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INTRODUCTION



I

Encouraged by the development of refined methodological tools

of "analysis and continued sophistication of statistical procedures,

the study of voting behaviour has become one of the major focal

areas of concentration in the initial attempts by political scien

tists to formulate a concise and systematic body of theoretical

knowledge. The existing plethora of writings on the subject encom

pass varied and comprehensive fields of theory construction reSUlting

from the analyses of group behaviour based on aggregate data sources

as well as from the study of motivational patterns of electorates

provided by information obtained through the techniques of survey

research. Essentially, the present stage of research on voting

behaviour is involved with the process of integrating these micro

theories into a larger theoretical framework. Thus it is of singu

lar importance that additional contributions in this field of research

not only attempt to refine and expand the existing body of theory

through replication and innovation, but that they should also attempt

to illuminate certain aspects of voting behaviour patterns by testing

existing theories in geographic areas which have not been previously

considered. This process distinguishes the essential ingredient of

successful and systematic theory construction.

The purpose of this paper is to consider and apply various theo

retical formulae and empirical findings to a political - geographic

area which has not been previously researched in this manner. By

determining the relationships between a number of sociological para

meters of the electorate -~ in this case, etlli~icity and social class

-- and their partisan choice at the polls, it will be possible to

weigh the relevance of existing related assumptions about the beha-
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viour of social groupings.

Voting behaviour is 'a discernable pattern of collective public

expression ascertained by the degree to which certain segments of

the electorate convey, through the medium of the ballot, their affi

liations with various issues, candidates and political parties.

These choices result directly from the varying motivational condi

tions of their environmental and socio-psychological situations.

While a number of methodological limitations prevent the use and

analysis of all sociological parameters encouraging partisan choice,

the researcher does have access to the more important cleavage

characteristics of the electorate. The focus of this research will

concentrate on the roles of ethnicity and social class in the Quebec

provincial electorate. It is not suggested that these two indica

tors are the sole and most important reason why certain segments of

the voting population express different political preferences. Never

theless, it is posited that an understanding of the inter-action of

these two parameters is fundamental in any at'tempts to discuss social

and political change within the Quebec political environment.

In this particular case the problenl is essentially one of measu~

rement. Ethnicity has been a traditional and deeply ingrained clea

vage in the political history of Quebec. With the rise of urbaniza~

tion and industrialization presumed generators of class conscious-

ness and stratification -- in Quebec society, this traditional clea

vage is being affected and possibly threatened by the emergence of

social stratifications.

The very dynamic of Quebec's political evolution has been a

function of two forceful themes: A) The inter-relationship of dual



3

cultures and B) the eventual acceptance and influence of an indus

trial ideology. This is the thernaticschema in which the social

and political development of French Canadian Society can be written.

The impact of the "quiet~.revolutionll can be analyzed in terms of a

cultural and industrial dialectic which has resulted in a form of

society deeply conscious of its previous socio-political isolation

and deeply earnest in its attempts to.somehow rejoin the mainstream

of economic dev~lopment without the loss of its cultural identity.

A major theoretical premise of this research suggests that

while the preservation of French Canadian culture and heritage still

remains a dominant issue, French-Canadians have affected an economic

rapprochment with their English counterparts, provoking an institu

tional change in the process. This dual progression of " cultural

108S 11 fear and economic integration with the value patterns of the

more ambitious English Canadians has been a phenomena which has domi

nated the sociological development of Quebec society over the last

two decades. Basically these twenty years have withnessedthe final

death of an authoritarian regime under the late Maurice Duplessis

and the more recent and sudden emergence of a total social revolution

which has questioned the legitimacy of all political and economic

institutions directly related to French Canadian Society.

Any empirical analysis of this upheaval in the socio-political

development of Quebec must incorporate a measure which will gauge

the effects of social change. Possibly a study of the patterns of

political preference in the Quebec provincial electorate throughout

these two decades coupled with an analysis of group-cleavage will

provide such a measure. As the authors of the classic study, Voting!
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have suggested, "The relation of group memberships and identifica-

tions to political choice is central to the problem of consensus

1and cleavage in a political democracy." Thus, the primary issue

of concern in this research is the relationship beb'leen ethnici-ty

and social class as viewed in the context of three provincial elec-

tions in Quebec.

The analysis of voting behaviour patterns is also the analysis

of social change, for it is within this particular dimension that

the fabric of any society can be weighed and measured. In determining

the role and impact of social class as expressed in partisan choice

over a period of time, the researcher is also examining the very

dynamic of an electorate's social and economic evolution. Within

Quebec this evolution remains central to its identity. An empirical

measure of its recent development would be an invaluable tool enabling

the political scientist to hazard a forecast pertaining to the econo-

mic and political future of French Canadian Society. Hence, "...

while people in casting a ballot are engaged in an individual act,

voting is not an isolated incident taking place in a vacuum, but

part of a never-ending chain of social events which have deep roots

in history and which are continuous in their implications. 11

2

The problem of discerning the importance and interaction of class

cleavage and ethnic affiliation is central to most analyses of voting

1 Berelson B.R., Lazarsfeld P.F., and McPhee W.N., Voting: A study
of Opinion Formation in a Presidential Election, Chicago: The
university of Chicago Press, 1954, p.54

2 Regenstreif, P., IlGroup Perceptions and the Vote: Some Avenues of
Opinion Formation in the 1962 Campaign, "in Meisel J., (ed.), Papers
on the 1962 Election, Toronto: The University of Toronto Press,
1964, p. 236
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behaviour. In a broader sense the consideration of this problem

in the Quebec provincial electorate refers to an extremely critical

population, Not only because of the significance and mystery of the

"French fact" as such but also because Quebec is essentially an alien

culture in a broader Anglophone community. The author has found but

a few empirical studies employing these two variables in an analysis

of les Quebecois in their own domain -- the provincial election. As

a result, the available body of theory, or at least the superstruc

ture in which micro-theories are deposited, has been constructed

from the evidence provided by the analyses of non-French districts,

or locales where the French are essentially a minority and therefore

a self-percieved insignificant part of a larger whole.

It is hoped that the following analysis will serve to somewhat

ameliorate this situation and also contribute additional information

for a more critical understanding of voting behaviour.



CHAPTER ONE

A REVIEW OF THE LITERATUP~
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The contemporary literature on voting behaviour is fairly com

prehensive. The objects of these studies range from considerations

of age and sex characteristics and voting behaviour to the more

·detailed analysis of psychological attitudes as motivation for

political preference. The purpose of this review of the relevant

literature is fourfold.

A: To attempt to discern the existance of a general theoretical

framework in the analysis of voting behaviour.

B: To consider the most representative analyses on the role of

social class and ethnicity in voting behaviour.

C: To suggest gaps, inadequacies and contradictions in the lite

rature where these two variables are examined.

D: To sumraarize these findings and subsequently determine their

relevancy to the voting behaviour patterns of the Quebec Provincial

Electorate.

While numerous American and Canadian writings consider the role

of social class and ethnicity in voting behaviour, only two or three

articles have been" written on the behaviour patterns of the Quebec

provincial electorate. To the author's knowledge, little has been

written on the role of social class and ethnicity in this electorate

and for this reason the revision will deal mainly with A) Brief

summaries of American literature on the subject B) Canadian studies

which have considered these two parameters and; C) Studies dealing

generally with the Quebec provincial elections and peripherally

with the implications of the voting patterns of the Quebec electorate.

All of the available studies on voting behaviour present empi

rical varia-tions of the same conceptual theme: There exists a measu

rable association between political behaviour and the demographic
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characteristics of the voting public such that a change in any of

these characteristics is likely to produce a subsequent change in

the public's political preferences. These analyses have continually

probed the degree of these various relationships. In an attempt

to construct an overall theoretical framework of voting behaviour

it is necessary to explain the significance of these relationships

in terms of discerning the meaning of associations between social

data and political behaviour. This theoretical construction is,

at best, a step by step operation where the common findings of indi-

vidual studies are continually integrated and refined so that gene-

ralizations to electorates not previously examined may become

possible. l

One of the pioneering attempts to establish a measurable rela-

tionship between voting behaviour and various psychological and demo

graphic characteristics is Berelson, Lazarsfeld and McPhee's voting. 2

The study led the authors to believe that voting behaviour patterns

result from three major types of political cleavage.

A) Occupation, income and social status.

B) Religious, racial and ethnic affiliation.

C) Regional, rural and urban adherences.

In the section dealing with social differentiation the authors posit

that socio-economic status is directly related to the final vote.

Berelson, et, al., analysis of the basis of par~support on the part

1. Dreyer E. C., and" Rosenbaum W.A., Political Opinion and Electoral
Behaviour Belmont, Cali Wadsworth, 1966, P.82.

2. Berelson B.R. ,Lazarsfeld P.F., and McPhee W.N., voting: A S·tuc1y of
Opinion Formation in a Presidential Election, Chicago: The Univer
sity of Chicago Press, 1954.
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of different social and economic groupings suggests that political

solidarity is high in middle class and business groups and that

norms and values in upper and middle class groups are generally

more cohesive.

The study emphasized a point common to all writings which discuss

voting behaviour. Class differentation is a product of differing

goals and values held by differing sections of the population. Ne

vertheless, the process of identifying with, what can be termed, a

secondary group such as class status is often nullified by the voter's

allegiance to a distinct primary group, such as his racial, religious

or ethnic background. Th~ analysis presented in Voting posits that

in some cases primary group identification is a stronger motivational

characteristic than his secondary group status.

In "The Political Behaviour of the Electorate,,3 by Warren E.

Miller, the data from three American presidential elections are

related to the more ·familiar demographic variables of age, sex, occu

pation, income and education. The article illustrates the political

implications of social indicators by suggesting that characteristics

used to measure the degree of relationship in voting behaviour vary

in strength and importance over time. His findings suggest that class

cleavages based on income distributions are highly volatile and con

tinually fluctuating parameters of voting behaviour. Thus, while

he doesn't explain why class politics in the united States has fluc~

tuated widely, he does show that political preferences based on income

divisions have decreased considerably over the three elections

3. In Dreyer and Rosenbaum, Ope cit., p. 85-102
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analyzed. Niller then suggests that if researchers are lookin"g for

consistancy in relationships between voting behaviour and socio-

economic characteristics then it would seem that occupation and

education are better indicators of status polarization than is in

4come. Thus the formation of class stratifications in any society

can be measured by the degr~e to which characteristics signifying

the particular class are highly correlated with the vote for a par-

ticular party. Miller's findings that the segment of the voting

population with the highest income and education and high occupa-

tional ratings, vote for a particular party suggests that class

cleavages are evident.

Common to the style of presentation evident in most of the

available literature, Miller posits that there are basically two

significant cleavages in American electoral behaviour: Class iden-

tification and group affiliation. To clarify, group affiliation

denotes a real and visible demarcation in the electorate. The voter

definitely falls within a certain age group, racial body and reli-

gious and ethnic category. Class identification is a far more subtle

process with no clear delineating lines of stratification. Thus,

the process of identifying with a certain "class-grouping" is a more

tedious operation.

Concentration of the strength of the individual voter's alle-

giances to primary and secondary social groups provides the focus

of analysis in the chapter dealing with the social and economic

5context of voting behaviour in Campbell et al., The American Voter.

4. Ibid, p. 98

5. Campbell A., et. al., The American voter, New York: John Wiley
and Sons, 1964, p. 157-267.
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The authors present a very comprehensive analysis of the forces

which direct the explicit or implied standards of group identifica-

tion, either to class or ethnic-religious groupings. They suggest

that this form of analysis leads to a general model of group influen

ce in politics. Accordingly the model should perform two distinct

services.

A) Increase understanding of deviation from group political

standards by individual me~bers, i.e., the why and how of resistance.

B) Increase understanding of the waxing and waning of distinc

tive political behaviour on the part of certain social groupings in

the population. Accordingly the analysis of voting behaviour suggests

a trichotaITDus relationship among three factors.

A) Individual to the group.

B) Group to the political world.

C) Individual to the political world.

"A full model.will call for measurements that adequately capture

the important dimensions of each relationship, if we are to understand

the ;,vay in which the individual will respond to politics given the

presence of a group that is real in the sense that it can exert a

greater or less influence on his behaviour. 1I6

While it is obvious that the type of data collected for the ana

lysis of the voting behaviour of the Quebec electorate does not per-

mit such a refined investigation, the theoretical postulates advanced

by Campbell et.al., are most useful in suggesting the relationships

which might exist between social class, ethnicity and the voting

preference of the electorate in Quebec.

6. Ibid., p. 163
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The au-thors suggest ·that group influence is a significant moti-

vation in the individual's attempt to express his partisan choice.

No voter acts in a void and the influence of each group can be mea-

sured by the degree to which the individual participatn identifies

. h' 7Wlt It.

The authors carry Miller's simple hypothesis further and suggest

that the higher the identification of the individual ~vith his group,

the more likely he is to behave in ways which distinguish members

of his group from non-members.

If the relationship of the individual to the group is measured

in terms of the cohe~iveness of the particular group then the rela-

tionship of the group to the political world is gauged by its proxi-

mi ty to issues and candidates. The authors posit that as -the percep-

tion of the proximity of the group to the real world increases, the

susceptibility of individual members to group influence in political

affairs increases. The influence of the proximate group over its

membership depends on four factors.

A) The transmission of Group political standards

B) The degree of intra group conflict on political standards

C) Political salience

d) Legitimacy of Group activity.

Thus in any cohesive group, the probability that its influence ~vill

strongly motivate the voting behaviour of its members is greatest

when the group has a forceful political lobby or pressure group (D),

and when the directives issued are clear and widespread (A), and do

7. Ibid., p. 164
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hot cause any internal conflicts in its merr~ership (B). The chances

are heightened if a salient issue demands the attention of the group

or if a candidate is a member of that particular grouping (C).

In reviewing the literature dealing with the impact of social

class and ethnic-religious group affiliations at the national level

in Canadian voting behaviour, it appears that regional cleavages

coupled with ethnic and religious affiliations best explain the voting

behaviour of the electorate in Canada. This does not necessarily

suggest as Alford has posited8 that voting as a national phenomena

is totally absent in the voting behaviour of the Canadian electorate.

What it does signify is that while class voting does exist in Canada

and is increasing slowly, this cleavage is overshadowed by the very

real factors of regionalism and strong, ethnic binds. This fact is

succintly stated and substantiated by John Meisel as he summarizes

the 1962 Canadian federal election voting trends. "Canada's poli-

tical life is distinguished by the degree to "lhich every national

trend in the voting behaviour of its citizens is contradicted by

some important regional or provincial exception.,,9

Another significant observation which might be posited is that

regionalism is a more distinguishing factor in electoral behaviour

than ethnicity in Canada. There is generally no consistent pattern

of behaviour for anyone ethnic or religious group across the country.

Each group is subtley influenced by regional demands. This hypothesis

8. Alford, R.R., Party and Society, Chicago: Rand McNally, 1963.
See Chapter 9. pp. 250-287.

9. Meisel LT., II Conclusion: An P.~nalysis of the National (? ) Results"
in Meisel J., (ed) 1 Papers on the 1962 Election, Toronto~ Univer
sity of Toronto Press, 1964. p.p. 272-288.
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is 10
substantiated by Alford. In 1962 the Progressive Conservative

party's social base in Quebec was 84% Roman Catholic while in

Saskatchewan it was 84% Protestant. Most of the available lite-

rature which analyzes national trends, stress the effects of regio-

nal voting cleavages and the variance of strength of group voting

across the country. Studies by John Meisel and. George Perlin empha-

size these points.

Meisel's pioneering analysis of the relation of religious affi-

liation and elec~oral behaviour in the federal and provincial cons

tituencies of Kingston in the early 1950'sll found a distinct rela-

tionship between Roman Catholicism and support for the Liberal Party

12and Protestantism and support for the Conservative Party. Meisel

does not consider the effect of group cohesion and its influence on

the membership. Instead he posits that membership in a church enables

the individual to be identified with certain groups in society, groups

which presumably share a similar outlook on the secular problems

surrounding them. Unfortunately, Meisel does not distinguish between

those members who are nominally attached and those who feel a strong

identification with their religious group. Thus, he assumes that all

members have similar opinions on secular problems which at best is a

somewhat naive assumption.

George Perlin's study of a constituency in Newfoundland
13

can be

10. Alford, R.R., liThe Social Bases of Political Cleavage in 1962,1l
in Meisel J., op. cit. pp. 203-235

11. Meisel, J., f1Religious Affiliation and Electoral Behaviour: A
Case Study" in Courtney J., op. cit. pp. 144-162

12. Ibid., pp. 160

13. Perlin G. llSt. John's west.", in Meisel, Papers op.cit. pp.3-l9



14

cited to suggest that in Canada, analyses of group voting behaviour

and generalizations from these analyses must be limited to the 10--

cale of the study. The analysis is a remarkable contrast to Meisel's

empirical findings. Perlin found that 78% of the Protestants suppor-

ted the Liberal Party along with a sizable percentage of the upper

class areas. Working class voters and Catholics tended to vote for

the Conservative Party. It can be suggested on the basis of these

two findings that ethnic. and religious cleavages do exist in Caanada

but fluctuate widely. These cleavages are subject to regional issues

candidates and policies.

In a somewhat impressionistic and general article, Peter

Regenstreif argues that the religious cleavage is not as decisive

a factor as it is sometimes made out to be. Religion as a spiri-

tually cohesive force is breaking down, especially in the urban areas.

II (Religion) . • is social and oriented towards secular and neighbor-

hood values rather than group identified or personal and therefore

its consequences here are mitigated by more powerful forces impinging

upon the individtial. 1l14

It is apparent that Campbell et.al's hypotheses concerning the

14. Regenstreif S.P.. , IIGroup Perceptions and the Vote: Some Avenues
of Opinion Formation in the 1962 Campaign, "in Meisel IJ., Papers,
Ope cit., pp. 235-253. For further comparisons of the relative
strength and weakness of religion as an explanatory variable,
see the contrasts offered by Anderson G., "Voting Behaviour and
the Ethnic Religious variable: A Case Study of a Federal Election
in Hamil-ton, Ontario, "C.J.E.P.S., 32, (1), February, 1966.
Also refer to Simmons J. y "voting Behaviour and Socio-Economic
Characteristics, "C.J.E.P.S., August, 1967
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influence of cohesive groups are quite appropriate in discussing

the religious cleavages of the Canadian electorate. Thus, we can

expect, in most cases, that religious cohesion is slowly disappearing

especially in urban and consequently, more secular areas. Regenstreif

states that issues are more likely to be perceived in urban areas

due to media exposure and status consciousness -- two factors which

encourage religious secularization.

Several interesting studies have attempted to measure the basis

of class - support for political parties in Canada in federal elec

tions. In "The Social Bases of Political Cleavage in 1962, "Robert

Alford expands the generalizations made from most of the major findings,

i.e., workers, Catholics, urban residents, youth and men support the

Liberal party etc., and discusses the strength of class voting in the

1962 federal election. Many of his findings concur with his previous

analysis of the Canadian electorate found in Party and Society. Alford

suggests again that the 1962 federal election did not present any

indications of class-voting. Aside from this observation, this arti

cle contains empirical evidence to support tqe assumption that the

Quebec federal electorate is not entirely aware of the problems facing

the Canadian nation as a whole. Although the finding is tangental

to the role of social class and ethnicity in Canadian society, it is

of considerable importance to the overall process of electoral iden

tification with issues and political concepts. mnong all Canadians

Alford found that les Quebecois are least opinionated when challenged

with questions concerning the image of Canada as a nation as well as

with her foreign and domestic policies. Nearly 70% of the Quebec

respondants had no opinion on matters of national defence, trade
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with Great Britain and federal finance matters etc. Alford posits

that "These are only of concern to persons interested in or iden-

tified with, Canada as a nation, to whom the position of power and

economic stability of Canada is a valued thing. illS

Although not presented as comprehensively as in the A.merican

Voter, Alford does posit a general rule of thumb as to the raison

d'etre of social groupings:

A) Social characteristics of individuals must be connected
with some collective experience of individuals of which
the social characteristics is an indicator.

B) Political parties must have some consistent appeal to
certain groups of persons with COIUffion experiences.

Alford's interpretation of Canadian electoral behaviour suggests

that class-voting is virtually non-existant in Canada. Even the

1962 federal swing to Social Credit in the province of Quebec which

accounted for over 40% of the available seats is viewed as essential-

ly a religious phenomena by the author. This is, at best, a naive

speculation advanced to salvage a more general hypotheses. The Social

Credit support in Quebec could hardly be considered a religious phe-

nomena. Essentially the shift represented one of the strongest indi-

cators of regional class voting in Canada. Economic discontent at

the federal level coupled with the benefits which seemed to only

reach the new middle class in Quebec encouraged the predominantly

rural areas to actually believe that they really had nothing to lose

in voting Creditiste.

In one of the few articles which discusses electoral behaviour

15. Alford R. R., II Social Bases. ., II op. cit. / p. 228
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in Quebec at the federal level, Vincent Lemieux16 presents evidence

wh~Gh supports the hypotheses of class-voting in some areas of the

province. In his study of the federal constituency of Levis in the

1962 federal election, Lernieux found that over 60% of the voters

with lower occupations supported Social Credit in Quebec. A notable

85% of the population of upper-class areas voted clearly against

M. Caouette's party. Other articles on the nature of this class

h "1 f':)' 17P enomena suggest Slml ar lnQlngs.

The political success of Canadian parties can be measured by

the extent to which they forward a non~class appeal. Essentially

the major parties are brokers between interests and as such, concen-

trate on unifying various regional sentiments. John Wilson's recent

article
18

0n the voting patterns of an Ontario constituency suggests

the possibility that at least one party, the N.D.P., is appealing

to a certain class $trata. Wilson's study advances two basic tenets:

A) The intensity of influence of anyone factor will vary
from area to area.

B) The influence of social class has very little influence
on the prominent factor which is at work.

Wilson then sets out to test the explanatory powers of the religious

variable and finds it lacking in some areas. In Waterloo South the

16. Lemieux V., liThe Election in the Constituency of Levis,lI in
Meisel J. Papers op.cit., pp. 33-53.

17. Irvine W.P., "An Analysis of voting Shifts in Quebec" in
Courtney, Voting. ., op_ cit., pp. 167-182.

18. Wilson J., "Politics and Social Class in Canada: The Case of
Waterloo South, "C.J.P.S., Vol I, September 1968, no. 3, pp.
288-310.
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author found a notable religious division among supporters of the

Liberal and Conservative parties but none at all in support of the

labor oriented and working class New Democratic Party.

Wilson notes thai:: "The religion to which a person adhers is so

very often a function of his ethnic origin that it may be the case

that the apparent connection between that party (Liberal) and adhe-

rents of the Roman Catholic faith in some parts . . is in reality

an association between that party and the dominant ethnic group.Hf9

Yet, in the findings presented by Wilson there are no significant

ethnic cleavages evident in support of the N.D.P. "The fact is -that

while the N.D.P. attracted broadly the same level of support among

all religious and ethnic groups, the class composition of its vote

makes it clear that it maybe characterized -- in Waterloo South -

"20as a vvorking class party."

Wilson shows an. increased tendency for voters to align themsel-

ves along social class lines and attributes this to the increase of

urbanization which permits the urbanite to more readily identify

with a particular social status and a particular economic interest.~l

Implied in all of the analyses of voting behaviour is the fact

19. Ibid., p. 302

20. Ibid., p. 306

21. Wilson has also written an unpublished article which generally
tends to support the thesis that traditional cleavages are
breaking down in many urban areas. See Wilson J., The Use of
Aggregate Data in the Analysis of Canadian Electoral Behaviour,
a paper prepared for the Canadian Political Science Association
Conference on Statistics, Carleton University, June 11, 1967.
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-that the hypotheses and findings presented are limited to the ariel

unit under observation. ~'I]hile general propositions can be suggested

about the widespread behaviour of a particular social grouping, these

hypotheses, proven applicable in some geographic area, must be -tested

in as many cases as possible. Unfortunately.,. e;mpirical analyses of .

the relationship between the voting behaviour patterns and the socio-

economic characteristics of the Quebec proyincial electorate are

extremely scarce. The author is aware of only one attempt to employ

statistical techniques in order to measure these relationships. Rather

than a comprehensive analysis, the study is of an exploratory nature.

It is simply an invitation to social scientists to use aggregate

data methods and a few relevant variables when analyzing the voting

behaviour of the Quebec electorate.

The concern of Vladimir Cervin's "Some Correlates of,Voting

Behaviour in the 1952 Quebec Elections: A Pilot Study'." 22is with

the question of the explanatory powers of certain regional characte-

ristics as determinants of voting behaviour in the 1952 election.

"A hypothesis is put forward that certain of these characteristics

are related to voting for one party and certain others to voting

for the other party, and that therefore districts that have a popu-
23

lation of a certain kind should tend to vote for a particular party."

Employing provincial units as the basic unit of analysis, Gervin

analyzes five variables by the method of multiple correlation:

22. Found in C.J.E.P.S., Vol. 21, 1955, pp. 370-373

23. Ibid., p. 370



O. Voting Behaviour
A) for the Union Nationale Party
B) for the Liberal Party and

Independents

1. Income.

2. Occupational Sources of subsistance.
A) agriculture
B) other

20

3. Concentration of population
A) Rural
B) Urban

4. Ethnic Origin
A) French
B) Other

Cervin found that the variables of Income and French ethnic origin

are the best predictors of voting behaviour for the Union Nationale

party, i.e., as income decreased, vote for the Union Nationale Party

increased and as French increased voting for the Union Nationale

party also increased.
24

While Cervin's findings do not enlighten

the interested as to the relationship between the role of social

class and ethnicity in Quebec, they do, nevertheless, tend to lend

credence to a limited number of hypotheses which are somewhat related

to h ' h 25t_1S researc .

Of the existing empirical analyses of Quebec electoral behaviour

the approach that most closely approximates the methodological orien-

tation of this present study can be found in Jean-Louis Desrochers'

26
Analyse par r§gions des §lections provinciales de 1935 ~ 1962.

As the author states,

L'objet de notre travail §tant l'§tude des
comportements §lectoraux r§gionaux dans la
province de Qu§bec de 1935 ~ 1962, c'est
§videment l'approche sociologique qui s'im
posait dans cette perspective puisque lion
referrait ~ la notion de comportement. 27

24. Ibid., p. 370

25. Of particular interest is the relationship between income
and support for the UN.

26. Jean-Louis Desrochers, Analyse par reglons des §lections provin
cia1es de 1935 a 1962, unpublished M.A. thesis, Universite de
Laval, Qu§bec, 1964.

27. Ibid., p. 1.
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Desrochers attempted to discern the relationships ru~ong the

factors of regionality and three socio-economic variables. Employing

the Spearman rank-order correlation as a statistical tool the author

traced the effects of these parameters on the strength of voting

results for the two major parties over a period of time. Using the

geographic-economic areas of Quebec as guidelines the author grouped

all the provincial constituencies into ten regions, thereby aggrega-

ting his socio-economic and electoral data to the regional level.

The regional total became his basic or minimal level of analysis.

The three socio-economic variables employed, common to most studies

in this field, were the urban-rural dichotomy," qui, dans la province

de Quebec ne peut etre ignore pour toute etude serieux de sociologie

electorale.!I 28 the variable of "social status" measured, perhaps

too simplistically, in terms of superior and inferior occupations;

and finally, "wealth" as measured by the mean salary of a particular

region.

In reviewing Desrochers' findings for the three elections which

are of concern to our analysis, there are but a few correlations of

any significance. The author's approach to each election is syste-

matically divided into five parts:

A-Identification of parties and results of the general election.
B-Majority party vote tally in each of the ten regions.
C-Comparisons of voting trends with the previous election.
D-Examination of the vote with respect to the three socio~

economic variables and to the participation-abstention
level.

E-Conclusions on the voting trends in the ten regions.

For the provincial election of 1952, Desrochers presents the

28. Ibid., p. 3.
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following relationships and concludes with the simple remark, "a

cette election - ci, la richesse ne semble pas un facteur dominant

pour l'un ou l'autre des deux parties.,,29

His findings for the 1956 election are completely void of any

significant relationships.

One could accept the possibility that residence location, occu-

pation and income do not play an influential role in electoral beha-

viour, but Desrochers' findings for the 1960 election -- the initial

year of the "quiet-revolution" -- demonstrate the insensitivity of

h · . I' d . '1 301S operat1ona lze var1ao es.

Are we to believe that the influence of these three socio-

economic variables is negligible? Desrochers justifies this as simply

a continuation of a trend starting in 1952 where salary and class

d ff .L.' h' 31 1 h h'status 0 not a ect par~lsan c Olce. As an a ternate ~ypot eS1S

Desrochers explains the insignificant effect of his three socio-

economic variables on electoral behaviour by suggesting that if one

party must come from behind to win it has to appeal to every section

of the population~ A hypothesis whose universality is such that it

renders its applicability as quite meaningless .• If the 1960 provin-

cial election echoed the profound changes in Quebec society and the

realignment of some sources of traditional party support, the trans-

formation is not at all evident in Desrochers' analysis. While empi-

rical evidence out-weighs intuitive judgement as a substantive me-

chanism, the quality and depth of Desrochers' empirical approach

does not provide the necessary evidence to permit any conclusions

on the effects of these variables on electoral behaviour.

29. Ibid. , p. 98.
30. Ibid. , p. 105
11. Ibid. , P. 106



One of th.e f~r.s t studies to employ a t;.;c11!1i;ue of ::\J~a.l:rsi3 v~"b_e::'

electioYls in 1uebec VI8.8 published in 1959 by three French-Canadian seog-

rapherst Entitled "JJ8S :Sl'3ctions provinciales 13.IlS 1'"
32'

'J.lebec If , this

the'results for each of the twenty-five provincial,elections since Con-

f.ederation (1867'- 1956). ~fle intt2r"p~etation :md ::ma2..ysis of tr)"ese e;raphs

is divided into three historical time-periods; il) 201.1.3:83 Gontre ultremont.ains

18b7":'1896; B) 'Ottawa, norma du vote provineinl - 1897-1936; c) Sous J.~

signe de l' auton'omie - 1944-1956& Aside from the main ori8ntation of the

'!Iork, sections of the essay delve into particular problens of study in the

Quebec21ectorate. These range from an extensiv9 survey of the phenomenon

of abstention, a very popular topic amone; quebec politi'~al a.l"lalysts, to

the influenc~ of th~ rural vote and the evolution of p.:l.rty popularity anc.

i·deolog;'{ unde:;:- the parliamentary electoral system.

To the author-s, their Stl1dy of ele~toral geogruph:" in ~·~uebec \\fas

merely a very general and ,superficial survey of the pro:::;vince IS alecto:;:'al

history;

11 11'9 s' agissai t 1-"3.3 de preaen tel' des cO:Jclu.:>ions
definitives, mais d'ouvrir des ~orizons et 10
faciliter la recl1ercl:c&.~ Les int:::l"'pr-etati':;;1,3 y'ue
nou.s clonnons des camapgnes eloc Lorv.le::; et des33
coul~hes TIa sa~xci:::l: t etr-a q ....\~ 3Llpel~f:_GiGllc;a,o

32

33

:{-~~.:~.'"~ i ::I~le :j1-:: !~S

;;p¥ ~-:'--'? (;
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stisciter et d'orienter la rechercb:e dans 88 d.0i!.\'::.i.r:e ll •

The emphasis of the study, "'lhile sOr:!el'lhat peripheral. to the scope

and contents of~ tlus analysis t

deserve comment.

does present some interesting findings ·,vh..icn

i\s prevLr<1sly mentioned t ti:e au.tLors d8~mte t"'''' first a11d r:laj.:Jr

section of their stud.y to an historical analysis of the '~uebec Pro'lincial·

elec tiona. 7'ne aut~lOrs have presen:ted. a short, descriptive p!'lragr51pl.: for

each alec toral e'on:test~ acco:np?u"lied by a graph, . ',;;hieh tncplaina the major

issues of each election and the nain themes or guidelines offered cy the

cont8sting parties. ','!hile the authors do not explicitly cO::1sider the relation--.··

ships of etlmicity 3.l1d class-consciousness to voting alignments, they do

attem~t to measure the pulse of the electon.te in their analysis of t!:e

r.'.ajor theses in eaC!l elee tion. Since the stui;:r .termi.nates with the provin-

cial election of 19.56, there is, naturally, no mention 0: the IDlitical.

Clnd social' Ul)heaval which began three years after this elec tion. NeviH·the~

this p~rticualr study. ,\11 examination of the effects of ethnicity and ·.::lass

stratification on tLe '/0tin,; alisr::mEmts of ~lW '(..u,ebec eleGto.rate is hardly

coc!plete tmless it "1ttempts to considar the ~1istroi'~al "U1d. poIi tical fram~-

Vi:3.ri:1.bl",s •• "1
=..... 0

that 1J:=:b;een 194/+ :.:md 19.56 the mo.ore signific:.1r: tissue sU:;:Ti.mtling the f 0ur

':::18ctoral contest3 in t!:at time period conc?:'''1 th'd incr8asins nation3.1i·st-
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:tuthors state,

tf .. eo It G test 1a premiere :ois 4u l OD_ El pJs;::
a.78C E'cutont el' '5s1at devant l' opinion pul;)
Iique , a Ifo.::casion des campasnes elector
ales, Ie probleme de Ifautonomie$~'~

Dapuis 194'/-, 18. question ..:Ia ::'f3.u-:;\x~omi2 non
sculemeJt GU3cite des re30na~~es da~s

l'opinion pubIiqu8, 8o.is elle est dev-enue
lli! th.e~e ~m:portant d.es discussions lJulit
iquGz, Q~ facteur jeter~inant du vote qui
gal~de da..""1s lffi C~8~?1e parti c1'9s eJ.2ct;:3Ul-"*S dont
las conceptions cco~10iques et sociales sont
••• fort opposees" • ..);J

~hus i~ is possible to extract the main them38 ~illl ideolugical orient-

ations of t:J.8 p:!."ovincial parties from this study by HaI:lelin et a1. T'.is

is of Ob 1riO '13 use when attf'mpting to a..?1alyse and relate the theol'et-

ieal signific:.mce of concepts which have been emphasized in t"is research

llild.ertaki~ga

Aside fro!'] their discussion of abstenti..iTIs and the electoral

SY03tem in Quebec provincial elections, the authors devote conside:::-able

space to ilLes facteurs determinants de l'opinion politique""

their a,rproach to tllis issue is Gome'.v~at general and ncn-ernpiric3;l\

their evaluations ar'.d opinion.s have proven to be quite inter2sting EUld

releva..'1 t. Their main c ..mten tion. is similar to the I1YP<Jthese.s advQ.D.c~i

by Campbell and Alford,'· in that the economic situatiun of a collective

d~;-3 OPllli on3 p·;.:)li ti,:}uet3 d~l IJ], .~~) ~r-~~~~~j n;jt!1!;.""(;

eYn3.YJ.;~ de la. ''''~nd.itio71 eco110~--:iq'LJ -:;L SJci.:.~18

Jes .-~it.oye~1:=; l; .A :lr~e l;eLtioJ':j J~ ..j-r.:-'t'hili ;_:-:~

(;(~·_J"'1u··~<:it_~2 C·Jl"':CC3;j~G.i~ai-!: -_E"!-J l~<;.i:i~~..; ll~:.·

35
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transformation econ'.)nique corresp(i"~rait une
P :>l>; ('cl'" .-:I.:> Chc:P1G'ement Y'ol-! H q-'u'" " 3'-- _'..J '-' l........... ~ ... - .b~~'" ; r .-.... ...... u ....... ·..... fo

Har1elin ?t alo develop tJ1e hypot.hesis so that it i~1e(}rporates

the dimension of nationalism as well. They suggest that these two ':orc~s

-- ecomomic stability and nationalistic aspir9.tions -- stro~~gly affect

electoral alignment, vlith the latter of the bm occupying the dominant

t'otivational poai tion;

Le principe qui guidai tIes "leaders" de
LfUnion Nationale peut se r8Slli~er ainai:
1 . (. . 1 \a crlse economlque au SOC 1 3.-Le j 1".e s.~ra

enrayee qU2 par une prine U8 conscience
d~ notre bmperament TID.ti0nal q'1i nous
orien tera vel'S nos valeurs tradi tionelles. !f 3-7

The suggestion is provocative indeedo Even during periods of

economic stress, the proposals for its subsequent alleviation are couched

in term;;, '.vhich sugsest that the p~rsuit of a stro:lg lInntional!l ~dentity

th.i.s dimer:.sion of "national con-

sciousnessl! the autl.:.ors refer to a characteristic which each par'cy must

continually adhere to to be succes3ful~ ThL.3 qualification is

tIle "r'0i:iO,rrance spiritualle d'vJ1 partin -- Et politi~al ~j~..l..r·tyt2 [:lcility to

continua11y renew' 3nd assess' its approach to the electorate so th"tt it

It ti:eir



~ere ~~li6htening, t~e authJrs do not 3ubstm:ti3te ~~1 logic~lly i2velop

"natio.n£llist C8nS8nST..13 or conscio"'J.sness" and th.i'~ varying aitl2a.tion of

~cono~1ic 3tl"-':;SS or st3..bili ty wa,s not ptll"suedc-

orientati:ms of< the lInati'Jnal identi ty~' when err'ployec. ::.is an electoral plea~

progresG<d as a Gonstro:t? ,specifically, if natiunalism, or j if you wil1.!

by the economic fluctuati·::>ns of the pro.,,.ince?

