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ABSTRACT

] This study examines sope of the soéia} énd pélitiéal characteris-
tics of the Latvian community in Alberta, one of the smallest ethno- :
cultural groups in thé brovince. To understand the small ethnic community
better, a brief outline of the history of Latvia and ghe latvians is pro-
sented, and some historical backgfound information.on Latvian Albertans.
The core of the stuﬁy deals with the Latvian immigrants who came to
Alberta after the Second wofld War and wh;:brought with them Ehe culture
and the political t;aditions of their homeland. It does this by analyzing
~data generated by a survey of th: ideﬁtifiablé Latvian population-of
Alberta. -

The social data show that a process of .acculturation to the new
Canadian hbmcland is in précess,vand Fhe pdliticgl dzta show nothing to
céunteracp this process. Thé sfﬁéy concludes thaﬁ'the efhno-cultural
survival of Latvién Albertans, beyond the next génera£ion, may well be

impossible.
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¢ "CHAPTER I

s
¢

This study focuses on the question of survival of a small ethno-

cultural group in the Canadian context. Its purpose is to look at some

social and political characteristics of the Latvians in Alberta; and to
. . . - : ’
test the following hypothesis: can a SQall_ethno—cultural'group survive

A .
in the Canadian,; particularly in the Alberta, context?- The study has.

.additiongx aims:

to preserve the living mémory of Latvian-Canadian immi-
! ’ S

T . o 5

-grants and their descendants in the diversified cultural mosaic of Albefta,
to familiarize the Canadian public with the background and life of a

specific ethnic group, and to encourage other ethnic groups,'95pecially

4

i

sma;l groups, to record and study their Canadiaﬁ experience. The study
should give Canadian political sgientists, sociolégists, ﬁisthiané;and
others, material with wﬁich to study therprocess'of‘assimilatioh of aﬁ
ethnic group into the fabric of Canadian-soéiety.'

" The Latvian Community in Alberta is one of the small ethno-

cultural groups  whose culturai identity is in jeopardy. In spite of the
fact that Latvians came to the province as early as the first decade of

‘ ) . ' , : : . )
this century, no work' has been done to examine the history of the various

»

waves oj,the Latvian immigration, the pattern of settlement, and the

attempts of this small communitz to maintain its ethnic identity and at

-

- the same time to integrate into the' Canadian way of life.

The core of this study is based on the author's interviews, based

‘ . . . : . : LA
on a structured questionnaire, with all Albertans of Latvian origin who

r

could be identified and located. A major, difficulty, therefore, was to
determine how many ethnic Latvians live"in Alberta. tcday.

o,

1 g
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Prior to the First World War and during the late 1920's a number
of 'Latvians settled in Alberta. Exact numbers on Latvian immigration be-
fdre the census of 1921 ere not available, since up to 1918 Latvia was

part of the Russian Empire, and Latvian immigrants arriving in Canada -

were classified as Russians. In 1921 there were 156 Latvians in Alberta.l
The COmmunity grew folldwing'the SeeOnd WO:le War, and in 1951? and 1961,3
ehe Latviane numbered 679 and.972 respectively. Accordinguto the Federal
Census of Canada of 1971 theré wefe 1010 Latvians\listed in Alberta.4 Of
those, 555 could still speak<£heit mother -tongue.5

Thes it is obvious)that_the majority of therLatvian populatien in
Albe:ta owes 1its presence in this coentry to the effects of the Secogd
World War. bAfter the war, the bulkiof tﬁese'immigrants found,theﬁselves

in Displaced Persons' Camps in Germany and made their way to Canada.

<

In order to identify . the members of the community several steps .
were taken. The most lQoseiy defined concept of ethnicity and at the
sdme time the most often used by spokesmen of various ethno-cultural

groups is information data obtained in response to the ceﬁsus*question on
-ethnic origin, which is worded thus:. "To.which-ethnic'orvcultural greup

did yog—or your ancestor on the male side beloné on comihg to this

c0untry?"6 In reality, however, data shown uﬁ%er the heading "ethnlc

P

~

origin" do not reflect the real size of a glven group, since the correla— (:T

tion between,what_is underStood‘by ethnic origin‘ and the éctual.sense of

be)onging to a particular cﬁltural group is .Quite tenudus It should be

‘ . 3

borne in mlnd that the census questlonnalre does not prov1de ‘the oppor-

: §
_3 ’ . "

tunlty to reply "Canadlan" to the question on ethn1c1ty.» If ;here were *

Lo S S
a p0351b111ty to_answen."Canadlan" to the guestion Qf‘ethnic origin, the -

LY

N
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statistical profile ofréthnic groups in Canaaa would<be quite different.
The most useful description of ethnic identification appears to be
> the question on mother.ﬁonque, the languzge first spoken and Stiil under-
stood.7 In regard -. languagé, however, this information is too imprecise.
since it doesjnot pfovide us.with an’ answer as to What language is present;
ly used at home. Respondents, bv citing a given language as "mother
tongue" couid p6ssibie be using aﬂother language in everydav life. They
could have spoken the mother tongue several féars ago and_could still

understand itlwithout using it in their everyday activities. As a result,

N\
<

data obtained én the basis of the question on "motheér tongue” could eithef
underestimate or overestimate the actual sizeiof a particular ethnic éroﬁp.
On the other hand,‘the responses to the qﬁestion'"language most
often spoken at home"8 gives a much toé?narrow interpretation,.eliminafing
such situations as mixed marriages, and the second,. third and fourth
generation descendents Qf immiérants, who frequeﬁtly possess“séAe know-
ledge of their "mother tongue"” but do not know the langﬁage sufficientiy
to use it.in conversation. 'iet, in-spite of £he faét that they do not
possess .the language skills, they may well hé&e an éppreciation_of the
culfﬁre of their ancestors and a strong affinity with their ethnic group.
When the agthor set out to find the Latvians in Alberta for the
survey, which wésmcohaucted }n 1976-77, the difficult? regarding the
ethhic originbwas overcome by asking iﬁ the interviews if the individuals
identify themselves wi;h the Latvian ethnic group. It was possible to
locate 720 Latvian Aibertans. To accounf for the differences with the

1971 census figure of 1010, one has to assume that this difference is

made up‘éf the children and grandchildren of the immigrants who came



i
paior to the Second World War and who are assimilated completely'inté the
Canadian -way of lifé. of the.720 found there were closé to 200 Baltic
Germans who claim their ancestry from Latvia and were thus classified by
the census as iatvians, but who in fact are not Latvians. Most of them
did not wish - to farticipate in the survey. That leaves about 520 ethnic
Latvian Alﬁé;£a£s.w;Féf the purposé of this study, it was decided that
only‘Laﬁvién Albertansﬂovér-the age of fiftéen.wefe to be included. The
author Succeedea in locating 410 adult meﬁbers of the Latvian communicy
in Alberta. Out of the 410 Latvians locatéd, 326 (79.5%) were willing
to give the infpfmatioh which provides the bas;s for this research.

The data.gathered from thé 326 responses gave the following in-
formation: there were 217 immigrants of Latvian ethnic‘origin, most of
whom arrived in Albérta between 1946 and 1957, and 109 chilaren over the
age of fifteen, born to these Latvian immigrants in Canadalg o}3 éoursc,
thig figure'of 217 does not give the total number of Latvian immigrants
to Alberta, bécause some immigrants'were already déad by- 1976, some had
moved tq other provinces, some rgfused'to pa;ticigate in the sﬁrvey, énd
a few more immigrénts could nbt be identified. The largest Latvian
Albertan commuﬁityvis in and around Edmonton with 320 members, including

[

children. The next largest center is in and around Calgary with about

~ 75 Latvians and the smallest center is in Red Deerxﬁith 10 Latvians.
Research on this project began in the fall of 1976. .First, a
‘ L - . 10
questionnaire was constructed, with seventy-two items.”  Secondly, an
index of all known members of the Latvian Albertan group had to be

assembled. ,The records and files of all Latvian social and religious

organizations in Alberta were collected, sorted out and catalogued in



order to locate Albertans of Latvian ethnicity. The 326 iocated and will-
ing members of the Lat;ian ethnic group in Alberta were then interviewed
by tﬁe author. In addition to the questionnairg, structured case histo-
ries of the most prominent Latvians were gathered. The data obtained

from both the anéwers to the queétionnaire and the interviews provide

the basis for the study undertaken.

The study is confined to a dgﬁéription and analysis of the facts.
pertaining to the historical, social and political background of the
Latvian Albertans. The approach is goihg to be desc;iptive and analytical.
-The data collected will make it possible to sth the difficulty the Latvian
Albertans have to preserve their ethno-cultural idenﬁity within ;ze Westegn
Canadianﬁsocietz, at a time when there is no immiération from their orig-
inal homeland gnd the tieé with the mother country.are tehuous.

"A number of books in Latvian, English and German were helpful, in

providing the material for a brief historical outline on Latvia and the

Latvians. Dr. A. Spekke, History of Latvia: An Outline; J. Rutkis,

.

. ° .
Latvia: Country and People; and Dr. E. Andersons, Cross Road Country:

. . o ‘ 1 .
Latvia, are just a few of the many sources consulted.1 Latvian news-

paperSAéublished in Canada and the United Stateé contained useful in-
‘formation. Alsé, the author had access to some unpublisheq manuscripts.12
The study'éonsists of six chapters. ?his first chépfer discusses
the purpose of the study, including explanafions of statistiéa} data
utilizéd in the work. The second chapter will deal with a brief outline
 of the history of Latvia and the Latvians. The third chapter will;éia@ine

the three waves of Latvian immigration to Alberta. Chapters two and

three are mainly for background information on Latvian Albertans. In the

&



fourth chapter the analysis of the data pertaining to the social character-—
istics of the Latvians in Albe;ta will be presented. The fifth chapter
will deal with the political behaviour of Latvians in Alberta. In the
concluding chapter, an effort will be made to draw conclusionhs as to the

possibility of survival of a small ethno-cultural group under conditions

existing at present in Canada and in particular in the province of Alberta.



10.

11.

12.

FOOTNOTES TO CHAPTER I

Canada. Dominion Bureau of Statistics, Sixth Cehsus of Canada, 1921.
Vol. I, "Population'. Ottawa, F. A. Acland, 1924, p. 357.

Canada. Dominion Bureau of Statistics, Ninth Census of Canada, 1951.
"Population: General Characteristics.” Vol. I. Ottawa, Queen's
Printer, 1953, p. 32-1.

Canada. Dominion Bureau of Statistics, Census of Canada; 1961.
"Population: Ethnic Groups." Vel. 1 - Part 2, (Bulletin 1.2-5).
Ottawa,- Dominion Bureau of Statistics, 1962, p. 35-1. -

Canada. Statistics Canada, 1971 Census of Canada. "Population:
Ethnic Gfoups." Vol. 1 (Bulletin 1.3-2). Ottawa, Information Canadaza,
1973, p. 2-2. '

Canada. Statistics Canada, 1971 Census of Canada. "Population:
Mother Tongue". Col. 1 - Part 3 (Bulletin 1.3-4). Ottawa, 1973,
p.~18-2. In view of the following discussion (pp. 2-5), this number
seems inordinately high. The discrepancy can be accounted for by
(1) those who speak some Latvian onlv, (2) those who died between
1971 and 1376 and (3) Baltic Germans who, while counted as Latvians,
consider German their mother tongue.

Dominion Bureau of Statistics, 1971 Census of Canada. Ottawa, 1971
(Questionnaire), p. 8.

Ibid., p. 2.

iéié;; p. 6.

Survey done in 1976/77 bv author.

Attached questionnaire in Appendix #1.

See bibliography.

Unpubli;hed ménuscripts: 1) pr. Arch. P. Kundzing, "Latvju s&ta

Alberta", Halifax, Nova Scotia; 2) Jane McCracken, "Charles Plavin",
Historic Sites, Edmonton, Alberta.



CHAPTER TI

+

LATVIA AND THE LATVIANS: A HISTORICAL OVERVIEW

‘"The state of Latvia which emergéd as an independent country after
the First World War has“had a long history of foreign domination. 1In
fact, the interwar years from 1918 to 1940 marked the first time in re-
corded history that the Latvians were in control of their country and'
steered the course of their own destiny. |

Latvia occupies the central part of the Baltic area, which éxtends
from the Finnish Gulf in the north to East Prussia in thé south.t

Characteristic of the Baltic area, a zone of up to 300 km. in breadth,
inhabited by Lithuanians,‘fatvians and Estbnians, is the fact that in the
‘we;} it has a natural sea<Lorder, whiie its open cdntinental rear was
ﬁhgough all history bounded by Russians, White Russians (Belorussiaés),
Poles and Germans, nations with vastly larger territories and population.
I£ meant>tha£ seven nations with widely varying linguistic, religious,
.and cultural characteristics and traditions me£ in the small area of the
Baltic. Regarding religious affiliation we have in this area Protestants,
(Latvians and Estonians), Roman Catholics (Eithuanians aﬁd Latvians),'
and the Greek Orthodox; the eastefnvpért of Latvia is the northernmost
_\?rovince of Roman Catholicism‘in Europe. In 1940 Latvia was annexed by
the Soviet Union, and became a constituent Soviét repuﬁiic kdown official-~-
ly as the Latvian Soviet Socialist Republic.3
The country consists for the most part of a low-1lying plain, broken
by numerous lakes, rivers, marshes, glacial depoéits, and peat bogs. 'Thé
‘ '

main river is the Daugava. Approximately 25% of the land surface of

8.



Latvia is forested, with deciduous.and coniferous trees being about

equally distributed. ‘Latvia is preéominaptly‘an ag;icultural country;
the»major occupation of the peo?le is dair?-farming. ‘Aﬁter 1940 an in-
creasing percentage of the population was diverted from agriculture to
industry.¢.The processing of crops ana dairy éroducts are the main in-
dustries. Other important‘indust;ieé igclude textiles, footwear, cement,
mineral fertilizers, steel, alcohél and lumber.4

Historical evidence shows that thi% geographically compact area

on the southeast coast of the Baltic sea has been inhabited for .many
R ‘
centuries by the Baltic peoples, the Latvians, Lithuanians, formerly also

A
\

the 0ld Prussians, and in the north the Estdnians,.a Finno-Ugric people.

\

The Latvian and Lithuanian peoples are relatéd, both belonging linguisti-

cally to the Baltic family. Their languages %how close affinity.
\ . . .
. L v
Estonians, being Finno-Ugrian, are not ethnically related. However, as
. ‘ \\ o .

a result of historical developments, the Latviéps had closer cultural

I \
1

relations»with the Estonians than with “the Lithuanians.

The Latvians are ah ancient people. Er;m the archeological find-
ings, tﬁe shapes of tombs, tools and ornaments, one can identify the
territorieé of tﬁe olad La;?ian £ribes: Sels aﬁa Latgallians, Zemgallians
and Couronians; north of fhém dwelléd'Livs and Eétoniéns. During the
middle of the Iron Age (400-800 A.D.) latgallians and Couronians migrated
to the nérth into £he areas inhabited by the Livs and the Estonians. In
the Late Iron Age (800—1200‘A.D.) the tribes‘maintaihed close relations
Qith Séandihavia, especialiy centrai Sweden ana GOtland. Slavic in-

o :

~ fluences extended to the eastern regions and along the Daugava waterway.

All through the country hill forts were established as'adm§nistrativé



10

centres of tribal areas and of small states.5

‘In 1186, th- Archbishop of Bremen raised Meinhardt to the rank of
Bishob of the Livs. Meinhafdt's successor, éishop Berthold, was the
first to bring/the crusaders to fight against thé Liv5'ih 1187. At the
beéinning of the thirteenth century the Order of tﬁe Brethen of the Sword
was established. From 1202-1230 Bishop Albert and £he Order fought
againsf the Oi1d Latvian tribes. 1In 1237, after its defeat, the Order was
succeeded by thé Livonian branch of the Teutonic Order. From 1237 to
1290 the prolopged wars of the Order of the Teutonic Knights with the 0ld
Latvian tribes ended in the subjection of ﬁﬂé whéle of the Latvian terri-
tory to German rule.

From 1290 éo 1561 the Stéte of the Livonian Order ruled over
Livonia, agd the Latvian tribes graduaily‘merged to form the Latvian
people. 1In 1424, by a decision.of the Landtag (Diet), the peasants were
bbund to the soil.7

The Refofmatioh.movement reached Livdnia/{; 1523.8 Following the
Livonian War of 1558-1561 came the ena to Livonia's iﬁdependence, and "

the regions: north of the Daugava river (Vidzeme) were incorporated into

-

¥ . . oo ) .
the Polish-Lithuanian state. Zemgale and Kurzeme became the Duchy of

Kurzeme, also known’ as Kurlagd.g.

In thelEthcenﬁury we see the emergencé of a new‘power, that of -
-Muscovy. In 1577 Ivan IV of’Muscovy invaded Vidzeme. ‘Stepﬁan_ﬁaéhoiy,,
?he king of thelﬁolish—Lithuanian state; defeated thé forces.of Ivan.IV.f; A
in, 1582 and made peace with Muséovy af Zapolie.10 The treaty did no£<end
“the rivalry betwe;n the Polish-Lithuanian.state and Muscovy over the

domination of. the eastern shores of the Baltic Sea and access to the

& -
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ports of Danzig and Riga. in additidﬁ, in the seventeenth century Sweden
entered ﬁhe race. The result was a prolonged war between the Polish-
Lithuanian state and Sweden. The vicfor w;;.gﬁstavus IT Adolphus of
Sweden, who imposed Swedish rule ovér Vidzeme in 1621;11 Also, the Duchy
of Kurland fell under the rule ofASweden, which lasted there from 1702 to
1709.12
| In the history of Latvia, the Swedish rule in Livonia in the 17th

century is regarded as the Golden Age. The Swedish government was inter-
est;d in the educationeof the Latvian people, and elementary schools under
the supervision of the church were established. In 1632 Gustavus II
Adolphus founded the Dérpat (Tartu) University( an institution of higher
learning fér the whqle Baltic area..]»“4 Tartu became a center of learning
for Latvians and Estonians. The complete Latvian text of the Bible was
translated by Ernst élﬁck (l625—l7Q5),va Lutheran Pastof at Marienburg
(AlGksne), in 1685 and 1689.15 This monumental work had an impact upoﬁ
the Aevelopment of,LatQian liﬁeratu;e. The Swedish iule in Livonia ended
with the beginning of the Greét Nogthern War, 1700-1721.. Peter.the Great
of Russia invaded. Vidzeme in 1708 and two years later ‘Riga surrendered to
Peter's armiés; In 1721, at the end of the Great Northern War and on the
basis of the Treaty of Nystadt, Péter the Great annexéd Livonia and ‘
Estonia. Later in the century, following. the thiré partition of>the
Polish-Lithuanian. Commonweéalth in 1795, the Duchy 6f5Kurland was included
in fhe'borders of the,Rnssién Empire. Thus, at the ena,gflthe eighteenth
century all regions known now as Latvia were part of tﬁéLRuséian ﬁmpife.l
The Russian govérhment left éhe adminisfratien of the Baltic prov-

inces including Latvia in the hands of the local Baltic German nobility.
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The Latvians remember the reign of Peter the Great (1682;1725) and
Catherine II (1762-96) as the darkest period in their history.17

. Tsar Alexander II (1855-1881), was convinced that the'retafdation‘
of g;ssia's economic base, aériculture, was due to the continued existence
. of feudalism, and in 1861 he g?anted total’emaﬁcipation to the Russian
serfs. The Emancipation Edict included the Baltic serfs:'18

The Latvian peasants, who for centuries had been left landless,

profited by the 1861 decree in spite of its limitations. Hungry for inde-
pendence and the social status ownership had bésfowed upon the German»qnd
Russian ruling classes, the Latvian peasanté eagerly accepted the d;cree
as an interim measure. Communal ownership of land, £he iﬁtroduction of
a mone?ary-based economy in rural areas apd the prospects of bette; educa-
tion injected a new- strength into the Baltic peasantry. Even the heavy
taxé§< the inadeQuate communal holdings, the loss of traditiqnal grazing
r%;;;;ﬁégnmhorial communes, and the suspension of the reform movement
(the peasant was trappeg by the commune system, and in order to migfate
to urban centers permigéion of the commune had to be obtained) could not
dampen thé aspiration; of the peasantiy to own what they considered
theirs - the land that for centuries was owned by the gentry but worked
by‘them. The year 1863 brought relief to tﬁe peasants in thé Baltic
provinces. The peasants acquired the right to move freely- from place to
place. They could now substitute payment in money or kind for thellabour
théy owed the landlords. The lana reforms of 186619 were foliowed by'thg
reforms of local self-government; from 1866 on fhe rural communes were

‘released from the guardianship of 1§ndlords and could freely elect their

: 20 ., . C s
elders, councils and courts. © This did much to further the political
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education of the Latvians. From the economic point of view these reforms
led to an increase in the purchase of farms from the large landowners,

which in turn resulted in the development of a strong Latvian peasant

class.

