not be

106 . .7
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M Table 4-8. Modezs Fitted: to Sfx~Way Crosstabdiatlon of
-, - : -Linglistic-Segméntation, Social Segmentation,
T ~Vo}zntary Organlzatlons Membersh1p, Membershrp
" , in/Political Parties, Belief in the Efficiency
~, ; - of Collective Action and Collective Action
@ 1 - ‘
;*. : ." A / B ) &
.. 'Y f  Model ‘J/Fitted Marginals Lo q.f. R
)n s ‘ . ’ / ! - F - — " H‘__
P >23 - [LsvPB] [C). 52.60 7 .266
e 24" / (LsveB] (Bc{ 52439 46 240
. 25 7/ (LsveB] [PC]* 52.45 46 .238
N 26 [LSVPB] [LC] R 49.99 46 350
.. 27 [LSVPB] [SC) $52.32 45 <211
' 2 [LSVPB] [VC] 52.42 46 .239
. 9 (LSVPB] ([BC]® [VvC], 52.14 45 .216
) , 30 [LSVPB] (BC] [SC] 52.12 44 .188
S 31 [LSVPB] ([BC] [LC] 48.67 45 .327
32 [LSVPB] [BC] [PC] 52,23 45 -214.
o ‘ / ~ )
3 // . i )
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connected in the diayjram by an arrow; instead we now have an

3
1

' r, - . ;
arrow joining linguistic segmentation to collective action

.

in ‘the form of period leaders to illustrate the minimal
. . - * ¢ -
independent effect of linguistic segmentation when all other

indebendent factors are controlled for.—Parameter estimates

for modél_[LSVPB] [LC] appear in Table 4-9. )Thqse values
. show a positive association between linguistic segmentation '

: b

"and collective action. As expected, bilinguals are more

likely to engaée in collective action than non-bilinguals ¢

(.230). : ' : .y s

At this point,‘we cummulate the results of ‘the above

=,

analyses, The ,recursive causal model which\best‘represgnts
- i * T L) R ’
our data is the sum of the models for the successive three

-, four -~ five -, and six - way crosstabulations. This
. model fits the marginal tables (LS} (V] [LP] [VP] [VB] [LC}'
and has 2= (6.87 + 11,70 + 15.80 + 49.09) = 83.46 with df=

(5 +9 + 22 + 46) = 82, The final causal diagram is shown

" in Figure 4-2. Thus we have found that bilinguals tend .to

\

have a lower level of %ocia;*segmentatiqn, while the levels
of linguistic and social segmentations per se do not have an

effect on membérship in voluntary organizations. Those who
/ s

¥

are bilingual and those uh& belong to three or more

+ voluntary organizations are more likely to belong to a
politicgl party.. However, social segmentation does not h;vé
an effect on membership in .political parties. Those who

belong to .three or more voluntary organizations are more
v

H -

"likely to believe in the efficiency of collective action °

whereas neither type of segmentation nor membership in .om

1
L4
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"E' / “a
related than theaother factors in tth sfudy. This leads us
EY “ .
B NI ; v
to say tTat bllxngual% are-more 11kely,to engage_ln .
. N . L , - }
; pol}ectlve action. ) , f : . '
- A " ' »
' ' ] "W at th1skstudy shows is that it is a complex relatlon
. of factqrs which might lead to collect1ve act1on among ‘
F:/ ‘ t
leader§7 Various scenarios or paths of causa11ty are
Y |
— possib é These w111 be dzccussed in the conclusion
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'3 single factor is strongly related to collectlve acciqn

i -

except for linguistic: segmentatlon which is a little more

S

polit1ca14part1es per se has an effect on such be11eﬁ. No -«
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‘ . CHAPTER V_

p ‘ , CONCLUSION ~

-

\

Oour study does not contradict theé theoretical base,

but the model which had been developed originally was

bagt

pértially confirmed. All leadersdbelong to some kind of

voluntary organization; being segmented or not does not

Q

organizations. We thought that -social segmentation wquld“
/ , have an effect on membership and participation in pblitical

partieé but it actually did not. However, such a finding,

°

+

afterall, is not really surprising. People who live in
" highly segmented areas are expected to have a motivation to

have their views expressed in a political party as well as

P ¢ 4 . . R
. others, On the other hand, any(potent leadership role in,a

‘ -
Quebec party in Quebec requires some knowledge of French.