The authors view natiol:alism i;J. a SOrle'Hhat

Aptarently, nationalis!':1 is simply interpreted a3 the :~uebec provincial

government's' attempt to remain firrlly opposed to th2 co-operativ:e and/or

poli '~i ':;3.1

a weak mid superficial treatme~t of a potent and conplicated issue o On

the. mefu"1ing of l-'egresGi"'e aYJ.d aggr-Dssi1,e 113.tioilalisr!J -- hcpefu.lJ.y a step

beyond t~l-9 attanpts of EIamelin et 3.1. -- r:-1Gl~e ~;ill 1}8 b~tid latero

The authors co~clud8 their at:1bi tious study wi th ~m examination

of the elec~vrC11 sy.ste~s a'12 ito effect 0:1 pr'ovincial part::r poliCies"

If :;.'{obert Alford is corr9ct in r.is su;,SgestiOi:l that "Survey

ceS3es 0: c~a.11ge 3.n.d stability i-n the alleGiance of social b:;'~()'I-S to

par ties",3
8 th~n .;;I_.e.;.;,;G;...,;;;~;.;1;.';;'~..;s;..t.;.,;;~;,.;e;;.'i.;;.·.;3~';:'~\l,;u=e_h;..'-;;;,··~.;;~..;o;.';;;:.;;~;.·..: ....J...\.;":~+;,.;_J..;;;·M:;;..\;,;l.;,~~;,;2;;,' '-';;;:-·_;..~.;t;,....;;2;.J:p;;;,"=; .;.;1J.:';~;";;:.)::n;;;~;;;,.'

~\lforj, ~·:)'bert:; ~"e_I't~! 3l1d .s~Jci.~t::r= ~1'2

({~lLLc:1S:J:::'-'311J r:-c"tr'~:l::;r, 1;)63) 1-'& ~{l~
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social scientists to enrpi tica.lly portray the forc'9s of Gh:mge nnct stah-

ility iT' :~Ui~bec provincic::.1 politics.

'l'his pre-election study was commissioned by thG ::'")ro'ri~1cial

Li ~)9ral Fa.l"'ty andl~;as co~d:uc t~\:T by I.J8 Groupe de Rec11erclles ..sociclle-s frofti

HontreaL Developed and distributed bet'Nean SejJtember 1959 and Earch 1960,

before the elec.tion of the latter year, tl13 3u.T":rey \1as hased. on IClOO

in t'?Tvie',/s selected at rClt'1.doE!. :tt ;·/-9..S the first, ,,",ost comprehensive

anal:/Gis of its ld11d, e::1ploying tIle toe lUliquG of :'JUl\'.r~:r tlll211:~rsis to

consider the Yoting behaviour of the Quebec provirlcial electo:rateo

entially, the research is a report illld not an &~alytica1 study;

II stagit d'till doc~ment descriptif pre
sentant 'ili,e classification organisee at
syst;::matiqU<::l des donnees I plutot que d June
etude analytiCiue. II ne s'agit pas d'elab
oration et de verification d'hypvtheG9 ou
de th'=orie que~§.!:q,U8: c' es t un rapport e t
non une etude ~ .

T11eir lJrlP:l.3.ry objt;ctive l' similar to the J\r.ieric:1J.~ stlldies tlley refer to,

was to sive er:lpir·ica.l verification to int'J.itiY8 "Gommon-se::se" notions

about 'lIes ~lasses socio-econo~iclues et la participat.ion at 1 f alleg--

- .80CJ...o-·:-cono·...~1.(;

of t~~cl ,;)lectorate an.J tlleir ~Tatinc pr8fer-enc<?~

39
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election ~~Jere li.eld tomorrow"".

dicat,d that they would vote (co~:1pared to the offici::l.l pQ3t-elc:Gtion

tally of 3·')'76, this i'ign:re is slightly infl.3.tc rlL '"......~
. .11 57~-( expressing

a prefel'ence, 6l:~ favoured tl;.e U.N. while 35~c< favoured t~e oppositi,m

Liberal ?a:rty.

for their peace of mind, sugGested tha.t

v~ters indicating their support for the ~.~. was slig~tly ~~flctted.

Apparently, psychological pressures idel1.tifyiTI2; with tl~e nJlnr~lng

party etc .. were suggestod as reas,ms '!irr:I SOl:!," portion of the -?lec-

of an infle..tionary esti.mate favouring the U.E. ':13.3 subst":l..'1Hated by tr::e

post-elect.ion results.

Union ~T3.tio:c.ale

Liber3.l

Autres

~::~~:~~7/ltGE--------Survc:y o=: J.JQ Gro"upe t'

61

4

Official
41

elec~ion result~"

41 ,
1V'":.n.l~ ..l..... .L'8'

r; J~~- .: I"":::'3- 'j ~Uj~'\~ 3::1 (~E;

,.. ,.-::<..t.~stilr\o.'.-:::' .~:~~1'\,,]:~

'~-"
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residence, elucati~~ a~d occu~~tion.

lIminoL''' 'Ta:dablcs of reli,sion, eVmicity, aGe ;::;.nd m~'ital 8tatua"

~aJhining th:Jse sectionG of the report which a..::e uf direct reh!-

estin~
...... , ..
I l11ulngs If a fe~1J 8ttr-

prisillg finds aYe brought to light~ lHl1ile tL.e foli..ojving tabl(~ 3U.gg~~3tS

that the Union NatiJnale was strong in a.ll residentLu ·areas, their oain

strength appears ~v l1ave CO~1e from tIle province t 6 pI'edorai11~"1. tIy urba_Yl

areas" The Liberals, asid;; from their traditional urban bastion in Eont-

real, dre,: t:heir support from villages and rural a1'e·3.3.

P2~YER:s!rCE FOLITIQTJS 3 ZLO~{

:Rura~ Vi119ge City Quebec

Union 61 57 65 ,.,.R ,,~ SO.f,>

I~Ettionale
{ ~ ./

Lib~J:1.1 36 L~2 35 18 21 Ij-3

(212) (70) (57) (77) (52) (202)

quite pl"obable that the criginal bias :±fJ:ec tillS

• 1
CJ..IC

1}2 "r,.J;
._~~:"';":"';";::';';"--"'~--'--'--'-



significant £'inding. .4.pparently, except for th~ 1l0t:J.ble d:i.ffer~nce· in ::.~o

Hon tre3.1 ar~a, residence has some effect on tht~ 'Nay hoth eth...'1ic groups

behave at tl,e pollse

vote the same way, according to their 3.rea of rcsid.ence&

HOn'l'REAL 44

Union
Ifationale

Li.beral

R

59

E

55 '7"'1
i I

27

67

33

F

38

E

38

50

(11 )

But again, a pa.rtioularly low' total of res'Ponde~ts in some English res-

idential areas leaves the compariso~ somewhat suspect.

Sl:J.pping· over Le Groupe r s examination of the education var-

iaole~ W!lere it vIas fv:.L.'t'ld thtJ..t better e~u~uted t~nde~

L:tberals '..'iIliIe the less educated voted overwhelmingly for the 11.rr., '.'10

arrive at a SOC10-'2C on oelie par3J7l-? tel" '.'1hi~h has direc t bear ing on oar

analysi8~

43 ~
It ·:fa] diSC;)Vel~ed trL3.t the fig"ures et3timL-tti3d by IJ:: fJrJ11p8 '.'1-2.1"'e -'10t

cor:lpO-l;-able to the 'Jfficial Elec ti·:E1S Return~~ in a.l1 fJ\'.l3e8~ I.lib2r3.1
Party sU~Jpor't in cit.ic3 and metropolit011 I~o11tr8,:J.l ',':;ert.e ~:}nwi·3.e:',1,111~'-

h.io~~2:· -t!:'~n :l1c Gar:1;J.e :;:.; :irr2. -:~ ~ a (:?·?.3J:I u:~ )~ :'-.~e:: t·~_~: ~~ G~~ I·~l.~~. '}_'~'-i :.:n
of t~_l"'1)a!1 Gons t.i tue~-:J:ieG an·:::1 3. 8;-1;n~/l.2 szl.~;!.~·~.:L(;--~ ,Jf ffci tics" :J.~~ r1.,,:~viJI~.::-l,j'O

44



the 3upport fror~ five JGc ....

upatiJl'l'3.l strata, the authQr's fl'e'ient 8.,'1 ir,L.;'ustil1G and l.'cJ.rrd.oXiC3.l

findingo

"t:D01i'~.'~~T"""'~:r;'\TI
.I..L\ ... --, •.J...).~~-J~ln.l..t

PRO?RIE'l'OR
3.\L::;.:/
3~]~lIC~

1;\)~1.K=:1.q

Speeialized r,Ton-S~)e~cial_iz_:;:}d

Union
?Ia:tionale

Libero.l

63 63 I} ') 59. '-.

')(1 3L• 20 -,,(\

'-J :)J

(65) (246) (8Ll ) (125)

Aside from Le GrJape's original inflationary bias toward the

U.N. , findings del?10nstra 1;0 the oiTer'Nhelmi:::g 8iJpeal of the

\~I11at Le G.roupe t'Jould COl1i3id(~:e \7orking-class occupatia!1s". :\1s0 the ter..-

Groupe & l.~()int to 'N"lat

45
T" . 1

.L '.l. ....~ r.
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zrou;~ vote ~,inly for p~rti2::

. '~'j'::il:3 t~le llisr"~~":''',~ inc :.J:~~ ~I'~~.J0

'f'"", '-~'~+l'_,-- of' : '", "~ ,?"i, 40..:...'-.#.... .1."; ..1.1. ~ .~.::" .1'. v,........ ... .... oL.l. ... (i

approforrdie e''1 -rJ'ue d'en decouT..rrir lea sauses et lea :: onsequenc2s 0 ·t
47

are primarily ~nga62d in reviewins thiu -~xa.rn-

ination of t'c.is voting anomaly ;',ill be fOLh'1d in the next Gh:lpter.
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A THEORY OF NATIONALISM IN
FRENCH CANADIAN SOCIETY--l
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So :t"ar, the attempt to deI'ine Ci t;neUl'e LicdJ.. ;j uL"l..nj uu..r:e

encompassing the interaction of ethnic solidarity and class

cansciausness has had a sociological orientation coupled with

general references to the historical development of French

Canadian societYg The influence of ethnicity and class con

sciousness on the voting behaviour of the Quebec provincial

electorate has been viewed as a process of social change, where

sociologibal developments affect the degrees of solidarity and

cohesiveness within these two groupings. Thus, the decrease of

ethnic solidarity has been associated with such factors as

declining rurality, religiosity, and politically isolationist

t'endencies. Subsequently it has been suggested that urban

ization, secularization, and economic integration are some fac

tors which may contribute not only to the demise of ethnic

solidarity but to the increase of class consciousness ..

While it is essential to the theoretical development of

the analysis that these two variables be studied within a

sociological context, the theoretical framework is by no means

complete. In isolating the examination to the inter-action of

ethnic solidarity and class consciousness, the analysis becomes

susceptible to serious criticism. To some extent the analysis

s~ far has had a ceteris paribus orientation. When this approach

is employed as a catchall 'for theorietical anomalies in the con

struction of a theoretical framework, as it often is, the

resulting model becomes nothing more than an intellectual schema

divorced from its empirical referents. Aside from this dangerous

shbrtcoming, any theoretical model which considers its subject

mat'ter in terms of "all other things being equal ll succumbs to

the inflexible rigidity which the model imposes. In short, the

liaison between a theoretical model and its empirical referent

must be founded on the inclusion of peripheral factors influencing

the inter-action and development of the subject matter under con

sideration. If this liaison is not attempted, the theory

becomes unrealistically rigid and general since it attempts to

incorporate a systematic approach without the benefits of
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measuring influential and intervening variables. An example of

this theoretical fallacy follows.. The focus of our theoretical

considerations thus far developed suggests that during the per

iod of three recent elections there has been an increasing ten

dency for the Quebec electorate to align itself according to

class stratifications rather than ethnic cleavages in the

expression of its voting preference. This concept is theoret

ically signifi~ant and potentially, it is empirically valid. It

is in operationalizing this concept in order to obtain a set of

testable hypothesis that the researcher must employ extreme

caution. If the theoretical assumption is to be sUbstantiated,

one might hypothesize that French'and English lower class voters

support an opposing party. This hypothesis, based on the above

mentioned concept, is empirically verifiable but its extreme

rigidity leaves it somewhat suspect .. Empirical evidence could

uphold such a hypothesis but, in general, the hypothesis is not

refined enough to measure the very likely situation that one

party could draw its support from both managerial-proprietory

and labour groups as well, leaving the remaining party with

primarily an agrarian base of support. Such evidence would

still indicate class voti~g, yet it would be of such a nature

that the original hypothesis could not detect ito As we. will see,

there is every reason to believe that this example is not as

hypothetical as it may appear. Thus the creation of testable

hypothesis in this analysis is very much a product of varying

circumstances and situations which change quickly from election

to election. In order to re-define our ceteris paribus approach

we should say, quite simply, "some things being equal, most not,,1t

This suggests that the nature of a political scientists contri

bution to the analysis of political behaviour must, by necessity,

encompass the study of as many related problems and issues as

possible ..
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In addition to setting forth a theoretical frrunework based

on sociological reasoning, we must attempt to place the entire

examination in historical perspective. Thus,

Aside from casting some additional light on those
complex theoretical and methodological problems
involved in any attempt to develop a scientific
approach to the study of politics, the nature of
the contribution will inevitably be related to
the historical and cultural background of the I
society whose political processes are being studied.

It is further posited that this historical connective, lim(ing

our sociological theory with our methodological approach will

provide us viii th info-rmation essential to the entire scope of
- ,

th"e examination ..

If any single concept or term can be used to keynote the

dynamic force Underlying the political and social development

of a society, then the most appropriate guideline for the s~ldy

of French Canadian society is nationalism. The, manner in which

this force has influenced the intellectual and political elite

in the contemporary history of Quebec must be understood before

any successful interpretation of the evolution of French Canada

can be undertaken. The purpose of this section of our analysis

is to re-examine the political and social development of Quebec

within this context of nationalism. In fact we will attempt to

construct a model based on the evolution of nationalism which

will permit us to comprehend the extreme significance of this

influential factor on the social parameters of ethnic solidarity

and class consciousness. It is posited that the varying inter=

pretations of-nationalism rendered by the intellectual and power

elites in contemporary French Canadian history have had the most

significant effect on the cohesiveness and expression of either

of our two main variables. The analysis will attempt to discern

the numerous intellectual paths that nationalism has followed

in Quebec. Coupled with this approach, it is hoped that the

I-Herbert F. Quinn, 0ll .. cit. , 192.
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political evolution of French-Canada can be traced within this

ever-changing mould of nationalist thought~

An immediate notion which must be dispelled about the

meaning of nationalism in Quebec is the traditional, static

interpretation given to the concept. Naturally, we can admit

that there has been a constant nucleus in the philosophy of

nationalism in French-Canadian society. But to state that the

essence of French-Canadian nationalism has been a constant

desire to preserve and maintain the culture and heritage of

French-Canada vii thin a l'ega1 political entity and against all

the forces of external encroachment, is to misconstrue the true

meaning of this phenomenal force.

Such an image leads to a conception of nationalism which is

essentially defensive and isolationist, and therefore somewhat

static. While it is readily conceded that this was the very

interpretation rendered to the concept by the provincial power

elite throughout most of French-Canada's' contemporary history,

it has been, by no means, the only one.

The "qufet revolution" was essentially a re-inte'rpretation

and a re-direction of the forces of nationalism in Quebec. The

essence was constant, but the manner in which this culture was

to be protected involved a dramatic shift in political philosophy

among those who fashioned this new orientation. Thus we can view

the interchange of nationalist ideas in Quebec as a very dynamic

and evolving force centering around a constant core of cultural

preservation ..

It is for this reason that traditional definitions given

to the meaning of nationalism are seldom appropriate. The

inappropriateness results from their inability to grasp the

dyDamism of such a force. Instead of defining nationalism as a

group consciousness of common values, culture, heritage and

sense of collective purpose, perhaps we should refer to the

late Andr~ Laurendeau's meaning of nationalism. In a simple
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but far more relevant fashion nationalism implied

"" •• a very precise, conscious grasp of irench
Canadian values and of the dangers that
threaten them, as well as· a fervent desire to
work for their defense and development,,11 2.

The latter conceptualization of the term highlights the

insufficiency of co~~on definitions of nationalism.. In

French-Canadian society a proper definition of the concept

must include references to a continual unfolding of nationalist

ide·as, implying the evolutionist tendencies of the nationalist

cause.

For.thepurposes of this paper and following our previous

reasoning we can define nationalism, in the French-Canadian

context, as follows: it is a dynamic, evolving force of

awareness within a collective entity, of their distinctive

cUlture, traditions, language and values. This awareness is

translated into an active pursuit of goals and policies whose

primary objective is the preservation and developmen~ of the

French-Canadian nation. These policies are both aggressive and

regress~ve, depending on the philosophy of the power elite who

enact them.

The definition is a composite of four primary factors, all

of which imply an active orientation. Nationalism is an aware

ness of the need to protect" common values and traditions, which

is effected primarily by the pursuit of policies, either isola

tionist or participatory (vis-a-vis the mainstream of North

American society) by the political party in power ..

The most significant point is that nationalism is considered

as either aggressive or regressive.

This dichotomy is the most suitable one for the purposes of

constructing a theoretical model of nationalism in French

Canadian society.. The evolution of nationalism in Quebec has

followed a dialectic pattern, emerging from the constant inter-

2-Andre Laurendeau, Ills there a crisis of nationalism?" in Ha..'Usay
Cook, ed., French Canadian Nationalism, Toronto, Macmillan, 1969,
p .. 257
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action of two oppo.sing themes on how best the French-Canadian

culture can be preserved and maintained. While the basic premise

has remained cons~ant -- the survival of French-Canada -- there

has always been essential disagreement in the choice of nationalist

policies whose primary purpose is to ensure the continuation of

this" basic premise. While susceptible to the charge of over

simplification, it is posited that the history of contemporary

nationalism and nationalist policies in Quebec can be analyzed

within the context of a dichotomous relationship between aggressive

and regressive "nationalism. Nationalism in Quebec has been

reg~e.ssive when the elite who espouse it has advocated policies

which have been defensive and isolationist in theme6 Aggressive

nationalism refers to those policies, advocated by the intellectual

and power elites, that have encouraged a participatory offensive

approach to the problems of maintaining the culture intact.

Prior to examining the contemporary historical development

of" French Canada within this concept of agressive and regressive

nationalism, we should broadly outline the philosophi~al meaning

of these two terms and the manner in which either approach had

been incorporated and affected by the economic and social

orientation of the ruling elite.

In an Bxcellent article by Jean-Marc Leger, a comparison is

presented between the intellectual thought of classical and neo

nationalists in French Canada. It is a comparison which enables

us to comprehend certain tenets of the concept of regressive

nationalism. This form of nationalism r which had a tremendous

impact on the evolution of French-Canadian society, displayed

five chief characteristics. It was

l)defensive, it emphasized the preservation
of the traditions and position of the French
Canadian community; 2)it became directed toward
the defense of language and culture, being
interested in politics only when the autonomy
of Quebec seemed at stake; 3)apostolic and formal
istic, it tended to act more by means of propa
ganda and campaigns to influenc"e public opinion



42

than by the modification of political
st~~ctures; 4) traditionalist, it stood aloof
from the industrial revolution without com
plaint, it willingly abandoned the world of
big ~usiness to the Anglo-American element;
5)conservative and bourgeois, it became an
adjunct of the middle classes, and· was
impervious to economic and social nationalism.
It was gradually cut off from the masses
except in time of crisis -- and became a par
tisan of economic liberalism. 3

Along with Leger's categorizations, perhaps the single

most significant addition to t~e character of regressive nation

alism concerns its essentially ecclesiastical-agrarian na~lre

advocated by the nationalist thought of Canon Groulx and his

contemporaries.· The Groulx school tended to view nationalism

in terms of an ecclesiastical, missionary progression of his

"tQry in Quebec. While other nations would excel in industry

and the production of material values, the French-Canadian

nation would surpass all others because of its faithfulness to

the spiritual goals of the Church, the institution which has

had ·the predominant position of influence in Quebec. As a result

of the formidable influence of the clerical nationalists, the

central foundation of this classical nationalism was the per

vasive myth of the agrarian life-style and all that it embodied.

Basically it was a simplistic and purist notion of encouraging

IlGad-fearing menu to return to or remain in the most natural of

eJ.?vironments. It was a myth

~*.constructed in such a way as to depict eloquently
and simply the happy and triumphant aspect of national
history: . that aspect embodied in the patriarchal
family; the hardworking, clean and independent
life in the fields; that beautiful web of trad-
itions that linked the p~esent generation with
their ancestors; and the stable uniformity of
customs and beliefs that bound the parish to the
region and the region to the whole territory of

3-Jean-.Marc Leger, uWhere does neo-nationalism lead?" in Hamsay
Cook, Qn. cj_t., p. 306.
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French Canada. ft~l this was deeply permeated
with religious values and placed under the attent
ive and benevolent authority of the Catholic
Church. 4

The essential regressiveness implied in this characteristic of

ecclesiastical nationalism is that the advocations of this

agrarian policy increased in intensity whenever or wherever

industrialization threatened. Quite simply, it was a policy

based on the naive assumption that the secularizing, nationalist

problems of increased industrialization could only be met by

increasing the" attractiveness of the rural-agrarian way of life.

The regressiveness of this nationalist policy lay in its refusal

to meet and" cope with the problems of industrialization, a force

which could no~be halted or turned back.

A corollary of this form of ecclesiastical nationalism

and yet another characteristic of the grand concept of regressive

nationalism was its anti-statist orientation to the problem of

economic and social development~ The state or gover~ent was

relegated to the role of an administrator and not an initiator

in dealing with the concerns of general welfare. It could only

follow and reinforce the clerical dictates and interpretations

Of Oatholic social philosophy which abhorred any form of socialist

digression from the patterns of laissez-faire capitalism. It

cannot be overemphasized that regressive nationalism has always

had clerical-religious overtones. Until mid-century,

nationalism was "regressive when intellectual thought was dom

inated by the social philosophy "espoused by the hierarchy of the

Catholic Church. The one qualification which should be considered

suggests that. the Church has often been in the forefront of

aggresslve nationalism, but only when its antiquated social

philosophy has been dramatically changed to conform with the
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realities of existing situationsG Nevertheless, the pursuit

of nationalist policies in the early stages of contemporary.

French-Canadian history (1920-1950) has coincided remarkably

with the ever-so-gradual Itevolution lt of Catholic social phil
oso·phy.

Turning our attention to the premises of aggressive

nationalism, we can cite a number of characteristics which

depict its radical differences from the tenets of regressive

nationalism.

Nationalism~ and nationalist policies, have been aggressive

when its orientation has been directed toward the goal of

reinstating French-Canadian society into the mainstream of

North .American economic development and social thought. Thus,.

aggressive nationalism is 1) participatory, when it has defined

the preservation of its values in terms which have encouraged

French~Canadians to gain control of the political and economic

mechanisms of their society, thereby permitting them to deal

forcefully with the problems brought about by such issues as

industrialization and urbanization; 2) social, .. when it has

advocated state intervention into the problems of social welfare,

thereby enabling the political elite to control and promote·

the social. welfare of its citizenry; 3) secular, where national

ist policy has rejected the strictly theological approach to

values and history,. where Itnational concerns· are made up of its

entire social structure in terms of its political,. social and

economic factors, of which the Church is only one .part, aJ:1d

of which the essential parts are ~he state and the economic
system:.... 5

In this instance, secular does not necessarily mean anti

clerical or anti-religious. There certainly can be aspects of

religious support· in the meaning of aggressive nationalism,

but it is only when religious doctrine has transformed and

advocated necessary reforms to the social order in a manner

5-IJ8on Dion? "Pessimistic nationa.lism: its source, meaning
a.nd validity, It in Eamsay Cook, .9"0$ cit .. , p .. 296.



45

which does not imply isolationism or escapism. In fact, vve

will' see how the Church itself has been at times in the van

guard of aggressive nationalisrr.. :.:md we will also note that

this had occurred only when Catholic social philosophy has

changed drastically.

Prior to concluding our remarks about the differences

be~ween aggressive and regressive nationalism, we should

examine the relationship between nationalist thought and gov

ernmental attempts to interpret the prevalent theme of nation

alism through the pursuit of various Ilnationalist ll policies.

The reason for the predominance of regressive nationalism'

throughout much of the contemporary history of French Canada is

due to one significant factor. Because of the enormous

influence of the religious hierarchy, and the political phil

osophy of Taschereau and Duplessis who, as provincial premiers,

accounted for thirty-five of the forty years between 1920 and

1960~ the fibre of nationalism and the pursuit of nationalist

policies where very much the pawns of the clerico-political

elite. Thus, from the beginning of the industrial era around

the early 1920 i s until the first seeds of the Quiet Revolution

were planted in the mid-1950's, nationalism was the tool of

the political administration~ Regardless of the issue,

nationalism in "Quebec was subservient to the dictates of economic

liberalism. Thus its potency as a dynamic ideological guideline

petrified as it became institutionalized and modified by the

lengthy adminis~rations of two economically conservative

parties. This institutionalization automatically meant the

implicit creation of legal structures which rigidified the

ideology, thereby rendering it subservient to the whims of

the power "elite, who were in turn guided by the exploitive

nature of economic liberalism. Nationalism soon became the

defined tool of the power elite, thereby "losing its position as

the spontaneous motivator of govefi~mental activity. In Leger's
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terms, nationalism became formalistic,. forcing all the progress

ive-reformist elements into an "anti-nationalist" coalition ..

The ruling party defined the scope and limitations of national

ism and, in so doing, became its master, not its follower.

The dictates were founded firmly on the practical demands of

economic liberalism and thinly disguised behind policies of

"cultural preservation and betterment ll
• In short, nationalism

was equated with the philosophy of the governmental.party. This

view cannot but lead to a dialectical interpretation of the

evolution of nationalism in Quebec. With the incorporation of

the nationalist ethic into the governmental philosophy and

power structure two facets which hardly suffer alteration

in the lifetime of an administration -- the population was

actually cut off from the dynamic aspects of the force. The

result invites the Hegelian antithesis. The governmental inter

pretations of the nationalist concept are static and therefore

reactionary. The manipulation of the ideology invites oppo

sition from those forces who feel that the government has

betrayed the nationalism they supposedly espouse. These "anti

11ationalis ts II hErve· appeared, with variations on the same

:reformist theme,. in every election between 1935 and 1960.

While their goals were different, all these academics, clerics

and politicians who comprised these various opposition forces

advocated a new nationalism without the conservative trimmings.

Sig.aificantly, all these forces advocated differing degrees of

an aggressive-participatory nationalism. Yet the only time in

recent French-Canadian history when aggressive nationalism

became a progressive force with institutional support was with

the advent of Paul Sauve's reforming Union Nationale and

subsequently with the electoral victory of the Lesage Liberals

in 1960. This is not to say that the "quiet revolution"

heralded the birth of a new nationalist philosophy. This is
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hardly the case, since every election sice 1935 has been a

confrontation between the various the~es of aggressive and

regressive nationalism, as previously defined~, While the

following quotation is somewhat rhetorical, the description

is apt:

To say that everything began in 1960 would
be too easy, and, what is more, it would
be inaccurate and an oversimplification.
Rather let us say that something new began
in 1960, or more correctly, that something
took shape and began to express itself,
something that had been gestating for a long
time. It was what has been a little too
summarily called the reconciliation of the
I social' and the 'national , , the link between
the political and the cultural, the movement
or transference of national feeling from .
resistance and preservation to conquest
and invention. Men who called themselves
'anti-nationalists' and thought they were,
when they were really anti~conservatives,

who rose up against nationalism, in the name
of democracy, progress, respect for human
values, social justice, and intellectual free
dome, discovered that these values were emin
ently national~~ ~ .11 6

What we have tried to creat in these previous pages is

a skeletal desigD for the analysis of contemporary French

Canadian history, based on the continuous interaction of

aggressive and regressive nationalism. The merit of this

approach will hopefully lie in the suggestion that this

interaction has determined, to a very great extent, the

cohesiveness of ethnic solidarity and the existence of class

consciousness. Since the basic premise of regressive

nationalism is the protection of the French-Canadian culture

through defensive and iSOlationist policies ,. it would not be

unrealistic to suggest that the regressive form of nationalism

has been the greates contributor to ethnic solidarity~ Con-

6-J san-Marc Leger, Q.t?. cit., p. 308
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versely, the adoption of an aggressive-participatory

nationalism could be conducive to an awakening of class

consciousness. This suggestion is based on the premise that

aggressive nationalism means that the power elite is prepared

to defend its culture in a participatory manner, controlling

the main sources of economic and political power while ensuring

that French-Canadian society is thrust into the social and

economic mainstream of North American society. The analysis

which follows will attempt to sketch the deve~opment of

these two forces and present historically-based arguments as

.to why aggressive nationalism has replaced its regressive

counterpart.



CHAPTER THREE

A THEORY OF NATIONALISM IN
FRENCH Ch~ADIAN SOCIETY--2
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Much of what has been written on the historical and

cultural developments of French-Canadian society has been

devoted to the problems of selecting a thematic schema within

which these complex developments can be analyzed. There appears

to be a concensus of opinion which suggests the inclusion of

three fundamental concepts in this framework. The first theme

posits that the analysis of French-Canadian society is the anal

ysis of a. minority in a continuous struggle for cultural survival.

A. cursory glance' cit Canadian history leads one to understand the

depth, and determination of Quebec's confrontation with real and

sometimes imaginary external political and social forces which

havet,hreatened her survival. The lessons obtained from the

." tyrannous rule of the anglo majori ty"· in such, questions as the

Riel Affair, the Manitoba and Northwest Territories school issue,

the token participation in Britain's Boer War and the divisive

conscription crises of the two major wars coupled with Ottawa's

centraliZing policies had resulted in the isolation of the French

Oanad.ian minority coaxing her into a position of defensive na.t

ionalism. These political issues together with the enduring

cohesiveness of their Roman Catholicism encoura.ged an ethnic

solidarity which grew to become almost impenetrable. This norm

of cultural survival has formed the nucleus for the major policy

orientations of every provincial administration since the "rene

gade ll rule of NIercier' s Partie Nationale. \fuile the suggested

means for maintaining the cultural entity have varied considerably,

none of them have consciously betrayed the indivisible norm.

If considered alone, the persual of policies, insuring the

survival of the culture is certainly not a unique or exceptional
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theme. It does become so, however? when it is intertwined with

the second concept in the historical framework. The extensive

influence of the Roman Catholic Church and its conservative soc

ial philosophy on the beliefs and life-styles of French Canadians

is a factor of considerable importance when studying the effects

of nationalist policies in Quebec. What is of extreme importance

in this concept is that the Church, until qUite recently, had

always managed to easily convince the nationalist intelligentsia

that of all existing institutions 'none played a greater role

than her in defending and maintaining French-Canadian culture.

Raised under the benevolent authoritarian-hierarchical principles

.of mid-nineteenth century Roman Catholicism, most French Canadians

accepted the predominant position enjoyed by the Church. As such

she was not only the consoler and defender btrtthe spiritual and

moral vanguard of the society, rarely, meeting with opposition

'when she emphasized and requested obedience to the dictates of

a dogmatic social philosophy. This philosophy was interpreted

by a clerical elite who reflected the essence of the hierarchical

authoritarian structure.

The last theme, which is not of particular relevance to

our examination, c'oncerns the belief posited by many that the

ideology of democracy is an alien concept in French-Canadian

society~ French Canada has never developed an appreciation for

the philosophy of parliamentary democracy. This line of reasoning

has often been cited as the cause for the outrageous political

and administrative scandals which have played a dominant role
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in French Canada's political history. 1

We will now examine the manner in which the two themes of

cultural survival and the social philosophy of Roman Catholi-

cism have resulted in the creation of regressive nationalisml

In order to appreciate the evolution of agressive and

regressive nationalist thought in contemporary French-Canadian

society - which, for our examination begins with the industrial

era around the early 1920's - it is necessary to examine the

"evolution of Catholic social philosophy and the predominant

position the institution had obtained as the official molder of

nationalist opinion. Thirty years after the publication of the

papal encyclical, _Rerum Novar~~, in 1~91 the Catholic Church in

Quebec was still structuring its spiritual and social philosophy

on the antiquated guidelines of the past - Vatican I era. While

Rerum Novarum had called for a revolutionary re-examination of

the t"enets of laissez-faire capitalism and a more compassionate

approach to the secular problems of the faithful, the clerical

~lite in French Canada had managed to isolate their followers from

1... The manner in which these three themes interact comprise the
implicit theQretical framework of at least one major work. on
French-Canadian politics. See Herbert F. Quinn, The Union
Nationale: A Study in Quebec Nationalism, pp. 3-20, 192-201,
T1niversity of Toronto Press, Toronto, 1963. There have been
numerous studies which have isolated one or two of these themes;
and they all followed a similar course of analysis. While the
list is exhaustive, since it includes those works of French
Canadian apologists INhere the theme is implied and assumed,
some representative studies are found in Ramsay Cook's anthology
on French-Canadian Nationalism, Macmillan of Canada, Toronto 1969.
See in particular P. E. Trudeau, Quebec on the Eve of the Asbestos
Strike ll originally appearing in his La Greve de L'amianate,
pp. 32-48. Also from the same anthology see the excellent article
by Jean-C. Bonenfant and Jean-C. Fabardeau, "Cultural and Pol
itical Implications of French-Canadian Nationalism" pp. 18-31.
bverett C. Hughes' classic study of the effects of Anglo-Ameri
can industrializqtion upon a French-Canadian town, French Canada
in Transition, University of Chicago Press, Chicago: 1943,
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the paths of" change.. In essence, the social and political..
remained within the sphere of the spiritual and because of this

the Church continue~ its existence as the benevolent dictator

over the obedient masses. Within a moral context, the clergy

interpreted the doctrines of Christianity by advocating

two forceful ideals. The first dealt with the concept of the

ideal Christian •.. Catholicism was the medium through which man

could attain the highest honor of spiritual perfection. Thus

it became the mechanism which encouraged man to view the material

world as an evil testing ground through which man must pass

and thereby prove worthy of God's favour. It was the Church

on earth which helped man overcome the influences of materialism

and worldly desires.. The idea], Christian would remain true to

his Catholic an~estors by modeling his life on theirs. Thus he

would refuse to be a part of anything the Church suggested was

against Catholic principles. In this ideal, Catholic social

philosophy permeated every aspect of French-Canadian life.

also emphasizes the role of these three themes in Quebec. For
a comprehensive and penetrating analysis of the role of the Church
in the developments of French-Canadian nationalism see Michael
K. Oliver, The Social and Political Ideas of French-Canadian
Nationalists, 1920-1942, unpublished doctoral Dissertation,
McGill University, 1956.

Some interesting material has been written on the contro
versial and delicate question of the democratic orientation of
political history in Quebec. P. E. Trudeau's remarks in "Some
Obstacles to Democracy in Quebec ll

, !ederalism and the French
Cm1adians, Macmillan of Canada, Toronto: 1968 pp. 103-124, are
particularly scathing, viz •••as a minority they hammered the pro
cess of parliamentary government into a defensive weapon of racial
warfare, and as Catholics they believed that "authority might well
be left to descend from God in God's good time and in God's good
way". Finally there is the Hartzian interpretation of the devel
opment of the fuedal-authoritarian fragment in French Canada
found in Kenneth I'IIcRae, "The structure of Canadian History" in
Louis Hartz, ,The F'ounding of Ne~ .~ocietiesL Harcourt, Brace and
World, New York, 1964, pp. 219-275 ..
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bverything was considered in the spiritual context and. therefore

even secular influences were attacked with a religious connotation

In this' traditional and encompassing orientation it was natural

to expect that the Church would vigorously attempt to maintain

existing institutions, for the reasoning followed that a change

in one would subsequently encourage change in others thereby

undermining the influence of this philosophyo In this context

it is simple to appreciate the concern given by the clergy to

the maintenance of the rural-agricultural life-style. This was

the most natural of environments to the Christian man. Sub-

sequentlyany change to its structure was a threat to the

stability of the social, i.e. Catholic order.

The second major ideal of Roman Catholicism was fOLmded on

the premise of its essentially missionary role in the affairs

of man. :r'he concept was much more dYnamic and zealous than the

simple principles embodied in the ideal Christian man. The

Church was convinced that God had selected the French Canadian

race to perpetuate and spread the spiritual goals of Roman

Catholicism. This missionary zeal had been one of the never-

changing cornerstones of the faith and was the dYnamic force

behind French-Canadian Catholicism for well over two centuries.