In theieighteen,sixties répid industrial expansion begén first in
Riga and then in other urban centres. It led to an influ* of Latvién
peasants to the cities. This process of modernization, which shifted the
economy from a primarily agricultural base to an industrial and urban one,

". gained momentum after 1866.
‘The guild system was abolished in the crafts

which from then on were open to the Latvians.'
Previously, the Latvians could join the guilds

only if they renounced their nationality. The

number of Latvian industrial workers was

constantly growing. In 1840 there were 46

factories with about 2,000 workers in Riga.

In 1864 there were 90 factories with 6,000 .
workmen, in 1874 the number had increased to

142 factories with 12,000 workers, while in

- 1897 the number of industrial workers reached
148,000 in Riga.2l

In addition, railroads were'be%ng built aﬁ an accelerated pace
and grain and other produce from’Russia Qas transported by rail to Riga.
Foreign tr;de grew briskly.'vIn tﬁe period of 1897-1900, forty per cent
of imports and-exportsxihat-came tq Riga wefe destined fof or came from
Engla;ad.22

With industr%slization'and urbanization came changes in education
and culfure. At the beginning of the nineteenth century Latvia had very,
few elementary schools. The children weré‘taught bQ-their parents, and
inst:uctioﬁ centred‘ﬁainly on learning how to read the Bible. Some im-

- provement in the field of education came in 1832 when a law was passed

establishing a council of the evangelical cﬂufches,, Many well-known

B
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clergymen were actively involved in the attempt to raise the level of

A

education of the population, and under their influence schools were built

on landlords' estates. .In certain areas in the country the first schools

were established only in 1875. During the same period teachers' colleges

\

were being established; the first was founded at Valmiefa in€1839, and

23

continued its work up to 1890. In the middle of the nipeteenth century

: . .
new elementary and district scheols were opened with Latvian teachers as -

instructors, a factor that played a ‘major role in the Latvian national

awakening.
This national awakening in Latvia was due to the appearance of an

elite shaped and guided by the national spirit. Dr. A. Spekke, the noted

Latvian historian writes: -
The national renaissance of Latvia is.
associated with the activities of our
university graduates who began to unite in
the eighteen sixties. At the same time,

. ~ the Latvian peasant was freeing himself

from service to the landowners, and he
began to buy:land and to accumulate wealth.
This new Latvian elite severed all ties with
the Baltic Germans. Slowly, hampered by
serious difficulties, these young men led
their nation out of the social status into
which it had been "pawned" by the German:
conguerors. ‘ : '

The new Latvian elite thus came into being folloﬁing the;iand reforms of
the sixties. With them began & new periad in the history of Latvia.

The process was a slow one. Economic and soéial éactors were to
blam& for the slow progress. The peasants were poor and traditionally
conservative, resistant to any radical changes. iThey wére highly sus-
picious of outsiders and of new ideas. In the first part of the 19th

century, the number of Latvian university graduates was very small; it
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increased rapidly in the second half of Fbe century. It wasﬁthé‘educated
albéié small elite.fhat was to set theiﬁone of Latvian national awakening.
Among the early Latvian students atiTartu, the old Estonian University,
threelmen deserve particular mention: KriSj3nis Vaidemérs, Krigjanis‘

.Barons and Juris Alunans. K.»Valdemars (1825-1891) was the spiritual

’

leader of the national movement in Latvia. Although his main interest
: LN

was ecoenomics, he was also interested in journalism, in Latvian language,
and in Latvian history:

Indeed, he was one of the first Latvians to
attempt a study of the history of his country.
- His strong personality . vividly impressed
people in Dorpat (Tartu), St. Petersburg and
Moscow. He gathered round him ardent Latvian
patriots and organized their work,'coping all
the time with pecuniary difficulties and
growing pressure from the Russian administra-
tion. Sensing intuitively the Anherent gifts .
of his people, he was never tired of encouvraging
and stimulating them in hié_ﬁritings, speeches
and in personal conversation. He urged the
peasants to buy land and thus gain financial
indépendence.25 '

&

In 1860 he founded a number of private schools for naval cadets. - Within
i

fifteen years about 6,800 Qbunggsailors had learned their trade there and

Helped the Latvians become a seafaring nation.26

The. educated Latvian elite established its own newspaper >in St.

Petersburg, entitled "Peterburgas Avize" (Petersburg Newspaper) (1862-65)
with K. Barons as the first editor (1835-1923):

He devoted his life to the collection of
Latvian folksongs, building for himself a
monumental memorial in eight thick volumes.
An army of school teachers and school boys
enthusiastically helped him. One of the
biggest manifestations of the national spirit
were the Song Festivals, the first one being
held.in 1873. Choirs trained for years
throughout the. country? and then gathered in
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Riga into one mammoth choir and'sang to an ’
‘audience that came from all corners of the
land 27 o

The Latvians, in spite of centurieS'of oppression, have been able

~

to maintain a rich and indigenous cultural tradition. Latvian folksengs,

. . .
or the so-called dainas, which are the principal source of information

aboutAthe traditions of tHhe Latviansj) have with a few exceptiomé been
\

transmit#aed by direct and verbal communj ation from one generation to

g

the other, from the most ancient, tlmeQZ%o the‘preseﬁt. At the,end~of
the 19th century began the process of/collectlng and transcrlblng of the

songs which is still confinuiﬁg,g~The folksongs are-still sung today in
their‘ancient tunes wh}chvhave_been adapted to the simplified modern.
rhythm. . ‘ ' “z , " a
° The ethnographer would say:-they are sung in
Eooo the harmonisation of modern taste, though
“with some adequate and archaised turn, but’
sung with love and rapture, illustrative of
natignal unity, creating moments of nobel
spiritual elation, as proven by the great’
patriotic Song Festivals held perlodlcally
ever since 1873, A similar v1ta11ty of the
ancient folklore may also be observed in some
other regions of eastern Europe but what con-
fers on the Latvian tradition the mark of dis-
“tinction is: (1) the tremendous number of
" folksongs in proportion to a population of -
less than two millions; (2) the very clear
traces of ancient and even mythological re-
membrances expressed poetically; (3) the
dominant’ importance of the folksongs in the
formation and maintenance of .national feelings
throughout the many centurles. Seen in such
light, thlS anc1ent national tradition becomes
in 1ts yay a unique phenomenon.28

These folksongs constitute the most important part of the Latvian

folklore. Their subject matter covers the events of a person's life

o

from theitime of his birth to his death.m In a rich, poetical vein, the

i v
3 . Je



folksongs also reflect the popular belief in a life after death. Attempts
to determine the age Qf the folksongs have so fér failed to produce def=
inite results. The one thing that has been established is thét the old-
est songs appeared in the eleventh cehtury or eérlie?, and that the tfa-
dition of coﬁposing new songs continued until the 19th century.29

Latvian literaturé, music, and art blossomed in the period from 1860's

to the Second World war.

. The Latvian nationai awakening met from the very outset with great
opposition on the part of the Baltic Germans, whé were still the powerful
holders of economic and ‘intellectual influence in the countrf. Patient,
the peasantry tolerateé the half-way measures of emancipation for more
than a generation gefore rebelling against the dominant‘rolé of the
nobility.

With the increase in the urban population and with greater possi-
. bilities for education as well as improved ecénomic situation, a political
ﬁoVemént emerged:
In 1886 a new political movemgnt was formed
known as the Jauna Strava (Th& New Current) .
In 1886 it also started its first newspaper

Dienas Lapa (Day's Page), but in 1893 this
newspaper became Marxist in outlook.30

This political mbvement‘could bé unaerstood‘in the context of socdial,
»econdmic and political developments in Russia. Up to 1887, the'Ru;sian
authorities allowed the §a£vians to keep their‘distinctiye cusﬁomé,,tra4
ditions ahé the language. After 1887, durihg the‘reign of Alexander III,
1881;94, Latvia was sﬁﬁjécted té ruthless Russification,31 which the
Latvians resisted.

By the end of the nineteenth century the Latvians had acquired-
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about forty per cent of the agricultural land. With increased prosperity
the standards of education in the schools rose. The Latvian educated’
class became more numerous, more influential and more active. This new
elite kept its own customs and spoke its language and became more con-
scious of its own national identity. It can be said that the national
awakening of the Latvians emerged as a result of an effort by the Latvian
nationalists to create a modern intellectual milieu which would make it
possible to build a new cultural and intellectual syperstructure. How-
ever, these efforts were not without failurés.
After 1897 when nearly all the leaders of the various movements

" were arrested} the work continued underground; and as the labour move-
ment continued to grow in strength, and as the unrest spread among the
workers, illegal Marxist groups were formed which became the foundation
of the Latvian Social Democratic Workers Party in 1904. Although il-
legal, its membership steadily increased; to many Latvians at that time -
socialism was the ideal of the future.

Its principal léadexfs were J. Jansons,

J. Ozols and J. Asars. It was natural that

the industrial workers should be the first

to join a Latvian revolutionary movement.

However, in the Revolution of 1905 all kinds

of people took part including middlepclass

people, intellectuals andy :to a certain

extent, even the well to do. In a historic

sense it was a bourgeois and national revolu-

tion, for the entire nation fought the

national and social oppressors.32

The Latvian Social Democratic Workers' Party received strong. sup-

port from a great majority of the Latvian people. One of its aims was
to free the country both from Russian rule and German economic and

cultural domination and to fight for independence. The Latvians took

the opportunity to rise in revolt .in 1905 and fought under the red flag
' k
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; of the parties of the left. They attacked all Russian institutions.
Attacks were also made on the estates of the Baltic German aristocracy.
In the country the manor houses were burned down and much property of
the German nobility was destroyed. Thé German nobiiity appealed to the
Tsar for protection and the authorities-sent Cossack regiments to sup-
press thg uprising. The result was much bloodshed with many leaving the

.country to escape imprisonment and Siberian éxile. ThevRevolution of
1905 in Latvia'wasisuppressed'by the vastly superior Russian military
forces, yet Latvians emerged with a new fe?ling of strength.33

Further develoéments were accelerated by the outbfeak of the
First World War. Latvia became a battleground. In the early stages of
the war, after initial sdccesses, the Russian army suffered a series of
disasters, and as a result of éefeats on the Eastern Front the German

- armies occupied part of Latvia. About one thifd of the population left
their homes and suffered the life of refugees in Russia. Latvian men
.enlisted in the Russian afmy and fought on therRussian side. Deépite
the intrigues on the part of the Baltic nobility, an order was given by.
the Russian authorities on August 1, 1915, for thewcreation of thés

___ latvian Rifle Regiments of volunteers; some 130,000 men enlisted and

played an important part in the development of a sense of national unity. -

The official Latvian red-white-red striped flag was designed and

34

approved by the organization of the Rifle Regiments in 1916. These

Latvian Rifle ﬁegiments fought the Germans on the Riga front in a number
of battles f%omA1916 to 1917. On September 3, Riga fell, and.most of the

Latvian troops were demobilized, and the remainder retreated into Russia

where they played an important part in the events of the 1917 Revqlution.35

“®
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. Before the Russian Revolution of 1917, even before 1914, a number of
’ LT

Latvian patriots had been devising plans for Latvia's future. On Oézbber
29, 1917, the Provisional Latvian National Council was forméd. At its
first congress held on November 16 to 19 at Valka, representatives of
the Kuizeme and Latgale Provincial Councils took part. In adaition,
representatives of mostiof the Latvian national, sozial, political and
ecoﬁomic.qrganizations were present. The Congréss resolved that Latvia
was an autonomous and indivisible unit, whose internal form of govern- _
‘ment and foreign relétions should be decided by its Constituent‘;\ssembly.36
However, by th; Russo-German Treaty of Brest—Litovsk; signed March 3,
] 1918, the territory of Latvia was divided. Germany retained Kurzeme and
Riga; the question of Vidzeme remained undecided, though its inhabitants
were granted the right to self-determination; and Latéale was ceded to
Russia.37 The Latvians protested the érovision of the Treaty.

>The.Treaty of Brest-Litovsk was however short-lived. The Article
14 of the Armistice, signed on November 11, 1918 bet&een the Allied
Powers and Germany, dealt with the Baltic states.38 Article 433 of the
Versailles Treaty abroggted the Treaty of .Brest-Litovsk. The British
Gavernment recognized Latvia de facto on- November 11, 1918.39

On November 17, 1918 the representétives‘of the Provisional
National Council and the Democratic Bloc convened in Riga and decided
to form the Latvian'People's.Council, and Janis Cakste was elected its
President and Karlis Ulmanis Prime Ministef.‘ On November 18, 1918 the
independent Staté-of Lat&ia-was pfoclaimed, and a statement of political
principles was adopted by the People's Council on the same day. It in-

=

cluded two short constitutional provisions: (1) Latvia was to be a

[N
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democratic republic; it was united (meaning that the Latvian~inhabited
areas - Vidzeme, Kurzeme and Latgale - formed one state), sovereign,
independent with membership in the League of Nations, and (2) the two
supreme governmental bodies were to be the People's Council and the
Provisional Government. The parliamentary system was thus introducea
into Latvia even before the adoption of a constitution.40

Latvia had to defend its newly-won freedom against the Soviet Red
Army and German irregular troops in the. War of Independence of 1918 to
1920.41 The Provisional Government had to move té Jelgava and from there
to Liepdja. The Government was supported by the first.LétVian militafy
formation,.a battalion thch was the nucleus of the Latvian army. The
armed forces of Latvia were being organized ﬁnder most difficult circumj
stances. The Red Army advanced intec Latvia as early as the end'of
November, 1918.42 - On January 3, 1919, the Red Army entered Riga and
Latvia was'proclaimed a Soviet Republi; without the right>E8 gonduct é
plebiscite. Howevér, the invasion of the Réd Army inté‘Lafviafand the
=
occupation did not last long. The front‘was stabilized at Venta (Kurzeme).
General R. von der Goltz who was appointed Commander—in—éhief of.%%eAirreg—
uiar‘German forces ar;ived“in Liepaja. - The counter-attack ag?inst'Ehe
Red Army started March 3,'1919}Awith German irregqulars, Baltic German
Landeswehr and Latvian troops.43 The Latvian national government,
headed by K. Ulmanis, returned to Riga on July 8, 1919, and by thé end
u'éfuNovember the whole té;rito;y of Latvia was cleared of Gérman troops.
On January 3, 1920,7the Latvian Army supported by éoles liberated’Latgale

from the Soviets.44 Only then did the Latvians begin to rebuild their

country.
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A Constituent Assembly was elected. It met on May 1, 1920, after
the country was cleared of the foreign invaders. Two years later,'on.
» )
May l, 1922, a Constitution was adopted.45' The legislative body con-
sisted of one chamber, the Saeima, w’th one hundred members, elected for

a period of thwree years by direct, secret and proportional ballot. The
. \‘\

Saeima elected the President of the Repubiic by majqfity vote and could
dismiss him by.a two-thirds vote. The President. had ?gééfically no power
and his positicon in this respect was very similar to that‘of the royal
power in a comstitutional monarchy. The executive body, the cabiﬁet of
Ministers, received its power from the Saeima and could be overthrown
by a simple majority vote.46

_ The Eleﬁtoral Law allowed one ﬁundred citizens to put up a lis£
of candidates, and a group of seven citizens to register as a political
party. The pattern of political parties was bricfly as follows. The
right-wing in&luded.the Farmer's Union, Cathblics, and a number of very
smaIlbparties- The centre was representéd chiefly by the Democratic
Centre, New Settlers, and the Right-Wing Socialists. Thenleft—wing was
represented Efithe Social Democratic Par;y which had about 22 of the 100
seats. The Communist paity'was dutlawed.47 Since all tﬁe natural re-
sources, including foiests, railways And public utiiities,were owned by
the State or the municipalities, the issues between the ‘right and left-
wing parties were largely confined to social and agrarian 1eglslatlon,
taxation, cammercial policy, chiefly tariff»rates,mgnd educétional
guestions. Ethnic minoritiesb(Germans, Jew;, Russians and Poles) played

an important part in the Parliament and at times occupied key positions,

since in none of the five Latvian Parliaments (including the Constituent

.
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rAssembly) did eithér the right or the left-wing parfies have a clear
majority. The ' radical minorities were chiefl? concerned with their own
interests. Such matters made iﬁ Aifficplt for the country to form a
strong and stable govéfnment. As historian Dr. Sbekke has pointed out,
an extremely liberal and almost too democratic Constitutioé was agreed
upon. It provided for ;n assembly of one hundred members, in which at
one time there weée as many as twenty-seven poiitical parties repre-
ser;ted.48

The eéonomic crisis of 1929 began to be felt in the country about
1931.5 Although its effect in Latvia, an essentiaily agricultural
country, was less Qiolent than in Wesﬁern Europe and North America, un-
‘employment and féréigﬁ trade festrictions followed. However, it was
feit that many of the economic difficulties were dﬁe, partly at least,
"to the nature of the constitution and the instability of the government.
The right-wing and most of the centre partieé_felt that the Constitution
of 1922 had to be amended with the view of ensuring goverhﬁent stability.
The Parliament could not agree on the new amendmehts.

