University of Windsor

Scholarship at UWindsor

Electronic Theses and Dissertations

1980

The effects of images of party leaders on electoral
choice in Canada.

Marianne Catherine. Stewart
University of Windsor

Follow this and additional works at: http://scholaruwindsor.ca/etd

Recommended Citation

Stewart, Marianne Catherine., "The effects of images of party leaders on electoral choice in Canada." (1980). Electronic Theses and
Dissertations. Paper 3937.

This online database contains the full-text of PhD dissertations and Masters’ theses of University of Windsor students from 1954 forward. These
documents are made available for personal study and research purposes only, in accordance with the Canadian Copyright Act and the Creative
Commons license—CC BY-NC-ND (Attribution, Non-Commercial, No Derivative Works). Under this license, works must always be attributed to the
copyright holder (original author), cannot be used for any commercial purposes, and may not be altered. Any other use would require the permission of
the copyright holder. Students may inquire about withdrawing their dissertation and/or thesis from this database. For additional inquiries, please

contact the repository administrator via email (scholarship@uwindsor.ca) or by telephone at 519-253-3000ext. 3208.


http://scholar.uwindsor.ca?utm_source=scholar.uwindsor.ca%2Fetd%2F3937&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://scholar.uwindsor.ca/etd?utm_source=scholar.uwindsor.ca%2Fetd%2F3937&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://scholar.uwindsor.ca/etd?utm_source=scholar.uwindsor.ca%2Fetd%2F3937&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://scholar.uwindsor.ca/etd/3937?utm_source=scholar.uwindsor.ca%2Fetd%2F3937&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
mailto:scholarship@uwindsor.ca




l* National Library of Canada  ~
_ Collections Development Branch

Canadian Theses on

Microfiche Service sur microfiche

NOTICE - -

The quility of this microfiche is heavily dependent

upon the quality of the original thegis submitted for.

microfilming. Every effort has beengmade to ensure
the highest quality of reproduction possible.

If pages are missing, contact the university which

granted the degree.

Some pages may have indistinct print especially
if the origina! pages Avere typed with a poor typewriter
ribbon or if the university sent us a poor photocopy.

_Previously copyrighted materials {journal articles, .

published tests, etc.) are not filmed.

Reproduction in_ full or in part of this film is gov-
erned by the Canadian Copyright Act, R.S.C. 1970,
c. C-30. Please read the authorization forms which
,accompany this thesis.

THIS DISSERTATION
HAS BEEN MICROFILMED
EXACTLY AS RECEIVED

Qtrawa, Canada
K1A ON&

Bibiothéque nationale du Canada A
- Direction du développement des collectians .

Service des théses canadiénnes

_AVIS

La qualité de cette microfiche dépend grandement de
la qualité de la thése soumise au microfilmage. Nous
avons tout fait pour assurer.une gqualité supérieure
de reproduction.

, §il manque des pages, veuillez .communiquer.
avec 'université qui a confere le grade.

La qualité d'impression de certaines pages peut
laisser 3 désirer, surtout si les pages originales ont été
dactylographiées & 1'aide d'un ruban usé ou si ['univer-
sité nous a fait parvenir une photocopie de mauvaise
qualité.

Les documents qui font déjd I'objet d'un droit
d'auteur f{articles de revue, examens publiés, etc.} ne
sont.pas microfilmes.

La reproduction, méme partielle, de ce microfilm
est soumise a la Loi canadienne sur le droit d’auteur,
SRC 1970, c. C-30. Veuillez prendre connaissance des
formules d'autorisatian qui accompagnent cette ‘thése.

LA THESE A ETE
MICROFILMEE TELLE QUE
NOUS L'AVONS RECUE

NL-339 (Reov. B/80)

ik



THE EFFECTS OF IMAGES OF PARTY LEADERS ON ELECTORAL CHOICE
: IN CANADA

5

by

(: Marianne Catherine Stewart

A Thesis
submitted to the Faculty of Graduate Studies through
the Department of Political Science in
Partial Fulfillment of the requirements for
the Degree of Master of Arts at
The University of Windsor

. Windsor, Ontario, Canada

1980 ‘ -




4

ﬁarianne Catherine Stewart

All rights reserved

740388

1980

T



/ : ) . N . ’ . ""‘.
(; ABSTRACT - .o
e

z L}

THE EFFECTS OF IMAGES OF PARTY LEADERS ON ELECTQRAL CHOICE
qig%EE ' IN CANADA ';//'
' by . . .
Marianne Cathefine Stewart

ﬁany people Qimply have assumed that short-term factors éuch as
images of party-leaders aré important in determining the‘elecﬁoral .
choices of Canadians. Inﬁeed, with the exception of studies conducted by
Winham and Cunningham and by Clarke, Jenson, iﬁizc, and Paﬁﬁétt,.very
little empirical information is.available. Accordingly, the purpese qf
this five-chapter thesis is to Provide answers to research questions on
whether or not and the extent to wﬁich party leaders, és major actors in
Canadian politics and society, create affective feelings and evaluatlons

that is, lmages of themselves, which determine electoral[choices. To

k4

achieve this end, four chapters of information are reported.

The. first chapter reviews existing literature on the electoral.

impact of images of party leaders, which have been Lonceptualized as a
short-term force and which occupy 2 major position a cdntroversy over
which forces, including party identification, exert the greatest effects
on voting. The chapter also examines the conduct of electoral campaigns
in 1968 and 1974; advances three sets of expectations regarding distribu~
tions of images of party leaders, théir relationship wilth party identifi~

cation, and their effect on direction of voting; presents the data which

are drawn from the 1968 and 1974 Canadian National Election Studies,

' measures, and methods which comprise histograms, tabular distributions,

one-way analyses of variance, partial correlations, and analyses of
commenalities that are used to test the expectations; and introduces

briefly toples of the three analytical chapters and one concluding chapter.

iv
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Chapter 2 is thbffirst‘andlyticélﬁchapcer,'testing aaset‘of'éxped;7
tations on distributions énd sources of two'com#onents of images of paréy
leaders. 'These'components are affective and evaluative, with thg latter
being studied in terms of frequency, direction, and content. it was
found Fhat‘mo:g people felt more dﬁrmly about Pierre Trudeau, leader of
the Liberal Party, than about other leaders, especially Robert Stanfiéld,
leader of the ProgressivelConservative Party; that‘feel;ngs abﬁut leaders
eclined inlmagnitﬁde between 1968 and 1974; and that the personalities
and styles of leaders were mentioned more frequently than were their
positions on issues. Chapter 3 reflects an attempt to further the inves-
tigation by emﬁloying the concept of party identifiéation, which has been
thought to operate as a.perceptual screen. It was discovered that
Liberals, Conservatives, New Democrats, and Social Crediters averaged
more favourable than unfavourable perceptions of Trudeau, Stanfie}d,
Tommy Douglas and David Lewis, and Real Caouette,‘respectivelﬁ; that
intense, stable, and/or consistent partisans tended to report more'posi-
tive and négative images of own and other leaders than did their weaker,
wnstable, and/or iﬁconsistent counterparts; and that péople's images of
party leaders can facilitate the adoption and maintenance or erosiom of
a partisan label., Chapter 4 provides an assessment of the impact of
images of party leaders on direction of the vote. Briefly, it was re-
vealed that party leaders were cited as-having been mbst important in
determining the voting decision more often than were local candidates but
léss often than were the parties; that persons who.reported relatively
high levels of affect for a particular leader tended to vote for that
leader's pa;;y more frequently than did respondents who felt iESS‘warmly
about him;’and that voting effects are mixed according to which group of

the electorate houses a respondent, with the groups being based on

v
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stabié}gymgf party identificacioc;level of political interest,ﬂand past
votﬂgg record.
" Based on the fiﬁdings, Chapter 5 advancec three observctions which
may be characterized as theoreticél, conceptual, and methodological. The
first observation raises the question of "so what?" that must be faced by
any piece of research. The second observation involvqébrevision of the
classic Michigan causal model of voting bchaviour. The third_observation
calls for a more rigorous const tion of and the useiof more sophisticated
analytical techniques for estimating\ models. That.this thesis has tried to

move towards the objectives lying within the three observations is its

most original contribution to the study of voting behaviour in Canada.
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: CHAPTER 1

THE RESEARCH QUESTION: "THE ELEQTORAL EFFECTS OF

IMAGES OF PARTY LEADERS .

Introduction

According to classical and contemporary political theories, the *
] " .

extent to which mass political participation‘is fostered by institutional
guarantees largelémcharacteri:es the presence of a demo;ratic polity. °©
Particularly noteworthy amoﬁg the guarantees listed by Robert Dahl is the
;itizeﬂry's right to select and thereby Eo exercise control over its
lea&?rs ﬁuring periodic, competitive elections. In light of the resour-
ces conventionally associated with other forms of political participation,
this act of voting constitutes one of a few meaningful opportunifies
‘available to most people to experience direct invelvement in ﬁhé politi-
cgl process.; Yet, although the signif;cance'of voting leong has been
recognized by empirically-oriented social scientists,2 a dearth of
methodological approaches and aata-processiﬁg techniiques prohiﬁited large=
scale, systematic inquiries into tgifhature of electoral behaviour prior
co the late 1950s. Since that time, restrictions virtually have been

eliminated and .the amount as well as quality of research have increased

substantially. To a considerable extent, this growth is attributable to

oo -

the continuing series of bienniel sample surveys of the Américan'elec—
torate conducted by the University of Mic:%ggn and the data-archiving
efforts of the Inter-University Consortiu

for Political and Social

Research.
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Moreover, the explosion of research on voting behaviour has mnot
' o

béen.confined entirely to investigations conducted in the United States.

Indeed, studies involving the populations of Australia, Britain, Canada,

France, Germany, Italy, Japan, and the Scandinavian countries3 bear elo-

. 4 -

quent testimony to the widespread interest in the electoral decision-

making processes of otiewwestern democracies. Stoked by Ehis_prolifera-

.

tion has been a major controversy focusing on the precise operation of

various "long-term'" and '"short-term" determinants of electoral choice.

" This controversy ptpvides the context within which the researéh'question

4

on whether or not im&ges of party leaders, who are key-actors in the po-
litical process, function as a short—term force among the Canadian elec-
torate can be answered. Provision of an answer is the purpose of this

: ] " ‘
thesis. Preparatory to beginning this provision, the present chapter re-

o . < - . o
views -existing research on the electoral influence of images of party
leaders, discusses the conduct of election campaigns in 1968 and 1974,
: }

advances some expectations, presents the data, measures’and methods, that

: _ : ' ' ~ f
are used for analvsis, and introduces briefly the topics of fhgjthree

‘ahalytical and one concludimg chapters.

-

The Current Controversy: Ldng—terﬁ versus Short-term
o Determinants of Electoral Choice

Definition of.Long-Eerm and Short-term Determinants
In an essay recently written by Converse, -long-term forces were
'defined:as nonpolitiéal fagtqrs whicﬁ‘aré distant from the vdﬁing de;i—
sion, such as membership inia social class or .ethnic grouﬁ.4 Equally
plausibie, however, is the conceptualizgzgg% of long-term forces as em-
bodying é political substance pertinent to electoral éhoice, for example,

party identification or/ideology. Similarly, short-term:forces which are

by their nature much mére proximal to the voting calculus may be either

g -
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. nonpolitical or political. Illustrati & of the former is the imposi-

i

tion of a spouse's personal prefereszggﬁwhile the latter has been exem-
/

plified by images of candidates and cﬂncerns about issues.5

Given that the currént debate ewplicitly refers to the importance

\

of political forces, it additionally is necessary to understand the af—

fective or the instrumentalerientation which comprises the nature of the
voting decision itself. Affective orientations involve the degree of
"like" or 'dislike" expressed by an individual for a particular political

/gérty or leader. Instrumental orientations consist of evaluations of

- -

issues on: ideological commitmehts.6 In brief, then, the juxtaposition of

1 ‘

the nature of the voting decision with the nature of forces affecting the
voting decision permits. specific forces to be classified as either affecs

tive long-term or short-term as opposed to instrumental long-term or
short-term. This classification scheme or typology is depicted diagramma~

0
tically in Figure l.1l.

Figure 1.1, Typology of Nature of Forces Affecting Voting
Decision and Naturé of Voting Decision

-

-~
-

9_ ‘ Nature of Forces Affecting Veting
= Decisioen

ilong-texm Short-term
’ ; party images of
Affactive . Lt ‘
Nature of identification . party legde-s K
Votirg Decision concerns

Instrumental ' 1dq9lpgy | about issues

R ~ .

It is the categorization of specific forces Zccording to the dimensions
of this typology, for example, whether or not images of party leaders are
affective and/or instrumental in the nature of the voting decisiom, the

inter-relationship between forces, most notably the impact of party

-
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identification on perceptions of candidates and issues and vice-versa,

and the direct and indiréct electoral effects of each force.which com-

prise cruxes of the existing controversy.

' ihe Current Controversy in the United States and Canada
The historical antecedents of the controversy embrace the pioneer-
ing efforts of Campbeli, Coﬁverse, Miller and Stokes and their use of
‘:reférence-group theory to formulate the concept of p#rty identification,
that "is, "the sense of personal attachment which the individual feels to-
ward . . . parties as groups.”7 In studies of the American electorate
_csnducted during the' 1950s and.early 1960s, it was revealed that identi-
fiéations are acquired early in life, ténd to be stable over time, are
affective, determine perceptions of political objeéts such as léaders and
issues, and facilitate the performance‘of political activities in addi-

8

tion to guiding electoral cheice. More recently, Converse has argued

that partisan lo&alties not only assumed a ﬁrominent attitudinal position -
but they also ofershadowed concerns aéout issues and candidates due to
widespread voter disinterest and a lack of ideological and policy differ-
ences betweep the major parties.g- Harrop has interpreted this situation
as representing an unusually piacid period in American politics.l0 Atten-
dant upon this observation-is the pqssibili;y that the cencept of a nor-
malrvote, wh}ch de§cribe§:the electoral decision as 2 product of the
interaction between partisan éllegiance and short-term forces,ll may only
be applicable to the pre-1964 era.

If the absence of iﬁflammatory political issues chafacterizes the
1950s and early-1960s, then the post-1964 period may be distinguished by

social dislocations and intense issue cleavages exacerbated by the Viet-

nam War. Indeed, Burnham cites 1964 as the beginning of a fourth
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"qritical reélignment sequence" oé elecﬁions,12 Milier and Levitin desig-
nate is as the origin of a "mew politics,"13 and Nie, Verba and Petrocik.
interpret itras the crucial transicionalivear between partisan commit-

ments and issue orientationg.l& These ;g;;;GEtione‘are based on a series’.

of studies documenting declines in the incidence, strength, and opéra—

-
1

tional écreening power of party identificaéion, as -evidenced by fewer -
references to a political party as a reason for liking or disliking a'
candidate, as well as its effect upon voting. Concomitant with the over-
all demise of pértisanship; there have been increasés in the number of
Independents and the significance of iss:és and images.of candidates
amogg the American electoratq.ls

Beyond encompassing mhch of the literature on American electoral
behaviour, tﬁe current debate over long-term and short-term forces has
beéeen injected into>research conducted in other political milieux, partic-
ularly in Britain. Butler and Stokes, Yor example, documented the high
incidence and stability of party identification and its‘sﬁtpng correla-
tion with the vote in panel surveys of the British electorage. ‘According
to them, 76 per-cent af respondents in the 1956 to 1960 gaﬁei‘of the
Ameriéah election studies demonst:atedlstable partisan self-images and
direction of thelvote over time, whereas 75 per cent of individ;als ﬁﬁo
comprised the 1963 to 1966 panel of the British election studies did the
same. 16 Further, aﬁ almost identical perce;tage (73.6) Qf persons in the
1970 to 1974 British panel revealed a pattérn of stable party identifica-
tion and stable vote.:’ Contrariwise, Crewe, Sarlvik ana hlt, and Harrop
observed increases in concerns about issues and issue-voting among
British respondénts.lS To a lésser extent, the debate also has surfaced

in writings about other countries, particularly Australia, France, West

Germany, Israel, and Inaly.l9
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Until recently, the state of research on Canadian electoral se-
haviour had not achieved the volume,.availability of panel data, and
methodoldéical sophisticatioﬁvexhibited by the American and British;tud— .\
ies. The literature, however, has addressed two questions. One involves
documentati;n of the electozal effects of cleavages in ﬁhe Canadian socio-
'politicél fabric. Scholars and journalists have accorded special promi-
nence to the impact of provincialigg or regionalism due to the coﬁplexity

of the federal system and its disparities based on economics, industrali-

. . .

zation, and urbanization,20 and they have recorded_Quebec's traditional
reputation as ; Libgral bastion and a bIOpensity in thé Prairie provinces
ﬁo suppert the CCF-NDP, which sprang from populism of the 1930s, or to
elect‘Conservative candidates since the sweep by John Diefembaker in
1958.21 aside from provincial or regional diffexences, two other signifi-
cant cleavages are religion and ethnicity. An;lyses of voting behdv;our
have witnessed the tendency of English-Canadians and Protestants tolse;
lect the Conservative Party, whilg Liberal strength has derived from
French~Canadiansy, Catholics, and smaller ethnic and religious groups.22

\ Another important variable is .social classrsdzh that although. contrary

~.

. \\arguments have been.advancéd“bynAIfa}aj ﬁlake,'and\ochefé, several scho&—
ars such as Chi and Wilson have maintained that the "conditioms for class
politics" currently exist in Canada, and that the Conservative Party and
tﬁe NDP attract votes from the middle and working classes, resPectively.23
Moreover, Lemieux and Pinard have characterized Social Credit voters as
hailing diséroportionately from the lower and working classes.24 Two
other variables. that have redeivea some attention are age and urban-rural
residéncy. With respect to the former, it is found that older people

tend to prefer ideologically conservative parties and in Canada, despite

attempts to play the game of brokerage politics, this type has been the
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Conservative Party.25 With respect to phe'latter, it is evident ﬁ%?t
individuals from rural -areas and smallntowns'vote Conservative or Social
Credit if ﬁossible, whereas Liberal or NDP vot?rs live in large,'indus—.
trialized areas.26 In summary, then, analyses(have revealed that Liberal
‘voters in;lgde residents of.Quebec, Catholics, French-Canadians, young
pééple, urﬁaA dwellers, as well as the univergity—educated and persons

with prestigious occupations. Conservative strength derives fraom the
Prairie provinces, Protestants; English-Canadians, members of the middle
claés, o%der ?éople, rural inhabitants, and the non-university-educated.
The Social Credit Party-also appeals to Catholics, the French, the lower
and working classes, and indifiduals residing in ;mall communities or
lacking a university education. Finally, the New ﬁemocratic Party re-
ceives its electoral support from major English and Protestanf groups,

the working class, persons living in large cities, and the university-

educated.

The second question is pertiment directly to the effsent inquiry -

- -

and it revolves around the concept and propefﬁiésiég—;:;ty identifica-

13 .
tion. Specifically, the dispute received impetus from a challenges to the
"textbook theory" of Canadian partisan politics by Sniderman, Forbes and
Melzer.2” Cpnventional wisdom maintains that a lack of ideological and
policy differences between the Conservaﬁive ané Liberal parties has
served to enfeeble partisan ties, which has resulted in electoral volatii—
it;. The three authors, however, employed data from the 1965 and 1968
Canadian Natiomal Election Sfudies to assert that identifications can be
inherited, are stable, and do guide electoral choice. They found that
fully 79 per cent and 84 p;r cent of the 1965 and 1968 respondents, re-

spectively, identified with a political party, and 51 per ceant and 49 per

cent reported stable identification and stable voting.2§ The conclusion



77

that the stability of party identification can affect voting has'ﬁqt been
disputed by other scholars, but much of their research, notably that of

four people who conducted stgdieslof the Canadian electorate in 1974 and

~

.-1979, Clarke, Jenson, LeDuc and Pammett, does bolster the textbook theory

given that high levels of weakness, instability, and vote-switching h;ve
been detected.29 These characteristics of partisanship have been attri-
buted to the failure of familial processes of transmission, the policy
re-orientation of the Comservative Party duriﬁg the early 1960s, and the
emergence of a brokerage political style in the Conservative and Liberal
pa:ties.30 ﬁeCause these partie; increasingly have pursued centrist
policies and have avoided divisive ideclogical questiomns, it has been sug-
gested that their supéorters would experience little difficulfy in_trans-
cending the narrow gap between them in response to the short-tern forces
of issues and images of party leaders.-*

Yet, until Clarke, Jenson, LeDuc and Pammett introduced the first

systematic, empirical appraisal of voting behaviour in Canada, entitled

Political Choice in Canada,32 to the scholarly literature, few attempts \\\\\
had been made to assess the significance of shart—term electoral forces.
Rathér, many people simply assumed that these forces are importanf. .As,
an example, Mallory and Dawson and Ward proposed that the existence of
factional tendencies and the concomitant obsession with preserving na-
tional unity in banada'have engendered the "politics of personalities,”

a phenomenon which entails the party leaders' adoption of salient, uni-
fying roles in party organizations and election campaigns as well as their
abilicy td influence voting decisions.>> Moreover, Dawson observed that

\

the leaders' "personalities and qualities often become more decisive

134

factors in the election than the issues themselves without benefit of

concrete data. Such impressions about the operation of electoral forces
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graduaily came to be tested with information gatheréd by the survey method

when the behavioural ‘approach in thé discipline of Politic;l Scieﬁce and
the 1965 and 196§ national election studies by John Meisel and his col-
leagues appeared in Canada. Soon to accompany these ;wo large studies
. was a series of smailer investigations, several|[of which were executed
in ;onstituencies comprising the city of Hamiltoy, Ontario..

bne investigation was conducted by Winham and Cunningham prior to
the 1968 federal election, and it was a first serious‘aﬁtempt to examine
épecifically the impact of people's images oé party leaders on direction
~of their voting. It was found that fully 85 per cent of the sample were
either modérately or very/tﬁfE?befed in‘the campaign in 1968 due to the

"newness" of party leaders, parti larly Pierre Trudeau, leader of the

Liberal Party. Moreover, although party identifieré generally intended

to vote for their party regardless of itd leader's images and perhaps be-
cause no single issue dominated the campaign, one-quarter of the uncom-
mitted respondents planﬁed to cast their ballots for a party whose leader
evoked a fav&urable impres§ion.35 Such images of leaders also have been
discovered as capable of altering party identification. One-quarteg of
the respondents in the 1974 study mentioned the leaders és providing
reasons for changing their partisanship and, among those who affiliated
originally with the Liberal Party in 1968, 64 per cent mentioned metiva-
tions relating to leaders.?® Another initial analysis oé the 1974 data;
however, revealed that none of three camﬁzzép issues, including leader-
) .

ship, adequately fulfilleé the three condicféns prescribed by Butler and
Stokes for an issue to influence the vote,37 but that some effect had
been exerted by a combination of concerns about issues and leaders. That
is, references t;.policy positions, especially those pertaining to eco-

»
nomic matters, occurred frequently among 33.7 per cent and 35.0 per cent

v
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who'rated leaders as either the-most or second most important factor,
respectively, in their votiqg decision.3® In the bo&k employi;g the_same
‘data, the simple question of“whethef images of party leaders exert a
smzall or large effect finaliy receives the analysis that it warrants by
becoming transformed into a neces;arily complex one,.whose answer-treats
‘the ﬁagnitude of their effect as relative to the sizes of ianJences of
other forces and dependent upon Qﬁich types of partisanship and voting
history are exhibited by a respondentu39 |

That party leaders potentially may influence voting choice and
actuglly do so among some subgrouﬁg of the electorate constitutes an idea
and a finding that easily are interpretable in light ofhthe importance
and salience of leaaers in Canaaian society._ Yet, despite the signifi-
cance assigned to them, which is discussed in greater detail in the fol-
lowing section, entitled "Expectations,” informationlconcerning popular
affeét for and evaluations of leaders scarcely exists beyvond the above
;itations to Winham and Cunningham, and to Clarke, Jenson, LeDuc and
Pammett. Accordingly, the purpose of my thesis is to contribute to our
knowledge of electoral determinants by analyzing images of party leaders.‘
These images may be expected to manifest certain patterms, and such pat-

terns are discussed below, subsequent to a brief review of the conduct

of the election campaign in 1968 and 1974.

The 1968 and 1974 Federal Election Campaigns
Prior to the formulation of expectations, it is necessary to gain
an appreciation of the conduct oé the federal election campaigns in 1968
and'%974. That 1is, certain patterns of responses may be expected because

both campaigns featured prominently the party leaders. Indeed, the 1968

campaign is remembered chiefly in terms of the extent to which differences

-.
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between personalities rather than policies dominated the attention of

s

the media and the electorate. Robert.Stanfield, leader of the Conserva-
tive Party, attemptéd to rouse public concern over economic problems, and

this attempt was undermined seriously by the contrast between his dull

image and the excitem

t generated by Trudeau. Women and young people

were presumed to hayé been particularly susceotible to the Liberal lead-

er's appeal, and "Trudeaumania” quickly became the catchword of the

campaign in 1968.%08 N
In 1974, both leaders and issues were emphasized during the cam-

paign. Based upon perceptions of Stanfield as the Conservatives' major

liébility, the Liberals entered the campaign stressing }eaoership as the

7issue and positive aspects of Trudeau's style, such as charisma and com-
peteoce. The significance.of inflation was downplayed by arguments that
its effects could only.be mitigated due to its status as a global phenom~
enon. Contrar&wise, the Conservative Party's assessment of inflation as
a national problem provided it with a campaign platform. Stanfreld, how-
ever, issued evasive, contrgdictory statements %ndicating that there
-would be exemptions frg? controls on wages and prices. - Such announce-
'éents afforded the Liberals with an opportunlty to emphasize Trudeau S
qualltles of leadershlp and rellablllty at the expense of Stanfleld fur-
nished the NDP and 1ts'leader, David Lewifijwith sufficient apmunition to
challenge the credibility of the controls, and resurrected factionalism

within the Conservativq‘Party.&l

Expectations

The expectations pertain to the distribution of affect for and

images Of party leaders among the electorate, the relationship between <l—

images'of,party leaders and"party identification, and the relationship
w »*

A
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between these images and direction of the vote.

> A,
- .

<

Images of Party Leéders ' .