The remarks of Mgrs. L.-F.-R. Lafleche in 1866 and of L.-A .
./'
Paq~et in 1915 attest to the longevity of this belief:

liAs for us Frencb. Canadians, whom Catholic
teachings have made the fortunate possessors of
all-encompassing truth, let us strengthen our faith
in the great consolation of our holy religious
dogma, with its reassuring presages as to our
national future. So long as we remain faithful
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"{ -to the mission entrusted to our forebears,
so long as we continue steadily, straight
toward the goal assigned us by Providence,
we shall have nothing to fear. No power,
no human devices will ever succeed-in
checking our progress or prevent us from
fulfilling our destiny here as people ....
What is the mission Providence gave our
fathers? The mission with which Providence
entrusted French Canadians is basically
religious in nature: it is, namely, to
convert the unfortunate local infidel
population to Catholicism, and to expand
the Kingdom of God by developing a pre
dominantly Catholic mentality. II 2

AConsider the following statement by Mgr. L.-A. Paquet.

It is interesting to note that this lofty spiritualism appeared

almost half a century after Lafleche's exhortations and on the

eve of the acceleration of the industrial era.

II 'Populum istum formavi mihi; laudam meam
narrabit.' This people have I formed for
myself; they shall show forth my praise.
In this language of such lofty meaning anq
in these inspired words I see indications
of the noble mission entrusted to our
nationality. I think I discern in this light
the exalted vocation of the French race in
North America.. . Yes, let us not forget,
we are not only a religious people, we are
messengers of the spirit of religion. Our
mission is less to handle capital than to
stimulate ideas; less to light the furn
aces of factories than to maintain and
spread the glowing fires of religion and
thought and to help them cast their light
into the· distance. II .3'

Naturally the Church had a vested interest in keeping

the focus of the two ideals in the forefront of French-

Canadian intellectual thought. So long as the spiritual aspects of
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Catholic social philosophy remained as motivating mechanisms

in the social action of French Canadians, the Church would not

lose its carefully cultivated position of eminence.

In isolating the French Canadians as the master race in

. affairs spiritual] the clergy was directly responsible for

creating within these people, a consciousness of their religious

and cultural differences from the English population surrounding

their borders. While never flaunting the federal bargain, the

Church played the supreme role in isolating l'-'rench-Canadian

culture from the secular and material influences which contin-

ually threatened her survival. French Canadians had no reason

to doubt the logic advanced by Mgr. Lafleche whose words were

as meaningful in the 1920's as they were in 1866. "The Church

hierarchy in Canada", the Monsignor stated, "has always been

fundamental to our life as a nation•••• The providential survival

of our institutions is yet further proof of the powerful vital

izing life-blood that religion confers upon whatever it influencesll~

The religious contract between the clerical interpretors of

Catholic social philosophy and the population who received the

thoughts of their wisdom was binding but not harshly demanding.

The faithful had a primary allegiance to the dictates of Roman

Catholicism as interpreted by the clergy " .... in order to

preserve and consolidate the moral unity, without which all our

2- l\;lgr. L.-F.-R. Lafleche, IIQuelques Considerations sur les
rapports de la societe civile avec 10. religion et 10. famille,"
translated and found in Ramsay Cook, OPe ci~. page 98 and first
published in the original in 1866.

3,... Mgr. L.-A.-Paquet, IISermon sur 10. vocation de 10. race
frans;e.ise en .A1nerique ll

, translated and found in Ramsay Cook,
9~o Cit. page 153. Further evidence to depict the Church's
uns\-verving loyalty to the missionary task of French-Canadian
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efforts would be in valn 1 the most essential things 2.re 2. filial

obedience to the teachings of the Church and a complete sub-

mission to the authority of the leaders who represent among us

the power of the Churchs" 5

This emphasis on the spiritual vocation of French Canadians

formed the core around which Lionel Groulx constructed his nation-

alist thought. Many of his contemporaries in L'Action FrauQaise
t

shared the same belief modified slightly by the e~ually important

goal of restoring the French language to a position of pro-

minence in all spheres of activity.

The rather sorry state of secular influence in the trad-

itional, clerical-dominated nationalism of the early 1920's

was depicted by Henri Bourassa when he stated:

"If there is a ruling class here, it is
certainly the clergy. We have allowed our view
points to be permeated by such a curious
pettiness that it has become nearly imposs~

ible to talk about the French-Canadian clergy,
its history, and its social role, without
being charged with toadyism or with sacri
legious insolence. This derives, no doubt,
from the uni~ue role that the French-Canadian
clergy has played.'·.t)

While clerical thoughts dominated the social outlook of

French Canadians in the immediate past war era, it was the

economic policies of the provincial administration which

brought about the rapid restructuring of nationalist thought in

(3) Catholicism can be found in an article written for the nation
alist group L'Action Frangaise by Father Jo-M.-R. Villeneuve,
OoIiiolo in 1922. Entitled "And Our Dispersed Brethren••• ?" a
typical sentence reminds French Canadians thatll ••• an apostolic
nation ••• is a divine grace that we would do well to request in
our prayers and to become worthy of by meditation ••• "The article
appears in 1-i.amsay Cook, op. cit. pp. 188-202.

4- Mgr. L.-F.-TI. Lafleche, Q£. cit. p. 105
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this tinle-periodo Industrialization began in earnest ~uLder the

Liberal administration of Alexander Taschereau. He was

correctly convinced that the economic invigoration of the

province lay in a future of industrialization and the influx

of foreign capital needed· to develop the latent national

resources of French Canada. Yet it was the manner in which this

process of deve-lopment V.fas carried out that effected the

confrontation between the laissez-faire liberals and the trad-

i tional', religiously oriented nationalists. Taschereau's

solution to the problems of economic development lay in his

attitude toward the roles of the state and private enterprise.

He encouraged economic exploitation by allowing foreign

companies and capital to enter the province without the reins

of government control 0 While pr~erty depended on the foreign

exploitation of resources, Taschereau equated governmental con-

trol with "state-paternalism".. Thus the task of development

lay strictly in the hands of private enterprise. Although his

IIfree-hand" policies were later to be condemned by cler.ics and

nationalists alike, his initial reasoning was based on practical

and acceptable logic. Any form of democratic socialism was

considered anathema by the clerical elite. state control would

mean the erosion of the religious power structure and the sub-

stitution of primarily secular control.

6- Henri Bourassa 1 "Le Patriotisme canadian-fransais, ce qu I il
est, ce qu'il Gait etre" translated and found in Ramsay Cook,
QE. ci~. p. 126.
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The growth of opposition to the economic policies of· the

Taschereau administration came from a number of sources all

having varied reasons for criticizing the process of indust

rialization" The most vocal opposition came from the clerical

elite. It is significant to note that their criticisms were

not directed to how the Taschereau r~gime handled the process

of industrialization and the administration's policies of

allowing uncontrolled foreign exploitation" Rather, their

opposition centered on the whole concept and meaning of

industrialization. The process was considered the most serious

threat to the French-Canadian way of life, since it directly

attacked the society's most stable component - that of the rural

agricultural base. With the influx of foreign ov'med companies

and the subsequent appeal it presented to the impoverished

segment of French Canada, the traditional basis of the society

was drastically altered. Along with the threat to the stability

of the rural areas, industrialization introduced a set of values

which were strictly secular and materialistic in orientation.

Thus the initial clerical reaction vigorously opposed the entire

spectrum of industrial ideology.

Another source of opposition came from the spiritually

oriented lay nationalists. While they perceived the explicit

threat to the traditional values of the society from the

industrializing process, they were not adamantly opposed to

the entire concept as were the clerical elite" They sorrow

fully resig~ed themselves to the inevitability of t11e gradual
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alteration and directed their attacks to the methods employed

by the Taschereau administration. Specifically_ they were noi;

so much opposed to the ideals of capitalism as they were to the

fact that the new economic alteration was controlled and directed

by foreign enterprises of predominately English and American

origins. While the Church was concerned with the threat

industrialization posed to the spiritual and social struc-rure

of the society, the lay nationalists, especially those associated

with the influential L'Action Franciase, feared that uncontrolled
~

foreign exploitation posed a direct threat to the language and

. culture of French Canada. Their objections were realistic and

well-founded. Taschereau's belief in the philosophy of laissez-

faire capitalism led to the creation of foreign owned monopolies

which actually undermined the fledgling French-Canadian

entrepreneureal segment. Because of the technical superiority

of the financial elite who managed these foreign companies, the

French Canadian with his liberal-classical education was placed

tn- a subordinate position. We will now examine how these two

forces of oPPosltion confronted the policies of the conservative

Taschereau administration and consider why the alternatives

suggested were essentially regressive in nature.

The nationalism and the pursual of nationalist policies

evident in the early stages of industrial acceleration were

essentially regressive in nature because they could not cope

realistically with the problems which industrialization presented.

The nationalist policy followed by the Taschereau r~gime in
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allowing the overt manipulation of the economy by private

enterprise did succeed in industrializing the agrarian society.

But the policy had the effect of isolating both the clerical

elite and the lay nationalists who vigorously opposed the

direction which the policy had taken. The reason why the

policies of the Taschereau regime and the alternatives presented

by the two main opposing groups were basically regressive is due

to the following points. 1) Taschereau refused to interfere

with the manner in which private enterprise had successfully

gained control of the economy. 2) The Church, in answer to

the threat of industrialization, advocated a vigorous return

to the land campai&~. 3) Initially, the lay nationalists of

L'Action Francaise, had refused to consider the possibilities
1

of state-controlled industries. Rather they sought a policy

which would greatly bolster the rapidly decreasing smaller

enterprises of French-Canadian businessmen. In short, all three

.groups in the political and social structure of the province

were unable to present realistic alternatives to a problem \Jvhich

would eventually force the beleaguered French-Canadian culture

into an isolationist and defensive position. The most incredible

fact involved the subsequent behaviour of the Liberal regime,

when prior to the election of 1936, they suddenly realized that

their policy of unrestrained laissez-faire capitalism had

estranged a sizeable portion of the electorate who had become

disillusioned with industrialism due to the depression and who

had become aware of their subordinate role in the industrial

hierarchy. Heeding the advice of a worried clergy, to control

the growing appeal of the political opposition, Taschereau

reversEd his position and advocated a futile and unrealistic



61

policy of a return-to-the-lando Thus the solution provided

to the electorate was one of "ignoring the problem with the

hope that i.t would eventually disappear"o As late as 1936,

the official nationalist policy of the Liberal regime was

essentially defensive, non-participatory and as a result,
7

isolationist. The nationalist thought that had emerged in the

early 1920 1 s from bo.th clerical and lay sources was, in a

different manner, as equally regressive. The state of nationalist

ideology in Quebec throughout most of Taschereau's regime has

been adequately surveyed by Po E. Trudeau when he

posited the following:

lI ooopitted against an English, Protestant, demo
cratic, materialistic, business-minded, and ind
ustrial environment, our nationalism's system
of self-preservation glorified every contrary
tendency; and made a cult of the French lang-
uage, Catholicism, authoritarianism, idealism,
the rural way of life, including the myth of a
return to the lando" 8

Before we complete our discussion on the early orienta.tion

of nationalist ideology in Quebec we need to examine two more

developments which affected the political and social history

of French Canada in the industrial era from 1930-1935. The

first concerns the development of the trade-union movement in

Quebec. The second and more significant one concerns the

creation of French Canada's first aggressively nationalist pol-

itical party, headed by Maurice Duplessis, formed to combat the

regressive policies of the governing Liberal Party.

7- To the Taschereau liberals cultural survival meant economic
prosperity even if it came from the hands of foreign capitalism.
A Quebec historian describes Taschereau1s economic philosophy in
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While the Church was the most vigorous opponent of

industrialization in the early 1920's it was not about to rest,

satisfied that it had exposed the moral dangers of economic

liberalism and capitalism. As we have seen, the clergy had

interpreted the encyclical of Rarum Novarum in a manner which

suit~d their traditional orientation and as such they did not

necessarily condemn the capitalist system for its economic

abuses against the working class, but rather its condemnation

was leveled against an economic ideology which prevented the

fruition of traditionalist valuesa

The ChurGh-sponsored formation of Quebec's first Catholic

Trade Union in 1921 - La Confederation des Travailleurs Catho-

liques du Canada - came as a result of the clergy's concern about

the secularizing influences of industrialization on the new

labor stratum and not as a consequence of their interest to

assure the Quebec worker of a socio-political mechanism which

would champion their cause for just wages and improved working

(7)the following manner" ••• il ne croi t pas a la colonisation mais
al'industrie, il ne croit pas a- l'etatisme mais a 1 'initiative
privee, il ne croi t pas a la chance mais au labour. II veut
I' aisance des oeuvriers, mais dans le respect de's droi ts patronaux.
11 tient la prosperite des grandes firmes pour la source majeur
du bien-etre general". This quote is taken from Robert Rumilly,
Historie de la Province de Quebec, LXv, Alexander Taschereau,
Montreal, 1952, p. 20 as it appears on page 31-32 of Hebert
Orienu, OPe ,9it.

8- P. E. Trudeaq "On the Eve of the Asbestos Strike" in Hamsay
Cook, QR. cit. p. 33. It is interesting to note here that the
myth of a return-to-the-land was a long time dying in prominent
clerical circles. As late as 1945, Father R. Ares, S. Ja stated
that lithe industrial revolution could only have a disasterous
effect on our people.a.we have neither the capital, nor the ind
ustrial and business traditions; nor the great technical schools;
and, above all, 'tve have no clearly defined social and national
doct-rine. The countryside's lessening role is a great misfortune,
because of the primary importance of rur2l areas in the life
of natiOlls in general, and of our nation in particula.r ••• From
the social and 'ethical point of view, large cities, particularly
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conditions. In effect, liThe clergy, at the right moment, as soon

as it proved fea,sibl e, did for the workers what it had done for

all other classes of citizens ••• lt once again acted here •••

as a far-sighted and well-inspired ini tiator. 1I9 In a sense,

clerical paternalism created the syndicates for purely spiritual

and protective reasons. bventual labor initiatives for wage

parity and solidarity resulted as but a by-product of the primary

goal.- "It had been necessary to insulate the French Canadian

from the ideas and value systemsof a secular world by ensuring

that his various fields of activity were concentrated in organ
10

izations inspired by Catholic doctrines and principles. 1I

(8) in times of unemployment wear dO\lvn men's bodies and souls,
disrupt families, breed quarrels and hatreds, foment revolu
tionary ideas and social unrest. 1I

9- See P. E. Trudeau, liOn the Eve of the Asbestos Strike ll
in Ramsay Cook, op. cit., p. 38 when he states, IIThis spurious
use of papal authority to support nationalism was abetted by
a misunderstanding of the pope's pronouncements against the
abuses of capitalism.. The pope censured the capitalist system
for keeping part of the proletariat in a state of abject poverty
and for preventing the development among a great many people of
truly human values; whereas our clerical-nationalist doctrine
seemed mainly to hold it against the system that it kept French
Canadians in a state of economic subjection, and prevented the
developments among them of predominantly nationalist values. 1I

10-Ibid, p. 46. The early union movement was not only blessed
with a religious benefactor in the personage of the Church, but
also withllfar-sighted and well-inspired ll leaders who adopted
the same social outlook as their sponsors. The remarks by a
labour leader, Alfred Charpentier, in 1e Devoir in 1921
exem.plifies this point. lilt vvould indeed seem that God has
allowed our people to grow in this corner of the country, despite
past persecutions, so that it might become the purifying element
of the whole Canadian nation ••• Our Catholic workers are also called
upon by Providence to do their share in the task of protecting
the working classes of the country against the dangers that
lie in wait."
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The same principle of organization was applied to the

farmers union:" Union Catholique des Cultivateurs - formed in

1924. While -the Church was more directly concerned with improving

the lot of the farmer in this instance, the p~imary motivation

for this "progressive stand"l~iffered little from the philosophy

behind the industrial union: If industrialization and its

effects were to be firmly halted, then the agrarian policies had

to have material attractions and benefits which could be pro

mised to farmers. The Church spread its influence in many of

these early unions or syndicates and fostered the formation of

groups for students and workers alike. Aside from controlling

the philosophical orientation of these early labour movements,

the Church had yet another reason for championing the cause of

farmers and industrial workers. Although Leo's ,Rarum Novarum

condemned the abuses of the capitalist system, the encyclical

was even more vehement with its denounciations of socialism,

which at that time was strongly under the influence of Marxist

doctrine. The Quebec clergy, not surprisingly, were in com

plete agreement with their spiritual superioro Yet the dir

ection of their attacks against socialism were not so much

aimed at the "statist" ideology it advocated but at the totally

anti-religious character of the movement. To the clergy and

the Catholic labour leaders, the neutral or non-confessional

interustional unions represented the vehicle by which these

doctrines of "atheistic-socialism" could be propagated.

II-Herbert Fe> Quinn,.£J2.. cit., p. 40
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"The a-religious character of the
~Ulions almost inevitably confronts their
members with a choice between two loyalties;
to their religion, or to their labour
association~ The international labour
movement, in view of its doctrinal sources,
no more guarantees order than does the
revolutionary individualism from which
it flows; no more, indeed, than does
communism, towards which this movement
is is lead by a national, so to speak,
progression. II 12

Another obstacle which prevented the labour organizations

from evolving into a militant movement to protect and advance

the economic interests of the working class lay in the con-

servative philosophy and the labour legislation of the Taschereau

regime. The Liberal Party was not about to discourage the

income of foreign capital and exploitive enterprises by

encouraging the trade-union.'s position~ The government stayed

clear of pOlicies which would provide wage parity and collective

bargaining~ The government's arguments were based on the grounds

that such issues were more adequately handled by the non-

federated company unions and loosely affiliated Catholic

syndicates 0 Thus, rather than restricting labour influence

by introducing legislation, the Taschereau Liberals simply

suppressed labor demands by allowing the company-dominated

unions to settle the issues. Thus, "The net result of Liberal

labour policy was that the formation of trade-unions was a slow

and difficul t process and the vast majority of Quebec vvorkers
13

still remained unorganized by the early 1930's~1I

12-Esdras Minville, quoted from P6 E6 Trudeau, "On the Eve
of the Asbestos Strike", PQ 46.

13-Herbert F6 Quinn, op. cit Q P6 32
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Hegardless of the position of clerical dominance and

the economic pol~cies of the Taschereau government, the

depression had a revolutionary affect on the trade-union move-

ment and the development of nationalist thought. While the

labour movement did not present an electoral threat to the

incumbent party, the leaders and organizers had taken a

decidedly more militant stand against the economic abuses

permitted by the government. This redirection in orientation

was primarily due to the II secularlization ll of the labour movement.

This did not mean the abandonment of spiritual values, as the

movement was still strictly confessional in nature, rather it

was the depression and the emergence of economic problems

which neces'si tated a re-allocation of priori ties and a larger

slice of the financial pie, for the common labourer.

This re-allocation of priorities was also exhorted by a

small, yet .influential, core of left wing nationalists who

politicized. their beliefs and presented the Quebec electorate

V'lith a set of corlstructive reforms and alternatives, the

likes of which they had never witnessed before. The premise

of this now "social ll nationalism was a radical departure from

traditional thought.

flIts adherents maintained that if French
was to survive as a distinct cultural entity it
must accommodate itself effectively to the new
industrial system that had developed. French
Canadians had to acquire the scientific knowledge
and essential techniques of modern industrial
society as effectively as have their English
speaking compatriots to be able to compete and
cooperate with them as equals. And according
to this line of thought, the clergy had to aban
don much of the direct control over secular
activities in favour of a new lay leadership." 14
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The Church was also trapped within a philosophical

vacUUIna While still espousing the virtues of an agrarian

society and supporting a naive return-to-the-land policy,

their influence had been continually undermined by the

unhaltable tide of industrialization. The clergy correctly

realized that unless it re-adapted its antiquated social

philosophy to conform to the radical new developments it would

quickly fall from its position of prominence. The appearance

in 1931 of Pius XII's £2~dragesimo Anno provided them with

the redirection they so badly needed. The encyclical departed

from previous/e.8cH('\~Sand officially endorsed some of the tenets

of democratic socialism so long as the doctrine conformed

to Christian values. But again the Church was spurred to

action not so much by the blatant social injustices evident

in the province but, more directly, by religious-spiritual

concerns a

"The depression had resulted in widespread
dissatisfaction with the captalist system, and
unless the Church put forward a programme of
reform within the framework of Catholic social
philosophy it was quite conceivable that it
would be forced by the growth of a socialist
or co~~unist movement which might not only be
secularist but even militantly atheistic." 15

In a previous section we hypothesized that the orient-

ation of legislative policies to insure the survival and

development of French-Canadian culture was a function of how

the ruling elite interpreted nationalist thought a So long as

the objective of cultural survival was not destroyed,

14- stuart Jamieson, Industrial l-Lelations in Canada, macmillan
of Canada, Toronto: 1957. p. 56.

15- Herbert J:!'. Quinn, Ope ci to, p. 56

____l
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Taschereau C01.lld successfully interpret the meaning of

nationalism so that it coincided with his own political and

economic philosophy. With the supportive role of the religious

hierarchy, the Liberal administration had institutionalized

nationalism, thereby providing the electorate with a legitimizing

source for its regressive policies. With the re-direction of

Catholic social philosophy, stimulated by the publication of

the new encyclical, the Taschereau regime and the institution

alized nationalism it professed came under close scrutiny.

While the Church was ~eluctant to abandon its position or the

merits of the agrarian life-style it had, by 1934, become

increasingly concerned about the economic policies of the

party in power. Yet, the most serious threat to the stability

of the administration emerged from within the ruling party

and from external sources. It was the challenge of a small

core of radical Liberals coupled with the support of the

secular nationalist intellectuals which eventually brought dOV'ID

the Taschereau regime in 1936. The Provincial Conservative

party, suffering from its affiliation to the Tory_oriented

parent party had been in opposition for forty odd years and

had not been able to dislodge the Liberal administration~

While the party was to provide the leader for the new radical

coalition, disenchanted Liberals and the opposition Conserva

tives, it had not been able to present effective alternatives

to the Liberal policies. Thus the task of organizing a poli

tical movement based on reforms of an aggressive participatory

nature fell to Paul Gouin and his newly formed LIAction Liberale

Nationale. Vvhen the movement broke with the Liberal Party in

1935, it had amassed the support of the Union des Cultivateurs

Catholique, L'Action Francaise and progressive elements within

the Provincial Conservative Party led by Maurice Le Noblet

Duplessis.
The result of the coalition between the opportunistic

Conservative party and the radical reformists of the A. L. N.
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led to the formation of the Union Nationale under the capEJ.ble

leadership of IJuplessiso While the new leader's persistence

in uncovering the administrative malpractices of the encumbent

party can be cited as a major contributing factor to the victory

of the Union Nationale in the election of 1936, the new party

had successfully offered the electorate a set of viable

alternatives to the existing policies of the Liberal Government.

In fact, the initial political philosophy of the UN represented

the first attempt by a political movement to obtain legitimacy

for a form of aggressive nationalismG The platform included

reforms which would affect the entire social and economic structure

of the society. The reform party advocated the destruction of

financial monopolies and the effective governmental control of

foreign business concerns; the transfer uf hydro-electric

control from private to public oV'mership and other proposals

for state-intervention. In the field of Labour policy, they

promised legislation to govern minimum wages, hours of work,

and pensions. In essence the party adopted a position which

recognized the fact that cultural survival depended on the

willingness of French Canadians to control the sources of

economic power and to re-enter the mainstream of North Anlerican

social philosophy. Thus, before Duplessis led the party back

into the economic conservatism of his Liberal predecessors,

the Union Nationale was the first politically organized

proponent of an aggressive nationalism.

In summation, and in order to highlight the differences

between aggressive and regressive nationalism, perhaps we

should re-examine objective criteria of these expressions of

nationalism in light of what had transpired between the early

part of 1920 and the victory of the reformist~UnionNationale.

Hhi]_o the interpretation is somewhat oversimplified it itvill serve

to point out the confrontation between these two progressions of

nationalist thought.

The Taschereau Liberal Party and the clerical elite were

---!
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the foremost proponents of the regressive form of nationalism"

They both adhered to a defensive-traditionalist position in

dealing with the problems of an industrializing society ..

While the Church preached a doctrine of apostolicism and the

myth of the agrarian life-style, the rUling party stood aloof

from the industrial revolution without complaint thereby

allowing the elements of economic control to slip into foreign,

usually English hands. The "antJ:.statist" nature of both the

political and religious elite permitted social conditions,

especially runong the labouring classes, to deteriorate to a

serious degree. Essentially then, cultural survival was

only to be enhanced if French Canadians ignored the secular

influences surrounding them.

The pursuit of nationalist policies during the Liberal

regime was regressive because it did not encourage French

Canadians to participate in controling their own affairs. In

effect these policies led to a form of ethnic solidarity which

permeated the entire structure of the society" Regressive

nationalism could not lead to any other conclusion"

Nationalism and the pursuits of nationalist policies

becomes aggressive when it encourages a participatory, social

and gener211y secular orientation to the problems in a society.

It develops from and results in a form of class consciousness

which is absent in the philosophy of ethnic solidarity - the

by-product of regressive nationalism. The reforms promised by

the Duplessis-Gouin coalition were founded on the norms of

aggressive nationalism. Embodied in this approach was the

principle that cultural survival depended on the willingness

and the ability of French Canadians to participate more fully

in areas of economic and social concern.

We will now examine the reasons why the aggressive form

of nationalism did not remain a consTructive part of

French-Canadian society during the Duplessis regime.



CHAPTER FOUR
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With the election of Maurice Duplessis as Premier of Quebec

in 1935, one of many long-standing traditions began to falter

and decay. Due not only to the personal magnetism of the

Union Nationale leader but also to his unchallenged ability

to mobilize and construct an effective political movement,

the party began its painstaking task of eroding the position

of prominence which the Catholic Church had so long enjoyed.

In effect, there developed a gradual shift of allegiance, a

slight re-allocation of values which enabled the lillion Nationale

to bargain on equal footing for the official position of

"defender of the faith." It was not so much an overt challenge

to the authority of the Church as it was a process of subtle

erosion. The church eventually lost much of its influence over

the secular concerns of French Canadian society to the

Duplessis regime. Nationalism and nationalist policies were

d'efined and ini tia ted within a primarily secular and polltical

context and not, as previously, under the aegis of clerical

concern. The puppet, so to speak, was not liberated, rather

the strings of control gradually passed from one master to

another.

In pursuing our examination of the historical confrontation

between aggressive and regressive nationalism, this concept

is of some importance. In a sense it contributes to an under

standing of the cyclical evolution of these two forms of

nationalism. Where the church had previously been the chief

contributor to the tenets of regressive nationalist thought,

this role was eventually to pass to a secu.larized political
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movement in the form of the Union Nationale party. While the

function of nationalism was essentially the same, namely the

preservation of the French-Canadian culture, the state, through

the Duplessis regime, was to playa far more definitive role

in guiding nationalist policies and creating the guidelines

of nationalist thought. The church with its waning influence,

was soon relegated to a supportive role becoming a moral

watchdog for the legislation enacted by the new regime. Yet,

it is very doubtful whether this new and emerging transferral

could have developed without the astute leadership provided

by the new premier.

If Palu Gouin of the newly formed Action Liberale Nationale

thought that coalition with the Duplessis led Conservatives

would provide his radical reform group with an effective

political base, his expectations were short-lived. To the

opportunistic Duplessis, the coalition was nothing more

than a marriage of convenience, an appealing springboard which

would jaunt an ailing party into power. Yet,it was not only

Gouin, but also the electorate who had opted for the refoflnist

platform of aggressive nationalism, who were to be disillusioned.

For "l e chef" completely reversed himself when he attained

power; all but token reforms were paid. nothing more than lip

service by the staunch economic conservative~ He pursued'

the same economic policies as his predecessor vis--a~·vis foreign

economic exploitation. This is not to say that he outwardly

supported a retlJrn-to-the-land policy, althou.gh subsequent
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legislation bolstered the attractiveness of agricultural

pursuits; rather he continued Tashchereau's earlier policies

of encouraging foreign economic exploitation without govern

mental interference.l Inching his party to the right of the

political spectru'TI, Duplessis also refused to nationalize the

electric power companies. This was in apt accord with his

personal conviction that any form of socialism "{faS nothing but

state paternalism. The French enterpreneurial segment also

sl..lffered a setback in the wake of Duplessis' economic policies.

Duplessis' acquiescence in allowing the proliferation of

large business interests Which were usually controlled by

English sources had a negative effect on the fledging enterpre-

neurial classes in French Canada.

1- While there are a number of political factors which can
be cited to explain Duplessis' turnabout, his personal philo
sophy on the role of government and the management of the
economy was by far the most influential factor. Completely
anti-stat rs,i';._, Duplessis favoured a prograTI1"ile of economic
development which was patterned exactly on the practices of
the previous Liberal administration. Typical of Duplessis'
attitude toward foreign exploitation of the province was the
paltry one cent a ton tariff on are carried out of Quebec by
foreign concerns. The study of the evolution of nationalist
thought during the Duplessis era is very much a study of the
pol·tcles and communications of the premier himself as he
c~rtainly was the most prominent and powerful political figure
between 1936-1959. To appreciate the enormous appeal of this
man refer to Pierre Laporte, The True Face of Dl.~Dlessis,

Harvest House, Montreal, 1960. Laportets exercise enables one
to understand how nationalist thought and Duplessis' personal
political philosophy were synonomous. Also see L~slie Roberts,
Le Chef (Ma'Jrice Duplessis), Editions du jour, I:lontreal, 1963.
A short, insighi..ful analysis of Duplessis' nationalist thought
can be seen inm. K. Oliver's, "Duplessis and Quebec's Intellectuals ll ,

in The Canadian Forum, no. 38, 1958, P' 55-57.
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As during the Tashchereau regime, the French were again

placed in a position of inferiority in the provincial economy.

Perhaps the most significant reversal was in the field of

social refoNa, particularly as it affected the labour movement.

Concerned about the 'growing militancy of labour unions and

the threat they posed to the stabil.i ty of the foreign dominated,

laissez-faire, capitalist system, Duplessis quickly demonstrated

his contempt for organized labour. Through the introduction of

Bills 19 and 20, the Union Nationale undermined the effective

ness of the unions' bargaining position. The legislation

empowered the government to modify or abrogate at will the

collective agreements freely arrived at between employers

and employees. Also, by the creation of a Fair Wage' Board the

government could settle a wage contract disDute by arbitrarily

imposing wage guidelines which were often well below labour

union quotas.

If Duplessis was reluctant to initiate refoNns which

would favour the working class, such was not the case in the

field of agricultural concerns. Realizing that the rural

areas provided Duplessis with a base of strong political support,

he introduced legislation which decidedly favoured these

rural elements. Rural electrification, extensive road networks

and a bountiful supply of agriclutural credit were some of

the policies which endeared the Union ~~ationale to the

rural voter.
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Duplessis, like his predecessor, was firmly convinced

that the preservation and development of French-Canadian

society lay in the pursuit of laissez-f'aire capitalism.

Thus, by the election of 1939, one of the main tenets of' regres

sive nationalism -- uncontrolled foreign econo~ic domination -

was still firmly entrenched and institutionalized by the power

structure. Surprisingly enough, this political betrayal did

not playa significant role in the subsequent defeat of the

Union Nationale in the election of 1939. The main issue

which both helped the Liberals return to power and eventually

caused their disastrous defeat five years'later t surrounded

QuebecTs participation in the Canadian war effort. ~bile the

result provided the Liberal Party with a short stay in power,

the circTh~stances Which led up to the mid-war conscription crisis

had a devastating effect on the provincial Liberals and vir

tually assured Duplessis of many years of uninterrupted rule.

The significance of the war issue and Duplessis' firm stand

against Canadian participation is that it refocused nationalist

thought on primarily cultural concerns instead of economic

ones.

The Liberal victory in the election of 1939 was due,

to a large extent, to the intervention of the federal

Liberal Part~T in the prOVincial campaign. Assured by the King

government that conscription vvould not be enforced, the

provincial Liberals supported the federal governments intention
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to participate in the allied war effort. Yet the credit for

victory was not entirely due to the Liberal endorsement. Father,

the Liberal win was assured by a brilliant political c, .~p staged

by their federal counterparts. The French-Canadian segment of

the King cabinet, some of whom were holding notable portfolios,

threatened to resign if the electorate did not place a firm vote

of confidence in the Godbout Liberal Party. Faced with the

th~eat of losing their only effectivB voice in Ottawa, the elec

torate replied and gave the Liberal party a resounding win .. ?
Having established a political link between the federal

and provincial Liberal parties, Godbout continued this implicit

co-operation with Ottawa throughout the length of his adminis-

tration. Ignoring the severe criticism of the Duplessis opposi-

tion, Godbout strengthened his link by transferring 'numerous

taxing powers to the federal government. This policy of

co-operation might have gone unnoticed had it not been for the

conscription crisis of 1942.

When MacKenzie King was forced, reluctantly, to call for

a national plebiscite on the question of conscription, the French-

Canadian electorate sensed that it had been betrayed. In essence

the issue developed into an ethnic confrontation as the results

2- In the election of 1936 the Union Nationale had won 76 of
the 90 seats in the assembly. In 1939 Duplessis' party lost 62
seats giving the Godbout Liberals 82.5% of the available seats.
See Canadian Parliamentary Guide, The Government of Canada,
Queen's Printer, 1937 and 1939. .
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indicated widespread support for conscription among English

Canadians and an overwhelming rejection of it from the French

segment.. The Godbout administration, with their binding affil

iation to the federal party, naturally became the object of

attack from the political opposition. The issue of conscription

totally discredited the provincial Liberals and cast Duplessis

and the Union Nationale in a favourable political position in

the province. While in opposition, Duplessis had carefully

nurtured the image that eventually returned his party to power.

He soon emerged as the only champion of provincial rights and

the conscription issue strongly reinforced his position. As

early as 194-2, a Union Nationale victory in the subsequent

election was a fait accompli.

There are two important reasons why we have examined the

political developments of the war period in some detail. First,

the embarrassing position of the Quebec Liberal Party not

onl \f contributed to it s defeat in the provincial election of

19L~L~ but in the subsequent three elections as well. 'fheir

co-operation with the federal government was an issue which

Duplessis used with great success in the elections of 1948,

1952, and 1956. Thus, for much of the post-war period the

credibility of the Liberal opposition was continually in doubt.

In short, Duplessis was provided with a political tool which

virtually assured his chances of success at the polls. The

second reason for ODr detailed examination was to show how

these political developm~nts led to the re-direction of
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of nationalist tho~ght kindled by the position taken by

Duplessis vi~a-vis the federal government. Emerging as a

staunch provincial autonomist, Duplessis mellowed the opposition

to his previous social and economic policies by providing an

alternate focus of attention in the centralizing forces of

the federal government. As we will see this redirection

of nationalist thought to the purely cultural level is the

key to understanding why the Union Nationale managed to obtain

strong support from all economic groups, including the working

class. Duplessis managed to convey the image that the federal

government provided the greatest threat to the cultural sur

vival of French-Canadian society and in so doing he managed

to subordinate oppomtion to his econonic and social policies.

It is clear that the electorate, when presented with a choice

between provincial autonomy i.e., cultural survival, or

policies of social betterment, they invariably opted for the

former. Referring once more to our dichotomous progression

of nationalism, it is not an oversimp.lification to suggest

that the basic theme of nationalist thought -- using the

pronouncements and policies of the Union Nationale leader

as a guide during the Duplessis regime was regressive in

scope. It is important to note that this was not due to

Duplessis' position on provincial autonomy. Certainly, many of

Duplessis' objections to federal intervention in provincial

fields of jurisdiction were valid on constitutional grounds.

It is also not difficult to appreciate Duplessis ' concern over
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these federal excursions as some of these centralizing policies

could potentially pose a threat to''la survivance ll • What is

at issue in this case is the extremity to which this stand of

provincial autonomy was carried. The preservation of the

culture was the key-word and catch-all of the Duplessis regime.

The theme led Quebec back into a defensive position of isola

tion. Perhaps the most devastating aspect of Duplessis' stand

against federal intrusion was that he refused to implement

alternative provincial policies, rejecting completely the old

bogey of socialism or state control.

The degree to which the Duplessis regime had foresaken

the social reformist policies they had pledged to implement in

the pre-war election of 1936 was evident by the considerable

public support enjoyed by Le Bloc Populaire. With the demise

of the reformist movements of the mid-thirties, radical-social

nationalism and the youthful nationalist elite that had espoused

the reform doctrines, suffered a temporary stay in political limbo.

The astute Duplessis, ever conscious of the potentcy of nation

alist thought, had successfully refocused public attention on

issues of provincial autonomy.

Hence 111a survivance" was interpreted in a political consti

tutional framework and not a social and economic one. Ronghly,

the implementation of social reform could only develop after the

external forces threatening the culture had been repressed.

Huch of the nationalist thought embodied in the political

credo of Le Bloc nopulaire was analogo)s to the social reform
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beliefs advocated by LIAction Nationale and L'Action Liberale

Nationale.

In a sense, Le Bloc was the natural successor to the

radical refoYffi movements of the i11ffiediate pre-war era. As

heirs to a participatory form of social nationalism, Le Bloc

did represent and advocate many of the norms of aggressive

nationalism. In fact their platform for social and economic

reform resembled the doctrines of the earlier movements.

DenolIDcing Duplessis' refusal to interfere with foreign

ownership and industrialization, Le Bloc strongly advocated the

nationalization of important manufacturing and extractive

industries along Vii th government regulation in other industrial

concerns. In harmony with this pledge, Le Bloc pledged to

establish industrial cooperatives, thereby enabling the

exploited wage earners to participate in managerial decisions.