On May 15, 1934, K. Ulmanis, who was then the Prime Migister in
a right—wié;—centre coalition government, staged a bloodless coup d'état,
dismissed the Saeima and decreeé that until the drawing up of a hew'
Constitution, the Cabinet of Ministers wéuld, on the basis of Article
81 of the Constitution (this artigle provided th;t whgn‘the éaeima Qas
not in session the Cabinet could issue laws which had subsequently to
bé confirmed by the Saeima), also act~as the legislative body. A new

government was formed with Ulmanis as the Prime Minister. He retained

this p6s£;until 1940. Ulmanis outlawed all political parties and
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restricted the freedom of the press. The authoritarian regime thus
instituted lasted until the beginning of the Second World-War.49
Despite the political instability, Latvia was making progress in
the economic and cultural sphereé. About three-fourths of the population
of the cbuntry before the Second World War were Latvians by descent and
language. The remaining quarter consisted of ethnic minorities, of whom
the most numerous wercé Russians, Jews, Germans énd Poles.50 The minor-
ities enjoyed political fights and full cultural autonomy.  About 56% of
the.population belonged to the Lutheran church, 25.5% were Roman Catholic,
and 9% were Greek’Orthodox. The church was separated from the state.
However, the Ministry of the Interior included a Board of’gcclesiastical
Affai;s which dealt with matters reléting to religion. Offences against_
an individual's religious observance were forbidden by law. The many
religious denominations and congregations could receive State and munici-
p;i subsidies in ﬁhe same way as lay organizations. Denominational
‘échools fell under the same jurisdicgion as the‘privaﬁe schools.51
Elementary education was compulsory and free. About 15% of the
pational budget was spent on education. During the last year of free
Latvia 1939-40, there were over 2,000 elementary,schéols with an enrol-
ment of 275,000 pupils, 110 ﬁigh schools with 25,009 students, and 125'
trade schools Qith 10,000 students. The total number of elementary aﬁa
secondary schbol teachers reached 13,800. ?he University of Riga had an
enroclment of more than 6,500 students and faculty of 400.52 OtheF‘insti—
tutions of higher léarning were: -The Academy of Agriculture, The Academy

of Fine Arts, a Musié'Conservatory and an English and French Institute.>

Iliiteracy was virtpally non-existent.
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Fine arts, literaturg and music fiourished in the climate of free-
dom. In 1939 in this nation of two million, 1,300 books were published
a year; there were 54 newspapers, 150 magazines,Atwo opera houses,412
théatres, and some 100 movie houses.53 Prominent among the memorable
national traditions were song festivals. 1In the years of national inde-
pendence these reached their peak in artistic achievements and>popﬁlar
appeal. In 1938, the ninth Soﬁg Festivalfin Riga, with 16,000 singers
in national costumes attfacted an audience of 200,000 or 10% of Latvia's
total population. The lagt song festival in free Latvia took place on
June 16, 1940.54

In twenty short years Lafvia's achievemeqﬁs had been considérable
in the fields of agriculture, - industry, merchant marine, and education.
A new network of railroads and highways interlaced the country. Latvia's
financial situation was sound in spite of the.world—wide ecohomic crisis
~.of the thirties. Latvia's standard of living was one of the highest in
East-Central Europe. The government enacted progressive social security
legislation, which pfo&ided full insqrahce £o wérkers and their families
in the event of illness, occupational accidents and unemployment. How-
ever, there we;é problems, and the mqét serious ones for the Latvian’
people were internal political instability! and the developments on the
internatioﬁal scene. |

- On August 23, 1939 von Ribbentrop and V. I. Molotov signed the
German-Russian Non-Aggression Pact.é;"The secret protocols of the Pact
allotted Estonia,:Latvia and Lithuania to Russia, and on September 1,

1939, Germany unleashed the horrors of the Second World War with its

Blitzkrieg attack on Poland. " Latvia, the small nation that had always

]

i



26

led a precariouskexistence, found herself once again at the crossroads
of the two great powers. During the last quarter of 1939, abéut 50,000
Latvian citizens of “German origih, responding to the call of the German
Fuehrer, left Latvia for Germany.56 Events followed at an aeceierated
pace. The Soviet occupation started on June 17, 1940 and Laévia‘was
incorporated in the Soviet Union. The So&ieﬁ occupation of Latvia came
to an abrupt end with the start of the Russo-German Wér on June 22, 1941.
Within a few days (on July»l),‘the Germans took Riga and soon all Latvia
was uﬁder German occupation which lasted until 1944. 1In the wake of the
retreating German forces, the Red Army re-occupied Riga on October 13,
1944, and after Gérmany's capitulation on May 8, 1945, the Spviet regime
was re-established in Latvia. Some 40,000 Latvian Legionnaires surrender-
ed to the Western Allies and close to 130,000 Latvian civilians chose
exile in the free world.s? The annexation of Latvia by the Soviét Union
was the most decisive factor leading to the mass exodus,K of Latvians to
the West; a number of the Latvian exilesifound their way to Canada and
Alberta. ~

An attgmpt was made here to provide a short outline of the history
of Latvia and the Latvians. The periods of sgbservience to one or another
pbwerful neighbour and‘thg shért period of independence left an imprint
on the Latvian people. fhe immigrants who came to Albert; after the
Second World War brought with them the culture and the political tradi-

tions of their homeland. The story of the immigrants' adjustment to
their new adopted country and in particular to the Alberta environment
can be better understood through the knowledge of the immigrants' past.

The Albertan history of the Latvian community is the Subject of the

following chapter. . . v ‘ .
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CHAPTER IIX

THE LATVIANS IN ALBERTA

It is jmpossible to establish the time of arrival of the first
Latvian immigr®@nt in Alberta, becaﬁse there is no recorded proof. The
pieces of infesmation on the first immigration movements have bgen put
together here By relying on information about the first Latvians who
settled in Alperté, which came from the United States.

Frqﬁ the available information it seems that the majo;ity of the
Latvian immigranﬁé of the first wave arrived in Aiberté in the last

‘.

quarter of the nineteenth century and the‘first decade of the twentieth
/ _ . ' .
century. Most Came to Canada and Alberta via the United States. Some
were sailors ih ;he Tsarist navy who jumped ship in American ports.
Other early imﬁdgraﬁts preferréd life abroaa to long services in the
Russian army ard fled @heir homeland‘sgcause of this.  All known immi-
grants came £y om peasan£ stock. Their first occupations Weré giye; as
farm laboufergf"séilors,'factory workers, but most wege peasants with a
" very low level of education. Negertheless, they‘ali knew_ﬁow to read
and write, and @ll learned the English language.' Some were particularly
articuiate and rote about their lives and their communities to the
Latvian newspaP®ers in the United Sfates.l )
The immigrants settled in Albe?ta because pf the agriculturél

Bl

potential of ghe Canadian West that had lain dormant for centuries un-
recognized and wunproven. The Prime Minister of the new nation, John A.
MaCQQhald, iecogﬁized that a transcontinental railway line linking the

East to the WeSt was an urgent requirement in order to{implement his land

o ‘ : , 3i
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settlement policy. Without a populated prairie region, Canada could not
be a viable unit either‘politically or economically. But Canada's highly
selective immigration policy, the worldwide depression from 1870 to the
1890's, and the debt incurred bykthe C.P.R. worked together to defeat
Macdonald's dream of a populated West. Only with the revival of world
trade in the late 1890's, the scarcity of land]infiggope and the United
States, new immigration policies of the Laurier Government and the demand
for wheat on the world market, did waves of immigrants pour into the
Canadian West to fill the vacant homesteads.
In 1890 there was already a Latvian community established at
Joséphsburg, Alberta, thirﬁy miles from Medicine Hat.2 Pastor Hans
3 ~ ’ . .

Rebane~ from Boston, Massachusetts, established the Latvian Lutheran
. . - - - 4

Congregation (Svéta Pétera Draudze) at Josephsburg on July 4, 1897.
Rebane was of Estonian-Latvian parentage and spoke both languages. He
left Latvia because of the religious discrimination policies of the
Tsarist government against Lutherans.
"1896 January. The Reverend Hans" Rebane

arrived in New York at the invitation of the

German Missouri Lutheran Synod to become the

pastor to Estonians and Latvians of Lutheran

faith in the United States. His first efforts

to establish contact with his flock in the

major eastern cities from Baltimore to Boston

yielded very few Estonians but a larger number

of Latvians. Rebane reported that most (members’

of his congregation) held low-paying domestic

or factory jobs.>
Rebane carried his mission across the continent and also into Canada
until his death in 1911.

In 1903 a church was built to house the coﬁgregationvin Josephsburg.

This was the first church to be built by Latvian settlers in Canada. The
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church was shared by a Latvian and a German Lutheran congregation undef
Reverend Sillak.6 ﬁowever, by 1905 the'firs£ congregatiOn’hadmalready
split up, because some of its most active membefs«moved to Edmonton.

One of these immigrants was John Jones, Who, with his family, arrived in
Edmonton in 1905;

Jones' story is moét~interesting in that it illustrates-the prob-
lems that were facing the newly arrived immigrants. After staking his
homengad on the north shore of the Isle Lake (sixty miles west of
Edmonton), Jones returned to Edmonton to work for two years as a brick-
layer to save enough money to be able to mgvg_put to his homestead in
December 1907. There were no other white %ettlers in thke a;eaA- onfy
two Indian families living on the eastern ;bOreS of the Lake Isle - and
Jones was anXious to get some of his compat;;ots to join him in cangda.
Since filing for his homestead, he had been ip continuous correspondence

’with other Latvians both at home in Russia andxabroad‘in the United States
and Canada ur§in§ them to move to Lake Isle. Within the next few years,
there was a large Latvian community of tWeﬁty—five families (about one
hundred and twenty-five people) established at Léke Isle. In this com-
munity, many of the old Latvian customs'and trad;tions continued to
floufish despite the transition to Western Canada.‘ The Latviap settlers

-built ; one room school, a community hall, and also a Store in the small
center called Lake Isle. In 1910, the‘scbodl'had oﬁe teacher t§ instruct
all'thelchiidren of the homesteaders in the vicinity. Laéviaq was the
common languagé used at home-al;hough English was USeé in the Schools and
businesses. The hall was used for various functions, church gatherings,

" dances, weddings, and other occasions. ‘The homes reflected the~yarious

-
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regiéns of Latvia. Some of the log homes sported dove-tailed corners and
hewed logs; other hguses had the logs left in the round with overhanging
corners. But in all homes,.the bottom log was left“intact across the
doorway forcing people to step over the log,to gain entrance tobthe
buildings. Muskeg or moss was used in the few cracks which remained
aftér the tightly fitted logs were drilled and held together with wooden
pegs. The steeply pitched roofs were. covered by handmade wooden boards
crossed both horizontéll§ and vertica}ly across the roofline. A few of
the families built é Ei{&é_or a bath house, on the.shores of the lake.
Birch sap was collected to make the traditional sweet, non-alcoholic
drink of birch water. But not all customs survived: Traditiénal dress
was neglectéd. The interi@r of the homes indicated other modifications.
The large cement oven-furnace unit commog in rural LatVian houses was

replaced by the simpler wood stove available at any hardware store in

Edmonton. Furniture -was crudely made and showed none of the finer

’

decorative work which adorned the tables and chairs of the homes in
Latvia. But then the 1life of the piqneér:homesteader was hard and did
not allow much time for fancy things.

John Jones‘Qas very active ip community affairs. Many times he
organized a crew to build roads and to complete other projects. He was
also véry active in the community's social life. He often wrote stéries

o ¢

gbout the Lake Isle community, and éubmitted them to various newspapers,

-

including those in ‘independent Latvia. In 1923, he wrote a long article

3 ;

John Jones was very well liked among his neighbours, including the

in the Edmonton Journal entitled "The Call of the North."

other new Canadian settlers. He was asked to organize the first election

!

|
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in the Lake Isle district. He was also elected the district's judge,
. ' - 7
“mayor, and notary public; positions that he held for many years.

During the 1905 Revolution in Tsarist Russia and its aftermath,
many Latvian political exiles sought refuge first in the United States
and then in Canada. These immigrants had all been very active in Latvia
in the unsuccessful revolution, and they had to leave because of fear of
reprisals.

1905. This was the year of unsuccessful
revolution in Latvia, against Russian
repressions both economic and cultural.
Because of severe Czarist reprisals, about
five thousand young Latvian Socialist
Revolutionaries fled their homeland and -
began to arrive in this country. The
number of Latvians in the U.S.A. doubled.8

The immigrants who came after 1905 were better educated and be-
came very active in the Latvian communities in Alberta. The most promi-

. . L N
nent community member in Alberta was Charles Plavin. ' In February of
1911 he came to Canada after spending five years in San Francisco, and
in April put in his claim for a 160 acre homestead at Lake Isle. Charles
Plavin was a bachelor and remained single all his life. He was restless
and in 1916 I¥ft his homestead and moved to Crowsnest Pass in southern
Alberta, where he worked as a surveyor. By 1920, Charles Plavin had
saved‘money to buy same very fertile land in the Peace River district,
close to a small village called North Star. This Latvian immigrant's
contribution to Alberta is as follows: in 1962, he donated 40,000
dollars and his farm of five sections of land to the University of
Alberta to provide student scholarships in the Faculty of Arts. The

scholarships are to be given to students from the Peace River District

studying music. Since 1962, when these scholarships were founded, sixty
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students have benefited from his generosity. _The farm land was sold by
the University a few years ago Eecause i?fwas too difficult for the
Faculty of Agriculture to look after it. The money obtained from the‘
$ale of the land, around 145,000 dollars, was used by the University of
Alberta for student scholarships. However, fiQe acres and all the‘
buildings were taken over ‘in 1976 by the Province of Alberta, as a
historic site, and;thexbuildiggs a;e in the procesé of being resfored.
Plavin died in 1969 at the age of ninety-four and is buried in the North
Star cemetary.

The Latvians‘in Alberta followed closely the developments in the
Latvian-communities in the United States.. The contaéfs wére made possible
through ‘newspapers that were pdblished in the States as early as 1906.
.The Lat?ian newspaper Stradnieks (The Worker) apéeared in Boston with a

.

circulation of up to three thoﬁsand copies three times a week. It ceased

to exist in 1919.lo Another newspaper, a prominent socialist paper,-was

- . . . 1
Proletarietis (The Proletarian) published in New York from 1914 to 1917.l

A split in the ranks of the American Latvian
socialist had begun in 1919, causing re-

' ‘organization throughout the Latvian com-
munities. Radical socialists affiliated
themselves with the communist party. as the
Latvian Workers Union, which was formed
in New York and evolved a membership of
1,000 throughout Canada and the U.S.A.

They published a radical socialist news-
paper Stradnieku Rits (Workers Morning).l2

A Lat%ian‘Communist newspaper, Amerikas CIna (America's Struggle),

published in Chicago from 1926 until 1929, is a source of information

about the second wave of immigrants arriving in Edmonton from free Latvia.
. S e 1

. The Latvian communist and radical socialist newspaper Amerikas LatviesSi

(American Latvians) was founded in Boston in 1940 and survived until

v
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13 - .
1955" 7, when most of the old revolutionary correspondents died. It also

contains information helpful in putting together the story of Latvian
immigration to Alberta. ‘

By 1921, according to thevCanadian Census, there were 156 Latvians
in Alberta and tﬂe largest community of 125 was Lake Isle, about sixty
miles west  of Edmonton. The rest were scattered across Alberta, some

bought homesteads, others were working as tradesmen in Edmenton. The

Lake Isle community made great efforts to maintain ‘its identity, but the

PR

survival of the small ethnic group was in jeopardy because the immigrants
found farming life too hard and as a result began to sell their farms and
move into cities and to oth=zr pa}ts of Canada.

The second wave of immigrants from Latvia arrived in Edmonton in
1927 and 1928, in the inter-war period. The group c;nsisted of five
families: Peterson; Janiten, Tomé, Dobelis, and Saulite: These new
immigrants left Latvia when it was an independent state. The reasons
for leavifhg were various but mostly personal. The five families sta?cd'
in Edmonton and were engaged in various occupations; three'of.thém later
established very successful businesseg; but all»wént through great hard-
ships in the er#ession‘yéars. The Lake Isle community; "the old Latvians;"
Looked upon the new arrivals ang could not understand them. The new immi- - .
grants were a different breed of men - better educated and with good trade
jobs. They also had a different‘poliéical outiook fro@ that of the "old
Latvian" revolutionaries who settled in the area of Lake‘Is;e. The dis-
appointment on meetingdwas great and the ﬁwo groups'nevgr found a

common ground. Their ideological differences were too great. This

might be the reason why there were no' Latvian associations to unite the

hic
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group until 1947. From 1529 to 1946, no immigrants arrived from Latvia.
Two main reasons/ekplain\this: firgt, the depression years and the
Canadian immigfation-laws; and sécond, the beginning of the Second World
War.

"The third wave of immigrants, the most numerous, arrived after
the Seéond World War. Most of the Alberta Latvians found themselves, in
displaced persons" camps in Germany after the war, and came as imhigrants
_to Alberta in the years following 1946. According to sﬁatistical data
gathered in the 1976/1977 survey, duriﬁg the period from 1946 to 1938, a
total of 217 persons of Latvi;n origin came to Alberta. This is an un-
reliable figure'because some have since moved away from Alberta, as
the majority of them did not have any close relétives iﬁ the Province.
prever,'Latvians who had resided in Alberta before the Second World War
did much to help them establish themselves and to adapt to the new 1ife
in,Canada.’ The most~he1pfulﬂhember éf the old Latvian cémmunity was
"John anes,14 who found sponsors from acrogs Canada for two . hundred
Latvians from displaced persons' camps in Germany and Belgium. Another_
immigrant, Peter Janitenls; Eponsored twentyrnine new immigrants and
ga&e them work in hisvgreenhouses.‘ The only one still alive from the
old Latvian community who é?onsqred the newcomers is Tom Peterson, who
sponso?ed sixteen new Latﬁian'iﬁmigrénts'and gave them work on his farmbl

near Pigeon Lake.

. - -

In addition to Jones, Janiten and Peterson, the families of Dobell,
Toms and'Saulit deserve a great deal of credit for helping the post World
War 1I immigrants to adjust‘to the new surroundings. It is safe to say

that none of thé'newly arrived post World War II immigrants have

\ <
\

-
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‘experienced serious difficulties in finding suitable employment and build-
ing a new life in Alber£a.

It could be arguéd that the educationalklevel of the 217 new immi-
grants was a very impoftant factof for satisféctory édjustment. Among
these immigrants wés a large proportion of professionally trained people,
and for thié reason; after the initial p;oblems‘of settlement were over-
come, they have been able to integrate sﬁccessfull} into.the fabric of
the Canadian society. Very few of the post-1945 immigrantg went into °
farming. " The majority entered the professions as engineers, doctors,
dentigfs, lawyers, teachers, contractors and businessmen, putting to use
their educational training obtained in Latvia prior té their immigration
to Canada.

The post-Second World War immigrants have also been the most-
active ones in organ%zing,thé life of Lat;ians in Edmonton and Calgary.
Until their érrival, there were no iatvién organizations in Alberta.