P d

I¥ is not by accident that knowledge of French is ‘then

. associated with membership in political parties among these

leaders. Although in chapter three we had first found that
& ,

. there were no strong ;elationspips between the voluntary
o L] : - - }

_organizations meﬁ%etship and the poIitical related .

. . membership, when controlling for other factors in chapter
. three and through log;linear analysis, we found a positive
-_ . association between voluntary organizations membership and

~ % political related membership. And next, it was found that

L)

k. *
9 : v .

change much ih terms of membership in voluntary , ' ¢




the only factor which is dxrectly linked with belxef in the

efficiency of collectlve action is membership in voluntary

- e
-

organizations. The evidence shown in our data suggests that
neither any type of segmentation nor membership in political

‘

parties is associated with any belief of that sort.
Finally, we founé ghat there was no single factor in the
model which-is strongly related té‘én engagement in
collective action for the defense of inéerests of

nonfrancophones in Quebec. One exception might be the

knowledge of French but still its independent effect when

+

all other factors are controlled for! remains .minimal.

Thus, it is a combination of fadtors which might. lead to
collective action among leaders. 'The testing of models with
other factors besiées those included in the preseni'study,

should be considered‘in'future research on the mobilization

of Quebec s nonfrancophone leaders in communal movements.

These-findings seem to suggest that varlous scenarxos i
or patterns of influence on sgch a collective action are e
réalisticaliy pOSSiblé. One of them could be'Fhat leaders .
who ére members in political parties are placed in a’
situation whe?é a/feelihg of powerlessness is dominant. A
prov1nc1al p011t1ca1 party is ‘above all a domlnant French
organization and any anglophone who believes in defending
the cause of.'members of‘}ts group realizes that ‘the only"
bossible strategy would be through a series of compromises,
such as the exchange of votes'in the party to satisfy

i

varlous facglons n the party. On ‘the other hand, either

b |
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A

out of some opportunity maybe to acquire a greater

visibility, a bilingual member might get into collective

action anyway.:

In that first scenario, it might play

various futhlons. One is to satiéfy the constituency,

which has expectations of the leadership. - He would tend to

get involved 1n collective action that was accommodative.

Leaders -who have the most opportunitles to be vocal in -

‘Quebec and who have the resources to be so,7that is, those

who are bilingual and participate in political parties, were

very, accommodative. A review of the press would show that

this s 1ndeed the case among political leaders.

Furthermore, groups defending the interests of anglophones,

tended to be accommodative whern linked with, for instance,

the dominant parties, such as the provincial Liberal Party.
I

This 1s the case of groups like Alliance Quebec or Positive

Action Committee. For instance, these two groups used

strategies of due process like the presentation of briefs or

giving press conferences. They never used really tactics

of confrontation like the Fresdom Of Choice Movement or

=N

Quebec For All advocacy group.

The other scenario is that membership in voluntary

organlzatioﬁs is the only factor directly linked with belief

in the efficiency of collective action when all factors are

controlled {o}.

N ‘ R
This suggests that some people who are just

linked to voluntary ordanizations might get involved 1in

collective action which are more extremist in form or based

I3

on their beliefs, ideologies, etc. These people were

getting involved out of frustration of what they expected

~é,~
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-

from their representatives/in political parties but who were

-

. consequently less prepared, less served by resources and LY

constraints than the ones who belonged to political\garties.-
They were probably the ones who were less likely to be

credible vis-3-vis the established Quebec and federal

~¢

institutions. Another indication of this is that people who

1 [ 4

ghot involved in the Freedom of.Choice Moyément and the

Quebec For All advocacy group, were very militant and chose

strategies of confrontation which were seen by francophones .
' as~too passionate and extremist. For exampl;, hoycotts,

civil disobedijence, a&é a march down St. Catherine Street

were called for at the first meeting of the Quebec For All |

group in November 1981 (Scott, 1981). At this same meeting,
: - \\. \T‘:\

-

Dr .} Champagne ‘>f the Freedom of Choice Movement had called ,

for a two-week boycott of companies such as Steinberg Inc.
and Eaton which had removed Engllsﬁ\§igns from their

. o . S
stores. The most credible activists in the defense_ of the .

interests of nonfrancophones were annoyed by these

’ strategies/ and would not believe 1n the credibility of such \"
actions. [The mcre accommodative groups §dvoca£1ng non- -
francophone's ia:irests in Quebec such as‘Alliance Quebhec .
and Positive Action Committee tendéd to be more successful
—and gained more visibility than the more extremist advocacy

