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{ : . ABSTRACT

~ethnic identity." For the urpose of. the study, interviews o

» ‘were held with 78 German 'igrants'in Edmonton, Alberta

- )

"‘immigration The twokty es identified were an "instrumental"
type of response termed |['better elsewhere," and, an "aspiration-
to-solidarity" type of esponse,’termed "fearﬁof-instability."

The dimensions gf ethni “identity employed by this study were

endogamy, religion, language, friends, citizenship, and self-

’ethnic identification. | Significant reiationships between the.

ldentified t&pes d:'ré sons and linguisticfand endogamous

identity were.foundc~a‘d, although the'relationship between

o

ng?he reasons and the o tizenship dimension was . not statisti—

/
cally significant it approached significance These
findings were cofisist nt with Eisenstadt s model. That is,,
those respondents who gave the "fear- of instability" type of

‘respbnse tended to hajre weaker ethnic identities because

e

and, those respondents who gave the‘"better elsewhere" type

e AR N g b

of'respbnse“tended ta. have stronger - commitﬁents to their

el o 3 T




l

ethnic identities because their reasons for immigrating were

of the "instrumental"vtype, and were therefore not necessarily

a reflection of a negative valence to their ethnic identities..

Suggestions for future research employing Eisenstadt s, model

and the derived typology were made. : % \

N ©
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CHAPTER T

INTRODUCTlON

)

\
\

A
\

The purpose ef this «study is to explore the relation-

ships between reasons for immigration and different dimen-

sions of ethnic identity. More specifically, an attempt

wiIl be made to develop a typOlogy of° reasons for immigra-=

tion and relate each of the types identified to each of the

. dimensions of ethnic’ identity to be uncovered in the study

It 1s here assumed that the nature and strength of ethnic

“identity in the new environment of the receiving country

would be influenced by the structuring of reaSOns for

immigration, among other factors. ~For the purpose of. the

* study, a. sample of first- generation German immigrants was

selected fhd lengthy Interviews were held-with a total of
78 respondents. ' ‘
Reéent'research in Canada has not confirmed the
expectation that the reasons people give for immigration
would be intimately related to immigrant adjustment in the
host society This negative finding is ~brobably due to
several reasons of which the approach used may ‘be an'impor-c
tant one. 'For example, many‘studies‘hayeiemployed whati

appears to be a superficial conception of immigration

(Richmond 197N Grace Anderson 1974, The First Report of

the Longitudinal Study of the Economic and Social'Adaptation

P74
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ygf Immigrants: 1974). None of these studles have seriously

consldered the fact that for;the majority of immigrants the

»

reasons for migration are multipie rather 'than singular.
Unfbrtunateiy, the aforementioned studles have .tended to
skim the surface only of reasons for immigration.
| In this study, an attempt wil]l be made to develop
a typelogy of‘reasonsifor immigration which would aypid.
theselmethodological problems. The eﬁpectation would be
that if'the'typology was‘more empi;ically grounded and
frepresentative‘ (Brunswik:1956), then elements of the distal
situation would be related to cumrent behavior in Canada.
Ethnle. identity has been treated in the 1iterature both as a
dependent and an independent variable In this study, ethnic
identity will be treated mainly as the dependent variable,
while reasons for immigration willl be treated as the'independ—
ent variable.; The present approaéh may contribute to a viem
of ethnie identity as a process‘whichvbegins in the/conntry
of emigration and .develops 1in accordance with the aspirations
of the immigrants, and the types and degrees of pluralism in
the host country. This view 1s of considerabie theoretical
and practical relevance for Canada. '} ' f ' | \ -
Rather than deal with ethnic identity as an 'opaque'
global concept this study will measure attitudes toward ‘ ‘_ j
ethnic- identification using a modified version of Driedger s. - T
(1975) scale. .This approach would yield a multi-dimensional

, conception of ethnic identity and produce quantitative _
N o - . : ;
’ : . »
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vartables wnich couldd be used as dependent variablos
Moreover, the use of this method wlli allow the exploration
of the antecedent Intervening, and conditional relation—
ships between‘reasons for immigration, socto-demographic
variables, and each dimension of éthnic‘identity.

“ The theoretioal*and practical significance of this
type of investfgation is Obvious. Ethnic interests vary.
The expression of ethnic identity‘nay occur along sereral
diménsions_and wilth varying intensities.~ Sometimes the
expression may be“through language demands, while at other
times it‘may involve,a decreased assoclation with members
of outgroups or a tendency to Nationalism, religiosity,

and/or citizenship By exploring the conditions- antecedent

to these dimensions, both in Germany\and Canada where possible,

=

- 1t would be possible to develop new hypotheses concerning - 7
“factors which may influence different forms of ethnic identity

expression.

Organization of the Thesis

Chapter II will provide a review of the literature
and describe how the approach used and the basic areas of
investigation to be covered grew out of ideas generated by
the literature. Chapter‘TII will -specify the mailn issues ”
influenoing the designfof the research. It‘nill isblate

-the most important variables, describe the intervien

schedule and thetsample; and, it will show how relationships

Y
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in terms of the theoretic

R 1
basic to- the study will be investigated using certain

‘statist}cal techniques. Chapter IV will present-the findings

on ethnic igentity. 'Chapteriv will present‘the,findings on
: : 3’\

>

reasons for immigration and discuss %he typology of reasons

significance of the typology.

A second section ofith¥s chapter will present- the findings
on the relationship between"reasons for immigration and
ethnic identity dimensions Chapter VI will provide a
recapitulation of the theoretical issues and empirical

findings.» Contributions and shortcomings of the study will

nbe discussed in the second part of this chapter and this

will be followed by suggestions for future research.

»

¢
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* S " CHAPTER II

LITERATURE REVIEW: THE RESEARCH PROBLEM STATED

¢

Research on Reasons for,Immigration
Approaches to the study of the reasons for immigra—'

tion ma& be‘Struetured into two main direotions.l One

focuses on immigration at 'macro- levels' in terms of sogial
system variables such as p@litical economic, and sOciél
forces, the other stresses the importance of the individual i
as a decision maker on a more 'microflevel' confrontation
with political, social,”and economic factors. The fprmer will

be referred t& as the aggregate approach and the ®atter will
: A . ) ; o .

be termed the -individual approaoh}

‘ y . N |
The Aggregate Approach : L . o —
This %pproach usually involmes Ehe use of concepts
of push and/or pull forcesvassumed to be operating in the
donor and/or‘receiving'conntries to‘explain immigration.
Some investigators (Fairohild:19l3:14) sthess the greater
importanée of the push factors in overcoming the intensit
.of the local bonds, while others (Reld: 1973) place greaten
.,;emphasis on pull forces such as employment opportunities '
& o

and friends and relatives. prever, the majority of

researchers favor an explanatory framework which utilizes



some combination ofipush and pull forces. Thus, sevéral
qualitative Studies (Kaye'196u'xiii—u-'Fried'1966;32'
Hanson’and Brebner'l9uo' MacDonald 1966:1) argue that
deprivation pressures such as overpopulation push :the immi-
grants,“and that they are pulled by expectations of better'
ﬁ'opportunities A number of recent studies (Fairchild 1913:
10-24; Petersen 1964 277 -290% Richmond 1974) consider thev
push,and pull forces in the broader context of evolving
socio—cultural systems producing waves of immigration\with‘
differences seen as functions of thejunderlying socio— -

cultural conditions. On the other hand, quantitative

attempts have been made (Samue1:1969; Lee:1966:5

1973; Vanderkamp:1973; and Hollingsworth:l970) to ‘
S , o " g
. the economic push and pull forces using macro-economic

concepts such as average wage and gross national product

3

differentials. , ’ Ty
The description of immigration in terms of qualifa—
Ctive deprivation and future expectations and the measurement
of economic push and pull forces have'provided insightsd
into.the dynamics of the immigration process. Qccumuiated
evidence, however, suggests that the relations between

forces operating in the donor an ‘receiving countries are

~.

- E ’ LT ! .
more complex than the aggregate approaches ‘have portrayed.
For example, the view igrants being pushed out of
their native environme ts by severe deprivation pressures

does not ggnerally apply to the modern Western World

hY
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»emigrants It appears’prpleyard 1964) to be accumulated
frustrations rather than insufferable poverty which deter—
mines the decision to immigrate. | Even the view that '

economic deprivation of a lesdser intensity directly pushes

the immigration movement is inapplicable to some situations .

]

Hollingsworth (1970-100) for example, has found that high
incomes and low. status are associated with high mobility in
the 1939 to l96u Scottish out—mfgrant populations He
argues that the relationship between economic change and -
out-migration is complex rather fhan direct and concludes\

that there is ", . . little relationship between economic

.

‘conditions in Scotland and the level of net migration from

Scotland" (p.126). In factﬁ it has been argued (Petersen
1964: 274 -277) that there is often a. negative correlation
between deprivation in the home,COuntry and'emigration.
Indeed many investigators have found that immigration waves

rise and fall with fluctuations in, the economy of the

o

receivfng not the donor countries. o
Inconsistencies between aggregate theory and immi—

grant behavior suggest that the macro-conception of immi—

gration may assume too much commonality among immigrants

It has . been—pointed out (C.- Tilly: in Anderson 197U) that,

migration is a marginal form of socia;wbehavior in which the -

immigrant 'group'- is elusive This suggests that push and

pull forces might differentially effect immigrants '_Thus,



- a study of_these‘force§ on the individual level within a

r .

natiqnal group are likely to yleld some useful findings.