Today, the Latvian community is served in Edmoﬁton by thé Latvian
Society Imanta.16 The society was formed in 1947. A small group of‘
Lafviané (about seventy at present) formed in 1948,7in Calgary, fﬁe
Latvian society Daugava,17 which is still in existence.

| In addition, the Latvians in Alberta are asséciated with an inter-
national Latvian organization, the Latvian‘welfarevorganization Daugavas
vanagi (D.V.) - (The Eagles of Daugava).  This organization was founded
by displaced personslof Latvian brigin in Belgium at the end of the

Second World War, Qith the>purpose.of taking'care of neédy Latvian war -
invalids, Subsequently, branches of thg organization have beeh estab~

lished in other countries, including Canada and the United'States. In
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Canada, there are nineteen branches, of which the Edmonton, Célgary and
Red beer Branches were established in 1954. 1In Canada, tﬁe organiza-
tion's activities were broadened to include political activity, aiﬁed at
promoting. the cause of Latvian independenée through obser;ance_of the
November 18tthational Remembrance Day, and disseminétion of_informatiog
to keep the public aware of developments in Latvia (Tﬂk’Latvian S.5.R.).

To this end, the organization published an international monﬁhly maga-

zine, Daugavas Vanagu Mene$raksts (Daugavas Vanagu Monthly), in Toronto

which contains a broad range of information that is of interest to

Latvians in general, and to members of the organization in particular.

A very important activity of this organization in Canada is the main-

tenance of its official. organ, Latvija Ame?iks (Latvia‘in}América), the
only Latvian language newspaper puﬁiished régula;ly‘in Caﬁada. This
. newspaper is the result 6f the merge? of several earlier Latvian news-
paﬁers founded after 1946 in response to the needs of post-Second World
War immigrants. 'The paper is published in Canada and in the United
States, and its head éffice is in Toronto. It is a weekly, aﬁd publishes
 w6r1d news, as well as items of local iﬁterest to Latvians in Canaqa and
the United States..

The Alberfa Latvian'cémmunity'is served also by the newspaper
Laiks (Time), another major regular Latvian press ﬁrgan in the U.S.A.,
established in 1949 in Bgooklyn,'New Yérk. This newspaper is published
twice weekly:ahé is the most widely read paper among Latvians in the
free world today. A véry active young peopl;'s group was established
in 1967 in Edmonton, Eéiﬂi' which participates in Canadian and Latvian

social and cultural functions.
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The Latvian org@nizéfions are linked together under an umbrella

—

organizatioq, tﬁe Latvian Natiopal Federation in Canada (L.N.A.K). This
is a highly sﬁructured body founaed in 1950, designed to répresent the
community in its contacts with government aﬁd other ethnic groups. The
organization is divided into departments dealing with such matters as
politics, information,.culturé, educatidn and welﬁgge. L.N.A.K. encom—
passes almost ail of the fundamental aspects of the Latvian community
iife. f£ plays a political role by promoting the long raﬁge goal of
independence for Latvia, and in sovdoing often collaborates with the
umbrella organizations of the other two Baltic ethno-cultural groups in
Canada, £he Est?nian and the Lithuanian. 1In addition, it supports
cﬁltural activities, supervises Latvian language Saturday ééhools (Alberta
does not-have any), prepares‘textbooks aﬂd~£rains teachersvas part of its
programme to.preserve the‘Latviaﬁ heritage in Canada. At present, its
headquarters are in Toronto, but nﬁmerous branches sexist across Canada,
Qherever there are large numbers‘of Latviaﬁs, including Edmonton.0

' Though it would be impossible'to catalogue all of the contribu-
tions mAde by Latvians in Canada té the cultufal, political and economic
iife,of this country,.particularly in the visual arts, ballet and serious
mqsic, af least the most characteristic Latvian'cultﬁral activity, the
soné féstival;'shouldibe‘mentioned. However, the Latvian coﬁmunity in
Albetta, because of its size, collectively can conffibute'very little to
the larger community. Thé Edmonton folkdance group is the only repre:
sentative of Latvian culture in Alberta's multicultural mosaic. The
Latvian community in Alﬁe:ta is besf known through individual contacts

of Latvians with other' Albertans.
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The idea of the Latvian Song Festival, like so many other national

traditions, was transplanted to Canada by the post-Second World War immi-

- grants. It was not until September 1952 that the idea became reality

and some 2,000 Latvians came together, from all parts of Canada,lin

'Massey Hall, Toronto, to attend this unique cultural celebration.; A

second festival téok place in Toronto in 1957, with some 600 singers
performing the traditional melodies as well as Qorks by contemporary
Latvian cbmposers settled in Canada.i Accompanying the festival‘were
instrumental concerts, literary lectures, and fine arts exhibitions.
This unique cultural event has been repeated'every~thxee to five years,
mostly iﬁ Toronto, the last one in 1975, with some 1,300 singers énd 800
folk dancers from across Canada (including the Edmontén group Qgigg{ and
the’ United States. |

The Latvian Song Festival has now become a permanent part of

Latvian cultural activities, not only in Canada, but also in the United

. States. A parallelrLatvian song festival has been held every three to

five years in various Aﬁericgn.cities starting in 1953. The most suc—
cessful by far was the fifth song feétiVal, held in Cléyeland, Ohio in
1973. Coinciding with the centennial of the firsf éuch‘festival held

in Riga in 1873, this‘particular celebration waQSattended by 15,000
Latvians from around the glébe, and the occasion marked a high point in
LatQian cﬁltural activities. Not only were there a hoét of néw works by
Latvian composers presented, but some 900 folk dancers in nétional
costumes présented authentic Latvian dances; various other literary and
scholarly’events also took place. However, as séng festivals for Latvian

4

Canadians are held mostly in Toyxonto, Latvians from Alberta wanting to
. \ .

t
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participate can do so to a limiteg extent.

In this chapter the three phases of Latvian immigration to Alberta

were examined. Of the lives of the first old immigrants very little can

be said, for they made no attempt to record their own stories and the.-

a

official documentation of their lives in Alberta is either fragmented or

unobtainable. Some datawere nonetheless uncovered in this research.

The second phaserpf Latvian immigrantsv(l92771928) to Alberta
: )

differed from the first as it was not composed exclusively of agricul-

turalists, but of different sSocial classes. The depression years caused

the complete halt of Latvian imﬁigration to Alberta until the end of the
Second Worla war. ‘ : : : . >

Tﬁe third phasg.of Latvian immigration.tq Alberta started ig 1946.
These: political refugees were nof voluntary emigrants likeAthe peasants
of 'a half century éarligr. Most likelyﬂfhey would never have left theirb
homeland if it had not been for events th;t took place during the éecond\
World War. Conscious of thé fact that they could not return hoﬁe, fhis

last group of Latvian immigrants was détermined to become Canadian as

quickly as possible, whatever the cost.
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FOOTNOTES TO. CHAPTER ITI

M. Karklis, L. Streips, L. Streips, ed., The Latvians in America -~
1640-1973 (New York, Oceana Publications, Inc., 1974), p. 2. 1888,
August 15. A group of seven men, led by Jacob Sieberg (1863-1963),
a mastér carpenter by trade, settled in Boston, Massachusetts._ This
date can be considered as the beginning of regular Latvian immigra-
tion <in the United States. Sieberg organized the flrst Latwian
Evangelical Church, and-a secular society, and came o be known-as
"Father of Latvians." He was the editor of the newspaper: Amerikas‘
adierRas

~ V8stnesis (American Herald) and an author of seven books, among

them a handbook for the study of English. This marks the beginni§g
of documented and organized Latvian community life 'in the United
States of America. : :

Information in Heinz Lehman, Das Deuts¢htum inwest Kanada, (Berlin,

Junker and Dinnhatpt Verlag, 1939), pp. 74, 207, 225.

\

Karklis, op. eit., p. 4. (Rebane born in 1863 Valka, Latv1a, died .

in 1911, Boston, Massachusetts)

Information from Latvian newspaper O. Akmentins, "Eksperlments ar
4000 LatvieZiem" (Experiment with 4000 Latv1ans), 1n Latvija Amerlka

(Toronto, 25 January, 1969), p. 4
Jaan Pennar, ed. The Estonians in America 1627—1975 (New York
Oceana Publlcat ons, Inc. ,~1975), p. 4.

. Akmentins, op. ¢it., p. 4.-

'For-more information on John. Jones, see T. Yedlin, ed., Alberta's

Pioneers from Eastern Europe' Remlnlscences (Edmonton, Unlver51ty of

Alber;a,’Sprlng, 1977), 27 32.
Karklis, op. cit., p. 6.

For information on Charles Plavin, see T. Yediin,;op. cit., pp. 33—
36. 9 - ‘ ' ‘

N - [

KarKlis, op. cit., p. 7.

Ibid., p. 11.
" Ibid., p. 17.

Ibid., pp. 21 & 28.

%Af«&gphn,Jones died in Edmonton in 1958 at the age'of 8?.

,
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16.

17,

18.

Peter Janiten died in Edmonton in 1962.

Imanta is the name taken from a Latvian legend symbolizing the unltv'
of Latvians. Imant®, the main character in the legend, is a strong
man who has been resting in Latvian Hills (Zild Kalnd) for centuries
and is waiting for a time when he will be able to come back and
unite the nation.

<

Daugava is the‘name of the largest river in Latvia.

Informatlon on Latvian Associations and Latvian song festlvals in
Canada, Multiculturalism Directorate, The Canadian Family Tree (Don
Mills, Corpus, 1979), pp. 149- 151 oy »
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CHAPTER Iv

THE SOCIAL CHARACTERISTICS OF THE LATVIANS IN ALBERTA

In this chapter the social characteristics of Fhe Latvian—CanadiansA
in-Alberta will be exaﬁined. THe discussion will centre around the sta-
tistical data that were ob:ained from a questionAaire administered to
the members of Alberta's Latvian community. The data b;;e’coﬁsists of
326 completgd qguestionnaires (see Appendix). As will become evident from
the analysis of>the data,-the procesé of acculturation of the Latvian
community in Alberta has been a éontinuing one.

For the purpose of getting a clearer picture of the degreé of
a;cultufation (or assinilation) of the Léfvian comﬁunity in Alberta, as
well'as méking some generalizations as éo the possibility (?r lack Qf it)
of survival of a small éthnocultural group in a.differeﬁt‘environment,
it was decided to divide the ~Latvian cemmunity in Alberté into three
subéiqups;lv The first group consists of those immigrants who at the time
Vof response were fiftyﬁfive years old or older. ‘These immigrants were
designated as the “"Latvian” group, provided they left Latvia when they
were eleven years old or older. tThe second subgroup desig;ated"asv"uiﬁed“
(Canadian and Latvian) consists of those immigrénég who were under fhe
age of fifty—five at the time of thebsurvey and had been unaer the age
of eleven when they left Latvia. The third subgroupudesignated as the
"Cana&ian"‘éré children born of Latvian immiérants in Canada. The per-
centage breakdown of the responding poﬁuiation of 326 is as follows:
the "Latvian"'subg£0up constiﬁutes 38%, the fMiXed“ subg;oup 23%, andg
the "Canadian" subgroup 33%. These three subgroups-tberefor; constitute;'

46
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94% (306) of the identified and responding Latvian commuﬁity in Alberta.

The remaining six percent;had configurations of age and length of
stay in Latvia which were Qifficult to classify into subgroups; t%%y
_were excluded from the analysis in this chapter.

By examining the data obtained from the three supgroups "Latvian,"
"Mixed" and "Canadian" one finds that the degfee ofvagculturation, i.e:,
attitudes, castoms, fluency in Ehe naéive.language, is gloéely related
té membership inlone of the three subgroups, and that the groﬁp born‘in
Canada belongs only nomihally to the Latvian community. The process of
acculturation was fa;tést among Latvians born in Canada, a finding which
éffirms the hypothesis that the problem of survival of a small ethnic
gréﬁp is very éifficult if not impossible. Factors not derived from the
sUrvéy but no doubt reinforcing the aséimilation process afe the isola-
tioh“ofumany of the Latvian immigrants from large metropolitan centers
with‘éoncéntrations\pf Latvians, and the absence of further immigration
from the country bf origiﬁ - Latvia.

The mésﬁ imporﬁant evidence regarding'differenéeé in the degree
of accuituration ofuthe three subgroups is derived frbm the replies to .
the question: "What language do. you speak at home now in Canada?“
{(Table 4-1). In'the "Canadian" subgroup nobody speaks Latvian at homé
exclusively,' . while 78% spéak Enggish only and 22% speak English and
l$ome Latvian. In contrast, in the "Latvian" subgroup, only 19% épeaktz
only English ét home and in "Mixed" subgroup; 34% use only English. It
~comes as no sﬁrprise that in the "Latvian" group 64% speak only Latvian

.at home, while in the “"Mixed" group, 42% speak only Latviah; in both

subgrbups there is a small percentage of those who speak both languages

-

I
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at home - 15% of the "Latvian" and 24% of the "Mixed". Since language

retention and preservation play a very important role in any'ethnic

- group's survival, it can be seen from the data that the Latvian ethnic

group is facing a difficult situation: four fifths of the Canadian born
speak only English and it can be assumed that they do not know the

Latvian 1anguage.

Table 4-1
Language Spoken in Canada, by Subgroup (vertlcal percent)
(N=306)
X Subgroup
- Language Latvian Mixed i Canadian
English 19.5 33.8 78.0
Latvian = 65.0 - 41.9 0.0
Latvian and » ' ,
‘English. 15.5 24.3 22.0
Total 100.0 - 100.0 100.0

Another measure of ‘acculturation is church affiliation. To the -

questipni "Are you a member of a Latvian or a Canadian church?" (Tables

4-2 and’4~3), the replies indicated that among the "Latvian" subgroup

75% belong to the Latv1an church (Latvian church here means a Lutheran

church where lltu.r.and sermons are in Latvian). Latv1an church member-~

[

ship for the "Mlxed" subgroup is 54%, and for the “Canadian® subgroup 310.
Of the three subgroups, 19% of the "Latvian", 20% of the "Mixed"

and 28% of the "Canadlan" belong to a Canadian church (Canadian church

here means a Lutheran church with Engllsh as - the language of llturgy and

sermon). The Latvian community Has a small contingent (21%) of Roman

-

R



.49

Catholics, all of whom are members of the Canadian Roman Catholic Church.
The lower percentage'of any church member among the "Mixed" and
"Canadian” subgroups, can be explained by the general trend towards a

more secular society, which influenced the Latvian community also.

Table 4-2 o

Membérship in Canadian Church, by Subgroup (vertical percent)
(N=306). '
Subgroup
Member Latvian Mixed Canadian
Yes 19.4 20.3 ‘ 28.7
No - 80.6 79.7 71.3
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
.Table 4-3
Membership in Latvian Church, by Subgroup (vertical percent)
‘ ’ (N=306)
| Subgroup
Member latvian Mixed ' Canadian
Yes 75.2 | 54.1 ~31.2
Mo 24.8 45.9 . 68.8
Total 100.0 100.0 _ 100.0

Decline in membership in Latvian churches can be ascribed to the diffi-
culty in organizing the community for the purpose of supporting a resi-

dent Latvian minister (pastor). A more important factor is that in
- - . - ' . . l‘ .

Alberta the Latvian church administration and activities have not "pro-k

§

vided for specifically Latvian needs. Had Latvian churchés_been better
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organized and had Sunday School .instructions been provided, there would

have been at least some upbringing of the young in the Latvian culture,

language and tradition, which might have enabled the community to retain

more of its ethno-cultural id?nt

ity.

Further evidence with regard to the degrée of acculturation can

be obtained from the data that pertained to membership in Latvian and

- -«
.Canadian societies and clubs

(Tables 4-4 and 4-5).

Table 4-4

Membership in Latvian;Association, by Subgroup (Veffical percent)
v ' (N=302)
~Subgroup
Member Latvian Mixed Canadian
Yes 55.7 43.2 20.8 -
No 44.3 . 56.8 179.2
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
Table 4-5

Membership in Canadian Assoc

iation, by Subg
(N=299)

roup (vertical percent)

;

) Sﬁbgroup %
Member Latvian Miked :Canadian ;
Yes 26.2 33.8 20.2
No 73.8 66.2 70.8
Total . 100.0 100.0 100.0

[

In comparing affiliation with Léﬁvian and Canadian assoéiations,2

some significant variation within the;Lhree groups can be observed. At

-

L )

!

|
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the outset, however, it should be pointed out that the majority in all the
three groups did not indiéate and, in many cases, faile@ to mention,
membership in trade, labour or student unions (all of which are, of course,
Canadian associations), while among the "Léévian" subgroup 56% indicated
that they were affiliated with Latvian associations; in the "Canadian"
subgroup the decrease was by more than half, i.e., only 21% were members
of a Latvian association. The "Mixed" subgroup was somewhere between the
two othe?s with 3% belonging to a: Latvian aésoéiation. One reason for
thg lQW>percentage even among the "Latvign" subgroup seems to be the iso-
lation of a community settled in Western Canada away from the major cen-
tres of Latvian immigrént sett;ements in Eastern"Canada; é factor which
allowed for (or wag conducive to) the integration into the general fabric
of Alberta society. ‘Ih othe£ words, the ghettoization factor was much
smaller than in Toronto.