’ groups like Quebec For All and Freedom of choice Movement,
N Thus, leaders who fit the first scenario have a yreater

\
chance of success than those who fit the second one,

k/""
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Percentéée Distribution by National or Ethnic

Origin . ’ )
. o/ ) A
. Ethnic Group \ - Percentage .
British, English, SCotish .21
Canadian, Qu&bé&cois,
_English_Quebecers - ) . 30*
Others ) 43**
» No particular ethnic or
K national group X 6
. ) ‘ (527)

%4 Canadian is given by most in this category (28.1%)

** No particular ethnic or national group stands out except

Jewish (10%), Irish (7%) and Italian (7%).
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“Table A-2.

4

-

Percentage Distribution by Mother Tongue

- "
' Mother Tongbe ' ‘ Percentage
English 3 T3
French v 3 -
. Other €« 24*
' , : , (527) - -

* No partlcular mother tongue stands “out except

Greek (5%) and Italian’ (8%).
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- ’ Table A-4. Percentage Distribution by How Often French is
. - ’ . Spoken Outside the. Home
K 4 - 4

o
- Y 4 s

How Often' French Is Spoken e Percentage .
Outside Home . 4 ‘ R ¥
, . . Nearly all the time or most often 26 -
‘ Often - ‘ 42 ,
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_p. Rarely ‘ \ : N [
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1 Table A-5:

Percentage Distribution by How Often French is
Spoken in Other Public Places (i.e.: stores and

o <o ' restaurants N
L
* How Often French Is Spoken N Percentage
in Public Places . .
oo | Nearly -all the time or most often s 29 ‘e
T Often v - 34
Occasionally . 18 . T
Rarely - , 1 '
Never ‘ .. 6 (
‘Depends, it varies ! , 42 .
“No answer ' ‘ _*
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Table A-7¢ Percentage Distribution by Language Spoken Most

L . - < = - o
. . Language Spoken Mest Percentage
' Often Outside Home
L} " J' N
/ English 68
A , French 19 .
. French and English 10
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,Cramer s V= ,29836 . .

\ . . . : - N
‘Table B-~1. .Language Spoken Most Often At Home by language Toem
Spoken Most Often Outside Home

——t

2 —

-
a
.

Language Spoken Most Often
OutSide Home -

. ’ \ v

Language Spoken English - French Other . . S\\
Most Often At Home , ‘ L )

——-“r—.——s--—— - — - - - ———
English . 90.8 '52.0 66.7 .
French | , 2.2 24.5 9.7 '
Other | 7.0 23.5 ° 23.6

”””” o o (357) (98) (72)

Raw Chi. - Square = 93,82383 with % d.€., signif.= .0000

bncertaxnty Coeff1c1ent (symmetric)= .10684
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Table B-2., Language Spoken Most Often.At Home by Knowyédge
.of French ‘

N N ‘ . LI
[, ‘

Knowledge of French

.
-

Language Spoken " No . Qualified Yes
Most Often “At Home

English . 83.6 90.7 78.5

French ( oo 0 0 . 9.5 | °

Other . Y 16.4 9.3 | 12.0
R (73) T (4107

Number of missing observations = 1 -

Raw Chi - Square = 13,23231 with 4 d.f., signif.= ,0102
Cramer's V= ,11215 . . «/
Uncertainty Coefficient (symmetric)= .03148 - -
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Table B-3.  Language Spoken Most Often At Hame by How Often o ' -
> ) French is Spoken Outside the Home \

. How Often French is Spoken
Outside the Home )

. ) . P ”Nearly
Language Spoken Rarefy _ Occasionally Often All Time
Most Often At Home ) o.M
' _ English . 87.0 91.0 77.7 54,7 "
™ French " 0 .7 1020 25.0
Other 13.0 8.2 12,3 ° 20.3
- (108) . (134) (220) ~ (64)
N Number of missing observations =1 = . Lo o
‘ Raw Chi - Square = 57.85168 with 6 d.f.,” signif.= ,0000
Cramer's V= ,23450 . N .
Uncertainty Coefficient (symmetric)= .06020° fo
« . . )
»
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Table B-4., Language Spoken Most Often At Home by How Often .
. .4 French is Spoken in Other Public Places
° (i.e.: stores and restaurants) o