The' Iridividual Approach L

The fact thatbthe individual immigration declsion
can be structured in terms of push and pull factors prov1des
a bridge between ‘the aggregate and the individual approaches
The indiyidual approach can be characterized in terms of its
tendency to emphasize'either tne‘most inportant main reason
given (the mono—factor approach)i or a configuration of>“

reasons given for the decision to immigrate (tHe multi-factor

‘,apprOach)a The fdrmer tends to yileld a view of immigration

A

as a single 'one-shot‘act', while the latter approach’
represents immrgration‘as a~process with a dynamlsm of its
own. S B

The mono-factor approach. Several ‘investigators

~(Bichmond:1967:28; Anderson:1974:20-22; Vol, IV: The Green

Paper:l974;126-l;7) have used the mono—factor approach in

‘the case of immigrants studied in Canada. Appleyard (1964:

146-178) has used it .in his study of the British_in»Austraiia
as well. By comparing the results of the above sgudies,
several facts about the relations‘between national origins
and the reasons~given for immigration can be deduced:

national differences in the distribution of main reasons

fed

given show. that national origin influences the decision to

migrate; national differences in the content of the reasons

v

T~
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.show that certain gultures have unique immigration influ-

A

encing'factors,_th s inhibiting certain cross~cultural

cOmparisons; and, ndividual differences=in the distribution‘

of main reasons given .for any ore national group show that

the national origir effect operates differentially upon

individuals. Thus,"a profitable line for inwestigation would

be the study of individual differences in reasons given for .

immigration withiJ‘one nat%onal group. ' o R

- -

However, the use of the mono factor approach for
such an investigation raises some difficulties, chief among
which 1s its“isolation- -of one reason from ooth the other'
reasonS'given for immigration, and'from~the'context of'the o
immigration process. One aspect of this'difficulty is the
empirical fact that emigrants do,give multiple neasons for
their decision to migrate and to fail to take into account
these other reasons may misrepresent the decision process
' Several investigators (Richmond 1974 "Anderson: 1974
Appleyard 196U) have noted the high frequency of multiple
reasons given,by respondents for making their move.
Appleyard (1964:163) concludes, that:
| . by far’ the majority of emigrants stated that their
decisions were the result of a number of disappointments
or frustrations, or, as Eisenstadt puts 1t, a feeling of.
some kind of insecurity and inadequacy in their social
setting.

The fact thatimany'respondents are'multiply—motivated

ralses the question of the accuracy of the procedure of

Selecting only one main reaSon; For instance, it has been

IS

~~
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\\(Thomas and Znaniecki in Madge 1964 EdwardS'l965'33;

noted (Appleyard"l96u'l6l) that ", . . 1t is not always easy
for these people to describe the incidents and 'forces"
which led them to step across the emigration threshold
what 1s stated may only be a convenient peg upon which to
hand‘the Justification for leaving." Others (Petersen'l954:
44) have warned that since the modern potential ﬁmmigrants
are in‘an unstable state of equilibrium such that only a
minor push is required, then the stated reason for immi—

.

gration is liable to be either trivial, or. the generalities

they think‘are expected Since the interview is‘often the

first time the individual has thought about his reasons for

immigrating, then the use of the mono- factor approach

\fncreases the risk of getting expected generality responses.

.7
» - . °

" The multi-factor approach Several investigators

ﬁisenstadt 1954 2-5) provide theories of immigration which%&
incorporate individual and~social system dynamics into a |’

configurat

al explanation of immigration They argue that

a condition of rustration, termed differently as 'the

ustration of

and " to gratify expectations,' predispose the
v h v . . .
potential ‘'migrant to migrate. 'They argue that the conditions

of frustrations and anxteties may have different causes,

i ‘ _ _ : .
.depending on the levels of social and economic progress within

9

i ' ' .
the donor countries Eisenstadt (1954) argues, for example,

] that the failure to gratify expectations in the adaptive,

-

10

he four elemental wishes,' 'balked disposition,'
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instrumental solidarity, and worthwhile pattern of life
spheres during the era of massive immigrations due to the
stress of overpopulation, are close&y related to tne social.
,and economic conditions-of‘the times. With reference to .,
Eisenstadt'S»(19§H5228) study,. these conditions inelude; |
. the decomposition of the medieval and"mercantilist economy
in Europe andﬂthe rise of autonomous economic motivation and
achievement orientation5-the rise of modern'political‘ N
institutions and ideologles and the deVelopment of aspira-
tions toward llberalism and. democracy and of general univer—
salistic orientatiohs, and, the development of individualism
and the gradual transformation of traditional group life and

} of traditional value orientations and 1dentifications. -,

'There 1s some evidence (Brown:l95§)vto support the

view #&hat immigrants are more a xlous and frustrated than
non%%%grants;_and (Richardson/t1959) that intending migrantS‘
are /) ore ambitious, more. mot vated and more interested in

*haﬁ work and action than non—migrants Thus, at a socio-

_ psyc ological level, the general view of frustration and

anXiety‘as the motor of immigration'seems‘to be substantiated.

However, while this provides a possible explanation of w;x
individuals emigrate, there is still a need to determine how
this process of frustration occurs 1nvmodern settings.

A .Someitheoretioal answers to the question of the
nature of thefrelationShip between the acoumulation of

frustnations at the individual‘level and social structural_

11
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processeiéare provided by Brody (1%69:132): He argues that
the devel pmentnof the individual intérhai system, (made up
of distillates of ungratified wishes and a multiplicity of

othenr factors)'is‘a process. Thils process interacts with

-

another process--the increasing‘differentiatioh of society

into eub—systemt " It is the interactioh of these two complex

P

processes which determines emigration. Brody (1969 16) notes

that.

. sub-systems, by virtue of their differences. in

.density, 1solation, and the physical or soclo-cultural

barriers to intercommunication, may provide means per-

mitting the actor to move away from involvement with

core aspects of the system . . . as the number and

frequency of these dissociation-from-the-core-experiences

increase, the individual will bee¢ome progressively with-
<./’drawn from the system, and 1t seems likely that he will

eventually migrate .

There is some evidence to support Brody's theory

For example,- Brown (1956) has foun? that migrants are more
ib’responsive' to ‘their eivironment.than non—migrants. In a

similar veinngrijda‘(i95§) has found thatiDutch emigrants

disblay a fairly profound dissatisfaetion with life in

Holland, and have a "slighter attachment to the D&tch

culture pattern" than do non—migrangs. Althodgh these findings

cannot be generalized to all cultures and to all conte#ts,

they are nevertheless hoteworthyf : B
| One may‘includevwithin the conception of 'diss;qiation—
from-the-core' the focus on a shift in identificatiohs;. That
is, as the individual shifts his identifications from those

at the core of hils society to thosey,at the periphery of his
. A v :

.2 R FS ' - 5
. ' s
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society, he becomes "divided";&Horowitz:1975:115—121) in
terms of his alleglances within that society. ﬁoweVer as
the contraction of boundaries continues and . the subsequent
division of identificational loyalties increases, it 1s
possible that the process will\terminate by the individual
shifting his idéntifications from the local, regional, or
national groups to the international sphere{ and emigrate.
‘However, it should be noted tHat not all emigrants
leave because of: frustration and experiences of dissociation-
) from-the -core. The high rates of return migratioq betweep )
vcountries imply that in many cases the reasons underlying_

“ 2

the immigration may be travel and adventure, temporary
'career‘strategies, or migration for some reasons other than
the 1nabillity to identify\g%rongly with one's original
setting. Furthermore, (Appleyard:l96ﬂ:150), not all emi-
grants are multiply—motiyated Elder parents who immigrate‘
to reunlte-with their offspring and young people who immi-
grate to enjoy travel and adventure, constitute, two types

of immigrants who are influenced by one main reason only.

‘Another type of immigrant appearsrto be motivated solely

- by career reasons. Richmond (1969) argues that in industrial'

and post industrial societies where international career

orbits make emigration an occupational neoessity, a profes-

sional occupational ty

immigrant has emerged. Although

there have been no in-de th studi%s this type of immigrant,

Ed

the preliminary ected for this 'esearch»show that

13
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Immigrants who correépond to Richmond's "transilient type"
seem to move for the purpose §f advancing their careers.
ﬁowever;.fhe pilot interviews also show a larger proportion
of immigrants, qu}te distinct from the cafeerists, who are
mofivated by a.multiplicity of factors. It seems 01ear that®
there is a negq for an-émpirical typoloéical approach which
can apply a combinatlon of the mono-factor and multi;factor

. e , . -
approaches to the study oﬁ reasons for immigration.

Reasons for Immigration and Ethnic Identitw,

Several investigators have speculated about ‘the
: Ed
relatiogship between reasons for immigration and ethnic

identity retention and some empirical research has been done

<

in this area. For example, some Mennonites were ﬁ%ynd

(Driedggr:l973:2§8)'to have been impelled to immigrate in-

order to retain thelr ethnic identity. Anothér study

- (Richmond in‘Hanins:l978}8ﬁ has found that the transilient

type of immigranﬁ”is‘leSs-committed to the host country than
‘the non-transilient immigrant; However, 1n Richmond's study-
the Questiéﬁyof the saligpce of ethnic identity cawm.be raised

‘fsince the transilient type masyy not be committed to either

the 'old' or théiTnew' cultures. " “

Investigators‘in Canad? (Hawkins:1972:21) and the.
United States'(Eishmaﬁ:l966:28) have notgd-the changes in
the characteristics of immigrants sihce»Wofld War II. -They
Pelate these charaéteriétics-to differences in the'positions'

‘ g
immigrants have been té&king toward the cultures of their

14
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adopted countries.  Hawkins argues that modern migration'is r
"characterized by a substantial professional and managerial
component, 5& better educated immigrants, and‘by a wider
class représentation. The modern emigrant 1s better informed,
more mobile, and more cautious. Fishman (1966:28) observes
that the greater proportion of immigrants with formal educa-
utional training in their mother tongue, ahd with.disciplined
study of their literary standard and their literature,

¢

results in the tendency for these emigrants to possess strong
and conscious national séntiments‘towa;d their country of
originl‘lHe adds that such characteristics maythave immediate
positive consequences for the maintenance of languagé;and
ilanguage loyalty However, he raises the question of whether«
the possession of such characteristics would have positive
consequences for the retention of ethnic identity, or whether
they would make Americanization eyen'more rapid and less
painful. |

H. Palmer's (1975) historical sketch of Canadian
immigration suggests one answer to Fishman's question One
could link the changing class composition of post World War II
fimmigrants to the demands for multiculturalism, and argue
that the professional type of immigrant leads these demands
Since those of Ukrainian descent from professional and
executive families were found (Bociurkiw:1966: 28) to have the
highest degree of identification with and commitment to

Ukrainian afiairs, Palmer's position has some empirical
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support. However, Boclurkilw's sample'includes first, second,
and third generation immigrant:, many'of whom were presumably
pre-World War II immigrants‘or‘descendents of pre—World War II
immigrants. Thus, Bociurkiw's study seems to support the
observatlon that professional and executive‘occupational types
identify more strongly with their ethnicity“than do non—'n
professionals; but, the findings may not apply to the new .

professional occupational-type of postwar immigrant.