As stated above, conventional wisdﬁm about party leaders dic-
tates that they are imﬁortant and éalient in Canadian society. They are
important becausé the fractional character ¢of as well as ideclogical and
‘policy similarities between Canadian parties thrusts them into the lime-
iight as spéaker_for and symbol of their respective parties. Moreover,
each leader's personality) stylé; attitudes, aﬁd experiences can serve to
meld his pérty}s oggénizatipnal units, to weave together electoral coali-

-

tions from socioeconomic and demographic groups, and to act in tandem

with other elites in order to help or to hinder the formulation and pass-

42
age of legislation in parliament.”~

These policy~ and law-making efforts
betray a concensus which is central to the political process and is char-

acterized as consociational democracy, elite accommodation, administra-

-

tive or executive federalism, or federal-provincial diplom:a.c:y.[‘3 Party

-

leaders also are salient gecause the media of communications deem that
facets of their personali;ies as well as private and public behaviours
are newsworthy.and, thus, they are publicized. In particular, the

leader of the governing party, the prime minister, captures much atten-
tion since he operates in domestic and ingernational arenas where stakes
are high_and conflict occufs frequently, as exemplified by the ?edergl—
Provincial Conference of First Ministers, which is.on; institutional ~set-
ting for the operation of executive federelllisrn,44 and various meetings of
foreign trading partners. The importance and salience of party leaders

- and the conduct of the election campaigns in 1968 and 1974 permit several

expectations about the distribution of.affect for and evaluations of

party leaders to be forwarded.
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One expectatidh‘concerns the affective component of images of

party leaders, and it is that large numbers of Canadians would have felt

- more warmly about Trudeau than about other leaders, particularly Stan-"—-

field.l'This expectation is grounded in the reasoning that popular per-
ceptions of polifiéal objects, particélarly politicians, tend to fluctu-
ate dramatica;ly‘over timcs:,“5 and would have been given opportunifi;; to
tiit favougably towards T?udeauby his magnetisnm, vivacity, confidence in
abilities of leadership, and attempts té ao;nplay afrogance.and to avoid
offending voters through word or deed, while Stanfield advocated ag un-

popular policy of controls on wages and prices. Specificalily, Trudeau

should have appealed to young people and to women than to other segmeats
{

of the electorate if his vouthfulness, sense of daring, and sexual
attractiveness, as eleménts of the phenomenon of Trudeaumania, reflected
reality more than media hype.

| Other expectations bear on the evaluative component of images of
party leaders, which can be discussed in terms of number, direction, and
content. With regard to the numbexr of evaluatioﬁs, it is suggested that.
many voters should have been able to voice some image(s) of alparty
leader, particularly of Trudeau and Stanfield, given that ail leaders
used the media for conveying messages to the public and\that Trudeau as
prime minister and Stanfield as leader of the opposition received ample
exposure. Further, mentions of Trudeau, as well as of Tommy Doﬁgias and
David Lewis, leaders of tﬁe NDP in 1968 and 1974, respectively, and Real
Caouette, the Social Credit Parcty's leader, should be more positive than
negative in direction, while those of Stanfield would exhibit the con-
verse pattern since his maladroitness and economic policies were assailed

by other leaders and by the media acting in their role as opinion-shaper.

Another expectation, which hinges on the flow of images via the media to

-

AN
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receptivg members of the public ané on the assumptioé that very politi- N
cally-interested persons would have a large amount of informatidn,at

their disposal with which to evaluate the strengths and weaknesses of

party leaders; "is that tﬁese people should be more capable of advancing

both negative and positive images than should be their less iuterésted‘
counterparts.46 The remaingpg Expegtation‘to becforwardgd is+related :3

the content of images of party leaders. Among tﬁ;§e images, mention; of

personality and style should bulk large for 1968 due to newness of the

leaders, the contrasts between Trudeau and Stanfield made by the media,

¥

and the nbnexisteﬁce of,campaign issues. Su;h refereﬁces also 3{9.'
likely to occur for 1974. For both years, voters should describe fre-
quently Stanfield's perscna}ity, style, and poIigiqs asfaull,'awkwara,
and unfeasible or undesirable. In aésessmen;s of. Trudeau's images, words
such as youthful, interesting, inteliigent, and capable would be used
éfien. Moreover, emphases of the Conservative and Liberﬁl parties on the
_issues of inflation and leadership, rgsPEC;;vely, sugéest that Stan%ield (f
and Trudeau might be linked to these issues. That ;s, it is possible |

that $tanfield was connected negatively with leadership and positively s
I3 .. : . . 'ffq".-‘_ '
with inflation since he proposed controls on wages and prices as a solu-
tion to the problem of inflation. At the same time, his indications that
‘some groups would be exempted from the controls might have led some
.people to be antagonized enough so as.to associate him negatiwely with
inflation. Correspondingly, Trudeau should be related positively to

leadership and negatively to inflation. lastly, Douglas, Lewis, and

Cacuette would be characterized as good, entertaining speakers.

Images of Party Leaders and Party Identification

"To advance the discussion of images of party leaders, it is
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necessary to employ the concébp of paréy identification. Consisteﬁt'with

previous research, it is arguéd,ihat the perceptual screening power of -

partisanship will be strong among people whose loyalty to a party is in-
Y

tens¢, stable, or consistent between the federallghd provincial levels of
g ernment. %’ Th;s, high levels of’affec; for and positive images pf
their own leader, as well ag negative perceptions of other leaders should
occur among these three groups. For example, intense, stable, or con-
‘sistent Liberal identifiers should ev;luate.the Liberal leader mucﬁ”more
favourably than the Conservaiive, Kew Democratic, or Sociai Credit leéder.

Moreover, it is possible that intense, stable, and consistent partisans

would perceive their own leaders moré.positively and other leaders more

negatively than their counterparts who do nog\?anifest all three char-

~
~.

acteristics. ~

~

Conpversely, for individualswimsepartisan attacﬁmggzsﬁife weak,

; _ y
. 4
unstable, or inconsistent, the filtering functioh should be weak. Hence,

these partisans' orientations toward their own leader and other leaders

“would be less positive and less negative, respectively, than the percep- .

tions of their strong, stable, or consistent counterparts. In additionm,
the former groups' evaluations of their own leader may tot be much more

favourable than their perceptions of other leaders.

Images of Party Leaders and Voting Behaviour
The ultimate concern of the present inquiry ‘is to assess the im-

pact of images of party leaders on direction of the vote in 1974. 1In
e .

P—

conjunctioﬁ with the arguments advanced by Campbell, Converse, Miller and
Stokes, and other scholars?s that party identification influences percep—
tions of the political universe and determines electorate choice, it is

.

reasoned that the electoral effects of images of party leaders would be



p
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weakest whilé those of party identifftation.will be stfqngesf among stablel
fartisans who exhibit a low level of‘bolificéghgggerest. The imp;;t of
images and part; identificafion, howeve;, ;hsuié be strénger and ﬁeaker,
.respectively, amohg respondents with ﬁnstable identifications and a hiéh
degree of political interest. These two growps, as well as their couﬁt-
erparts,ltﬁat is, persons having a stable id:)tiﬁication and a high lewel
of interest or an unétable‘identificatién'and a low or moderate degree of
__3nterest in politics, define.four groups of_the electorate for whom the
impact of short- and long;term forqgs will be examined. ’

In addition to attitudinal and psychological variables being em-—
ployed to describe fhe e}ectoral behaviour_of Canadians, behavicural
variables based on past voting records of individuals may be used to
'understand which forces'havelghé greatest'effécts. The records develo?ed

by the'au;hors of Political Choice in Canada®9 can be utilized profitably

_here. They include people who switched their votes by g§sting ballots for
one party im 1972 and a different party in 1974 ("switchexrs"), who voted
in the]I974 election but did not vote in 1972'or:méntioned that they do
nét always vote in fedezal elec;ions ("transients'"), or who'first become
eligibie to vote in 1974 ("new voters"). For switchers, it is expected
that the impact of images of party leaders would exceed that for party
i@entifica;ioﬂ, while the con;erse would"be true for trangienps and new
voters, whose fallure to be politically implieéted and sophigticated sug-
geétg_that only partiséﬁship might £ill the void for their electoral

decision-making processes.
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Daté;_Measures and Methods

|
Data

i

To exaﬁine the distr;bution and the electqral effecg offimages of
party 1eaders'among.éanadian voters, data from the 1968 and 1974 Canadian
Hational Eléction Studies are employed. Both studies are appropriate Béf
cause they were conducted immédiately after campaigns that promiﬁéntly
featured party leaders, and because they contain similar q@estions de-
signed to, ég;x;zzgtudes about the leaders. The 1968 study was conducted
by John Meisel and it consists of a multi—étage: strat}fied, blﬁsﬁer
sample of 2761 responﬁémfs. Neither weighting techniques nor half-sample
items were employed. Thus, questions regarding levels of affcct for and

'images of party leaders ﬁere ésked of all respondents.so The 19fé'stud§
was administered by Harold Clarke, Jane Jensén, Lawrence LePuc and Jon
Pammet;i It comprises a multi-stage, stratified, cluster sample of 2562
respondents, weighted by province‘in orééf to permit some oversaﬁ#ling of
the smaller provinces. The questions regérdi&g affect were asked of z11
respondents, weighted to a national sample size of 2445, while the ques-

:tiops about images of party leaaeré werelposed to a random half-sample of

1262 respondents, weighted to a 2&tioﬁél‘;ample size of 1203\.51

- : Measures

Levels of Affect for Party Leaders

. * B
Previous research has documented the utility of employing "feel-

-

ing" thermometers in order to assess effectively levels of affect for

party leaders and local candidates.>? Subsequent analyses will determine
these levels through the application of one hundred-point thermometer
scales in which increasing degrees of "dislike" are rendered by scores of

less than fifty. Scores exceeding the neutral point of fifty depict
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rising rates of positive affect. The question used in the 1968 study
reads: T

There "are many aspects of political parties which strike Canadians
in different ways. We are interested to see how you liked the . '
leaders, the work of the members of the variocus parties inm Parlia-
ment which sat before the Last election, the party's candidate in
your riding in the last electionm, the partv campaign in the last
election, and the party as a whole. You'll see here a drawing of a
thermometer. It's been called a "feeling thermometer’ because it
helps measure one's feelings toward various things....let's start
with the Liberals. How much do you like their leader, Mr. Trudeau?
Where would you place him on the thermometer? [rebeated for Messrs.
Stanfield, Douglas, Caouette, and Patterson]

Although the instructions relating to the assessment ofileaders parallel
those for 1968, the wording of the 1974 question differs:

... There are many aspects of -political parties which strike Canadians
in-different ways. We would Toke to-get your feelings towards some
of these dspects of our parties. We are interested to see how you
1iked the leaders, the partv's candidate in vour riding in the last
election, ané the party as a whole. We will use the feeling thermo-
meter again for &hese questions....Let's start with the Liberals.
How much do you like tﬁeir leader, Mr. Trudeau? Where would you
place him on the thermometer? {repeated for Messrs. Stanfield,
Lewis, and Caouer:‘.:e}s"4

The data obtained from these questions permit construction of
several measures of affect for party leaders. They include an interval-
level variable, relative affect for party leaders, mean party leader
thermometer scores, and standardiééa\party leader thermometer sScores.

The interval-level variable divides the one hundred-point thermometer
scale into ten categories with each category consisting of ten points.
Relative affect for party leaders is a variable which is built bv sub-

N :

tracting the score given to one leader by a respondent from the score re-
ceived by another leader. The resulting scores for the_entire_sample sub-
sequently are classified into an interval-level variable of seven cate-
gories. The categories, which reveal thermometer—score differences be-
tween two leaders, are -21 or less, -20 to -11, -10 o -1, 0, 1 to 10, 11

to 20, and 21 or more points. The mean party leader thermometer SCOres

Y

K
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are obtaiﬁed by adaing all scores received by a leader among‘a particular
group and dividing the sum by the number of respondents in_thét group.
The standardized party léader thermomeﬁe: scores are employed‘to minimize
the problem created Py respondents' different perceptions and use of the
thermometer scales. For example, one respondenf might interpret a score

of 75 while another respondent would think of 90 as indicating a very

high degree of affect for a particular leader. The formula for the stan-

dardized scores>> is:

where Z is the standardized score for a particular party leader per
respondent. It is interpreted in terms of the number of
standard deviations above or below a respondent’s mean score.

X is a particular score for a‘leader per respondent,
X is the mean of all scores per respondent.
s is the standard deviation of the respondent's score distri-
bution.
Images of Party Leaders ///

An appreciation of the tgumber and content of images of party
leaders is gained by referencing a series of open-ended questions. The
1968 sequence reads: . g

What did yvou like best [least] about Mr. Trudeau? [repeated for
Messrs. Stanfield, Douglas, and Caocuettel’® :

The maximum number of images accepted from a respondent is sixteen, that
is, two-positive and two negative mentions .for each of the four party
leaders. The total number of responses was reduced to sixteen variables
with each variable emploving the same list of seventy-seven codes. The
1974 sequence of questions was worded:
4

Now; we would like to ask you your impressions of the varicus leaders

of the federal political parties. Is there anything in particular

that you like [dislike] about Mr. Trudeau? _Anything else? [repeated

for Messrs. Stanfield, Lewis, and Cacuette]

The maximum number of images accepted from a respondent is twenty-four,
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that is, three positive and three negative mentions for each of the four
party leaders. Responses were categorized into twenty-four variables
with each y#rigple having its own liét‘of codes.

" The measures that utilize feépohses to the two questions are
image of a party leadér, total images of a party lgader, content of
images of partylleadérs,“and the own-other distiﬁction between leaders.
Image of a p;rty Iéader is a variable that includes the sixteen 1965 vari-
ables or .the twenty-four 1974 variables. It is the sum total of respon-
ses to questions about images of party-.leaders. Positive images of a
leader entail the eight 'best" 1968 variables or the twelve "like" 1974
variables. The responses to each set are aggregated. Negative image of
a party leader is baéed upon the eight "least" 1968 variables or the
twelve "dislike" 1974 variables.. The responses to each set are added.

The total images of a particular leader is a variable including
the "best” and two "least'" 1968 variables dr the three "like" and three
"dislike" 1974 variables pertaining to a leader. It is the sum totzal of
- responses to questions about'a i;ader's image. The positive images of a
leader include the two "best'" 1968 vériables or the three ''like" 1974
variables. The responsés to each set ;re aggregated. The negative images
of a leader are gained from the two "least" 1968 variables or the three
"dislike" 1974 variables, with the Tesponses to each set being combined.
These three types of- images, thaé is, total, positive, and negative, are
compiled for each party leader.

The content of images of party leaders is a nominal-level vari-
able based on a subjective classification scheme which invoives responses
to tpe questions about images of party leaders. The scheme is constructed

from a detailed inspection of the raw frequencies corresponding to the

different codes as’'well as a priori consideration of Important categories.
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The latter INpe of reasoning is guided by previous reséarch,ss a desire

-

to preserve the central themes 6% the 1968 and 1974 campaigns, and an
attempt to achieve an economiﬁall&—analytieal approach. Accordingly, the
multifarious content of the va;iables pertaining to images of party lead-
.ers is collapsed into eight categories. They are personality and per-
sonal‘characteristics, style and approach, leadership, economic issues
including.inflétion, Quebec-related re%erences such as separatism and
bilingualism, groups and regions excluding francophones and Quebec, other
issues, and other references. o |

The own-other_distinction between party leaders is constructed in
terms of party identification.. For example, own leader is Trudeau for
Liberal party identifiers. These identifiers' total images, positive
images, ané negative images of own leader, respectively, encompass all
responses, positive responses, apd negative responses to the questions
about Trudeau. Conversely, Liberal partisans' imageg, positive images,
and negative images of other leaders consecutively embrace all, positive,
and negative references to questions aboht Stanfield, Douglas, Lewis, and
Caouette. The same procedure is repeated for Conservative identifiers
(Stanfield versus Trudeau, Douglas, Lewis, and Caocuette), New Democrats

(Douglas and Lewis versus Trudeau, Stanfield, and Caouette), and Social

Credit partisans (Caouette versus Trudeau, Stanfield, Douglas, and Lewis).

Sociveconomic~Ikemographic Variables

The socioeconomic-demographic variables include province of resi-
dence, religion, ethnicity, social class, age, sex, and community size.
Province of residence consists of Newfoundland, Prince Edward Island,

Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, Quebec, Ontario, Manitoba, Saskatchewan, Al-

berta, and British Columbia. Religion is a recoded variable of five
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categorieS‘whisp are Anglican, Presbyterian and United, other Protestant,

Catholie, o&herl and none.t Ethnicity is a recoded variable composed of
| .

: I

five categories% They are ‘Anglo-Celtic, French, Northern and Western
!

European, Eastern European, and other. N

N
N

The measures of sQ;ial class include subjective social class, ob-
jective social class, and educécipn. Subject;ve social class is a re-
coded variable having three'categories. They are upper and upper-middle,
middlé, and working and lower. The questions used to construct this

.variable are:

Cne hears a lot abeut different social classes. Do you ever think of
yourself as belonging to a social class?

[If yes] Which of the following five social classes would you say you
were in: upper class, upper-middle class, middle class, working
class, or lower class?

[If no] Well, if you had to make a choice, would you say you were in

the upper class, upper-middle class, middle class, working class, or
lower class?

Objective social class is a variable that consists of four categories of
occupational prestige. The categories are low, moderately iﬁw, moderately
ﬁigh, and high. The variable is constructed by employing Blishen scores,
which range between 14.41 and 80.0,60 and calculating the mean score.

Figure 1.2 depié‘s this construction.

Figure 1.2. Comstruction of Measure of Cbjective Socisl Class

¥ =l2.
-ls< =1ls +1s > +1ls

|k.%1  27.8y27.81 ok | Lak1 s7.0{S7.01 80.0 |

low moderately low moderately high high

The third measure of social class is education. In advanced, industrial

societies, it conventionally is assumed that education is a2 sensitive
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predictor of class position.sl The variabie of education is composed of
five categories. They are elementary or less, some secondéry, completed
secogdary, soﬁe college or Qniversi;y, and completed coiiege or univgrsity;

0f the three remaining sdcioeconoﬁic—demographic variables, age
consists of 18 (21) to 29 years, 30 to 45 years, 46 to 59 years, and 60
Or more years;62 sex is male and female; and community.size is conmposed

of farm or rural non-farm, 1,000 to 9,999, 10,000 to 99,999, 100,000 to

500, 000, and more than 500,000 inhabitants.

-

Index of Polig¥zal Interest

The index of pelitical interest is a composite measure63 con-
structed from the questions:

We have found that people sometimes don't pay too much attention to
elections. How about yourself? Would you say that vyou were very
interested in the recent federal election, fairly interested,
slightly interested, or not at all interested in it?

We would alsg like to know whether you pay much attention to
"polities generall} I mean from day-to-day, when there isn't a
big electioﬂ\campalgn going on. Would you say that you follew
politics veri\flosely, fairly clesely, or not much at a1176%

The categories of the measure are high, moderate, and low, and their
construction is demenstrated in Figure 1.3.
~

Figure 1.3. Construction of Index of Political Interest

-

Degree. of Attenticn to Politics

very ) feirly not very
closely closely closely
. very ] _ o
interested high high roderate
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Degree of interested high moderate low
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Components of Federal Party Identlflcatl

The componeQ;s of federal party identification are dlrectlon, in-

N .
tensity, stability, and consistency: e direction of identificetion in-

volves Liberal, Progressive Conservative, New Democrat, Social Credit,

- end nonidentifier. It is ascertaired by combining the numbers of self-

AN
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classified identifibrs and "leaners." The numbers derive fromlfhe
questions:

Generally speaking, do you usuelly think of syourself as Conservative,
Liveral, Socisl Credit, Créditiste, NDP, Union Naticnale, or what?

[If no] Well, do you §E£erally think of yourself as s litile closer

to one of thg parties than the others? [If yes] Which perty is that? )
[1965, 1968165 : ;

Thinking of federal pelities, do you usually thlnk of you*sel’ as a
Liberal, Conservative, NDP, Social Credit, or uhat“

[If no] Still thinking of feaeral polities, do you usu3113 thlnk of
yourself as being a little closer to ocne of g parties than to the
others? [If ves! Which party is that? [19Tk

The intensity of identificstion is formed from very strong, fsirly strong,

¥

" ard wesk identifiers. UNonidentifiers are excluded from this variasble.

The questions used to determine intensity sre:

Eow strongly do you generglly feel - very strongly, feirly
strongly, or not very strongly? [1865, 1968]

How strongly do yeu feel shou , very strongiy, fairliy strongly,
or not very strongly? [197L1CT

The stability of identificsation is a dichotomous wvarisble consist ng of
stable and unstable identifiers.. Nonidentifiers are excluded from this
varisble. Stebility is assessed using the questions:

Was there ever a time when you thought of yourself es clesest to any
other party in Caneda? [1965, 1968]

Still thinking of federal politics, wasGEhere ever 2 time when you
felt closer to eny other party? [19T7L:]

The consistency of identification is a dichotomous verieble containing
consistent identifiers, thet is, people who identify with the same party

et toth the federal anéd provincisl levels of government, and inconsistent



25

. - " :
identifiers, tha is,'requndents who identify with ong party federally

and another 'ty provin;ia}ly. Nonidgntifiéfs are excluded from this

variable. Consistency is rendered by the questions:

When you say you are a ., are you thinking of national politics,
politiecs here in this province, or both? :
{If national] Well, how.about politics here in ? How do you

think of yourself?

[1f provincial] Well, how about national politics? How do you think
of yourself? [1965, 1968197

Unlike the 1965 and 1968 studies, the 1974 ;equences of questions about '
federal and provincial identifications were separated in the question-
naire. The two sets of questions are contrasted in order to vield the
variable of consistency. The feaegal seéuence is discussed above under
direction of identification. The proﬁincial_sequence reads:

Thinking of provincial politics here in , do vou generally think
of vourself as a Liberal, Conservative, NDP, Social Credit, or what?
[In Quebec] Liberal, Parti Québécois, Social Credit, Union Nationale,
or what? ’

{If no) Well, still thinking of provincial politics here in ,do
vou generally think of vourself as a little closer to ome of the
parties than to the others?

[If ves] Which party is that? [1974]70

The number of deviations from strong, stable, and consistent

~identification is an index developeé by Clarke, Jemson, LeDuc and

\

F‘e.rrmnatt,"l and it is composed of onel, two, andléhree deviations. The

index is constructed by assigning an|individual cne point for weakness
oo
1

of idéntification, one point for insfgbility, and one point for incon-

sistency. Thus, an individual with weak, unstable, and inconsistent
identification scores three deviationg away from the classic pattern.
]
!
Honidentifiers are excluded from the index.

Party Closest on Most Important Issue

Party closest on most important issue in 1974 is a variable of

. three categories. They are Liberal-othar, Conservative-other, and NDP-

~J

/
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~ other. Missing data are excluded from this variable. The questions are:

Now, I would like to ask you some more specific questions about the
recent federal election. What, in your opinion, was the most impor-

tant issue to you,‘persouallyjoin that election? Which party is
¢closest to you on this issue?/~

Direction of Voting Behaviour
/ - »

Direction of Voting Behaviour im 1974 is a variable that consists

-

of three categories. They are Liberal vote- other, Conservative vote-
other, and .NDP vote-other. Respondents who did not vote in 1974, who
voted for Social Credit or other minor parties, or whose votes are not
ascertainable are excluded from the variable. The construction of the
variable in this manner is guided by considerations relating to the sub-
sequent usé of partial correlations and regression analvses. The ques-—
tionsN\gmploved to.congtruct the variable are:

Now, thinking about this vear's July federal electiem, we find that

a lot of people weren't able to vote because they were away, or had

some other reasons for not voting. How about vou? Did vou vore

this time, or did something happen to ke$g vou from voting?

[1f voted] For which party did you vote?
Voting Behaviour in 1972 is constructed in the same manner as the wvari-
able of voting behaviour in 1974. The questions are:

The last federal election before the one in July was in October,

1972. Do you remember for sure whether or not you voted in that
election? [If voted] Which party did vou vote for274

;

Methoés
Histograms *
| The histogram conven?égnally is used to show visually a frequency
distributign. it is constructed with bars that represent the relative
sizes of intervals in the distribution.’> The thesis displays seven
histograms (that is, Trudeau for 1968 and 1974, Stanfield for 1968 and

1974, Douglas for 1968, Lewis for 1974, and Caocuette for 1974; see Figure

2.1) in order to depict the distribution of party leader thermometer
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scores. Each histogram consists of ten intervals with each interval com-
posed of ten points. The heights of the bars are determined by the per-

centages. of respondents falling into the ittervals.

k)

Tabular Distribu;ions of Thermomenter Scores and
Images of Party Leaders

These tables include relative affect for party leaders (see Table

2.1), images among. the electorate (see Table 2.4), content of each lead-

er's image (see Table 2.6), and images aﬁong party identifiers (seé Table
3.3). For each table, the data are reported as percentages. Also eyam-
ineé are mean party leader thermometer scores by érovince (see Table 2.2),
mean numbers of images of party leaders by direction‘oﬁ\party identifica-
rion (éee Table 3.3), and direction of the vote by socioeconomic-
demographic variables (see Table 4.1) and by party leader thermometer

I

scores (see Table 4.2).

One-Wav Analvsis of Variance

This procedure is used to test for differences between the méans
of more than two samples aand, thus, it can Be employed in testing for the
presence of 2 statistically significant relafionship between a nominal or
"higher-order scalé, that is, the independent variable, and an interval-
level.scale.-"6 A series of one-way analysis of variance tésts is per-
formed to determine whether or not there are differences in levels of af--
fect for various party leaders within different groups of the electorate.
One part of the series involves thermometer scores as the intervai—level
scale and religion, ethnicity, subjective social class, objective social
class, education, age, sex, and community size (see Table 2.3), as well
as direction ard intensity of party identification (see Table 3,2} as the

independent variables. The second part of the serles employs the number
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of images of party leaders as the interval ale and the index of politi-

cal interest (see Table 2.5),*ghé Tomponents of party identification, and

A e

. e .
the index of deviations from strong, stable, consistent identification

(see Tables 3.4 and 3.5) as the independent variables.

Partial Correlations C .