’

The membership in the Canadian associations presented a different

picture. Among the "Latvian" subgroup, 26% bélohged to various Canadian
societies aﬂd organizations; 34% of the "Mixed”»subgroup.did, and ?9% of.
the "éanadian" subgroup. It is important to note in thisAcase that the
“Canédian" group consisted moﬁtly of students in various ipstitutions

and they did not indicate membership in various student unions. The

—_—

small membership in Canadian associations of the "Latvian" subgroup is

easily explained when one cohsiders their backgreund, and the strong

allegiance to their .own group. The "Mixed" subgroup with 34% belonging

to various Canadién'organizations apparently tried to combine the two

cultures, bringing with them a degree of cultural consciousness and
. . , . . ) _

Ve

being concerned with adapting to the Canadian way of life.
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Highlyireyealing iﬁfOrmation'rega;ding the'degree of écculfuration
" is aQailable ffom.thé_fplldwing'qué%tiqn:A"PDQ you have more Latvian
‘than Cénadian friends?" (Table 4—é)i'"Hé;¢,'thé‘feplies.indicated that
'oniy 4% of thé‘;Canadfan"*subgroup'had more Latviéé-tﬁanfcénaaian friénds,
while 90% had more Cénadian thén‘Latvién ffiepds. Inxéontraét ﬁo_these
‘ figures(v65%’pf_the "Lét?iénﬁ subgroup iﬁdicateq‘that théy_héd more.
Latvian thah'Canajian'f;iends and 24%}had‘§ore'¢énadiéh‘friends.' This
is e#plaiped by takig%-ihﬁo-éécéﬁgﬁutbé fgct,that_langgage'faqilitY)
commoﬁ cus?oﬁs éﬁd traditiongrpiéy:a domiﬁén£'fdie ig'the é;£ébiishment
_offf:iénaship tiesi The.;Miged;.shbgréﬁp'hefe“is to be,foﬁna somewhere
.‘  béthén‘the.two othefs'with,SQ%‘indicatiné thatvthey;haa'ﬁore1Latviag R
;ffrignd§land.39% stating that»theyiﬁad'more.CanAdiaﬁ friends;‘ o

. Table 4-6

More Latvian or Cénadian?Friénds, by SubgrOué (vertical percent)

(N=305) . -
o - Sﬁbgroup
More friends Latvian Mixed ' . ., Canadian
Latvian - . 64.5 . 54,2 3.7
Canadian = 24.2  38.9 . 899
‘Bqual 113 6.9 6.4 | -

Total .100.0 - .100.0° | 100.0

T
1
|

Further evidence of the<difference in the degree of acculturation
régarding‘the‘threeygroﬁps discussed comés‘from replieé'to the questibn
.asking for the ethnicity of the reéppndeht‘s best friends (Tabie 4-7f;
Oof the "Canadian"\subgroup 70% indi;ated that they have their best

friends in Canadian society at large, while the “Mixed? subgroup‘had 18%
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and the "Latvian" subgroup only é% among Canadians of other than Latvian
ethnicity. Among.the "Latvian" subgroup, 50% ﬁad>Latvians as best friends -
and in the "Mixed" subgroup, this was so wiﬁh 25%. Neverfheless, éﬁfairly
large percentage in the "Latvian" subgfoup (42%) and in the "Mixed" sub-
group (58%) indicated that their best friends came from among both Latvian

ethnics and other Canadians, while in the "Canadian" subgroup only 28%

stated that they had their best friends -in both ethnic¢ groupings.. -

. - —
- Table 4-7 .
‘.Best Friends' Ethnicity, by Sﬁbgroup‘(verﬁical percent)
' (N=307)
Subgroup
‘Best friends® Latvian Mixed ' Canadian
Latvian - : 49.6 24.7 1.8
Canadian 8.0 | 17.8 69.7
Both 424 - 57.5 2844
Total v lO0.0_ lb0.0 - 99.9

Evidenéeh;s to the difference among fhe three subgroups considered
.comes 3lso. from the replies to thé following two questions: "Do you read.
Latvian newspapers?" and "Do YOu read Canddian newspapers?" (Tables 4-8
and 4—9). Only 4% of the "Canadiar' subgroup was still ;eading'Latvian
newspépers, but 54% in the “ﬁixed“ Sﬁbgroup-and 61% in the "Latvian" suﬁ-

-~

group were doing so. The Canadian newspapefs were read to a high degree

»
-~ .

by all groups: 65% in the "Latvian", 79% in the "Mixed" and 60% in the
"Canadian® subgroup.

)
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' Table 4-8
Reading of Latvian Newspapefs, by Subgroupﬁ(vertical percent)
(N=301)
' i Subgroup
Reader Latvian Mixea Canadian
Yes 61.0 54.2 3.8
No 39.0 45.8 96.2
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0
h |
Table 4-9 —
| Reading of Canadian Newspapers, by Subgroup (vertical percent)
‘ {N=308)
A - :Subgroup
Reader Latvian "Mixed Canadian
No 34.4 21.6 40.4
One newspaper 58.4 68.9 49.5
::SSS:P22:e 7.2 9.5 10.1
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 |

Respondents were presented with five traditional value statements

- and asked whether they agreed or disagreed. Responses to the statement:

"Children today do not show enough respect for their families™ (Table

4-10) indicated acculturation away from the. traditional Qalues. Of the

"Canadian" subgroup, 55% disagreed with the statement, but in the

"Latvian" subgroup only 4%, while in the "Mixed" subgroup 16% disagreed.

In the "Latvian" subgroup 86% agreed with the statemént, in the "Mixed"

subgroup, 73%, and in the "Canadian" subgroup, 32%.
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Table 4~10

Childred today do not show enough respect for their families,
by Subgroup (vertical percent)

| (N=304) .
- ; : Subgroup
" Response " Latvian ’ Mixed ‘ Canadian
giizgzii 0.8 - 0.0 1.8
Disagree 4.9 16.4 66.1
Agree 86.1 . . 72.6 ‘ 32.1
Agree strongly g.2 - 711.0 0.0

Total . 100.0 100.0 100.0

The second étatement was worded as follows: "Fathers used to be
much stronger figures in £he family than they are today" (Table 4-11).
The replies followed the same trena, for only 36% of the "Canadian" sub-
group agreed with this statement, while in the "Latvian" subgroup, 96%

, agreed and in the "Mixed" subgroup, 91%. .. ' R Bl
N '

Table 4-11

Fathers used to be much stronger figures in the famlly,
by -Subgroup (vertical percent)

- (N=306) S
Subgroup
Response | Latvian Mixed - Canadian
, Disagreé i 0.8 ' 0.0 1.8
strongly - ‘ N _ .
Disagree 2.4 9.6 - 60.6
Agree 85.4 79.5 35.8
Agree strongly 11.4 - . 11.0 1.8

Total 100.0 100.1 100.0
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In reply to the third statemént: "When 'religion was more impoi¥
tant, people had fewer personal problems" (Table 4-12), 86% of the

. . "Canadian" subgroup disagreed, while the other two groups agreed with

this statement, 84% of the "Latvian" and 77% of the "Mixed" subgroup.

2

Table 4-12

¢

When religion was more important people had fewer personal problems,
4 by Subgroup (vertical percent) '

(N=304)
' " _Subgroup -
Response Latviaﬁv . Mixed ' éanadian
giii:;i;, 0.8 2.7 6.4
Disagree . 149 " 20.3 , 70.6
Agree ' 79.3 '73.0 22.9
) Agree strongly 5.0 o 4.1 0.0 )
Total 100.0 100.1 99.9
The fourth statement was: "Thére used to be more respect for the

law than there is now" (Table 4-13). Here again, of the "Canadian" sub-

~

group 62% disagreed and the tonOthers agreed, 97% of each of the -

"Latvian" and the "Mixed" subgroup.
The fifth statement was designed to seek perceived correlation ’

-

between éhurch aptendance and concern for otherS: "Now that fewer people
go to churcﬁsthere is 1e§s cqncefn for other people“ (Table 4-~14). Ih
.the.9Canadién' group the feplies indicated‘that(??% diéagreed. Tﬁe other
two groups agreed to very large exténts, 85% §f the "Latvian“gaﬁd 73% of
jthe "Mixed"‘subgroup;'fThe Latvian Albeggan responses”ﬁo these fiyé ,
traditional va}ue stétements_can of course be ;¥plainéd pattiali?\by the

1
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poééibility ‘that this kind of difference‘isvdue to a generational dif-
ferencé smong all Canadians. However, oﬁe can assume that the generation-
al différenceégof the Latvian Albertans ére greater.  The Latvian parents,
all being imﬁigrants, are conservative and tried to instill the old tra-
ditional vélues in their children.b It has beén difficult for tgé immi;
grants tq adjust to the new Canadian cultural values and in particular

to the new géneration's subculture with rock concerts, disco dancing and

‘Space movies. As a result, the Latvian younger and older generations

tend to be drawn farther and farther apart.

Table 4-13

There used to be more respect for the law than there is now,
by Subgroup (vertical percent)

(N=306)

. . ‘ Subﬁrdup )

Response , Aﬁatvian  ‘ Mixed . Canadian
_ Disagree 0.8 0.0 g
strongly S s )
Disagree R 2.4 ‘,;2°7 57.8
Agree T ag.0 ©70.3 35.8
Agree strongly = 18.7 : 27.0 2.8
Total - 99.9 100.0 100.1

\

"The fesponse receivgd fromv' the thréefv‘é;:bérdups fegarding the
question: "If you comgafé Latvian and'Canad}Sn cuiture, which one do
you rate highér?“,(Table 4~-15) reinforqéd the picture that emerged on
the basis of the déta presentéd earlier. Of“the “Latvian" subgroué,‘79%

rated Latvian cultﬁre higher than Canadian, 78% of the "Mixed" subgroup
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Table 4-14

» .
Now ‘that fewer people go to church there is less concern for other
péople by Subgroup (vertical percent)

(N=306)-
-Subgroup
" Response Latvian Mixed ‘ Canadian '
Ziiii§i§ 0.8 4 5.5
Disagree 14.2 23.0 71.6
Agrée '  80.8 7 67.6 , 22.9
Agree strongly 4.2 5.4 ¢ 0.0
Total 100.0 - 100.1 +100.0
{
Table 4-15

If you compare Latvian and Canadian culthre, which cone do you
rate hlgher, by Subgroup (vertical per;ent)
(N=274)

N
Sﬁbégoup‘ ;f
Culture rating ZLatvian .~ - Mixed Canadian
" Latvian highér ‘ 7§.8. - ‘ ©77.8 - ' 40.9
Canadian higher ' 14.4 15.9 48.4
Equal ~ 6.8 6.3 10.8.
Total 100.0 ©100.0 ., . 100.1

believed the same ;gd 41% of the "Canadian" subgroup still believed that
‘Lafvian,culture’was to be rated higher. The latter’did so in spite of
the fact that most of them do° not speak Latvxan and are culturally re-

moved from the Latv1an mllleu. Yet the plurality of those bo:n in

Canada (48%) rated Canadian culture higher, another indication'of the'
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process of acculturation.
To explain these findings some additional data:have to be con-

ggeered; First we will look at the age groups. Here, the data show that

the Latvian culture was rated higher by those Latvian Albertans who were

45 years old and older. The Canadian culture was rated higher by tPe

younger age groups, age 15 to 44}3 Oof female respondents, 67% rated the
@ - ‘

Latvian culture higher, while only 61% of the males did so. .Of those

' who spoke Latvian atwhome, 89% rated the Letvian culture higher, while of ’

those speakingiEnglish at home,v54% rated the Canadian cultuge higher.
Similarly, when we lodkiat-the natiouality of most of respondeuts' frie;ds,
of those with more Latvian friends, éO% rated the Latvian eulture higher;
of those with more Canadian ffienée, 49%“geue-Canadiau culture a highef
rating, as'compared to 40% who rated Latviau culture higher. From the

foregoing we .can account for those who rated the Latvian culture higher:

they tended to be ferty—five years ol@ or older, speak the Latvian

language at home -and have more Latvians as friends. On the other hand,
those who rated Canadian culture higher ‘tended to be in the younger age
groups, speak English at home and have'mqre Canadian than Latvian friends.

The overall answer to the questlon posed in the 1ntroductory

chapter as to the probablllty of: retalnlng one's ethnocultural 1dent1ty

‘when belonging to a small group is to be-found in the response to_thls
question: "What do you thlnk you are: Latv1an ethnlc, Latv1an—Canadlan,:

. or Canadian?" (Table 4-16). Only 13% of. the “"Latvian", 7% of the "Mlxed"

and none of the “Canadian"‘éuhgtoup 1nd1cated that they consider them-

selves Latﬁien ethnics. Seventy—three percent of the "Latvian" subgroup :

B

R

and 1% of the'"Mlxed" subgroup con51dered themselves Latv1an-canad1ans.
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Only 33% of the "Canadian” subgroup-identified themselves as Latvian--

Canadians, while 67% said that they were Canadians. In contrast, only
4’ .
: : e .
14% of the "Latvian" and 22% of the "Mixed" group considered themselves

unhyphenated Canadians. Here again, we will look at some additional data,
. , .

and first at the age groups. If we break respondents at the age of 45,

we find that the older group considers itself overwhelmingly Latvian

Canadiaﬁ, with réthervfew Latvian ethnics and Canadians. The ybunger
group has twice as many-anadians as Latviaﬁ'Canadians, with only a
negligible.number oquatvian gthnics.4 0f those who stated that they
spoke Latvian at héme, 68% identified as Latvian Canadians,118% as Létvian
ethﬁics arid oniy 4% as Canadians. -Conversely,,of those spe#kihg English
at home, 6?% idegtified as Canadiéns and 3l%vas Latvian Canaaians. Thése
data stnpnély support the case that those who speak more Latvian at home

consider themselves Latvian-Canadian, and that those who speak English at'
. . N

home consider themselves Canadian.

.« Table 4-16

Ethnic Self-perception, by Sﬁbgroup (vertical percent)

, {N=306) S o
Pexceived A §2§g£932 _
ethnicity Latvian : Mixed Canadian
Latvian ethnic 12.9 - 6.8 ' 0.0

" Latvian-Canadian 73.4 o o9i2 33.0
Canadian 13,7+ 21.9 67.0

‘Total 100.0 . 99.9 100.0

—
P
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" A very interesting phenomenon occurred when the questién was
asked: "50 your Canadian friends know you’are a Latvian?". 1In all three
subgroups including the "Canadian®, 99%»answered.yes. -Thus, regardless
of the differing self-perception of the subgroups, virtually ail identi- |
fiable Latviaﬁ Aibertans feel that others dé in fact perceive them as
Latvian Canadians. These data could be explained in terms of the policy
of mﬁlticulturalism. In Alberta particularly, the provincial goverhment
has been involved in furthering the policy of multiculturalism, which
continues to emphasize everyoné's ethnip roots even if they/have little
in the way of active Latvian identification and né language retention.
‘in.addition, about three—fourths of Latvian Albertans have--a Latvian

family name, the distinctiveness of which gives rise to questions about
one's ethnic origin. Aiso, most immigrants have retained an accent.
}n'order to assess thersocial mobility of Latvians in Albe;ta,‘
respondents were asked their own occupation'and‘the occupation of their
fathers. Owne;s, managers and discretionary employees were classified
§§ "high", other oqcupation groupsvés "1ow".. The following occupational
statué éategories were developed: self-high, father-high; self-high,
father—low; self-low, fathér'high;.and selfflow, father~low. Table 4-17
shows how-these categories we;e Qistfibuted among the three subgroups:
thé "Latvian®, the "Mixed" and the MCanaéian“. The "self—hiéh, father-
high" status group wés distributed evenly over the three subgroups:  16%
of the "Latviah", 17% of the "Mixed" and 17% of the "Céhadian"_Subgroup.
© The quard mobile group ("sélf—high, father-low") was strongest among”'.

the "Latvian" subgroup (33%), a bit weaker in the "Mixed" subgroup (28%)

and by far theﬁweakest among the "Canadian" subgroup (19%) . The latter

-
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phenomenén may $e teﬁporary and due to the youth of the "Canadianf sub-
group. In th; downward.mobile category “("self-low, father-high") the
"Canadian” subgroup showed the largest share (10%), again, possibly be-
cause of the'subgroué'sbyouth.' There were fewer downward mobiles-ih the
"Mixed" (6%) and even fewer in the "Latvian" (2%)-subgrdﬁp. The cate-=
gory with steddily low oqcupational status ("self-low, father—léw") was
by far the largest..'The subéroups showed similar shareé of this category:
they make up 49% of the “Latvian"; 49% of the “Mixed“, and 55% of the

"Canadian" subgroup. Again, the higher share of "low-lows" among the

"Canadians" may be due to the subgroup's youth.

Table 4-17

Social Mobility of Family, Latvia to Alberta,
by Subgroup (vertical percent) )

(N=144)
v Subgroup -
‘social mobilit§ Latvian ~ Mixed Canadian
Same level-high 16.4 A 17.0 . 16.7
Upward B 32.7 27.7 ©19.0
.Downward : 1.8 : 6.4 9.5
Same level-low  49.1  48.9 ~ s4.8

Total 1100.0 100.0 ~100.0

Discuséed here was the process of acculturation of the Latvian ,
Albertans. In order to make'meahingful cémparisons fhe commdnity was |
. divided_into three subgroups designated as: JLéﬁvian“, "Mixed"; and
"Canadian". The data obtained from these three subgroups showed that

the degree of acculturation is closely correlated with membership in one
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of the three subgioups. It is evident from the data that the knéwledge
of mother tongue is declining since four-fifths of the Canadian-born
group speak only English at home and one can assume that they do not know
Latvian. The membership in the Latvian church among the Canadian-born
was 31%. Many”of these are membérs in name only and do not attend church.
One therefore has to draw the q;nclusion that the LatQian church plays

a very small ro}e in the lives of the Latvian community in Alberta. The
same conclusion can be made with regard to ﬁhe Latvian associations in
Alberta. These élay only a very'minor role. To offer an explanation )
"why Canadian-born Latvians do not wént to leagrn tﬁe mother tongue and do

. . 5 -

not Wan£ to be active in the Latvian ethnic‘group; one has to look at

the Latvian community in Alberta, pa;ticularly in Edmonton. The Latvian
community in Edmonton is not a homogeneous group.‘ The Lat&ian immigrants
icﬁ the third wave were divided éven béfore they arrived ip Edmonton, the

: e

main reason being their experiences.before coming to Canada. It’seems
that personali%y.problems played a very considerabie role. In éhe

Latvian church organizations and_aséociations'dissentiﬁg éliques or
individuals engaged iﬁ emotional withdrawals from meetings and engaged‘

in ggtriolic debates. Lohgstahding persénality conflicts came ﬁo the

fore and ﬁurther diminishqd the chances of Latvian unity in Alberta. _fhisA
explanation‘casts some light on the‘ﬁatviap,qommunity in Edmonton and the
reason why so many Canadian;born Latvians do not want to associate with
their ethnic group. Therefore, the process of aéculturation‘has pro-
gressed farthest among Latvians born iﬁ Canada, a finding which ;onfirms
the hypothesis that the problem of survival of a smallvethnié gréup in

the context of pre#éﬁt western Canadia? society is very difficult if not

" impossible.



FOOTNOTES TO CHAPTER IV

During the survey work among the Latvian community in Alberta, the
author discovered that there was a definite pattern of attitudes
emerging based on the.division of age and this was the reason for
dividing the group into the three main subgroups. The "Latvian"
subgroup's age as flfty five and over was chosen because they would
have finished their sc¢hool attendance in Latvia. The "Mixed" sub-
group was established by including those born in Latvia, but too
young to attend school orreceivingonly up to three years of primary
schooling. The “Canadian" subgroup were the children born in Canada
of immigrant Latvian parents. Eliminated from classification because

‘they might make the groups less coherent, were those below the age of

fifty-five, but who had spent more than eleven years in Latvia and
those born during the migration from Latvida to Canada. :

Regarding 1nformatlon cn affiliation with Canadian assoc1at10ns, no
detailed reply was asked for in the questlonralre.

Of the older age group 80% gave a higher rating to Latvian culture,

and only 14% to Canadian culture. Of the younger group, however, 30%.

rated Canadlan culture hlgher, and only 40% Latvian culture.

“The group 45 or older leldeS as follows: Latvian Canadian 75%,

Canadian 15%, Latvian Etﬁnlc 11%; the distribution of the younger
group is Canadian 66%, Latylan Canadian 33%, Latvian Ethnic 2%.