The Research Problem

The fact that macro- level studies have provided

"’3

confusing results illustrates that the relationship between
migration and socio- economic change is complex, and that
individual level study of this relationship might be a more
appropriate level of analysis Unfortunately, individual—
level studiesfhave also failed to 'bridge the gap' between

migration and socio-economic change. The above review of

suggests that this may be because thex have

[

! neglect the facts that many immigrants give

the liter tu

';reasons for immigration, and that many respondents

ve the interviewer the 'expected generalities' they

nk the interviewen wants to near. JThese pnoplems may be
f/circumvented by conducting an in-depth probe of the reasons

,//// given for immigration coupled with an analysis og the 0
; patterns of the reasons thus established. The results of

the application of this approach’may lead to the development

>



of a typology of feasons tor immigrntidn which 1y emptrtceally
érounded and s thus more representative ot the"dlnt;l'
complex of reasons for immlgration.

The feview of the literature further suggests that
since the emigrant 1is one wyHo has become progressiveiy
dissociated—from-the—coré of his saclety, then his reasons
for emigrating should be related to his attitudes toward
ethnic identity when he has arrived in Canada. There are
two main directions to be followed in the investigation of
this relationship, although the absence of informs&ion upon
which to develop specific hypotheses suggests that in each
case these directions should be framed as guestlions to
explore rather than hypotheses to test. First, what dimen-
- sions of ethnic identity will reasons for immigration be
related to? One may Inquire iq,advance about which if the
dimensions found in Driedger's (1975) Winnipeg sample will
also be found in the Edmonton sample? Will the items making
‘up the dimensions}be.the‘same? Second, are certain socio-

“y —_— .
economic and soclo-demographic groups more or less prone to
high levels of commitment‘to ethnic 1dentity? Are more
recent‘immigrants more intense about their-identities than
the earlier wave of immigrants? What other soéio-demogfaphic
variables are assoclated with the dimension of ethnic identity?

- Thus, the research 1s guided by the following questions:

1. Gilven an empirically grounded typology of reasons for

immigration and given measures of dimensions of ethnic

S . -



idehtity; what 1s the relationshipdbetween fbesg reasons
énd’these dimensions of ethnié-ideﬂtity? | | |
'2; What other socio—écono@ic or,socié—demographic variables
are impgrtaht influences on thé dimensions of ethnic .
identity?

In Chaﬁter ITI we will aiscuss'the procedureé

followed. in this exploratory study, and in Chapters v and V

the é%scussion will center around the aboye research questlons.

=y
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v T - CHAPTER III

MeTHODs - o .

]

—

The methods followed in this investigation were
influenced to a large degree by the exploratory'nature of
the study, as well as .the writer S limited resdurces
First the study had to be limited in scope to allow for
A detailed investigation of the main variables Second ,
for presentipurposes the in&erview technique seemed to be.,a
more appropriate than a mail out questionnaire, mainly
because of thé need for obtaining as much information as -
wpossible on reaéons for immigration and ethnilc identity.
Additionally, the interview technique would likely provide
; new insights into the relationship between these two vdriables.
| Third,‘g%ven the limited resources avai&able, the’size of the:
sample had to be limited considerably, but_ not to the point»
of Jeopardizing the objectives of the study. Fourth and
finally, .the study was limited to one ethnic group, the'

R
German community of Edmonton Alberta,; pertly because of the

» /

small size of the sample envisaged and partly because of ‘the

value of controlling for ethnicity-related variables.v

o

‘The Population and the Sample '3

’ ‘ For the purpose_of the study, the population to be < {
.. sampled is defined as German males who immigrated to Canada

e

t“~m.19<
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betweeﬁil9U9 and 1969, and who wefe.frbm 5 to 50 years'of "
agé when they arrived in th;s country. The study is limitéd‘
téd male respondents in order to eontrol‘for sex. Because of
the five-year waiting time before be;ng eligible' to apbly
for Canadian citi;ehsbip,_the study 1is limited to those
immigrants who'came to'Qanéda in or befdre'l969.-vThére are
no precise statisticé:on the size.of the target populatian,
but according to,Appendii A it is estimatéd to be betwgen

4,300 and 5,100 persons. - \
. 2

Unfortunately, the .target population 1s too 'well

.. hidden' to allow the selection of a randoﬁ Sample.  Danziger- \,

(1971), for example, attempted to empléy a random samplingf
procedure in his Toronto survey of Germans ang Italians, but
hdd\to give up oh this procedure in the case of the Germans, b

becéuSe of the 'invisibility' of the German group. Danziger

e

(1971:32) stated that: ; | o »

: + + 1t proved much more difficult to find a group of
‘German immigrant children than a group of Italians.

This observatibn was subétantiated by more receﬁt_data e
: ‘ SN )
provided by O'Bryan et al. (1975:455),

In view.of the above difficulty, as well as the

) prdhibitivé COSt'Of a probabillity samble, a purposive sample

‘of 80 persons waspéélected. As indicated above, only male,
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post¥War German‘immigrants between the ages of 5 and 50

‘years were included in the sample. S )

It should be pointed out that originally,'the sample

slze was set at 40 respondents, but following a score of

interviews it became necessary to double the sample size.

$

'The reason for this was to obtain equal representation of two

types of German respondents——Volksdeutsche and Reichsdeutsche.

The socio ~cultural context of these two types of Germans are

significantly different and it was felt necessary to obtain a
Ve

sufficient number of respondents from each category

The decisions concerning the. sample and 1ts charao%ér-

”Jistics may have influenced the findings of this study For
\example, restricting the sample to only the post-War immigrants,

.and to only males, may have gesulted in a less ethnically

committed sample.. That is, it has been argued (Schneider, in
Parsons, T,, 1975:66) that in most ethnic groups the mother

is the symbolic guardian of'ethhic ldentity.: Thus, the exclu-
sion of the females may_have resulted in a distortion of the

picture of ethnic identity attitudes in the Edmonton immigrant

-German popuiation. Similarly, it has bEen argued (Hawkins:

o
1972 Richmond:1969) that post-War immigrants differ from

~

‘ the pre-War immigrants in terms of the former's better

?
education, more-~urban background, and wider class

representation. Thus, the attitudes of those interviewed g
in this study may not be representative of the immigrant

generation of EdmontonNGermans as' a whole. Since the pre-War

el e
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i , L 4
immigrants were most often-aériculturalists .and since the
-rural orienbation tends to be associated with traditionalism,
then it follows that the sample which was interviewed may be
less traditional and pérhaps less involved in their ethnic
identities, than the pre-War immigrants. ‘l

Age was a problem_in this study. bn the one‘hand;
it was considered important!to obtain as wide a range of
ages as possible; but, on the other.hand,_there were diffi-
culties‘expected in the évaluation of‘the accuracy of the
retrospective responses of the different age groups. As a
compromise, only 5 respondents between the ages of 5 and ll
“.were interviewed.. The remainder of the sample were between_“

\

~the‘§ges of\12_and 50 at the time of immigration. '

The Interview Schedule N RN

The - author collected ;Ee data for this study using
an'. interv1ew approach A Series of pillot interviews were
conducted in the fall of 1975 to establish the final format
for the 1nterview schedule (Appendix B). The interviews 4 >
proper took place between March and Mayvof 1976 in Edmonton, -
”Alberta.. On the average, the length of each interview was
approximately 45 minutes, the range being bé?ween 30 minutes o
and two hours. ‘ ‘ : o | \\
The respondents' mofivation to cooperate'in'the
study appeared to be extremely high in most cases. There‘
were no instances of failure to establish a working | -

'rapport.' This may have been due to the subject matter of -



the interviews. Many of the respondents seldom'articulated
i ] . . .
their reflections on their previous lives 1n Germany because g
I4

they were afraid they might give Canadian‘liétenérs the

impression that they preferfed Germany to Canada. Eb avold

’*this‘probleﬁ the‘respondenté'interviewed had tended to avoid
the subject of Germany. Thus, the interview situation was

for many of the respondents the first time they had revealed

their attitudes. One suspects that this may‘Hhve~been one

_ ” . .
important reason for thelr strong interest in dealing with

-
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th? questions posed'in this study. i ' | L

Each respondent was interviewed according to the

format of the interview schedule. BeCagse‘of the explora-.

tory goal of specifying the variables important to ethnic

identity, the questions were designed to "tap' a wide ‘range
of vatiables reléted to ethnic identity suggested by'tommon
sense, theory, ahd data. Att;tudes to ethnic identity wefe
measurediby'the'u%e of Driedger's Ethnic Cultural Attitudinal
InVentory_(§CAid, eﬁdNEiﬁgie—;tem scales, one on citizenship,-

and the other two on self-ethnic identification. For questilons

with an open ended format, the resggnses were probed in-depth. °

-

It was anticipated that in the’ case of reasohs for imqigration,
for exemple, the more inedepth probing abprdach would\be more
likely to unéovervthe general pettern/undérlying the stated
ﬁotives for immigratidn. Fdr,issues which dig ﬁot.require*an

exploratory treatment, the;standard suryey approach was used.



&:-.

It is recognized that there are problems of validity
and reliability wilth questions involving retrospection.
A number of circumstances might have led to distortions in

the responses given to the questions asked There 1s. no

‘conclusive evidence to indicate that the respondents gave

accurate answers., They might have given responses which
built up their status in their own (or in the interviewer s)
'eyes'; they might zdmply not have recalled the specifics

of the past situation' or,‘they might'have re—arranged' '
these specifics in their own mind for conceptual clarity,
but in this process they might have left out the essentials.