P Partial correlation is a multivariate technique which is used to
demonstrate the relationship between a dependent variable and one or more
independent variables, while controlling for one or more other iﬁdependent

variables.77

In this thesis, three categories of the variable involving
. direction of the vote in 1974, that is, Liberal vote-other,*Conservativé
vote-other, and NDP vote-other, constitute the three dependent variables.
There also are three independent and several_control variables. The inde-
pendent variables are the'thefmometer scores for T;udeau, Stanfield, and
Lewis. Thé contrel variables include party closest on most-iﬁportant
. -

issue, direction and stability of party identification, and feelings

about other leaders {see Table 4.3).

. o
Analvsis of Commonalities

Analysis of commonalities is a wvariant of liﬂear, stepwise.regfes-
sion analysis. The latter is a procedure that reveals the zero-order
relationships between the dependent and independent variables, predicts
the exact value of change in one variable from ot&er variables, and per-
mits the variables to be rank-ordered in terms of their significance as

prediétors. The regression equation78 is: | .

!
Y =a+ lel + ... bnxn + e
where Y is the dependent variable
a is a constant, the intercept of the regression line with the
Y-axis
by through b_ are the unstandardized regression coefficients
upon which the standardized regression coefficients (Betas)

f -
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are calculated = _ :
X; through X, are the independent vatiables Do oo
e is an error term

As a variant of this procedure, analysis of commonalities specifies two
. - o N o,
equations, reverses their .order of entry, and allows the results to be de-

composed into unique and joint effects, that is, the proportions of vari-

ance due to the individual and ¢&Smbined effects of each variable can be

_idencifged.79 ' | o

- in this thesis, the analysi§ is performed for.e;ch subgroup of

the electorate - stable party identifiers with a low-moderate or a high
level of politiecal interest, unétable‘partisans having a loé—moderate or

a high Qegéee of interest, nonidentifiers, switchers, transients, and
new voters. It separates the percentage of variance in Libéral, Conserva-
tive, or NDP veting that is attributable to socioeéonomic—ﬁemographic‘

variables from that traceable to party identification, feelings about

party leadefﬁ, and party closest on a most important 1ssued0 (see Table

Summary
Armajsr idea to emerge from this chapter -concerns the parﬁdoxical
position occupied by long-term forces in th§ scholarly.literature on
electoral behaviour in Canada. On the one hand, such forces as region,
religion, and ethnicity have been found to exert a significant influence
on voting. _On the other hand, although party identification has been dis-
cussed as.a long-term forcé, its tendencies towards weakness and instabil-

ity among Capadian voters suggest that short-term forces could affect

electoral choice. In particular, party leaders should be important, an

idea vhich is central to the brokerage theory of Canadlan partisan poli-

tics. Yer, to date, 'the nature of images of party leaders and their
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effgcts'on voting have not been.examined in alrigo:pus manner.

Accordlngly, the purpose of my-thesis is to advance our knowledge

by examining the distributions and impact of Lmages of party 1eaders.

i . . .
Towards this end, the present chapter_reviews existing literature, formu-

- ¥

lades some expectations, and discusses the data, measures, and methods

: that“arg used to rest them.. The tests occur in Chapters 2, 3, and-4.

Chapter %Iinvestigates distributions and typeslof‘images of narty
ltaders. Chapter 3 studies thelr relationship w1th pérty identlficatlon;
{Chaptnr 4 presents data with which to, assess the effect of images on
voting behaviour. Finally, Chapter 5 summarizes the major findings and
forwar&s some thoughts about the state of research on electoral behaviour

generally and i% Canada particularly. (\v/
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discussed in Chapter 4.
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CHAPTER 2

IMAGES OF PARTY LEADERS

lIntroduction
. " As discussed in th;‘previous chapter, Canadian party leadefs are
e
regarded as important and,sélient actors on the polirical stage. They
are important ﬁecause they play unifying roles in their respective p#rty

&

organizations, are spokesmen for their parties, forge coalitions of vot-
ers, and play a major role in formulatinéfpolicies and laws of the land.l’
They are 'salient since aspects of their ;rivate and p;ofessional lives
receive considerable coverage from the media of communications. _Given
these features about party leaders, they should be capable of érojecting

images of themselves onto members of the public. These images are ex-

pected to display certain patterns which may be recagitulated from the

-t

section entitled "Expectations” in Chapter 1.
Briefly, with respect to the affective dimension of images of
party leaders, one expectatiom is that a large number of voters, espec-

izlly those who are residents of Quebec, young, or female, would have

-felt more warmly- about Pierre Trudeau, the Liberal Party's leader, than

L 4
about other leaders, particularly Robert Stanfield, leader of the Con-

servative Party. The evaluative dimension of images may be discussed in

terms of their frequency, direction, and content. That is, it is antici-

pated that many voters should ke able to express an iﬁage of a party”
leader, especially of Trudeau and Stanfimld. For Trudeau, the references

should be more positive than negative in direction. Mentions of

42
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- since his personality and ecoﬁpmic policies had tended to alienate

k3

Stanfield's images, however, are expected to display the conversepattern

Tpeople. “Another expectation,'wﬁich hinges on the flow of images through

ol

the media to receptive members of the public and assumes that very pelit-
/ - ‘ B :
ically-interested persons have .a lafger amount of information at their

disposal with which to evaluate the strengths and weaknesses of party

- .

leaders, is that they should be more capable of advancing positive ard

. _ h
negative images than would be their lower interested counterparts.” A
. .

remaining expectation to be advanced/;s that words portraying Stanfield's

personality, stvle, economic pdlicies, and leadership ability as poor
' - ~ .
would emerge from analyses of the content of his images. In descriptioms

1

. -
of Trudeau's images, Tompidmentary adjecTives should figure prominently.3
) \-__\\.a—/

To brobe the validity of these expectations is the function of this first
Enalytical chapter;

Findings

{
. ;—!

The Affective Coépongnt of Images o?lParty Leaders
To assess levels of affegt for party leaders,.the 100~-point

thermometer scalesA were employed. The data derived frém these sca 23
are presented in Figure 2.l,j'With regard to the e#tgéﬁg ends of tbe
scale, the‘figuremreveals-that Tnuggéﬁ‘was assigned 2 score between 0 and
20 by 8.3 per cent ané 12.7 per ceat, but between 80 and 100 by 2§.9 per
cent and 21.1 per éent, of ph371968 and 1974 respondents, respectively.
Standing in opposition to the pattern for Trudeau is that for Stanfield -
9.2 per cent énd él.O per cent alloted him a score between 0 and 20,
while merely 9:2 per cent and 5.4 per cent of-the 1968 and 1974 samples

placed him inm the category of 80 to X00. The corresponding figures for

Tommy Dduglas and David Lewis are 12.3 per cent =nd 21.6 per cent in the

K
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former category, and 10.8 per cen£ and 5.6 ﬁer‘cent in the‘latterlone.

. “Another view of the data involving levels of affectlfor the four
party leaders is gained by aggregating the scores o£ 0 to 49 inclusive
into a general category of negativg affect. As a result of thi§ proce-
dure, it appears that while 35.9 per cent of the 1974'vote¥s §e&t’nega—

tively about Trudeau, 64.6 per cent,'ﬁl;ﬁ R&F cent, and 68.1 per cent did

s¢ about Stanfield, Lewis, and Real Caoﬁétte, :espeEtivgly. These pat-

terns of affective .feelings largely replicate those existing in 1968.

That is, Trudeau, Stanfield, and Douglas were included in the broad

range of negative affect by 30.3 per cent, 46.7 per cent, and 51.2 per

cent of the 1968 voters. ' -

Cverall, then, while it is rECOgnizéd that publié‘opinion polls
have documented a tendency for popular perceptions of party leaders to
fluctuate dramatically over short time—periods5 and that the data were
not gathered as a panel study, Figure 2.1 offers indicatidn of a small

change in feelings about each party leader between 1968 and 1974.. Fur-

ther, it demonstrates a propensity for Trudeau to have garnered favourable
perceptions among more Canadian voters than did other leaders and, in
several instances, that leaders of the two minor parties, particularly
Lewis and Douglés,.were more positively rated tha; was Stanfield.

Additional evidence of the %in&ings from Figure 2.1 is displayed :
in Table 2.1.6 The table shows that althougﬁ‘Trudegu scored twenty-—ome
or more'points behind Stanfield for 14.6 per cent and 14.8 per ceﬁt of
the 1968 and 1974 voters, respectively, fully 35.2 per cent and 42.9 per
cent ranked the Liberal leader twenty-one or more points zhead of the
Conservative leader, and only 7.0 per cent and 10.4 per cent rated theq___J/

equally. Similarly, 39.1 per cent and 43.3 per cent of the 1974 respon-

dents accorded Trudeau a score which exceeds that for Lewis or Caouette by
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twenty-one or more points. These two leaders, however, fared bet?gfjthan
the Liberal leader by the same amount of points for 14.0 per cent-and
11.1°per cent. This trend also is_evidént from a comparison of the
scores assigned to Trudeau and Douglas in 1968. A more ob;ious.indica—
tion of the extent to which the Liberal leader was ranked more highly
than were other leaders is available by aggregating the three categdgies

on the right side of the continuum. When this is done, it becomes appar-
ent that 63.2 per cent, 62.2 . per cent, and 66.5 per cent of .the 1974

electorate favoured Trudeau over Stanfield, Lewis, and Caouette. This
findiné obtains for the 1968 respondents as well. The trend clearly'
favouring Trudeau, however, is not readily apparent in comparisons among
the Conservative, New Democratic, and Social Credit leaders. As an
example, although 21.0 per cent of the 1968 voters ranked Stanfield
twenty-one or more p&ints ahead of Douglas, and 18.0 per cent and 21.9
per cent of the 1974 respondents gave him'an average twentyv-one Or more
points be?ond scores for Lewis, and Céouette, respectivély, nearl; equiv-
alent percentages of respondents, that is, 17.4 per cent, 21.7 per cent,
and 15.4 per cent, put the other'leaders more points ahead of Stanfield.
This pattern also is manifestea_when Lewis' scores are contrasted with
those of Caouette.

. In summary, the findings-presented in Figure 2.1 and Table 2.1
pefmit three observafions to be advanced. First, each party leader, in-
cluding Trudeau, experienced a small net decline in levels of affect be-
tween 1968 and 1974. Second, it is evident that positive feelings abéut
Trudeau overshadowed those about Stanfield, Douglas and Lewis, and
Caouette in both 1968 and 1974. Third, levélé of affect accorded to the

latter four leaders varied only moderately. In some instances, however,

-the other leaders fared siightly better than did Stanfield.
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Distributions of Affect Among Socioeconomic-Demographic Groups
To describe in greater detail the affective compoﬁent of images

of party leaders, the thermometer scores assigned to them were cross-

tabulated with several politically relevant scoloeconomic-demographic
-variables that have been found to correlate with party identification and

‘.voting behaviour, particularly provincialism or regionalism, religiom,

7 The data on provincial variations in affective feelings

about the leaders are presented in Table 2.2.8 In Newfoundland, Trudeau

and ethnicity.

fanked fully 18.6, 14.9, and 29.9 points ahead of Stanfield, Lewis, and
Caouette, respectively. Similariy, although not unexpecﬁedly given
Quebec's traditional reputation as a Liberal bastion® and Trudeau's
French-Canadian origins, his highest scores of 71.6 in 1968 and 68.7 in-
1974 were rendered by this province, and they surpass the scores given
to Stanfield a2nd Douglas in 1968 by 29.9 and 251§$2355ts, and Stanfield,
Lewis, and Caouette in 1974 by 28.5, 25:2, and -1%.0 pointé, respegtivelf.
The distriﬁutions.for Newfoundland ahd_Quebec-are more of less replicated
for Ontario, British Columbia, and the three Prairie provinces.‘ That the
people of Manitoba and Saskatchewan should have a higher regard for
Trudeau than for Stanfield or Lewis is unexpected in light of their pro-
. i . .
pensity to elect Conservative candidates since the Diefenbaker sweep in
1958 and their support of the CCF/NﬁP since the 1930s. Even in Alberta,‘
a province which gave nearly all of its seats to the Conservatives in
1968 and 1972,lO Trudeau oﬁtscored the Conservative leadéétby an average
of 8.5 points in 1974. Nova Scotia, Stanfield's own province, was the
only one that deviated from the national patterns of both 1968 and 1974.
Yet, even in this province, the level of affect accorded to him did not

(-]
exceed greatly that received by Trudeau--70.7 versus 61.1 in 1968, and

61.6 versus 55.8 in 1974,
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The data in Table 2.2 alsg demonstrate the existénce of a decline
in ievels of positive affect for eacﬁ party leader between 1968 and 1974. -
For example, Stanfield's mean thermometer.scores reflect a reduction in
virtually every pfovince, rangigg rom 4.? paints:in Bfitish Qolumbia to R
22.7 points in Newfoundldnd. Correspéﬂding figures for Ontario, Quebec,
and Nova Scogia are 7.8, 11.8, and 9.1, respectiﬁely. Simiiarly, Lewis
‘did less well than did his predecessor, Tommy Douglas, in every province
but Quebec. As for Trudeau, his average rankings dec;eased in Newfound-
land, Quebec, Ontario, British Columbia, and-Manitobg, but they increased
in New Brunswick and Prince Edward Island. Consequently, his aberage
national ranking declined less precipitously thaﬁ did that of each of

his rivals.

g
With respect to the effects of several socioceconomic factors on

voters\ feelings about party leaders, the data in Table 2.3 reveal that

Trudeau's \mean 1968 and 1974 scores among Canadians who weré Anglicans,
Presbyterians, or members of the United Church were 65.9 and 54.5,- ¥
whereas his mean rankings among Catholic respondents were 71.% and 68.0.
Caocuette also was perceived ﬁore favourably by‘Catholigs. §tanfielé, on
the other hand, did peoorly in this group with ;ankingé of 53.6 in 1968
and 43.4 in 1974, His ratings aéBng the major Protestant denominations
were 58.6 and 504. Similarly, Douglas and Lewils achieved higher mean
thermometers among Protestant than among Catholic voters.

Yet, despite these £rends in levels of affect for the Conserva-
tive and New Demccratic leaderé, as .well as a net decline in each lead:‘
ér's scores éﬁSﬁg every religious group between 1968 and 1974, Trudeau
outranked the other 1eade;s. Illustrative of this phenoménon are the

differences between Trudeau and Stanfield of 7.3 and Trudeau and Douglas.

of 6.8 in 1968, as well as those between Trudeau and Stanfield of 4.1,
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Trudeau and Lewis of &.9,'and Trudeau and Caouette of 13.7 in 1974 among
Anglican, Presbytgrian, and United Church respondents. The corresponding
figures for Cathﬁlics are 18.1 and 25.1 in 1968, and 24.6, 22.5, and
20.5 in 1974. Moreover, Lewls was perceived ﬁore favourably than was
Stanfield by thé former group in 1968 and by fhe latter group in 1974.

An in;pection'qf the meﬁn 'scores receivédlﬁy party leaders from
the major ethnic groups discloses ﬁhat Trudeau's 1968 ané\}974 rankings

A
were higher among persons of French rather than of Anglo—CélEic origin.

In the former group, tﬁe scores were 68.6 and 74.2, and in th; lattex
group they were 56.8 and 66.2. éaouette élso did weil among French-
Canadi;;s in 1974, while Stanfield, Lewis, and Douglas were regarded
more favourably by those of Anglo-Celtic or of Northern or Western Euro-
pean descent. Overall, Trudeau ranked ahead of tﬁe other party leaders
among each ethnic group, Sutscoring the Conservative, N¥ew Democratic, and
Social Credit leaders by 7.9, 6.4, and 16.4 points among persoms of
English extraction; by 10;6, 12.2, and 17.7 points for Northern or West-
ern Europeans; and by fully 26.0, 23.5, and 18.6 points for respondents
of French backgéounds. The 1968 data display an identical pattern.
Another variable which has been used extensively in research on
political attitudes and behaviour is social class. In the table, three

measures of social classll

are emploved. The first measure includes re-
spondents’' subjective ratings of their class status. In 1968, among
bqrsons who perceived themselves as working or lower, middle, or upper-
middle or upper class, Trudeau's mean thermometers were 58.3, BZ.Ol and
66.5. His 1974 ratings were 64.0, 70.3, and 74.0, thereby indicating
that the Liberal leader particularly éppealed to upper-middle or upper

class individualsl2 and thar, despite this fact, he received higher

‘scores from all three classes of Canadians than did his rivals. Among
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.the upper-middle or upper-cféss, for“exampiE:‘TEﬁaéau outranked‘8£anfield
by 19.3 points, Lewis by é0.9 points, and Caouette by 24.8 points. The
only other leader whose average scores varied with class pefcep;io;s is
Lewis.. His standingg‘wére 45.6, 46.8, and 49.3, respectively.

The second measure of social class is an objective one depicting
variations in occupatioﬁal prestige. Use of this measure upholds the
finding that social class does not substantially affect Canadians'lfeél—
ings about party leaders, with the exception of Trudeau, but some differ—
ences ﬁetﬁeeﬁ leaders do exist. That is, Trudeau outranked Stanfield,

»

Douglas, Lewis, and Caocuette. Among respondents of lower occupational
prestige, the differences are 13.0 between Trudeau and Stanfield, and
12.1 between Trudéag and Douglas. In 1974, the Liberal leader exceeded
Stanfield, Lewis, and Caouette by 1l1.8, 10.6, and 13.7 points, respect-
ively. Trudeau also did better with persons of high occupational status,
surpassing Stanfield, Lewis, and Caocuette by 15.9, 13.6, and 19.3 points,
respectively. This discovery further holds true for the low and moder-
ately high occupaticnal categories. 3

The third measure of social class is predicated upon the conven-

tional assumption that education is a sensitive indicator of class posi-
tion in an advanced, industrial society.l3 Education seemingly does in-
Lfluence feelings about leaders in some intriguing ways. One difference
involves more positive perceptions of Stanfield and. Caouette among per-
sons with low as opposed to high educational attainment. In contrast,
the NDP and Liberal leaders were favoured by the univgrsity-educated
groups, Among individuals who had completed college or university,
scores for Douglas and Lewis were 56.4 and 51.0, and 76.0 and 64.5 for

Trudeau in 1968 and 1974, respéctively. At the other end of the cgn-

tinuum, for persons who had experienced an elementary or less education,
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“the figures are 50.2, 44.2, 63.2, and 64.5, respectively. Onfthe basis

of these data, it is clear that Trudeau‘ougfanked the two New Democratic

leaders for both groups. Mofeover, he scored higher than did Caouette

> ., - . -

and Stanfield‘fqr both 'the former and latter educational categories, as
well as for persons with either secondary or some u;iversity education.
: Finally, ‘given the repeated discover} that factors such as‘;ge,
sex, and urban-rural resideney correlate w1:h voting behaviour in some
political milieux, these three variables were ;;osstabulated with mean
thermometer scores on the assumptidn that voting beﬁévioﬁ\ is not inde-
pendent of people's:evaluatioﬁs of party leaders. An pection’of the
distributions by age in Table 2.3 discloses thaé Stanfield was held in
higher eséeem by older than by vounger Canadians. Indeed, his scores
wefe 59.2 in 1968 and 55.3 in 1974 among persons sixty years of age or

older, and 55.6 and 42.7 for the youngest respondents. Douglas' scores

also tended to increase as one moves-across the categories of age, while

Trudeau was favoured highly by the yaunger people in 1968. For Trudeau,

Lewis, and Caouette in 1974, no significant age-related difference in
affective feelings 15 revealed by the data. Moreover the other leaders'
thermometers pale in light of those of Trudeau. Among the youngest
group, the Liberal leader received 17.0,'11.4, and 16.2 points more than
did‘Stanfield, Lewis, and Caocuette, respectively. This finding ;s echoed
by @atterﬂé'for the other age groups in both vears.

Upon Eurning,fo the sex variable, it is surprising to learn that,
given Trudeau's presumed appeal to the female segment of the Canadian
electorate in 1968,14 men and women did not differ drastically in the
scores assigned go the Liberal leader. The same finding occurs for 1974.
Nor aré thereAsex-re;ated differences in the rankings of Cacuette;

Q

Douglas, Lewis, and Stanfield, with the ‘sole exception to this trend

(o
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being Stanfield in 1968. His two séores of 54.6 for meg&and 58.2;£ot'

women imply a preference among the latter as opposed to the formeragroup

for the Conservative leader. ,Nevertheless, Trudeau's score does exceed

. ' : ¥ - ) .
that assigned—eq\?canfield for both sexes in that year, and he also out-

ranked the New Democratic and Social Credit leaders.

In terms of'urban—rufal differences in levels of affect, it is

evident that Trudeau's scores were highest in cities'with between 100,000

and 500, 000 or over 500,000 inhahitants. In such areas, his_scores ‘were
68. 0 and 73. 3 in 1968, and 62.6 and 61.5 1n 1974 f&ém these apices, the
rankings decline, but even though his lowest standlngs are 61.4 in 1968
and 54.6 in 1974, as sssigned to him by occggaets of farming areas, they
obviously areipositive. Similarly, Douglas‘and‘Lewis were perceived more
fa;ourably by Lhe residents of -large cities rather than of small towns or

agricultural aﬂstricts. On the other hand,_Stanfield's most pesitive
'rankings'were aicorded to him by the farming communities - 61.2 %n 1968
and 52.4 in 1974. From these levels, his scores decrease mdonotonically
until ettaining the lowest averages of 51.4 and 44.0 among iehabitants of
the largest eities.' Caouette's distrieption resgmbles‘that of Stanfield.
Desbipe these ' trends for the Comservative and éocial CFedit leaders, how-
ever, Trudeau's scores exceed- them and the New Democratic leaders in all
sizes of communitf of residence for both years. For example, in cities
of 100,000 to 500,000 dwellers, the differences between Trudeau and
Caocuette, Douglas, Lewis, and Starnfield in 1968, aed Stanfield in 1974
are 17.3, 11.1, 12.4, and 12.7 and 16.8 points, respectively.

In summary, the data displayed in Table 2.3 offer distinet evi-
dence for the tendency of various cleavages in Canadian society to ac-

count for differences in feelings about party leaders. Trudeau derived ‘

. his highest 1968 mean thermometer scores from Catholic, French, and
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upper-middle or upper class respdndeuts. He also was pereeiveélmost -

N .
Pl TN

.favourably by individuals having_highLy prestigious oecupations,'resiu"

-—

dents of large tities, young people and those who had receiﬁed—a coiiege

or university education. The only euception to this rortrait of affect
for Trudeau in 1974 is that he was regé?ded well by all age groups. Iu
marked contrast to Trudeau s pattern is that of Stanfield The highest
estlmatieus of him came from people whose religlous denomination is

Aaglican, Presbytériau, or-ﬁnited Church; whose ethnicity is Angle-

Celtic or Northern or Western European; who are forty-six vears-or older;
. . . - b- d .
and who resided in small towns or famming eommuni@ies. ‘Women_also ranked

him meore favourably than did men in 1968; but‘uot-in 1974 when no sex- ;
. d . . N V .
related differences Qere‘gpparent. The other inconsistency between 1968
. . ! ' _ |
and 1974 involves levels of education, that is, no- educational variations

occurred in 1968 whereas higher evaluations of Stanfield were given by
< e ), . ; i - :
the mon-university rather than university-educated in 1974. Caouette's

sources of affect resemble those of-Sﬁaufield iu,term' ofihppeuling to
1 R "

respondents with eleméntary schoul backgrounds aud residency in small
o .

communities, but also those of Trudeau vis{é-vis the’ Catholic and Freach

rankings. The picture for Lewis is contrary to that for Cacuette/ . The

NDP leader scored well among major Engllsh and Protestant g£™ups, the

LIS

’ t
unlver31ty-educated and persons living in large cﬁéggs. This also is

true for Douglas, but he additionally was ranked highly by members of the

buttressed by recognition of the additienal fact that Trudeuu's 1968 mean

.

Qorking or lower. class, and young respondents,'while no social class and
age dr fferences were ev1dent for.Lewis in. 1974.

Two other findings emerge from Table 2.3. One pertains to the .-
propensity for’Trudeau clearly to have outranked the other uarty leaders

among almost every socioeconomic or demugraphic group, This finding is



-
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scores not onlyrsurpassed.ﬁhéglevel of 60,
Thé rankings received by Stanfield and Dougla$, however, rarely exceeded
‘60, were principally confined to the rangejof'SO ;hrough 59, and some-
times plunged bélpw 50. For 1974, thermometers in the upper 30s and low
GOé‘chafacFerized Trudeau. These rankings vary sharply.from those of
‘Stanfield, Lewié, and Caouette who main;y were situated‘within the range

‘of 40 through 45. The other finding relates to a met decline in each

- .

leader's mean scores for all groups between 1968 and 1974. To illus-

trate this phenomenon, it can be™wsjted that the net negative changes in

field's levels of affect for respondents of'Anglican, Presbyterian, or

United Church denomination,. Anglo-Celtic descent, elementary-school edu- .