\
\
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CHAPTER V

POLITICAL BEHAVIOUR OF LATVIANS IN ALBERTA

This chapter deals with the political behaviour of Alberta's

“"Latvian community. The first section will discuss briefly the extent of

interest in, and information on, Canadian politics on the'part of Latvian

Albertans, as well as their sources of information. The second part of

the chapter will deal with the attitude of Latv1an Albertans toward the
L

polltlcal parties, on the federal and provincial levels. The third part

of the chapter‘concerns>the participation in elections of Albertans of

Latvian ethnicity. To permit comparison over time,  only those of the 326

respondents will be included who were old enough to vote in 1967. Thus

we can include the federal elections of 1968, 1972 and 1974, and the

‘previncial elections of 1967, 1971 and 1975. The final section will

contain a composite profile of the ten Latvian Canadians whose political

participation in Alberta amounts or amounted to more than voting. . .

Political interest and information

Evidence regarding the interest in Canadian politics on the part
of Latvian'Albertans_is derived from’replies_to the question:  "Would °

you say your interest in polltlcs now is: very strong, falrly strong,‘

moderate, negllglble, or not at ‘allz" (Table 5-1). Here we return again

to the three subgroups, as estab;lshed in chapter four. By examining

the data obtained from the three subgroups, "Latvian"”, "Mixed", and
'"Canadian", one finds a very strong ihterest in Canadian politics only

in 6% of the'firét, 5% of the second and 4% qf the last grqup; Fairly

65
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strong iﬁterest in Canadian politics‘was indicated by 13% of the "Latvian"
subgroﬁp, lG%/éf the "Mixed; and 5% éf the “Cénédian" subgroup; Moderate
interest in C adian politics was disgribgted moré‘evenly among the threé

‘subgroups ; 51% of the,"LatviaﬁJ, 51% of the "Mixea" and 45% of the .
"Canadian".ﬁ If we collapse the answers, negligible and not at all inter-
eéted in Canadian politics, we find 20% of the "Latvian" subgroup, 27% of
the "Mixed".and.47% éf the "Canadian". The abdve data indicated that the
interest in Canadian poiitics én the part of the La£vian Albértans.was by
and lafgé only modegpté. The "Mixed” suggroup &as the most intereéted;
then came ﬁhe ?Latviah" and the least interested was the "Canadian" sub-
éroué.» This éoﬁld,be expl;ined by;the youth of the "Canadianﬁ subgroup,
and theifact that the yoﬁng generation bor% in Canada do not discusé
éolitics‘at home‘or do not agree with their parents' political views and

therefore avoid political discussions.

Table 5-1 -

Level of interest in Canadian politics,
\ by Subgroup (vertical percent)

(N=305)

political . | : - Subgrowp -
interest ~ Latvian Mixed Canadian
Very strong 5.6 5.4 : ‘3f7
Fairly strong . 12.9 . 16.2 4.7
Moderate _ 50.8 . s51.4 . 44.9 ’
‘Negligible - 23.4 2300 336

Not at all 1.3 a1l 13

“Total . 100.0 ~ 100.1 100.0°

T
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As to the dlfference in the degree of interest in Canadian pOllthS
regardlng the three subgroups evidence is supplied by the replies to the
questioﬁ asking: "when it comes to Canadian governmeht and politics, how

well informed are you?" (Tabie 5-2) .- Again the "Mixed" subgroup has the

Table 5-2

Level of information about Canadian Politics,
by Subgroup (vertical percent)

(N=303)
‘Political | Subgroup -
information |, Latvian Mixed ~ .Canadian
Very well 4.1 11.0 4.7
Well . 23.6 g 24.7 ' 8.4
Somewhat 35.8 39,7 : 35.5
Little 31.7 ~ 20.5 36.4
Not at all . 4.9 4.1 - 15.0

Total 100.1 /. 100.0 100.0

highest pércentage'of inforﬁed‘membors,.with 11% very well_informed; as
compared to 4% of the‘"Latvian"‘and 5% of the "Cénadiao".sﬁbgroups. Weil
informed were 25% of the "Mixeé", 24% of'the "Latvian" and 8% of tho
"Cépadian"-sﬁbgroups.' Thoée somewhat informed were_similgr in ali.three
su;groups, 36% of the "Latvian",'40%vof rhe'"Mixed" and 36% .of, the
."Canaﬁianr subgroopsg When we combine those littlo and not at all in-
formed, wé'find 8% of the “Mixedf;‘37i of the "Latvian" and-Sl% of the
“Canadian -subgroup. Again;otﬁe small‘percehtage'of those informed about

Canadian government and polltics in the "Canadlan" subgroup could be

ascrxbed to the age of this group, who are mostly in the 15-24 age raﬁge.
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The "Mixed" group werg'beﬁégi\informed than the "Latvian" group possibly
. because they have, as Chaptér 4/shows, more connections with Canadiaq
society.

Regarding the sources of ihfofmation aboutlcénadian gerrnment and
politics used by Latvian Albér£ans, a series of questiogs was ésked to
find thé sources of information most frequently used to qbtain tﬂe news
on government aqd political developments in the province and in the
coﬁntr& as a whole (Table 553). It became evident from these data that

«~ television was the mogt popular in all three subgroups} 94% of the
"Latvian", 95% of the "Mixed" and 97% of fhe "Canadian; subgroup used
television as a source of information about Canadian governmentﬂand
politics. The next popular source of information was radio, with 92% of
the "Létvian", 89%_of the "Mixed" and 89% of tﬁe "Canadian" subgroup
ﬁsing it for political information. The third source of information was
thg newspapers, used by 66% of the "Latyian", 71% of the "Mixed" and 57%
of the—"Capadiaﬁ" suﬁgroup.: Magazines we#e given as a sourée of political
iﬁformation by 55% of the."LatvianJ,‘62% ;f £he "Mixed"”, and 48% of the
"Canadian" subgroup. . The least frequént sources af informatioﬂ‘were‘the
organizations concérned with politics, for 6% of the "Latvian" subgroup,
12% ofbtﬁe "Mixed“ and 4% of the’"Canadian". "Only sliéhtly more mention
was given to political cdnveisation, by 13% of the "Latvian", 19% of the‘
"Mixed" and 11% of the “Canadian" subgréuﬁ. &Pbgroup membership thus is
shown to have littlé impaét on the choice of media for the gatﬁering of
jbolitical information.

The above data‘indicate-that the interest'in Canadian politics‘on

the part of the Latvian Albertans is by and large moderate. The "Mixed"
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Table 5-3

Sources of Political Information for Latvian Albertans,
/ by Subgroup (multiple answers, percent users)

r

Users of Sources - : Sﬁbgroug
Newspapers :Latvian Mixed Canadian
 Yes 65.5 71.2 56.9
No 34.5 ~ 28.8 43.1
Magazines B .
Yes 54.6 61.6 47.5
No 45.5 . 38.4 ~ 52.5
Radio -
Yes ~ 91.6  89.0 88.9
No : 8.4 1.0 11.1
T.V. ‘
Yes =, .94.1 - .+ 94.5 97.0
No : 5.9 5.5 3.0
Organizations , ) '
 Yes 5.9 12,3 4.0
No .94.1 87.7 . 96.0
Political talk o |
Yes 13.4 L f;.z ° 1.1
No : 86.6 80.8 88.9

(N=;19)~ ‘ (N=73) ' (N=99)

.subg;oppvwas'the most iﬁte¥e§téd,ﬁ An e#planatiqa for this migh# be thei:q
length of stay ih Alberta, for they ﬁave"lived-most of their‘li;es in.the‘
provinqe,_acqﬁired>their eduéation in Alberta and become actively in} |
v§l§ed in variogs‘aspects in Aiberta'é liféf Thé moderate interestypg.'
thé "Latvian"™ Subéroupvin Canadién‘politics might bg explained by the

low level of their command of the'English‘lanQuage, The least'ihteréstc

oy
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in Canadian politics was shown by the "Canadian" subgroup.: This\could.be
explained by their age and possibly by the fact that they ﬁever earned

about Canadian politics inltheir family setting in their fofmatiJe years.
Similar explanations can be offered with reéard to the political!informa—

tion of the three subgroups. As to the sources of information rég&rding
: . |

Canadian government and politics used by Latvian Albertans, the data

y !

demonstrate that television was the most popular source in all three

subgroups. The second source were radio broadcasts. The third source
of information were thevnewspapers and the fourth the journals,ﬁbut here
: P :
the: percentage was much lower. This indicates that some Latvidn Albertans
. ' o .

have difficulty with written English and therefore cannot make/ use of

printed sources. The least important source of information weie political
. ‘ |

organizations. and political conversations, where proficiency in the

English language is most important.

Attitude toward political parties

Having dealt with interest, information and sources of information

about Canadian government and politics on the'part of'Latvian.Albertans,
. .‘ _'\ 0 . .
‘We now turn to their attitude toward political parties.

To avoid using a direct questien inquiring as to whieh1political~
pa*ty the membets of the Latvian cemmunity supported, an iedirect question
was used>askingéwhich party they thought would be best'forféanadavand’bésth
for Alberta. Aéﬁis"approech was used to obviate the interviewer's strong
appiehensien that sqme respondents_WOQld refuse to answexr e'di;ect,ques-
tion aboet their political party support.. From the way ig which the

answers were glven, ‘however, the 1nterv1ewer was left w1th a very strong

feeling that these were in fact the party preferences of ose surveyed.

Ay \



On the question: "Which party do‘you‘think'is best for Canada in federal .

politics?" (Table 5-4), 71% of the "Latvian® subgroup stated that the best
party for federal Canada is the Progressive Conservative party. In the
"Mixed" subgroup, 47% named the Progressive Conservatives, and 42% of the

“"Canadian" subgroup did so. In contrast 28% of the "Latvian" subgroup,

50% of the "Mixed" and 57% of the "Canadian", stated that the Liberal

»
-

party was best for Canada. 1 , . ‘ -

Table 5-4

Political Party Best for Canada,
" by Subgroup (vertical percent)

L (N=272)
Subgroup

Party ‘Latvian . Mixed Canadian
"Liberal @~ . 27.7 - 50.0 . 56.5

P.C. 70.6 47.1 . 42.a
N.D.P. 0.0 15 . o0
Social Cre&it _ 1.7 S 1.5 oo 1.2
Total - 100,0 - . 100.1 . 100.1

K . '

/

On the questibné “Whlch party do you thﬂnk is best for Alberta?"”

1
(Table 5-5), the’ data show that a largé majorlty in all three subgroups

named the Progressive Conservatlves as the best party for Alberta:- 93%
: o/

,othhe'“Latviaﬁ", 75% of the "Mlxed“ and 92% of the "Canadlan" subgroup. o
In view of. the fact that most Albertans votelggr\the Progressive Con-
vservatlves, these flgures are not Surprlslng, most Latvxans 51mp1y voted

'\
as ot.her Albertans d1d
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s
i Table 8-5
Party best for Alberta, by Subgroup (vertlcal percent)
) (N=269) . -

‘ _Subgroup o - b
Party L Lat&ian_ Mixed- Canadiat
Liberal SR U AR 8.8 . .3.6
P.cC. 93.2 g 75.0° 91.7
N.D.P. -« 0.0 . 5.9 - . 1.2
-Social'Crediti ‘5.1 . 10.3 ’ 3.6

Total } 100.0 " 100.0 .100.1

Table 5-6 gives us tﬁb main groups: those who feel that the
Progre551ve Conservatlves are the best party for both Canada and Alberta,
N :

"and those who feel that the governlng party at theptlme of the 1nterv1ew

'was.best for the respective jurisdiction. A comparison of these two :

gtoups foiiows. o, ' o _ °
o
) — | — ——
SR | Table 5-6 | _ 5
Political. Party Best for Canada and Alberta (percent) N
. : ¥ .

(N=262)

Best Party:
N - °

Liberal, bdth leVElsﬁ c ; B . : 04.2
‘Iiberalfféderal,,P:C.-provincial L= L : 37.4;.' .

) . D ) v N

" P.C., both lévels - L T - 58.4

Total = - T ~ _* 100.0

. .
Table 5-7 glves us the age dlstrlbutlon of the two. groups.

a4

~,

leerals federally and Progre531ve Conservatives prov1nc1ally;were b
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l~. . b
gt
C o - .
2, tad

favoured as best by majorltres of the younger age groups, from 15 to 44
Progressive Conservatives for both levels of-gover%?ent were favoured by

the age groups 45 and over, and particularly by thoee over 55.. Table 5-8

'shows that 47% of the men and 27% of the women found Liberals best for
Canada and Progressive Conservatives best for Alberta. Sixty-eight per-

cent of the women and 50% of the men (Table 5-8) found the Progressive

Y .
v

. Conservatives best for both governments.

b

Table 5—7

Political Party Best for Canada and Alberta,
by Age (vertical percent)
CN—262)

Best ‘Party  15-24 ,25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65 & over
Liberal, . P e ) ' _
both levels $'§ , _0'0 '7'1 - 10.9 1.4 . ~2§3

' Liberal~
federal,
P.C.- _ 2

~ provincial o - N
P.C.,both
levels.

50.9 ,  54.3  50.0 ' 34.8  26.1 23.3

43.6 45.7 42.9 - 54.3 72.5 74.4

Total 100.0 100.0  100.0 ~ 100.0 ~100.0 100.0

3
¥y

These flndlngs correspond only partly to the ;esearch data cb~
talneﬁiover the:years on all-Canadlan party support Mlldred Schwartz‘

. reports that durlng the nlneteen—flftles and 51xt1es the Progre551ve

4 e

Conservatrve party recelved dlsproportlonately larger support from older

.0

- voters, whereas the Liberals establlshed an 1nverse relatlonShlp.l.‘On

- ‘the other hand, SChwartz states that there 1s nothlng very distlnctive

'

o or noteworthy ahout thendlfferences 1n electoral behavxour betneen men

-

14
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.

. 2 . o o
and women in Canada.”> However, among Latvian Albertans women had a

_greater predisposition for the-Conservative party.

' Table 5-8
o Political Party Best for Canada and Alberta,
by Sex (vertical percent) i
' , . (N=262)
| Sex
Best Party Male L Female
Liberal, both levels . 3.0 . 5.5
.Laberal:fecerel, 47.4 ' 26.8
“P.C.- provincial . ‘
P.C., both levels 49.6 ' 67.7

Total. -- A 100.0 ’ 100.0

There was a marked:difference between the two groups if one 1ooks
at ‘the language spoken at home:noﬁ. Of those who spoke tatviéo at home,
77% felt that Progressive Conservatives were'oest for Canada and Alberta,'
wh'i“lme -onl.yq20% thought the governing party was best for its respective
jurisdiction. Among those speakino English only at home 48i‘favoured
the Progressive Conservatives on both levels, and 49% favoured the

»
respective governlng party (Table 5- 9). Some of this difference is no

-

’doubt to be accounted fof-by the difference in age, which corresponds
close1y~to the finﬁings by Meisel;3

- ’.Membership in a Canadian churchﬂiTable Sflo);fdid not.seem to
affect- ettitude tOWa’i'd party. Of those’favou;:i‘ng the Progreesite Con-
_servatlves on both levels,‘* 59% did belong to a Canadlan church. Of those

< who thought that the respectlve government party was best for 1ts level

- of govermnent., 36% d-ld belong to a Caqad:.an church. The correspondlng

¥
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figures for those not beélonging to a.Canadian church are 58% and 38%.

t

- Table 5-9

Political .Party Best for Canada and Alberta, by Language
. Spoken in Canada (vertical percent)

(N=262)
Language spoken
: . Latvian
Best p - ish . ' i
est party English _Latylan and English
Liberal, both 2.6 3.2 . 10.0
levels
Liberal-federal, 49.1 -20.0 44.0 |
P.C.-provincial
P.C., both 48.3 76.8 46.0
levels ‘
. Total ¢ 100.0 100.0 100.0
‘
- Table 5-10

Political Party Best for Canada and'Alberta, by'Canaaian
Church Membershlp {vertical percent)

: Best Party
Liberal, both levels

Liberal-federal
P.C.~-provincial,
p.C., beth_leyels
Total =

(N=261) '

Canadian church member

Yes No
5.1 4.0
. 35.6 38.1
. 5
, - 59.3 57.9
Y Co . i
100.0 100.0

/

L

5-11).

e

Membershlp in the Latvxan church gave dqfferent results (Table

¥

Of those who belonged to a Latv;an church, 71% stated.that Pro—”

gress;ve.Conservatlves wvere best for both levels of government,‘whlle .

-
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27% had split attitudes towards the political parties. Of those not be-
1ongin§ to the Latvian church, 43% supported the Progressive Conservatives

on both levels, and 49% had split attitudes towards the parties.’

Table 5-11
Political Party Best for Canada and Alberta, by Latv1an
Church Membershlp (vertical percent) .
" (N=262) :

. - N .. _ Latvian church member

Best Party ' - Yes No

Liberal, both levels ' 1.4 : 7.4

TN Liberal—federal, ;

‘ - L 27.1 49,23
. P.C.-provincial ' " v

P.C., both levels 71.4 43.4

Total o - ‘ 99.9 100.0

The éropeﬁsity of those affiliateo‘with the Latiian”church to prefer.theb
__federal ;rogressive Conservatiyes appear tovbe_related;to.the findihg
about those.speaking Latviaﬁ.at home} . |

¢ There were some 51gn1f1cant dlfferences between the two groups
regardlng the qpestlon-. ”Do'you read any Latvian hewspapers?" (Table.

‘5-12): 75% of those.reading Latvian newSpapers thoUght the Progressrve‘

v

Conservatlves best for both governments, but only 22% of the group

“favourlng the federal Liberals. In resgonse to the questlon- '"Do you

-

read any Canadlan newspapers?" (Table 5-13), the results for both groups,v

the readers and non—readers, were very’ sxmilar, 61% of the readers sup—
N
Vport Progress1ve Conservatlves on both levels, as do 54% of the non-

W

readers. Thexefore one cannot draw'aignificant conclusxons on the f" Cy
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correlations between the reading of Canadian newspapers and party prefer-

ence of Latvian Albertans. Again, party preferénce émong readers of

o Y

Latvian newspapers may largely be a-function of age, or of a distinctly

Latvian environment.

v

Table 5-12 - _ . |

Political,Party‘Best for, Canada and Albert¥, by Reading
of Latvian Newspapers (vertical percent)

(N=257)
o Reader
Best Party ) Yes - No
Liberal, both levels | | 3.0 5.1
Frcooprovineial 2.2 5.6
P.C., both levels 747 494 -
- Total =~ . : 99.9 - 100.1 _ o

Table 5-13 . . :

Political Part&lBest for Canada ‘and A;berta,7by‘Reading
' o of Canadian Newspapers (vertical percent)
- o (N=262) '
. . ' . - Reader
. B . s | - No
~ Best ?g:tx, _ » lYe - _
Liberal, both levels , . 6.2 IR 0.0 :
Liberal-federal, [ R : .
‘P.C.-provincial ... = 3.0 . o .'46'§~-
P.C., both levels . 60.8. ' 535 )
‘fotal - .. . 100.00 - 100.0, i
¢ . ' : ; ' ' .
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Regarding their interest in politics (Table 5-14), 16% of the all-

Progreseive Conservative group‘ans&ered that their interest in politics.
is at least fairly strong, and 51%, moderate. Of the group supporting
the respeotivevgoﬁerning party, 10% said that their interest in Canadian
politics is at least fairiy strong‘aod 52%, moderate. Again, there is no
vimportant differenee between the two groupe, except for the ciustering;of

the split supporters af both ends of the-intereét scale.