To minimize some of the above problems, the writer

B

questioned those responses which appeared to be inconsistent*”

and the issues were explored until the particular inconsist-
ency (and any other which might have surfaced during the
check) had been given an adequate explanation. While/the
researcher 1is satisfied that he was. able to resolve the
inconsistencies which he detected, it is not possible to

argue that the responses obtained to these retrospective\/

. questions represent !the real reasons.' By virtue of their

retrospective nature, they may have contained distortion
| Not only the respondent but also the interviewer

may have contributed to distortion In the responses By

P

highlighting certain kinds of responses which he felt were

important the interviewer may have directed the responses.

h&though an attempt was made to avoid interviewer biasing

24
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effeéts by attempting to appear as--detached as pbssible
during the interview, neveftheless, interyiewef bias may
ﬁave occurred. | |

- The interview schedule.asked questions 1n a number
of areas relévanq to the study. The initiall"warm—up"
queétions were designed to relax the,respondents while at‘thg
same time eliéiting information about their bédkgrounds.
These were followed by a set of questions which could be
described. as th@vrespondéntfs "immigration history.'. There
were also a number_of guestions whicg explored the sétisfaction
of the respondent with his/iife in Germany. The femaining
sets of questlons werevassociated mainly with the situation

of the respondent in Canada. They included questions on

employment hiétory, attitudes toward cltizenship, the use of

“ethnic organizatiohs and the Germanvlanguage, the pércéptions

of distrimination dire@ted at them, and the current socio-

economic status of each respondent.‘ The remaining questions

‘explored respondentéattifudes toward ethn;c £EQ5tity and
ﬂmulticultufélism. The following section will elé%}rate on

‘certain parts of the interview schedule.

X
The Main Variables Studiled

Three basic sets of vaffables were investigated 1n

this research. They included reasons for immigration, ethnic

]

identity, and sobio—demographic vafiables.

o



Reasons for Immigration

° . Reasons for immigration‘were investigated by asking
two open-ended qdestions 1 The first question, made up of
two parts, was designed to lead into the area of reasons
for immigration. The first part of the question asked:
"In what year did you first begin to think of immigrating
to Canada”", and the second part of this question asked:
"What made you think of Canada at that time°"-

The second question was designed to more fully
explore the reasons. It asked the.respondent to explain‘whx
he immigrated to Canada. Responses to this question were
checked for ineonsistency and'then-recorded. "Each set of -
answers to this question was subsequently analyzed for 1its
dominant"patte;ns. Unfortunately, the eXisting theory and

data in this area were not sufficient to provide a rationale

for organizing these responses into patterns. Consequently,

the responses were examined by using two different approaches.

One of these involved differentiating between the Tresponses

in terms of guantitz That is,bresponses were examined in .,

‘terms of the number of reasons given for immigration, with

]

one type of response involving only one reason (mono—reason

<

’ response) and’ the other involving a multiplicity of reasons °

(multi-reason response). While the results obtained by the

1The reader is referred to: pages 50 to .61 in, Chaptér

V' for a discussion of the results obtained by using these
questions. - )

N - |
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~use of this approach were interesting, they did not take

into account the content ‘of the reasons. The second approach

attempted to organize the responses 1nto patterns on the

' basis of, ,their content. The individual reasons were cross-
ytabulateg against the dimensions of ethnic identity to deter—
mine 1f some responses tended to be associated more with‘
high ethnic identity. When this procedure was employed it
»was discovered that for the linguistic .identity dimension,
'there were two basic patterns<df reasons for immigration
vAltnough the use of the 1ldentity dimensions to assist in

organizing the data has serious shortcomings, it was unavoid-

_able given the present state of tpeory and data in this area.

Ethnic Identity = -
Ethnic identity was defined using two different
approaches. These approaches produced six dimensions of \

ethnic identity.2

Approach "A". Some dimensions were determined by

oblique rotation factor analysis of a modified version of
Driedger'So(l975),scale. Driedger's scale was used because
he uncovered many dimensions of ethnic identity, a finding

which 1s'consistent with the wide-ranging focus of this

D

2Approach "A" produced four dimensions of ethnic
identity and involved a factor analysis of scale items based
on Driedger's (1975:155) scale of ethnic identity. Approach
"B" involved the use of responses from two single-item
questions, one measuring self- ethnic identification, and the
other measuring citizenship hesitaﬁion

27



éxploratory stuay. The dimensions he unCOVfredﬂwere:
parochial education, religion, endogamy, language,‘organi—
zatlions, and friends. Mggification.made to the 1ltems prior
to the collection 6f the data included Slight changes in-
wordling necessitated by the uniqﬁe situation of the‘Edmonton‘
Germaq samﬁlé,ﬁthe deletion ok four items measuring attitfudes
to parochial;éducation (necessitated by the fact that for
thig Samplé{ ther%‘were hQ parochial sghools), and ﬁhe
deiétioh of two of the four_items measuring att}tudeq to
Gerhan organizations. It 1s here argued that the two items
excluded from thris study mgasdred the degree of'the respondQ
ent's knowledge about rather than ﬁis attitudes toward - '
ethnic orgéﬁizations. Recent findings (0O'Bryan SEJ21°:1975)
have shown that the sallence of’ethﬁic°organizations seems
to be 16w for host 1ndividuals, an ;some investigatérs have
argued that the rqle played by sudh factors has been over- N
rated. Thus, the exclusion of two of Driedger's’ items con-
cerning organizations’is Justifiabie on both methadolog}cal
and empiricél grounds.

'For the initial factor analysis, 18 (out of Driedger s
24" 1tems were included. Chaptéf IV will provide more ~\

information on thqﬁitems making up the dimensions employedj’

?by”this'fesearch.3 T

- 3The reader is referred to Appendix B, questilons:

38-1, 38-5, 38-9, 38-13, and 38-17, for examples of items
comprising the language, religion, endogamy, friends, and
the organizations dimensions  employed by this research.
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-Each of these 1tems was structured into a four-'
point Likert scale with a fifth—poing}category employed for
those who could not answer the question. Since this was
.the case for oﬁly one respondent and since he was excluded
froa the analysis, the four-point scale(@as the one which
was'eventually'used. The use of tﬁe Likert scale requires
that the dlrection of the intensity of the'attitudes,be
consistent. Sinoe Driedger's scales included some lﬁems
which had been reversed to prevent the respondents from
developing response sets, the relevant items were converted
after the interviews in order‘&o maintain a uniform dlrec—

\

- tion of intensity 'of the agreement-disagreement scale. The
reSults of this coding procedure were then facpor analyzed.
Using %he obtained_factor score coefficiehts, a
factor score for each respondent on:each of the four factors'
was obtained by the use of the following general equation

presented as an option available in the factor analysis sub-

routine in Nie et al., The Statistical Package for the Socilal

Sclences (SPss)31975:

Factor Scare(factor 1) = Facscore coeff‘icientl

' . i , :
\ ((itemlscoge)-Meaniteml +
¢ Standard Deviationiteml) o

... Facscore coef‘ficientn

-

: K]
itemn

)

itemn -

((itemnscore)—Mean

.'Standard deviation
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éeiause thgmpfu?ary statlstical method emplbyed by
this resegpceh QSQ'Lne cross-tabulation analysils and because
it was anticlpated that most of the variables to be used
in the analyses would bé nominal level data, the respondents'
standardized factor scores were converted 1into dicho;omous
varlables by defining scores from -3 to O‘as low, and those

between 0 and +3 as high. Thus, each respondent was categor-

1zed as either high or low on each of the four factors.

'Apprbach "B", Self-ethnic identification was déter-
-mined by'érprocess which alléwed the respondent to give
conslderation to each typé of self-ethnlc identification .
before choosing the dne which best descriibed ﬁim (questioﬁ
39 1n Appendix B).’ The respoﬁdents were told that ‘the
question was bfteh a difficult one for people to answer
since it asked them to describe how others felt, and they
were told to feel free‘ﬁo»takg as much time in answeringtthe

question as they required. The question was Ehen read to

\them in the form shown in the Interview Schedule.

After providing answers for each type of self-ethnic

identity, the respondents were asked to state ‘the oﬁe which‘

?

" . best described them. Those who: identified with‘the "Canadian

fbf German background" or "Canadian-only" categories”Were
viéﬁed as dne type--'more-Canadian—emphasis'-—ahd thosé who
identified with the "German-Canadian" or "German only"
éategories Were ;iewed as‘representing a secondytype——‘

'more-German-emphasis.’



Attitudes toward Canadlan cltizenshlp were determined
by a measure of cliltizenship "hesltatlon." Ho ftattion was
determined by the number of years taken to receive cltizen-
ship. Of those who received “their cltizenship, 36 retelved
it within 6 years from the date of arrival in Canada, while
the remaining 34 took from 7 to 27 years to apply for 1it.
'No hesitation' was defined so as to include those who  took
6 or fewer years to obtain the cltizenship (one year of
grace.was allowed for 'red tape'); and, 'hesitators' were
defined as those who took seven or more years to become
Canadian citizens.

Table 1 shows the percent and frequency distribution

obtalned for each of the dimensions of ethnic identity.

Socilo-demographic’ Variables

Soclo-demographic variables ;Ere:introduced into
the investigation of the relationshib between reasons for
immigration and ethnic identity to elaborate theyconditions
under which assoclations between variables were maintained

or modified to protect against the possibility of mistaking
; -

N
P

La 'spurious'’ association for a 'real' one.
The socio-demographic variables considered here may
be conceptualized for interpretive convenience as two
different 'blocks' of variables. The German block ‘includes
those Variables specific to the German environment whicn

2]

- had been discovered to be significantly related tolsome, or
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at least one, of. the ethnic identity dimensions They
differentiated between the respondents at the time of *mmi—
gration. The Canadian block of variables were those which
%*turned out to be. significantly related to at least one
x,dimension of ethnic identity. These wariables are specific
.~ to the Canadian environment, differentiating between the

-

respondents in terms of current characteristics ‘ e

The following is a descriptior® of the German— and s
' Canadian-block variables. -The Germanfblock variables
included‘the following: type of German background (Volks—

deutsche or Reichsdeutsche), the financial situation in

Germany (self reported) the degree of satisfaction with
life in Germany (self- -reported), the marital status at the
time of immigration, the period of immigration, ‘and the
size of thetrespondent s birthplace. The Canadian-block
variables included measures of socio-economic status

education, income, and dccupation. Each of these sets of

" variables will be discussed in turn.