-

cation, sixty years of age or older, or farming communities are 8.2, 9.9

H

' - - -
8.1, 8.5, and 8.8 points, respectively. The variation among womfn is:

12.1 points. With regard to the NDP leader, depreciations of 8.&}\§;f:‘//J

-

5.4; and 6.7»poi@ts 5g;uf-§etweéﬁ Déugias' 1968 rankings and Lewis' 1974
'scoxgg'fof the ﬁajor'éuglish and Protéstant groups, persons who had
finiéﬁed ﬁniversity'p¥ograms, and residents of cities w%th popﬁlations
ranging bé;ween iCO{OOO and 5b0,000, respecfively. The score changes by
:-6;4 points amoﬁé'ﬁgg;ondents who subjectively rated themselves as members
.'of the working'br-ldwer class.
‘ dvg;ali, the thrée findings revealed by Table 2.3 introduce an

P - ¢ . .
interesting reseafch guestion. This question pertains to the evaluative

component of_imageé of party leaders held by Canadians. It is explored

%

*in fhé’fBlLowiﬁg‘secticn.of:this chapter.

o
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The Evaluative Component of Images of Party Leaders

An appreciation of the number, direction, and content of images
of party-leaders may be gscertained from.a series of opeﬁ—ended, iike—
dislike‘questions about each leader.l5 The number and direction of
images are reported in Table 2.4.16_ Perhaps qge most remarkgbie finding
demonstrated by this table is that'93.8 per cent of the 1974 sample of
voters. had some image of a partf’leadér, with the average number of
images per reéﬁéndént being 5.9. Equally interesting are .83.3 per cent
and 7§.8 per éent of the respondeﬁts who offered positive and negative
images, reépectively. The mean number of positive images is 3.5 and for

negative images it is 2.4. These data indicate that voters in 1874 were

slightly more favourably rather than unfavourably disposed towards the

e

party leaders.
in terms of images of each leader, those of the two major party
léadefs figured érominentlf in the électorate's mind. Fully 86.6 per
cent and 76.6 per cent evaluated-T;udeau and Stanfield, respectively,
while 59.0 per cent and 48.5 per cent did so for Lewis and Caoﬁette. The
mean numbers of images, taken in turn, are 2.2, 1.6, 1.2, and 0.9. When
‘-theée gene;al images were differentiated_according to their positive or
negative direction, the largesf percentage of respondents, 72.3 per cent,
péesented a favourable picture 5% Trudeau; and the lowest percen;;ge,
37.9 per cent, ventﬁfed sﬁch a‘perception of Cacuette. The average num-
bers of poéitive images of Trudegu, Stanfield, Lewis and Caocuette are
1.4; 0.7, and 0.6, respectively. The largest percentage of respondents,
59.1 per cent, viewed the Coﬁservative leader in negative terms. Similar
perceptions ofkfrudeau, Lewls, and Caocuvette obtained from among 54.1 per

cent, 34.0 per cenﬁ, and 24.5 per cent in 1974, 1In brief, then, Table

2.4 offers two findings: a significantly large number of respondents
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Table 2.4. Number and Direction of Images of Party Leaders, 197k

bl

Percentage®: ' Mean Number of Images
Image .of a party leader . 93.8 : 1 .

5.9

Positive image of = party leader 83.3 3.5
Negative image of & party leader - 79.8 2.4
Total images of Trudesn 88.6 2.2
- Stanfield 76.6 1.6
Lewis - -. _  59.0 1.2

Cacuette 48.5 0.9

Positive images. of Trudesu 72.3 .. 1.k
Stanfield Lg.2 0.7

Lewis L6.4 0.7

. Caouette 37.9 0.6

Negative images of Trudean 5Lh.1 0.8
Stanfield '59.1 0.9

Lewis 34,0 0.L

Caouette 2L.s Q0.3

*Percentages are based on a weiéhted half-sample size of 1203.

v
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reported images of party -leaders, and fhere ié a tendency for Trudeau to
have‘been perceived mofé favouf;bly than weré the:other party leaders.
One possible explanation for variation‘in thé meéﬁ number of

images of party leaders reéts;on’pol;tical interest.i7‘ Its influence is
assessed in Table 2.5. From the table; it is obvious that -persgns who
were vefy interested in poliﬁics averaged 1.6, 1.0, 1.0, and 0.1 éésitive
images'and 1.0, l.i, 0.6, and '0.4 negétive images:of Trudeau, Stanfieid,

Lewis, and Caouette, respectively. From these magnitudes, the mean num-

“bers of images decline monotonically thrBuéh.thg moderate to low cate-

gories. The latter group offered only 1.2, 0.5, 0.1, and 0.1 favourable

and 0.7, 0.8, 0.3, and 0.3 unfavourable evaluations of the Liberal, Con-

servative, New Democratic, and Social Credit leadets. Another'discovery

in Table 2.5 is that Trudeau again had more positive images than did the

other party leaders. Aﬁong persons who professed to have been moderately

~ interested, the differences of means between Trudeau and Stanfield,

Lewis, and Caouette are 0.7, 0.7, and 1.4, respectively. Accompanving
this trend is fhe féct‘that'Stanfieid accumulated 0.2, 0.5, and 0.7 more
negative images than did Trudeau, Lewis, ;nd Caouette.

The data examined thus far present the numbers and the direction,
but not the conéént of images of 'party ledders. The latter was collapsed
iﬁto eight categ;:ries.18 These cétegories not only constitute an eco-
nomically-analytical approach but also preserve the central themes. 9f
the 1968 and i974 election caﬁpaigns. The percentages of respondents
loca;ed in the categories are exhibited in Table 2.6. Immediately clear
from an inspection of the 1974 data is the finding that personality and ,
style dominated the responses for eaéh party leader. Nearly one-half and

slightly over one-quarter of the voters referred positively and negatively

to Trudeau's personal characteristics, 36.2 per cent and 17.0 per cent



. T2A9T TOO® 943 99 ATTBoT4873038 JUEdTJFudts a8 sdTysuoT38Taly

2'e . T'f .. x6°g2 °  wGeE W' gT HEGE T RTUTT :m.mm* =Jd - ~
o 10 90 o't - T'T 0T 0°'1 9°'1 C wi
£°0 T°0 60 g°0 0T 80 90 6T aqeIepou
€0 10 £°0 T°0 g'o S0 Lo 2T 10T
oAT3Edsu oAT3T80d m>apd&MMltmwmwﬂmom 9AT3Udou  D9AT}TB04 ATI8T0U: SAT}FBO0 | . 183493UT TYOT1TTOd
a330n08) 8TAD] . PIOTIUEG | / Nwapnay, Fo

1

. :hmﬂ 389409Ul [BOFATIOd JO Xopul ayg
‘Aq mum@qu £qxeg Jo saBeuy Jo Jaqumy uwaj Jo UOTANATIIETQ ‘2 o91qelL




- A | 3n

mentioned favourable and unfavourable elements of his style or épproach,
and only 12.4 per cent and 6.9 per cent alluded approvingly as opposed to
disparagingly to the factor of leadership in his image. This finding is

“consistent with previous research and with the Liberal Party's accentua-

»

tioﬁ upon the competence of Trudeau. % Illustrat%%e of the 'general types
of pérsonality,_style, and leadership are positive comments concerning
‘his energy and dynamism, intelligence and honesty, and job performahce
(see Appendix). As an'eﬁample, a forty-four years' old, British Colum-
bian housewife who was married to a contract miner stafed: "I like his
frankness. I éppreciate that. He has a nice personality - a charminé
person.”  Among négative opinions, arrogance, excessive travel;ing, and
a failure to attehd‘to businéss figured most prominently. Such senti-
ments weré expres;ed by a sixty yvears' old, Albertan housewiée who was
married to a retireé 0il salesman: ‘''Trudeau is too self-centred. He is

always looking for personal gain. The dollar-and-cent sign is for him-
s;lf and not for the country. Hey's not helpiﬁg the countryside and i%
too persuaded by the East [provinces beyond the eastern boundary of Mani-
tobal. He tazkes too many holidafs and, on Ais visits to foreign coun-
tries, he doesn't get'down to real facté," Another respondent, a young
university student living in Ontario attempted to explain Trudeau's al-
leged aura of arrogance. She maintained that: '"I think because of his
intellectual and culturgl outlook; he can be a bit of a cold fish when
dealing with the ordinary man in the street. He has a dictatorship atti-
tude. I think he'd love to be one znd have the power ofoone." On the
other hand, a public séhool teacher announced that he liked Trudeau's
"detachment"..."things happen around him and he sits unruffled.”

The failure of economic issues, most notably inflation, to enter

" into Canadians' evaluations of Trudeau is scomewhat surprising given that

o -
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- vot;rs night be-expectgd to have perceived the Liber;1 Party's.ieader,.

then aiso the prime minister, as accountable fof and Stanfield's policies

as the antidote against inflation.20 As stated, thig did not occur, with

only 1.9 per cent of the respondents criticizing Trudeau for not taking
@easures to combat inflation. Yet, any apprehension aboué économic méb-

ters did not benefit Stanfield either. Only 2.3 per cent and 3.4 per

cent positively and negatively connected thisissue ;ith-his-image. Typi-

cal of}ghe former attitude is the British Columbian hﬁﬁsewife's feeling

that "he recognized the problem of prices and costs, and although his

way of soluipg it‘wasn't right, he did have é solution te try." Nor was
leadership,; major ingredient of Stanfield's image, as merely 3.4 per

cent and-T?Fxpef cent mentioned it positively as opposed to negatively.

A number of people, however, did forward impressions of his personality

and style. That is, 32.5 per cent and 33.8 per cent disclosed positive {
and negative personality-rélated evaluations. Another 12.2 per cent dis-
covered an element of his style that appealed to them, but 23.6 per cent
expressed dislike of some stylistic'dimension. ‘References to Stanfield's
approach and persomnal characteristics tended to comﬁrise a lack of dyn-

mism, poer graterical ébility, a "good man,”™ and honesty. These ;uali—

ties are illustrated by the ambivalent responses of a thirty-five vears' .

0old bank manager: "He is extremely honest. His foresight is probably
excellent for the country. Dowmn to earth. He listeng....his public
image is god-awfui, terrible public-speaking wise." Similarly, arforty—
eiéht years' old maﬁager of a pulp mill in Nova Scotia declared that
"Stanfield is basically honest - his big drawing card....he doesn’'t seem
to have the personality that other leaders have - charm, that is." An-

other respondent, an unemployed young man from Quebec, admired "his sym~

pathy for the downtrodden. He lilkes the Quebec people - he refused to
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accept Mayor Jones [the former mayor of M;nctoﬁ, New Brﬁnswi¢k who was
credited with making anti-French comments]" but he also admitted that
"He's slow, not‘lively, a bit naive." ‘

The extent to which-Staﬁ%ield's images relating to personality
and style prevailed among'CAnadians denotes that consi@grable attention
had been deflected away from the Issue of inflation during the 1974 éam—
paign. Stanf&eld himself probablyAwas responsible for this phencomenon
by . issuing evasive, contradictory statements thch indicated exemptions
from controls on wages aﬁd prices. Such statements furnishgd the Liberal
Party and the NDP with ammunition to challenge the credibility of Stan-
field's leadership and policy.21 This attack and a concomitant criticism
of corporate power, however, were not associated with the NDP leader's
imagé. Only 1.5 per cent ana 1.4 per cent of the voters inm 1974 posi-
tively and negatively equated economic issues with Lewis. Similarly,
mentions of leadérship occurred infrequently. . Rather, like Trudeau and
Stanfield, many people were captured by facets of Lewis' personality and
stvle. gmdeed 22.3 per centrand 6.7 per cent positively and negatively
‘referred to his personality, whilé 18.6 per cent and 10.2 per cent in
. like manner alluded to his style. TForemost among his images were honesty
and a good speaking ability. For example,‘a university student expressed
a2 liking for Lewis as "he's in close contact with the working man's men-
tality and he really tries to do something to hélp him improve his con—
ditions. He's a2 very good orator and makes sense when he speaks. He
doesn’'t waste words." ' Another interesting evaluarion of Lewis pertains
to the 2.1 per cent who negatively attributed responsibility for forcing
the election to him. Indicative of this opinion is tﬁe twenty-four

- )

years' old, male computer'ﬁpﬁ§;tor.from British Columbia who asserted:

"1 feel that in the last session of parliament he and his party brought
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down the Liberal go§ernment when they were tryiné so hard to do a good
job—aATs, I dislike what he stands for - socialism for Canada.ﬁ

More éenerally, references to the Social Credit leader's image
duplicéte expegiences'of the other party leaders. That is, the most
frequently-mentioned images include personality and style. Fully 17:8
per cent and 20.5 pér_cent offered positive comments aboucmthese fwo
diménsions, respectivgly, and 2.6 per cent and—;.7 per cent did so nega-
tively. -For example, one respondent 1iked "his fiery Frenchness. He is
amusing and vivacious." Another Tespondent, a you;g Québecois, étated:
"I like hig personality, his desire to win. He debstes like a devil in
the House. As long as he's there, the govermment won't be able to triek
the public." Conversely, few respondents considered leadership to be a
principal cogponent. Nar did economic and Quebec-related issues appear
often, despite the party's attempts to incorporate its unu;ual-ecoﬁomic
principles and bilingualism into the 1974-campaign platform under
Cacuette's leadership.

In brief, then, an incongruity exists betweeq party platform and
actual contenﬁ of images, with personélity and style receiving principal ¥
attention. This incongfgity not only characterizes Caouette, but
Trudeay, Stanfield, and Lewis, and it is the first major finding in Table
2.6. The second finding concerns 2 tendency fof mere people to have
offered positive rather than negative evaluations of the facets of per—
sonality, style, and leadership of the Liberal, New Democratic, and
Social Credit leaders' images. The Consérvative leader's images were
somewhap more nregative than positive. Another discovery pertains to the
inclination of a larger number of voters to have viewed Trudeau posi—

tively rather than the other party leaders. With regard to personality,

the number favourably referring to Trudeau differs from Stanfield, Lewis,

.
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and Caouette by 15.0 per cent, 25.2 per cent, and 29.7 per cent, re-

spectively. The Liberai leader also exceeds each of the other leaders

on the_cdmponent of style. The theme of leadership further manifests

variations, with 9.0 per cent, 8.1 per cent, and 10.6'p¢; cent of the

respondents'having'evaluaéed Trudeau's éuality more favourably than that
of-Stanfield, Lewils, or Caouette, respiftively. Tﬁe'issue of inflation
is. slightly incomsistent with this crend, giveﬁ that 1.7 per cent, 0.9
per cent, and 0.5 per cent equated the Counservative, New Democratic, and
Social Credit leaders more favourably than Trudeau with it. | Additienal
inspection of the negative direction of each image category shows that
more people disapngsyed of Stanfield's personality and style than of
those of Trudeau, Léwis, or Caouette,

lStanfield's style also struck a dissonant rather than pleasant
chord more often in 1968, but liis personality was viewed favourably by
nmore people. The personélities and sty%es of Trudeau, Douglas, and
Caocuette likewise emerged prominertly and posi&ively, and Trudeau gener-
ally exerted more appeal than did the other leaders. Consequently, the

feourth finding arising\from Table 2.6 involves congruity in the context-of

‘images of party leaders between 1968 and 1974. In particular, not only

were issues mentioned less often than were personal characteristics and

stvle,~but Trudeau emerges as the clear victor in two election campaigns

which involved a confrontation between persondlities as much as between

party platforms.

- S‘ummarv
In summary, it can be stated that expectations concerning dis-
L

tributions of the affective and the evaluativgvgomponents of images of

party leaders that were advanced in Chapter 1 and repeated briefly at the
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beginning of this chap;er are supported to a considerablé extent by the
data. More specifically, they reveal that Trudeau was accorded higher
levels of affect by.Canadian ﬁoters in 1968 and 1974.-_Moreover, his
higﬁgst scores occurred among people -who were living in QueBecz French,

Catholie, upper-middle or upper class, in prestiglous occupations, young,

1M

_university-educated, or urban dwellers than among other scciceconcmic-

demographic groups. His. scores, however, unexpectedly did not vary by
sex. Stanfield was rated most highly by inhabitants of the four Maritime

provinces in 1968 and by those of only Novd Scotia in 1974. Although
e .

this fact suggeéts the operation of a regional effect for Stanfield, it

should be recognized that his scores exceeded barely those of the Liberal

leader in these provinces. The same is true for Alberta. Stanfield also
evoked warm feelings from Angio-Celtic,_Northern or Western European,
Anglican or Presbyterian or United Church, older, or non-udiversity-edu-’

cated respondents, as well &s from residents of small towns or farming

i
H

districts. Caouette's pattern resembles that of Stanfield in terms of
appealing to voters who had an elementary-schoel educaticn or resided in

small communities but, like that of Trudeau, he was liked ﬁy,French and

Catholic respondents. A different pattern obtains fof-tha NDP leader

iwith his highest mean thermometers coming from those in the major English

o;_Protestant, univé?sity—educated; or urban-dwelling groups.

Another expectation that is confirmed empirically is that =z
large‘number of voter;-in 1974 did express an evaluation of a party
leader, and the images of Trudeau, Llewis, and Caouette more frequently
were positive than negat%ye in;directiqn, while those of Stanfield ex-
hibited the converse pattern. Further, Trudeau received favourable men-

tions more often than did the other leaders. Also as anticipated, persons

who felt a keen interest in politics offered larger numbers of
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approving/and disparéging comments about each leader than did thei¥ less
interested counéerparts."Fina;ly and perhaps most interestingly, lafger
numbers of Canadians in, 1968, and 1974 were impressed by Cho personalities
and styles of party leaders espec1ally those of Trudeau, rather than by

their positions on issues.. This last finding is consistent with much of

22

the research.on voting beﬁaviour = - research which additionally has

enphasized thé% images of a party leader a:e'shaped by an individualﬂs

sense of party identification, and that both of these variables can
. ' ~ ‘
determine direction of the vote. Thus, antecedent to analyzing the

electoral effects of images of party leaders, their relationships with .

-party identification are explored in the next chapter.
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Chapter 3 )

IMAGES OF PARTY LEADERS AND-PARTY IDENTIFICATION

. . - ~
-
. .
-

Introduction ) -

rd

During tpe.ppst twa decades, the concept of'party identifica-
tion has beeﬁ a subject of scholarly.debate. On one.side of ;his
deﬁate, people analyzing data from early American electioﬁ'studies have
arg;ed that party identifica;ion is acquired during childho;d or’
adolescque, tends to be:stable over time, is affective, influences
perceptions of political objects including party leaders, and deter-

-

mines electoral chdice as well as encouraging other forms of politi-

cal participation.l On the other side, those engagedlinibérfdrming
secondary analvses of the early and fore recent d;;a ﬁéve_agsevted,i
that the incidence, intensity, and perceptual screening pdwe% of party
identification have been declining, while the. number of indivfﬂuélg
designating themselves as "independent" and the electéral gignificance
of short-term forces such as candidates and issues have béeniincreaéing
. since 1964.2 This.yea; has been viewed as marking the beginning of a

. crucial transition in American politics.

—
The debate concemning the ambiguous status of party identifica-

k3

- tion as an eléctoral force in the United States has been replicated in
research conducted in other political milieux, such as Britaias ada,
and France. In Canada,-the disagreement over propefties of Sz;;zEZdén-
tification gained momentim when the textbook theory of part§ p@litics

was challenged by Sniderman, Forbes and Melzer. Briefly, the theory

states that ideological 558 policy similarities between the Conservative

T6 .



and'Liberél parties as Fhe two ‘major part;gs have been instrumental -

in weakening partisan loyalties ﬁhich, inlturn; have centributed to - .. s
electoral volatility.4 fSn.derman, Fo;bes and Melze;, £owever, used

infofmation from stu&ieé of the 1965 andt1968 electorates to coﬁtend

-

that éarty identif%;atiqn is trénsferred intergenerationally, is
;table, and does influence the voting decis_ion.S Although other
scholars have agreed with the conclusion that stabi;;ty of party -
identification. affects eléctofal choice, the bulk of their research -
lends support éo the textbook theory given that high levels éf weak—
ness, instability, inconsistency, and vote-swit;ﬁing haverbeeé de-
cetred.® I
S

It will be recalled that thesé opposing characteristics of
party identification were referred to in expectations set‘forth in
Chapter 1:7 These expectations address how Canadians percéived'pqrty
leaders. Summarily, it was pfoposed that the perceptual scredning
power of party identification should Se strong among inténse, stable,
and/or consistent idenéifiers such that they would manifest high levels éh
of affect 55} andfyery positive images of their own leader but have

negative feeliﬁgs about other leaders. Unlike these groups, however,
orientations toward their own leader ard other leaders would bgrless

positivé and negative, res%ectively, among wgak, unstable, and/gr

inconsistent partisans for whom the filtering capacity of party identi-
fication_shOuld be less potent; To test these propositions, déta on
distributions of the coﬁponenfs of party identification and on its
'relationship'with images of party leaders are displayed in thié chapter.

The display is essential to a full assessment of the relative effects

of both forces on voting behaviour, which appears in the two remaining

-~
|



y chapters of the thesis.

Findings

Distributions of the Cbmponents'of
Party Identification

The distributioms of thg components of party idéntifica;ion in
.Canada are exhibited in Table 3.1. Immediately obvious from arl\
inspection of this tabie is the large incidence of party identifica-
tion among Canadiams. Although the number of persons refuéing.to
affix a partisan iabel to themselvés has embodied continually appfoxi-
mately 10.0 per cent of the‘electorate, %P overwhelming_89.3 per ;ent,
91.2 per cent, and 88.8 per cent of the 1965, 1968, and 1974 samples,
respectively, éxpressed a'federal partisan preference. fhe actual
direction of these attachmen;s has been oriented undeniably towards
the Liberal Party; slighﬁly over 40.0 per cent of the 1965 respondents
‘and fully‘one—half of the 1968 and 1974 voters claimed an attachment
to this party. The remaining approximately 40.0-per cent of each
.electorate selected the othe; majqr and the two minor parties as
objects of their identification, with the percentages of individuals
professing a Conservative, New Democratic, or Social Credit partisad
pfedisposition hovering around 25.0, 10.0, 'and 5.0 respecti&ely.

Beyond rendering a preliminary insight into the existence and
direction of party identification, however, these figﬁres do not serve
to establish an understagdipg of partisanship as z  firmly-rooted afti—
tude in the mind of the electorate. This information is.pertinenthQ
éubsequent analyses which seek‘to delineate the operation of a psychO:\'
logical screening mechanism involving images of ﬁarty 1ead€f§f~_Tﬁﬁsf/l

it is necessary to examine the three components of inteqiify,‘stability,
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Teble 3.1. Components of Federal Party Identification, 1965- 68~Th
(percentages of respordents)*

1965 1968 197k
Direction .
Liberal 42.2% 50.0%" 50.1%
Progressive Conservative 28.2 25.3 24,2
New Demograt 12.5 10.9 1.1
Social Credit 6.4, 5.0 3.5
Noridentifier 10.7 8.9 11.1:
Intensity
very strong 26.5% 27.1% 31.2%
feirly strong 47.5 48.5 L6.3
weal 26.0 T o2Lk.k 22.5
Stabilitz
stable 61.7% 64.1% 61.7%

_unstable 38.3 35. 38.3

Consistency - .
consistent T1.1% TL.0% 6L.6%
incorsistent 28.9 26.0 35.4
Number of Deviations from
Strong, Stable, Consistent
Identification -
ngre ‘ 37.7% L2.7 Lo Lz
one 36.8 kL - 35.7
two S 21.0 17.5 16.8
three 4.5 5.k 5.1

*Missing dsta were excluded. Nonidentifiers were excluded from calecu—~
lations of 1nten31ty, stability, consistency, and the index of devie—
tions.
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and consistency. The first component of intensity is aistributea in
such a way th?t Snly 26.5 per cépt,‘ZY.l per cent, and 31.2 per. cent
?f the l§65, 1968, and 1974 responaents were very -strong identifiers.
This small increase between the three yedrs is ma;;hed by a small
decrease in the nu;ber of weak partisané, ranging‘ffom 26.Q ﬁer cent
in 1965 through 24.4 per.cenp in 1968 to 22.5 per cent in 1974. Dis-’

similar to.these two groups, the portion of the electorate with fairly

strong identifications has not only remained relatively constant, but

L.

also has constituted a majority df each sample. In terms of the com-
ponent of stability, it appears that a sizable proportion of voters has
maintained the same partisan orientation over time. Fully 61.7 per
cent of each of the 1965 and 1974 respondents and 64.1 per cent of the
1968 interﬁiewees had s;able identifications, whereas 38.3 per cent and
35.9 per cent did not. Witﬁ respect to the third component of consist-
ency, given the different types of partv competition and party systems
at the provincial as opposed to federal levels of goveinment,s Canadians
were surprisingly lo&gl to the same label at bpth ievels. Nearly threé-
quarters of the 1965 znd 1968 rggponden;s and two—thirdg of those inFer—
viewed in 1974 reported a consistent identification. Finally, for the
'summéry measure of partisanship,9 it is evident that the category
containing the largest percentages of individuals is that of strong,
stable, and consistent identification. Indeed, it captures 37.7 per
c;;t, 42.7 per cent, and 42.5 per cent of tﬁe 1965, 1968, and 1Q74
voters, while ope deviation from this classic pattern was recorded by
approximately 35.0 per cent of each sample and fully three deviations

. — . i '
characterize no more than 5.5 per cent. The total percentages of devi-

ants agre 62.3 for 1965, 57.3 fé} 1968, and 56.6 for 1974.

/ 3



Briefly, then, several findings emerge from Table 3.1. The |
first pertains to‘thehcénsideraﬁle incidence of party iden;ification
ana'the extent to which it has been directed tpwards the Liberal Pa;ty.
The second ¢oncerns a general tendency for people to adhere to the }
same label over time and across the two levels of government. In
absolute terms, these findings might imply that.partisanship has been
a potent psychological force among the Canadian electo;ate, but the
prematurity of such an inference is sgggested by the fact that a fair
number of people have not experienced an intense partisan commitéent.
Nor have they been completelv strong, stable, and consistent identi-
fiers. To ascertain whether or not individﬁals with varyiné types of
partf identification feel about and evaluéte party leaders differently
is the task of the following analytical sectioms.

The Impact of Party Identification on
Affect fgr Party Leaders

. An inspection of the mean thermometer scoreslo in Table-5.2
offers support for the hypothesis that strong party identifiers would
express much higher levels of affect for their own party leader than
for other leaders. Fof?éxample, intense Liberals accorded Pierre
Trudeau a ranking B5.8 En the lOO—;oint scale, a2 score which easily
exceeds their ratinés of Robert Stanfield, David Legis, and Real
Caouette by 49.1, 44.4, and 41.9 points, respectively. That the same
differential pattern was revealed by persons with strong Progressive
Conservative attachments is indicated by Stanfield’s thermometer of
70.1 which surpasses consecutively scores for Trudeau, Lewis, and

Cacuette by 36.0, 28.2, and 30.9 points. The New Democratic leader

likewise evcoked much affect from his party's strong adherents with his

N ——— e
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mean score of 79.1 overshadowing those for the Liberal, Conservative,ﬂ:
and Social Credit leaders by 41.1, 53.2, and 42.0 point;. Among
intense Social Credit identifiers, Caouette's ranking of 84.6 is
33.9, 47.6, and 47.4 thermometers higher.than levels attained by the
Liberal, Conservative, and New Democratic leaders, ré;pectively.