Table 5-14

Political Party Best‘for Canada and'Alberta,
by Political Interest (horizontal-percent)

Political Interest

Fairly . Not
Best Party Strong Strong Moderate Negligible at all Total
- Liberal, both .4 , 9.1 . 63.6 0.0 9.1  100.0
levels | . . C _ : :
N . g ’ . E
Liberal-federal, 4.1° 6.1  52.0 _ 30.6 S7.1r 0 99.9
P.C.-provincial . . - o
P.C\, both 2.6 13.1 51.0 30;1 ‘ 3.3 100.1

levels _-\
|

‘Regaraing'poiitical information‘(Table 5-15),‘of,the aIl-Progres-
A
-sive Conservatlve’group, 4% stated that they were very well lnformed, 18%

well, and. 40% somewhat 1nformed.' Agaln, the Spllt group-waslvery”sxmllar{;

| wlth 5% very well 1nformed, 14% well; and 42%'eomewhat)informed. Among

“_the splxt party supporters, the least informed were more strongly repre-
- . -

sented. The data referred to 1nd1cate that the qroup supportxng Progres-

'sive Conservatives for Alberta and LiberaIs federally are younger and

E live in a Canadzan mil"u., Since this survey was conducted xn 1976/77,‘

e
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this untypical support for the federal Liberals might be the effect of

‘ the image of Pierre Elliott Trudeau.

Table 5-15
Political Party Best for Canada and Alberta,
by Political Information (horizontal percent)

(N=262) -
Best party : Very well Well Somewhat Little Not at all Total
Liberal, both 9.1  18.2  54.5 9.1 9.1 100.0
- levels . o - K ’
leeral—federal, 5.1 14.3 41.8 . 30.6 8.2. 100.0,
P.C.-provincial : o
P.C., both 3.9 . 17.6 40.5 " 35.3" 2,6 99.9

levels

/

The fact that the majorlty of Latvian Albertans flnd the Progres—.
51ve Conservatlve party the better party for Canada is contrary to the
nation-wide flndlngs of John Melsel and Mildred Schwartz that the leerals
appeal very strongly to the post—Second World War 1mm1grants.4

. Some explanations for this‘apparent discrepancy can be presented.

." The federal Progre531ve Eonservatlve party 51nce 1958 has.been the strong—

est in Alberta. Its strength in Alberta has 1ncreased 51nce. . A very

important factor for Latv1an Albertans preference’fbr federal Prcgres-'

.51ve Conservatxves was thelr llking for John G. Dlefenbaker.v Belng a

third Canadian (not English or French) himself and-with a weetern back-‘
' ‘ground, his leadershlp doubtlessly affected the preference of Latv1an ‘
| ﬁ\sahlgertans for the federal Progressxve Conservatives. Another 1mportant

factor»of Latv1an Albertans praference for the federal Progressive

T .
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here too. . Latvian Albertans appear to prefer the party which the majority

of Albertans prefer.

Voting participation P
The analysis in.this part concerns tbe participation in _elections

of‘Albertans of Latvian ethnicity. Of the 326 respondents only 198

vere eligible to Vote in the 15‘8,'1972 and 1974 federal and the 1967;

1971 and 1975 provincial elect'ons. For the purpose of thls anaIYSis,

198 LatVian Albertans who were eligible to take part in.all elections ‘
‘represent one hundred percent /(199 were eligible by the time of the first

federal election, 1968). Table 5-16 shows the voting pattern in the

federal elections of 1968 1972 and 1974 Eighty—one percent of the
'Latv1an Albertans voted An every one of the three federal electlons,
while the - Report of the/ Chief Electoral Officer for 1968 gave 73% as the
turnout rate for all voters in Alberta and 76% for Canada as a whole,5

/ "

for the 1972 electiod/ a turnout rate of 76% of all Albertans and 77% of

all Canadlans,6 and kor 1974, a. rate of - 67% of all Albertans and 71% of . /'“

-all Canadians.7
In the prov1 c1al elections the pattern of part1c1pation was as.

follows (Table 5—17) - eighty percent of the Latvian Albertans voted in

o

- every one of the three elections as’ compared to 65% of all Albertans in

,1967 8 72% of all Albertans in 1971,- and 59% of all Albertans in 1975 10

Table 5-18 shows the composite participation cf the 198 voters

.

eliqible in all six elections Because of the distribution, it was Y

P T

: decided to compare thcse who vcted in all six elections with those who

e it




did.not vote in any eleetionvat all. Since noe a singleﬁske of_the
"Canadian" subgroup was among the 198 voters, the subgroups used fok phe
SQciel analysis in chapter four ana in‘the first two parts ie this ehapter
will not be used inAtﬁe.analysis ef voting participation. We will call

those who voted in all six elections "regular voters"” and those who voted

in none "“"non-voters".

~ Table 5-16
Participation of Latvian Albertans in the '
FederalﬂElectlons of 1968, 1972 & 1974 (percent) : f
(N—198)
Number\bf elections
voted in . _
0 o Lo 1201 ‘
1 o - 1.0 T
2 . s.0. |
A 3 - B u 80.9
Total -  1100.0 .
. ‘ Table 5 -17 ,
Participatxon of Latvxan Albertans in the Provxnclal
Electlons of 1967 1971 & 1975 (percent)
. (N=198)
Number of elections g
. voted in o- L IR . . . .
e e T 126 R
oL T eis
2 e

Total © . 0 1m0
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Table 5-18 - \

Participation of Latvian Albertans in Six Federal
and Provincial Elections (1967-1975; percent)

(N=198)

Number‘of elections
voted in . .
0 . A 12.1
o 1 0.5

: 2

2 0.5
4 5.1
5 2.5
. 6 - 79.3
Total - . 100.0

T el e e

;Table’5—19'éhows_a sex distribution of 55% men and 45% women ambng
the‘reguiar voters éna 58% women andb4é% men among the non—voters; Men
‘tbué are shown to have pariicipated more regularly than woﬁén. ﬁWe can
. assume that‘immigrant‘wémen, at least initially, were not -as mﬁchvmoti-

" vated to participate as were men. -

Table 5-19

. Participation of'Létvian Albertans in Six Elqptioné
.{1967-1975) , by Sex (vertical percent)

(N=198) , :

o Number of elections
§§_§ v‘ . 7-0_ . 1 B : 24 S ’: 4 . ¥ 5 6
Male - - 41.7 100.0 . 100.0 "30.0  60.0 - 54.8
Female = . 58.3 ' 0.0 .. 0.0 70.0  40.0° ' 45.2

‘Total = 100.0 v[_'1oo;o ©100.0 ¢ ]_100;6, .. 100.0 100.0

v

B S
RESY .

7

o, . - : - . L e T e




The question: "What language do you speak at home, now in Canada?"

S , L SR
(Table 5-20), did not discriminate between regqgular voters and non—votérs.
of the'regular voters, 60% spoke Latvian at home, while 25% declared.
A\ . ) . .
English as their language of communication in the home environment, and
¢ : ‘ : :

: 15% used both languages. Of the non—voters, 63% spoke only Latvian at

home, 25% Engllsh and 12% Latv1an and Engllsh.

Table 5-20

Participation of Latvian Albertans in Six Elections
1967~ 1975), by Language Spoken in Canada (vertical percent)
(N=196) ‘

"Number of Elections

'ggnguage 0. 1 _: 2 4 5 . . 6

fEnglish - %25,0 1 100.0 100.0 . 20.0 0.0 24.8

{Latvian 62.5 0.0 0.0 30.0 0.0 59.9 Lo
Latvian and 12.5 0.0 0.0 50.0  100.0 15.3

English . . - :

Totale ©100.0 100.0 '100.0 100.0  -100.0 . 100.0

Regardlng church membershlp, amonq regular voters 72% 1nd1cated
therc afflllatlon w1th the Latv1an church, while 18% declared that they .
were members of a. Canadlan church However, of those who never voted,
only 54% belonged to the Latv1an church and 8% to the Canadian church
-.(Tables 5-21 and 22) ‘ Church membershlp thus appears to have encouraged Lv' "

Latv1an Albertans part;cmpatlon in the politlcal act of voting in

. I

2 : c R -

electlons.- S y'»“g-“ R P 1' L o~
. . T . i . -’ .

B

WOrk status (Table 5—23) was showL to have a sTrght influence in

- (w

” voting. Of the regular voterq,SQ% ih fc

éted that the9 are galnfully

Aemployed and 22t were in the
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.voting Latvian segment, 50% were also still in the labour force and 29%

had retired.

-~ Table 5-21

Participation of'LatQian Albertans in Six Eleetions,
1967~ 1975 by Membership in Latvian Church (vertical percent)

< (N=198)
’ Number of Elections ‘
Member 0 R S 2 | 4 5 - 6>_
Yes - 54.2 0.0 0.0 40.0 40.0 - 73.0
No . 45.8 100.0 100.0 - 60.0. 60,0 28.0
Tetal ' ©100.0 o | 100.0 . 1100.0 . 100.0° 100.0 . "100.0
Table 5-22

gart1c1patlon of Latvian Albertans in Six Elections
1967~ -1975, by Membership in Canadian Church (vertlcal percent)

(N=198) o :
, Number of elections _ '
Member c. 0 ™ 1 2 . '4 o 5 6
Yes . 8.3 '0.00  100.0 © 3000 60,0 ‘18.5
No 91.7 _ 100.0 . 0.0  70.0 _  40.0 . - 8L
Total ~  “100.0.  100.0 ° 100.0  100.0,  400.0 -  100.0

El
O [y
SR N

Regardlng assoclatlon‘membership (Table 5~ 24), the data show the

| following° 51% of the regular votlng Latv1an Albertans belonged to

~Latvian assoc1at10ns. Among the non~vot17§ segment of the communlty

‘0,

'surveyed, 58% belonged to Latvxan associations. Also, of the regular
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belng aSSOClated with an ethnlc organlzatlon tended to discourage votlng

part1c1patlon, whlle belonglng to a Canadlan association tended to en-

w

courage it. ; : : . - ’

Table 5- 23

_ Part1c1pat10n of Latvian Albertans 1n\§1x Electlons :
1967-1975, by Status in, the Work Force (vertlcal percent)

(N=198) . |
i oo : ) AN
. o Number of elections _ ,
Working 0 1. 2 4 5 6
Yes 50.0 ~ 100.0 100.0 ~  50.0 40.0 58.6
No 50.0; 0.0 0.0 50.0 60.0 41.4 , {
Total - 100.0 =  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 '
n , bt
|
| ‘ ]
“r . N
Table 5-24

Partlclpatlon of Latvian Albertans in Six Electlons
1967-1975, by Membership in Latvian Assoclatlon (vertlcal percent)

(N=196) ,
7 _ : ~ 'Number of electlons S
_ Member 0 RS T 2 . 4 s R 3
" Yes se.3 0.0 0. 0 -40.0.  40.0 - 51.0 o
No 41,7 . 100.0 100.0° -  60.00 - 60.0 : 49.0°
Total 100.0 . 1300.0..  100.0 '100.0 . 100.0 . - 100.0
: o ' o ' e ) ' -,

That the actlve particlpation-in an electlon Ls closely‘related to

3 ,

' ‘the awareness on the part of the voter of 1ssues 1nvolved 1n an election 'O .
A .u ;s to be expectedﬂ Equally to be expected is that voters tend to obtaln

.

\v‘vﬁsuch information through the medium of the press. It is ther;fo'
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= the other (Tabie 5-28). 78% of the regular voters stated that Latvxan

N5
#
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$3% read Latvxan newspapers and 73% Canadian newspapers (Table 5-26 and
27). 0f°those who never partlclpated in electlons, 75% did’ not read any

Latv1an newspaper and 673 did not read any Canadlan newspaper.v-

‘o

'

)

- Table §-25° R

Part1c1pat10n of Latv1an Albertans in Six Electlons
1967—1975 by. Membershlp in Canadian Association (vertlcal percent)

(N=193)

NumBEr of electlons ‘

o . 1 2 e s, s
Yes . . 20.8 0.0 0.0 2.5 Te0.0 . 286
N . 79,2 ©  i00.0 10020 87.5 4040 71.4
Total  100.0 100.0  # 100.0° 100.0 ©  100.0  ° 100.0

, Table 5-26 o
. Part1c1pat10n of Latvian Albertans in six Eléctlons P

1967- 1975 by Reading of Latv1an newspaper (vertlcal percent)

4 s 194) - ; .

v ‘ - Nunbéx of'eiections;"“, . {: :
Reader Lo 1 2 a7 s Cone.
Yes .. 250. 0.0 . 0.0  '87.5 - 40.0 62.6
¥o - 750 100.0  100.0° Co12.s - i600  Trana
Total © - 100.0  100:0 . 100.0 100,00 © 100.0. "~ 100.0.
P O A I A . : PR

Regardlng respondentS' v:ew of the superlorlty of one culture 0ver

a0
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Latvian culture and the degree of political participation‘(for instance,

that a belief in the superiority of Latvian culture would tend to‘depress

voting barticipation in Canada).

® ’ Table 5-27

Participation of Latvian Albertans in Six Elections
. 1967-1975, by Reading of Canadian newspaper (vertical percent)

0 (N=198) Number of elections
Reader 0 : 1 2 // 4 5 6
— - b

/

Yes - 33.3 0.0 100.0 / 100.0 100.0 72.6
No 66.7 - 100.0 0.0 | 0.0 0.0 27.4

. . . /
Total 100.0 - . 100.0 100.0 / 100.0 100.0 100.0

5 » ’/// )
. Table 5-28

Participation of Latvian Albertans in. Six Elections
1967-1975, by Evaluation of Latvian Culture (vertical perqent)
‘ ) ' (N=184)

‘Number of elections -

Evaluation of .
Culture : 0 1 2 L 4 5 6

Latvian 72.7 0.0 0.0 87.5 100.0 77.7
higher o

Canadian 13.6° 100.0 100.0 3.5 0.0 16.9
higher . -

Equal 13.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.4

Total 99.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

— A

A slightly more relevant correlation betweden voting and the ethnic
identification of the voters could be drawn from the’tabulation of answers
to the question: "What do you think you are:  Latvian ethnic, Latvian-

<&
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Canadian or Canadian?" (Table 5-29). Among those who took part in all

™

elections, 74% identified themselves as "Latvian-Canadian', 17% as a

"Canadian', and only 10% as "Latvian ethnic"; among non-voters, 62%

3

identified themselves as "Latvian-Canadian", 21% as "Canadian" and 17%
as "Latvian-ethnic". Interesting about these findings is that the group

that feels unassimilated participated less, and so did the group that

feels most assimilated.

A _ Table 5-29 ,
Vi
Participation of Latvian Albertansi}n Six Electlons
1967-1975, by Perceived Ethn1c1ty {vertical percent)
(N=197)
Number of .elections

Perceived . : :
ethnicity 0 1 2 4 5 ; 6
Latvian 6.7 - 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.6
ethnic. . o & .
Latvian 62.5 0.0 0.0 100.0 75.0 '73.9
Canadian
Canadian 20.8 100.0 100.0 0.0 25.0 16.6
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.1

That the question directly related to one's interest in politics

emerged as a very strong indicator of voting participation was not sur-

<

prising (Table -5-30): 56% of the regular véters answered that their
interesﬁ in politics~i§ moderate, 15% stated that it was fairly strong,
while 5% indicated their very étrong\interest. Of those who did not vote
58% said fhat.their interest in politics was negligible and 21%.indicated

-

that they had no interest in politics at all.

A
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Table 5-30

Participation of Latvian Albertans in Six Elections
1967-1975, by Political Interest (vertical percent)
(N=198)

Number of Elections

Political

Interest 0O o 2 4 5 6
Very strong 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.0 20.0 5.1
giiﬁiﬁ 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.0.  40.0 14.6
Moderate 20.8 0.0 0.0 80.0 40.0 56.1
Negligible  58.3 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 20.5
Not at all  20.8 0%.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.8
" Total 99.9 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.1

g

A similarly strong woting determinant was politiqal inforfmation
(Table 5-31). Oﬁ the‘regular voters 6% indicated that they were very
well infdfmed, 24% claimed to be well informed and 422 soméwhaﬁ informed;
only 2% were nof at all informed but still votea in all six elections.
In the ﬁonivoting group the majority, 62%, said they were very little
informed, while 17% admitted to having no political information at all.

When asked which level of governmént was doing most for them as
r‘persons.(Table 5-32), 56%Aof.all Latvién Albertans who took §art in the

' six elections discussed named the federal goverﬁment, while 35% con-

. co " . 2N
sidered the provincial government the most useful to .them. Among the At
non-voting group, in contrast,SG% named the provincial government as -one
that did the most for them, and 26% the federal government. This im-

portant finding is difficult to explain without further analysis, but it

may well indicate that a certain amount of cosmopolitan attitude goes

with regular participation.

2
*
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Table 5-31
Participation.of Latvian Albertans in Six Elections
1967-1975, by Political Information (vertical percent)
' (N=197) .
. ﬁumber of elections
Political < :
Information 0 1 2 4 5 6
Very well 4.2 0.0 0.0, 10.0 0.0 6.4
Well 0.0 0.0 0.0 30.0 100.0 23.7
Somewhat 16.7 0.0 0.0 60.0 0.0 42.3
Little 62.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.6
Not at all 16.7 100.0 . 100.0 100.0 109.0 1.9
Total 100.1 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 99.9
Table 5-32
.,barticipafion of Latvian Albertans in Six Elections
1967-1975, by Level of Government Doing Most for Respondent
' (vertical percent)
(N=191)
Number of elections
Level of
government 0 1 4 5 6
Ciﬁy . 0.0 0.0 “ 0.0 0.0 0.7
Provincial 56.5 100.0 55.6 0.0 35.3
Federal 26.1 0.0 0. 44.4 60.0 55.6
All the same 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.6
Do not. know 17.4 0.0 . 0.0 40.0 2.6
Provincial . - :
and Federal 0.0 0.0 Q.O 0.0 0,0 1.3
Total 100.0 100.0 0.0 100.0 ,100.1
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- It is howéver worth noticing that 5oth groups,.62% of regular
voters and 70% of ncn—voteré,-regarded tﬁe provincial government as the
most useful as far as Eaking care of the interegts of the Latvian com-~
munity_is concerned (?able 5-33). This is probably due to the fact that

’ |
in recent years in pafticular the provincial government was involved in
furthering the policy of multiculturalism iﬁ‘Alberta - perhaps to a
greater‘degree than in other provinces = and that the benefits received

from the provincial government were known to the members of the Latvian

community surveyed.