Leaders of Le Bloc were convinced that the primary threat to

the French Canadian culture lay in the degree to which the

economy had become controlled by foreign interests. Of vital

importance to Le Bloc was the manner in which the French

Canadian enterpreneurial class had been manipulated and

threatened by the increasing number of industrial monopolies.

Thus one of their foremost priorities was to guarantee legis

lation which would protect and develop the interests of this

occupational segment.

In discussing the role of Le Bloc Populaire in the evolu

tion of aggressive and regressive nationalism,one must be
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conscious of the social and political framework which nurtured

its birth. Essentially, the complexities involved in roughly

attempting to categorize the form of nationalist sentiment

evident in the movement, stems from the fact that its leaders,

like Duplessis, were staunchly against conscription and any

federal invasions in the fields of provincial jurisdiction.

While these two criteria are not elements of regressive nation

alism, the vehemence with which Le Bloc denolillced all non

French Canadian concerns would tend to lead one to believe that

the movement's nationalist orientation was a complex mixture

of the tenets of aggressive and regressive nationalism. It was

at once a movement of social reform and political react~on,

participatory nationalism and provincial chauvinism.

The public rejection of Le Bloc Populaire in the election

of 1944 assured Duplessis that the Union Nationale above all other

opposition groups was the only political movement that could

deal successfully with the federal incursions into provincial

territory. More significantly, when given a choice between

opposition to the federal gov~rnment coupled with policies of

social reforffi - as advocated by Le Bloc and a simple stand on

provincial autonomy without any additional offerings, as offered.

by the {fuion N~tionale, the electorate was prepared to choose

a part:-r vvhi ch wOl~ld wholeheartedly re sist external encroachment

fro:\" IIle s etrangers II in Otta'.Ha.

Duplessis had promised to regain the rights lost

to Ottawa during the war-time provincial Liberal regime. Con

solidating the support of the clergy and other elswents of
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conservatism who had been disturbed by the rising tide of

social unrest, Duplessis promised to reinforce the Padlock

Law which gave the government a free hand in terminating the

activities of the disruptive "communists and bolshevists ll
•

Due to the conscription crisis and the new concept of

welfare democracy advocated by a centralizing federal govern-

ment, ethnic consciousness and solidarity had reached a peak

of significance and influence. So also had the tenets of

regressive nationalism for it was out of this public fear of

external threats to the culture that Duplessis managed to retain

power for such a lengthy period.

In studying the development of nationalist thougHGin the

post-war Duplessis era, it is significant to note that the
...., . ..

Roman Catholic Church did not enjoy the position of political

prominence which it had maintained previous to the war period.

0fuile the Church did indeed retain its influential role in

matters of spiritual concern, the secularizing influences of

a modernizing society began to limit the scope of clerical

in:fluence. In a piecemeal manner, the state spearheaded the

process of delineation between secular and spiritual concerns/

The dialecti"c on nationalist th01lght changed from a clerical-

secular confrontation to a socio-political evaluation of

diverging nationalist sentiments. Nationalists were no longer

primarily concerned with evanselizing the local pODulation

nor with fending off the attacks on ecclesiastical nationalism.

To object to spiritual influence and clerical control was no

longer anatllema. In the Dost-war era nationalist tho1.1ght was
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refocused on issues of a predominantly political and social

nature. In the new orientation of nationalist thought, the

confrontation was between the entrenched forces of t~adition

aligm and economic conservatism represented by the governing

party and the radical social movements who saw the necessity

of implementing legislation based on the norms of democratic

socialism. It 2.S during this period that the gradual erosion

of ethnic solidarity was replaced by a rising awareness of class

consciousness. The economic inequalities were such that the

Duplessis standby of provincial autonomy and ethnic isolationism

eventually lost much of its legitimacy as a rallying point for

French Canadian society. It is in these post war developments

that the regressive nationalism embodied in the concept of

ethnic solidarity collided with the aggressive nationalism of

the class-oriented social movements. In the fifteen year

period between 1945 and 1960, the Duplessis doctrine of

ethnic provincialism was undermined by the growth of the labour

union movement.; and by the reinvigoration of the Quebec

Liberal party. Yet, the bitter divisions and the lack of

organization Within these two groups prevented the mobiliza

tion of effective onposition to the Duplessis regime until

the latter stages of the 1950's.

Similar to the policy orientations in the pre-war Union

Nationale administration, Duplessis continued to accord pre

ferential treatment to the industrialists and the agricultural

groups. The lot of organized labour had. not improved due,
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primarily, to Duplessis' attitude to the trade union movement$'

Ir the industrialists and the rarmers were treated
by the Union Nationale as privileged classes, the
attitude of the party was quite different towards
another important occupational group in the pro
vince, the industrial workers. This became apparent
when the second phase of industrialization resulted
in the rapid growth, for the first.time in the
history of the province, of a powerflu and militant
trade union movement. The reaction of the Union
Nationale to this new development was to provide
the strongest evidence of the party's right-word
orientation in economic policy under the guiding hand
of Duplessis and of the closeness of the ties
which bOlmd the party to the industrialists. 3

As Tashchereau had before him Duplessis l attitude towards

organized labour was one of toleration. Realizing that the

increasing militancy and demands of the unions would tred on

the carerully protected industrial interests, the premier

was quick to suppress the attempts or organized labour to

gain a more eq~itable share of industrial profits. In actual

fact, Duplessis managed to undermine the existent strength

of the labour movement which it had attained under the Labour

Relations Act passed in the latter stages or the Godbout admin-

istration. By the early stages of 1950, Duplessis had managed

to introduce legislation which seriously curtailed the effect-

iveness of the labour unions. The government became the

ultimate arbitrator _ in labol;r disputes and naturally this

enh~nced the bargaining position of industrial concerns.

3- Herbert F. Quinn, cp. cit., p. 86. An excellent precis
of the historical development of the various labour unions and
movement s can be fo,md in Quinn's work. See page s 86 -102 and
157-160.



85

Duplessis' extreme opposition to labour unioni'Bm was yet

another factor contributing to the leader's regressive approach

to the social problems unleashed by industrialization. Similar

to his attitude refusing to control the activities of foreign

industrialists Duplessis pursued a course of regressive nation

alism because he refused to pay heed to the serious and threaten

ing problems created by an exploited 1Norking class in an urbanized,

industrial environment. The incredible manner in which the

Duplessis administration dealt with the Asbestos, Louisville,

and Murdochville strikes attest to the enormous gap of social

understanding between the ad~inistation and the labour unions •

. Perhaps the most significant fact that can be drawn from this

continual repression of organized labour was that it was not

until the late 1950's before a shakey, yet united a~liance

was formed of the three major trade unions against the policies

of the Duplessis regime. The reason for this Heleventh hour ll

coalition was two-fold. The first attests to the strength and

longevity of Duplessis attit;..,de towards provir:icial autonomy.

Throughout most of Duplessis' reign, the focus of the electorate

was primarily on this issue of cultural preservation through

political isolation. In his position as a staunch defender of

French Canadian heritage Duplessis had the wholehearted support

of the labour movement. The issue of cultl~al preservation

defined in Duplessis' terms superceded concerns for social better

ment.

The second reason ~onc3rned the differing philosophical



86

orientations of the three labour unions. VIi th the coali.tion

of the T.L.C. and the G.C.L. and the formation, in 1956 of

the Q.F.L. the last obstacle to unity was removed and the labour

movement gradually moved to the left of the idealogical con

tinuum and in so doing, allied itself philosophically with the

other forces of aggressive nationalism who were attempting

to revoke the old order.

With the election of Georges LaPalme as leader of the

demoralized provincial Liberal Party in 1950 and the subsequent

creation of the Provincial Liberal Federation, the political

opposition to Duplessis began to formulate. Still ~smart'ing

from its connection to les~~etrangers in Ottawa, the party

partially renounced it's former platform of laissez-faire

c·apitalism and took a turn to the left enlisting, in the process,

the various forces of discontent. The reorientation of the

party philosophy was the major alteration as it advocated

state intervention for the social benefit of the population.

While thei~ new position was decidedly more nationalistic,

agreeing with the Duplessis stand against federal incursions

into the areas of provincial jurisdiction, liThe Liberals strong

est argument 'against the Union Nationale on this point was that

the refusal of Duplessis' party to introduce various forms of

social legislation provided the federal government with an

excuse to invade these particular fields of l$gislation." 4

4- Ibid, p. 172.
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The remarkable idealogical shift of the Q)lebec Liberal Party

can be seen in a platform statement issued by the party in the

1956 electorial campaign.

Une veritable autonomie provinciale exige une
autonomie fiscale c'est-a-dire Ie droit et Ie
pouvoir de la legislature provinciale de fixer
ses propres impots selon ses besoins, dans
toute la mesure permise par la constitution
canadienne ••• La question de Itautonomie ne se
limite pas alL'C impots. TI:lle implique la droit
et Ie devoir de la province d'avoir et de mettre
en oeuvre une politique precise dans toute les
met-i~res qlJe la constitution canad::.enne lui
attribue: richesses naturelles, education,
agriculture, relations o.u:Yrie'res, sante et bien
gtre social, etc. L'absence de politique provin
ciale constructive et progressive dans ses
domaines met gravement en danger l'autonomie
provinciale. 5

Without a doubt this was an equivocal denunciation of

Duplessis isolationist policies and a clear forerunn~r of Jean

Lesage's new di ctUi'1l. of llmai tres chez eux ll. The spirit of

this newly emerging aggressive and social nationalism was

embodied in the principal that the state had to play the most

significant role in protecting the culture and providing solu-

tions to the chronic social problems in French-Canadian society.

In essence, the Liberal Party politicized the philosophy of

state-intervention, thereby radicalizing the previous conception

of governmental non-interference.

Aside from the party's political reorientation, a number

of political issues contributed to the increasing attrootlve-

ness of the renovated party. As in 19L.2, though on a less

5- Ibid., p. 172
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spectacular level, the association of a provincial party with

its federal counterpart again played havoc with the incumbent

provincial party. With the federal Liberal Party at the helm

. in Ottawa Duplessis had not encountered any difficulty in

rendering the federal government as a political whipping boy

upon which the many grievances of the provlnce; could be,
heaped in abundance. Yet the unofficial all'iance between

the federal Conservatives and the Union Nationale, brOUght

about by the antagonisms of a Liberal Ottawa and Duplessis~

everttually deprived the pr~vincial leader of a focus of attack.

With the victory of the Conservative party in the federal election

of 1957 and 1958, Duplessis waUs left without a scapegoat

and the party's most effective political slogan - protection

from the '!foreign compromisersH lost much of it's impact. With

the election of Jean Lesage as leader of the opposition Liberals

in 1958 and the sudden death of Ie chef in the folloWing

year, the stage was set for the numerous forces of opposition

to launch their new approach.

While the influence of the Church had declined in the

post war era due to the secularizing forces of industrialization,

it is doubtful whether the momentum of the opposition against

Duplessis' policies would have increased without the tacit

approval of the clerical elite. Although the consensus

of opinion was not as strongly articulated in clerical circles

as it was a~ong the laicized social movements - due to the

supposed neutrality of the Church in les affaires politiqnes -
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there ..vas a strong currant of belief which advocated social

refol~a based.on a more liberal interpretation of Pius Xl's

Quadregesimo Anno. The Church had given blanket approv~l

to Duplessis f policies because it was duly.impressed with le

chef's personal war against "atheistic cOmInlU1ism and bolshevism" ..

It was the Asbestos strike of 1949 that finally provided the

social catharsis for Catholic thought. The Chu~ch, realizing

the futility in pursuing a policy of messianic nationalism,

finally seemed to place social justice ahead of spiritual

paternalism. In a speech which soon typified the attitude

of many clerics towards Duplessis' economic conservatism,

Archbishop Charbonneau denolU1ced the policies of his former

ally.

The working class is a victim of a conspiracy
which wishes to crush it and when there is a
conspiracy to crush the working class, it is the
duty of the Church to intervene. We wish social
pBa~e but do not with the crushing of the work
ing class. We are more attached to man than to
ca.pital. This is why the clergy has decided to
intervene. It wishes that justice and charity
be respected, and it desires that more atten
tion cease to be paid to financial interests
than'" to the hurrian factor. 6

The publication, in 1950 of the Quebec Bishops Pastoral

Letter: Le Probleme ouvrier en regard de la doctrine social

detfEglise, was yet another important indication that the

clerical elite was beginning to re-evaluate its traditional

assertions. The letter recognized the contribution of indus-

6- Mason Wade, op. cit~ p. 1108.
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trialization but deplored the social injustice to the workers.

The pronouncement was significant in yet another sense in

that the workers not only had a right but a duty to organize

into trade unions. The bishops also completely abandoned

the old myth of a return to the land. Similar to the philo-

sophical foundation of many of the radical social movements,

in the 19.50 I s the Church believed that the state had to become

a more active participant in solving the social ills of the

population. Always concerned about the preservation of the

cn.llture and heritage of French Canadian society, the Catholic

Church had finally joined with the forces of an aggressive,

social nationalism which, combined with the other radical move-

ments, finally laLIDched the political manifestation of the
. 7

quiet revolution.

1~' The extent of the clergy's outward disagreement with the
policies of Duplessis' Union Nationale can be measured

by the appearance of numerous publications denouncing the
party's activities. Foremost among them was Gerard Dion and
Louis O'Neil's Le Chretian et les Elections, Les Editions de
l'Homme, Montreal, 1@60. An example of the development
of a left-Wing orientation in the social philosophy of Roman
Catholicism can be seen in "Frere Untell!, The Impertinence
of Brother Anonymou.s, Harvest House, 1962. A statement from
Brother Desbiens also indicates a re-direction of nationalist
thought among many of the clergy. Clearly, Desbiens rejected
the trend of ;r>egressive nationalism practiced by the Duplessis
regime~ 11·{vn"a.t 'ive practice here is a purity thro'J.gh steriliza
tion" orthodoxy throu.gh silence, security throu.gh dull repeti
tion. We imagine there is only one way to go straight,
and that is never to set out, one way never to make mistakes
and that is never to experiment; one way not to get lost and
that is to stay asleep. We have i.nvented a sure way to fight

. tl 'eaterpil1ars - to cut down the trees.p. 49.

•
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Our analysis of the role of nationalism in the political

history of contemporary French Canadian society has suggested

that there are a number of m~jor factors which have contributed

to the institutionalization of varying forms of regressive

-na~ionalism. Foremost among these factors was the personal

poli·tical and economic philosophy of the leader of the Union

Nat-ianale, for If Duplessis had been as radical as the political

platform he had endorsed in the election of 1936, it is most

probable that the "quiet revolution" would have been a fait

accompli shortly aftJr the "new -dealism" of the war era. If

one accepts the premise that Duplessis was the strongest force

behind the movement of regressive nationalism, then the theory

that the II quiet revolution" began after his death, in 1959, appears

quite plausible. The extent of societal change and ·the emergence

of severe social problems, which Duplessis had chose to ignore~

was evident in the dramatic shift of policy orientation under

taken by Duplessis' capable successor, Paul_ Sauve. The new dir

ections in attacking problems of a social and economic nature

were premised on the belief that the state should not only

administer hut regulate and interfere. Based on this premise

it is not coincidental that the political inauguration of the

qldet revolution marked also the abruIt demise of the idealogy of

regressive, non-participatory nationa~ism.

Barrette's election as the compromise choice for the

TTnion Nationale party leadership after the llntimely deat}--: or

Sauve in 1960, si[;nified but a short interl'.l~betwee:t the
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overtu_t'8 and the first movement. When Jean Lesage, elec"ted in

1958 to replace th~'winless Georges Lapalme, won the election

ofl960 by a close margin of seats, an aggressive participatory

nationalism was, for the first time in French Canadian history,

institutionalized at the political level.

The key to comprehending our overall theory concerning

the inter-action of regressive and aggressive nationalism and

the subsequent effects these various forms of nationalist

expression have had on class conscio'-lsness and ethnic solidar-

ity in French Canadian society, lies in understanding the

significant reorientation of governmental philosophy implied

in the Lesage administration. As in every political and social

movement before the new Liberal administ.ation, the norm of

operation was still lila survivance!!. Yet the manner in which

the Lesage Liberals chose to deal with the issue of cultural

survival allied them with the aggressive nationalist~movements

of the past who sought cultural insurance by advocating a parti-

clpatory approach, thereby integrating the culture lnbo the

economic arid social elements of the North American continente

Isolation!, so long a by-product of the Duplessis regime,

could no longer insure the progress needed to protect the

culture.

vYhat Jean Lesage's government did was to shatter
the ba.rriers to progress that this solution to
the problem of survival had allowed to become
entrenched. (th~ tendency to protect their society
by looking within it for the keys to survival)@
By transforming old institutions, or creating new
Ones where necessary, their pro·-:ram."'1le re jected simple



93

survival as the main objective, and established
the wider and even revolutionary concept of a full
and open development - an epanouissement of French
Canadian society. fl_8

The persistance of the nationalist theme was just as

evident during the Lesage administration as it had been

throughout the Duplessis regime. Yet the nationalism

espoused by the new ruling elite was hardly of a traditional

nature. Instead of existing under the protectionist myth of

provincial autonomy the nationalism of the Liberal party was

directed towards the achievement of an equal status with the

federal government. The implications of this type of "coopera-

tive-federalism lf were, for Quebec at least, a radical departure

from the traditional stance taken by the provincial government.

"Maitres chez etL"'{1I was finally operationalized in that the

government spear-headed the campaign for constitutional equality

based on the compact theory of two founding cultures. In

essence, the national issue became a social issue and as Leger

pointed out earlier, it was found that the two concepts -

cultural survival and social betterment - were not only

compatable but also that c'ultural independence c01lld only

come aoont if French Canadians were willing to use their own

government to better their economic and social position. Thus

8- Laurier L. La:?ierre, l!La Revolution 'rranquille: The
Liberal Government of Jean Lesage in Quebec, 196o-66 11

, in
J. N. Bmnstead (ed.), Doc'lmentary Problems in Canadian
History, Vol. II, IrVin-Dorsey Ltd., Georgetown, Ont., 1969,
p. 2630



94

the new nationalism was tru~y a national concern in the sense

that it encompassed and proposed to deal with issues that

were beyond the scope of protecting the language and heritagee

This, according to our previous definitions of aggressive and

regressive nationalism, shaped the basis of an aggressive and

participatory nationalism. According to Robert Cliche,

The revolution, about which we hear most often,
is a national one. It is true that there has
been a national reawakening in Quebec which has
surprised all observers. But I prefer to speak
of a reawakening because we are not Witnessing
simply another wave of old-style nationalism. On
the contrary, the new national oonsciousness
represents a break with the past, or at least,
with the primary traditions of French Canadian
thought. 9

The transfbrmation is more precisely considered by

Marcel Rioux.

Il est intervenu une changement d'inver~ure dans
la definition que les Quebe90is se donnent d'eux
memes:· ils'ont cesse de se considerer d 1abord
comme une culture, clest-a.-dire comme les·:cporteurs
d 1 une tradition pour se definir de plus en plus
commeune societe industrielle et pour envisager
Ie 'gouvernement du Q.uebec comme celui de leur
Eta t nat ional 0 10

9- Robert Cliche, guebec: Year Eight, Glendon College Forum,
C.B.C. Publications, Toronto, 1968, p.21.

10- Marcel Rioux, IIConscience ethniq'll.8 et conscience de classe
au Quebec~, Recherches Sociographiques, VOl.6, Les Presses de
l'universite Laval, Quebec, 1965, pp.23-33. In a recent forum
on contemporary French Canadian politics, a Rorr~an Catholic cleric,
Louis Batthazer,S. J., remarked on how the citizenry had even
changed their conception of the Church in this Drocess of
change during the latter 50's and early 60's, "We discovered
in this new, more or less pluralistic society, a new national
i~ which grows along with social mobilization, that is to say,
by the exodus of people from the land to the cities, the increase
in social communication of" all sorts, ~ass media, b 1J.siness,
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The change in self-definition among French Canadians

of which Rioux speaks involved a re-examination of the func-

tion and manifestation of nationalism. The thesis of regres-

sive nationalsim, so long institutionalized-by the ruling

.administrat.ions was finally confronted with a powerful an-ti-

thesis in 'the form ,of an aggresive nationalism. The resulting

synthesis pro~ided the foundation for the quiet revolution.

The purpDse of this deseeriptive analysi$ of French

Canadian politics has been to advance a theoretical model

concerning the political manifestations of nationalist thought.

In this sense, the examination has been limited to a very

general overview of the development of nationalist thought

in French Canadian society. The limitations inherent in this

approach stem from the fact that the analysis has concentrated

on the political and social implications of various' trends

in nationalist thought. In short, nationalism has been con-

sidered in terms of a chronological analysis of political

and social events in the contemporary history of French Canada.

As'such, no attempt has been made to delve into the multi-

plicity of intellectual concepts advanced by individuals,

groups and political parties and the resultant inter-action

(1.

artistic, cultural manifestations, and education. The indivi
dual is now detached from all the old customs and solidarities
which were imposed by traditions and by the Church, and he is
forced to co~mLmicate with people who are strangers to him.••
The Catholic Church has finally realized in Quebec that
Catholicism has absolutely no mission of sustaining in an
institutional way any particular nationalist movement."
Louis Batthazer, Quebec, Year Eight, p.83

-.
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of these abstract concepts. Nevertheless, the scope of the

analysis permits a number of significant observations.

In the French Canadian context, nationalism has been

defined as a dynamic, evolving force of awareness within a

collective entity of their distinctive culture, traditions,

language and values. This awareness of a seperate identity

is translated into an active pursuit of goals and policies

whose primary objective is the preservation of the French

Canadian nation. These goals and policies can be either

aggressive or regressive depending on social circumstances

and the philosophy of the pmver elite who ei-ther advocate

the goals or enact the policies. The analysis has ~lso

attempted to define the circumstances which have nurtured

either of the two forms of nationalism, i.e., aggressive or

regressive. An understanding of the historical interplay

of these two forms of nationalism is crucial to an understanding

of the role of social class and ethnicity in the provincial

electorate. It may be posited that whenever regressive na

tionalism is the institutionalized force behind the objective

·of cuItural survival f then ethnic solidarity is strongly en~

hanced and class consciousness is nearly absent. If not absent,

then the awareness of class distinctions is subjugated to the

demands of a " classless" ethnic unity. Conversely, the presence

of an intellectual elite or a political administration which

espouse the tenets of aggressive nationalism eventually leads

to the development of class consciousness.

The institutionalization of an aggressive form of nation

alism does no-t necessarily mean that class identifications are
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are stronger than ethnic affiliation. Rather the presence

of this form o~ nationalist expression contributes to the

formation of class consciousness which is usually suppressed

when regressive nationalism dictates goals and policies.

The relationship between regressive nationalism and

ethnic solidarity and aggressive nationalism and the develop-

ment of class consciousness can be better understood if

reference is made to the previous definitions of these two
.-

forms of nationalism. The essence of regressive nationalism

has been its defensive and isolationist nature. The emphasis

has been on the preservation and protection of the ancestral

nOrms of the French Canadian community~ If the culture was

threatened in any way from" external aggressors " the community

would defend itself by attempting to sever political and

economic connections with these " external forces "'. Under

the force of regressive nationalism, French Canada concerned

itself primarily with the survival of the culture, no matter

how her ignorance of social and economic circumstances would

undermine her ability to continue this preservation. The

welfare of the culture was predominant.

Regressive nationalism was also ecclesiastical. The

missionary role of French Canada to bear and propagate

the religious truth -- seperated it almost irreconcilably

from the II local heathen population II. Certainly, this con-

sciousness led to a more cohesive ethnici·ty. Regressive nation-

alism isolated French Canadians from the very serious problems

posed by industrialization. The agrarian lifestyle was the

only alternative French Canadians could present to ·the
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secularizing threat of the industrial order. Every aspect

of regressive nationalism contributed to the isolation of

French Canada from the social and economic mainstream of

North America. By design or default, it contributed to the

consolidation of a formadable ethnic consciousness. When

regressive nationalism was institutionalized, ethnic solidarity

was assured.-

The primary theme in the aggressive form of nationalism

is participation. In order for the culture to survive, the

French Canadian community had to re-enter the social and

political mainstream of North American society without sac

rificing the cultural heritage of the community. The reason

that class consciousness has a tendency to develop under the

aggressive form of nationalism is important. With the integre

tiDn of French Canada into the secularized, urbanized and

~fidustrial order, French Canadians were confronted with

social problems and injustices which gave rise to a con

sciousness of-class~ an assessment of their collective It eco

nomic lot ".

Or"ciucial importance is the determination of the strength

of class consciousness resulting from the institutionalization

of aggressive nationalism. The quiet revolution of the early

sixties marked the successful culmination of those forces

creating an aggressive nationalism. 1960 represented the only

time in recent French Canadian society when an aggressive form

of nationalism became the institutional norm. If aggressive

nationalism depicts the advent of a rising class consciousnessI'
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then two facts should be ascertained. What was the strength

of class consciousness in 1960 and 1962 as compared to the

Duplessis period of 1952? If class consciousness did exhibit

itself in the voting behaviour of the provincial electorate

in 1960 and 1962, was it a more significant parameter then

ethnic affiliation?

The relevance of the chronological analysis is such that

it depicts at what particular time-period one or more of the. ,

tenets of either form of nationalism was dominant. The fol-

lowing resume suggests the association between (a) regressive

nationalism and ethnic solidarity (b) aggressive nationalism

and class consciousness.

1. Regressive nationalsim and ethnic solidarity

A. Ecclesiastical

i rel·igious

ii missionary

:B. Agrarian

C.. Traditional

D. Defensive and isolationist

2. Aggressive nationalism and class consciousness

A. Secular

B. Social and economic

c. Statist

D. Participatory.



CHAPTER FIVE
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Prior to a more detailed examination of the historical

interplay of ethnicity and class consciousness in French

Canadian society, some attention should be given to a number

of concepts which have been discussed in the previous pages.

A synthesis of our examination of the significant variables

affecting voting behaviour suggests that class stratification,

ethnic affiliation and voting preference have played an important

rDle in the evolution of French Canadian society. The primary.

purpose of this research is to " extract II a time period froI11

the contmporary history of Quebec and subject it to close scrutiny,

in an attempt to discern the impact of ethnicity and social

class on the voting behaviour of the Quebec provincial electorate.

The elections of 1952, 1960 and 1962 occurred during a

crucial transitional phase in Quebec society. By examining the

voting behaviour patterns of the Quebec electorate in these

three provincial elections, perhaps an appreciation may be.gained

of the tremendous social upheaval which occurred before and after

the beginning of the quiet revolution in 1960.

The analysis so far, has alluded to a number of concepts

which are central to the examination of the voting behaviour

of the Quebec provinci.al electorate and therefore, an attempt

should be made to operationalize these concepts in order that

their impact on Quebec provincial voting patterns may be more

fully understood.

II . Class, II said Joseph Schumpe-ter, II is a creation

of the researcher, (and it) owes its existence to his organizing

If 1
touch.

1- Joseph Schumpeter, Imperialism and Social Classes, as quoted
in John Porter, The Vertical Mosaic, Toronto, University of Toronto
Press, 1965, p. 9.
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Regardless of the origins of the countless definitions

of social class, the analysis of social class and class strati

fication demand a set of criteria by which " individuals " can

be classified. The problem is to choose a set of criteria which

is representative of a particular social grouping. When the

available data is intersubjective, the choice is rendered more

difficult since any classification is usually an arbitrary one

and is determined by the intuitive perception of the researcher'.

As we have seen, the literature on voting behaviour employ, various

definitions of ' social class from which arbitrary classifications

are deduced. These classifications differ as a result of varying

conceptual definitions of the nature and function of class stra

tification.

In this research, social class is defined as a mechanism

by which individuals/within a society/sharing common social and

economic standards aspire to norms and values collectively defined

by the group to which the individuals belong. Social class is a

set 'of arbitrarily determined levels or strata in a society where,

the' objective indicators of income, occupation and education are

l~~er-related and measured according to a"constituency classifica

tion index."

Ethnicity refers to that" influence " within a society

which encouragBs homogeneity with groups of people sharing a

common culture, heritage, language or racial origin. As objective

indicators are employed to determine the class stratification In

the Quebec provincial electorate, so too will they be used to

operationalize the concept of ethnicity.

Voting Preference refers to the support accorded to the

candidates and political parties by the Quebec provincial elec-
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electorate in the elections of 1952, 1960 and 1962.

Using the Census of Canada (1951 & 1961), published

by the Dominion Bureau of Statistics Statistics Canada ),

The Official Reports of the Chief Returning Officer for the

Province of Quebec for the provincial elections of 1952, 1960

and 1962 along with a number of editions of The Canadian

Parliamentary Guide, the socio-economic and voting statistics

relevant to the three elections were aggregated to the con-

stituency level which became the basic unit of analysis.

Using a number of methodological techniques the data

were carefully scrutinized and interpreted within the context

of the issues of each election.
2

One of the methodological approaches to the interpre-

tation of the aggregate data involved a classification pro-

cedure for each of the constituencies. An index ( constitu-

ency classification index ) incorporating important socio-

economic variables was formulated and applied to each consti-

tuency. Constituencies were rank ordered according to the

per centages of voters in each of the following categories:

a) university education; b) average income per male wage

earner; c) managerial, clerical, skilled and unskilled labour

and agricultural occupations.

Constituencies were also classified as either rural or

urban. These variables were then given a positive or negative

value assuming that variables within each group were positively

correlated, thus assuring some homogeneity. For example, university

2. Due to the length and technical nature of the methodology, it
is not included in this research. Readers who are interested
in studying this aspect of the research are advised to contact
Dr. Roman March at McMaster University.
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education, income and managerial sales and clerical occupations

were given a positive value. After each of these variables were

ranked and the cUi'1lulative index tallied, the negative value

of the'remaining variables was subtracted.

. The final index suggested four classifications for the

oonstituencies:

1.

2.

?
j.

4.

Urban-Middle Class consisting of those urban.
constituencies containing a high per-centage
of voters who had university education and oc
cupied managerial positions and where the
average income was considerable.

Urban-Working Class where urban constituencies
did not excel in the positive valued variables
of education~ income and managerial occupations
and where the percentage of skilled and un
skilled labour was usually in excess of 50%
of the labour force.

Rural-Working Class where rural constituencies
did not excel in the positive valued variables
of education, income and managerial occupations
and where the percentage of the skilled and

unskilled labour force was in excess of 25%
and where the percentage of voters ,in agricul
tural positions was less than 25%.

Rural Agricultural consisting of those rural
constituencies where the agricultural labour
force was in excess of 25% and the skilled
and unskilled labour force was less than
25%.

Thus, the constituency classification is based on an

urban-rural dichotomy as well as on an assessment the importance

and strength of the major socio-economic variables in a social

system.
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As one of the methodological approaches incorporated in

this research/ considerable emphasis has been placed on descrip-

tive interpretations of statistical data for each of the three

provincial elections under consideration. To facilitate the

examination/ the constituencies/ seperated into the four categories

described above/ were further delineated into regions -- simillar

to the economic regions described in the 1951 and 1961 editions

of the Quebec Statistical Yearbook. The constituencies and their

classifications within each region are as follows:

GASPE-LOWER ST, LAWRENCE

Agricultural

I<amouraska
Matapedia
L'Islet
Nontmagny
Rimouski
Riviere-du-Loup
Temiscouta

EASTElli~ TOWNSHIPS

/

Rural Working Class

Bonaventure
Iles-de-la-Madeleine
Gaspe Nord
Gaspe Sud
Matane

Urban Working Class

None

Urban Middle Class

None

Rural Working Class

Agricultural

Brome
Frontenca
~volfe

"(
/

Urban Working Class

Arthabaska
Drummond
Megantic
Richmond
Shefford
Sherbrooke

Comp-ton
Stanstead Urban Middle Class

None



Agricultural

QUEBEC HINTERLAND

Urban Working Class
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Pontiac

Rural Working Class

Abitibi Est
Abitibi Ouest [/
Gatineau '
Papineau

MID-QUEBEC

Agricultural

Chicoutimi
Hull
Jonquiere-Kenogami
Duplessis
Lac-St.-Jean
Rouyn Noranda
Saguenay
Temiscamingue

Urban Middle Class

None

Urban Working Class

Beauce
Bellechase
Dorchester
Lotbiniere

II
!

Levis

Urban Middle Class

Rural Working Class

Charlevoix
Montmorency "

-j

Roberval

SOUTHERN QUEBEC

Agricultural

Quebec County

Urban Working Class

Rural Wor]<ing Class

Huntingdon
Nicolet
Rouville
Yamaska

L!
i

Beauharnois
Napierville-Laprairie
Mississquoi

! St. Jean
st. Hyacinthe
Richelieu
Vercheres

Bagot
Iberville Urban Middle Class

~ Chambly
Chateauguay



Agricultural

'VVESTERN QUEBEC

U~ban Working Class
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Berthier
Maskinonge
Montcalm

Rural Working Class

Argenteuil
Deux Montagnes
Babelle
Portneuf
Vaudreuil-Soulanges

Agricultural

None

Champlain
Joliette
L'Assomption
St. Maurice
Terrebonne

Urban Middle Class

Trois Rivieres

METROPOLITAN QUEBEC

Urban Working Class

St. Sauveur

Rural Working Class

'None

Agricultural

Urban Middle Class

Quebec Centre
Quebec Est
Quebec Ouest

~illTROPOLITfu~ MONTREAL

Urban Working Class

None

Rural Working Class

None

Bourget·
Laurier
Ste. Anne
St. Henri
St~ Louis
Ste. Marie

Urban Middle Class

Jacques cartier
Jeanne Mance
Laval
Mercier
Notre-Dame-de-Grace
Outremont
St. Jacques·
Westmount-St. Georges
Verdun

{ ,
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CHAPTER SIX

THE 1952 ELECTION: THE Cfu~PAIGN
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It was with a certain air of understandable confidence

that Maurice Duplessis announced in the legislative assembly

on May 28th, 1952 that provincial elections would be on July 16

of the same year. It was more than just the knowledge that

July 16th fell on one of Ie chef's Iflucky Wednesdays"lor that

election day fell on the feast of his personal patron saint.

Rather his confidence was buoyed by the fact that since the pre

vious election in 1948, the Union Nationale had governed with-

out the counter-balance of a substantial opposition. At

dissolution the governing party held 81 of the 92 seats in the

legislative assembly with the remaining 11 seats distributed

among 8 Liberal party members, 1 Nationalist, 1 Independent

with the remaining seat vacant. The press and the p.ublic thought

him quite serious when he called for a good number of acclama-

tions.

The tone of the election campaign, embodied in the Union

2
Nationale campaign slogan, IILet Duplessis continue his work ll ,

was set out in an early election campaign editorial appearing

in The Montreal Star. It appeared obvious from the beginning

1- Reference "'I'las made to Duplessis' !tlucley daytl in a press
report appearing in The Montreal Star, Thu~sday, May 29, 1952.

2- The raison-dtetre for tbe slogan? In the same edition of
The Vontreal Star mentioned above, Duplessis summed up his
belief. tlln 194t\ the Quebec electorate pronounced itself
clearly in giving the Union Nationale a nonequivocal mandate
to continue the policy which has done enormous good to the
Province since 1944, and today this is not the time to give up
or cart a'Nay t1:ose who have the experience and have accomplished
progress which has been unprecedented: \,'
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that an annoying democratic principle, the occasional election,

was to be considered but a minor obstacle in Duplessis mission.

"VVhat must be hoped, II said the star forthrightly,

is that the Campaign will be fought on provincial
issues. Of these there are manv. Quebec has been
blessed by years of prosperity ~nd consequently
buoyant revenues. These have been used by Maurice
Duplessis with imaD.:ination and resource. The
Government has heen a true handmaiden of the provincds
economic growth, nor has it forgotten its responsibilities
in the fields of education and public health. At the
same time, no Government could spend such sums
without'1ncurring criticism. Has the direction of
the money spent con~anded public confldence? •• ~

It'is upon that debate that the general election
should turn. 3

With the ga~mtlet dropped, the major political parties and

movements in th~ province along with the aspiring candidates

began to jostle for strategic position. By the time nominations

clo'sed on ,July 6th, the Union Nationale and Liberal Party

faithful had selected candidates in all 92 ridings. The C.C.F.

had selected 29 candidates to run in the Montreal area with

the Labour Progressive Party nominating four candidates running

in the working class constituencies of Montreal. L1Union des

Electeurs, more a political movement than a full fledged party?

had decided not to participate in the election even though they

had fielded 92 candidates in the previous election and while unable

to obtain any representation in the assembly, they had managed

4
to ga~ner over 9% of the popular vote.

3- Ibid..

4- In an article appearing in Cite Libre, Vo.2, no.], decembre
.19.52 D.29, Jean Grenier, wri tin:::; fiLes creditist:3s et 11 election
du 16 Juillet" gave the following reason for the movement's neutral
stand. "pourquoi Ie mouvement creditiste ciest-il abstenu de

J
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In spite of the participation of the minor parties and

numerous indep~ndent candidates the election battle would be

fought between the two traditional parties. George Lapalme,

elected as leader of the Liberal Party in 1950, had mobilized

the Liberal 'campaign strategy with the realization that victory

for his party meant that the Party would have to extend itself'

from its urban Montreal bastion and penetrate the Tillion Nationale's

rural fortress. By mid-June the campaigning had begun officially

and in ernest.