An examination of the data in Tgﬁle 3.2 also tends to confirm
the egpectaﬁion that weak party idencifigrs would claim some affinity

\

I
for their own leader as opposed to other leaders. Respondents profess-

ing we#ﬁ Liberal attﬁchmenfs, for example, placed Trudeau 24.9, 22.9,
and 25.3 points ahead of Stanfield, Lewis, and Caocuette, respectively.
Persons with weak Conservative identificatioms assigned Stanfield a
score of 34.8, 2 figure which exceeds Trudeau by 6.3, LEW£S by 12.9, and
Caoﬁette by 16.0 points. Similarly, weak New Democrats accorded Lewis
a rating which is greater than those for the Liberal, Conservative, and
Social Credit leaders b; 16.1, 25.2, and 24.1 points. Caouefte\fif? .

. /
was held in higher esteem by persons with tenuous ties to His party,
' N~

consecutively eclipsing Trudeau, Stanfield, and Lewis by 33.5, 39.5,
. .

and 41.6 points. .

Indicative of another discovery that differences of feeling do
not always mirror djfferences in the strength of party identification
are variations in means between weékz fairly strong; and very.;trong
Liberal partisans. In their appraisals of Trudeau, the third group ex-
ceeded the first and second by 18.5 and 10.1 thermomgter'points, respec—
tively. Thg scores receivkd by Stanfield, Lewis, and Cacuette, however,
reveal negligible differegfés, with those between weak Liberal identi-

fiers and their fairly strong and intense counterparts being only

0.8 and 5.7 points for Stanfield, -1.3 and 3.0 points for lewis, and,
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=0.2 and -1.9 points for Cacuette. ‘This péttern is revealed further
‘ -~ 7 :

by Conservative idgﬁtifiers. Intense Conservatives cbﬁferred 6.8
and-15.3 moré thermometer scorés upon Stanfield than d;d their kairly
' strong and weak colleagues, respectively. This.lasﬁ group's estima-
tions of other'par;xrleaders, however, differ érom the féirl§ strbng.
.and very strong groups'bylE.Q and 14.4 for Trudeau, -4.2 and 0.0 forh

Lewis, and -6.1 and -0.4 for Caocuette. Investigations of the compari-"-

sons among persons with New Demoecratic or Social Credit allegiances.

~

indicate that the trend. is perpetuated. Lewis was given 7.1 and 12.8

more points by intense as opposed to fairly strong and weak New Demo-

crats, respectively. Trudeau, Stanfield, and Caocuette, however, record

variations of only -1.2 and 9.5, 0.0 and 5.2, and 1.8 and 5.1 thermo-
meter scéres when ratings given by fairly strong and very strang-
identifiers were subtracted fromthose of the wezk partisans.h—Corres—
pondingly, very strong Social Crediters ranked Caouétté more positively

than the féirly strong by 11.1 points and the weak by 13.3 points. The

first group also rated Trudeau, Stapfield, and Lewis more favourably

than did the second and third groups.

A brief review of the 1968 data corroborates the expectatioﬁs.
Among weak, fairly strong, and very strong Liberals, Trudeau's average
scores of 72.6, 82.2, and 87.6 are much greater than the ratings re-.
ceived by Stanfield, Douglas, or Caouette. When these figures are

-

compared with the 1974 data, however, it is apparent that Trudeau has
experienced a net decline in affect between the two years, ranging
from 5.3 for the weak through 6.5 for the fairly strong to 1.8 for the

intense identifiers. The same pattern holds for corresponding cate—

gories of Tonservative partisans who accorded Stanfield thermometers of

\10
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64.6, 70.4, and 77.2, which are 7.1, 7.1, and 9.8 points higher than
those for 1975. Douglas' standings of 84.8 for intense.-78.7 for
fairly strong, and 75.1 for weak New Democrats likewise indicate that

he was not only more positively regarded than were the other party

leaders, but he also exceeds Lewis by 5.7, 6.7, and 8.8 thermometers.

Finally, Caoﬁettg received very favourablé ratings from Social Credit
idgntifiers, ranging_fromJYSQS for the weak, through 77.1 for the
faifly strong, to 9.7 for the very strong. Similar to the tendencies
for other leaders, these scores surpass his 1974 figures by 7.5,
- r~ ‘
3.§, and 7.1 points, respectively. Moreover; the expeqienceuof."own"
legder is paralleled by that for each of the other leaders whose
Qverage scores decline betﬁeen_tbe two yefrs among weak, fairly stromg,
'and very strong identifiers.
. -

In summary, three basic findingé emerge from data reported. in
Table 3.2. First, it is obvious .that party identifiers tended to
grant higher thermometer scores to their own leader rather than to
other leaders. Liberals felt most'wa;mly gbout Trudeau, while Con-
servatives, New Democrats, and Social Crediters preférred.Stanfield,
Lewis and Douglas, and Caouette, respectively; Parenthetically, it also‘
is interesting to observe-ﬁhﬁt other leaders evoked more positive feel-
ings among their féspective suppertersthan did Stanfield among Conserva-
-tives. Second, the scores assigned to own lééder by weak,.féirly
strong, and very strong identifiers are cénsisteﬁt with expectations;l
that is, intense Liberals rated Trudeau.more highly than did their
weaker counterparts. Conversely; althputhtarger scores for other’

leaders were anticipaged from weak partisans, the three Liberal groups

do mot differ greatly in the negative feelings about Stanfield, Lewis
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and Douglas and Caouette. Minlmal differenceé further are- regis-
tered by Conservatives New Democrats, and Social Crediters, with the
gxception of Trudeau's scores in 1974. -That these_leaders scores tend
to cluster together suggests that their faults and merits were nelther
magnified nor ignored more by one group in coﬁtrasp to any other gréup
‘of résponaents. Thus, given that‘this component of gntensity of
partisanship apﬁarently fails to discriminate between positive and
negative types of information pertainiﬁg to dtﬁer-leaders,ll its pon%'
tribution to the functioning of party. 1dent1ficat10n as a perceptual
screen is somewhat lopsmded. Finally, the information in Table 3. 2
éiscloses‘; net Aecline in affective levels for all party léaders;
regardless of own or othér_status, between 1968 and 1974. -~ . _- -

The Impact of Party Identification on
Evaluations of Party Leaders

'l

To determine people'gApositive and negative images‘of their own
and other party leade:s, the séries of open-ended, like-dislike ques-
tionslg referred to earlier in Chapters 1 and 2 are used in Tables 3.3,
3.4, and 3.5. ?abie 3.3 demonstrates that fully 8974 per cent and
89.1 per cent of the 1968 and 1974 r35pondéﬁts eﬁtertained aﬁ image of
their ocwn party's leader, wgile 88.8 ;er cent and 89.2lper cent possessed
éome idea aboué other party leaders. fhe average numbers of images per
indivi&ual are 1.8 and 2-.2'_ for own leader, and 3.5 and 3.9 for other
leaders. It is equally'intriguing.that more of these persons- offered
a positive rather than negative picture of own leader, ééupled with-
fewer favourable as opéosed to unfavourable evaluations of other legders..
Jé?&ndeed, 85.8 pexr cent and 52.8 pér.qent of the 1968 and 1974 samples

were oriented affirmatively towards their own leader,-whixéfal.7 per
rud '
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Table 3.3. Number and Direction of Images of Party lLeaders among

Party Identifiers, 1968-7h

Image of own party lesder

Positive image of own party
leader

Negative image of own party
leader ‘

Tmage of other party leaders

Positive image of other party
leaders

Negative imsge of other party
legders .

Percentage® ' Mean Number of Images

1968 - lgTh_
89.4  89.1
85.8  82.8
BT 433
88.8  89.2
78.9 TBfO
5.3 716.2

1968 197k
1;8_ 2.2
13 1.6

0.5 0.6
3.5 3.9
1.9 2.0
1.7 1.9

‘*Percentages for 1974 are based on & weighted half-sample of lé03.
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cent and 43.3 per cent felt otherwise. As expected, these latter

- -~
o

figureﬁlape conéidg?ably lower than those for respondents'whd pfesented
corresponding iﬁages of other.leéders—-75;3 per cent in 1968 énd'?6.2
per cent in 1974 rated these leaders negatively. Yet, nearly identi-
cal percehtages,'78.? per cent and 73.0 per cent, also reported posi-
tive images of these leaders. Respondents éveraged more favourable

than unfavourable images of their respectfve leaders, but their Teport

of other leaders' positive and negative attributes do not significantly

differ, the formér being only siightly highér than the latter?;?
Collectively, then, tbese‘da§a not only reflect.the findingS‘discgssed
in Table 3.2, ﬂut élso lendimore creden;e to the notion that party
identification may be perfqrmiﬁg a filtering function in terms‘of

enhancing, the positiveé while abbreviating the negative qualities of

one's own leader. Contrariwise, since respondents appeared equally

_cognizant of both favourable and unfavourable tipes of information

relating to other leaders, the screening ability of partisanship with

-

respect to other leaders is dubious. . These two implications further
emerge from an examination of the following two tables.”

In Table 3.4, the mean number of images of pérty leaders is

presented according to the direction of party identification. Imme-—

diately demonstrated by these data is the propensity for Liberal parti-

sans to have offered more positive than negative images of\?rudeau:
1.5 Geréus 0.5 in 1968, and 1.8 versus 0.6 in 1974. For the former

year,, respondents also evaluated Douglas, Caouette, and Stanfield

.

slightly more favourably, mfavourably, and equally. In 1974, Lewis

and Caouette narrowly were referred to in complimentary terms, while

-

Stanfield received‘an~avéragé_of 0.5 positive as opposed to 0.9

- e
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‘negative mentions. Nor did he fare.wéil anong mentions'of other

leaders by NDP partisans, Social"Creditgrs,Aand nonidentifiers who

s

- respectively were most impréssed by Trudeau (0.9 positive versus 0.5

negative images in ;968,'1:1 versus 1.0 in 1974), Douglas (1.4

véysus 0.3) and Lewis (1.4 versus 0.4), and Caouette (0.7 versus 0.3

in 1968, 1.9 versus 0.5 in 1974). That is, aithoughlthe merits rather

than the.,faults of;party leaders were emphasized by nonidentifiers in

1968, only the Conservative leader failed to make a favourable im—

pression on them in 1974. Similarly, while New Democrats ﬂad nore

. . > 3 + . M .
positive than negative images of Trudeau and Caocuette and were ambiva-

lent about Stanfield in 1968, only the‘Sociél Credit leader was more

favourably than unfavourably mentioned by.them in 1974. Among. Social

Credit supporters in the former vear, the mean number of positive

-

‘images of Trudeau and Stanfield slightly exceeds that of negative

images, and Douglas was accorded identical numbers of both types. in
193&, however, Téudeau and Lewis exhibit a higher éverage amount of
positivé impressions but Stanfield, recapitulating his experience with
Libefals, New De?ocrats, and nonidentifiers,‘:e;eived more negativel
assessments. Conversely, Conservatives consgitﬁfe the only partisan
group that consistently :averages mofe favourable than mfavour.%.aﬁle
images of Stanfield: 1.1 versus 0.6 in 1968, and 1.2 versus 1.0 in
1974, Tﬁese individuals also tended to have felt sémewhat positively .

about Douglas and Trudeau in 1968 and Lewis and Cacuette in 1974, but

neutrally and negatively about Caouette iﬁ‘1968 and Trudeau in 1974,

- -

’

upon a rather frail foundation cf small differences qf means, the con-

clusion remains that images of one’s own party leader appear ro have

-~

¢

-

:espectivelﬁ. Thus, while it is recognized that these trends are built
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been uniformly pbéitive among the electorate whiie evaluations of other
- parcty leadgrs occésioﬁally are favourable and fluctuate. -

| To a.similar extent, thé above findings issue from the data
available in Table-3.5; This Eaﬁle investigates images*oﬁ party’
leaders in terms of the major compohentS'of party,idéntificatién.
Congruent #iéﬁ‘ﬁhé hypo;hesized attitudinal screening powér of parti; T
" sanship, the mean gzgﬁérs of positive and negative images of own party '
leader increase and decrease, respegtively, as the intensity of parti-
sanship_expands: In 1968 and 1974, weék,,fairly strong,.and very
strong identifiers cousgcutively averaged 1.3 and 1.2, 1.6 and 1.4,
_and 1.8 and'l.h-positive perceptions of their own party ieader. The
corresponding negative figureslfor the three groups are 0.8 and 0.5,
0.6 and 0.5, and 0.5 and 0.4. This pattern is not replicated by an
inSpéction of mentions of other party leaders, such that weak, fairly' 3
strong,'and intense partiséns do.noﬁ vary significantly in their | <
favourable and unfavourable aséessménts. The.component of stability -
of partisanship, howeve;, does disclosé variations with stable ad-~ |
herents offering 1.8 positive evalqéti;ns-of opposing léadérs for both
vears, whereas unstable partisans manifested 2.4 and 2.2 images in
1968_and 1974, respectiveiy. At ﬁhé same time, this latter group
stres;ed the faults of these other leaders in iarger'numbers than did
" the former gfoup. The -tnstable identi?iers also advanced a higher,'{
significant mean nﬁmber of negative iﬁages of their own party lgéder
in both 1968 and 1974. Similér;y,'the consistency dimension of party
iden;ificatién discriminates partially among orientations toward sarty
leéders. That is, inconsisternt respondents volunteered a larger |
average number of positive aﬁd negative opinions about other leaders in

<
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ges of Party leaders by Components

Distribution of Mean Own and Mean Otﬁef Ima

of Party Identification
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both.years and in 1968, respectively, than did consistent partisans who

3

forwarded more'favohrable impfegsgons of oun leader.tﬁén did the former

group in 1968. The differences are 2.3 versus 1.9 aﬁd 2.1 versus 1.8,

.

1.8 versus 1.6, and 1.4 as opposed to 1.3. On the other hand,-no
important variations are deéecféd between the TWO groups be;taining to
fositive:own and nggative other leader images in ‘1974 and negative
Ewn leader imageg for both years.

Lastly, the index tapping the number -of deviations from stromg,
stable, and éonsistent identificatzﬁn exposes paréllel'meén numbers of

favourable own and unfavourable other leader mentions among persons -~ .

who exhibited none, one, two, or three fluctuations. Yet, diversities

between the four groups are evident relating to the merits and féults

1 -

of own and other leaders in 1968, and negative own and positive other
leader images in 1974. - Each instanée shows that individuals who
departed most from the classic pattern of partisanship offered more

images than did their successive counterparts. Particularly striking

is the statisticallv significant relationship involving the mean
numbers of positive references to other leaders in 1974. These fdgures
in¢lude 1.8, 2.0, 2.4, and 2.5 for respondeﬁts coﬁsecutively manifest-

ing no, one, two, and three deviatioms.
- ’ i
In brief, then, a potpourri of findings concerning the rela-

tionship between images of party leaders and the various components

of party identification durfaces from Table‘ﬁ:5uf33ihough the actual

‘differences between group means tend to be small and some of these re-
h lationships are statistically insignificant, a propensity does exist

fof’intense partisans to have reported more positfté and fewer negative

T e

”i@pressions of thelr own leader than is the case for fairly strong or
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\
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weak identifiers. The‘f“rmer group also offered lower and higher mean :

numbers of favourable and tmfa.vourable opinions about ‘other leaders N

" than did the latter grogos. These patterns imply that party identif1;
cation serves to oegﬁiffkthe merits of one s own party's leader and ; -

the faults of other leaders among persons with intense allegiances,

- but it fails to structure the 1mpre591ons of weak 1dentifiers.k Un-

-

stable and inconsistent‘identlflers.llkewise appeared more w1lling to

—
..

entertain positive images of other leaders than were their stable and
consistent.counrerparts. The former' two groups of respondents further
gave larger average numbers of hegarive otﬁer leader as well as.
‘favourable and unfavourable own leader evaluations. This trend is
'eoually apparént wheq_individus}s.ﬁﬁo fully deviared from strong,

stsble, and consistent.identifioarion are compared with those having. -
two, one, Or no fluctus:ions. Thus, respondents wholdo'not experi- :(:f“
ence a potent.psychoiogical tie to a party are generaily susceptible -
. L —— . k ) .

to the onslaught of various types of images of leaders.

- Ut supra an attempt has been maoe to document the impact of
party identification on people'’s images of party 1eaders. 'A supple—
mental questiOQ to be posed, however; if we want to understapd ﬁhether
or not‘these two forces act separately or together and the magnitudes
of their effects on electoral choice, eoncerns the extent to which'
images of party leaders are instrumental in the formulation and the
maintenahee or erosion of partisenship. A preliminary amswer to this
question cas be provided by inspecting data from a 1967 study conducted -
jnrtwo Canadian cities, Vancouoer and W’innipegl4 (datalnot shown in

tabular form). In the study, 32.6 per cent of the people who were act-

ive in a political party, 33.1 per cent of their neighbours, and 30.4



Qér.ceﬁ;,of the general pub;ic.répoited that tpﬁblic figures" had

. been. agents involved in the éédﬁisition of their firsé_party identi--

ifita?iggf; Moreover, 37.6 per cent, 46.6 per cent, 'and 39.8 per

-

cent”of the first, second, and third gréups,.reSpectively, claimed

- that these figuréé were responsible for.their current partisanship.

The data suggést,‘then, that party leaders can serve to induce and to
reiaforce a partisan affiliation. Iet,-hhat 16.6 pér-EEnﬁ of the 1965
national sample of the electorate, and 26.7‘per ce;; and 25.1 per.
cent of the 1968 and 1974 samples claimed that they changed their}

identifications of the basis of cpnsideratibns about the leader(s),

leadership, or "the man" suggéété that the-individuals who populate-the_

leadership pdsitions in political parties not only attract idengifiers

-

to their party but also repel them.

-
Y

Summary

. The data in Chapter 3 are'presented'wifh the intent of Iimming

Y

a picture of the incidence, intemsity, stability, and consistency of
party identification among the Candian electorate, and then relating
. these components with images of party leadéers in order to determine

whether or not party identificatidw filters perceptions of such poli-

tical objects. Table 3.1 demonstratés that many persons reported

partisan ties, and that approﬁimétely 50.0 -per cent of each sample

.preferred*thé Liberal Party. In absolute terms, large numbers o

Canadians also were inclined towards identifications that were fairly

or very strong, persist over time, and were federally and provincially

» .
congruent. )

" With respect to the affective dimension of images‘of party -

leaderé, Table 3.2 indicates that Liberals, Conservatives, New Democrats,.
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and Social Crediters accorded significantly higher mean thermometer

scores to their own party's leader, that is, Trudeau, Stanfiéld,
. Y
\. L . .

Douglas and Lewis, and Caocuette, resiaéét_:ively, than to the leaders of -

other parties. Moreover, weak partisahs‘félt less warmly about their
{ . : *

-

own leader than did fairly or very strong supporters, but the three

‘eir levels of affect for

~

grouﬁé did ﬂot.differ'si ifiéantly7in
. otherxr leaders. . \
In terms of the evaluative diﬁension of images of ﬁarty leaders, . -
Table 3.3 shows that preponderant proportions of people in both 1968
a—
and 1974 expressed images of p;rty.leaders and, while most of thenm
viewed ;he1r own leader favour§bly, nelther the percentages of ;equprS
Ideﬁﬁs advancing pbsitiveJas oppbsed to'negativé impressions'of other-
leaders nor the mean numbers of such im;ges vary éubstanﬁialiy. The
Former finding al;o surfacés from Table 3.4. That is, Liberals and nom- . -
iéentifiers, Coésefvatives, New Democrats, and Social Creditersr
averéged tnore favouralﬂj;éhaq uhfa;ourable perceptions of Trudeau, -
. Stanfield,.Dougléﬁ and Léﬁis! and.CaoueEEe, respectively. They further
emphasized slighfly the merits oé other leaders in some insténcés, with
i .
~the only real exéeptién ﬁo this statement beiqg Stanfield. Table 3.5
illuminates several variations' in the mean numbers of images of own and
other party leaders.by the components of party identification. Intense,
stable, and/ochonsistent partisans tended to report more positive and
negat?ve images of own and;other leaders, respectiyely, than did.their
weaker; unstaﬁle, and/or inconsistent counterparts. Finally, it-i§ \\\
evident that people's images of party leader; can fécilitate the adop;

tion and the maintenance or erosion of 2 partisan label.

.Accordingly, the tables located in Chapter 3 permit at least
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one major comment concerning the nature:-and possible electoral ‘impact

. . .

of party identification and images of party.leaders on Canadian wvoters.

It is that becausg idéqtifiers, particularly those with stréng or .-
stable attachménts, evaluated their own leader more ppsitivelj»than
other leaders, and because the stable or consisten: partisénsfb:eseqted

fewer ‘but equal numbers of positive and negative estimatioms of other

leaders than did thé;r unstable or inconsistent'céunterpafts, party

identification can operate as a perceptual screen detsfmining'feelings'

about -one's owm leader. ‘In turm, thistimplies that pa;tisanship can
influencs signifiﬁantly.eiectorai deéision;making,.most notabi§ tﬁat :
of the very strong or stable adherents. Ccnversely, 51nce weak or un-
stable identifiers offered fewer positive assessments of _own leader,

only a feeble fllterlng function may have ewisted for them and thev

'eSpeCLally mlght be vulﬁerable 't the electoral “appeals of other

parties.

The expectations tested in this chapter on the relationship

between images of party leaders.and party identificationm have received

empirical supﬁort from the data. The impact of these two forces on

voting behaviour,‘noéably the extent to which the effects 9f party

- leaders on different partisan groups of the electorate vary, remains

to be considered. An assessment of their impact is the task of the

following analytical chapter.

5.
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lResearch on thescharacteristics of party identification is-ex-

. tensive. As examples of this research, see Angus Campbell, Gerald

Gurin, and Warren E. Miller, The Voter Decides (Evanston: Row, Peterson,
1954), passim; Angus Campbell, Philip E. Converse, Warren E. Miller, and
Donald E. Stokes, The American Voter (New York: -John Wiley, 1960), chs.
4, 6, 7; Philip E. Converse, ""The Nature of Belief Systems in Mass Pub-
lics,” in Ideology and Discontent, ed. David E. Apter (New York: The
Free Preéss, 1964), pp. 206-261; M. Kent Jennings and Richard G. Niemi,
"The Transmission of Political Values from Parent to Child," American
Political Science Review 62 (March 1%68): 169-184; Norval D. Glenn and
Michael Grimes, "Aging, Voting, and Political Interest,"” American Socio-
logical Review 33 (September 1968): 563-575; Arthur §. Goldberg, '"Social
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35~ 71.

2See David E. RePass, "Issue Salience and Party Choice,'" American

Political Science Review .65 (June.1971): 389-400; Gerald M. Pomper, "From
Confusion to Clarity: Issues and American Voters, 1956-1968," American
Political Science Review .66 (June 1972): 415-428; Richard A. Brody. and
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Science Review 70 (June 1976): 469-478; and Norman H. Nie, Sidney Verba,
and John R. Petrocik, The Changing American Voter, enlarged “adition: -
(Cambridge: Earvard University Press, 1979), chs. 4, 10, 18. 'An exten—
sive bibliograpby of the literature is provided by John Kessell "Comment:
The Issues in Issue Voting,' American Political Science Review 66 (June*
1972): 459-465.

3The year of 1964 has been claimed,as representing a major
transition in American politics by Walter 5ean Burnham, "The United
States: The Politics of Heterogeneity," in Electoral Behavior: A Com-
parative Handbook, ed. Richard Rose (New York: The Free Press, 1974),
pp. 667-669; Warren E. Miller and Teresa E, Levitin, Leadership and
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rocik, The Changing American Voter, first edition (Cambridge: Harvard
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. Ysee Paul M. Sniderman, Hugh D. Forbes, and Ian Melzer, "Party
Loyalty and Electoral Volatility: . A Study of the Canadian Party System," .
Canadian Journal of Political Science 7 (June 1974): 269-273. ~ The lack .
of ideological divisiveness between the Liberal and Conservative parties
and the adoption of a brokage political style have been discussed by
H. M. Clokie, Canadian Government and Polirics (Toronto: Longmans Green, .
'1944), pp. 81-83; R. MacGregor Dawson, The Government of Canada, third
edition (Toronto: University of Toremto Press, 1957}, p. 508; Alexander
Brady, Democrac} in the Dominions, third édition {Toronto: University of
Toronto Press, 1958), p.. 102; John Porter, The ‘Vertical Mosaic: An
Analysis of Social Class and Power in Canada (Toronto: University of
Toronto Press, 1965), pp. 373-377; Frederick C. Engelmann and Mildred A.
Schwartz, Political Parties and the'Canadian Social Structure (Scar- - L~
borough: Prentice-Hall, 1967), pp. 222-239; Frederick C. Engelmann and
Mildred A. Schwartz, Canadian Political Parties: Origin, Character.,
Impact (Scarborough: Prentice-Hall, 1975), pp. 308-309; Richard J. Van
Loon and Michael S. Whittington, The Canadian Political System: Environ-
ment, Structure, and Process, second editiom. (Toronto: MeGraw-Eill
_Ryergggx_l976), PP. "230-232; and Conrad Wina and John McMenemy, Political
Parties in 'Canada (Toronto: McGraw-Hill Ryerson, 1976), pp. 89, 91-92,

9%8-100. ‘

SSniderman et al., "Party Loyalty and Electoral Volatility,""
275-277, 283-286. . ;

6See Ebward 4. Scarrow, "Distinguishing Between Political Parties,
-the Case of Canada," Midwest Journal of Political Science 9 (February o
1965): 72-76; S. Peter Regenstrief, The Diefenbakert Imterlude: Parties
and Voting in Canada (Toronto: ‘Longmans, 1965), p. 169; Allan Kornberg,
Joel Smith, and David Bromley, "Some Differences in the Political ’
Socialization Patterns of Canadian and American Party Officials: A Pre-
liminary Report," Canadian Journal of Political Science 2 (March 1969):
74-81; Lynn MacDonald, "Party Identificatiom, Stability and Chamge in
Voting Behaviour: A Study of the 1968 Canadian Federal Election in -
Ontario,” 4in Canadian Political Process: A Reader, first editionm,
eds. -Orest M. Kruhlak, Richard Schultz, and Sidney I. Pobihushchy (Toron-:
to: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1970), pp. 267-283; George Perlin and
Patti Peppin, "Variation in Party Support in Federal and Provincial
Elections: Some Hypotheses," Canadian Journal of Political Science 4.
(June 1971): 280-286; Gafﬁﬁbrowitzj Canad¥an Labour in Politics {(Toreonte:
University of Torento Press, 1968);'John_Meisell_Workiqg_Papers on
Canadian Politics, first edition (Montreal: McGill-Queen's University
Press, 1972), pp. 67, 113; William P. Irvine, "Explaining the Brittleness
of Partisanship in Canada," paper presented at the Annual Meeting of the
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"Party Loyalty in Canada: The Question of Party Identification,” .
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Jenson, '"Party Strategy ané Party Identification: Some Patterns of Parti-
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Canadian Journal of Political Science 11 {June 1978): 437-446; and Harold '
D. Clarke, Jane Jenson, Lawrence*LeDuc, and Jon H. Pammett, Political
Choice in Canada (Toronto: MecGraw-Hill Ryerson, 1979), chs. 5, 1l.