8

. ' How Often French is Spoken

in Public Places . . 4
‘ . ¢ , Nearly ‘ o
Language Spoken Rarely Occasionally Often All Time
Most Often At Home . ’
[ N )
" English - ' 87.9 90.4 80.9° 68.2
French 1.0, 0 7.3 16,2 i
o Other - - 11.1 < 9.6 11.8 15.6 °
. (99) - (94) * (178)  (154)
'v-< -

Number of missing observations = 2

- Raw Chi - Square = 35.34029 with 6 d’£., signif.=".0000
) Cramer’'s V= ,18346 B
Uncertainty Coefficient (symmetric)= .03995

“
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Table B-5. Lahnguage Spoken Most Often Outside Home by
’ Knowledge of French

&

Knowledgé of French -

Language Spoken’ No Qualified Yes

Most Often .Outside Home . ’
0 : ,

-7 English =~ 94.5 95.3 . 60.2
French 2 B 0 23.7
Other - )“4.'1. 407 : 16.1
* 73 Tas) (410)

Number of missing observations = 1

Raw Chi - Square = 50.49681 with 4 d.f., signif.= .0000

Cramer’'s V= ,21909
‘*, " Uncertainty Coefficient (symmetrlc)— .08467

!
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Table B-6, Language époken Mdst Often Outside Hame by How
' Often Frernch is Spoken Outside Hame

,
v Y
How Often French is Spoken
Outside the Home
3 ) - ( Nearly
. Language Spoken Rarely Occasionally Often All Time
Most Often Outside Home - .
English . 93.5 97.8 54,5’ 6.3
French B X 0 223 T34
Other 4.6 e 2.2 ¢ 23.2- 20.3
- ’ A
. . (108) (134) (220) (64)
Number of missing observations =.1 .
Raw Chi ~ Square_= 251,73914 with 6 d.f., signif.=_0
Cramer's.- V= ,48918 ‘
Uncertainty: Coefficient (symmetric)= .239;1
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Table B-7. Language Spoken Most Often Outside Home: by How
Often French is Spoken in Other Public Places

(i.e. stores and restaurafts) \
) g ). © \ ’ A
How Often French is Spoken -
. ' ' in Public Places
. S
' - ' Nearly
Language Spoken Rarely Occasionally Often  All Time
Most Often Outs/ide Home ¢
)Englis\\ - 91.9 ' 93.6 = 64.0  40.9
French - , 2.0 21, 180  39.6
* Other " . 6.1, 4.3 18,0 19.5
s .(99) (94) (178)  (154)
Number jof missing observatiqns =2
Raw Chi - Square =’116.34011 with 6 d.f., signif.= .0000 ,
. Cramer's V= ,33287 _ !
Uncertainty Coefficient (symmetric)= .11136 -
. Y X
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Table B-8. Knowledge of French ‘by How Ofte Fr"gzncl"x is
: Spoken Outside the Home

B Y @
How Ofteh'nrenéh is Spoken
Outside the Home )

' ' Nearly
" Knowledge of Rarely Occasionally Often All Time
French ( ‘
No . 67.6 0 o 0
Qualified ~ 13.9 19.4 50
Yes ' 18.5 . 80.6 99.5  100.0
(108 (134, (219 (64)
. . )
Number of missing observations = 2 -

Y

Raw C}/';i ~ Square = 395,04480 with 6 d.f., 51gn1f =0
Cramer's V= '.61338

Uncertamty Coeff1c1ent (symnetrlc)- .36305 Co
Gangga = 97077 - ‘
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_Table B-9. Knowledge of French by How Often French is .
——S8poken in Public Places ' .
T N R
' How Often French is Spoken
in Public Places ,
el
L]
~ i ) ‘ Nearly
Knowledge of Rarely . Occasionally Often All Time
French . ‘ .
& » M 3
No 51.0 17.0 ‘2.2 1.3
Qualified 9 14.3 20.2 4.5 .6
Yes ~ TN 34,7 62,8 - 93,3 - 98,1
; R (- B 7 ) B 6 ¥/ N § LT} )
N r of missing observations =3 Tt
T4 /r .
Raw Chi - Square = 209.23794 witheG d.f., signif.=:0 "
Cramer's V= 44683 v C
Uncertainty Coeffidient (symmetric)= .18586 ]
Gamma = ,83249 ( , ro !
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~ Table B-10. How Often French is Spoken Outside the. Home -~
by How Often F‘rench is Spoken in Public Places