Both Lapalme and Duplessis officially opened the campaign

for the respective parties in mid-June, one month before the

election. The two leaders toured the lower St. Lawrence region

simultaneously; Duplessis to reinforce his party's s~rong

position while Lapalme hoped to make inroads in the rural vote.

The opening speech of the campaign was delivered by the Union

Nationale leader. From it, the electorate learned that provin-

cial autonomy, the major issue in the previous election, was

still a significant item in Duplessis' campaign platform. S

participer a I' election? Parce·-que Ie blJ.t de mouvement n' est
pas de mettre des creditistes dans Ie parlement. Son but est
l'~tablissement du Credit Social. Mais ne faut-il pas des
cr§ditiste dans Ie parlement pour etablir Ie Credit Social?
Nullement. Les cr~dltlstes crolent cae l'~tablissement du Credit
Social ne sera possible q~le lorsque ie peu-ple sera cr~ditiste,
lorsque l' idee credl t i ste sera suffi sami11ent repondue dans la
population. II

S- In thi.s speech, as well those to follow, Duplessis made
reference to thi.s theme. "The question of the hour is the pre
servation of the ri[hts and privileges of the province and it is
a nroblem of life and death. II The '~Jontreal Star, ;,Yonday, June
16~ p.2~ Three days later in Rimouski, the U.N. leader stated
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lNhile the dominant theme was the casual "Laissez DUDlessis

continuer son oeuvre", Duplessis did not hesitate to outline

a number of vital issues in the area of provincial autonamy

and working class relations. The Province of Quebec would

remain the fortress of Catholicism and French culture in North

America where its politics had to remain independent from federal

politics. His address bore the trademark of his personal

philosophy. Private iniative was essential. Ignorant of the

successful policies of deficit financing - introduced by Jean

Lesage in his administration - Duplessis stated that government

expenditures would be ~imited to probable revenue. In his

estimationj "The Government does not create money but is simply

a collector of taxes." 6

Aside from listing the accomplishments of his aQministra-

tion and lauding agricultural pursuits as the Hfoundation of
7

progress in any country," Duplessis directed a few comments to

that "Quebec is not a trailer just to be tied to the federal
government. We are not and will not be wards of any government.
We want· to be masters at home lL71der the terms of the B.N.A. Act ..
Ibid., Thursday, June 19, p.2.

6- This excerpt, as well as the text of his opening address
can be found in The Montreal Star, Monday, June 16, 1952, p.2.

7- It should be noted here that, as the campaign developed,
the approach and appeal to the working class was the flli1damental
difference between the two parties. Not once did the ".N. pro
pose new legislation, content to "fall back on the record of
accomplishments ll instead. On the other hand, the Liberal
Party made improved labOl.lr relations and '<'FOrking conditions
a key issue of their platform. More than any party or movement,
save for the Cow~unist Labour Progressive Party, the Liberals tried
to create a working class consciousness among the Province's
labour fo:rce. Countering what Duplessis termed a "divisive
influence", the U.N. preambled their appeals to the working class
with calls to ignore statements which would set the "working
class against the farmer."
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the working class. He rightly realized that their support was

crucial if the Government was to avoid any further confronta-

tions similar to the Asbestos and Schoenville strikes. Appeal-

ing for their gratitude, the U.N. leader said,

It was the Union Nationale which gave workers in the
province the right of association. It was the Union
Nationale which set up minimum wages for men at a
time when legislation existed only for women.
It was the Union Nationale which set UP the
Q.L.R.B. (Quebec Labour Relations Board) and appointed
Labour leaders to it •.. All this because the
Union Nationale is really the friend of the-working man. 8

Generally, Lapalme usually avoided reference to Quebec's

relations with Ottawa. His previous position as a Liberal

member of the federal government was best forgotten. Instead,

his opening speech,in the prosperous agricultural and urban

centres of Drummondville and St. Hyacinthe, concentrated on

the problems of the working class. His promise was adequate

labour legislation,

Even the hardened criminal can always appeal to
higher courts ••. but working man is subjected
to oftentimes autocratic rulings and we are planning
to remedy this by enacting adequate legislation
when elected to power. 9

Shortly thereafter, the same promise was made in Levis coupled

with promises of farm improvement loans to complement eXisting

federal legislation: nat1..U'ally, Duplessis would have nothi.ng

to do with the heresy of federal assistance or shared cost

programmes. Instead, in his second major address, he demanded

a hiGher reinbursement of monies from the federal government.

8- 0D. ci t., P. 2.

9- Jbid., Monday, June 16,1952, p.5.
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While stressing that the province's per capita debt was lowest

in Canada, Duplessis stated that Quebec needed a larger share

of the 13% of all taxes it received from Ottawa.

Duplessis completed his opening campaign tour in five days,

addressing. audiences in Cabano and Riviere Du Loup. As he had

done in Rimouski, Duplessis continued to remind his audiences

of his partyts,generosity. Provincial and fiscal autonomy

remained the most vital issues of the U.N. campaign.

We do not want to increased present taxes - God
knows there are enough - and this is the reason we
nave requested of the Federal Government a more
reasonable de-limitation of taxation fields. If
Federal encroachw.ents on provincial rights continue
to decrease provincial revenues the Province will
face eventual ruin. 10-

Variations on a theme, but potent electoral fodder nevertheless!

At this.stage of the electoral contest, Duplessis intro-

duced'his own sub..;plot to the campaign. He began his attempt

to discredit Lapalme and the Liberal Party. Naturally, mention

was made of Lapalmets federal connections. On June 20th,

referring to Lapalme's tenure in Ottawa, "The experience

necessary to administer Quebec could not be acquired in Ottawa."11

The following day in RiviereDu Loup, the entire Liberal Party

came under his skeptical scrutiny.

The U. N. is not fighting the Liberal Party - Which
is really non-existent today because all the good
Liberals are on the side of the Union Nationale 
but an opposition made up of inexperienced men who

10- Ibid., Friday, June 20th, 1952, p.:;.

11- Ibid., p.5.
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offer no guarantee for the good administration of
the province and who do not possess the aptitudes to
direct provincial affairs. 12

For the moment, Lapalme chose to ignore Duples~isl attacks

and concentrated instead on the issues as defined by the Union

Nationale. Following closely behind Duplessis, Lapalme attempted

to discredit the U.N. leaders credibility. In Rimouski,

Lapalme suggested that provincial autonomy was a political

slogan and not a doctrine. To Lapalme, there were more serious

i.'s'sues that had not yet baen debated. Labour relations was

one of them. In the working class area of Thetford Mines,

Lapalme promised labour unions the right to appeal from decisions

of the Q.L.R.B. Duplessis was severely criticized for not

introducing a labour code for the province. Lapalme reminded

workers of the "atrocitiesf! of the Asbestos strike and concluded

with a statement which would be a major issue in the upcoming

"quiet revolution", IlDuring the past 100 years the Province of

Quebec has achieved marked success in industry but that'the

greater part of Quebec's industrialization has been accomplished

11
13

by strangers.

12- Ibid., Saturday, June 21st, 1952, p.2.

13- Ibid., p.2. The positions taken by the two major parties
on the issue of foreign-owned industry were never fully
developed du~ing the campaign. Nevertheless, a fundamental
difference can be discerned if a comparison is made between the
above quoted excerpt from Lapalme's speech and one delivered by
Antonio Barrette, a then U. N. cabinet minister. II1:'Je have erected
about 1400 schools in practically every nook and corner of the
province ••• And to do all this the v.~. Government did not
dip into the taxpayers pockets to find necessary funds, but
~x\vi ted foreign compardes to develop t')8 province's natural
resources." Ibid., "/onday, Tune 23, 1952, p.S.
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Needless to say, Duplessis was much annoyed with Lapalme1s

initial tactics of appealing to the workers and concentrating

of the U.N. 's dismal record of labour relations. Shortly after

L~a~;alme's s~eech in Rimouski, the U.N. leader levied one of

the sharpest barks of the campaign at Lapalme. Speaking in the

agricultural community of Fortierville, he condemned the Liberals

~or running professional candidates in agricultural areas.

Far be it from me to raise the issue of class
struggle - I am a lawyer myself - but it is essen-
t:Lal that in the Quebec legislature the agricultural
class should be well represented by members from their
own ranks. The Union Nationale is not a class party•••14

After he cited his government's accomplishments in

agrlculture,·he completed his address with a final refutation, . .

of Liberal policies.

It is our intention to give justice to all classes
to the £ities as well as to the country, and we
shall continue to help agriculture be~ause it is
the basis of true progress and stability. At
this time there is a very unfortunate campaign
being ccnducted by the Liberals who are attempting
to set up the country against the towns and cities
and the working class against the farmers. 15

Undaunted by Duplessis' alarmist rhetoric Lapalme continued

to cite the failures of the government's social policies. Well

into the second week of the month long campaign, Lapalme in

the tovm of Weedon pin-pointed another area 'where the U.r.!. l s

social welfare programme had r1Jn afoul.
,

That is what I mean when I speak of social justice.
Premier Dunlessis talks about all the U.N. govern-

14- Ibid., p.S.
15- Ibid., p.S.
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ment has done for the?rovince of Quebec but fails
to mention the fact that needy families in Ontario
receive nearly 200% more than a family in the same
circumstances receives in this province. 16

';Vi th two weeks remaining in the official campaigns of

both major parties, the major issues had been 'placed before

the electorate. The Union Nationale stood on its record,

with emphasis placed on its accomplishments in the agricultural

field and the policies it had adopted to appease labour unrest.

Offensively, the Union Naticnale stressed the absolute need

for provincial autonomy in constitutional and fiscal matters.

The effect of this astute strategy was twofold. The governing

party would convince the electorate that autonomy was the major

issue of the campaign and that only the U.N. was capable of

demanding and defending this right. Naturally, Lap~lmels

previous connections with federal Liberals was an ideal target

for t~e wary U.N. leader. In the remaining weeks, with debate

on the few issues exhausted, Lapalmefs affiliation with 'les

centralists'f' grew from an annoying thorn to a festering 'Nound

in the Liberal campaign.

The Liberal Party had not squandered words waiting for

issues to materialize. In a typical bulldog fashion the party

grasped hold of a dominant theme and emphasized it throughout

the campaign. Duplessis f social policies were leading the

province to catastrophe, and much of the attack was directed at

the ruling P?rtyt s uS1Jrpation of the right s of the labour

classes. This is not to say that the Liberal Party was negligent

16- Ibi£.., 'luesday, June 2h, 195'2, n.10.
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ln realizlng the role of business and inc.ustry in the develop-

ment of the province. Nevertheless, they were primarily con-

earned with repatriating Quebec1s industry and developing

a thriving enterpreneurial system.

While the remaining weeks prior to the election were spent

pe~emphasizing the parties l respective positions, a number of

interesting developments occurred Which, no doubt, had an

influence on the electorate. For the mo_st .part, Duplessis

~~gan to concentrate on the inexperience of the Liberal opposi-

tion as well as Lapalme's federal ties. That the electorate

view'Lapalme as nothing more than a federal extension or

tlincursion" became a major objective for the U.N. leader.

In the first major rally in an urban center Duplessis

launched a vigorous attack on the previous provincial Liberal

administration for releaeing certain taxing rights to Ottawa. 17

tie suggested that the Godbout Liberals had "sold out the province ll

and that the present Liberal opposition1 with a former federal

18M.P. as its leader, would do the same.

17- The-reference was to the Godbout administration which held
office from 1939 to 1944. The Godbout Liberals had co-operated
fully with the Federal Government in the war effort realizing
certain fiscal powers to the latter. This proved to be the
Liberal dovmfall and they were defeated in the provincial elec
tion of 191+~_.

18.,.. Excerpts from an address delivered by Duplessis in Quebec
City. op.'cit., Tuesday, June 27,1952, p.25. The U.N. leader
went on to say, "The Union Nationale is not too strong. At a
time when our future is being decided the Provincial Government
can never be too strong in having its voice heard. I ask you
to elect to the Legislature 92 s~pporters of the ~.N. who will
represent the unanimous voice of the province, clamoring once and
for all that we want to be masters in our own home and that we
want our rights to be given back to us."
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Lapalme, delivqrins a campaibm speech in Hull, continued

to assail the government1s social policies. He promised a health

insurance programme and attacked Duplessis ror not takingadvan~

tage of the Federal Housing Act. "There is no reason why the

Government of Quebec should not benefit fro:n this legislation.

We all know that the ordinary worker who is dependent on his

weekly salary.is not in a position to obtain the necessary

eapital to build his own home. ,,19Reiterating his party1s posi-

tion vis - a-vis labour relations, Lapalme criticized Duplessis

,p~li'cies and stated that a just ·labour code was one or the

pr~ncipGl. planks of the platform. III am one who believes that,

upited and contented labour class is one of the best safeguards

20
we. have against Communism.1!

Duplessis moved to Lapalme's own riding of Jolfette and

attracted the largest crowd of the campaign. The themes were

again repeated: Lapalme belonged in Ottawa, the experience of

the U.N. team and, naturally, the need for absolute provincial
21

$,:p.tonomy. The last issue was especially stressed. What was

19- Ibid., Saturday, JU.ne 30 th, 1952, p.5.

20... Ibid.-
21~ ruplessis became more adamant abo'ut the need for provincial

autonomy. During his Quebec City speech he stated, "With your
help we are goj.ng to continue claimins bacl\: our rights an<l
we are going to obtain the financial means Which belong to us
to administer ourselves as we should.' Confederation has
never been a contract between four provinces but a covenant
between the two great races inhabitins Canada ••• II Ibid., p.17.
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needed was a provincial party independent of federal politics.

In an obvious attack on Lapalme's suggestion that the province

take advantage of federal progra~mes, Duplessis denounced

"those" who wanted to replace Provincial rights by Federal

subsidies.

The major rally of the Liberal campaign was held on July

4th in Montreal. ·At this time,Lapalme chose to correct the

image that he had conveyed to the electorate about the "socialist

tendencies" of the Liberal Party. Addressing a crowd in the

St. James district, the heart of the provinc~s commercial and

industrial empire, he stated "I have always believed in free

enterprise as the only means to transform our province into

one of the most prosperous areas of the worl~but the government
. 22

should only cooperate and avoid direct intervention. 1f The party,

according to Lapalme, was catergorically opposed to socialism

but felt that social justice VJas the crucial issue of the campaign.

The Gov8rnment~ cry for provincial autonomy was nothing but
23

"a worn out battle horse."

22- Ibid., Wednesday, July 4th, 1952, p.17.

23- Ibid. The Liberal Party chose, astutelY,to avoid a direct
confrontation with the 1mion Nationale on the matter of nrovin
cial a'Jtonomy. One might suspect that Liberal strategists
act'-.lally. felt that IIprovincial autonomy" was no longer a
salient issue with the electorate. However, the reasons for
avoiding the debate were far more poli~ical. It was best that
the Liberal Party not expose itself to continuous charges that
the Party and t~e leader were closely tied to Ottawa. V!hat
ever' the reason, it seemed that Lapalme wa s not Ii stening too
closely to his advisors. Shortly after his ~ontreal address,
at a large rally in St. Jean, Lapalme allowed himself to be
introduced by a fellow colleague in the federal Liberal cabinet.
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Regardless of Lapalme1s attempts to befriend the labour

class, the Liberals had not been able to convince Labour officials

that they were a credible alternative to the government party.

on. ,July' 4th, .N. S. Doued, Executive Secretary of the G. G. L.,

asked the 55,000 membership to support the G.G.F. "The G.C.L.

must regard Duplessis as anti-labour. Every case shows that

it :t,s fighting the workers. Do not vote for the Union Nationale. II

Further ill tidings were to follow. The Liberals, during

the.last part of the campaign, had quietly encouraged their

federal counterparts to enter the contest and add fuel to the

f_alteri:n:g~'Liberal campaign. Duplessis was quick to" denounce

the federal intervention and his claim that the U.N. was the

only party where provincial rights would be protected must have
25

made a realistic impression on the electorate.

In the last week of the campaign, both parties continued

to emphasize their respective platforms. The Union Nationale

embarked on a typical policy of initiating grants and financial

aid for local improvement projects. It must have been with

these grants in mind when Duplessis addressed a crowd in Rigaud.

24- The Montreal Gazette, Wednesday, July 4th, 1952, p.7.

25- The "supposedll collaboration of provincial and federal
Liberals in the election developed into such a controversy that
on June 12th, four days prior to the election, Prime Minister
Louis st. La'.;rent was forced to make a statement that federal
Liberals were not helping their provincial c01.illterpart s in the
el!L:tora1 campaign.

24'
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!tIt is the duty of all honest and right-thinking citizens of

the Province to say r thanks f to the 7Tnion National e by voting

the present govern~ent back into office. We don't come to you

with promises but with accomplishments. If

D1J.ring the final days of the campaign, the Union Nationale

emphasized its accomplishments in the field of agriculture,

reminding farmers of the extensive rural road network and rural

electrification. Lapalme persisted with his promises for the

la.bour classes with great zeal and rhetoric that, at times,

bordered on the fanatic. In one of his last speeches, he

again promised the labour code and concluded with the follOWing .

•"The Union Nationals will never give you a labour code because

they hate the worker and think he is trying to form a state
26

wi thin a state."

With the campaign concluded, the final assessments were

le·ft to the Press. It is interesting to note that both Montreal

e~glish speaking journals came out in support of the Union

Nationale. In an editorial in the Montreal Star on the day

before the election, the campaign was Silllli~ed up as follows .

•.. the opposition has not succeeded in producing
any firm issue upon which it can successfully appeal
to the electors asainst the U.N. In the circlJm~

stances, the campaign wagedby Mr. 0uplessis, and
based on his record of achievement, has been well
devised and msrits support. 27

26- Lapalme at Beauceville, The ~ontreal Star, Saturday,
July 12th, 1952, p.6.

27- Montreal Star editorial, oD.cit., Tuesday, July 15th, 1952,
p.lO.
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The ~ontreal Gazette, lacking the verbal sophistication of

its competitor, came more directly to the point, HIn politics,

. • 28it is hard to fight prosperity."

•

28- ~di torial excerpt from The '1!Tont~"eal Gazette, Thursday,
July 10th, 1952, p.6.

•
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The provincial election of 1952 marlced the fifth time that

the governing Union Nationale party faced the electorate since

the party's formation in 1936. Their record of continuous suc-

cess was becoming progressively more difficult to sustain.

The election of i948 had returned Duplessis' party to power

with the largest number of seats ever accorded to a provincial

party in Quebec's history. Prior to dissolution in !:la.y of

1952, the Union Nationale had 82 seats in the 92 seat Legislative

Assembly representing a significantly low 51.0% of the electorate.

The Liberal opposition had 8 seats which represented 38% of
1

the popular vote. It is no, wonder that Duplessis attempted

to revive the issue of provincial autonomy in the electoral

campaign of 1952. The party's position on the matter was the

primary reason for its outstanding success in 1948 ahd, it

was hoped, four years would not allow sufficient time for the

electorate to forget the importance of the issue. In obserVing

the outcome of the 1952 election, it can be seen that the Union

Nationale's strategy was moderately successful. While the

ruling party lost a considerable number of seats, it managed

to maintain its percentage of the popular vote.

1- For a quick reference to the seats ''''Ion by various parties
in Quebec Provincial Elections, see Appendix A, Table IV of
H.F. Quinn's The Union Nationale. For statistical compu
tations of seat distribution and percentage of popular vote
refer to Quebec Statistical Year Book, Queen's Printer, Quebec,
1968, p.120.
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SEAT AND POPllliAR VOTE DISTRIBL~ION

ELECTIONS OF 19L~8 & 1952
I

Members Elected Percentage of Seats Percentage Votes

U.N. LIB. U.N. LIB. U.N. LIB.

,_-1948 82 8 890.1 8.7 51.0 38.3
,--

'1952 68 23 73.8 25.0 51.5 46.0

A cursory examination of the electoral statistics for the

eTection of 1-95~f--presents a number of significant observations.

Whe Union Nationale lost 14 seats, yet increased its percentage

of the popular vote by 0.5%. The Liberal Party increased its

representation in the assembly by 15 seats which, considering
2

the popularity of Duplessis~was no mean feat. Yet, more signi-

ficant than the Liberal increase in the number of seats was the

party t s_8%,rise in popular vote. If the Union Nationale managed

to maintain its electoral support while losing a number of seats,

fr-om "where did the seat and popular vote increase come for the

opposition Liberals?

A number-of factors may provide a response to the question.

Traditionally, the rural segments of the electorate have been

over-represented in the legislative assembly in that the propor-

tioD of seats accorded them far out weighs the proportion of

the pop:J.lation so situate. As a rural-based party, the Union

Nationale has consistently benefited from the lilleven seat dis-

2- Ibid., p.120.
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tribution. This factor explains why the Union Nationale obtained

a substantial number of seats while receiving but a slim major~

ity of the popular vote. In the election of 1952, the Liberal

Party gained 15 seats from the Union Nationale, managing in

the process to make successful inroads into the Fnion Nationale's

'rural bastion. As we will note later on, most of these seats

were won by slim majorities. Considering the low degree of

population concentration in these rural constituencies, one

can easily see how the Tillion Nationale managed to lose a number

of' seats without any significant loss to its percentage of

popular vote.

A possible conclusion to the previous hypothesis might

be that the election of 1952 did not bring about any significant

changes in electoral support for both parties. Such is hardly

the case.

~fuile the increase in popular vote for the Liberal Party

was due, in part, to the constituencies gained from the Union

Nationale an additional and possibly more significant source

could have come from a transfer of allegiance originating from

the sizeable proportion of voters (approximately 9%) who voted

for the Union des Electeurs in 1948. Precursors of the present

Ralliement des Creditistes, the Union des Electeurs ran candidates

in all 92 constituencies in 1948 and did remarkably well in

Their absence in
3

the election of 1952 proved beneficial to the Liberal Party.

3- In general the largest increase of electoral support for



125 '

r;s- i-.e- not a plausible theory that disillusionment with a governing

party can be stronger than ideological persuasionI' and that in

the absence of a favo'lred party, a vote of protest will be entered

against the government by supporting another party also in

opposition to 'that goverTh~ent?

the Liberal Party originated from those constituencies where
151f and more of the popular vote went to Union des Electeurs
and other candidates in the electiori of 1948. The following
fs a partial list of constituencies where the vote for non
Liberal - non Union Nationale candidates was greater than 15f;;
in 19L~8.

,',

"

1948 1952
", '1,"

00{", Consti tuencies %Lib.Vote /0 UN Vote U.de E_ Lib. U.N.
~ & Ind. Incr.or Deer Inc/Dec.

'Abitibi Est 27 42 31 116 -l~

Abitibi Ouest 20 51 29 125 14-'
Beauce 21 59 20 121 -1
Chicoutimi 18 58 2h. 116 18
Drummond 30 5~ 15 /20 -5

'Frontenac 25 5l.L 19 126 -7
.~:;: Lav'i 01et t e 26 5/ 20 121 -1

''1\:1'' St . 38 26 112 ./.0,)\~tl. • LOUl s 30 I <-

!¥Ttl. St. WTarie
' .

'29 55 16 121 -10
Richmond 30 fO 20 121 -1
}1ouyn -1'1oranda 26 ,2 32 121 tIl
St.Nlaurice 18 53 29 Ai·O -11
,S.herbrooke 23 57 20 120 -1:: )

While caution should be exercised in interpX'eting these
election statistics, there are a numb7r of significant observa
tions that can be made. The constituencies listed above are
primarily working class areas. ThEff also represent those
con~stitt1encies where the Liberal increase in 'popltlar,.:lvote was
most significant. The possible transfer of allegiance from the
Union des Electeurs to the Liberal Party in 1952 should not be
underestimated. Of the fourteen constituencies gained by the
rJiberals from the Union Nationale, six of these constituencies
had more than 15% of the vote given to Union des Electeurs and
other independent candidates.
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Compared with the electoral distribution in 1948, the Lib-

eral Party nearly tripled their representation with the election

of 1952. The party gained fifteen seats from the Union Nationale

and one from an incumbent Independent. The Union Nationale

retained sixty-seven of their previous eighty--two seats, losing

fifteen and gaining but one seat from the Liberals.

Tf\i3LES A

SEAT DISTRIBUTION IN ELECTION OF 1952

FOR ALL 92 CONSTITUENCIES~:-

RETAINED GAINED LOST· DEFEA'rED
Lib. IU.N. Lib. U.N. Lib. U. r,r. Lib. U.N.

7 67 16 1 1 15 67 7

~:'Prior to the election of 1952, Independents represented
the constituencies of Montreal Ste. Anne and Gaspe-North. In
1952 the Liberals won the latter seat while the inc~bent

retained Ste. Anne. This explains why there is a discrepancy
in totals for both parties. It should also be noted that LOST
refers to those seats previously held by one party and lost to
the other. DEFEATED refers to those constituencies where one
party is defeated by the party retaining the constituency.

Nearly half of the Liberal Party gains from the Union

Nationale were in the major metropolitan centres of Montreal

and Quebec City. Five of the six Liberal gains in these urban

areas were in primarily working class constituencies. The

Liberals also succeeded in penetrating one of the rural-working

class strongholds of the Union Nationale. Of the eleven seats

in the Eastern Townships r''Jgion, the Liberal party wrestled five

seats from the Union Nationale. The four rerraining Liberal

gains were in agricultural-working class constituencies in

diverse regions of the province.
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One of the rr.ost interesting factors of the seat distribution

in the election of 1952 was the relative increase and decrease

in popular vote for both parties in all constituencies.

1'1\13L8 B

DEGREE OF INCREASE OR DECREASE IN POPULAR VOTE

FOR BOTH PARTIES IN CONSTITUENCIES IN THE ELECTION

SUBSTANTIAL CON SIDERABLE ~IARGINAL EVEN
Lib. U.N. Lib. U.N. Lib. U.N. Lib. U.N ..

'j. - I - f - f - f - f -r

47 5 19 15 10 2 9 13 I 16 7 11 16 4 7

-l:-SUBSTANTIAL 'refers to an increase or decrease of 71& and over
of the popular vote in a constituency1 cO,mparing the elections
of 19L~8 and 1952. A change of 41& to 0.9% in a party's popular
vote is CONSIDERABLE, while change of less than 4% is i!:ARGINAL.
The positive and negative signs beneath each category depict the
number of constituencies where an increase or decrease occurred.
Again, the total nlimber of constituencies differ for each party.
The constituency of Montreal-Ste. Anne was not considered as
both parties fared poorly in the elections of 1948 and 1952.
In addition, Quebec County was not included in the Union '
Nationale total as the party did not field a candidate in 1948.

As the table indicates, the Liberal Party increased or

maintained their popular vote in all but 14 constituenciesi while

the lmion Nationale decreased their percentage of popular vote

in nearly half of the 92 constituencies. It is significant

to note that in 47 of the 73 constituencies wh'ere the Liberals

gained in popular vote, the increase was substantial.

Additional information can be obtained when Tables A

and B are combined.
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INCREASE OR DECREASE IN POPULAR VOTE IN SEAT

DISTRIBD~ION IN ELECTION OF 1952

R~TAINED GATNED LOST DEFEATED
Lib. F. N. Lib IT. N Lib UN. Lib. U.N.

INCREASE: SUBSTANTIAL 2 17 13 1 0 1 32 0
CON SIDERABLE 1 8 1 0 0 0 8 1
MARGINAL 1 8 2 0 1 1 12 2
EVEN 1 7 0 0 0 0 1.L 0

DECREASE: SUBSTANIAL 0 9 0 0 0
~

6 2
CONSIDERABLE 0 9 0 0 0 r> 0Co

MARGHIAL 2 9 0 0 0 4- 3 2

It now becomes evident that most of the substantial Liberal

gains took place in constituencies retained by the Union

Nationale. The remaining substantial gains came, as would be

expected" from Liberal seats won from the Union Nationale. Of

the seven seats retained by the Liberals, only two provided

the party with substantial gains. Yet, in five of' the seven

seats the Liberal vote was either maintained or increased.

Even in the single seat won by the Union Nationale from the

Liberals, the losing Liberal incu~bent managed to increase his

percentage of the popular vote.

It would appear from the election statistics of 1952 that

an 8% provincial increase in popular vote for the Liberals would

not warrant such a degree of concentration on shifts of electoral

support for both parties. This would be a valid criticism if

the 8% increase for the Liberal Party was due to tremendous

Liberal gains in one particular area of the province.

In examining the tables provided above, such is not the
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case. The increase in popular vote for the Liberal party was

a province-wide phenomenon.

Now that the general trends in the 1952 election have

been. examined, we will turn our attention to regional analyses,

hoping thereby to discern if there was any indication of class

support for the Liberal party. In general term~ the el~ction.•
of 1952 permitted the Quebec electorate to weigh the importance

of their ethnic affiliation against their desire to improve

economic and·i.labour conditions in the province. In a broad sense,

support for the Union Nationale or the Liberal party would

indicate which alternative deserved the most immediate attention.
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)-)-:"-'c ,_~;~. ..... , '3

ec r:"o~l:ic ~_'0·{el.

Rural asricul tnr'.l cOYlstituencies '.:3.',-e often 'JC,e~1 touted as

that observ::.~t.iol1 to a c 8rt3.in degree, it is a)~!are::::t t'"!.at 3.;.1 8ve~:'..

4
thJ.t were lJ:'eclm,:inantly ':for~,,-il1g cls.ss in C~LStraCter. ~~'i..LSO,

fOr the UK ap )eo.red to ~Je a contrihu tine; factor in I:;':e ou tsts.nding

elector::d successes of the UN in rural Vlor~(L1g cls.3s constituencies.

In spite of the f3.Ct t~1'd t· e Liber·:J.ls inc::.~eJ.8ed t;'.eir )ercentage

Of

~')'3.rty IS elee tor:,}l si tUB.cion 1':0.8 h.-::>.rdly i:T')roved. Even '.7i tlJ. the

increase in votes, t~!.e Lioera.ls only aDlJeO'.red to :9ro~_"ress II from

norse to bad!"

Sug:.:;estion of Englis'c1 SUPlJOrt for the UN' V-f2BlJrO'J3.~:;ly best

ezam?lified by t:'le po :Jular vote distrib1..J.tiol1 in h':o different are3.S

4- R9calline; our Ywrkins clefinition, rural '.'!or:dl1; class constituencies

l'TC· •.l habitcd:; .,:mel ~','here Lie cOEib ned s~{.l.lled and ul1s:,:ille( 1::::hour
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ceivably G '.in.in~
, l'(e .8 ...

, 1C)!"
III I '7--!-c':. Yet, a very interesting develo?ment occured in Gati~e~l,

the only riding where the LiberC'ls lest a substantial nUI1~)er of

votes frm:i tllelr previous record in 1948 (froD L!,4% to 36/S): close

to 27% of the voting population is of English origin. rIhile a

'"'ooc~-' ~70,· cJ.• .y 6ecree of c2.ution should 'je tilat

the English componen.-t of a cO!:lsti tue:::cy co ,-ld deter:ine the :11e?3ure uF

UN support. Combining the electoral data of the Hinterland constit-

ueDcies with those in Southern cmd ';'Jestern ~ue'bec, a nuncer of in-

teresting observations are apparent.

Electoral Results and Per Centage English and French in Constituencies
in the Southern, Western and Hinterland Regions of the Province for
the Election of 1952

E
AREA AND CONSTITUENCY % 9-

0

ENGLISH FRENCH LIBERAL 'UNION t\fATI ONAL

Hinterland
ABITIBI WEST 5 89 45 55
ABITIBI EST 5 89 43 57
GATINEAU 27 70 36 60
PAPINEAU 11 86 33 65

SOUTHER..T\f QUEBEC
BAGOT 1 99 42 58
IBERVILLE 4 95 42 58

....

WESTERJ.\1 QUEBEC ~ -
ARGENTEUIL 32 66 32 68
DEUX HONTAGNES 11 86 23 75
LABELLE 1 98 41 59
PONTIAC 3 '97 45 53
VAUDREUIL-SOULANGES 3 96 45 55
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of votes ~et~een t\e Liberal a~d UrI -oarties a·~De~rs t{J dluinish

Indeed ~t would ap:)ear th~t t~e UN won t~~elr ~ost r830u~dins victories

in constituencies ~here t~e (
r< ••
u,Tll1"'''lU~ _ v _ \J __ ,

Al'genteuil, Pa:9ine;m and Deux Montagnes). Ye t, in S01i -ce 0 f T,V113t

ap~Je-al~ed to be an element of E.nglish sUP.Jort for the un, t~~e p:leno:_le:non

was sugerc8cLd by L~e 8utsta~lding elec-::or?l success of t~:18 ;JE in

rural -,70rking class cOl1sti tuencies in E'cll Dar!~8 of t:'..e }rovince. The

Q.L.? failed to gsin a fasthold.

class constituency held by the Libersls in t~le election of 19l }8 i'jaS

won by the UN in 1952.

Gaspe Nord, an impoverished riding 'shere t~le averE'<[se v!age was

between $750-1000 per annum and tne skilled and unskilled labour

force in excess of v[on by the UN frOLi the Liberals .. Even in

areas "'ihere the Q. LoP. made t:Ieir l~lOst significant gains, the rural

working class constituencies remained solidly UN. In the Eastern

TOVr£lships v/here the Liberal party rna-naged to vrrest 5 of tile 11 seats

sUv'Jort for the incnnbent party ~'.'3.s the ):-:.'ovince-wide SU?90rt the

UN received from rur",l v[or~~ers.

being denounced from nUYHerOUS 3egrJs::lsS Emc. '.-i~lere Lle1. L. P. ":r;ac1e
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if an Up8U~'0e of support did occur for t~le LioeI'D.l op)osition, it

VlaS essentially 2Il urban ~?heLOmel':on .::here t~1e ~?a::.~ty ret ..".ined all of
.

i ts l...n~1Ja:n middle cla;38 seats and made ilTpI'essive vote and seat gains

in nearby- all of tl:e province's 3,2 ur':;:3.l1 ':IOr~Iin.~: cla3s constitusYlcies*

Of the latter, t~e Liberals retained 2 and gained 10 from the UN,

the total comprisil1[3 over half of the Li·b3rcd S::;,Jt representation

in ti1e A.sseubly. 1::1 ac.c1.itiol1 to this L:1T'8ssive D8.in, the Lil::.::::rcls

increased their po}J1.l1ar snp)ort by a substantial ;::largin in 25 of
\

the 32 seats. ',Vithou.t a doubt, the Libercds capitalized on the

urban laoour unrest -- not sufficiently, out significantly. The

party enjoyed seat gains in almost every region of the provil1.ce.

The Liberal increase V!8.S divided aluost equally bet1'!een metro-

politan and non-metropolitan areas, with their oest regional s?lOwing

on the I slcmel of i-{ontreal.

Of the fifteen electoral districts o~ the Island, six are clas~

sified 20,S urban vrorldng class. Discountinz the :ciding re-;:;ained by

t:lO Indc::")enden t incnmlJen t (Ste. ~\.nl1e) the Liberals won 4 of the 5

remaini1l6 const:ituenci8s, reto.inin;; but one fro::n the :9Tevi:)US election

and GaininG three ~::ith very substantial incrc?.ses in ·Do'Jular vote

ranzins from 12 to 21 0erce~t. In fact, in all six ridings, including

Gu?)ort ~y substantial margins. Int8restinsly enoush, the Liberals

iTt t.::.e

tIle CCYlt'7·se of Yet, in .?;::~rtial
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In sDite of the strono:; sho,,',ing oJ' the Liuc::..~?.ls ill metro~}olitan

areas, ~er~a]s their Dost significant ~alns OCC~ffia in non-metronolitun

Cou ',Jlec1

previously held by ~ne UN. In tvro of the seats retaineci by

the UlI, the Libercu condidates lost by 3% or less.

tile dOLiinoi;t influence ....[:3.8 Fre~1cl1, the Liber~.ds managed' to gain from

to 20% in the popular in every con-

stituency. The Liber81s, in the Eastern Torms'li1)8 at lea,st, h=';.d

succ:essfu".ly :Penetr,?-i~ed t'le ur~Jcm working class, relying heD.vily on

~he Franch faction of the electorate in the nrocess.

On a minor scale, the scune Occurre.nce took place in the ot'c1{3r

regions of the ]rovince. In Levis, a seat gained by the Liberals,

the party increased its popular sup~ort by 20% in riding alEost totally

~orkin~ class constituencies.
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In

:ainsd one (Richelieu, "'Jhere -the

parties in the election' of 1952, it is the T • ., ,.uloera-LS

profited ~~ost fro~ t~le decisio~ of t~~e Ul rl.e E,not to contest the

el·ection. r-:[ol,vhere is this 'nore evident then in tOle ur-.Jan '."forking

• , -- 1 n" 1~4() .
~ne U. ae D.lll >'u ~o the Liberals ~n 1952 ~as

t~:e uri to lose a great mEnber of ses.ts, it cUd f:.L:::,ure sigl':ific8.ntly

in many Liberal gains throuGhout the }?rovince.

This and additional factors suggest the acute dile~na facing the

urban working class electorate in this election, eSyecially those of

French origin Who were to chose oet~een the et~nic consciousness of

provincial autonoKy or the social-economic position and'conditions

;'fl" -I-],.-1"i n H;bl' Cfl -LhC""F ;."01~1-<eclI. U.l.~_i~ "" _ _ l,--~J " _ x_ • ~hile the UN garnered a majority of urb2~

l[~orking class seats, the Liberal GElins, especially in arsas vii th a

higll concentration of French voters, can::ot "';:)e ignol~ecl.