Tsee PP~ 1u~15'of tﬁis thesis.

8sce Engelmann and Schwartz, Canadian Political. Parties, ch. 15;
Jane Jenson, ''Party Systems,” in The Provincial Political Systems: Com-
parative Essays, eds. David J. Bellamy, Jon H. Pammett, and Donald C.
Rowat (Toronto: Methuen, 1976), pp. 118-131; and Clarke et al.,
Political Choice in Canada, pp. 138-139.

9The summary measure of partisanship was constructed by assign-
ing to an individual oné~point for weakness, one point fér imstabilirty,
and one point for incomsistency. This measure was devised by and em-
ployed in Lawrence LeDuc, Harold Clarke, Jane Jenson, and Jon Pammett,

" ."Partisanship, Political Interest, and Electoral Camapigns in Canada,"”
paper preseanted at the Twelfth Congress of the International Political
Science Association, Edinburgh, Scotland, August 16-21, 1976; and Clarke
et al., Politlcal Choice in Canada, pp. 155-161.

L l,o'l‘hese scores are based on lOO-polnt thermometer scales that
depict varying degrees of "like" or "dislike!' for political objects, in-
cluding party leaders. See pp. 17.19 ©of this thesis.

llDesPite arguments to the contrary, this finding is not new.
Indeed, several.studies have documented the appeals of Dwight Eisenhower
and John Kennedy to beth their own and other pértlsan supporters. See,
for example, Campbell et al., The Americam Voter, pp- 129- 131; Philip E.
Converse and Georges Dupeux, "DeGaulle and Eisenhower: The Public Image
of the Victorious General," in Elections and the Political Order, eds.
Angus Campbell, Philip E. Converse, Warren E. Miller, ané Donald E.
Stokes. (New York: .John Wiley, 1966}, pp. 292-345; John E. Mueller, War,
Presidents, and Publi¢ Opinion (New York: John Wiley, 1973): and Arthur
H. Miller, Warren E. Miller, Alden S. Raine, and Thad A. Browm, L
Majority Party in Disarray:’ Policy Polarization in the 1972 Blection,'
American Political Science Review 70 (September 1976): 771-773.

12The series of open-ended, like-dislike'questions employed in
the 1974 study is very similar to that used in the 1968 study, and it was
asked of a random half-sample of respondents (weighted N - 1203). For
- the wording of the series, see pp. 19_21,05 this thesis.

131t should be noted that correlatzons between party identifica-
tion and images of party leaders persist ‘im~the face of controls for
level of political interest. This variable alone has been found to re-
veal statistically significant relatlonshlps with images of party leaders
as listed in Table 3.3. ..

_ l4The 1967 study of party officials, nigh-ddallers, and the gen-
eral public in the two Canadian cities of Vancouver and Winnipeg was con-
ducted by Allan Kornberg and Joel Smith. A brief description of the de-
sign of the study and a report of the agents stimulating a party identifi-
cation may be found in Allan Kornberg, Joel Smith, and Harold D. Clarke,
Citizen Politicians - Canada (Durham: Carolina Academic Press, 1979),
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'CHAPTER 4

IMAGES OF PARTY LEADERS AND VOTING BEHAVIOUR

Introduction

As stated in Chapter 1, the act of vociﬁg constitutes one of a
few meaningful ways by &hi;h\most people can experience direct involve-
ﬁent in the poli;ic%l proc:ess.:L Yep; an assessment of why pecple vote
and the conéequences of"doing so, which lies within thg realr of studies
on m&des of political participatién,nis hot the principél aim of the.
present inquiry. Ra;ﬁéf, it seeks to ascertain why Canadians voted for
particular parties in the 1974 federal-glection. More specificallﬁ, ie®
examineé, in this chapter, the extent to which images_éf party leaders,'
as a shoft-term force, exerted an iméact that is independent of the ef-v
"fects attributable to_gdncerns about issues, as aﬁother short-term force,
and éocioeeonomic—demographic characteristics and party identificationm,
as long~term f;rceé, on the vote. The examination is guided by a con-
siderable amount of p;ev}pus research on determinants of voting behav-
iour,2 especially on the'abiiity or inabiiity of‘party }dentification to
operate as a perceptﬁél and experiential filter, and this research per-
nits formulation of the propositions advanced in Qhapter 1:7 To recapitu-
late them briefly, it is expected that the.electoral influence of party
identification significantly will overshadow that of images of party
leaders among voters who manifested stable partisan attachments and a

moderate or low degree of political interest. Héwever, the magnitude of

difference between effects of the two forces should be reduced among and

-1o0l



102 | ~ .
_images\will Playla‘gfeatgr role in shéping the eleotogal.deciéions‘of
other subgroups of ;he pe?maneﬁt eloctorat:e,3 ootab1} unétable idonti;

- fiers with a high_leoeliof political interest, nonidenti;iers; and sﬁit-_
chers. These propositions are tested subsequent to a oresentation of

some basic'dato on distributions‘of the vote amoné socloeconomic—
demographio groups, and on relgtionships between voting apd its determi-

nants.

R o . Findings
Distributions of the Vote Among Socloeconoolc-
Demographic Groups ‘
In the 1974 feéderal election, 53.1 per cepﬁiof.the'study's re—
: : / . .

spondents casted their ballots for the Liberal/}érty,fwhile 31.1 per cent,
12.3 per cent, “and 3. 5 per cent voted Consero?tlve, NDP, and-Social éfed—
it, respectively. As revealed by the scholarly llterature cited in Chap—
ter l, these voting patterns may have been rooted in socioeconomic-
demographiC’differences, par;iculaFly theose of a regional, religious, or
‘ethnic nature.% Subsequent to z detailed anaiysis of.these varizbles as
a long~-term force, a simpler assessment of ﬁhoir relationships are report- .
ed in Table 4.1, which yields'finoings consistent wi£ﬁ those of previous
research on éanadian electoral beﬁaviour. The table demonstrates that
significantly larger numbers of Quebec residonts,-Catholics, and other or
French-Canadian ethnic groups voted Liberai in 1974 than did members of .
the remaioing regional, religious, and-ethnic-categories; For examplé,
whereas 70.4 per cent, 68.2 per cent, and 73.9 per cent or 71.1 per cent
of the former four sets, respectively, elected this party, only 36.0 per,
cent of inhabitants of the Prairie provinces, 37.0 per cent of those Be—

longing to a2 minor Protestant denomination, and 44.2 per cent of English—

Canadians d4id so. -When compared with other groups in the electorate,.
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Quebeoers,'CathoIics, and French-Canadians also more frequently selected

the Social Credit Party, but they least often voted Conservative or NDP.'
To illustrate these findings, several com;arisons ¢an be made from this
table. One such contrast occurs'petween 11.5 per cent, 7.3 per'cent, and
80 per cent of the three‘ conseoutive groups above, and 1.8 per cent of
Prairie residents, OJElper cent of those professiné a major Protestant
religion, and 1.3 per cent or persons with Anglo-Celtic origins who voted
‘Social Credit.' Rather. respondents in each of these latter three cate-
gories tended to favour the Conservative Party with 48. 2 per cent, 45.6
per cent and &0 8 pér cent, respectively, as opposed to 11.7 per cent
of Quebecers 15.4 per cent of . the Cathollcs, and 12.7 per cent of indiv—
iduals of French descent having elected thls part}. Lastly, qu votinés
was coneentrated more among people_dwelling in British Colvmbia, express—
.'ing no religious preferences, or hailing.from other northern and western
European backgrounds thar among any other regional, religious, ce ethnic
groups. 1 ' - ‘ 7 ‘. . .
“Qf somewhat less significance than region, religion, and ethnic+
ity for charting dlfferences insvoting'behaviour are the remaininé
‘.socioecononicedemographic variables inATable 4.1. That is; tnese other
ivarlables evince modest 1nter—group variations in voting. For example,
although respondents who subjeotively cla551f1ed themselves as upper or
npper—mzddle class ohose theillberal Party more often, which may be an
artifact of this group's relatively smaller size, and the NDP less often
‘fhan did members of the middle and working or 1ower classes, all three
groups exhibit a similar propensity to have voted Conmservative or Social
dCredlt. Indeed, whereas.63.7 per cent and 30,2 per cent of the subjec~

tively classified upper or upper—middle class selected the Liberal and

Conservative'parties, respectively, comparable figures for individuals
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;1dentifying with the middle_or uorklng and louer classes are 53 0 per
:‘cent ‘versus 3l. 6 per ceat, and 51 2 per cent versus 29 8 per ‘cent. This

overall: pattern of voting for the subjective soclal class variable, howh |

: T
ever, does not achieve direct counterparts for the other two 1ndicators

of social class‘status, that is, obJectiye social‘class_and education.

In fact, the pattern for the former inoicator.differs_markedly, such
that respondents who occupy the highest‘cisss position vote&.conservative |
more frequently and Liberallor Social Credit less frequently than did
persons'ih the moderately high, moderatel§ iow or low categories. More-
over, although the moderately low group e\ceeds the high as well as the"
two other classes in terms of the frequencv of voting NDP, the dlffer—
ences between these classes are small. Regarcing the variable of educa-
tion, the distribution of votiog is mixed again and the general éattérq
is not shsrply defined. That is, respondents who compietéd college or
university elected the Nb? and the Social Credit Party ﬁore-sﬁc least

often, respectiveiy, than did'persons in each of the less educated cate-

gories, but they vary slightly in their tendency to have voted Liberal or

]

Conservative. Indicative of these findings are the contrasts that obtain
between 16.2 per cent of those having completed college or university as

opposed to 8.7 per ceat of individuals with an elementary school or less

education who voted NDP, while 28.4 per cent and 53.2 per cent of the
former group and 28.6 per cent and 56.8 per cent of the latter, chose the

Conservative and Liberal parties, respectively. ' L

-—

0f the three varzables remaining.to be discussed in Table 4.1,

that is, age, sex, and community size, the third of them affords a clear

‘ ' ' ‘ ; \
picture of differences in voting. With respect te the first variable, iﬁ\_/

is evident that the youngest respondents voted NDP more frequently, Social

LY

Credit somewhat more frequently, and Conservative less often than did
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persons in each oﬁ,the_ol&er age groups. Moreover, the oldest group,

-

which is sixty'or-mdre years, ‘of age' elected the Conserﬁaq}fe Party in

larger numbers than is the .case fpr younger people. Differences between
the age groups in the procllvity to have voted -Liberal, however are only“

b -

./.

than men voted’iiberal, while a larger percentage ofythe latter than the .
// . '

‘ former/eefected the NDP, and membefs of.boeh sexes manifest an almost
'eegaiitendency te have chosen the Conserveteve or Social-Credit parties.
’//fhe last varieble} community size, deﬁonstrates greater variation in vot-

4 ing behaviour, wifh'an urbaeerural‘distinction being obeious; That is,
residents of laréer‘communities voted Liberal or NDP more frquently, but
- - Conservative 05'505;31 Credit less often, than did-inhab;tants of smaller
cities, towns, of.rural areas. As aﬁ‘example, ﬁhereas 58.4 per dent and
26.3 per cent of the reseondents located in c1t1es with over 500 000
residents casted ballots for the leeral and Coaservative nartlee, Te-
specelvely, 45:1 per cent and 39.3 per cent of those living on farms or
in other rural ﬁlaces didAsqe ) .
Briefly,'tﬁen, the data on diﬁtributioes of the vote.bx socio-
o econemic—demographieeva;iables, as presented in Table 4.1, s;ggests ehat
| " region, religion, ethnicity, and community size provide a somewhap eetter
account of differential voting patterns'then d9 the three soeial class
o variables; age, aed sex. ‘Te achieve a fuller‘un&erstandiné of the opera-
tions;of ail.of.these variables? they efe analyzedgas.erlong-term deter-
minant of electoral beﬁaviour for differentrtypes of voters in che“f#nal
table of this chapeer. Prior to ﬁhe.presentatiop cf thie table, felation—

ships between other lomng- and short-term forces, particularly images of

\ party leaders, and the vote are ekploreﬁ.‘:'

FE

marginal. W;th regard to the second variable, it appears thatimore women



individual's electoral choice.® Included among the many reaschs are

2,08

Relationships Between Short-term and Long-term
* . . Forces and the Vote N

To gain an initial appreciation of the electoral. effects of -

images of party leaders as’a short-term"force, relative to those of

“other short- and IOng-term determinants, an inspection,may be.made of

answers stemming from two questions (data not shown’ in tabular form)..

One question was closed-enﬁed and designed to elicit the primary signifi- .~

-
cance of particular factors in framing. the voting decision.? Of these

factors, party leaders were cited as having been most important more fre-
quently than were local candidates but less often than were the parties
The relevant figures are 33 per cent of the 1974 voters who mentioned

party leaders vis—a—vis 27 perzcent for local candidates and 40 per cent

for the parties. When probed further, of those who cited party leaders,
’ .
58 per cent and 42 per cent referred to their 1ssue\p051tipns and per-

Ty
sonal qualities, respectlvely.. The corresponding percentages for persons

designating local candidates are 48 per cent and 52 per cent. Of re-

spondents who mentioned the parties 43 per cent indicated a party's

vl-'

/—J
_stance on certain issues and 51 per cent spoke of its general approach as

b : ’ .
being significant to their voting deczsxon. The second question was
-

oPen;ended and intended to capture the "real reasons" that informed an

'

party leaders and iea&ership, locai candidates, parties, and" issues. The-
frequencies of mention of the first two factors,.however age lower than
those from the first question while the percentages citlng parties re-
mains the same. That is, 28 per cent, 14 per cent, and 40 per cent speci-
fiec leaders or leadership- local candidates, and parties, respectively

In terms of issue mentiond, 22 per cent cited inflation, while .7 per

cent, 9 per cent, and 36 per cent comsecutively referred to controls on
] ‘ ™ - R I

wl
. . -

-
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- analysis of voting‘behaviour is offered by the data arrayed in Table 4.2,

field but only 8.6 per cent of the people least favourably dispose

o~ - -

;'.h' » -~ o »

. wages and prices, other economic matters, and other issues. Yet, it can

e

ber argued that the responses to both qﬁeéﬁions_reflect rationalization of

an electoral décision that was based on other factors. Giﬁéﬁithis possiw

bility, more sophisticated analysis of the relationships between loﬁg-.
and short-term fbrces, partiéularly images of party leaders, and voting\:

are required. , ' ' 4 R T

Accordingly, the next step leading towards a more thorough

e

-

These data consisifof correlations between affect for a party leader, as
measured by the tﬁé}gometer scores, and direétion of the vote. An in-
spection of the correlations vields the major finding that per;ons who
reported relatively high ievels of affect for a particular leader tend to
have voted more frequently for that leader's party than did respondéﬁts
who félt less favourably about him. For example, whereas 85.2 per cent
of those most positively evaluating Trudesu elected the Libeéal Partf,
oﬁly 5.8 pe£ cent of the group least liking him selected it. Alterna-’

tively, it can be stated that while 14.8 per cent of the individuals who

assigned the highest rankings to Trudeau voted for amother party, 71.7

plr cent of/those who were neutral about him and fully 94.2 per cent of

-_the respondents who expressed their greatest displeasure with him by giv-

ing him a score of twenty-five or lower did so. This general pattern
also is evident in the relationship betﬁeeu affect for Stanfield and Con-

servative voting. That is, 7&.1 per cent of those who most 1liRed Stan~

wards him -chose the Consergative Party, while 25.9 per cent of the former
group; 91.4 per cent of the latter, and 75.2 per cent of the respondents
.,

who felt neutrally about him casted their ballots for z different party.

> ~ Similar to these patterns for Trudeau and Stanfield are those
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Cramer's V = +.31

‘110
Tab;e 4.2, Direction 6f.Vbt§ by Party Leader ?ﬁermometer Scores, 19TLw.
- - Trudeau
Liberal Vote 1-25- 26 -L49 50 51 - 75 76 = 99
No ' ok.2% . ..90.2% T1.1% ~  L6.2% 1%.8%
* Yes 5.8 9.8 28.9 - 53.8 85.2
(N =) (225) (165) ~ +(213) (481) (737)
Cramer's V = +.61 :
. Stanfield
Progressive : ' :
Conservative Vote '1'- 25 26 - hg S50 51 -175 76 - 99
No ) 91.5%  80.7%  75.2%8  53.6%  ° 25.9%
Yes 8.6 19.3 4.8 L6,k 741
(w=) - (388)  (370)  (38k)  (NhkY . (223)
Cramer's V = +.45
~ Lewis
New ) .
Demoerat Vote 1-25 26 -~ kg 50 50 - 75. 76 - 99
Jo . 99.68  95.2%8  92.9%  .79.3% 60.5%
Yes 0.% 4.8 T.1 - 20.7T . 39.5
(=) (389) (277) (368) (436) = - (235)
Cramer's V = +.3 :
Caouette ]
Saocial . . . (§
Credit Vete 1 -25 26 - 49 © 50 51 - TS T6 - 9
No . 99.5%  100.0% 97.6%  "9L.3% 78.8; .
Yes 0.5 0.0 2.4 5.7 21.2
(N=) (372)  (261) (338) (31%) " (163)

*Relationships are significant statistically at the .00l level.

-

S bl i ol
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.involving Leaders of the two minor parties although a small difference

’ - N

.does exist. ‘That is, the tendency persists for respondents who felt most

positively about a leader to have ‘voted for that leader s party more fre-

quently than did their less favourably inclined counterparts but the

~

percentages are lower. As an.example, whereas slightly over four-fifths
of the people who most liked Trudeau;and tnree~quapters of those feeling .
the same way about Stanfield elected tne.Liberal'and-Conservative par—ﬁ.
ties, respectively, 39.5 per cent of the group expressing the highest

levels of affect for Lewis, which alsc can be compared with 0.4 per ant ‘&
of those least liking him, voted NDP. Correspondingly, fully 6Q. 5 per
* cent of the respondents who rated Lewis st.seventy—six points or higher
A on the thermometer scale, 92.9 pexr cent of the.individuals who accorded
him a-neutral score of fifry, and 99.6 per cent of those most negatively
diSposed towards him did not vote XDP, The relevant figures for Caouette

include 21._ per cent and only C. 5 per cent of the people who most and

N . least llked him, reifesgively voted for the Socizal Credlt Party. The
remalning 78 8 per cent of the former groups, 99.5 per cent of the latter,'

and 97. 6 per cent @f the respondents feeling neutrally aboutphim selected

another party.
' Taken/tﬁ§et er, then, the data in Table 4.2 demonstrate that
affective feelln about a leader can serve to stimulate voting for that
!
leader's party. However, a decline in the inteasity of these feelings
) T i accompinied by a decrease in the propensity to choose that party,’

such that \tliisaffect may be expressed in terms of electing another party.

Thus, it appears that leaders possess the capacity of simultaneously
attracting and repelling electoral support. With respect to this find-

ing, it should be noted that the relatively higher perc \Ftages of re-

spondents who expressed affect for Lewis or Caouette but refrained from,
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voting for their respective paftieé do not reflect neoessarily the fail-
ure of:either leodof-to draw voters to his party. Rather, they address
the faet that-opportgnities available for converting affect for each
leader into votes were curtailed by the NDP's noncompetitive status and
the Social Credit Party s nonexistence in many federal constituencies.
Moreover, they warn agginst making and placmng confidence in comparisons
between the "pull and push" effects of leaders which are based on bivar-
‘iate analysis. Theoe-analyses, by definition, ignore the opeTfations of
other. factors in the ﬁoting'decision;'an omisoion which is neither
grounded in réality nor substantiated by p}evious studies of electoral
behaviour. Indeéd, these studies reveal that some relationships which
are éignificant in the bivariate case can become insignificant with the
introduction of such‘other factors into tite analysis. Accordingly, they
should bo coosidered by any-interpretation'of ;egder effects. The basis_

-

for such.a consideration is furnished by Table 4.3.

In Table_4.3, the correlations between direction of the vote ;nd
party identific;tion, peroéptions of the party_ao being c¢closest to the
ro5pondent on a most important issue, and affect for tﬁe_partx,leader,
© wboth alone and with contoois for the former two-§ériables as well as for

feellngs about other leaders are dlsplayﬁd ?rom this table at least
lthree major findings emerge for each of the four groups of ‘party voters.
The first‘finding is that the zero-order felationships between voting and
the three independeot‘variablés are not only statistically significant at
the .001 level, but alsé that their directions are oons;stent with the
expectations discosoeé in Chapter 1. That is, people who identified
psyohologically with a particular political party, felt that it reflected

thoir views on an especially important issue, or liked {ts leader elected

that.party more frequently than did réspopdents who did not share these



Table L.3.. Direction of Vote by Party leader Thermometer Scores
-Controlling for Other Short- and Lohgsterm Variables, 19TL#*

N }

. ) o : r
Liberal Vote x - . w
Liberal party identification ’ ' ' CUTT
Liberal Party closest on most important issue - .62
Trudeau thermometer scores - .63
Trudeeu thermometer scores x Lideral Party closest on most ~ . - |

important issue 45
Trudeau thermometer scores x Lideral party identification .31
Trudeau thermometer scores x Liberal party identification, .

other leaders' the“mometer scores * .28
Trudesu thermometer scores x Lidersl party identification,

Liberal Party closest on mosts important 1ssue : . .24
Progressxve Conservetive Vote x -
prosressnfe Conservative party identificaticn .76
Progressive Conservstive Party clesest on most importart issue .61
Stanfield thermemeter scores \ Lo
Stanfield thermometer scores x Progre581ve Conservative ?arty
. closest on most important issue .35
Stanfield thermcrmeter sceores x Progressive Conservatlve Darty

,identification .27
Stanfield thermometer scores x Progressive Ccnserva“lve party

identification, other leaders' thermcmeter scores’ .2t

- Stanfield thermometer scores x Progressive Conservative pariy
identificstion, Conservatlve Party closest on most important

issue . L .22
New Democrat.Vote x
New Democrzt party identificatien TT
‘New Democratic Party closest on most importent issue ke
Lewis thermometer scores ' Lk
Lewis thermometer scores x New Democratic Party closest oo rost

important issue . o .37
Lewis thermometer scores x New Democrat party identificaticn A7
Lewils thermometer scores x New Democrat party identification,

other leaders' thermomeler scores .16
Lewis thermcmeter scores x New Demcerat varty 1cent1f1catlon,

New Democratic Party closest on most important issue Lk
Social Credit Veote x** S C
Social Credit perty icdentification - ‘ 81
Cacuette thermometer scores ‘ .31
Cacuette thermometer.scores x ro1a_ Credit party iéentifica-

tion .10
Ceouette the*momete* scores x Sociel Credit perty idemtifice-

tion, other leaders' thermometer scores T .0%

*Relationships are significant statisticaily at the .001 level.

*#The verieble of Social Credit Perty closest on.most important issue
" was excluded f*om the enalysis due {6 & smell numbe* of respondents.

£
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sentiments. More specifically, it appears that Liberal partisans, in-

dividuals who perceived the Liberal Party's position as coinciding

. .

closely with their own issue concerns, and those who felf posi;ively.
-abqut Trudeau voted Liberal more often thaﬁ did their counterparts who .
did not associate themselveé with therparty,‘did not comsider it as rep;
resenting their.oﬁinions on issues;.or advapced negative.feelings.about
Trudeau. Similarly, Conservative identifiers, meﬁberﬁ of the electorate
who-regarded the Conservative Party as being ﬁcarest to.them on a very,
significant issue, and persons who held Stanfield in high esteem casted
Conservative ballots more frequently than did respo;dents who éxpressgd
dissimilar feelings. - Tantamount to these pactern; of influences on

:
Liberal-or'Conservativc voting are those involving selection of the NDP
or the‘Social Credit Party. That-is,'individuals who reported a NDP
attachment? viewed the party aé most proximal Eo their stances on issues,
or liﬁed;Lewis chose the NDP in larger numbers than did people who were
not XNDP adherents, did not perceive the party as echoiné their‘i35ue con-

-~

cerns, or entertained unfavourable perceprtions of Lewis. With respect to

' . L3
"Soctal Credit voting, those who identified with this party or evaluated

=
LY ’ -

C;oﬁette positiﬁely selectE% it more often than did respondents who did
not expér;en;e these crientations.

The sgcond finding rests upon the magnitudes of the correlations
_between voting for a particular party and the three independent vari-
ables. Briefly,.an inspection of them reveals that the strongest rela-
tionship with voting involves party identification; followed by percep-
tions of the party as béing closest to .the respondent on a most important -
issue, and the weakest associztion occurs with affect for a party leader.

Illustrative of this trend are the figures for Liberal voting which

demonstrate that the propensity to have elected this party was influenced
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more by whether or not a respondent psychologlcally identified with it
(r = 77) than by perceptions of the closeness of the party's issue pos;-
tion (r = f62) or of -Trudeau as the party leader (r =_‘62). Among Con~
servative‘voters, party identification also exerted the greetest impact
on their electoralnchoice (r = .76), while evaluations of the party's
"approach ﬁo a‘ve;y important issue were more instrumental in this choice
(r = .61) than.were feeiings about Stanfield (r = .49). Similarly,
partisanship played the largest role in deciding whether -or not to select
the ND?,:but the electoral effect -of an appreciation of the proximity of
the party's issue concerns (r = .49) does not overshadow significantly
that of affect for Lewis (r = .44). The sama tendency occurs for Secial
Credit voting, with partf identification exer;}qs_ihg;eater impact on the
ehoosing Sf‘;his party than did perceptioas of Caouette.