R Va '6
. , “How Often French is Spoken
. ' in Public.Places '
' ) ” - Nearly
How ¢ften French is Rarely Occasionally Often, -All Time
Spoken Outside Hame '
AR ,
Rarely 71.4 26.6 » S.01 % - 1.9
1 R e _
Occasionally ' 18.4 52,1 29.8 8.4 ’
A ‘
Often . 8.2 18.1 60.7 ‘ 56.5
Nearly all time - 2.0 3.2 4,5 33.1 B
198) (93) (178)  (158) |
Number of missing observations = 3
Raw Chi - Square =°360.45778 with 9 d.f., signif.= 0
Cramer's V= ,47885
Uncertamty Coefficient (symnetnc)" . 24802
Gamma = ,78900 :
k]
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Taple C-1 Social Segmentauon by Language Spoken Most . , '
' Often at Home . C

w "N : ' . -, L Ve
’ e S Language Spoken Most Often At .

) "-’, e - Home q“ . . i
Social English. French Other ’
Segmentation. : 3 . L

. (4 N

/~ b o - '

Low " 28.5 73.0 . 38.7

i " , @ ’
Medium ¢ y 36,0 » 27.0 30.6 .
. ‘ . N - - ’
High 35.5 0 30.6

t »
' : i . (417) (377 » T2y -
o

Number of missing ob'é;ervationsfé‘ 11
..Raw Chi - Square = 35.48618 thh 4 d.f., signif.= ,0000
, Cramer's V= ,18543"" ‘ S
ycertamty Coefficient (syn‘imgtnc)- ‘<04851 .
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Table C-2. Social Segmentation by Language Spoken Most
Often Outside Home

e

" ' Language Spoken Most Often
Outside Home -

- ° ) l'
Social ’ ' . English . French Other
?egmen;atioq ] .
Low " i9.9 .67.0 52.9
Medium. o 8.1 25.5 30.0
High ¢ 42.0 7.4 17.1
A ¥ 112 94y~ —7T

Number of missing observations = 11 i~
H

Raw Chi - Square = 96.88725 with 4 d.f., signif.= .0000.

Cramer's V= ,30640
Uncertainty Coefficient symmetric)= .09940 .
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Table €~3, Social Segmentation by Knowledge of French

3

——

o - A
> Knowledge of French
Soéialg . . No. Qualified ° Yes
‘Segmentation
Low =~ - ‘ . 1541 16,7 L, 3840 o
Medium i 27.4 42.9 35.0 , Coe
High ) 57.5 40.5 27.0
- - (7377 ¥ IR ¥ T T )

Number of missing observations = 12

1]

Raw Chi - Sduare = 34.14021 with 4 d.f., signif.= ,0000
.Cramer's V= ,18206 ,

Uncertainty Coeffiqﬂ?ht (symmetric)= .03727 ‘

Gamma = -.44498 - ) L .
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Table C-4. Social Segmentation by How Often French is

Spoken Outside the Home

How Often French is Spoken

Outside the Home

Nearly

e

Social : Rarely Occasionally Often All Time
Segmentation ‘
Low '/ - 13.0 17.4  40.9  75.0
‘Medium O 26.9 9.4 40.5  16.7
High . 60.2 43.2 18.6 8.3

— T . (1081 (133 (z5) (60

Number of missing observations = 12

Raw Chi - Square = 123.25174 with 6 d.f., signif.=

.0000
Cramer's V= ,34592 :
Uncertainty Coefficient (symmetric)= .09991
Gama = -, 56989
%
’.
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Table C-5. Social Segmentation by How Gfteﬁ Prench is
Spoken in Public Placas.

wha

. How Often French is Spoken ’ "
~ in pdblic Places .
LoF . Nearly .
‘ Social Rarely -~ Occasionally Often All Time
Segmentat ion e -
/
N Low : o 1242 19.4 33.0 _ 54.7
Medium | 27.6  32.3 42.6° 3.8
e , I . '
| ‘ High 60.2 48.4 24.4 13.5
‘ -
| £ . ,
R (98) (93 . (176)  (148)
r o‘f‘ﬁssing observations = 12
Raw Chi - Square = 94,99121 with 6 d.f., signif.= .0000
Cramer's V= ,30368 www -
—— Uncertainty Coefficient (symnetric)s .07568
‘ Gamma = -.50029
B
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