A CQ;;lJ::lOn truis;I. is th::'ct the electol',".to -:ri:l.l vote according to

their interest priorities. As such, they ~ill tend to choose a

c8.ndid'.?te or lY~rt;y w}',icl: ,'o::::t cle:::Tly G~rticulat8s or 'Jro':ects t"ose

s]ecific interests. As ~las "been i:.oted above, the electio'l of 1952

(~uite diverse in n~tureo The UN encouragod the elector-·te to 0~t

t~eirconTIections ~ith les 1nJlai~off~red the elector~t8 a ):at~or~
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The deliberate decision to forego an in-depth analysis of

the provincial election of 1956 is based on a number of factors

both methodological and circumstantial in nature. V~ile mind

ful of the danger of oversimplification/ the choice was one of

foresaking continuity for the sake of rigor or vice-versa.

The election of 1956 was one·in a series of four that took place

within the ten -,}i-ear period with which this ric;search is concerned.

But rather then aCl1ronological analysis of the political history

of the province within that time span, the emphasis of this

research is on" certain important spatial components of that

period, i.e. &nalysis of the elections of 1952, 1960 and 1962.

Continuity then, is not a crucial factor. Yet there are more

significant reasons which necessitate the omission of the 1956

election. Without writing an apolo~ia for the methodological

tools employed in this analysis, it should be pointed out that

the exclusion is partially based on a desire to insure a degree

of methodological rigor in our explorations. Correlating the

election returns of 1956 with socia-economic data from the

1951 or 1961 census would produce a coefficient somewhat suspect

in nature. Nor wO'11d interpolation justify an attempt.

If our basic unit of analysis - the constituency~represents

aggregate sums or averages of socia-economic data based on

1951 and 1961 census materials, then one would be hard put to

justify a further delineation of these aggregates through the

process of interpolation.

In addition to these methodological concerns there are



151

circumstantial ~actors which suggest, if not encourag~ the

omission of a serious analysis of the election of 1956. One

would not exaggerate in stating that the constituency returns

for the" election of 1956 are highly suspect. While hardly a

nrovincial trend, the election abuses perpetrated by the Union

Nationale in many constituencies render the election of 1956 a

classic, in rigged electioneering. Perhaps this is overstating

the case, although much of the contemporary literature on the
1

subject might justify the statement. Lending institutional

legitimacy to Duplessis' actions was the passage, just after the

Liberal llcomeback ll of 1952, of the notorious Bill 34, " one o~

the most glaring examples in the history of the province of a

party using its control over the legislatur~ for the purpose
2

of weakening the electoral strength of a political opponent:'
3

Without elaboration, passage of the Bill gave the Union Nationale

1- Fathers Gerard Dion and Louis O'Neill, both affiliated with
Laval Universit~were particularly caustic in their denunciations
of the Union Nationale's electoral practicese Shortly ~ollow-

ing the election of 1956, they published a little pamphlet
entitled L'Immoralite noliti ue dans la nrovince de Quebec,
'Montreal, 19 o. As expected, 'the publication evoked a major
outcry, leading eventually to a small movement to refor-m electoral
practices. For a general, if not informed, analysis of the sit~

;;ation refer to Herbert Quinn, op.cit., pp.142-151 and 165-167.
Another interesting rendition can be found. in Pierre Laporte's
"Les Elections ne se font pas avec des prieres ll

, Le Devoir,
Dec. 7, 1956, p.4.

2- Quinn, op.cit., p.146

3- For the abolition of the dual enumerator system in urban
areas to the changes in sundry other provisions, refer to
Statutes of Quebec, 1-2 Elizabeth II, c. 32 and compare it to
its predecessor, The Quebec Election Act, 1945, 9 George VI,
c.15 and amendments.
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a legal license to beg, steal or borrow votes and intimidate

voters in the process. lmder concerted pressure, the Bill was

finally revoked by Duplessis' reform-minded successor just

• . prior to the 1960 election. But for one election at least~ it

had served them welle

Notwithstanding Duplessis' electioneering tactics, the

political complexion of the province was not changed significantly

by the election of 1956. An additional rural constituency had

been created and of the 93 seats the Union Nationale won 72,

gaining 3,plus the new constituency of Jonquiere/while the

Liberal opposition lost 3 seatsvith one seat retained by the

perennial independent in Montreal - St. Anne~ There was even

less variation in the popillar support for both parties.Ehe

Union Nationale varied little from their 1952 per centage,

obtaining 51.5% in 1956 while the Liberals garnered 4!t.8% of

the vote. Nevertheless, it should be pointed out that the total

seat distribution tally for either party betrayed the number

of constituency changes in the election.

CONSTITTlliNCIES WON, RETAINED, GAINZD AND LOST, 1952, 1956.

19$2 1956
J

Seats VVon Seats Retained I Gained Lost

Liberals 23 10 10 13

Union Nationale 68 59-;~ 13 10

Independent 1 1 - -

ALL PARtIES 92 93
-. \

Jonq'uere - r-:-enogami, new constit~lency, co:mted as "retained".)



153

The largest n~)mb,')r of Liberal gains occurred in the Gaspe

region and.in the Quebec Hinterland. The seat gains represented

a good cross section of the electorate as they won in tlgricult

ural, urban and rural working class constituencies. Yet

considering' the province-wide gain and losses record for each

party, it is clear that no major trends had developed.

Perhaps the most notable change was the eight urban working

class seats the Liberals lost to the Union Nationale, most by

very narrow margins.

RECORD OF SEAT GAINS AND LOSSES, 1956

Urban Middle Urban Working Rural Working IAgricultural.
"

Loss GainGain Loss Gain Loss Gain Loss
j

Liberals 1 3 3 8 3 0 3 2

UN 4 1 8 3 0 3 2 3
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of the party he had in gOY8rni~G th8 provinc3 for fift2~~ Y22rs

on the'subj8ct. The failur'~ of the Union Uat.ior:ale t.o \':111 ths

that l';!a1J.rice DlJ.ple~sis i until his de2,th in J959, Fas -the Union

Nation2.1e.

pl,Stc,ecl the'! Union j'Jationale in a serious political pr[~dica!:!.ent.

immediately prior to the election of 1960.

If th'? ,,!!heels of ths quiet revolution beg"m 0'J.rning ir-

earnsst in 1960, ths first percept; ble 7'r.OV8E!8nts

~~ars 2arlisr, in 1957. The rost-v:ar ooor'1 had receded ::>nd a

slight 'economic recession had already b,egun. Politically, the

pendulum had also reversed. ~'!ith.the election in 1957'and :95·3

of the Di9fenbaker gm~ernment in Otta1'ra, Duplessis had lost ODe

of his most effective scapegoats. Alli9d for some tim2 at the

,:,·n .,'n, I ':1-I ... _~ __

:f0 rt,"! -:_-~9_ t. -~ -P'--l --;_-~ ~ r"'!" ()
- - ~.J -

.-'":'(1'! ,.~ -v':!"-'""\ ;.-: -: -:.....1 ;-,
,--J - •
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relegated to inferior portfolios, it wasn't lO~G befor2 the

Conservatives had gain?d the enmity of the Quebec electorate

that had ss:::.t a Y'3cord 58 Cons·srvative crJ.nclidat·es to Otta',w..

Nevertheless, the

conditions internal Jco thG p;:trty' 3 structure and ph:U.oso~hy.

Obvimlsly] the most, I'ror:LJ.-2:'t fp.ctor "JaS the dS2.th of DUplc"3S;:;is

i~1 3epte:.:tb·er of 1959. His successor, unani:Jously selected by

the UN caucus v~s the v8ry capable Paul Q 1'~T'~ ".r1,a h ..... d 1, 0..Ja~_ve, .. ~. , . Cl ~~ not

died but a scant thr,38 mor:.ths after his appointrflent ~ \'!ould pro-

bably have guarant8ed a slight majority for the In

short term in office, Sauve z2210usly ett8mpt,~c1 to r;~form th?

negotiating ~ith Ottav~ for sha~ed-cost progra~~es in the field

of education 2.nd 'i·!olfare and 1 v·:ith 301:1.8 d2s~e!'"':'1.tion, attempting

TJovement.
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1

In fact ~ 2.S early as February) it 1:'2.d beeY:. rumoured tr-3.t Bfgin

2
had expr:3ssed t:b.eir dis3atis.faction ,·'r:i.th the p::Jrty t 3 3eJecT,jJ)E.

not have the unaniMous 3~nnort of the., ~
T!28.t. 1:3

diel l:.ot enjoy the cn~p!2te cc~fidence

fied hy the manner in "Thieh the UN conducted t''"!sir el8ctoral

The succeS3 of the ~uebe9 Liberal electir:n

1960 V~3 due, in large Measure, to the partyVs reorganization

',hich be.s;.-:m in earns3t in the ?'1id-fifties ~Jndsr th? J ea.clersl'lin

of Georges LapalDe. '.'!ith tl".e fOTnat.ion of the Provincial Liberal

Federation the party could afford to beco~2 s08evm~t less reliant

OD busi:~1e,')s interests for c01'1paign fund.3 @ Coinci~entally; the

nartv also veered no~e to the Left.
~ " Thi3 vras due ~nore to 'noli-

1~ Thi3 ;':as 3. prjY08 eX2.-:1ple of the 38rious pred:i.ca!:1ent, fp.ci·-:.'3
~he lJ~ in~~diat9J_y prj.or to ~~d 2ft2r tha qJec~i0~ of lQ60.
Vfj_thi~(J. a p·.::;riod nf' ~. 3'(~·:lr tJ}-;2 lJI\f s1J.ffeY'8cl d. ]_?~~d.e-r'3;lj_r chan.:;e !::o
J_8SS than four ti~8S: lli1~lessisJ Sm)y~, Barr0tt A ?~~ Johnson~
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...... ,~ ..
:I II -C·les j

~ost of the political and 0cono~ic factions i::.--

Pe:r~ap::j of greater significance VIas the party 1 s successfuJ

the offensivq on the ~ationalist front--a novelty ~0iGh evpnt-

castigated the UN for their lack of policy initi~tives in th~

field of social vrelfare ~ thereby obligatinG Ott,:~,:·:3. to fill the

void. This 1'ms not m2r2 political manoeuverinG! The appro'3.ch

and implicit philosophy b2c8.me a corner-st0ne of the Lesage

Liberal's policy of aggressive nationalism.

cogently sta'ted:

As La Pierre h::ts

The :Liheral Perty UDder J ean Ias~,.:t~ "138 8. D.8.tion':J.list
party, but not in the traditional senS8~ ~~lile the UN
had pr0ffioted a nationalism be.sed on provincigl autonomy j

the Liberal's nationalism ai~ed at establishin~ an .
equal pctrtners'0.ip ·/dth the feel.eral goverm~e;::.t i::- Cttm·,""1.
T.ocoa· O'e a· ',,0 hl ]' co f',..,ll ,..,T·""'rr "T"''''O r>o....,~yi ilC"';1 i-h::>t- b1T n0~l.l""-..1.-<,_,0_ (,,:"J . ,,:, .• _,,- - _ .....") - 'J _ ...... -....J ~J-.J .::J -.: OI.L -~. '<-, .J"'_ iJ~~_ , __,• ...' __ ,,_-• ...J J r·.0J .'.

ing full control of the po'i,,"ers QU'3bec3.1ready held,
and by seeking an exte~sion 0f powers i11 ar~as ~~~~~8

(~uebec t s pmvers Viere thought to lir1 i t the f1..1.11 d3velor)
ment of (.;Juebec society 1 they could achieve the hoped 
for 'epanouissement'. 3

'!lith their ne"'!;1 or at least, revis'3d , cc:.plJroach to th:? cul--

tural and econoDic problems of luebec, the Liberal Party also

i~0.herited 2. ~8\'! leader "'Then Geor0 es Lapa.l':"2 resign'3d) ,vinless}

in 1958.

3
1960

l-a"!).-r'i (~~.,

- 6(--> -L ~~.



158

reedy for the

best defense ~8S a eoad offence. '3arrette. too nre-O(;Cl11)i"'rlJ .:.. .. - .... _.-

of the criticism. I.es2ge hurri edly for:;Julated VTb,?t Q"'.ca;r? a

entoure 1e jelmne chef 1 '1' ec~uipe du ton-nerre' •

'Point de mire'; G~rin-Lajoie, Ie rejeton d'une illustre fani 1 le,

, . l' .... d't . t't ' . l'Sp'?CJ.c'.. ..... lS t .. ·~ 2:l rOl CODS -2 lIT,lOnne ell da~s les 2~faires 3<:0-

laires; Georges-S~"'1i.le L2,palme, l' anci en leader qui ct 8~~10rC(~ l~

. '\ hvlrage a gaucJ e; Rene Ha~el que ses de~~18s avec Duplessis ont

p[·ofl DC+ '1' n~ + he> pOl l' ti C!) 1 S i ;-'1"+ i ,..,." "-t.,h... 0.... n.1.1.e>...'O?~ T._..-i.. n...<':1•... 1'.., ' ..? 1.J.. P.",.......!. t,,:".L~•. _·.~ v·._ b v_,~ -,-_ ~ c. .. _. ~~.jl·J.·J~~", C ,,\, - -_._

e:nbark:3d on .8. })ositive and confident c?!''1paign T·ri th a slog,~.n of

lie' est Ie te:'1ps que 9a change. II The election of J960 ':1ctrked the

adv'::>.nt in Quebec provincial politics of a "tea.'11 approp,ch" to the

electorate. For the Liberal Party under its new leader Jean

T, ~caa'O t11e -nr:>'- ~'O'''''''rO''''''''h ,. T,-:)S '(Jy 0-:> ..... 1· ~-,., Tt'or T.h,r.~ T,.T.. ',1.i.,O·,h.. ~1_·T•.'C1.,+l·O-.,..,._. .Q._•.,l,r..~_J_'.~ 0'" J. ._.~\V ct.i. ,;,.... 'C",,--,, .'{C:', "·'JU_.::) " & - ~,. _, ~ V'. _.

~nd their co~nro~i0e choic8 of B~rrett?, P.,1)nr08C h
• .!.

, .Y!" c::• ,-_:.. oJ
1: ~ "Y1(; 1 "'::'

c.<"

4- ·l1.1.,?_t,-~0 '~l_<;ct-in";ilS :}:~o),ri~ci~l~_:~S _?~iJ_ C}1.1.31;?C; \T-;Y)~.~-,,",~.

TC~3 p·y.. ,-~lq·-~·3:1 --r1-:::; J_t~frtl~r:;J~si ..L/ :.•;:;_\t:~""! {.ll.leh"~r7 'ei ii
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TIIOre positive note~

The 1960 Political Eanifesto of the rJuelKlc LibsraJ. P8.l~ty

qlJ.iet .re1Tollltj_ox1 0 The brochure an.d its conte~lt

distribu.tion. during the C2~T1pO.iG;'1 and Libera,]. 18(10.-:::1':'3 P.11cl can-

did.2.tes l1resented 2~ broad expose of their blu,~-p:rint for socia.!

cu!tural and eco~0~ic spheres of interest, forezoi~~ t~e p2rty's
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policy of isolation. The Li1)2ra]s also 8~ntasiz~d th8 ursatis-

statistics v';hich suggs3ted th2,t educEl.tio2:'2.1 0:9P()rtm~ities \,r'':T0

under the heading of COT',stitutional Rie;hts.

a. clear divergence b:?t':;J8en Daplessis' rezressive n2,tion2,lis;~1

and the'Lesage Liberal's agressive stance is Gost evident.

quebec Liberals not only 'Jelcomed IIculture1 ou.treac1:l ll but su.:~-

gested policy iuitiatiyes 'fThich I>1ight e~':3!edi-re th.-::

and th3 r8st of Canari~~

ment of Feclere.l-Provincial Felations 1;':es rrropC3 -:;{3 c'..3 .?- StT11Ct11"'~:' l,

t~ ~al1 ~n Interprovincial Conference to di~cuss fi3ca~ prc~l~~s.

tt;"'fr~0 ,prall}. g~~S v.rhj.. c11 -f[=l.c (3 t~~ 0 P-ytn~ri :Ir~" '?s ~~:"_ (; ~"~'"!.'? (~c. 1}1.~

gen:tl.y req11ire t11Ett B.D Int~~rpro\riY!.ci8.1_ !·~8,--~t.iT1S .qrt()~.1.J_(l

t'8_-k{~ n18.cr~ before the ,schedlJ.l·2C~. F3d·2J",:!.1 ?rC:\T~LT1C·L.~.J_
~ ,

G011.f ference 11.·3Xt· JllJ.~7" 2Ylcl c·?~~t,3j.Y'~}.~r 1J;~:01~'~ J_ <;;:')~~ ~t;