Attendant epon this second, finding that affect for a leader bears
.the weakest of three_relationships witﬁ direction of the vote is the
third finding thae, not eurprisingly, the magnitude of this.essociation
declinee when the ether indecpendent variables are inkroduced as controls.
Moreover, the extent of this decrease is most precipitous fer the second+=
order partial correlations iqvolving party'identification. As an example,
the correlation between Lieeral voting and affect.for Trudeau diminishes
from .62 to .45, .31, .28, and .24 when centrols for ﬁerceptions of the
party as being clesest to the respondent on 2 most i&portant issue and
party identification, both eingly_and in conjunetion with feelings about
other leaders and issue perceptions, respectively, ‘are introduced. Com-
parable figures for the relationship beﬁween selection of the Conserva-
tive Party and feelings about Sranfield range fpom .49 to .35, .27, .24,

and .22 as assessments of the party's issue position and Conservative

partisanship, alone and together with evaluations of other leaders and

P
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the party's approach to a very important issue are includ%driq the

analysis. Idenfical to these patterms aré those involﬁin% the associ-

4 ations between electing the NDP and.fankings of Lewis which decline from
44 to .14, and between voting Social Credit and affect fof Caoyette
which drops ffom .34 to .09 when other electoral factors are nsidered.

On the basis of these findings from Table 4.3, two obs rvationé
on thé relationship between affect for a party leader an§ directfgﬁ of
the vote can be advanced. One is that although positive.feelings about
a leader tend to induce voting for that ieader's party‘Whiie negative

sentiments %timulate selection of another party, this assaciation pales
in comparison to that between voting and party. ideatification’or, o a
lesser extent, perceptions of the party's clo;eness on 3 most impoftant
issue (with exceptioﬁ of Liberal voters). Consistent-wi;ﬁ previous re-
search, the ctﬁer observation is that part of the total felationship be-
tween affect for 3 leader and electior of his party appears to be spur-
ious, thét is, acdpunted for by the impact of partisanship or issue per-

ceptions on evaluations of the leader. - These observations are tested and

the question of whether or not the electoral influences of feelings about

b aed .
- - f .- 4\
leaders and other factors‘differ between groups of voters is\probed in
the remaining analytic séction of this chapter. \\
: ' . . \

A

N

The Electoral Impact of Party Leaders and Other A
Forces on Groups of Voters ' '

As described by Nie, Verba and Petrocik,’ analysis of commonal-
ities is a technique that entails a stepwise regression'procedure that
specifies two equations, reverses their order of entry, and permits the

results to be classified into unique and joint effects. For present pur-

poses, this method can be used to delineate more precisely the electoral
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impact of party 1eaders as a short—term determlnant relative to the in-
fluences of other short- and long—:erm forces.. More specifically, it is

employed, with direction of the vote aS'the dependent variable, in order
- o .

‘to separate the percentage of explained variance ;n,voting.that is

attributed directly to affect .for a party leader from that connected

directly with perceptions of the party's closeness on a2 most important

‘issue, the direction and stability of party'identification, or the

socioeconomic-demographic variables of regien, ﬁgligion, ethnicity, and
objective social class as a long-term force, and' to identify the propor-

tion of variance in voting that is due to these variabléss for each of

the eight groups of voters. It may be recalled that these groups include

respondents who reported a stable or an unstable party identification and

a low to moderate or high level of political interest, as well as those
who dié‘not identi?y‘with but voted for a political party in 1974 (non-
idéntifiers); voted for different parties in the 1972 and 1974 electidns
(switchefs),.did not vote in 1972 but did vote in 1974 or c¢laimed to have
véted not alwavs in federal elections (transients), or first were eligible
to vote in 1974 and did so (new voters).9 Results of the analysis for

each, group are displayed in Table 4.4.

Table 4.4 demonstrates that for the first group, which is com-

posed of individuals who declared a stable partisanship and z low or
moderate degreé of political interést, party identification singularly
accounts for a larger percentage of the explained variance in direction
of the vote tﬁan do feelings about the party leaders, perceptioans of the
party's closeness on'a most important issue, or the socioéconomic-
demographic variables whose effects do not exist. In addition, the im-
pact of party idenﬁifiqation was felt more keenly by members of this

group‘who selected the NDP than by 'those who chose the Liberal or
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Table‘h'h‘ Unique and J01nt Effects .of Affect for Party Leaders and
Other Short- end Longwterm Varlables on Direction of Vote among
: Groups of Voters, 197k '

Direction of Vote

Progressive New
Liberal Conseérvative Democrat
S Vote Vote Vote
Stable party identification, : ' .
low or moderste political'interest |
Unique effects of: - _ f : -
affect for party leaders ‘ 54 2§a : 2%%
party closest on most- important lssue 5 2 1%
party identification : 10% 16 - 2u®
socloeconomic and demographic - o ‘
variebles ; 1l -1 0
Joint effects of: S
affect for party leaders, party ' " ‘ ™
closest on post important issue 2 2 3
affect for party leaders, party
identification i1 .12 17 -
party closest on most important issue, ) :
party identification 6~ 7 8
affect for party lesders, party closest
on meost important 1ssue, party identi-
fication : S 20 14 T
other _10 11 - _ L
Totel variance explained = T0% T% “66%
Stable party identification,
high political interest.
Unique effects of: ' .
sffect for party leaders ' og® 252 . 0%
party closest on most important 1ssue 5 g* 12
party identification &® g 26%
soc1oeconom1c and aemographlc .
_veriables . 1 1 - ' 1
Joint effects of: f- ) :
 affect for party leaders, party
closest on most important issue 3 2 0
affect for party leaaers, part
identification 6 2 5
party closest 'on most important 1ssue,
party identification g G . 22
affect for party leaders, party closest - .
on most important issue, party identis )
fication - 29 2k 13
other 15 7 - 4

Totel varience explsined = o 76% T3% ThE
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Table 4.4 (continued)

Unstable party identification,

I low or moderate political 1nterést

Unigque effects of:
affect for party leaders

party closest on most important issue h

party identification
sociceconomic and. demographlc

variables

Joint effects of:

affect for party leaders, party
closest on most dwportent issue
affect for party leaders, party

identifiecation
party closest on most important issue,
party 1dent1f1catlon
afféct for party leaders, party closest

fication -
cther

~ Total variance expleined =

Unstable party idemtificetion,

high political interest

Unique effects of:
affect for party leaders

party clesest on most: 1mportant 1ssne

party identificetion-

_socioeconomic and demographic

. : varigbles

" Joint effects of:

affect for party leaders, party
closest on most important issue
affect for party leaders, party

identificetion

party closest on most, lmportant issue,

. party identification
affect for party leaders, party closest
on most importent 1ssue party identi-.

fication
dther

Total variance expleined =

Nonidentifiers

Unique effects of:
affect for perty leaders
party closest

sociceconomi
variables

T

[FORM

119,

" Liberal

Vote

og®
15°%

3b

-
5

[ on mesy important issue, party iderti-

5
4

5T

L yal

Lay WO M

',_J

v Oy

21
13
5%

98 -

on most importent issue 11

and demographic

90

Progressive New

Conservative Dermocrat
- Vote Vote

@

11 ' 21
2 1
L hi
T 11
3 T

12 1

12 9

T62% ST®
b c
3 2
s

T a7
2 3
3 0
5 5
6 ik

13 12

13 0

56% 58%

a8 . &

S

T 6
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Table L4.b (continued)

\\ Progressive New
Liberal Conservative Democrat
Vote Vote . Vote .
Joint effects of:.
© affect for party leaders, party ..
closest_on most important issue 1L 11 - 2.
other 2 : T L I
Total variance explained = - “h5% 9% L 32%
Switchers
Unique efrects of: - . .
affect for party leaders ug® 93& hga
party closest on most important issue 10 - ) L
party identificetion ‘ 0 0 . Sa
socioeconomic and demographic : "
_verisbles . g% g% ¢ o2
Joint effects of: '
affect for party leaders, paxrty
closest on most important issue & : 10\\\\\\ ’ 3
gaffect for party leaders, party ..
identification . 1 i 0 6
party closest on most 1p@ortant 1ssue,‘
party identificaticn 2 1. L
fect for party leaders, party closest
on most important Issue, party identi-
fication . o L . -k 5
other ERTIN ‘ = 4 "]
Total variance explalned .- 37% - k5% ‘ 33%
Transients -
Unique effects of: , '
affect for party leaders Sgc lgj 1£¢
party closest on most 1mportant isspe 2 2 0
party identification 10% 18% 2¢®
. sociloeconomic and demographic o o
variables . 10 12 1
Joint effects of: : o L
affect for perty lesders, perty ‘
closest on most important issue 0 3 0
affect for perty lesders, party
identificetion 13 T 17
party closest on most important issue,. . \
party identification : T T 16
affect for party ieaders, narty closest !
on most important issue, party identi- : .
. fication 17 10 21
other L 11 9
)yl

Total variance expleined = “68% T1% L%
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Table k.4 (continued)

Progressiﬁé . New

' ' g o Iaberal Conservative  Democrat
A : S Vote Vote ' ~ Vote
. New Voters - ' ' o
i Uhlque effects of: S b - e :
affect for party leaders 5§ - 4 - 3
party closest on most 1mportant issue -3 BT - Sb
party. identification . A L9t 6"
socioeconomic ang demogr phlc : -
varisbles | -3 "5 8 .
Joint effects of: . . ) .
affect for party leaders, party
closest on most important issue 6 1 0
o affect for party leaders, party o
! identification 7 8 )
party closest on most importsnt 1ssue, .
party identification . - 6 3 10
- affect for party leaders, party closest
PR on nost 1mportant issve, party identi-
- fiecation 23 10 10
- other b 7
.~ Total variance explained = . 'E=? 55% “S8%

aRelatlonshlns are sxgnlflcant statlstlcally at the .001 level at the

.01 level; Qat the .0S level.

{

Al
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Con;ervacive Party. 1Illustrative of these two patterns are the data
that party identification contributes 10 per cerdt, 16 per cent .and. .
fully 7& per cent while affect for the leaders is responsible for 5 per
cent and only _per cent and 2 per cent of the ewplalned variance in
willingness to have voted Liberal Conservative or VDP respectrvely
The prevailing electoral influence of part} identification is evident
further in'che effects that.it jointly shares with evaluations of the
leaders;\aegues. or both, such that the magnitodes of the<three combina;

tions exceed that exerted by leaders and' issues acting together. As an

. '

e\ample, for persons who belong to this group andé elected the Liberal

Partv in 1974, the percentages of variance explicated by party 1dentl££-

<

cation operating in concert with leaders, issues, and both leaders and
issues are 11, 6, and 20 respectively, as opposed te the mere 2 per cent

imparted jointly by leaders and issues. This trend also holds true for

- Conservative and NDP voters but, for the latter, party ddentification,

Borh aiire and in conjunction with other forces, accounts for sizable

portions of the total 70 per cent, 67 per cent, and 66 per cent of vari-

ance explained in Liberal, Conmservative, and NDP voting respectivelv.
Slightly dissimilar patterns to those exhibited by individusals

with a stable party attachment and a low or moderate level of politieal

“interest exist for their counterparts who manifeéfeﬁJthe same stability

of partisanship but a large meazsure of interest. That is, party identi-

fication continues to piay & primary role’in determining the electoral

decision, but differences between sizes of the four unique effects, in-

cluding those involving party identification, are “less pronounced among
Liberal and Conservative voters, while variations between magnitudes of

the joint effects are more acute among each subgroup of party voters.

The former tendency 1s exemplified by party identification uniquely

N
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aﬁcoun;iug for 6 per cent of the expléiﬁed variance iﬁ Ligeral voting,
énd it is followed closely by perceptions of the bérty as‘seing nearest
on a most imﬁdrtant issue and affect for.leaders which individually elu--
;iéate gnother Slper cent and 2 per cent of’this variénce. The corres-
- ponding £ :fs fdr respondents who casted Conéerva?ive ballots are 8
per cent, Sfﬁer cent, and 2 %er cent. Among NDF' voters who manifested a

a

stable partisan-attachment and a high level of political interest, how-
ever, the discrepancy between the amount of explained variance singu-
larly attributable to ﬁarty.identification and that owing to the othexr .
elgctoral'forces is éubstantial again; with the fqrmer‘expounding fully
28 per ceﬁt of the explained variance in NDP votiné while issues and
leaders are responsible for only 1 per cent and nothing, respectively.
In addition, it should pe ndted tﬁat, for each subgroup Or .party voters,
the effect; of the foﬁr sociceconomic-démosraphic variables.are minimal.
In terms of the jeoint effects delivered Sy the independent variables,
those involving.party identification, particularly in combination with
issues and leaders for -Liberzl or Conservétive voters‘or simply with
" issues for NDP voteré, overshadow the collective impact of leaders and

-

issues. 4&s an example, when party identification operates in tandem with
evaluations of le2ders or the party's position on a most important issue
or both of these political ogjects, they contnibute 6 per cent, 9 Qér
cent, and 29 per cent to the explained variance in Liberal voting, re-
.spectivéLy, while the joint effect‘of leaders and issues accounts fo;
only 3 éer cent. When these figures are aggregated with those ¢f the
other joint and unique effects, they represent fully 76 per cent cf the
explained variance in Liberal‘voting. The analogous percentages for

_ Conservative and NDP voting are 73 per cent and 74 per cent, respectively.

For the third group of voters, which is composed of people whose
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'partisanship is unstable and level of political interest could be classi—

fied as low or moderate, the pattern of findings, however bears a lesserd
resemblance to that for the second group than it does for the first Y

group, which consists of individuals ‘with stable identification but the'

same levels of intcfcst. That is, although party identification reem ‘ges )
as the najor determinant of direction af the vote among thiS‘tnird group,
the magnitude of its effect does not outweigh greatly that associated
with each of the other unique effects, except among those who chose the .
KDP. Illustrative of this pattern are the data that partisan attachment
uniquely accounts for 15 per cent, 1l per cent, and 21 per cent of the

explained variance in Liberal, Conservitive, and NDP voting, respectively.
Of secondary importance for these respective groups are issue concerns, .
leaders, and issues and leaders equally. O0f least 51gnif1cance for

understanding why individuals in either of the three groups voted as

'they_did are effects of.the socioeconomic-demographic variables, although

3‘per cént of the explained variance i Liberal veting is traceaole to _
them: ] . ' - o

The large influence exerted by party identification alsd is appar-
ent in the joint effects that it has with other’ electoral forces. When

coupled with these forces, that is, leaders, dssues -and both leaders

and issues, it accounts for 5 per cent, 6 per cent, and 15 per cent, or

-an additicnal 26 per cent of the variance in Liberal voting; 7 per cent,

3 per cent, and 12 per cent, or amother 22 per cent of the variance in

Conservative voting; and 11 per cent, 7 pér cent, and 1 per cent, or 19

per cent more of the variance in NDP voting. . In comparison to these

figures, the joint effects of leaders and issues 'are quite small, explain-
L4

ing 4 per cent or less of the variance in voting for any one of the

three parties. With respect to the total amounts of explained variance,
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that is, 57 per cent for both the Liberal and the NDP subgroups and 62
. per cent for. Conservative voﬁErs, the& are large but less than those

reported for the preceding two groups.

For the next group of voters‘w“t displayed unstabl;\Bﬂtty’iden-

tification and a high level of political interest, the pattern of effects

w . is similar to that revéaled by the second group which also has high

| interest but stable partisanship. - The pattern is such that while party
identificat;on aecounts for the largest percehtage of variance in voting,
differences between the magnitude of its effect and that for each of the
other forces are not substantial, with“one exception being NDP voters for
whom the impact of parey 1dent1f1cat10n is greatest‘of the three groups.
In contrast, the unique effects of the socioeconomic-demographic varl-'
ab}es are almost‘_ngng;isgeatf In tErms of the effects jointly exer-
cised by cembinations of forces, the ;argegt’tne is:éssociated with
leaders and issues acting together for ConsefvatiGE“hnd Liberal voters
who admitted to umstable partiéanship aed were very politicaliy inter-

~ested, whereas issues and patty ideetification, followed closely by party

idehtiﬁication, leaders and issues, were responsible for the biggest

shared effects among NDP voters. When these joint effects are combined

with all other joint and unique éffects, the total percentages of ex-

plaiﬁed variance in Liberzl, Conservative, and NDP voting are 65, 56, \

. e

and 58 respectively. '
Among nonidentifiers, for whom the effects of party identifica-

.tion on direction of the vote are expected to be null, perception of the

party.as being closest to the respondent on a most important issue exérts

the greatest untque influence on those who selected the Liberal Party or

the NDF. This factor contributes 1l per cent to explained variance for

the former and 12 per cent for the latter. In comparison, evaluations of

-
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_the leaders had the pdst‘éonsideréﬁle uﬁique effecg on indi;iduals who
sélécted theiConservative Party, accounting for.lé‘per cent of the ex-
plained variancé. 'Suécéeéing these forces in magnitude are leader_ef-
fects_for both Liberal_and NDP voters who.professed no partisan affili-
;tign, anﬁ 1s§ué effeccé—fdf Coﬁsérvati;e voters. - Thelremaining,categoéy
of‘uniquefeffe;;s is the.SOcioecoﬁomic—demographic.yariablés. These
v;riables are statistically 1nsignificant fox explaining Conservative or
'NDP voting, but they do -atfect the -decision made Lo have voted for the .
Liberal Party. Finally, the Joint effects of leaders and lssues produce
14 per cent, 1l per cent, and only 2 per cent of the e\plalned variance

_ infiiferal, Coﬁsefvative, and NbP voting_féspectively. An additioé‘of
all of:these effectslﬁields total peréentages of explained variance in
Liberai; Conservative, ané‘NﬁP voting 'of 45, 49, and 32, percentagés that
are appreciably lower thaﬁ those fhr'the.four previous;grouég of voters
“VhO'ekperiencgaﬂthe e}?ctoral impa;t eé péf;y idép%ificati&n.

. TFor people whe switched their votes, that is, they casted ballots’

- .

for one party in 1972 and a different party:in 1974, partisénship‘in—
fluenced only those who elected the ‘NDP and; for tﬁem, it had the largest
éffect. It is foiiowed £§r;ize by‘leadeyé and issues whi&h“explain equal
‘percentages of variance, while the socioeconomlc-demographlc effects are
miniSCuié. Party identtfication, however, does fail to exert any lmpacb'
on those switchers whp chose the Liberal Party or the Conservative Party

' fin 1974. TFor the forﬁér subgroup, the largest effect is attributable to
issue co;cerns.which comprisé sliéhtly over one;quafter of the total ex-
plained §ari;nce. Fof the latter suhgroup, this status is:shared by
leaders énd issues. Fo;‘the rémaining category of gunique effects which

A,

.are due to the socioceconomic-demographic variables, it 1s surprising,
! B

glven that their dmpact is small for the other group of voters discussed
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thus far, that their effects are 51gn1f1cent for explalnlng leeral and
Conservative votlng._ In each case, these variables acfount for 8 per
cent of the expleined veriance. .In each cagc, §igila¥ to its unique ef-
fects; the Joint effects qf pé.r-ty identifice.t_ion are quite sma.ll ‘Fcbn'
'example, party identification, when coupled with peréeptions of leaders,
issues, and both leaders and issues, expllcates only 1 per cent, 2 per
cent end b per cent of the variance in leeral veting, whereas the
Joint effects of leaders and issues are reénonsible for 6 per cent. For
peorle who sthéied their preference. and voted NDP in loTh hcwever, |
leaders and lssues .explain less variance than do the otker ccmblnatxons
of variables 1nvolv1ng party 1dent1f1catlon.- In total these joint and

e
the unlque effects for the L*beral Convservatlve ‘and NDP sudbgroups of o

< -

swltchers comprise 37 ner cent, LS Der cent and 33 ber cent of the varisnce.

These percernbeges are the lowest for any three subgréups of the eight ~

groups of voters.

-

-

Ameng T-«s:s'ac::zdz'ents whe can be labelled as "transients,” thet is;
they voteq in the 1974 election but éid not vote En-19p2 or mentioned
thet they do not alweys vote in federal elections; party i&eﬁfification
uniquely explained: the largest percentage‘of varisnce in difecticn of the
vote. Indeed, 10 peg cent of the variance in Liberal votigg is attri- |
butable to-éartisanship, whereas 5 per cent, 2 per cent, and a less
! A .
statistically significant 10 per cent are due to evaluastions of the
leaders, perception of the party as being closest to the reépoﬁdent on a
:host imporiant issue, and the soc:oeconomic-deﬁog;aphic féctofs-respec—
tively. For Conservative voteré, perty identification accounts for 18
per cent of the'variance. Second to it in megnitude afe the sociel back-

'_ground variables, and party leaders contributed only an 1ns:gn1flcant L

per cent to the explalned variance. The largest percentage dlfferegce
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between partisanship and-smy other electoral force obtains for NDP
voters, and it involves fully 29 per cent of the explained variance that
is attributable‘td partisanship as~opposed to 1 pér cent that' is due to

the leaders or to the socioeconomic-demographic factors. As with the

other groups of voterS already discussed, with exception of the non-

= -

identifiers and the switchers, the joint effects of party identification
explain a considerable amount of the variadce. This finding occursqes— )
pecially for those t?ansient voters who chose the NDP in 1974. For this
‘subgroup,.part& identificatiﬁn,-when merged with.leaders,;issues,.anq
leaders and issues accoun;s-for’l? per cent, 16 per cent, and 21 per cent
respectively, or‘nearly three-fifths, of the explained variance. The
comparable proportion of both Liberal and Conmservative electors is one-
half. In contrast, leaders and issues jointly do not explaiﬂ any vari-
ance -in Liberal or NDP veting, and enly 3 per cent in the propénsity to
have selected the Conservative‘Party. When all percentaéeé fgr the tran-
.sienﬁ gfbup are aggregated by subgroup, the totals of explained variance
for Liberal, Conservative, and NDP. voting are 68 per cent, 71 per cent,
and fully 94 per cent; respectively.
With respect to the last group of voters go be examined, that is,
- - the new voters, the pattern oﬁ effgcts tends to resemble that for voters
with stable or unstable party identifi;atidn and a high level of politi-
cal interest. This pattern is such thaz the electorgl impact of_party
idenﬁifiéation does noﬁ overshadow greatly the effects cof other forces.

For example, it explains 6 per cent of the variance in Liberal voting

among new voters, while affect for leaders, evaluation of the party as

! &

being closed to the respondent on a2 most important issue, and socio-
economic-demographic variables account for 5 per cent, 3 per cent, and

an insignificant 3 per cent, respectively. " The relevant figures for
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‘ConservatiQe_ydgérs are 9 per cent as opposed tokS per cent, D per cent,
and 5 per cent. The thir@ o§'Chese four figures is_particulafly inter-
esting given that it indicates that concerns about issues did'notlexért‘ .
any influence on the decisions of some:new-vptérs to select the Conserva-
tive Party. Fpr NDP voters, however,‘issueg were imﬁortant‘aqd theyv
account fér a larger percentage of exélained variance than do pgrtisan—
ship or the other forces. Jet, part& ideﬁhificétion_is not ineffectual
%or explaining the e;ector§_preferences of new vo;e?s, as cvideﬁced from
an inspection of the joint effects that‘it bears with leaders and/ox
issues. Thesé efféé:s amount to %lightly over one-half, one-tﬁird, and
two-sfifths dft£he explained variance iA‘LiBeral, Coﬁsgrvative, and NDF
Qstiﬁg respectively. Contrariwise, the relative'spared impact of leaders
énd issues'is quite small, with only SIper ¢cent, 1 per cent, and nething
of the explained variance for the three respectivé'sufgroups-being attri-
butable to theﬁ. In total, all of the forces act t6 explain 67 per
cent, 55 per cent, and 58 per cent of the varidnce in Libefal, Conserva-
tive, and NDP veoting among those peréons who were newly eligible to vete
in 1974.

Overall, then, the data arréyed in Table 4.4 yield several major
findings. Ome is that the effects of long- and shorr-term forces‘on ;he
decision to vote_fdr a partiﬁular party are mixed. This mix occurs ac-
cording to which group of the electoratE'hoﬁses a_respgnd?nt, with the

groups being differentiated by stability of party identification and
level of political interéét, or by past voting beﬁaviour. Two examples
of this-mix can be cited. The first is th?t party identification ex-
plains uﬁiquely‘the largest.proportions of variance for stable party

identifiers who profess ﬁo have low or moderate or high degrees of polit-

ical interest and voted NDP in 1974 (24 per cent of 66 per cent of the

-
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klvériance'for the former and 28 péf cegt of 74 per ceﬂt of the‘variénce
for the lgtter), as well as for 'unstable paftisans who express a low or
méderacé'revgl of interest and selected the NDP (21l6f.57 per cent).
Conversely, it ‘is assumed not to account uniquely fo;lany Yaéiance-for
nonidentifieré, an?-it actually does nbt explain variance iﬁ voting for
switcﬁers_whb elected the Liberal or'Conservative Party (but not the NDP)
in 1974, At the same ?ime, party identification will account joinély for -
any varianée for nonidentifiers, and it is responsible for the smaliest
proportion of joint wriance for switchers who voted Liber#l (7 of 37
per cent) or Conser§gtiye (5 ofIQS per cent). Thé‘shared effects involv-
ing partisanship, hbwever;.arg largest for étqble party identifiers ?ith

‘2 high level of political interest and who chose the Liberal Party (44 of

76 pef-cent) and for tramnsient voters who elected the NDP (54 of 94 per
cent). The second example coqpeerns the electorai.impact of  affect for
party leaders; It explains'singly‘the\bigges; percentages 5f variance
‘for all three subgr&ups of nonidentifiers and for switchers who v&ted

- . w
Conservative In 1974 (9 of 45 per cent). It uniquely produces the small-

est proportions of variance for transient respondents who casted their '
baliots for the Conservatives (1 of 7% per cent) or Fhé XDP (1 of 94 per’
cent). With respect éo.the joint effects of part&i%eaders,wthef are
smallest fo% new voters who elected the NDP (2 of 32'per_centj and largest
for Liberal voters who claimed to have a stable party identification'and'
1::’ighdegree of political interest or who were first eligible'to vote
.in‘1974 (38 of 76 per cent and ;6 of 67-per cent, respectively).
Another major finding'to emerge from Table 4.4 is thart, althoggh

séme of fhe differences are not large, the effécts of party idéntifita-

tion, as a long-term electoral force, and of feelings about party leaders,

as a short-term electoral force, tend to be greater and lesser,
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fégpecti&ely, f;r'étable party identifiers who‘are uninterested or only
moderatély intgrested in politicé than for unstable partisans who ex-
prgsséd a Eeen political interest. Illustrative of this finding are the
data that party.identification is responsible ﬁniquély for 14.3 per cent:
éf the explained variance for stable partisans with low-interest who ‘
voted Liberal (10 of 70 pér ;ent), as opposed to lS.é per cent for un-

~ stable partigans‘who were very interested in politics énd voéed Liberal
(9 of 65 per cent). The figurea.for their counterparts who voted Conser-
vative or NDP are é3.9 per ceut (16 of 67 per cent)—veréus 12.5 per cent

(7 of 56 per cent) and 36.4 per cent (24 of 66 per cent) versus 29.3 per

cent {17 of 58 per cent),'zespectively. NithAregard te the unique‘ef—
fects of feelings about party leade;s, they account for 7.1 per cent of
the explained variance‘for stable identifiers who had low or moderate
political interest and voted Liberal (5 of 70 per cent), and 6.2 per cent
fof unstablé identifiefs who were very interested in peolitics and selected
the same party (4 of 65 per cent). The relevanﬁ percentages for these
two contrasting groups of the electorate who chose the Conservative Party
or the NDP are 3.0 (2 of 67 per'cent) as opposed to 5.4 (3 of 56 per cent) .
and 3.0 (2 of 66 per cent) as opposéd to 3.4 (2 6f SS.per cent). This
finding is consistent with the hypothesis on relationships invelving
stability of party identifica&ion, level of'political interest, and the
éffécts of partisanship and'party leaders that was advance@ initially in
Chapter 1 and repeated briefly at fhe beginning of thislchapter.