L

- ‘ | | '
The German block , Although a sample of only forty

was\initially planned, field investigation revealed that
the Edmonton German community tended to structure itself
wlth respect to ethnic ldentlty commitment into two types

of Germans——Volksdeutsche and Reichsdeutsche Consequently,

the sample size was doubled in order to, obtain equal repre-

,sentation of these two types if Germans. Inclusion of the

-
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Volksdeutsche was consldered particularly important because

’

of the resemblance between the background situations of

\ . this group and the Ukrainians in Poland and Russila. - Since"

it has often been argued that these conditions were respon—
sible for the present high level of ethnic identity of the
Ukrainians in Canada, it was- anticipated that the Volks-
deutsche would be. similarly high on ethnic identity

The Reichsdeutsche are those Germans who at the

beginning of World War II were within the territorial
horders of Germany and who were born;of German parents.

ThevVolksdeutsche were those who were living outside the

territorial borders of Germany in countries such:as Poland
and Czebhoslovakia, or Russia, at the beginning of World

tWar II The Voldeeutsche are descendants of'German citizens

who were invited by Catherine the Great of Russia in 177U to

-

settle and cultivate land i er domain. These.German agri-
.:vu/

turalists (Dawson 1:1936: 275) established bloc settlements

- whigdh quickly became isolated German colonies.
| "The preservation of culture and.traditions was con-
giderable in these colonies One respondent observed- that

his Volksdeutsche wife still spoke a dialect of German which,

although common in Germany in 1775, was now only spoken by

certain groups of Volksdeutsche It may be argued that

having territorialized themselves, and being socially,
linguistically, and religiously isolated from their host

countriés\\these people were in a posbtion, similar to that

e

>
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of the Ukrainians in Galaclia and Bukovina, where their
'snrviyalias a gronp depended dpon their ability to withstand
Polanization and Russi}ioation;- Since they were‘successful
_ inlthis, it seems reasonable to assume that they would have
internalized the valueS'of the‘preservation ovaerman
customs and converted theh into traditions which would have

. /
been transportable to Canada Thus, one might expect the

Volksdeutsche to be more committed to thelr ethnic identity

than the Reichsdeutsche

Since there are two types of Geﬁﬁa/s in this study,

" it was necessary to define German ethnicity in two ways.

)

For-Reichsdeutsche, thls was having a‘German father and

' having. been born wlthin the territorial borders of Germany
at the outbreak of World War II.;-German~ethnicity was

. o . A . , % . ’ N
considered to have been established for the Volksdeutsche,

1f ‘they considered themselves to be German and if they had

—~

been born outside the borders of Germany existing in 1939.
For those born within the German borders the emphasis in
this study was placedyon their parentage; whille, for those

«

born'outside the borders, the emphasis was placed on whether

or not they felt German. As one Volksdegtsche?respondent
pointed out: nIf a'pig is born in a stab'is it a pig or

a horse?"

-

‘Financial situation in @érmany was determined by a

question which asked the respondent to state how: he per—‘

eived his financial position in Germany te be relative to

N

Nl



the small sempiepsize and the subsequent difficulties in ot

other Germaris at that time. Although initially these
responses had been structured into four categories, they
were collapsed into a dichotomy of_those who percelved
theirfginancial situation as average or lower, and those
wh&”fflt that their financial position was,above average or
wealthy For the exact wordings for this and subsequently
discussed questions, the feader is~ referred to the Interview
Schedule in Appendix B.

Degree of satisfaction'ﬁith life in Germany wes

originally recorded in four pesponse categories. Because of

ihterpreting tables with four levels of this variable, it

A

ﬁMas Collapsed into two/categories- satisfied (comprised of

r

 those who checked "very satisfied" and "satisfied"), and

dissatisfied (cbmprised of those who checked "not very X
satisfied" and- "very unhappy"). To concretize the responsesk
to this question the respondents were asked what their
specific satisfactions or dissatisfactions had been. If -
they changed thelr minds upon being further questioned then

their initial response was ddjusted accordingly.

o

Marital status at the time of immigration wa s ,/-
initially structured in terms of the standard types of
eategories for this variable However, since onlyl e
respondent fell outside the married'and_single catggories )
(heing divorced), he was included’in’the group labelied'es"

single when they immigrated to Canada.

-
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Period of~immigration was determined by an examii
nation of the distribution of the years of arrival of the
respondents. This distribution was positively skewed with
a sharp drop occurring in 1955. -Interviews wlth respondents:
revealed that economic recovery in Germany began iv 1953_
with tne introduction’of a new monetary policy which-stabi-
lized,tne value of German currency. It may be argued that
by 1955 a new_socio—economic climate prevalled 1in Geémany'
which conid have influenced the character of the immigration
to Canada. Thnsg although the division of'the period of
immigration variable into two categories-onst—War (1949~
1954) @nd;recent (1955-1969)~~1s one employing unequel(time
interVals, it may be‘argued tnatlthese-two periodsbrepresent
two distinct'contexts‘fromvwhich German immigrants:to,Canada
eeme.-‘ | o R | - v -

‘vSize of birthplace was initially structured into
five population sizes less that 1,600;-1,000 to 5,000;
5,000 to 10, ooo 10,000 to 25,000; and above 25,000. Howexer,
the obtained distribution was u-shaped, with'most Of-the
sample falling into the extreme size ranges. The categories
‘were thus coIlapsed into two: 'more—rural' (those born in .

-~

population centers of less than 25 000 people), and ‘more-. './

e

urban' ftthose born in population centers.of more than 25,000).

» Table 2 shows the semple distributions on the above
| | P | | -
German-block variables. e

N . ’ - ’ N Q ’ v :
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The_ Canadlan-block. Education was measured in two

ways. One measure of educatlon used was based on educational

‘attainment This was the total number of years of formal
schooling which the respondent had. This was initially )

" structured in terms of four response categories:T "6 years
‘or less"; "T to 9 yeams"; "10 to 12 years"; and "more than
12 years " These were collapsed into two categories for |
purposes of cross- tabulation-v"l2 or fewer years," and "more
"than 12 years, “ The second measure of education employed in

T

this research‘related to additional education received in

Canada. The responses were dichotomized on t besis of

t

Whether or not the respondent received addition sichooling

in Canada.

“ Income was originall& structured into four cate-
éories: $9 ‘9§ or less;f$io;000 to $19,999; $20,000 to
$29,§99§'an29$30?000 and higher. However, to reduce
Interpretive oroblemsowith the Chi-square statistic and

because only one respondent'fell'into the lowest category,
'the lowest income earner was placed into the next highest

income range, and the resulting three categories were used
'in ‘the analysis. It must be noted that in each case,

'income' referred.to the reported total disposable income of
. the head of the household from any source before éaxes.

The final Canedian—block variable was occupation in
Canada. Tﬁis'was initially listed in specific form, but

since this ylelded almost fifty distinct types, occupation

\g)% : } an

A

Pl -
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L)

was dlchotomized: "managers and professional (including.
accountants, professors, managers of'large businesses and
owners of large businesses, lawyers, ministers, educators,
medical .doctors, engineers, and architects),«and "tradesmen"
(including various trades and also'those small entrepreneurs
whoSe‘business was ba;edAon theirvknowledge of a trade, plus
those whose trade orbit had led them into a supervisory
position).. ‘

e

Table 3 presents the sample distributions on the

Canadian block variables

vData Analysis

M

This section describes the procedures that were
employed in the investigation of the relationships Basic to

the study. In the interests of parsimony and coherence,

— v
this section wlll present 4 general description of the N

statistical procedures rather than a detailed account The.

reader is referred to the next two chapters for a detailed .~

discussion of:the factor analysis procedures, and the
procedures employed‘inkthe analysis of responseS‘to reasons
for immigration.

- There are tWo basic sets of relationships investigated
by this study. The first set is the relationship between

reasons for immigration and ethnic identity. The study of

this relationship involved, Ka) thendegivation of a typology

of reasons for immigration (discussed in detail in Chapter V),

' and (b) the determination of_the major dimensions_of ethnic

[ S R
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identity by means of an oblique rotation method of faotor‘
analysis (discussed in.detail in Chapter IV).M' The:other
indices of ethnic identity were denived‘by the use of the
sub—program."Frequencies."5 As‘indicated in the preceding
section, by means‘of eiamining the frequency distrioutions

of those with different self-ethnic identifications, and
those with different numbers of years of hesitation with
respeco to becoming bitizens, it was possibie to’ characterize
respondents as belng "more Canadian" or "more/German" in '

i

their self identity, and as being "hesitators" or "non—

L)

hesitators” regarding the acquisition of Canadian citizenship.

The relationship.between reasons for immigration and
) g

ethnic identity‘dimensions per se was investigated by the

use of the .sub-program "CrOSégabs."G_ This' program provides

contlngency tables and relateé measures of association for

the investigation of’relationships between 7 or fewer

variablesi The Chi-square test was applied to determine the
statistical significance of relationsnips.'ﬁAfter having’

determined which dimensions had been .significantly related’

-

to.reasons ‘for immigration, these relationships were further

BN .
et
e

-

: - uA description of the statistical and programming
procedures for oblique analysis is provided in the SPSS
Manual (1975 L68-514).

&

; a
5"Frequencies is described in the SPSS Manual

\4///’(1975 :181-201). .

6"Crosstabs" is described in the SPSS Manual (1975
'218f2ﬂ8) ‘ . h
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elaborated. The variables employed in the.elaboration “t [

analysis included the typology of. reasons for immigration,

the 'German-block' and the 'Canadianiblock' variables.

§E____X .
This chapter described the methods employed to

investigate basic variables and analyze relationships central

to this study The main issues Influencing the research
design were discussed at the outset. The sample was described
in terms of the reasons for using a purposive sample, and ‘
the implications of using this type of sample The descrip-
“tion of the Interview Schedule specified the timing oggthe
study, the kinds of questions asked in the study, and the
manner in which rapport was established between the responde
"ents and; the interviewer The next’ section described the
statistical procedures employed to explore the basic
relationships of this study. The next section described
’“three.basic sets of variables considéred'in the study: ~
reasons for immigration (including the development of a o
relevant typology) ethnic identity (six dimensions--
endogamy, religion, language, friends, self-ethnic identi-

fication,*and citilzenship hesitation), and socio—demographic

variables (two types--German context and Canadian context
1 2 . . ‘

variables)

u 3 ]
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CHAPTER IV

FINDINGS: ETHNIC IDENTITY®
This chapter presents the results of the procedures

used to derive the dimensions of'ethnic identity. The

results of the factor analytic approach are-presented first,

and this $s followed by a description of the results of

using the single questions approach.