~:·.;rtj. C 11. t!:-i ~~0 th:J TJJ-"l '-~3 ·~;~t· ,":) ~:J~8 ·?·-:~211.t S 1:Ji ·f~·1:. ~.1-1 -::. :? ··.;r~_ "-.'~:n~_J.

~~~~~:~~~~::' e~~i~~ ;:~ :r~~,:~t.,~~' ~9v;~~'~:}~m-ot ~~~.~~~~~~~e;~~;:~_
S-811tO~t,j_"T~~S ::-:':lJ.St. ~.2_!:"-\ t:y,~ i~it.i?_ti\'re j_21 ~.~J.1-:·~~~j_t.-J-:.-Lt!,6
pr2.ct~iC2:J_ -!)~(",:"\D('~,~.J_s ~:'G t.l:1~S8 co!"'~f?r(~1_~'::S'::~ ~ ~ tt .. ~ oj ~ C H
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the agricu.ltural situation il'. th.8 provi:'1cs~

Liberal platform. Rather than outla~dish promis~s or re~inders

of T·!hat had past, the Liberal 'platform contained proposaJ..3 or
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previous Liberal ad~inistr2tion 20 yaars prior!

Deed for social a~d econo"1ic

'}uie-l:; revolntion to corne ~

The Liberals ~rnposed of

a~d Development Council, the u22bership to co~sist of repre5e~t-
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CHAPTER TEN

THE 1960 ELECTION: THE RESULTS
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The results of the election of 1960 returned the opposition

Liberals to power after a fifteen year absence. with the addition

of three constituencies, two in northern Quebec and one on the

Island of Montreal, the ~otal number of seats available in the

legislature was ninety-five and both parties ran candidates in

all ridings. Aside from a smattering of Independents, no splinter

or third p~rties contested the election, similar to the 1952 election.

The Liberal Party won the election, winning 51 seats - 18 more

than they had managed to obtain in 1952 - compared to the UN plummet

to 43. In the process of victory the party also obtained 51.5% of

the popular vote. The increase in their popular support and seat

distribution came from every segment of society in Quebec.

As was cited earlier, the gnion Nationale enjoyed a virtual

monopoly in agricultural constituencies in the election of 1952,

winning in all but two of the twenty two agricultural seats. Consi

dering the traditional strength of the Union Nationale in the rural

electoral districts, the Liberal Party gain of agrarian seats has to

be considered a significant shift upset in the election of 1960. One

might conjecture that even the Liberal Party organization hardly expected

to increase their rural representation in the assembly by a fourfold

amount. The upset was made all the more significant because of the

region of the province where the Liberals scored their most impressive

agricultural gains.

The agricultural constituencies of the Gaspe and the lower

St. Lawrence are among the most impoverished in the province. Subsis

tence farming is common and the annual income for male wage earners

in 1960 was in the vicinity of $2,000. The region is also predominantly
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French with all agricultural constituencies containing a French-

speaking population in excess of 99%.

In 1952, all seven constituencies gave their support to the

Union Nationale. In 1960, the Union Nationale was able to retain

but two of the seven sea·ts, ~,vith the remaining five won by the

Liberals. This represented one of the Liberal's most successful

incursions into the Union Nationale's rural fortress. Even if one
.

of the Liberal 'Sains was due to a local financial scandal involving
1

the Union Nationale (in the riding of Montmagny), the gains by the

Liberal Party were indicative of a wide-spread feeling in the region

that rural electrification and improved roads, while improving the

"comfort ll of the rural dweller, did nothing to improve the economic

standards of farmers in the area. Even if the Liberals spoke of

promises to come - land, crop and cattle subsidies, their program

was qualitatively better than the Union Nationale's platform of

reminding the agricultural corrununity of past accomplishments. Part

of the Liberal Platform incl~ded long and short term loans to help

improve the productivity of farms, the adoption of herd loss and

crop damage insurance and the creation of special wood lots to supple-

ment the income of farmers. To many of the agricultural community

in' the Gaspe, governmen-t involvement in procurlrlg a better standard

of living for farmers was a welcomed initiative.

1- Lemieux, et. al., Ope cit. alludes to the scandal which had
broader implications Il~. le 6 juin, ... Jean Lesage annonce que
Bonore Pelletier, un cultivateur de Sainte-Pacome, avait regu
$3,200. de Joseph Alphonse-D. Begin, pour changer d'allegeance.
L'affaire Pelletier etait lourde de consequences~ elle allait
couter a l'Union Nationale les comtes de Bellechasse, Beauce,
Portneuf et Montmagny.
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Mid-Quebec and the Eastern Townships were two areas where the

'Liberals enjoyed moderate success. In 1952, the four Mid-Quebec

agricultural constituencies of Bellechasse, Beauce, Dorchester and

Lotbini~re returned UN candidates with strong majorities. In

Dorchester and Beauce the margin of victory was in excess of 20% .

. The election of 1960 ~roduced very different results. Possibly as

a result of L'Affaire Pelletier, the Liberals won Bellechasse and

Beauce. The UN meanwhile, snatching defeat from the jaws of victory,

barely eked out a victory in the two other agricultural ridings,

winning both by a slim 1% margin.

While not as dramatic an upset as OCCUf'CQU in the Gaspe' region,

the Liberal gains in Mid-Quebec were significant nevertheless, consi

dering the low percentage of votes they had received in these ridings

in the election of 1952.

The volatility of the constituencies in the Eastern Townships

was evident in the voter shifts in the election of 1952. The varia-

tion is even more pronounced in t~e. three agricultural constituencies
2

when the election of 1960 is taken into consideration. No evident

electoral pattern emerges here. In '52 the Liberals won two of three

ridings, a feat they repeated in 1960. Perhaps the most significant

factor in their victories in the Eastern Townships was the continued

support given the Liberal Party by the constituents of Brame, a riding

they initially won from the UN in 1956. The riding has always had a

2-Wolfe was gained from the m~ in 1952 by the Liberals. In 1956
the riding went UN, and in 1960 it once again fell to the Liberals.
Frontenac, a Liberal gain in 1952 was lost to the UN in '56 and was

,retained by the party in 1960. In Brome, a UN bastion since 1936,
the Liberal won in 1956 and retained the seat in 1960.
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large proportion of English-speaking constituents and without excep

3
tion the UN carried the riding since 1936. In 1952, the UN obtained

61% of the vote. In 1960, with the English-speaking population being

44.2%, the Liberal Party won 56% of the vote. Yet, no distinctive

pattern emerged for the Liberal Party in the Eastern Townships for

the party also won the constituency of Wolfe where over 97% of the

population was French-Speaking.

If the Liberals could claim support from the English-speaking

population in the Eastern Townships, the Union Nationale could also

make the same clain in some rural consti-tuencies in Southern Quebec

and the Quebec Hinterland. In Southern Quebec, the m~ retained their

traditional strength~winningall four agricultural constituencies.

Between the election of 1952 and 1960, there was only slight varia-

tion in voter support for the UN except in the "Englishll constituency

of Huntingdon (33% English-speaking) where support for the UN increased

approximately 5% in 1960, over the 52% of votes the party had obtained

in 1952.

The constituency of Pontiac also returned the UN incumbent. With

an English-speaking population of 42% in 1960, the UN received 58% of

the popular vote.

For the Union Nationale, stability was also found in Western

Quebec where they retained three agricultural constituencies.

Of the 22 rural agricultural constituencies in the election of

1960, the Liberal Party won nine and the Union Nationale thirteen,

representing j for the latter party, a loss of seven seats. Liberal

3- According to census calculations the percentage of English
speaking residents in Brome was 40%.
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gains did not suggest a landslide but they did suggest that the U~

could no longer expect homogeneous support from their once traditional

reservoir of strength. In fact there is evidence to suggest that the

agrarian community in the election of 1960 .was as fragmented as the

urban working class electorate of 1952. In fact, Pinard has suggested

-that of all the social groupings in Quebec society in 1960, the group

most "opposed" to the Union Nationale was the agricultural community:

II est vraisemblable quIa certaines elections,
au mains, les agriculteurs ont ete parmi les
plus solides appui de l'Union Nationale. Ce
qui surprend, cependant, crest quia la veille
de llelection de 1960, ils constituaient appa
remment l'un des groupes LES PLUS OPPOSeS a ce
partie

INTEN~ION DE VOTE 1960-
i

CLASSE MOYEl\11\iE '" AGRIC 'jCLASSE OUVRIERE
PARTI

/ I / /

jPROFESSIONNELS CO~lMIS SPECIALISES NON-SPECIALISES
go % % %

I
%0

UN 54 63 63 72 59
QLP 41 29 34 26 38

AUTRES 5 8 3 2 3-
N (123) (63) (246) r (84) (125)

En fait, si nous excluons les residents des
centres metropolitains et si nous comparons
les agriculteurs aux seuls autres residents
des municipalites, ou des villages j villes
et cites, nous trouvons qulalors que 59% des
agriculteurs favorisaient llUnion Nationale
et 38% Ie Part~ Liberal( les proportions favo
rabIes a IlDnion Nationale dans les autres
groupes occupationnels de ces localites va
riaient entre 62 et 71%, et les proportions
favorables aux liberaux variaient entre 26
et 34%. En comparison avec les autres groupes
de ces localites, les agriculteurs etaient
done les moins favorables au parti au pouvoir
a la veille de l'election de 1960. 4

4- Pinard, M., in V. Lemieux (ed),?,p.. cit. pp. 148 & 172-173.
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1iiJhile Pinard presents a rather liberal in-terpretation of his

findings, they are no less suggestive of the waning influence of

the Union Na-tionale over the agricultural community at least in the

election of 1960. A proper perspective of the results in agricultu

ral constituencies would suggest that the Union Nationale still

enjoyed majority support - at least in terms of seat distribution,

but they could no longer rely on there constituencies to provide

the party with a spring board to power.

With the further dichotomy of "rural" into rural agricultural

and rural working class consti,tuencies, we have seen that even though

the ill\! obtained strong support from most of the agricultural constituen

cies - their traditional source of strength - the party enjoyed their

most outstanding successes in rural working class ridings. In the

election'of 1952, the UN won all of the twenty-one rural working

constituencies, including a gain of one seat - Gaspe Nord - won by

the Liberals in 1948. Considering the solid support for UN from these

working 'class ridings in 1952, then a Liberal gain of two or three

seats in 1960 would have been a significant accomplishment. That

the Liberal PartYr in fact, won eleven of the twenty seats has to be

considered an upset of major significance, even more so then the

significant inroads made by the party in the agricultural constituen

cies. According to our previous definition, rural working-class

ridings are those constituencies where a majority of the inhabitants

are rurai residents and where a significant proportion of wage-earners

are engaged in specialized and non-specialized labour occupations.

Usually rural working-class constituencies also contain a notable

number of inhabitants who are engaged in agricultural pursuits and
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according to the census material employed in these classifications~

the annual wage would indicate that subsistence farming is common.

"One could assume that farmers in this category would attempt to

augment their income by working in non-specialized occupations such

as pulp-cutting and fishing.

In considering the general economic decline in the late 1950's,

the political history of nationalist sentiment in many of the rural

working-class ridings and the deteriorating relationship between

organized labour and the Duplessis government, the Liberal victories

in rural working-class ridings were not surprising. In fact, one

might assume that they were long overdue~ In 1952, we noted the

shift which had occurred in many of the urban working-class consti

tuencies and we have examined some of the reasons for the numerous

Liberal gains in these urban ridings. To some degree l the same ratio

nale can be applied to the apparent rural working-class shift in 1960.

Provincial autonomy and the "agrarian tradition" were no longer

salient issues to t~e rural working class in 1960 1 just as they had

not been salient for their urban counterparts in 1952.

In the election of 1960, the Liberal Party won rural working-class

constituencies in all regions of the province, with particularly strong

showings in Western Quebec and Gaspe - Lower St. Lawrence.

Not unexpectedly the Liberals fared well in the Hinterland region

where the UN managed to retain only two of the four constituencies.

The Liberals retained Abitibi-Ouest which "they had won by a narrow

margin in 1956 and gained the constituency of Abitibi-Est. In a sense,

the victory represented a Il maturation ,", of the protest vote in the

Abitibi district. In our examination of the 1952 election it was
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noted that the Liberals had prospered from ·the absence of Union des
I

Electeurs candidates who had gained close to 30% of the vote in the

election of 1948. No doubt, the victory for the Liberals was due

·primarily·to a negative vote against the UN, but it was a victory
5

nevertheless~ Yet, despite the Liberal gains in the Hinterland,.

perhaps the most significant feature of the election results there

was the persistence of the Gatineau and Papineau constituencies in

voting for the Union Nationale. Both constituencies contained a

proportionately high percentage of English speaking voters. In 1952

the margin of victory for the m~ in these two constituencies was a

humiliation for the local Liberal organization. Even if the Liberal

showings in 1960 were more respectable, the m~ still won by nearly

12% in Gatine~u(where the English speaking population was close to

25%. To some extent, the pattern was similar in at least one of the.
tvm ridings the UN managed ·to retain in ~vestern Quebec. The UN retained

the "English" constituency (30%) of Argenteuil,.,winning the riding

5- The Quebec Hinterland - Abitibi-Est, Abitibi Ouest, Rouyn
Noranda, Temiscamingue and the northern ridings of Saguenay, Lac
St- Jean and Chicoutimi are noted not only for their political
volatility but also for their tendency of registering a strong
protest vote based primarily on economic reasons. The tradition
began with the significant vote given to the Union des Electeurs
in 1948 and was evident even in 1966 when the Ralliement National
received as much as 25% in many constituencies. The protest vote
generally worked against the UN as a cursory glance of the election
results between 1948 and 1970 would seem to indicate. Naturally,
the tendency towards the registration of the protest vote has also
occured in federal elections, most notably through the phenomenal
rise of Caouette's Raillement des Creditistes. The entire phenoIDEnon
is most ably documented and discussed in Maurice Pinard's Jhe.
Rise of a Third Party: The Social Credit P~rtv in Quebec in the
1962 Federal Election, Englewood Cliffs, Prentice-Hall, New Jersey,
1971.
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with 60% of the votes. Yet one would be hard pressed to suggest

a pattern here. In 1952·, the "average" vote for each party con-

sidering the five constituencies was Liberal: 37%, Union Nationale:

62%, with the L~ enjoying their most resounding victories in cons-

tituencies containing a high proportion of English voters. The

"pattern" was not repeated in 1960 .. In Vaudreuil-St'>ulanges and

Deux Montagnes, two of the three rural working-class constituencies

'won by the Liberals in ·this area, the English population had increased

by 14% and 7% respectively between 1952 and 1960.

In winning three of the five rural working class seats in Gaspe,

the Liberals completed their,near s,veep of the twelve constituencies
6

comprising the Gaspe-Lower St-Lawrence region. But again, as in 1956

and 1952, the riding of Gaspe Sud was won, with a reduced majority,

by the UN. The riding contained an English population of close to

20%.

1960 marked the first time in provincial electoral history that

,a dist.:tnctly "urban party" won power. The Liberals won fifty-one of

the ninety-five seats gaining thirty-one seats over their 1956 repre-

sentation. Of their fifty-one seat total well over half, or thirty-

two seats were won in predominantly urban ridings. Yet this fact

tends to overshadow the party's rather phenomenal accomplishment in

the province's forty-three rural ridings. Not since before the

formation of the Union Nationale in 1936 had the Liberals been able

to gain any significant footholds in Quebec's rural constituencies.

In 1960, the Liberal party won in nearly half of the rural consti-

tuencies in the province. In an election no segment or group in the

6- In 1952 the entire region was won by the UN. In 1960, the UN
lost all but 4/ losing 5 agricultural seats and 3 working class
ridings.



175

electorate is unimportant. To gain power the Liberals had to capita

lize on -their own source of electoral strength - the urban voter.

That they won thirty-two of the fifty-two urban ridings suggests

that they were successful - if not moderately so. That result was,

perhaps, not unexpected. Even the pre-election polls, while predica-

-ting a UN victory, suggested that the Liberals would do well in many

urban constituencies. What was unexpected was the breadth of the

Liberal gains in the rural constituencies. Again, although in a

reverse.d political position from previous election, the rural vote

was a deciding factor. The urban party came to power because of its

rural support.

If the election of 1952 suggested the development of any voting

patterns or trends, then the support received by the Liberal party

from urban working-class constituencies ""as among the most notable.

Aided by the absence of political protest movements - the Union des

Electeurs - in the election of 1952, the Liberals were able to make

substantial gains in urban working-~lass constituencies, increasing

their representation from bvo seats to twelve 1 with substantial in

creases in voter support in twenty-five of the thirty-two urban

working-class ridings. It was also noted that the twelve urban

working-class seats won by the Liberals accounted for more than half

of all the seats won by the party in that election. The results in

1960 suggests that the Liberal party capitalized on their gains in

1952 by effectively mobilizing the discontented in the labour compo

nent of the electorate. In fact, no other segment of the electorate

gave as much support to the Liberals as the urban working class.

In 1960, the Liberals won in twenty-two of the thirty-five urban
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7
working class ridings.

Unlike 1952 though, the impetus of support came from the non-

metropolitan urban working class. The results indicate that the

Liberal Party did not do as well in the metropolitan urban working

class constituencies as they had wanted to. Excluding the consti-

tuency of Montreal - Ste. Anne, where the perennial Independ~nt

Frank Hanley had scored a victory, the Liberals had a reasonable

chance of carrying all of the remaining six ridings, with the possible

exception of Ste.' Marie. As mentioned, the Liberals won in the new

riding of Bourget. In the remaining five, the Liberals retained

two (St. Henri, St. Louis) but with a decrease in popular supportj

they gained but one and lost two to the Union Nationale. In two of

the four Liberal wins the margin of victory was less than .6%.

On a minor scale, the results were more depressing in Quebec

City's sole urban working class constituency of St. Sauveur. In a

sense, it was a repetition of 1952 with the illJ winning close to 60%

of the popular vote in a riding where 62% of the labour force were

engaged in blue collar occupations.

Of the eight metropolitan working class constituencies the

Liberals won four, a respectable but not an impressive tally consi-

dering that the Liberals average of victories in metropolitan areas

7- By 1960 three new ridings had been added to the list of ninety
two in the legisla-tive assembly. The three additional ridings in
the election were all urban ~Jvorking class. The :r,iberals won in all
three. They included the constituencies of Bourget in east-end
Montreal, and the ridings of Jonquiere - Kenogami and Duplessis
in northern Quebec.
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was considerably less then the average they enjoyed in non-metropo-

litan regions of the province.

While there is insufficient evidence to suggest that a metropo-

litan - non metropolitan dichotomy emerged in terms of support for

the Liberal Party, it is evident that the Liberals fared better in

industrial communities outside of the metropolitan areas of Montreal

and Quebec City. A possible rationale for this occurmnce might point

to the difference of labour conditions in metropolitan and non-metro-

politan areas. It is interesting to note that much of the labour

unrest in the decade of the 50's originated in non-metropolitan urban

working class constituencies of ..vhich mbre will be said below .
•

In spite of the moderate successes attained by the Liberals in

the metropolitan working class constituencies, the election of 1960

suggests that a major political re-alignment had occured in the urban

working class. For the first time since the formation of the UN in

1936, the Liberal Party won a substantial majority of the urban working

class ridings with victories in twenty-two of the thirty-five consti-

tuencies. Their most impressive gains occuied in the Eastern Townships

and in regions of the Quebec Hinterland, two areas of the province

which had witnessed a fair degree of industrial strife in the decade

preceding the 1960 election.

In the Eastern Townships, the Liberals scored a major upset which

surpassed the gains they had made in the region in 1952 when they had

won three of the six seats and lost in two of the remaining three

by less then 1%.

In 1960, the Liberals swept five of the six available seats, all

in predominantly French speaking ridings.
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With the redistribution of ridings in the Hinterland region,

specifically in'northern Quebec, the number of urban Harking class

constituencies increased from six to eight for the election of 1960.

In 1952, despite the apparent support the Liberals had received from

the Union des Electeurs' supporters of 1948, the party won but one

of 'the six seats, although they managed substant~al ~ncreases in all

ridings. Aside from the absence of any significant protest groups

in northern Quebec in the election of 1960, the Liberals obviously

gained seats because of the. unsatisfactory economic conditions in

the region. The Liberal labour programme coupled with ·the deterio

rating labour policies of the UN in years past gave the Liberals one

of their most impressive victories in, any region in the province.

One of the strongest areas of national sentiment and economic protest

in the province, the Liberals won six of the eight seats including

the new constituencies of Duplessis and Jonquiere-Kenogami. Only

Chicoutimir.a long-time UN stronghold, and T~miscamingu~which the

Liberals had won in 1952/were won by the ,UN. In many ways the results,

while not expected, were inevitable. One of the notable features of

the Hinterland region, particularly northern Quebec, is the large

working class element in the population. The urban centres which

provide work for the skilled and unskilled are situated in Quebec's

only frontier, miles from the influence of major metropolitan centres

like Quebce City and Montreal. Here, the clergy still played a si

gnificant role. By 1960, especially in the Hinterland working class

constituencies, secular and clerical interests were on a convergent

course and the nationalist sentiment focused on the economic dispari

ties between the region and the rest of the province. Some of the
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more important industrial and manufacturing centres are located in

"the region - Arvida, Rouyn-Noranda, and the developing Ungava mines.

The Eastern Townships have similar characteristics and outside,

of the metropolitan areas constitutes the province's illOSt significant

industrial centre. Textile production, pulp and paper and asbestos

;miningare major industrial concerns in the area.

Using Brouillette and Dagenais in Esdras Minville's Notre Milieu,

Herbert Quinn depicts the economic similarities between the regions

and offers a rationale for the ~~gnificantgains amassed by the
8

Liberals in both regions. Both regions

... have economies which tend towards instability.
In times of recession, such as in the late 1950's,
there is an unusually high level of unemployment,
because their economic activities are based on
either the exportation of raw materials, like
minerals and forest products, •.. or on .manufac-
tured goods ... which have to face stiff competi-
tion from imports. It is in these regions rather
than in Montreal and Quebec City that the presence
of the foreign industrialist is most obvious. Many
towns have only one large industry, whose ownership
and management are English-speaking .... A fall-off
in production ... endangers the standard of living of
the whole community .... some of the most bitterly
fought strikes in the history of the province have
occurred in these areas. As a result of these factors
nationalistic sentiments have been stronger in these
regions than in many other parts of Quebec. It is
here, rather than in the Montreal area (emphasis,
my own) that the Catholic unions have always been
most successful in organizing the workers. It was
also in these areas that the smaller nationalist
parties found a good deal of their support in the
1940's. 9

While the 1960 Liberal "Manifesto n certainly played some part

8- Of the fourteen urban working-class ridings in both regions
combined, the Liberals won in eleven.

9- Herbert Quinn, Ope cit. p. 185.
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in drawing the urban working-class away from the UN, the absence of

splinter parties and nationalist movements certainly helped -the
10

Liberals in these regions. In a sense, -the Liberal party became

the party of protest in these regions.

Nearly half of the fifteen constituencies 1n Southern Quebec

are- urban working class. In 1952, Southern Quebec was the only region

where the UN successfully held its own. The Liberals had won but

two of the seven urban working class ridings. The situation in 1960

was altered considerably. As in 1952, the Liberals won the "French"

ridings of Vercheres and Richelieu. In 1960 the Liberals added the

highly industrialized constituency of St. Hyacinthe to their gains.

The constituencies further south continued their unintermp-ted habit

of re-turning {TN candidates except for Sot. Jean which went Liberal in

1960. This is particularly significant in the constituency of

Mississquoi where nearly 20% of the population was of English origin.

As in 1952, the UN margin of victory was impressive. Bertrand, a

future premier of the province obtained close to 58% of the vote.

Considering the per centage of voters of English origin, one might

be tempted to posit a few conclusions about English support for the

UN in the riding. Yet, perhaps the most significant variable was

the popularity of the incQmbent candidate. But it is interesting

10-In both the election of 1960 and 1962, the Union Nationale and
the Liberal party had the electoral field to themselves. In the
election of 1966, the nationalist-separatist movement was again
represented. Le Ralliement National succeeded in obtaining appro
ximately 25% of the popular vote in many urban-working class consti
tuencies in northern Quebec.
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to note, nevertheless, that the Liberals appeared to do very well

in those constituencies where the English presence was negligible.

With added victories in Western Quebec and Mid-Quebec, the

Liberal party emerged as the preeminent spokesman of the urban

working class. The results the party obtained in urban working

classes suggested more then any other factor, tha-t the quiet-revolu

tion had begun in 1960. Without a doubt, a major poli-tical re

alignment had occurred and the Liberal party, contributing to its

occu"Qnce~al~o-reaped the benefits of the social re-orientation of

Quebec's urban working class.

The dramatic political re-alignment which had occurred in the

other social segments of the electorate was not apparent in the

sixteen urban middle-class constituencies in the lection of 1960.

As in 1952, the urban middle class was divided in its vote and accor

ded both parties the same total of seats - the Liberals again won

ni.ne seats and the UN managed to win seven.

One would suspect that the Liberal party strategists had hoped

for more impressive returns in these ridings considering the urban

bent of the party and the substantial success the party enjoyed in

both the rural and urban working class ridings. Although the party

carried a majority of seats in the urban middle class areas, the

results, when compared to the number of seats the party had gained

in 1952, could only be classified as a moderate success. Basically,

the Liberals consolidated their gains, retaining seven of the seats

won in 1952. While they managed to gain two seats from the m~, they

also lost two seats in the process. The result in 1960 was a politi-



182

cal stalema"te for booth parties --- an accomplishment for the UN 1 and

much less then that for the Liberal Party. It is certainly interes

ting to note that while the Liberals had gained significant ground

even in the traditionally UN rural ridings, while they swept a majo

rity of urban working c~ass ridings and improved their position in

rural working class constituencies, they were unable to gain any si

gnificant advantage in the urban middle class ridings. If one accepts

the premise that "the Liberal party represented the political vehicle

through which the quiet revolution was manifested in 1960, then an

interesting observation arises. Political re-alignment among the

electorate, a by-product of the then developing quiet revolution, had

occurred in all of the major social strata save the urban middle-class.

Whether conscious of the revolution or not, the electorate had opted

for" a major re-orientation of social and economic policies \;vhen they

voted the Liberal party into government. Yet, if the quiet revolution

had permeated all levels of society and if the Lesage Liberals were

the political vanguard of that movement/why didn't the urban middle-

class react more positively to the Liberal party?

A number of reasons could be offered in response to this

minor phenomenon, First, it is doubtful whether any segment of Quebec

society was fully aware of the implications of its" vote in 1960.

The majority vote for the Liberal party was, in 1960, a collective

de"cision to choose another political alternative. The ramifications

of that decision became evident only after the Liberals had charted

a new social and economic course for the province. The quiet revolu

tionoccurred as a result of the election of 1960. The decision to

embark on that course was not an issue in that election. In diffusing

the dramatic impact of the quiet.revolution and in isolating its
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beginning to a point after the elections of 196G, we are better

able to understand the vote of the urban middle-class in 1960. Their

response to the Liberal invitation of participating in a more egali-

tarian society with state~controlled benefits to all individuals

was one of caution.

The results in the urban middle class constituencies strongly

suggest that the same voting patterns persisted in the election of

1960 as had occurred in the election of 1952. There "'las no signi-

ficant shift in voting patterns. English voters, ever cautious of

the UN rhetoric of nationalism and isolation/continued in the main

to support the Liberal party. If CL3.SS consciousness was a signifi-

cant factor at all in urban middle-class constituencies, it was the

French electorate that rendered it so. Their support for the m~ was

completely rational in terms of contemporary voting theory. The

electorate with vested economic interests voted for a party that

promised to maintain the economic status quo.

SEAT M~D ELECTORATE DISTRIBUTION FOR ELECTIONS OF 1948/
1952/ 1960/ 1962 IN URBill~ MIDDLE CLASS CONSTITUENCIES
WON BY THE LIBERAL PARTY IN 1952.

% % %. %
CONSTITUENCY 48 52 ENG. FR. 60 62 ENG. FR.

lWESTMOUNT L L 59 25 L I L 51 26
N.D.G. L L 53 19 L

I
L 41 18

IQUEBEC WEST UN L 14 84 L L 11' 86
I OUTREMONT L L 25 32 L L 20 32
I JACQUES CARTIER L L 37 55 L L 40 44I JEA..NNE ~LANCE UN L 13 77 UI\f L 8 74

I
QUEBEC COUNTY I L 4 95 L L 5 93
QUEBEC EAST UN L 3 97 UN L 2 97

I \lERDUN L L 46 48 L L 35 58
L



SEAT AND ELECTORATE DISTRIBUTION FOR ELECTIONS OF 1948,
1952, 1960, 1962 IN URBAN MIDDLE CLASS CONSTITUENCIES
WON BY THE UNION NATIONALE IN 1952.

r I I I0, % % %-0

ICONSTITUENCY 48 52 ENG. FR. 60 62 ENG. FR.
,

I
I
I

LAVAL Ul\T Ul\T 7 89 L L 7 80
QUEBEC CENTRE UN UN 7 91 li'N L 5 91
ST.JACQUES UN UN 3 92 m-:r UN 2 92
CHAiVIBLY UN lJN 22 75 L L 21 73
TROIS RIVIERES UN tJN 4 95 UN UN 4 95 I
CILA.TEAUGUAY UN UN 22 77 UN L 27 67
~I[ERCIER UN UN 6 91 UN L 4 93 I

PER CENTAGE VOTE T PER CENTAGE ENGLISH A-1\TD FRENCH T IN
URBAN MIDDLE CLASS CONSTITUENCIES IN 1952 A1~D 1960.

f=

I I I..
% ! % LIBERAL %

I
%

CONSTITUENCY 1952 ENG. t FR. SHIFT 1960 ENG. FR.
LIB UN LIB UN I,

I
WESTJYlOlJNT 76 20 59 25 -14 62 38 51 26
N.D.G. 65 24 53 19 +1 66 34 41 18
Q. ·WEST 51 49 14 84 +5 56 44 11 86
OUTREMONT 61 33 25 32 +2 63 28 20 32
JACQUES CARTIER 54 42 37 55 +5 59 38 40 44

.JEA-T\JNE MANCE 48 43 13 77 -- 48 51 8 74
QUEBEC COm-TTY 40 34 4 95 ·+16 56 42 5 93
QUEBEC EAST 51 48 3 97 -4 47 52 2 97
VERDUN 62 26 46 48 -4 58 41 35 58

I
LAVAL 43 I 52 7 89 +13 56 44 7 80
QUEBEC CENTRE 45 55 7 91 +2 LI7 54 5 91
ST.JACQUES 43 54 3 92 +2 45 53 2 92
CHAMBLY 41 57 22 75 +9 50 49 21 73
3 RIVERS 39 61 4 95 +7 46 47 4 95
CHAT. 46 54 22 77 -2 44 53 27 67
MERCIER 42 52 6 91 +7 49 52 4 93



The tables above present a clear indication that the urban

middle class constituencies were the most stable in the elect~ons

of .1952 and 1960. Even if one were ·to include all the metropolitan

constituencies, both working and middle class, it becomes apparent

that the Liberals consolidated their support '\>Tithout expanding

.it. Why the non-metropolitan constituencies were more generous

in their support of the l!urban!l party than their metropolitan

counterparts certainly remains one of the more interesting features

of the election of 1960.

Nevertheless, the Quebec electorate had opted for a new political

alternative in Jean Lesage and "1'equipe. du tonnerre." The Liberal

party would exercise two years of power before its policies in the

direction of the quiet revolution would be evaluated. The provincial

election of 1962 and not that of 1960 marked the first opportunity

for the electorate to assess the implications of the quiet revolution.

Yet, whatever obstacles lay before the party in its attempt to

initiate major policy reforms, their mandate was a significant one,

having obtained considerable support from all segments of Quebec

society.

Of the forty three rural seats, the Liberals won twenty -- a

remarkable gain considering.the meagre returns the party sus·tained

in 1952 when it won only two of the forty three rural constituencies.

The Liberal performance in urban constituencies, while less drama·tic,

was no less impressive. For the first time in the history of the

IIprovince an " urban II party came to power. The Liberals won thirty

lI~Perhaps a more accurate statement would suggest that the Liberal
victory in 1960 represented the first time that a party had managed
to win an election drawing primarily on support from urban ridings.
Because of the tradi·tional rural base of support for the UN, the UN
victory of 82 of 92 seats in 1948 cannot be considered a victory by
an urban party.



186

one of the fifty two seats in urban areas. In concluding this

analysis of the 1960 election, the .follmving table presents rather

stark indications of the source of their increased support.

DISTRIBUTION OF SEATS BY CONSTITUENCY CLASSIFICATION M~D

PER CENTAGE OF SEAT INCREASE/DECREASE WITHIN EACH OF THE
CONSTITUENCY CLASSIFICATIONS FOR THE ELECTIONS OF .1952, 1960. •

I LIBERAL 1% SEoAT SHIFT CLASSIFICATION (IN 1% S~AT SHIFT

1952 1960 52-60 1952 1960 I 52-60

I
I

2 9 AGRICULTURAL 20 13 i
I 9.1% 40.9% 'f-31.8% (22 SEATS) 90.9% 59.1% I -31. 8%

I I
I

0 I 11 .' . RURAL WORKING 21 10 I
0.0% 57.1%

1
+57.1% (21 SEATS) 100.0% 42.9% I -57.1%
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That the Liberal government of Jean Lesage called an elec·tion

in Septer®er of 1962, a little over two years after they had received

a mandate from the electorate to reconstruct a new social and eco-

nomic course for the province, suggests immediately that an issue

of singular importance to the government had emerged requiring an

electoral resolution. The primary issue in the election of 1962,

so far as the Liberal Party was concerned, was the need to nationa-

lize the eleven private companies involved in the production and

distribution of hydro-electric power in the province. Lesage had

neen convinced by the left-wing members of the party that the reso-

~ution of the question was of paramount importance to the future

economic development of the province. The Liberal strategists

were willing to place the future of the Lesage administration on

the resolution of a single, controversial issue. The iFonyof the

~nsuin~ electoral campaign and the election itself was that the

government had misinterpreted the significance of the issue of

nationalizing electrical production. The Liberal victory at the

polls had been expected - but for the wrong reasons. The electorate

returned the Lesage Liberals to power with an increased majority

not because of their stand on the issue of nationalization, but

rather because of the Liberal accomplishments in the first two
1

years of the quiet - revolution.

By 1962, it had become evident that Jean Lesage intended to

fulfil most of the promises he had made to the electorate in 1960.

1- ,
See Maurice Pinard's well-argued exposition on the subject in
Lemieux, ed., Ope cit p. 179-187.

I___________________________________~_I
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The new government had embarked on a course radically different

frOIn the one fallowed by its predecessor. The institutional changes

which brought about significant policy changes in the social and

. -economic sphQres of operation in the province were premised on the-

. fact tha-t government could no longer afford to arbitrate private _..

.. interests; it had to instigate and orient social and economic change.

The fundamental difference between the Liberal Party and the Union

Nationale lay in the interpretation of the role of government in

society. This was evident in the kind of policy initiatives under

taken by the Liberal party between 1960 and 1962, and the response

'to those initiatives by the opposition union Nationale.

Even the conduct of Lesage's; administration, v-lhich hinged on minis

terial responsibility, was a radical departure from the practices

of his predece~sor, Duplessis. Lesage certainly realized his promise

that the new government was to be managed not by one man but by a

team of young, capable and articulate management - politicians.

In Paul-Gerin Lajoie was a minister who would' ~adically reform and

secularize education in the province. In Rene Levesque, the popular

and charismatic minister of Natural Resources and leader of the

rationalist left-wing of the party, was a politician who forced

the election of 1962 over the issue of nationalizing electric power.

Coupled with the moderate Lesage and right wing ministers such as

Lafrance and Arsenaul~the party was an amalgam of interests all

adhering in varying degrees to the principle of state intervention

in the social and economic affairs of the society. Regardless of

slight ideological differences within the Lesage cabinet; the general

objective was to revitalize the economic sector of the province:
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Ces elements ... tendent a un objective commun:
sortir le Quebec ge son immobilisme, combler le
retard,creer un Etat national oU les Quebecois
pourront, non plus seulement survivre, rnais vivre
et s'epanouir. Une nouvelle,philosophie politique
semble animer le cabinet; l'Etat nlest plus "le
dieu desveules" ... mais le levier de l~ nation.
Le dogme de l'equilibre du budget fait place aux
politiques - anticycliques. -"Qui s' endette s' enrichit lJ

devient le mot d'ordre de la politique budgetaire;
on n'accepte plus que llEtat equilibre son budget ....
L'autonomie provinciale devient un element positif
qui ne signifie plus repli sur soi, mais collaboration
et affirmation de soi. 2

In the process of becoming "mai tres chez e.UX::l, the Lesage

administration initiated social and cultural policy reforms that

had significant implications for French Canada in the period of

the early sixties. With the realization that Quebec had become

a predominantly urban society, and with the intention of consolida-

ting their strength in urban areas, the Liberal party moved quickly

to modernize the province 1 s social ins~itutions and to remove the

last vestiges of a traditionalist orientation. The task was by no

means simple.~rhe Lesage administration had to wage an aggresive

~attle on many fronts. The government had to meet the rising expec-

tations of a new and urban middle class without alienating entirely

the more traditional rural and agricultural elements of the province.

l-a-the process, the Liberal government was confronted with the

initial- murmurings of a potentially dangerous seperatist movement

which, by 1962, had obtained the sympathetic support of segments of

the academic community. The single advantage of this confron-tation

was that it emerged as a strong lever, an implicit bargaining tool,

between the Lesage government and ottawa. Without a doubt, the

t~~ieux, ed., Ope ......
Cl L. , p. 15.
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vocal origins of the new separatist movement in the province

moulded, to a very large extent, the attitude of the LeEage govern

ment toward their federal counterparts. The sympathy for the sepo~

ratist movement in Quebec left Lesage no choice but to become

arden-tly nationalistic in his bargaining with ottawa. But the

- 'lchoice ll was an agreeable one for Lesage. Realizing the econofi.1ic

sterility of isolation, the Lesage Liberals took the offensive

against Ottawa, demanding a greater degree of fiscal autonomy and

negotiating ways and means by which the cultural survival of French

Canada could be assured.

Recalling our previous discussions regarding the dichotomous

development of nationalism in French-Canadian society, the first

two years of the Lesage administration marked the first time in the

history of the province that an agressive form of nationalism had

been institutionalized by the power ~lite. It soon became obvious

that the raison-d'etre of the Lesage administration was to insure

the cultural survival of French-Canada by utilizing institutional

mechanisms which would permit French-Canadians to exercise more

control over social and economic policies which affected them. In

addition to increased fiscal autonomy, the Lesage government vigo

rously pursued-a policy of insuring a more equitable relationship

in federal-provincial arrangements. Regardless of cause, the entire

approach of the Lesage government to ottawa was very much a nationa

list one. And yet, in scope and orientation the approach was a

direct antithesis to the brand of nationalism exercised by Duplessis

but a few years before. Preferring political isolation, any sugges

tion of co':"operative federalism would have been rejected by Duplessis.
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Yet, co-operative federalism, i.e., the insurance of a participa-

tory role for French Canada within Confederation was the foundation
I

uponwhich Lesage began bargaining with Ottawa.

The decision to expand government services in the public and

private sector "Was exemplified in much of the legislation passed

by the Lesage administration between 1960 and 1962. In addition

to the creation of four new ministries, the government established

the Salvas Commission and the Parent COR~ission; created the Econo-

mic Advisory Council, the General Investment Corporation and a

Bureau of Economic Research. The government also passed legislation

which increased family allowances" and an agreement was struck with

the federal government allowing Quebec residents to participate in

the Hospital Insurance scheme sponsored by ,the federal government

and the provinces. Increased Public Works activi~ in, urban areas

~as also a visible product of the legislation passed by the Lesage

Liberals.

In deference to the left-wing of the party and conscious of the

development of the separatist movement, the Lesage administration

took a strong stand on provincial autonomy and promoted the concept

of a participatory co-operative federalism. The new Department of

Cultural Affairs was one of the more important ministeries created
3

by the government.

3-
As with the Lesage economic policy, the cultural policies of the
government were not insular in scope. In addition to insuring the
cultural survival of French Canadians in Quebec, the Department of
Cultural Affairs attempted to establish ties with French-Canadian
elements across Canada.
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On a more political plane, the new administration attempted

a reform of the Civil Service and the Q.P.P, and widely publicized

the results of the Salvas Commission which had investigated corrup-

tion and patronage under the Union Nationale administration. By

1962, the Union Nationale were still suffering from the ill effects

of the Salvas Commission.

Perhaps the most inevitable result of the expanded programmes

initiated by the Lesage administration was the need to increase

ptililic expenditures to meet the long term costs. Even the new

mechanics of deficit-financing were not sufficient to provide surplus

monies for the expansion. The increase in taxes was inevitable and

significant. It marked the initial step in a long term process

which eventually resulted in the alienation of large segments of the

rural and economically disadvantaged electorate. As early as 1962,

it had become obvious that the main thrust of legislative reform

and expansion were of primary benefit to the urban community. Impli-

cit in the II new politics" of the Lesage administration was an attempt

to placate the interests of an emergent French-Canadian Iniddle-class.

La revolution tranquille bouscule cependant les
traditions, heurte les mentalites et derange les
interets en place. Les ministres font un effort
pour expliquer leur politique: ils parlent une
langue neuve, emaillee d'un jargon emprunte a la
sociologie et a l'economique qui plait aux classes 4
moyennes, mais que Ie petit peuple ne comprend pas.

The reasons for the urban and middle class orientation of much

of the Lesage legislation were somewhat complex. That the party

enjoyed the support of a majority of urban constituencies was too

4- Lemieux, ed. I op. cit. I p. 16

_____________________._. n _
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simple an explanation. Hubert Guindon offers a succint if somewhat

partial explanation.

The link be-tween the Liberal party and the new middle
class can easily be established. Its existence can be
shown in terms of (a) the lInucleusll of its political
support, (b) the choice of lIcompetentll administrative
personnel in the civil service, and (c) the nature of
its legislative reforms. The " volunteer ll workers of
the Liberal party in the past elections were urban,
more highly educated, younger, new middle class people ..••
The Liberal legislative reform is a bureaucratic reform.
It has sought to expand and strengthen the bureaucratic
services of education, health and welfare .... The tremen
dous expenditures in education and health are coupled
with a constant concern with increasing the salaries of
white-collar occupations in these institutions. 5

5
Guindon, H., IlSocial Unrest, Social Class, and Quebec's Bureaucra-
tic Revolution ll

, in Blishen, et. al., op. ci-t. f p. 705-706. A
further tract from Guindon's article touches or a more profound
rationale for the middle-class orientation of the party's legisla
tive programme. Mindful of our discussion above regarding the
impact of the nev., wave of Sepc.ratism on the Lesage administration
Guindon adds some further thoughts on the matter," •.. separatism
became a social force only after the death of Duplessis. By sti
fling the status aspirations of the new middle class, Duplessis
became a scapegoat ..•. Middle class unrest did not die with
Duplessis. The middle classes ... did lose a scapegoat. The
Liberal party, champion of bureaucratic reform, endeavouring to
meet the aspirations of this social class, could not easily be
indicted. Unrest in new middle-class circles took on the form
of separatist agitation. The class origins of separatism can be
ascertained both in terms of the social location of its supporters
and the class nature of its grievances. Separatist leaders ... are
to be found among the better educated, younger, professional and
semi-professional ..• white-collar ranks. This class constitutes
the core of its s~pport. This class bias is also the reason why
the separatist appeal has gone by largely unheeded by the rural
classes and the lower social strata of the cities II.
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If the legislative orientation of the Lesage administration

favoured t~e uban middle-class, the nationalist orientation provided

the party with a bond that narrowed the rift that was developing

between the urban and rural segments of the electorate. "As Leon

Dion suggested shortly after the election, nLes gens qui, jusqu'en

1960, votaient pour l'Union NationalQ.. a cause du nationalisme, ces
6

gens, cette fois, et pour la meme raison, ont vote liberal."

The one man who was ultimately responsible for the Lesage

decision to call a "snapP election in 1962 was Rene Levesque, the

minister of Natural Resources and leader of the nationalist left-

wing of the party.

Due to a combination of political ideology and economic necessity,

Levesque was convinced of the need to nationalize the production

of hydro-electric power in the province. In practical ~erms this..
meant the termination of business activities for eleven private

companies engaged in the process.

Levesque's own campaign ·to convince the public and the cabinet

of the need to nationalize electric power began in February of 1962,

seven months before he finally convinced Lesage to call an election

for November of the same year. Based on economic principles and

the need for the state to intervene and control certain aspects of

economic development in the provinc~the issue was at once economic

in nature and nationalist in orientation. Levesque's arguments,

6
Dion's quote which appears in Lemieux, ed., op. cit. p. 181, was
taken from the Saturday,November 17, 1962 edition of la Pressel
p. 21, a Montreal daily, French-language newspaper.
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which eventually became part of the Liberal electoral platform,

were cogent and well-articulated:

- '-

1. The nationalization of private companies engaged
in the production of electric power was not such
a new and revolutionary concept to Quebec. Prece
dents did exist. While the programme was never
realized it was part of the platform of the newly
formed Union Nationale in 1936. During the Liberal
administration of Godbout during the f40'~ Hydro
Quebec was created as a result of nationalizing
Montreal Light, Heat and Power.

2. Both France and the province of Ontario had natio
nalized electricity.

3. It was essential that the state exercise some control
over the development of natural resources.

4. The nationalization of electric power was also
essential to the future economic development of
Quebec. If "ma1tres chez eux" was to be more then
a political slogan, the government of Quebec had
to have the power to guide the economic develop
ment of the province.

5. Due to the profit motive of companies involved in
the production of electric power and the costs of
providing adequate service to distant regions of
the province, there was to much variation in the
cost tq the consumer. Nationalization would provide
better service at standardized rates.

6. Nationalization would allow the government of
Quebec to recuperate millions of dollars of tax
monies which private companies paid to the federal
government.

The initial reaction to Levesque's proposition was cautious

but supportive. The English-language press was, at first, suspicious