Table 5-33 . v
Participation of Latvian Albertans in Six Elections
1967-1975, by Level of Government Doing Most for Latvians
g (vertical percent) )

" (N=178)

Number of elections

level of
Government 0 1l 4 5 6
" Provincial = 70.0 . 0.0 . 0.0  75.0 40.0 . 62.0
Federal 5.0 0.0 0.0 12.5  20.0 22.8
Provincial 4 ‘ ‘
and Federal 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.4
Do not know 25.0 0.0 0.0 12.5 40.0 7 13.8
Total 100.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 ' 100.0 100.0
Political activists
All 326 respondents were asked: "Do yoﬁ belong'to any organiza-

tion that has anything to do with politics, for example, a political .
party?" Only a small minority - 3% - did indeed belong to a”political

party. Similar figures were obtained when those surveyed were asked



whether they had g&er been actibe in politics“and government.
It was decided to investigate these politically active Latvians.
As the group is so very s%all, only ten people, it was decided to look
at them individually.
Two were born in Canada, the others were immigrants, a;riving in
Canada in the folloQing years: one in 1929,‘;ne in 1947, three in l948f
one in 1949 and two in 1952.‘ Six of the politically'active were men and:
. four women. The age groups varied: two were in the age group of 15-24
years, one in the 25-34 ége group, one in theg35—44 group, three were in
: )
the 45-54 group, one between 55 and 64 years; and two 65 years and over.
Five reportéd tﬁat Latvian and English are spoken at home, four only
Latvian, and one only English.
I Regarding the education level of the poiitical active Latvians
/
K:\Tn—'Alberta, to the'questions: "Did you go to school in Latvia?" and

N
"Have you gone to school in Canada?", the following answers were given:

six stated that they had gone to school ;n Latv;a, and two were too
';oung to go to school in Latvia. "In CAnada,.eight have gone to school.
of ;hése five have obtained university degrees, two have‘finished high
schoéol and-one~has$a grade ten education. Seven of these politically
active iqdicated tﬁat they were very satisfied with their life ;n Canada
and three stated that they were satisfieé. One Qf‘these was born in
Canada, the other two were.immigrants and over sixty-five years of %ge.

Of the ten politi¢ally active, six were working} two retired and

two were still students at the University. Their occupations were in

g

: /
the following fields: independent professional, managerial and adminﬂf—

tering their own business.
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Six of the active Latvians were mehbers of the Latvian Church and
five were members’of a anadian church. Seven were Lutherans,'oné Romdth
Catholic and two belonged to the United Church. Seven belonged to
- Latvian associations, ana seven élsovﬁelonged to various Canadian associa-

tions and clubs.

4

To the question: "Do you have more Latviin than:Canadian friends?'",
seven replied that.££ey have more Canadian friends and three that they
have‘more Latvian friends. However, on the question of best friends'
nationality, seven indicated that their best friends are from both groups,
while two had only Canadian, aﬁd one had only-Latvians as best friends.

All ten politically active Latvians stated that all their Canadian friends
knew that they were Latvians. They all read Canadian newspapers and nine
also read Latvian newspapérs. Eight felt that Latvian culture is superior
and only one felt tha£ Canadian culture is better; one was undecided.

To the question: "What do you think éou‘are: Latvian €thnic,
Latvian-Canadién, or Canadian?", nine answeréd that ﬁhey are Latvién—_
Canadians, and one Canadian.

- Regarding votipg participation, the on%g two who did not vote in
éll sixlelections were too young to have been eligible.

" The information collected about:the political activities of these
ten pobitically active Latvians shows~tﬁét eighf have participated in
Canada only, and two in both Latvié and Cad&d;. Seven have\participated
in the’ capacity of party members,'only one was an executive of a part;~
and two have been cand;dates as well as executives in a political party.
Three stated that they were very well'informed in politics and seven

felt that they were well informed.
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D ‘ ' | ,
To the question: "How did you find out about politics?*T’éZ:~::¥

s S '
read newspapers and listened to radio, while nine read magazines and

watched television. Nine also found political information by belonging
to various organizations concerned Qith politics and government.\ Eight
stated that they gaiﬁed political information through political conversa- .
tion. The level of intérest in politics varied from very strong to

moderate. The majority got interested in Canadian politics and govérn-

ment through other Canadians an@f 1 rough fellow Latvians.
When asked which level of govefnmgnt was doing most for them and N
. K N E

also fér‘the Latvian community, eiéﬁtiof‘the activists stated that the
provincial ébvernment wa$ doing most for them and also for the Latvian
community‘in Alberta, one named the federal goyernmen£ and-thé remaining

was undecided in both éaées. " : | .

Among the ten politically active Latvians in Alberta four stated .

that the Liberal party is best for Canada, five named the Progressive

Conservatives and one named Social Credit as the best party for Canada.

-

For Alberta, nine responded that Progressive Conservatives are the best

-

party for Alberta and one, Social Credit.-

From the foregoing, we can conclude t%at the modal politically
active'Latviaﬁ in Alberta is over forty-five years of age, car . as an
imﬁigrant after the Secgnd World War, has a“university degree and‘wérké
in a managerial positiop in his or her own»business. He or she is

interested in Canadian government and politics, well read, ﬁ?s a command
/

of at least two languages and paftiéipates in various Latvian and

’

Canadian organizations and clubs.
- ; N

The attitude toward political parties on the part of Alberta's
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Latvians is Sim%éar to that of the majority of other Albertans, with the

o

exception that relatively more younger Latvian Albertans feel that the
Libéﬂgl party is best for Canada.
From the above data on the political involvement of Latvian

Albertans it is obvious that active participation of the embers of the
/

Latvian community tends to be limited to voting in federal and provincial

e

elections. Yet at the same time the participatien in voting in the federa\

: !
. . S . . ' . h
and provincial elections is higher than- that of the average Canadian.

These data revealed that the Latvian immigrants wanted to be good gitizens

-

and felt that partiéipating in Canadian elections gave them a measure of

respectability within the Canadian society. They confirm the larger

picture, shat politiéal culture on the European continent is, as Almond
gnd Vérba11 call it, more subject and less par?icibatory tﬁan in North
America. It is thus not surprising that LatQiéns vote more frequentiy
than the average Canadian, but that théy apparéﬁtly participate less

|

actively.
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CHAPTER VI

CONCLUSIONS

-4

It has been the purpoée of this study to examine some &f the social
and political characteristics of the Latvian community in Alberta, one of
J ' ' : . . . .
4thF smallest ethnocultural groups in the province, and to explain these

v

on the basis of the data collected throuéh a structured questionnaire.

o] X
To understand the small éthnic commmuanity better, an attemg&hwas

made to provide a brief outline of the history of Latvia and the Latvians,
and to write about the immigrants who came to Alberta, particularly those

after the Second World war, who brought with them the culture and the

political traditions of their hémeland:

| The adjustment to phe newly chosen country, the guestion of suc-
ceeding econoﬁically and socially, was clearly the first.priority.of theh
third and last wave" (the post-1945 Wave)) of the Latvian immigrants

arriving in Alberta. To learn the English languagé was a difiicult task
7 .

all in itself.

<«

Their life in urban surroundings -~ and here they differ

- ¥ from the previous two waves of LatviaAJi@yigrants to.Alberta ~ made and
continges to make for a much faster process of assimilation.

| Already the history of the Latvians in Alberta foreshadowed a

positive answer to»this“study's main hypothes;s, that a smailwethno—
cultural group wauld find it diffiéult to survive in the Alberta context.
In oraer to m;ke meaningful compgrisoﬁs about the process of accultura-
tion of the Latviaﬁ Alberténs, the community was diviaed into three sub-
groﬁps désignafed és: "Latvian",'"Mixed"wand "Canadian". Théydata ob-
tained@ from the éuestiénnaireg indicated;%hat the degree of acculturation

97
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was closely correlated with‘membership in the three subgroups. The pro-

cess of acculturation was fd;test among Latvians born in Canada, which

affirmea the hypothesis that\thé survi&al of a gmall ethnocultural group

ig the copﬁext of Alberté's gociety of_today.is very questionable indeed.
The main reasons supportingand exblaining the ‘above conclusion

are ‘two~fold: the internal factors within the Latvian community in

Alberta and the external factors, ‘outside the Latvian community.

.

The internal causesvoriéinaféng within the Latvian community .
played ah importaht role and contributed to the assimilation process.
The preoccupation with one's own aspirations, goals and aimsvresultéd in
the ne;lect to estabiish a qultufal and religious'cehtre in the urban
settlements of Calgary and Edmonton,YWhere-the majority of the Laﬁvian
immigrants settled. -The fact that the small groups in the rutal area
disappeared, with the excgption of a few :isolated familiesswhere the
conditions to retain the language and custqm; were more favourable, con-
tributed to the process.

The failure to provide, in the early days of post—SecﬁndIWOrld
War sgtflement, for education of childreﬁ in the Latvian language, éveni
if only in a Sunday schqol or Saturday morning class setting, seriously
Fhreatened and‘still aoes threaten the survival of the Latvian community,
,if one ;ccepts the idea that language retention is the main factor in
‘the survival of an ethnocultural group. /If is evident from the data
that the knowledée of mother tongue is declining, since four-fifths of ¢
the Canadian-born gfoué of Lat&ian Albertaﬁs spgak only English at home-
and'oﬁé can assume that they do not know Latvian.

The failure to maintain one Latvian Lutheran church was detri-

mental to the attempts to maintain a cohesive religious community. The

o .
-,
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.membershié in the Latvian cﬁﬁrchramong the Canadian born was 31%;»howevé},
many of these are members in name only andrdo ;ot attend church. One
therefore has to draw the conclusion that the Latvian church plays a very
gmall role in the lives of the Latvian‘%ommunify in Alberta. The same
conclusion can be made with regard to the Latvian associations in Albe}ta.
One has to re;terate the conclusibn arrived at in chapter four. Thé
Latvian community in Alberta is not é,homogeneous group. There were agd
still.are divisions within the Latvian commun;ty, which is too small to
allow for accommodationvwhén differences emerge caused by personality
conflicts and_ambition of individuéls who tend to divide ‘the communité.

These internal causes may have led the Canadian-born group to reject the

1y "

1

membership in Latvian associétions and to find friendships among other
Canadians. |

Of the political factors studied, the most relgvant to the major
hypothesis are the:data about Latvian Albertan politécai activists.
Their number is too small, and their offices are of insufficient impor- -
tance, to expect them to counteract the assimilation trend.

As to the external causes originafing oufs;dé the Latvian éom—

Y

munity, these too‘played an important role and contributed to. the assimi--

. lation process. The basic factor which seems ‘to be a decisive element

.. ©.

affecting Latvian survival within tﬁe*é@nadian and especially the Albertan
! . < -

COntext-ié the small size of the”grdup, a group which:must live within

E

. the Canadian majority and communicate in .the English languége.~ It is a

well established fact that the new‘imhigrant is“fofce@ from the beginning

to adjust to a new environment, vefy'diffeient,from that of his native

one, for economic reasons. The immigrant and hi$ children have to be
. N 3

oy
. :
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able to compete in a totally new economié, social and cultural setting, a

‘condition which establishes the need to adjust_to the dominant, mainly

Anglo-éaxon group.

Leading to faster asgimilatioq was élso the geographic factor,
that of distance from the Latvian communities in Eastern Canada, in par-
ticular:Téronto,dand from impb?tant ceptfes in the United States. Last,

° 3

the absence of immigration from the mother country, which ceased with

incorporation of Latvia into the U.S.S.R., has led to an accelerated rate

of acculturation.

’ In conclusion, the data confirm the original expectation that the

. .

, viabilitylof Latvian Albertans as an ethno-cultural group is already

declining. The question is whether the” canadian policy of multicultural-
ism can reverse'the trend towardAcompléte assimilation of such a smali
gfoup as the Latviaﬂs in Alberta. " The facts of mulficulturalism in the
Canadian mosaic no doubt provide tHe pgtential of maintaining ethnic
identities.- Perhaps the various‘attemp;s by the Latvians to breserve
tﬁeir own culture through acti&ities sﬁch as folkdancing, choirs and

special social events might be intensified. All of the Latvian associa-

' tions in their activities use the Latvian landuage, but this attempt is

only successful to a degree in view of the reality that the young genera-

tion never learnmed the language; therefore, their choice is either to

I

leave the association or to form an English-speaking group within the

"given association. The language problem is. a difficult one to resolve,

and yet, as mentioned before, it seems to be the most important. The
older people feel that it is essential to retain the language in order
to:preserve one's own distinct culture; the younger generafion, Canadian

o
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born, tend to be drawn into Canadian society whgre E%@lish is the language
in edﬁcation, in the economy and in sociaikrglations with their fellow
Canadians of all ethnoc¢ultural éroupsf As a resﬁlt, the young and the
0ld tend to be drawn farther and farther apart.

What then i; the futuie of Latvian ethnic identity in Alberta?
Ethnic,ideﬁtiﬁy is nét static, -and its.nature depends on the self—intefest
of the members. The individual must decide on his own interests, and
uanjthe nature of thevenvironment in which.he resides.» As environments
change, so do allegiances. To decide to remain affiliated with a given.
ethnic identifibatioﬂ is to choose a particular grouping which one hépes
.ﬁill serve to further one's own ihterests within a given milieu. Making
this choice is difficult and ghe outcome is uncertain. The ethnics of
today may well be the non—ethqic Canad?ans of tomorrow.

The realities of thé survival of a sméll,ethno—cultural gfoﬁp,
far and separated from its homeland,‘seem indeed forbidding. As more and
more individuals opt for assimilation, with aécents disappearing and eveﬁ

some of the family names changing, the ethno-c¢ultural survival of Latvian

Albertans, beyond the next generation, may well be impossible.
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11.

-
3

12‘

13.
14.
15.
260

17.

APPENDIX

What year did you arrive in Canada?

What other countries have you lived in before your arrival in Canada?

what language did you speaknat home in Lgtvia?
What language do you speak at home now in Canzda?
Did you go to school in Latvia?. |
What was your education when you left Latvia?

aN
Have you had any formal schooling-in Canada?

What level of education did you reach in Canada?

Are you satisfied with your life in Canada: (please circle)

Very'satisfiéd Satisfied Not satisfied Very unsatisfied

Are you working outside the home'now?_
Yes No - Student Retired

How would you describe your job?

J/

How suitable is your job, considering your qualifications?

"Very suitable Suitable Not at all suitable

w

Are.you a member of a Latvian Church?

Are you a member of a Canadian Church?

_Whiéh church please?

=

Are you a member of any Latvian Associations?

Which Latvian organization?

"y o A 107



18..

19.

20.

21.
22,

23.

28.
29.
30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

//’\‘J,-

‘Are you a member of any Canadian Associations or Clubs? X
Would you mind naming the clubs and associations, please? //
Are you living in your own home:
Renting a home:
Living in a suite or condominium: ' NG
Are you married, single, divorced or widowed?
Have you any children?
1f you have any children, please.give the foilowing:

24, ‘25. 26. 27.

Sex Year of birth Married Ethnic background of spouse Current home addre:

Do you have more Latvian than Canadian friends?
What are your best friends: Latvian, Canadian, or both?
Db'your Canadian friends know.you are a Latvian?

What Latvian newspapers do you read?
What Canadian newspapers do you read?
If you compare Latvian and Canadian culture, which one do you rate higher?

Do Canadians whom you know, feel that Latvian-Canadians have a higher or
lower status than Canadians in general?

What do you think you gre:‘ Latvian ethnic,_Latvian—Canadian; or Canadian?

o -

\§



103

36. If_LatVia became free:

‘f(a) Would you go back to live there if you were given free passage?
(b) Would you go back to live anyway?
(¢) Would you stay in Canada?

37) " Could You please tell me why?

\

38. What was your father's occupation?

A

39. Was your mother working outside home?

40. How ol1d were you when you left Latvia?

L

If you were fourteen or over when you left, please answer the following two -
questions:

. NOTE: -This refers to qQuestions #41 and #42.
i . _ ‘
4 .ﬂfiﬁmspnditions in Latvia were the same as before 1940, would yovr chances for
sucgkss have been better in Latvia or in Canada? ' ,
3

!

42, If you Compare your life today with the time when you came to Canada, would
You say that you as a Pe€rson now consider politics, more important, less
important, or about as important to yourself than it was when you first arrived?

s

43. Did you vote in the federal eleétion of 19747 YES . No
44, Did you vote in the federal election of 197227  YES- o NO
45. Did you vote in the federal election of 19687 . YES NO
46.. Did you vote in thé provincial election of 19757 ’ YES . NO
47. Did youvvoté in the provinciél eiectiop of 19712 YES " NO

t

48. Did you vote in the provincial election: of 19677 7 YES NO

o

L — R



49 .

50.

51.

52,

53,

54.

55.

- 56,

- 57.

58.

59.

L : - ‘ 110

Do you belong to aﬂy organizations that have anything to do with politics,
for example, a political party? ‘ '

§

. Have iou ever peen active in politics or government? L YES NO

If yes where: in canada, Létvia or where?

Who interested you to enter politics and why?

What was your activity?

When it comes to Government'and.Politics, how well informed are yous:

Very well Well Somewhat Little ~ Not at all

b

How do yau fingd out about politics?

Daily newspaper

Magazines . . — ,
Radio _ - \ g .
Organizations conmcerned with politics ' :
Political conversation ;
Would you say your interest in politics now is: !
. 4
: 4
Very strong Fairly strong Moderate - Negligible Not at all .
1

RN PN L
e

If strong, who first interested you in Canadian politics and Government?

Latvians
Other Canadiang

‘,.“___...;rl.

Which level of Government - city, provincial, federal - would you say is doing

2 ,
most for you? o

i
A\S

7

Which level of Government would you say is doing most for the Latvian Community?
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60. There are various ways in which Alberta ean deaf.with.its oil resources.
Which one of these ways do -you like the best: (please circle)
a. Ownership, ﬁanagement and control by private oil companics.
b. Ownership and management by o0il companieg but quite a bit of control
by government. ’ ’ '
“c. Ownership by private companies, but management by the government.
d. Public ownership and management'by the government.
61. Would you please tell me why?
Now, here are five statements (62-66). 1In each case please indicate if you disagree

strongly, disagree, agree or agree strongly: !

62.

-63. .

64.

65.

66.

67.
68.

- 69.

70-

Children today do not show enough respect for their families.

\

Disagree strongly : Disagtee ' Agree | Agree strongly

Fathers used to be much strohger figures in the family than they are today. *

Disagree strongly ' Disagree Agree Agree strongly

When religion was more important, people. had fcwer personal prcblems.’

©

Disagrece strongly Diéagrce Agree ' Agree strongly

There used to be more respect for the law than there is now.

Disagree strongly | Disagree Agree - Agree strongly

Now that fewer people go to. church there is less concern for other people.

Disagree strongly. Disagree Agree Agree strongly

Which pérty do you think is best for Canada in federal politics? Liberal, P.C..
NDP, Social Credit, other?

Whith party do you think is best for Albérta?

Could you piease tell me generally how good a job is done to teach the Latvian
-traditions in Latvian-Canadian familie: ?

Very good Good . Fair Poor Very poor

Do you think this is a good or a bad thing?
v o



71.

72.

Now finally, please, two things about yourself.
date or check the following:

Age group: 15-24  25-34 35-44 45-54

Are. you male or female?

112
Please, put down your birth

55-64. 65 and over