N

Results of Factor Analysis

Factor analysls of a modified versiomiof ﬁfiedger's

(197§) scale preduced a four-dimensiohal measure of ethnic

items were to be included On the basis of ‘:c
a stop criterion of an eigenvalue of unity, five factors .
were obtained. Also, on the basis of the magnitude of the
'communality estimates obtained after reaching the stop

criterion; and, on the basis of their haVing loaded abo

.40, thevnumber of itéms to be used in the subsequent factor

analysis reduced to 11 from 18.

.

lA number of variables were included in this research
in an attempt to probe the influence of war guilt on attitudes
to ethnlc ldentity. These questions are shown in Appendi§,2m“*
as questions 30-33 inclusive. This research was unable to
find - any influences on ethnic identity which could be attri-
buted to war guilt as ‘measured by the questions which had
been included in this research L

[
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The factor analysls of these eleven ltems revealed
four fﬁctdrs. Table U4 shows the factor structure obtained.

The principal factor was endogamy-~comprised of two
items measuring attiltudes to.ingroup)marriage, and one 1ltem
each measuring attitudes to ingroup(friends and ingroup
dating. Thils factor accounted for 25.4% of the explained
variance. The second factor accounted for 19.8% of the
explained variance and was comprised of three i%ems measuring
attitudes to religion. It was labelled the "religious
ldentity" factor. The thirdijctor was labelled the "lin-
guistic ldentiey" factor; and, 1t accounted for lBiK% of the
explained variance. It was composed of two 1ltems which

measured attlitudes to the retention of lenguage.' The fourth

factor was labelled the friends - factor and it accounted for
10:7% of the explained variance | It was composed of three4
items meas ring attitudes.to { grougbfriends and one item
measuri the respfndent S atéi des to crossgroup dating
.The four factors together a%ed for 71.3% of the explained **‘
variance in the 11 items.2 | .

Obk@éuea rather than orthogonal, rotation was‘employed
because it was considered to be an empirically more realistic
approach. The a}ter-the—fact wlsdom of using oblique rofation

‘rather than orthogonal rotation was established by an exami-~-

nation of the factor intercorrelations. That is, the use of

2For a list of the exact wordfhg of the questions
making up the significantly loading items for each factor,
the reader is referred to Appendix C. .

4
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of "the German group" is not the same as belonging to the

47

/ I
orthogonal factof’analysis requires theéassumption of inde-

A 5
'pendent factors, and since the factors were correlated, the

analysis required the use of the oblique technique " Table 5
~

presents the intercorrelation matrix of the factors.
L"sh) 3 J

| <;\_ Table 5 shows that endogamy was positively associated
with both, religion and ingrdﬁp friends,'and that there was a
negatdve and nearly significant statistical relationship
between religion and the ingroup friends factors

Hindsight revealed that manyio? the items which had
been~excluded’from this analysis bﬁcause of their low
loadings had been perceived ascambiguous by the Edmonton
respondents. For example: "Being a member of the German
groub and religion is something I acknowledge because of my
birth, but I do not feel 1t important enough to actively
participate inf'was clearly ambiguous, since being a member
'German religion,ﬂ Another, although perhaps less'obvious Y

example of ambiguity in>wording, is: "It is embarrassing

for me to see Germans speaking German in a ‘mixed group.

7

Many respondents were, uncertain about whether they were'being

asked about their'feelings about 'the‘German’language“”or,“

the po} iteness of using German in a social situation’in which

some f the listeners might not be able to understand German

When the items excluded by this research were com—

'pared for their loadings on Driedger's factors found for his

.Winjtpeg sample, it was discovered that with one exception,

)
[
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) ’ Table 5 .
FactAr Intercorrelations (
Endogamy - Religion ‘Language  Friends
Endogamy - .21 . .02 .28 -
Religion - -- -.01 -.17
Languagé' - »o-- -- -.02
—_ - : V
Friends - -- -- --
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"sample was fairly evenly divided between the two levels of

to favor the more—

_ents felt that théw”

i

these items had 'the lowest of his significant loadings.’

While this may have been the result of the different attitudes
brought to bear on these dimensions by the different samples,
it may also have been the result of the greater sensitivity
to'ambiguous uordings'of-the smaller sample employed in this
research. Thus, the-present study may have a 'pureri measure
of the ethnic ldentity dimensions, uncluttered by ambiguous 5

items, or it may not depending upon whether it was the

ambiguity of the items or the different samples which may

‘explain the differences in significant loadings.

- The Single-~Question Approach:’'Self-Ethnic
Identity and Citizenship Hesitancy

Self-ethnic identification among this sample appeared.

gdan" emphasis: 56.4% of the respond-
h@@eéﬁanadian" response categories best

described them, and anurther 21.8% did not know how their

self-ethnic identification could best be described

Y The sixth and"$inal dimension of ethnic identity

employed by this researgh was citizenship hesitation. The_ :

‘this variable 48 6% of the sample were classified as

"hesitators," and 51. “% were classified as "non—hesitators.

Summari'l

The factor.analytic and single-question procedures
resulted in six dimensions of ethnic identity. These were:

endogamy, reli@ion, languag\{friends, self—ethnic )

49
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idenfifiqation, and,citizenship hesitation. These dimensions

will be used as aépendent variables 1n the foliowing exploé ,

ration of the relationship between reasons for immigration -

and ethnic ldentity dimensions.

[
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| CHAPTER V . o \
. . Y

FINDINGS: REASONS FOR IﬁNIGRATION AND ETHNIC IDENTITY

This chapter is:divided intqQ two main sections;
Responses to the’questions on%reasons for immigration - will
’be disoussedvin the first section to clarify the bases for

the’development of a typBlogyMof reasons for immigration.
The‘second p&rt of the chapter'will eiamine the relationship

between reasons for immigration and the previously described

dimensions of ethnic identity

N

Toward a Typology*of Reasons. for Immigration

I

ReaSQns for immigration were investigated by asking
a lead—in question, and then following the responses “obtained
"by thils question, with a question which asked the respondent

to give a more detailed response

The Leaden or Unprobed Question ‘
Thislquestion was‘desisnedvto prepare thenresﬁondent
for a*further probe. in the same area. The respondents were
“asked to state when they had first thought of immigrating
to Canada, and what 1it. was which had made them think of
'Canada at that time. It was interestihg~to observe that the

responses obtained by this lead in question appeared tO'have
\

,been similar tdo those obtalned by previous research in, the

51
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- area of individual-level studies of reasons for imﬁigration
(Richmond:l97u; Anderson:l97u). That is, exactly 51% of \;‘
the respondents gave the\influence of relatives or friends

in Canada as their initial‘reason for thinking of immi-
grating; lU%‘gavé the expectation of better employment
opportunities; 12% stated that they had been pushed away ,;I
‘from Germany because of deprivation conditions; another 12%

'» stated‘that they had been pulled to Canada by the perceived
morg'attractive style df life , here; 8% immigrated because

of the social stimuluS'of other7immigrants;'and U% stated
that they had first thought of immigratiné because of'trayel
and adventure reasons. Table 6 shows these reasons and

their associated percentages and frequency distributions
L Y

The Probed/Question | _ |
‘Table 7 shows the response categories obtained by

inspecting the answers to the Questioni Why did you immi-
grate to Canada? o e o |

' .The review of the literature and the pilot in%erviews
conducted prior to the finalization of the‘format”T’%he
Interview Schedule had suggested that when probed it wo@ld\\&,
be possible to distinguish two types of responses concer}ihg
‘reasons for immigration thedmono—reason response and the
multi-reason resppnse. ‘Table 7 shows the distribution of
the re 'ondents by these two types of responses: /It will
. erved that about one-half of the respondents were

hi

.—-\/‘ ’ *

e
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cross tabulated with the dimensions of ethnic identity. A -

55

prompted to immigrate to Canada by one of the following

reasons: (a) bellef that 1t was better elsewhere than in

/ ; v
Germany, (b) career oppQrtunities, (c) perception of
Ve
instabllity in Germany, awd (d) loss or dispossession

resulting from World War 'ITI. The respondents who gave the -
"better-elsewhere™ response immigrated because they expected
the‘conditions in Canada to be more "attractive" than those

in Germany._ Inathése°cases, attractive referred to less

-overcrowding, a more vigorous economy, and a less war-torn

environment. The "career" response included those respond-

ents who immigrated because thgy believed it would be

‘ad ntageous‘for thelr. careers. The respondents who gave .

'the'"fear-of instability" response immigrated because of

fears over the possibility of yet another war, a concern

with .the lack of personal freedom in Germany, and/or a s

concern with the polltical instability - ermany . Those
ho gave the "loss or dispossession" response had been

dispossessed of their lands, other property, or-close friends -

or relatives as a result of the war. .Any combination of

- these reasons was treated as a multi-reason response. About

one-half ofmthe sample gave multiple reasons for immiération.'
The above categories of reasons for immigration were

significant relationship was found only for linguistic

identity: 66.7% of those who gave,singlé~reason responses

ere high on linguistic identity, while-only 34.2% of those



who}gave multi—reason respon;es‘were equaliy high on lin-!
gulstic identity (Chi-square = 6.9, df = 1, p = .009).
FUrther analysis revealedtthat only the occupation-in-
Germany variable had been significantly related to reasone“
for immigration (and almost slgnificantly related to lin-
gulstic identity): 27. ?2 of those in the managerial and
professional category, compared to 65.8% of those in the
trades category, gave a single-reason response (Chi -gquare
= 3.7, df =1, p = 05), and 27.3% of those in the managerial
and professional, compared to 62.3% of those in the trades
category, mere high on linguistic identity (Chi-square = 2.87,
df = 1, p = .09). o |

HOocupation-in Germany was used as a controi varlable
to examine fdrther the relationshipAbetween reasons for
immigration and linguistin identlty. However, because of
the small number of respﬁndents in the managerial and

12

professional occupation group, it was not possible to deter-
mine the effect of this level of the control variable on

the original relationship The relationship between reasons'
for immigration and lingulstic identity was maintained for

those whose occupation in Germany came under the trades.

category L. -

lIt could be argued- that the relationship %gtween
reasons for immigration and linguistic identity was due to
the different education levels of the respondents. Those
wilth higher educatlon would tend, perhaps, to give more
complex, and hence, multi—reasons, while those with less
education would perhaps give mono-reasons. However, this

56/
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The finding that the mono-reason reshonses tended
to be assoclated with high linguistic identify and that the Y
multi-reason respbnées tended to be assoclated with low |
linguistig ideﬁtity may be intérpreted by reference to
common sense. Thét 1s, those who gave more than one reaéon
were probably more anxious to leave than those who gave only
one reason. Thus, one would expect the respondents who were’
mbtivéted by a multiplicity of reasons (multi-reason type) to
show less interest 1in maintaining‘their ethnic¢ identitiles .
(as expresééd through attitudes to thils language dimension
~of»ethnic identity) than those Qho gave only one'rea;on. g
| ‘While the typology of reasdps for 1mmigratioh based
- on the'quantity of reasons given has face valldity, it is
"likely tﬁatra>typology which used the contené of the reasons
would provide more explaéatory power. . However, because of:
. the poverty Bf theory and data iIn the area of iPreasons for
immigration reséarch, it was difficulf to uncover éontehé
_themes ;ﬁound which the‘probed reason réspor could be
organized.