A third principzal finding issues from z comparison of the effects
of party ddentification between the three voting subgroups for each of
the eight major groups of the electorate. The finding is that, regard-
less of which group they are located in with exception of the new voting

group, respondents who chose the NDP in 1974 tended to be more
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‘susceptible to the electoral influence of parF? identification than were '
Liberal or Conservative votens.‘ This finding is exemplified by the data
that party identificacion unieuely captures 35.&;per cent ‘as opposed to
14.3 per cent and 23.9 per cent-of the explained variance in voting
choice for stable identifiers wich low or modere;e poli:icel incerest and
who voted NDP (24 ef 66 per cent), Liberal_(lO qf'70 per cent), and Cen—
servative (16 of 67 per cent) respectively; 29.3'per cent versus 13.8

per cent and 12.5 per cent for unstable partisans who' were very politi-
callv intercstcd and selected the WDP (17 of 58 per cent) the Liberal
Party (9 of 65 per cent); and the Conservative Party (7 of 56 per cent);
and 15.2 per cent for switchers who vcte? NDP in 1974 (5 of 33 per'cenc)
as compared.with_no vaiiance explained fer menbers of this group who pre-
fe:reé che‘ Liberal or the Conservative Party. The nagnitudes of the
effects-of pertybidentification on NDP voters can'Ee ranked. These ef-

fects are greatest for very pelitically interested, stable partisans,

followed by unstable identifiers with low or moderate interest, stable

v

partisans who expressed low or moderate interest, transient voters, un-

stable identifiers with a high interest level, and switchers, and they

\

e least for new voters-'and ncnexistent for nonidentifiers.. -«

last but equally important finding arises from an inspection
of the total percentages of explained variance. This inspection indi-
cates that the ability of the independent variables of party identii%fii

-

“tion, aifect for party leaders, perceptionslof'the party as being closest
to the respondent on a mosc important issue, and socioeconomic—demographic
characteristics to predict electoral choice meecs‘with lesser or greater
success. The variables are least successful for nonidentifiers who

voted NDP (total explained variance = 32 per cent), and for switchers who -

selected the NDP (33 per cent) or the.Liberal Party (37 per cent).



I

Con:rériwise, they are mqst-succeséful for stable péfty identifiers’ who
have a sharp interest in politics and voted Conservat?vg (73 per cents,
NDP (74 pér cent), or Liberal (76'pér éent), and especially For tran®
sient voters who casted their ballots for thg NDP in 1974 (94 'per cent).
_ The significance of this finding is}that it ;uggests that our Rnowlgége

of the determ;nants of voting'behaviour for different groups of the -elec-

torat€ is incomplete. It particularly is so for members of those grougs :
for which party identification is rnot a major elqcﬂoral force, such a:R$\\\

-

nonidentifiers and switch voters.

\

Summary

Chapter-4 begin§ with a brief reitefation of some concerns and
hypotheses tﬁa; were advanced.initially-and in greater detaii in Chapter
1. fheée concerns and hvpotheses involve the impact of. affect for party
leaders, relative to the influeﬁces'of otherlédfces,'on voting behaviour.
These efkeg:f’iae analvzed using data from the 1974 Canadian National
Election Study, whiéh vield séve;al sets &f,findings. " One set is asso-
ciated with Tabie 4.1 éhich,reﬁorts distributions of the vote by
socioeconoﬁic-de;ographic\characteri;tiéé, several of which are coencep-
tvalized as a long-term force in more det&iled.analys?s. The fiﬁdings
are that distributions éé% the variﬁﬁies of region, religion, and eth-
nicity ‘are consistent with-patgerné démonstrated by pfeviaus'research,
. notably that'larger_numbers of Quebec residents, Catholics, and other or
French-Canadian ethnic groups vo;ed Liberal whilg Cdnsérvative voting
was concénfréted more AMOLE Praifie inhabitants, persons of major Pro-
testént religions, and English-Canadians than anyoné else,_and that

these three variables, as well as community size, provide a better pic-

- ture of differential voting behaviour than do three social class measures,
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age, and sex. '

.The second, third, and fourth'sets of findings en#ail relation—l
thps betwegn other long~ and short-term forces and voting.- The second
éet_involves angwets to two questions, the frequencies;of whicﬁ are noﬁ
reporfeé iﬁ tabular form.. In response éo_the first question, party
leaders were cited ;s having been most important in framing the voting -
decision more frequently than were local candidates but less often than
were the parties. In feply to the second question, which was integded to |
capture the "real reason;" that informed an individual's electoral choice,
mentions of partf leaders and leader§hip'and loédl candidateé are fewer
than those for the first question while the percentage of people refer-
ring to partieé is the same, and a number of re;poﬁdents expréssed issue
concerns. The tﬁird and fourth sets reflect attempts to analvze more
‘éophisticatedlylthe assotiations between long-~ and:short-tem forces and
vo;ing. The formér is connected with Table 4.2 which reveals that per+
';$ns who reported relatiyely high level$ of affect for a pafti:ular lead-
er tended to vote more frequently for that leader's party thgn did re-
spondents wheo felt less favourablj'about him. The latter set refers to
Table 4.3 which shows corfelations betweeg di?ecti;n of the voté and party

i -
identification, perceptions of the party as being closest to a respondent
on a most important issue; and affect £6r the pafty léadgr; both zlone
and with controls for the first two variables, as well as”for feelings
about other leaders. "The fin&ings are that relationships between voting
and the ;hree'independent varigbleé are consisteﬁt with expectations for-
warded in Chapter 1; that the strongest ;elationship with, veting in-

volves party identification, followed by issue perceptions and the weak-

est association occurs with affect for a party leader; and that the mag-

.
-

nitude of the assdciation between affect for a leader and voting declines
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when the other independent variabiés, especially party identificatién,
.are introduced as controls. |

The fifth and final set of findingé,aefives.}rOm the data dis~
played in fable 4.4, and it compriseé an effort to test whether or not
the electoral influences of feelings abouc_leé&ers.and other factors dif-
fer between groups of voters, with the eight groupn being diétingqished
bystability-of party idencificatibn and level of poliﬁical interest, or
by past ybning behaviour. In the ‘set there are four findings.lo -One is
sthat the effects of longf and short-term forces on the decision fo vote
for a particular pnrty are mi;éd a;conding-to which group a'respondnnﬁ is
located gn. Anotner finaing is‘that the effects of party identificatioch

and feelings about party leaders tend to be lérger and smaller for sﬁable '

o

party identifiers who are uninterested or moderately interestnd in poli;
tics than for veré interested, unstable pariisans. The next finding.is
that, regardless of which group they belong to with excéppiqn of the new"
voting group, reépondents who selected the XDP in 1974 tendnd to be more
rgceptive to the impact of party identification than were iiberal or

Conservative voters. The fourth finding is that the ability of the inde-

pendént variables to explain electofal choice varies, being least success-
ful for nonidentifiers who voted NDP znd most succes;ful for tramsient
voters who chose‘the NDP in 1974; This finding suggests that cur knowl-
edge of the forces affecting electoral choice is deficient particularly
for those.groups for which partisanship is nmot a principal deEerminant.
The state of this knowleage, including the extent to whi’ﬁ?barty leaders
can exert some influence over.the electoral decision-making process, is

discussed in the concluding chapter of this thesis.
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Chapter 5

2

THE RESEARCH ANSWER: THE ELECTORAL EFFECTS

OF IMAGES OF PARTY LEADERS

T Y

Introduction

The purpose’of Chapﬁer 5 is to present-a conclusion that 'is

informed by the preceding four chapters. In doing s0, it advances a

summary of findings from each chapter and a discussion of the'state

-

of research on electoral behavioyr, This discussion is designed to

impel reader to think of some directions that future research
might fo —-research that would approach a better understanding of
the real reasons underlying a person's decisiod to vote for a particu-

I3 party, and research that is guided by sensditivity to why the
. : . . N

attainmerdt of such information is important.
: : ! -~
s

Summarvy of Findings

questions concerning wﬁether or not andrthe extent to w“nich party
leaders, as prin- pal actors in Canadian polities and society, create
affective feell_gs ;;d évaiuations, that is, images of themselves
which® determin the_electo;al c%oices of voters. To achieve this'goai;
four chapters of information have beeﬁ réportéd.: Chapter 1 is en-
titled "The Research Question; The Electoral gffects of ImagéS'of
Party Leaders." It reviewed existing literature on the electoral im—

pact of iﬁagés of party leaders, which have been conceptualized as a

: : - I8
short-term force and which occupy a major position in a controversy

139

my thesis is to provide an answer to the research .



over which forces.exert the greatest'effects on voting.l The chapter .

also ewamined the conduct of electo:al campaigns in 1968 and 1974

-

advanced three sets of etpectations 1egarding the distributions of
images of party 1eaders, their relationship with party identlfication

and their effect on direction of’ voting, presented the data, measures

-

and methods that Yere used to test the eﬁpectations- and introduced

briefly topics of the three analytical chapters. and this concluding

‘chapters.

Chepter 2 is labelled "Images of Party Leaders." It is tﬁ\\

first analytlcal chapter, testing a set of ewpectatlons on dlstrlbu-

~ ~

tions and sources of two components of im&ées of party leaders. These

components are affective and evaluative. With respect to.the former,-

it was anticipated that a large number of voters, expeeiallv those who
were residents of Quebec or young, would have felt more warmly sbout
Plerre Trudeau, leader of the leeral Party, than about Robert Stan-

-l

field, leader of the Conservative Partv With respect to.ché‘ﬂafter,

which may be studied in terms of frequehcy,.direction, and content, it

- s -,

was proposed that manﬁ‘voters should have been“éble to express some -

image(s) of 2 partv leader partlcularly of Trudeau and Sqanfleld
that references to Trudeau shOuld be more frequently po§1t1ve than
negatlve Whlle thoee for étanrleld would, reveal the opn051te pattern;
that very politically-interested people mlght artlculate larger
numbers of positive and negative images than would their less 1ﬂter-
ested counterparts, and that adjectlves descrlbing Stanfield's perSon—
alicy, style, end policies would be negatiqe‘in tone, whereas words
. ’ 14

characterizing Trudeeu‘and other leadere more often would be positive.

These expectations were supported by the data, gnd it especially was
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4

Intriguing to find that feelings about leaders declined in magnitude

-

beﬁweep i968 and 1974, and that the personalities and styles of .

- leaders were mentioned more‘frequently than were their positions on

issues.

Chapter 3 is called "Images of Party:Leaders and Party Identi-

-
t

and it reflects an attempt to further the investigation by

employing:the concept of party identificafion.3 In this chapter,

analysis is directed by the expectation that partisanship will .operate
A LI

as a poberful perceptual screen among people whose loyalty is intense,

stable, or consistent between the federal and provincial levels of

government.[4 That is, high levels of ‘affect for and positive images of.‘,w'”

their own le;der'as well as negative percepﬁions‘of other leaders.

,'shOuLd;obtain among these three groups. Conversely, for individuaié

- -

. .. " . . . . -
whose partisan attachments were weak, umstable, or inconsistent, the

-

filtering function should if soft and, thus, orientations toward their
own leader and other leaders might be less positife and. -less negative,
respectively, than would be perceptions of strong, stable or consistent .

identifiers. Upon turning to findings on the affective ¢cemponent: of

images of party leaders, it appeared that ‘Liberals, Conservatives, New

Democrats’ and Sgciél Crediters averaged more fgvourable than wmfavour-

‘ ablé‘perceptions of Trgdeaﬁ, Stanfield, Tommy Douglaé and David Lewis

as leaders of the NDP in ;968 and 1974, and Real Caouette as leader of'
the Social Credit Party, respectively. Moréqﬁer, intense, stable, and/

or inconsistent partisans .tended to.report more positive and negative

images of, own and other:iéaders than did their weaker, unstable, and/or

-

* inconsistent counterparts.. Finally, people's images of party leaders

can facilitate adoPtiog and maintenance or erosion of a partisan label.

-

. \_ _?‘
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Chapter 4 is the last analytical chaptex‘wﬁich addresses

the ultimaqg concern of this thesis--an assessment of the impact of
, . £ . .
images of party leaders on direction of the vote. - It was expected

; that aheir electoral effects would be weakest while those of party
| identification should be‘strongest among stable partisans who mani-
fested a low level of political incerestls. Tae impact of‘images and
" partisanship, however, saould be strangef and weaker,‘respeatively,
among respondeats exﬂibiting unstable identificatioﬁs and high degrees
of intarest. For pérsons Qﬁo suitched their votes, that is, they cast
ballots for-one party in 1972 and another party in 1974, it was anti-

cipated that the influence of images on voting would exceed in magni-

. -

tude that of partg identification, while the converse tendéncv should

/ i qae
electlons.("tran51ents") or who first becamé ellglble to vete in. 1974

("new voters"),fsince their failure to have been implicated in‘the
l

clectoral proc7ss Suggests that a partisan attachment is the only

foundatlon whi h an electoral dec131on could be made. These expecta-

tions are boldtered by an analvsis of commonalities performed on the

data. 1In additlon to this general flndlng that the effects of long-

-

term and shoft-ferm forces on direction of the vote-are mixed accorling
to which grdup of the electoréte‘hbuses a respondent, it'is evident

/ , R o
that individuals who selected the NDP in 1974 tended to be more recep-

tive to thé°impact of party identification'than were Liberal or Conser-

vative voters. Cverall,:the ability of these independent variables to
[} r

explain électoral choice. differs, being least succéssful for non-

1dent1fzers who voted NDP and most successful for transzent voters who

~

chose the NDTJ in 1974 as revealed by an inspection of the total

v
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explained variances. The analysis of commonaliﬁies follows several

simpler presentatiéns of data which demonstrate that: 1) party leaders

were cited as having been most important in determining the voting )

decision more frequently than were local candidates but less often ;hén
were the parties; 2) that pefsoﬁs who-ieported relatively high levels
. of affect for a particular leader tended to vote more frequently for

. - . , _
that leader's party than did respondents who felt less favourably about

him; and 3) that the largest relationship with voting invelved party
identification, followed by perceptions of a party being closest om

a most important issue,'which;declined even further when the other
-

independent variables, notably party identificationm, were introduced as -

’ i .
controls. The significance of the context in which these findings occur
is discussed in the remaining section of this thesis.

The State of ﬁesearch on Electoral Behaviour'

A principal finding that emerges from my thesis is that an answer
. to the research. questions of whether or not and. the extent to which imageé
of party leaders, as one type of short-term force among a variety of both.

short- and long-term determinants, can influence an individuai's electoral

choice is neither simple nor concrete. Indeed, it is comnditional, that

L
N <

;is, dependent upén such 6ther detérminants as social background character-
istics, attachment to a political party, leQéi of political interest,'
concerns about social issues, and voting record.-rAccrﬁing'from this
. finding are three obsérvatio;s which may be charac;grized respectively
as theoretical, comceptual, and methodological.

The first observation is theoretical, and it raises_the questéon ’
of "so ﬁhat?" that must be faced by any piece of research. This question

subsumes such considerations as whether or not the research furnishes any
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new and/or significant information about the reasons that underlie a

pe?son'é decision to vote for a:part%cular-pdlitical party, whether or
not these reasons provide grounds for concern, and whether or not studies
of electoral behaviour continue to countribute significantly to the pursult

of knoﬁledge about poiiticél phenomena or have'lqst'sight of: which

phenomena are important. These are weighty considerations which tap the
state of a political man's electoral health, but on which only b;ief

comments may be given here. One comment is that the research of which

* - N

this thesis is a part does inform us that a variety of factors, most

;_nqtably party idént%fiffﬁ}bp and ‘to a much lesser extent images of party

leaders, bear on electoral decision-making, and .that the extent of their
influences depends on their type of partisan_affili%tion, level of . *

political interest, and voting record. "In turn, this information mav

lead to conjectures or explanations about suppdrt for the political

- . -~

.system, political socialization'prdéesses, tvpes of. party systems, and

- - . - .

the outcomes of ‘pPast and future elections. One example is the election

scheduled for February 18, 1980 ‘and which featured concernsaover an

austere economic budget introduced by a short-lived Conservafive govern—

N ) . ‘» -
ment, the status of Quebec in Confederation, and the atilities of leader-

ship of Joe Clark, as a voung, inexperienced, party organizer from
Albgrta who was prime minister for only a few.months, and Pierre Truceau,
as #n older, much more intelligenf;'profes;iqnal pclitician from Quebec
who had been-prime minister for eleven years and had announced a desire r
to retire from political life.. These concerms, when coupled with simi}ar-
ities;between the two major parties in their stands on issues, suggesﬁ
that voters would have had 1ljttle basis upon which to make an informed
deéisiqp and, hence, the importance qf party identification as a determinant '

of electoral cholce would have ipcreésed.6
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/" Another comment is that it is disturbing to discover that
affective feelings.about.political parties and their'leaderé'tedd to.

lnfluence electoral cholce more than do evaluatlons of issues.. This

discovery is disturbing because it reflects a lack of political educatxon

.
' -

and a corresponding failure of generating an informed,_participaht,'conéu

cerned citizenry in a liberal, democratic state.7 The remaining com-

ment is that concepts and methodology used in research on electoral

‘behavicurwere hailed once as the major contributions of behaviouralise °

to the discioline of'political science and to the study of politics.s

Now, however, it .appears-that the creative spark behind these contrzbu— :
tlons hlas been allowed to die and has been replaced bv meanlngless debates
over trivial matters.; Stemming from this comment is a plea for the Qreater
exercise of 1maglnat10n in the development of concepts and typologies as .

well as the u§e of methodologies and analvtical tecﬁniques.
[

. The'séhond and third observations, then, are,coﬁceptuel and

methodological. The forﬁer involves the classic, four-variable, diamond-

;shaped, ceusal‘model_of voting behaviour that was developed by social

scientists.at the University of Michigan9 and has p;ovidea the besis for
much of electoral-research 1nclud1ng a varlant of thlS model which 1is -
used in thls thesis, 15 reflected in the analysis of comoonalleles pre-
sented in Chaptey’ 4, and is illustrated in Figure 5.1. Both models, how-
ever, require greater efforts at st ving \political reality and adapting

their fruits to the designiﬁé of mooe s b¥ incorporating empirically—-

relevant or theoretically-interesting variables. ' As an example, it may

'be:rewarding to divide the variables of party identification and images

of party leaders into their affective and evaluative components and then

to assess the impact of one component on levels of another component, such
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as do affective feelings about a political party influencelfeelingé about

the party's leader, and vice—qErsa?lOFeleted to the second observation is

the third one which is that political scientists who study electoral

behaviour must be bolder and more rigorous in their ‘construction of

models. In particular, attempts are needed'to construct models with two-

way or more flows of-causation,ll to estimate these .models without vio--

~
-

lating the assumptions of path analysis,l2 and to. employ a%propriete
analytical teghniques such as two-stage least squares. or confirmatory

factor analysis.

This thesis, at’ least in some small measure, has trled to move

towards the realizatxon of objectlves 1v1ng wlthzn these three observa- |

tioms. This, perhaps, is its most original and meaningful contribution

to the study of electoral behaviour generally and to the 1nveqt1gat10n

of the relative effects of images of party leaders on electoral ch01ce

in Canada in particular. :
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Figure 5.1. Recursive Model of Electoral Choice with
Incomplete Structural Equations, 19TL
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lThe controversy over determlnants of electoral choice has occurred
for the United’ States, Great Britain, and Canada. Although much of the
pertinent material is ecited in Chapter 1, the gist .0f the controversy
emerges in Norman H. Nie, Sidney Verba, and John R. Petrocik, The Changing
American Voter, enlarged edition (Cambridge: Harvard University Press,
1979); David Butler and Donald Stokes, Political Chenge'in Britain, second
edition (New York: St. Martin's Press, 1974);. Ivor’ Crewe, Bo Sarlvik,
and James Alt, "Partisan Dealignment in Britain, 1964-1974," British’
Journal of Political Science 7 (April 1977): 129-190; and Harold D.
Clarke, Jane Jenson, Lawrence LeDuc and Jon. H. Pammett, Polltlcal Choice
in a (Toronto. McGraw-Hill Ryerson, 1979)

i
ThlS findlng is consistent with that reported by Butler and
Stokes, Polltlcal Change in Brltaln, pPP. 238-239,

3As stated in Chapter l, the concept of party identification
‘was defined by Campbell, Gurin, and Miller, and devéloped By Campbell,
Converse, Miller, and Stokes. See Angus Campbell, Gerald Gurin, and
Warren E., Miller, The Voter Decides (Evanston: Row, Peterson, 1954),
pp. 88-89; and Angus Campbell, Philip E. Converse, Warren E. Miller,
axgd Donald E. Stokes, The American Voter (New York: John Wiley, 1960),

Y

: On the consistency of party identification between different
levels ©f government, see M. Kent Jennings and Richard G. Niemi, "Party
Identification at Multiple Levels of Government," American Journal of

Sociclogy 727 (July 1966): 86-101; Clarke et a}., Political Choice in
Canada, pp. 135-I45; and Jerry ‘Perkins and  Randall Guynes, "Federalism
and Partlsanshlp," Publiys 9 (Summer 1979): 57-73. -

-~

5'Ihis typology is similar to that developed by Clarke et al.,.
Political Choice in Canada, ch. 10.

‘ 6Th15 pHenomenon has been observed among the Amerlcan electorate
and reporte® by Arthur H. Mi118r, “"Partisanship Reinstated? £ Comparlson
of the 1972 and 1976 U.S. Presidential Elections," British Jourmal of
"Political Science 8 (April 1978): 129-152.

7The.idea that a normally zpathetic public must be educated into

supporting the political system has been advanced by Joseph A. Schumpeter,
Capitalism, Socialism and .Democracy (London: ' George Allen and Unwin,
1943); and Bernmard R. Berelson, Paul F. Lazarsfeld, and William N.. McPhee,
Voting: A Study of Opinion Formation in a Presidential Campaign (Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, 1954), ch. 14, Studies of civic education
were conducted during the 1920s and 1930s. See, for example, Charles E.
Merriam, The Making of Citizens (Chicago: University of Chicago Press,
1931); and Howard E. Wilson, Education for Citizenship (New York: McGraw-
Hill, 1938). «This type of study has been replaced largely by the "vaiue-
neutral” approach of political socialization. This approach is reported
in David O. Sears, "Political Socialization," in Handbook of Political
Scilence, Vol. 2, eds. Fred I.Greenstein and Nelson W. Polsby (Readlng
Addison-Wesley,” 1975), pp. 93 153.

? . .

\ |
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8See, for gxample, Robert A. Dahl, "TNe Behavioral Approach in
Political Science:™ Epitaph for a Monument to a Successful Protest,” in
Behavioralism in Political Science, ed. Heinz Eulau (Chicago: Aldine
Atherton, 1969), pp. 80-84; and Peter H. Merkl, "'Behavioristic' Ten-
~ dencies in American Political Science;" in Behavioralism in Political Science
ed. Eulau, Pp. 149-151. : -

hY

. 9This model is illustrated by Miller, "Partisénéhip Reinstared?” .
.p. 151,

Ohis idea was forwarded by Professor Kai Hildehrandt of the

L Department of Political Science, University of Windsor.

For examples of these types of models, see Gregory B. Markus
and Philip E. Converse, "A Dynamic Simultaneous Equation Model of
Electoral Choice," American Political Science Review 73 (December 1979):
1055-1070; and Benjamin I. Page and Calvin C. Jones, "Reciprocal Effects
of Policy Preferences, Party Lovalties and the Vote," American Political

-Science Review 73 (December 1979): 1071-1089.

lZFor discussions of path analysis, see Duane F. Alwin and Robert M.
Hauser, "The Decomposition .of Effects inm Path Analvsis," American Sociclogical.
Review 40 (February 1975): 37-47; Berbert B. Asher, Causal Modeling (Beverly
Hills: Sage University Papers in Quantltatlve Applications in the Social
Sciences 3, no. 07-003, 1976); Kaxzl G. Joreskog, "Structural Equa~
tion Models in the Social Sciencez%:\quglflcatlon Estimation and Testing,"
in Advances in Factor Analvsis and Structural Equation Models, ed. Jav
Magidson (Cambridge: Abt Books, 1979), pp. 105-127; and Ross M. Stolzenberg,
" "The Measurement and Decomposition of Causal Effects in Nonlinear and Non-
additive Models," paper presented at the Annual Meeting of the American .
Sociological Association, San Francisco, California, September 1979.

3For discussions of the technique of two-stage least squares,
see Otis Dudleyv Duncan, Introduction to Structural Equation Models (New
York: Academic Press, 1975), chs. 6, 7; and Eric A. Hanushek and John E.
Jackson, Statistical Methods for Social Scieantists (New Ycrk Acadenmic
Press, 1977), ch. 9.
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