of Levesque's motives and hostile to the concept, defending instead

the role of private enterprise in the production of electric power.

But as Levesque continued his campaign, public opinion gradually

fell in behind him. With Lesage still silent on the issue, the

St. Jean Baptiste Society came out in support of Levesque on June 3rd.



196

With still no official word from the Lesage administration on the.
matter, the F.L.Q. passed a resolution in favour of nationalization

in mid-August, followed in early September by a peculiarly worded

endorsement from the bishops of Quebec. With growing support from

the French language press, the Union Catholique des Cultivateurs

and the C. N. T. U. finally endorsed Levesque's position. After

a number of heated cabinet discussions on the matter, Lesage was

finally convinced. In mid-September, the premier officially announ-
..

ced his party's support for "progressive-nationalization, dissolved

the assembly and called for elections on November 14.

As in 1960, the Union Nationale were totally unprepared for'

an election. The internal rift that had developed during Barette's

tenure as leade~and caused his resignation in September of 1960,

still persisted. Rather then soothing dissension, the leadership

convention that elected Daniei Johnson in September of the following

year continued the division between the moderate-democratic and

centrist elements of the party. The party's position on the issue

of nationalization prior to and during the first few weeks of the

campaign served to reduce their credibility as a political alterna-

tive in the election. It was fortunate for the party that Johnson

was sufficiently astute to playdown the entire issue of nationali-
7

zation and concentrate on the legislative failures of the government.

7-Johnson was consistently vague on the subject of nationalization,
often quoting the need to encourage private enterprise in the econo
mic system. In a quote taken from Union Nationale literature on the
issue, Jacob Citrin in his The Quebec General Election of 1962,
McGill University Thesis, Montreal, 1963, presents a nutshell summary
of the illT position, ... "chaque fois que l'Etat: aSU:rrL."'Ue des taches
et des responsabilitees qui pourraient etre mieux remplies par les
familles, les groupements professionels et les communautes locales,
il en coute infiniment plus chers en argent et en liberte, pour des
resultats toujours pitoyables."
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announced that with some reservations, the party would support a

gradual policy of nationalization. Leading a party still hurting

from the inquiries of the Salvas Commission, Johnson began concen-

trating on Liberal weaknesses: the emerging alienation of the rural

'voter, the severity of 'the tax increase in economically depressed

areas of the province and the "neutralizatiod'of the educational

system in the province.

As an intention of his "sincerity" on the issue o£ nationali-

zation, Jean Lesage officially opened the Liberal campaign in

Shawinigan on October 9 - Shawinigan being the ~adquarters of

Shawinigan Water and Powe~ Company and the most outspoken adversary

of the plan of nationalization. Johnson, ignoring the issue for
<

the most part, begins the m~ campaIgn with an attack against Liberal. .

extravagance. Lesage responds, and the issue of nationalization

becemes but one item of debate in a campaign of numerous issues.

Perhaps the most significant implication of the electoral
9

platform of the Union Nationale was the recognition it gave to -the

Liberal party regarding the popularity of their legislative perfor-

mance"in the fields of health, education and welfare. While the

occasional criticism was made against government expansion into

8~

Jean-Jacques Bertrand, defeated by Johnson in the UN leadership
convention the previous year, endorsed Levesque's plan to nationalize.
9-
The party published lLS platform in both languages in the form of
a brochure entitled "The Union Nationale presents The Programme.
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the private sector, the orientation of ·the UN pla·tform was such

that the UN had accep·ted the new Liberal initiatives as a political

reality. To have recommended the reduction of family allowances

or the curtailment of the hospital insurance scheme or even the

retention of the status quo in electrical power production would

"have been political suicide for the Union Nationale. The UN campaign

./
was a paradox, a melange of conflicting philosophies. On the one

hand the party decried the trend of government interference and

expansion in the fields of education, economic development and

social welfare. Yet, the same the party castigated the govern-
10

ment for "not going far enough" in welfare and health legislation.

It was evident that the electoral campaign was not fought on neutral

grounds but in the Liberals' home territory. Rather then a defense

of its performanc~, the UN attacks against the inadequacy of the

Liberal programme simply permitted the government to present a

detailed and impressive account of its stewardship.

In a brochure circulated at the outset of the campaign - a

brochure remarkable for its lack of political astuteness and remini-

I'cent of the 'quantity rather then quality theme evident in the UN

campaign of 1960, the party asks

Le gouvernement avec un budget de $1,200,000,000
depense $4,000,000 par jour ouvrable, soit deux
fois plus que Ie plus gros budget de l'Union Natio
nale. Ou sont ses oeuvres? A-t-il construit deux
fois plus d1hopitaux, de routes, de ponts, d'ecoles

10-
The Union Nationale in a purly political mov~ inconsistent with
their philosophy of anti-statism/advocated a raise in the minimum
wage and suggested that the hospital insurance scheme was insuffi
cient. The party advocated a more comprehensive medical scheme
covering medical fees, hospitalization, etc.
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specialisees? A-t-il fait deux fois plus de travaux
dans les comtes? A-t-il double les octrois a l'agri
culture? A-t-il cree deux fois plus d'emplois?

The Liberals could not have given a more dramatic response
11

then the following~

330,OOO.personnes beneficient largement de toutes
nos nouvelles lois sociales: leurs pensions et allo
cations slaccroissent de $36 million. Les pensions
aux meres necessiteuses, aux invalides, aux aveugles
et aux vieux ont ete augmentees. On a accorde aux
veuves et aux fe~mes celibataires qui sont agees de
60 a 65 ans une pension de $65.00 par mois. L1appli
cation de llassurance-chomage a ete generalisee. On
a fourni aux travailleurs sans emploi une formation
professionnelle et aux personnes incapables de travailler
une pension minimum.

The electoral campaign of 1962 enabled the Liberal party -to

approach the electorate on two fronts: A) to convince the public

that the nationalization of hydro-electric power was necessary

for the future economic development of the province and B) to list

in detailed fashion the legislative accomplishments of the Lesage

administration in the fields of health care, individual and family

benefits, educa-tion and economic development - all under the natio-

nalist heading of "Maitres chez eux".

The Union Nationale campaign addressed itself primarily to the

inadequacies in the Liberal legislation. The party was most con-

vincing when it lamented the Liberal shortcomings in agricultural

policies - a justifiable criticism
l
borne out by the fact that the

Assembly had been dissolved before the government could introduce

legislation to assist the farme~ although a piecemeal attempt had

lI-
The quotation is a slli~ary provided by Lemieux, et. al. in Ope cit.,
p. 47

..
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been made when the governmen"t augmented farm credit. Perhaps the

most stinging charge was' the UN reminder to the public that the

Liberals had promised all these increased benefits without an

increase in taxes. To that charge, Lesage could but offer the

limp response that if taxes were to be reduced, it would mean a

S1..IDsequent reduction in "government services - a political, if not

an honest, response.

Prior to concluding this general overview of the 1962 campaign,

some mention should be made of the attitude of organized labour

towards the campaign as well as the activities other of political

movements, specifically the Caouette-led Raillement des Creditistes

which had enjoyed a resounding success in the federal polls but

a few months be£ore the provincial election.

During the election campaign of 1962, organized labour was in

somewhat of a political quandary. The fledgling provincial wing of

the New Democratic Party, while in no position to contest the elec

tion had, nevertheless, to receive the official endorsement of the

Quebec Federation of Labour. The premature disolution of the Legis

lature had forestalled the efforts of the Lesage administration in

introducing much of the significant labour legislation which had

been promised in 1960. Realizing this, the QEL,were among the most

vocal opponents of the government's decision to call the election.

Needless to say, the election decision had not endeared the Q.F.L.

to the Lesage administration. Yet, it is apparent that their affi

liation with the embryonic provincial N.D.P. was, initially, a

symbolic one. For while the Q.F.L. made much of "the choice is

between the lesser of two evils,lI the organization heavily favoured
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the Liberal policy of nationalizing electricity and in fact, encou-

raged the membership to vote for that party which promised -the most

expeditious method of nationalizing electricity. Whether regretful

or reluctant, Provost, -the president of -the Q.F.L., had prompted the

membership to vote for the Liberal party.

The other major trade union organization,the C.N.T.U., led by

Jean Marchand~ . w~s in a similar position. While not allied with·

the N.D.P. in 1962, the C.N.T.U. expressed serious reservations

about supporting the Liberals. Yet, the C.N.T.U. and the en-tire

trade Qnion movement had little choice on the matter. They could

afford to reserve final judgement on the Liberal performance, but

they could not afford a costly step backwards in supporting the

Union Nationale.

Aside from the internal difficulties experienced by the Union

Nationale during the initial stages of the campaignl the issue that

caused anxious moments for the party organizatio~ was one pre9ipita

ted by the pnenomenal success of the Caouette-led Cr~ditistes in the

federal election held in June of the same year. An ideological cousin

12
to the Union Nationale, Les Cr~ditistes had managed to secure federal

13
seats in areas of the province where economic discontent had flourished.

12It is interesting to note that Creditiste support in the federal
election of 1962 Cili~e from those constitutencies which had voted :
against the Union Nationale in 1960. This was most probably due to
the political position of the UN in 1960. It was an 11 old-line" party,
.somewhat deaf to the interests of the economically disadvantaged.
However, two years in Opposition had once again aligned the party with
the interests of Les Creditistes. In 1962, they pursued the same elec
torate.

13-A superb analysis of the growth, electoral success and ideology of
Le Raillement des Creditistes can be found in Maurice Pinard's The. ,
Rlseof a Third Party, cited in other sections of this work. In the
federal election of 1962, the party won over 500,000 votes and 26
Quebec seats.
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Their involvement in the upcoming provincial elections would have

a devastating effect on the electoral chances of the Union Nationale.

Similar to the proposed campaign orientation of the UN in the pro

vincial election, Les Cr~ditistes had concentrated on 11 les petits

gens,"

Sa fortune a varie selon les fluctuations de l'economie:
elle ne recrutait pas chez les pauvres, comme on Ie croit
generalement, mais chez les artisans, les petits commergants,
les cultivateurs et les ouvriers des petites villes,refoules
par l'industrialisation, bouscules par l'urbanisation et
l'evolution des moeurs. 14

For a number of tactical considerations, the Cr~ditisteslparty

organizers and federal M.P.'s decided at a late September caucus

meeting not to participate in the upcoming provincial elections.

Throughout the entire campaign, Johnson made a concerted effort to

attract the official endorsement of Caouette and the Cr~ditistes,

but to no avail. The slight was not a significant one. At least

the UN did not have to fend off an attack on its accus~omed ter-

ritory from yet another well-organized and popular party.

Even with consideration given to the well-orchestrated presen-

tation by the Liberal party of the need-to nationalize the production

of hydro-electric power, it is difficult to determine if there were

any salient issues in the election campaign of 1962, other then

the opportunity presented to the public to evaluate the performance

of the Liberal government in the two years it had exercised power.

Basing his analysis on a pre-election survey, Pinard suggests that

this was indeed the case,

. nous croyons que la victoire des liberaux refletait

l4--Pierre Godin, " Le Credit Social s' en va," Le Maclean, Montreal,
juillet, 1973, p. 20.
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une evaluation tres positive de leur administration
au cours des deux annees precedentes. C'est parce que
les electeurs etaient relativement satisfaits du Parti
Liberal qu'ils n'abandonnerent pas ce parti en 1962. 15

Since the UN eventually took a similar position to that of the

Liberal party on the issue of nationalization, it would appear that

Pinard's suggestion is correct.

IS-Maurice Pinard, in Lemieux, ed., op. cit., p. 190. Pinard sets
out to substantiate the hypothesis that voter votes according to
his~own self-interests and is concer~ed primarily with those issues
which affect him directly. Pinard suggests tha-t in 1962, nationali
zation was not such an issue.



CHAPTER TWELVE

THE 1962 ELECTION: THE RESULTS

I--_I
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The results of the election of 1962 indicate that a majority

of the electorate had approved the new philosophy and orientation

of government policies initiated by the Lesage administration in

1960. The Liberal party increased their majority in the legis-

1ci:ture by twelve' sea·ts, winning in sixty three of the province IS

ninety five constituencies. The party won 56.6% of the popular

vote, a per centage higher than that obtained by the UN in all
1

elections since 1936.

The Liberals retained forty three seats, losing seven to the

UN, but gaining nineteen in the process. The UN was left with thirty

one seats and 42.2% of the popular vote. But the most significant

statistics are not to be found in the general results of that.~lection.

If there was ever any doubt about the urban support for the Liberal

party prior to 1962, the results banished it completely. Of the fifty

two urban constituencies, the Liberals won forty one, an increase

of ten seat? over their showing in 1960. In fact, of the seven losses

the party sustained in 1962, none of them were in urban constituencies.

Clearly, the most significant shift in the election of 1962 occurred

in urban middle class constituencies. In both the elections of 1952,

and 1960, the electoral battle produced a stalemate. The middle class

constituencies, especially those in the metropolitan districts,

1- Perhaps more than any other s.tatistical "fact", this clearly indicates
the rural basis of support for the UN in elections prior to 1960.
Except for the party~s initial victory in 1936, the closest the ill{
ever came to matching the Liberal party popular support in 1962 was
in 1956, when the UN won 52% of the vote and 72 seats!
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were almost evenly divided between both parties -- nine for

the Liberal party, seven for the U.N. In 1962 the Liberals won

fourteen of the sixteen middle class ridings. The suspicions of

a large segment of the middle class electorate, quite evident

in the elec'tion returns of 1960, had dissipated. The progress of

the quiet revolution and, in turn, the social and bureaucratic

reforms of the Lesage administration had received a positive

evaluation from the old and new middle class.

But the election was by no megn? a clean sweep by the incum

bent Liberals. The task of rendering but a cautious appraisal

of the Liberal administration, performed by the urban middle

c'lass in 1960, now fell to the rural constituencies, and the

agricultural ridings in particular. Despite previous electoral

accomplishments in agricultural constituencies, the Liberal were

Qnable to obtain a majority of seats, a feat they accomplished

in three other constituency groups.

The net result of the 1962 election in the twenty two

agricultural constituencies in the province was similar to

~hat of 1960. The Liberals won in nine ridings, losing five to

the' Union Nationale and gaining five in the process.The U.N. won

thirteen agricultural seats, retaining eight seats from 1960.

An analysis of the results in agricultural constituencies

indicates that the Liberals lost some popular support -to the
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U.N. It is interesting to note that this occurred primarily in

economically impoverished regions of the province.

There are seven constituencies in the Gaspe-St. Lawrence

region that are classified as agricultural. As noted previously,

the average annual income in these ridings is among the lowest in

the province. In 1960, the Liberals scored a major victory in

these agricultural ridings, winning in five of the seven seats.

a considerable feat considering that the U.N. won all seven

ridings in 1952. Considering the economic fortunes of the region

and the urban orientation of the policies of the Lesage admini-

stration, the U.N. gains in the region come as no surprise.

SEAT DISTRIBUTION FOR ELECTIONS OF 1952, 1960 lli~D L962
fu~D PARTY GAINS lli~D VOTING SHIFTS IN 1962 FOR AGRICULTURAL
CONSTITUENCIES IN THE GASPE- LOWER ST. LAWRENCE REGION

I
g, voter shift 1962 %constituency 1952 1960 1962 0

1962-60 electorate

LIB. U.N. ENG. FR.

L 1 ISLET UN L lj~gn -11 +11 0.2 99.5
Kl\JYIOURA.SKA lThl lThT Lgn +5 -5 0.3 99.2
M..n..TAPEDIA UN L L -6 +6 1.0 98.5
RIJYlOUSKI UN L L -4 +4 1.2 98.0
RIVIBRE-DU-LOUP ill1 L L -- -- 0.7 98.9
JYlONTMAGNY UN L lTh1gn -.4 +.4 0.5 99.0
TEl\1ISCOUTA UN UN UN -7 +7 0.8 98.7

The Liberals lost popular support in five of the seven

ridings 1 losing -two seats to the U.N •Bu-t unlike the electoral

results in 1952, the margin of victory in each constituency was
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low. The Liberals won Kamouraska by a slim forty one vote margin.

The volatile Eatern Townships and the Mid-Quebec regions

were two other areas of the province where the Liberals lost some

voter support.

SEAT DISTRIBUTIONS FOR THE ELECTIONS OF 1952, 1960 AND 1962
AND PARTY GAINS Ar~0 VOTING SHIF1SIN 1962. FOR AGRICULTURAL
CONSTITUENCIES IN THE EASTEffi~ TO~~lSHIP AND MID-QUEBEC REGIONS

=1.constituency 1952 1960 1962
% voter shift 1962 %

1962-60 electorate . .

LIB. UN. ENG. FR.

EASTERi'J TOWNSHIPS

BROJYlE UN L L +~ 3 "':".3 44.2 48.8
FRONTENAC L UN UN ~.7 +.7 1.1 98.5
WOLFE L L UNgn -5.3 +5.4 2.2 97.2

.MID-QUEBEC

BEAUCE UN L UNgn -6.1 +6. I 0.5 98.9
BELLECHASE UN L UNgn -3.5 +3.5 0.2 99.5
DORCHESTER UN UN UN -2.8 +2.8 1.8 97.8
LOTBINIERE UN UN UN -2.9 +2.9 2.6 96.4

The Liberals lost one of the two seats they had won

in 1960 in the Eastern Townships while they increased their

majori ty in the II English II consti-tutency of Brame. The

Liberals gains in 1960 in the traditionally UN agricul-

tural constitutiences in Mid-Quebec were nullified by the

results in 1962. The Liberals lost the two seats they had

gained from the UN in 1960. As in 1952, all the agricultural

constitutencies in Mid-Quebec returned UN candidates. Even

in the two constitutencies retained by the m;r in 1962 , voter
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support for that party increased.

The losses sustained by the Liberal party ln the agricul-

tural constituencies of the Gaspe-St. Lawrence/ Mid-Quebec and

Eastern Townships were partially offset by the gains the party

,enjoyed in the traditional UN strongholds of Southern and Wes-

tern Quebec.

SEAT DISTRIBUTION FOR ELECTIONS OF 1952, 1960 fu~D 1962
WITH. PARTY GAINS k~D VOTER SHIFTS IN 1962 FOR AGRICULTU
RAL CONSTITUTENCIES IN SOUTHERN AND WESTElli~, QUEBEC

I
-,

constituency 1952 1960 1962 % voter shift 1962 %
1962-60 electorate
Liberals ENG. FR.

I

SOUTHERN QUEBEC I
HUNTINGDON UN UN UN +2.6 32.5 55.5

, NICOLET UN UN Lgn 74.6 0.6 98.7
ROUVILLE UN UN Lgn T 10.2 12.1 85.4

, YA1.\iASKA UN UN UN -3.7 0.1 98.5

I WESTERN OUEBEC

BERTHIER UN UN Lgn T 3.7 1.0 98.0
MASKINONGE UN UN UN t-O.6 1.1 96.5

.,. ,MONTCALM UN" UN Lgn -r 9.0 5.9 92.3

Without exception, all seven constitutencies classified as agri-

cultural in these two regions have elected UN candidates since

1944. The Liberals gains were of some significance, especially

since thay had managed to increase their electoral support in all

but one of the ridings. It is significant to note, however, that

the constituency of Huntingdon, containing a high per centage of

English speaking voters, was again won by the UN.
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The election results in the province I s twenty -two agri

cultural constituencies produced only marginal changes over

• those of 1960. While the distribution of seats remained the

same, nearly half of the ridings changed allegianc~with the

Liberals losing popular- support in thirteen. Unlike 1960 there W~~

no apparen-t trend of support for -the Liberal party. In general,

one might conclude that agricul-tural constituencies were unable

to assess the performance of the Lesage administration in terms

of policies affecting the agricultural community. Using the

results of 1960 as the norm, it was evident by the 1962 returns

that the agricultural community was not entirely satisfied with

with the efforts of the Lesage government. Two years did not

allow sufficient time for the agricultural community to form

ulate a definite assessment of th~ Lesage government.

An analysis of the electoral results in the twenty one

rural working class constituencies in the election of 1962

encourages an appreciation of some of the more subtle factors

influencing voting behaviour.

Simply defined, voting behaviour is a collective mani

festation of individual assessments concerning the performance

and potential of political parties vying for power. Logic and

empirical evidence suggest that if a political party wins a

large nunmer of seats and a considerable majority of the popular

vote, one can conclude that the electorate has rendered a

positive evaluation of the performance and potential of that

party. The converse is equally true. A negative evaluation is

translated into reduced popular support normally leading to a
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reduction in seat representation. But elections infrequently

result in landslide victories and overwhelming de·feats. Election

analyses are most often concerned with the development of trends

or shifts in voter support. What ~an be said. then, of consti-

tuency results which, when taken collectively, indicate little

more than a II holding pattern " ? Can the simple definitions of

. voting behaviour articulated above help to explain such an

occurrence?

First, however, we need to further examine a few of the

underlying assumptions of this theory. If it is to be of any

use then we must concede that there is analytic value in examining

both the net distribution of seats in an election and the seat

gains and losses incurred by participating parties. A party

victory iD an election may result from one of the following•
alternatives:

1. A considerable gain in the net distribution of seats
with ··few, if any, seat losses --- an election where
the winning party gains a large number of seats from
the opposition without sacrificing any or many in the
process. Accordingly, the electorate has rendered a
positive evaluation of the performance and potential
of the winning party.

~. Little or no gain in the net distribution of seats
with few! if any, seat gains and losses. In such a case,
the electorate, while not confused by the political alter
natives, is adamant in its choice. The winning party
retains roughly the same measure of support and opposi
tion as it experienced in the previous election.

3. Little or no gain in the net distribution of seats
with considerable seat gains and losses. The electorate
is confused and is unable to render either a positive
or negative assessment of the performance of the winning
party or its opposition. It is this situation which might
best explain the 1962 results in the rural agricultural
and working class constituencies.

It is apparent that a large segment of the rural electorate exper-

fenced some difficulty in assessing the performance of the Lesage
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• '. administra~ion during its two years in power.

Of the forty three rural agricultural and working class

~onstituencies}n 1~62, over 25% had shifted allegiance from

one party to another. The Liberals won a slight 'majority of seats
..

in the net distribution, gaining nine, losing seven and retaining

thirteen. This is in sharp contrast to the results in the urban

constituencies which seem to conform to the first category out-

lined above --- the winning party enjoyed a considerable gain in

the net distribution of seats while not incurring any seat losses.

Of the fifty two urban constituencies in 1962, the Liberals

retained th ty one, gained ten and lost none.

While the " holding pattern " tendency was more pronounced

in agricultural constituencies it was evident as well in the

rural working class ridings throughout the province.

The most pronounced political realignment of rural working

class and agricultural constituencies in the election of 1962

occurred in one of the more impoverished regions of the province,

the Gaspe-St. Lawrence. Of the twelve rural constituencies in

that region, half of them switched party allegiance in the elec-

tion of 1962. Five of these ridings are classified as rural wor-

king class. The Liberals retained two and gained two from the UN

while losing one to the UN. Yet, glancing at the results of the

entire region, the considerable gains won by the Liberals were

offset by their losses in the agricultural ridings.

While the Liberals increased their popular support in three

of the five rural working class ridings, the results, considering

-the region as a whole, were not impressive. The Liberals los't
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vot~s in seven of the twelve ridings. The net results in the

region replicated those of 1960 .. It is interesting to note,

however, that the Liberal gains in the rural working class

ridings in the Gasp€ area continued a trend established in 1960 r

thereby ending the traditional dominance of the illJ.

SEAT DISTRIBUTION FOR ELECTIONS OF 1952, 1960 AND 1962
WITH PARTY GAINS AND VOTER SHIFTS IN 1962 FOR RURAL
WORKING CLASS CONSTITUENCIES IN THE REGIONS OF GASPE
ST. LAWRENCE k~D MID-QUEBEC

I I ~ voter shift 1962 %
constituency 1952 1960 1962 1962-60 electorate

Liberals ENG. FR.

I
GASPE-ST. LAWRENCE

BONAVENTURE I UN L L -r 5. I) 13.7 83.1
ILES d.la MADELEINE UN UN Lgn -r 9.0 7.3 92.4
GASPE-SUD

:
UN UN Lgn +3.0 18.4 81.1

GASPE-NORD UN L I UNgn -3.0 4.7 93.4
r-1ATk~E UN L L -4.0 2.1 97.3

MID-QUEBEC

.MONTMORENCY UN l:JN UN T 1.5 2.6 96.3
CHARLEVOIX UN UN Lgn -r 4.8 1.1 98.3
ROBERVAL UN L UNgn -9.7 1.2 96.5

Constituency realignments also occurred in rural working

class constituencies in Mid-Quebec with both parties gai-

ning one seat and losing one sea~with the Liberals sus

taining moderate increases in popular support in two of

the three ridings. But the net result for the Liberal party

in rural ridings in the region was less than promising. The

seat representation was reduced to one from three the party

ha.d won in 1960.
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While there were considerable shifts in voter support

in rural working class constituencies in other regions of the

province, the seat distribution was identical to that of 1960

except in the Hinterland region. Unlike the reduction in pop-

ular support for the Liberal party in agricultural constituencies,

the Liberals increased their vote per centage in many rural

\vorking class ridings in the province·.

SEAT DISTRIBUTION FOR ELECTIONS. OF 1952,1960 AND 1962
with party gains and voter shifts in 1962 for Rural
Working Class Constituencies in the regions of Southern
and Western Quebec and the Eastern Townships

I I

% voter shift 1962 %
constituency 1952 1960 1962 1962-60 electorate.

Liberals
I

ENG. FR.

I
SOUTHERN QUEBEC I

I BAGOT UN UN UN +-0.8 I 0.4 98.9
IBERVILLE UN L L 1-2.4 3.1 93.9

WESTERN QUEBEC

ARGENTEUIL UN UN UN -3.4 28.5 68.1
DEUX MONTAGNES UN L L +7.2 15.9 78.3
LABELLE UN m;r UN -6.7 0.7 98.0
PORTNEUF UN L L -3.1 3.6 95.4
V. SOULANGES UN L L +7.1 16.6 79.3

EASTERJ.\i TOWNSHIPS

Cm..wTON UN UN UN -2.0 18.2 79.6
STANSTEAD UN L L 1- 5.0 20.1 77.6

The election results in the rural working class ridings

of the Quebec Hinterland were significant for two reasons. The

Liberal party not only retained the two Abitibi seats but
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sustained a marginal increase in popular vote support. Both

constituencies were won by Creditistes in the federal election

of the same year. In addition the Liberals won an impressive

victory in the II English II constituency of Ga'tineau winning

the riding with nearly 55% of the popular vote.

SEAT DISTRIBUTION FOR ELECTIONS OF 1952, 1960 Al\fD 1962
WITH PARTY GAINS AND VOTER SHIFTS IN 1962 FOR RURAL
WORKING CLASS CONSTITUENCIES IN THE QUEBEC HINTERLfu\fD
REGION

% voter shift 1962 %
constituency 1952 1960 1962 1962-60 electorate

Liberals ENG. FR.

J

ABITIBI EAST UN L L ,{- 0 . 7 3.4 90.0
ABITIBI WEST UN L L -f> 4 . 2 3.4 90.0
GATINEAU UN UN Lgn -r 10 .9 11.1 85.0
PAPINEAU UN UN illJ -1.6 23.6 72.0

One of the major upsets in the election of 1960 was the

performance of the Liberal party in the rural working class

ridings of the province. Victorious in only two of the twenty one

ridings in 1952, the Liberals managed to win eleven constituencies

in 1960 a majority, if but a slim one, of rural working class

seats. With the gain of two additional seats in 1962, the Liberals

again held a majority f a rather important achievement for an

urban-based party. But perhaps of more significance ,than ,the seat

gains obtained by the party in the rural working class districts

Was the fact that the party was ,able to retain the number of seats

it did amid growing suspicion from the rural electorate about

the orientation of the social reforms of the Lesage administration.
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It is obvious, nevertheless, that if some segments of the

rural electorate were not entirely satisfied with the Liberal

performance, they were at least willing to allow Lesage to 11 play

out his hand.1! By .1962, the full impact of the social and insti-

tutional changes wrought by the Lesage administration had not

filtered through to the rural electorate. While rural voters

were .recipients of the enlarged welfare policies of the new

government, many of the institutional changes, particularly

in the field of education~ had not yet occurred in the outlying

rural constituencies. It is certainly a plausible theory that

the issue of nationalization played as significant a role in

the rural districts as did the II issue II of the conduct of the

Lesage administra-tion.

To the urban electorate the nationalization of hydro-

electric power was primarily ideological in nature, i.e.,

should the government become more involved in the private sectors

of the economy and by so doing, become more responsible for the

economic well-being of the province ? It is doubtful whether the

rural electorate appraised the issue in the same manner. If cer-

tain segments of the rural electorate favoured the nationaliza
2

tion of electricity it was primarily because of the economic

benefits which might accrue from such a venture.

The rural returns in the election of 1962 were a mixed

blessing for the ruling Liberal party. While nearly half of the

2-In the election campaign of 1962 the Liberal party advocated
the i~mediate nationalization of all private hydro-electric power
companies, including Gaspe Heat and Power. The rates for electric
power in the remote regions of the province were triple those in
urban centres. Perhaps some of the seat gains by the Liberals in
these regions can be-attributed to the Liberal party position on
the issue. The UN procrastination on the matter certainly did not
help their cause.
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Liberal sea-t gains came from rural districts, so too did all seven

seat losses. That the party sustained both marginal and consider-

able losses in voter support in a majority of· the rural consti-

tuencies was an indication from the rural electorate that they

had not seen all the benefits they had been promised even though

they were nmV' paying more for them. The rural appraisat of the·

Lesage administration was a cautious one at best.

Retaining all of the thirty one seats the party had won

in 1960, the Liberals, in the election of 1962, gained ten more

from the m~, effecting a landslide victory in the urban constit-

uencies of ·the province. The party won all bu-t eleven of the fifty
3

two urban ridings, the apogee of a trend which began in 1952.

Both the urban working class and the middle class constituencies

accorded the Liberals an equal number of seat gains. until 1960,

the party was able to gain seats in metropolitan districts,

enjoying a particularly impressive showing .in Metropolitan Nont-

real. It is obvious that the working class in a majority of

urban constituencies did not concur with or share the conster-

nation of the trade union leadership over the piecemeal progress

of positive labour legislation under the Lesage administration.

The vote, especially in urban middle class ridings, was a strong

vot.e of confidence in the Liberal government. Yet the joint

support given in such a strong measure to the government by

both the working and middle class electorates is one of the

3-In 1952, the Liberals won twelve urban seats. In 1960, they
increased the number to thirty one and again increased their
victories in 1962 to forty one.
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more interesting phenomena of the election.

Ameasure of the depth of penetration of the Liberal party

in urban working class constituencies was the party's ability

to increase their popular support and gain seats in regions of

the province that had long been under UN dominance.

In Southern Quebec, a region with fifteen constituencies,

the UN had won all but tWQ of the ridings iA 1952. Of the seven

urban working class constituencies, the Liberals won two in 1952

and four in 1960. In 1962 the Liberals carried every working

class riding except Mississquoi whre the popular future premier,
4

Jean-J. Bertrand, was returned. The Liberals also increased

their popular support in six of the urban working class districts.

SEAT DISTRIBUTION FOR ELECTIONS OF 1952, 1960 AND 1962
AND PARTY GAINS ill~D VOTER SHIFTS IN 1962 FOR URBill~ WORK
ING CLASS RIDINGS IN THE REGION OF SOUTHERN QUEBEC

I I -
constituency

1

1952 1960 1962 % voter shift 1962 %
1962-60 electorate

Liberals ENG. FR.

BEAUHAENOIS UN UN Lgn +1.9 5.1 93.2
NAPIERVILLE-LAP. UN UN Lgn -1' 6 . 5 5.7 83.9
MISSISSQUOI UN UN UN TO.3 18.2 76.0
ST. JEAN UN L L -0.1 8.4 86.7
ST. HYACIN'l'HE UN

B~
-/-1. 2 0.9

ERICHELIEU L T 2.7 1.4 97.4
VERCHERES L L L T 8.5 6.6 91.1

I
I

4-0f all the regions in the province, Southern Quebec provided the
Liberals with the largest number of seat gains. In 19~2 the party
retained the five seats they had won in 1960 and gained five seats
in 1962.
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In ·Western Quebec i ano~her traditional UN stronghold, the

Liberal party increased their seat representation although they

lost some popular support.

SEAT DISTRIBUTION FOR ELECTIONS OF 1952, 1960 ili~D 1962
WITH PARTY GAINS AND VOTER SHIFTS IN 1962 IN URBAN WORK
ING CLASS CONSTITUENCIES TN THE REGION OF WESTERN QUEBEC

r
1 I

constituency 1952 1960 1962 voter shif~ 1962 %
1962-60 electorate

- Liberals ENG. FR.

CILA.MPLAIN UN UN UN -2.4 2.7 95.5
JOLIETTE UN UN UN -9.3'" 1.0 97.6
LAVIOLETTE UN lJN UN -1.9 2.7 95.5
L'ASSOMPTION UN UN L gn + 5.4 4.4 93.4
ST. NAURICE L L L -r 2.6 2.6 96.4
TERREBONNE UN L L -r0.3 7.1 89.0

* In Joliette, both the Liberal and UN parties lost a
considerable per centage of voteS' to an Independent can
didate who won 20% of the vote

The Liberal victory in St. Maurice provided skeptics of

the Lesage administration's proposal to nationalize electricity

with some interesting food for thought. The industrial city of

Shawinigan was headquarters for one of the most vigorous opponents

of the Lesage scheme, the Shawinigan Heat and Power Company.

In 1960 the Liberal candidate l Rene Hamel l won 53.1% of the

vote. Of the III urban polls in the city of Shawinigan l

Hamel won 84. In 1962, Hamel, a strong proponent of national-

ization, increased his popular support to 55.7%, winning in
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5

the process all but seven of the urban polls in Shawinigan.

Conceivably, the matter of the nationalization of electricity

was greeted with some enthusiasm by that portion of the elec-

torate that would be most affected by the change.

Of the eight metropolitan working claSs ridings, the

Liberals retained four and gained one from the UN. In all

eight constituencies the Liberals increased their popular

support by a considerable margin.
o

In fact, the Liberal vic-

tories in these five constituencies were among the most

impressive in the province as the following table indicates.

SEAT DISTRIBUTION FOR ELECTIONS OF 1952, 1960°.AJ.'JD 1962
WITH PARTY GAINS, VOTER SHIFTS AND LIBERAL PERCENTAGE
OF VOTE IN URBAN WORKING CLASS CONSTITUENCIES IN
METROPOLITAN MONTREAL k'JD QUEBEC CITY

% % voter 1962 %
constituency 1952 1960 1962 Liberal shifts electorate

1962 Liberals ENG. f FR.

Montreal

BOURGET -- L L 58.7 -r 5.1 8.7 69.3
MAISSONEUVE L UN Lgn 58.9- -+ 17.1 8.7 69.3
LAURIER UN L L 58.2 T 10.4 3.1 76.2
STE. .AJ.\JNE I I I 34.3 + 8.7 28.1 53.5
ST. HENRI L L L 53.0 0i- 3.1 9.6 78.4
ST. LOUIS L L L 58.1 T 17.0 7.1 49.2
STE. MARIE L UN UN 47.1 T 5.9 2.6 92.5

Ouebec City

ST. SAUVEUR UN UN UN 48.8 -J- 7.6

5-Report of the Chief Returning Officer for the Quebec Pro
vincial Elections of 1962, pp. 267 - 269.
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It is quite evident that the metropolitan constituencies

were well satisfied with the performance of the Liberal party

and were in general agreement with the party's intention to

nationalize electricity. Rene Levesque, the chief architect

of the proposal to nationalize hydro-electric power, increased

his majority by 10.4% in his constituency of Montreal-Laurier.

Aside from the fact that the Liberals retained all the ridings

they had won in 1960, the most significant feature of the

election results in the metropolitan working class constit-

uencies remained the substantial increase in voter support

for the Liberals in most of the ridings , leading to the con-

elusion that the majority of the urban working class elector-

ate approved the new orientation of the Liberal party. The

electorate received more social benefits (family allowance,
- . , .

pensions, etc.) than they ever had before, making the tax

increase an easier pill to swallow.

Of equal significance to the gain amassed by the Lib-

eral party in metropolitan working class ridings was the

party's performance in the Eastern Townships and Hinterland

regions of the province. Along with some constituencies in

the Lower St. Lawrence district, these two regions formed

the backbone _of support for the Creditistes in -the federal

election of 1962. Even with the aid of Creditiste organizers

and sympathizers, the UN was unable to regain any of the

territory they had lost in 1960. In fact, the Liberals in-
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creased their popular support in a majority of the ridings,

gaining one seat from the UN in the process. While the

seat distribution in the Eastern Townships remained identical

to that of 1960, the Liberals increased their vote in four of

the six ridings. The most dramatic change occurred in the

Hinterland region, "headquarters" for Caouette's Creditistes.

The results must have bewildered the Creditiste caucus. In

the federal election, the Creditistes had won a vote of

economic protest from "les petits gens". In the provincial

election, Caouette, much to the chagrin of Daniel Johnson,

refused to endorse the UN at the same time making it abundantly

clear that the Creditistes were completely opposed to the

Liberal plot to nationalize electricity.

The results gave the Liberals seven of the eight seats

in the district, a gain of one over 1960. In six of the eight

ridings the r;iberals increased their popular vote. The largest

increases occurred in Caouette's own district of Rouyn-Noranda

and in the riding of Temiscamingue. Federally, Temiscamingue

had been won by 'the Conservatives with the'Creditiste candi

date running a close second. In the provincial election, Temis-'

camingue was a Liberal gain from the UN.
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SEA'r DISTRIBUTION FOR ELECTIONS OF 1952, 1960 AND 1962
WITH PARTY GAINS~ VOTER SHIFTS AND LIBERAL PER CENTAGE
OF THE VOTE IN 1962 IN THE QUEBEC HINTERLAND REGION

I
I

-

Ii

constituency 1952 1960 1962 % Liberal % Liberal
1962 Shift

,
I I @

CHICOUTIMI UN UN UN 49.7 1.0
HULL UN L L

I
63.4 2.3

LAC ST. JEA.N UN L L 52.6 -4.0
ROUYN - NORA1\fDA UN L L

I
60.1 7.6

SAGUENAY UN L L 57.3 -1.9
Tm1ISCAJ.VIINGUE L UN Lgn 53.0 6.6
JONQ.- KENOGAMI -- L L 60.4 3.5
DUPLESSIS . -- L L 59.8 3.5

@- The Liberals lost in Chicoutimi by 192 ¥otes

Liberal victories in this region, in constituencies formerly held

by the UN and won by the Creditistes in the federal election of

1962 were quit.e significant. It is not an exaggeration to suggest

that the party faced its strongest electoral test in the ridings

comprising the Hinterland region. That the lm failed to increase

i·ts support while the Liberals enj oyed both seat and vote gains

was an indication that the electorate still considered the Liberals

to be a party of reform. An appreciation of this point is crucial

to an understanding of why a majority of the electorate supported

the Creditistes federally and the Liberals in the provincial

election. The voting behaviour of the electorate was not para-

doxical. There is little difference between lodging a vote of

protest and casting a vote for reform. The pattern was evident

in those constituencies which had opted for the Creditistes in

the federal election and elected Liberal candidates in the pro-

vincial election. The Liberal party, even if it was one of the



223

"v ieux partis", was still considered, in 1962, as the party of

reform and it was not difficult for the electorate to rationalize

its support for both parties even though the party philosophies

were diametrically opposed.

The increasing support of the urban working class for the

Liberal party was one of the most pronounced trends in the vo

ting behaviour of the electorate over the ten year span betwee4_

1952 and 1960.

Over half of the twenty three Liberal seats in 1952 were

urban working class. In 1960, the party won in twenty two of the

thirty six ridings. ~nd finally, in 1962, the Liberals won all but

nihe of the urban working class constituencies. Yet even this meas

ure of approval was overshadowed by the spectacular .gains the

party sustained in the sixteen urban middle class ridings in the

province.

In both 1952 and 1960, the seat distribution between

both parties was identical. The Liberals won nine urban middle

class ridings and the UN won in seven. The election of 1962

broke the stalemate! Gaining five seats from the UN, the Liberals

won fourteen of the sixteen ridings. The party increased its

popular support in all of the urban middle class ridings

with substantial vote increases (over ·7%) in ten of the ridings.

All but one of the Liberal seat gains were made in the twelve

metropolitan middle class constituencies, with two gains in Mont-
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real and two in Quebec City. But the most spectacular feature

of the Liberal victory in the urban middle class ridings-was

evidenced by the significant shift in voter support away from

the UN to the Liberal party. It would be interesting to determine

whether the French-speaking electorate was instrumental in the

shift to the Liberals. Considering the ethnic heterogeneity of

most of the constituencies, -this may prove to be a difficult

task.

With the Liberal gain of two seats on the Island of Mont-

real, the party won eight of these nin~ middle class constit-

uencies. It is interesting to note the results when these

constituencies are ranked according to the per centage of their

English-speaking electorate.

SEAT DISTRIBUTION FOR ELECTIONS OF 1952, 1960 k~D 1962
WITH PARTY GAINS' PER CENT LIBERAL VOTE AND VOTER SHIFTS
IN 1962 FOR URBAN MIDDLE CLASS RIDINGS ON THE ISLM~D OF
NONTREAL

% Liber~ % I
constituency 1952 1960 1962 !

vote - Lib. electorate
1962 voter ENG. FR.shift

~~1ESTMOUNT L L L 69.0 ~ 7.2 51. 3 I 25.9
N.D.G. L L L 78.5 '1-12.3 40.9 18.3
JACQUES CARTIER L L L 77.7 r18.4 40.2 43.9
VERDUN L L L 66.0 T 8.4 35.1 58.0
OUTREMONT L L L 77.6 T14.6 20.1 32.1
LAVAL UN L L 66.3 -r 9.9 7.2 80.0
MERCIER UN UN Lgn 54.1 T 5.6 3.9 92.7
JEANNE-MANCE L UN Lgn 59.6 -rll.6 7.6 73.5
ST. JACQUES UN UN UN 47.4 -r 2.8 2.1 92.4
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While it is certainly not surprising I i·t is evident

that a relationship does exist between the Liberal vote, Liberal vote

gains and the percentage of the English speaking electorate in a

constituency. The Liberals obtained the highest per centage of

votes in those constituencies containing a significant English

·electorate. While the trend is not as pronounced ,the Liberals·

also obtained the "largest' increase in votes between 1960 and 1962

in "English" constituencies. But a cautious appraisal of the re-

lationship is necessary, especially since nearly all the constit-

ti~ncies contain a segment of the electorate which is neither of
.

P,·rench nor English· origin.

~~e 1962 election results' in the remaining urban

middle class constituencies continue to indicate substantial

vi~tories for the Liberal party. For the first time since 1944,

the Liberals swept all three middle class ridings in metropolitan

Quebec City,'retaining Quebec West and gaining Quebec Centre and

Qvebec East from the UN. As in the metropolitan constituencies of

·Montreal, the Liberal victories were impressive not only in terms of

the Liberal vote in each riding, but also in the shift of support

to·the Liberal party.
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SEAT DISTRIBUTION FOR ELECTIONS OF 1952, 1960 M~D 1962
WITH PARTY GAIN~ PER CENT LIBERAL VOTE AND VOTER SHIFTS
IN 1962 FOR URBAN MIDDLE CLASS CONSTITUENCIES IN QUEBEC
CITY AND NON-~lliTROPOLITAN CONSTITUENCIES IN RE~ffiINING

REGIONS

1

1952

% l.&iberal

constituency 1960 1962 uiberal t per cent
vote voer electorate

1962 shift ENG. FR.

QUEBEC WEST L L L 69.7 ,.12.0 (1.1 85.7
QUEBEC CENTRE UN ill-T Lgn 55.1 j' 8.6 , 5.4 91.2
QUEBEC EAST L ill\f .. Lgn 52.2 rr 4.9 2.2 96.5

CHATEAUGUAY UN UN Lgn 54.8 dO.4 26.9 67.1.
CHAJVlBLY UN L L 63.8 t-13.9 20.6 72.7
QUEBEC COUNTY L L L 57.8 rr- 1.9 4.5 93.3
TROIS RIVIERES ill\[ UN UN 48.2 T 1.9 3.7 94.8

Regardless of the visible relationship between Liberal votes
•

and the per cent of English speaking voters, one conclusion is

evident. Based on the Liberal election returns in most of the

urban middle class constituencies t the proportion of French-

speaking support for the Liberal party was higher in urban

middle class constituencies in Montreal and Quebec City than

it was in other regions or constituency classifications, in

the province. It is important to note that this conclusion

does not negate the possibility of a s-trong positive correlation

between the size of the French speaking electorate and support

for the Union Nationale.
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The conclusion is based on a simple analysis Gf three

variables: a) the per cent Liberal vote in a cons-ti-tuency, b) the

per cent of the English electorate in the same constituency and

c) the per cent of the French speaking electorate in the same-

constituency.

PER CENT LIBERAL VOTE, PER CENT OF ENGLISH AND FRENCH
SPEAKING ELECTORATE IN URB~~ MIDDLE CLASS CONSTITUENCIES
FOR ELECTIONS OF 1962.

,.'. Iconstituency % Liberal vote % English % French

"
.QUEBEC WEST 67.9 11.1 I 85.7-.
CHAMBLY 63.8 20.6 72.7
QUEBEC COUNTY 57.8 4.5 93.3
JEAi'lNE-M..7\NCE 59.6 7.6 73.5

: LAVAL 66.3 7.2 80.0
-VERDUN 66.0 35.1 58.0

While the conclusion is subject to a severe shortcoming, it

is 'based on simple mathematics:

% Liberal vote - % English = % French supporting Liberals,.

Naturally, the figures subtracted are approximations, but even if we

assume that the entire English speaking electorate in a constituency

supports the Liberal party then, in general, the remaining votes should

come largely from the French speaking electorate -- in the consti-

tuencies listed above. Since the Liberal vote was so high in these

constituencies, then we may conclude that the French speaking vote

for the Liberal party was proportionately higher for the Liberal

party in the urban middle class constituencies then in other areas

of the province. Again, this does not negate the possibility of a

Aside from the obvious shortcomings of such an analysis, it does
not account for the abstentionism in these constituencies.
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positive correlation between the French speaking electorate and

the UN vote.

The results of the election of 1962 in urban middle class

constituencies suggest- rather clearly that a large segment of the

urban middle class electorate was not intimidated by the II creeping

socialism II evident in many of the policy orientations of the

.' Lesage administration during its first two years in office.

Even though the English language press reacted negatively

to the Liberal proposal to nationalize electricity, the English

speaking electorate heavily endorsed the Liberal party primarily

becduse of the performance of the Lesage administration. As we

have seen, the election provided interesting results. In many

respects, it would appear that residence, the urban-rural dicho

tomy, is an important variable in delineating the support for the

Liberal and Union Nationale parties. The ~rbaD voter heavily

favoured the ruling party while the rural voter was more cautious

in his appraisal of the Liberal party.

The role of social class in the voting behaviour of the

electorate is more difficult to determine. The Liberal party recei

ved strong support from both the urban working and middle class

electorates. This would tend to suggest that the Liberal victory

in 1962 was a IIclassless" one. But that conclusion is far too

simple. Might we not conclude that the Liberal victory in 1962

was a result of the class oriented support the party received from

two different segments of the electorate ! Without re-examining
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-the in-tentions of each class grouping ln its support for the Liberal

party, perhaps we can conclude with a phrase that is deceptive in

its sin~licity: When a party is a party to all people, it adequately

represents the interests of many classes. This suggests a rather

radical departure from the traditional interpretation given to the

role and "effect" of social class in the voting behaviour of an

electorate. It deJ;lies traditional arguments which have posited

that in an economically developed society theieexists a pronounced

tendency for the working class to support a party of the left while

their middle class counterparts would tend to uphold the status-

quo by casting their ballots to a part of the right. Such a rigid

application to the voting behaviour of the ~rovincial electorate

during those tumultous years in French Canadian society does not

contribute to an ~nderstanding of the role of class in that society.

That a "left wing" party garnered the support of a significant

segment of both the middle and working class electorates does not

nullify the importance of class as an explanatory variable in the

voting behaviour of the electorate. While empirical evidence cannot

substantiate the conclusion the preceding analysis of the voting

behaviour of the Quebec provincial electorate has inferred a strong

association between social class and the vote.

If the analysis does nothing more than provoke redefini-tions

of the impact of class on an electorate and its voting behaviour

then it will have made a contribution to the literature on the sub-
" .

ject. Tha"t different classes wi thin an electorate can perceive and

define different reasons for supporting a common party may suggest

that "class voting" can occur even when a party gains the allegiance

of more than one homogeneous economic group.
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