Inspection of Table 7 revealed that there were no jg&%\»

self-evident patterns to the different,types'ofvresponses'
obtalned by probing°of‘the question on:reaSOns for immigration.
Nor did a more complete description of the events contained

within each one of the probed reasons help to organize the

was not the case. vAﬂstatistically significant relationship
between reasons for immigration and educational attalnment
was not found. , :



Q

‘individual responses. The basic types of reasons given were

W

the four types of single-reason responses: expectation of

conditions being "better elsewhere," pursult of the "career"

orbit, the "fear of instability," and "loss or dispossession.”

However, organizatlon of all of the responses into these
four types was not possible because many respondents gave
combinations of these types of reasons.

Since this preliminary examination did not reveal

4 ¢

" noteworthy patterns to the reasons given, an al%ernatiwe

approach was used to develop a typology of reasons haséd on
the content of the reasons which inwnived examination of
the distribution of these reasons on. the ethnic identity
dimensions. It was reasoned that 1f reasons for immigration

and ethnic identity were related, then certain of the probed

‘reasons would be associated with-high ethnic identity, while

e

others would be assoclated with low ethnic identity. Thus,
the 8 probed response types shown in Table 7 were cross-,

tabulated with six dimensions of ethnic identity.
~7

" Only for the case of,the linguistic identity dimen—*,

sion was It possible to discern a pattern to'the reasons

given:for immigration. Table 8 shows the results of this~

cross'tebulation. Some reasons tended to Ue associatQ?

high linguistic identity, and others with low linguistic &

identity.

il

i ©
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"instability," "loss and’instability," and "career," are too
- . ' d - ' ! .
small to warrant any generalizations. . Thus the percentages

@uassociated with these three categories, though high, may be

.

discounted Further examination of Table 8 shows that two

.groups of respondents are very high on linguistic identity

= those whose answers were classified under "better elsewhere,

~and those whose answers were classified under "loss and.

-

a

<

<9

L2

better elsewhere " In contrast two groups of respondents
are low on linguistic identity, these respondents come under

the categories of "instability and better elsewhere and -

ﬂ"loss,\\ngtability ana}better elsewhere. (None of the

respondents who come under the category of "loss or disposses-

-~

‘sion" are high on linguistic identity ) (These'results strongly

+

'suggest'the=existence of two important types of reasons for

immigratiOn:. one involving the themes of "fear-of-instability,"

while the other‘involving the’theme of "better elsewhere" -

(with' no reference whatsoever to instability) The*former

,type is associated with Lgy linguistic identity, while the

latter is associated with high linguistic identity.
However, this typol%gy does not incorporate or

explain for. the wide range of responsas encountered in the

"study, particularly those under the categories of: "career,

"loss " and "instability Indeed the careerists may

represent an altogether: different type of respondent Had a

sufficient numbep of this typelgeen obtained; it would have

© been differentiatedias a‘thirdvtype. However, since_only 7

-

\
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respondentsfgave the:career response, and since the cross-
- tabulations with this freouency would be impossible to
‘interpret the respondents who gave the career response Werd$,

excluded from the calculations involving the reasons for

. )t/ I
~immigration variable. The same difficulties are associated
with the category of "loss or dispossession. |

% It proved difficult “to explain the high linguistic

identity of the two respondents who gave the,"instabilityﬁ_

response (Table é),‘particularly in
the-fear—of—inStability attern re5 »
low on linguistic identity “The two cases in question may
have been the result of the operation of chance factors.

» Had more cases come under the category of minstability," it
is possible that 'such respondents would have tended to show
similar linguistic identity intensities (low) as those whose
l_responses reflected "fear-of- instability "’ This research
&1assumed that chance-factors were operative, and the insta- a
bility responses were thus included within the fear—of—,ﬂ
instability pattern of responses, in spite of the apparent

differences in linguistic identity intensity.

Thus, the two seemingly important response patterns

el

‘revealed in this study were: the better-eksewherevpattern'
(composed of the "better—elsewhere"-response, plus the
"loss and better elsewhere" combination response), and the

fear-of instability pattern (composed of the "loss, insta—

'bility, ‘and better elsewhere" combination response, plus

Ay
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_the "instability and better elsewhere" combination response, )

R

fibination response, plus

To further investigate the appropriateness of this

typology, the individual responses ogsaaned by the _probing

of the question on reasons for immigration were‘cross—

tabulated with the occupatiOn'in—gg%many variable.

Inspection of Table 9 shows that’ the derived typology appeared

(18

to differentiate between 0ccupation types Thus, 72 8% of'

the respondents who had. been categorized as managers and

'professionals gave reasons which were part of the "fear—of—

'similar kinds of reasons.

m‘

instability" pattern; while only 34.4% of the tradesmen gave

L Al P
Gl "

The Relationship Between Reasons. for Immigration
and Ethnic Identity

. The "better elsewhere" and the "fear-of- instability"

3patterns of reasons appeared to be similar to Eisenstadt'

formulation of the motives for emigration (1954 2).
Specifically, if Eisenstadt S 'instrumental' and 'facilities‘
for adaptation' spheres -of motivations for immigration (in ‘
which the cause of the emignabdonris‘considered'to be frus-
tration due %o blockage in these spheres) were combined,

then ‘the category of 'better e%gewhere"would appear to be

congruent with this combined categorizftion.r For, among

those who gave théﬂ"better elsewherei response'pattern the. - -«

emphasis for the immigration was placed on the lack of

/
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'system with which. they could identify in Germany

64

. i . ’
g

opportunities,lanh the lack of economic and social attrac—
tiveness of lifeﬁin Germany,”compared to the oppositeycon-
ditions which wére‘perceived tO;%XiSt in Canada;'_Similarly,
a combination of Eisenstadt’ s»'worthwhile pattern of'life'
aﬂd 'aspirati ns to solidarity spheres.of‘motivaﬁfons (in
kwhich the cause of the emigration was again considered to be

O

the result oﬂ frustrations caused by blockages in these

‘ spheres) apgeared to be congruent with the "fear-of—instability"_

pattern of reasons for immigration Those who gave thils

»

response pattern were concerned over the threat of another

l

war in Germany, with the lack of personal freedom, with the

I

o political instability of Germany--in short, they had been

concerned. with the absence of a‘Shared andbstable value//

The significance of the derived typology to that
proposed by Eisenstadt lies in the explanatory power of
Eisenstadtggiformulation for later behavior” in the Canadian
context °vThat i1s, 1if *those respondents who gave the "fear-
of-instabili y" response were looking for new sets of Values' .
-withﬁwhich_t identify; then_they,would be predisposed to
change‘upon rrival ingcanada.J‘On the other hand, if those _
giyinggthe'" etter elsewhere".reasons were looking for
’alternatiye. outes to. reach ‘goals which had been’frustrated

2

in Germany, hen they may not be predisposed&to change in

. the Canadian setting, to the same degreer Edsenstadt (1954:4) .

. r .
i T

has argued that:

[



this research. l ) s

|

_ the analysls of the' immigrants' motives for immi-
gration and consequent 'image' of the new.country 1s

not of historical interest alone, but 1s also of cruclal
importance for understaq%ing his initial attitudes and
behaviors in his new setting It 1s this 1initial moti-
‘vation that . . . declides the immlgrants' orientation
and degree of readiness to accept change (1954:4).

Thus, the investigation ofvthe relationship between -

.
: 4

reasons for immigration and ethnic identity attitudes in

'Canada makes it possible to examine ethnic ldentity as a

- complex process with its origin in dispositions arising out

of forces in the country of emigration,‘and with its on-

going development being shaped by forces in the country of

. immigration. It will be interestfig to explore the relation—

ship between the two response patterns of reasons for
immigration;;and'the‘strength in Canada of the.immigrants'

attitudes on the dimensions of ethnic identity employed by

Reasons for Immigration and‘Linguistic Identit%‘

As one would expect3xgiven the manner;in which the
typology of reasons for immiération had been derived, a
clear_relationship between'reasons.for inmigration;and
linguistic identity was found: only 30.3% of those giving
the "fear-of-instability" pattern of reasons were higp on

)

linguistic identity (Chi-square = 10.5, df = . 1, p‘;~.Odl,

eta2f- .176). ‘This finding may be interpreted in terms of *ﬁ‘w

EiSenstadt's model That is, those who hadvbeen concerned

with the stability of Germany had found German values
’RJ
inadequate for thelr needs. They were thus impelled to
: ' ‘ 7 o _
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Canada to search for other‘values. This probably explains
why the respondents who were classified under ”fear-of- "
instapility" tended to have low linguistic ldentities sinceﬂﬂﬁ
thelr search for new values implied readiness to change their

. 0ld orientations (e.g., attachment to the German language).
.On the other‘hand, 1t may be aréued thaé%thOSegwho had

appraised the Situation morevinstrumentaﬁly.had‘been induced
to depart by the pull of alternativelroutes in Canada for
the acco ﬂshment of theilr goals This departure would not
necessari&y entail negative valence to German language and
>Wbulture.‘ Consequently, the respondents who immigrated to
Canada because they belleved it was ﬁbetter—elsewhere" had
higher linguistic identities than those giving the erar-of—
. instability" pattern of reasons. - o
| Having found and interpreted the relationship
between reasons for immigration and linguistic ldentity
., as asymmetric’(reasons‘for immigf%tion was considered’to
have been'a determinant of.linguistic identity), test
factors were introduced to elaborate the relationship 2
Educational’ attainment was significantly related to
linguistic identity ’73‘8% of those ‘with less than or. equal

to 12 years of schooliné\were high on linguistic identity,

~ 2The search for ‘'such test factors is simplifigd
by the fact that in order to qualifygés a test factorfa -
variable must be both logically and atistically relpted
to both the dependent and independent vériables (Rosenperg:
11968). For this relationship, only educational attainment
= qualified : .

Y
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‘while this was true for only 22.9% of, those Who had taken
more than 12 years of schooling (Chi-square = 17.8, df = 1,
b = .0000, n = 77, eta® = .26). Thus, among this German
'sample the greater familiarity with the cultural symbols
of those, with higher education did not result in more
favorablez attitudes to the ‘man language. .
Educational attainment was also related to reasons
for immigration: only LU.1% of those giving the "fear-of-
instability" pattern of reasons, compared to 75% of.those
‘Vgiving the "better -elsewhere" pattern, were in the lower %
education group (Chi- square 5. 7 ar = 1, n=70,p = .62).
How much of the relationship between reasons for
immigration and linguistic identity was a result of these
-two variables sharing association with educational attainment°
The answer to this questign was obtained by COntrolling the
original relationship for each level of educational attainment
TablXe 10 presents the resuits of this cross- tabulation.' '
_Table 10 shows that\the relationship between reasons

for immigration and linguistic identity was conditional upon’

i i s

membership in the\lowest educational group For the higher
education group there was little difference in kinds of
linguistic identity between those who gave differ ht patterns . <

of reasons for immigration\ Thus, one may argue.that the_

high education level intervened in the relationship between
reasons for immigration and linguistic id tity, influencing

the development)of lower 1inguistic identity among respondents.

!
' o7
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“latter's adaptive and instrumental goals would not be

Reasons for Immigration and Endogamous Identity

The relatlonship betweenh reasons for immigration
and endogamous identity was not 'significant, but 1t was in
the direction that one would expect on the basis of
Eilsenstadt's model. > Approximately 39.4% of the'%espondents
falling under the category of the "fear—of-instabilityﬁ were
high on. endogamy, compared to 50% of thoBe‘giring tne
"bettereelsewhereﬂ type of reasons being equally‘high on
endogamy. Thus, the respondentvwho gave the "fear—qf—
instability" respense would.te‘looking for new aSSOciations
and would likely be lower on»endogamous identity than his

counterpart who gave the "better-elsewhere" response. The o

expected to exclude attitlides favoring endogamy.

|
!.

However, 1t is possible that the marital Status |

. _ , \ ’
‘variable may have suppressed the relationship between reasons

»

for lmmigration and endogamy: One would expect single
pers3§d>to have different attitudes toward potential marriage

partners and also to have different reasons for 1mmigrating

.from those who were‘married}at the time of immigration.

Married people would be more likely to be raising families;

3Although the relationship appeared. to be insig-
nificant Rosenberg cautions that much theory has been
prematurely abandoned because the investigator failled to
test for variables which might be suppressing a real
assoclation between the variables. -There are a number of
variables which might suppress a relationship between
reaspns for immigration and endogamous identity. One of

‘these is the marital status at the time of immigration

|
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for immigration and endogamous identity may have been the

significant; and the direction of the relationships in thev

70

and they would be more likely to favor German females, 1if
for‘nb other reason than the fact that'they are probably‘
already married to one. Thus, among those who were‘married
when they immigrated one would expect the respondents who
gave the "fear of - instability" response to be high on v
endogamy, while those giving the "better~elsewhere" pattern

of response to ‘be low on,endogamous identity However, for

single 1ndividuals one might anticipate that the original

arguments about the relationship between reasons for immi-‘d y VG
gration and ethnic identity dimensions would apply. That

is, if the respondents had left Germany because they were

concerned over the lack of stability of the country and its.

values then one would expect them to be.low on endogamous

identity in Canada (because they would be predisposed toward

~a change of values). 1If, on the other hand they had a non-

.negative valence to Germany expressed in terms of their having

given the "better- elsewhere" pattern of response, then one

would expect them to favorable to German culture and to

.

German females Thus, the lack of association between .reasons

A

result of the two catégories of marital status which cancelled
one another,out, and thus suppressed the relationship.
Table 11 shows that when controlled for each level

of the marital status variable, the statistical relationship

between reasons for immigration and endogamous identity was - ;‘ ﬁ

ey T e
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- the different‘reSponse patterns of reasons for immigration

‘*'/ W

)contingent associati‘j 'ﬁf ‘ iﬁ%%nt with wbat%yﬂﬁ wohld”
TR Y 7 o i ‘ ‘ » %

'~vt 3
. v o . (c
Of those married respondents whose reasbm fQT imm%w

gration was "fear of instability," 53% had high enddgamous\!}

identities, while none of the married respondents who were ‘
'-\ 44\_"

W

-motivated to immigrate by better conditions elsdwhere had o

high endogamous identities.. On the other hand, among those
who were single at the: time of immigration, the reverse was

true: 30%. of the single respondents who gave a "fear~of—
/

marital status.at the time of immigration suppressed the
relationship between reasons for immigration and endogamous
identity |

Table 12 shows that only 29.4% of the Volksdeutsche

respondents who had given the "fear-of instability" response
had high endogamous identities,/compared to 68.:4% of the

Volksdeutsche who had given the "better-elsewhere" response

pattern being equally high on endogamous identity For the -

Reichsdeutsche, no statistically'significant differenoes‘in

.the Tevel of endogamous identity.between thoSe}who hadggiven

was found.

-

Although it was not statistically significant the

relationship between reasons for immigration and endogamous

identity among the Reichsdeutsche was in the opposite‘direction"

elSewhereW:responseg had high endogamous identities. Thus,

<
PO SO WSROV
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,'instability",response, and 60% of those who gave ‘the "better- K
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from that found among'tne VolksdeutSche} This raises the
question of how thefdifferent'types of German background

's
effected the three-variable relationship inyolving reasons ,\

for immigration, endogamy, and marital status before

--immigration ., Table 13 shows the results of this three-
z \

variable relationship,controlled for the effects of the two

N

tyges of German background . ’ \

Because of, the small N's involved it\was not
i possible to evaluate the factor of German background for
those who had been married prior to immigration : HOWever,‘
* the four—way crd§s~tabulation appeared to have Qurified the
relationship between reasons' for immigration, endogamy , and

eing single prior to- immigration That is, the withdrawal

’

.of the single Reichsdeutsche who appeared to have had oppo~ .

site tendencies with respect to\éndogamous identity from the

Volksdeutsche, intensified the original relationships. Thus,

38% of the variance in endogamous identity was explained by

“«.the reasons for immiglation wariables (eta2 ;_.38)t/

-

.,'\ . ° EY

"}Reasons for Immigration and Citizenship Hesitation ‘

. Although statistically not significant, reasons for

. immigration and the number of years of hesitation with

\ respect to citizenship showed some degree of assodiation
58.1% of those who gave the "better- elsewhere" resﬂfnse andi’g"'

"only Ml 2% of . those who gave the "fear—of instability" “

. pattern of response- hesitated (Chi square = 1. 2 daf = 1,

zl.27, n'= 65).  This finding 1is what one would expect.on o -

&}%
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the basi of Eisenstadt's model, since those who were
‘. T - : !
disposed to change (the "fear of -instability" respondents)

would llkely become’ Canadilan citizens more rapidly than
those wh had been less’ inclinga to change their cultural

orlentations (the "petter-elsewhere" respondents).

o

g - : “Discussion

Given a multi-dimensional conception~of ethnic
|
identity} it is reasonable to assume that different dimen—

14

sions would be "’ determined by diffenent initial conditions

'Thus, it was not in principle surprising that reasons for

iQimmigration were found to- be significantly related to

endogamy afd linguistic identity (and closely, although not-
significantly, related to citizenship‘hesitation); But, not
to the other dimensions : However, this finding raises the

question of what it was which the endogamy ‘and linguistic

‘identity dimensions had in common, aside from both being

dimensions of ethnic identity,~which explained their signifi-

cant associatipn with reasons for immigration and the

&

\further question of what 1t was whiqﬁ the other dimensions

'had in common which explained their statistioal non-.(

. association with reasons for immigration O

. It may be observed that reasons for immigration were
s
conditionally related to both the language and the endogamous

76

o

identit7 factors. It was primarily among thosF Volksdeutsche G

who had been single that reaSOns for immigration ‘had been _—

N -
FEE
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,,ﬂ.to cultural_heritageiv However, if they came to Canada

v

“related to endogamous ldentity; and 1t was only among .

those with less than or equal to 12 years of schooling that
reasons for immigration and linguistic ldentity had been N
‘related. One could argue that for those who were single,
endogamous‘identity would have been a critical issue upon
arrival in Canada, since their single status may have been

a lonely situation. Similarly, for those with low levels

of education who probably were not familiar with the English ‘

language language would have been a critical factorﬁnpon
arrival in Canada. Thus, 1t is possible that what these two
dimensions of etdhic identity had in common was their
critical immediacy in the Canadian setting.

One may develop the hypothesis that this eritical
immediacy led to an intensificatﬁon of the original polariz—

ttitudes to German culture which had been

ation

ough the original pattern offreasons given for

-7

expressed t‘

immigrating b they had giVen the ° "fear-of instapility"

5

'response, re . presumably ’dissociated from—the—.“

core’ and/or b ‘ their\ aspirations in the solidarity,
.and 'worthwhile pattern of\life‘épheres Thus one would

expectvthem”to show low language and endogamous identilies,

J particularly 1if ‘they had encountered difficulties in Jthe
T

| v
‘ Canadian situation which were the produot of differences due

.. because it appeared to be a sensible move given their

' ambitions, then they would not be expected to have been

¥l
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Z;idissociat d-from;the-core,' and one mould.expect this A -
group to have shown more positive attitddes to?ard German‘
language and endogamous identity,‘regardless of<the situationl
faced in Canada. Thus, it may beargued that 1t was the_
eratical 1 ediacy of tbe sitpation faced in Canada_which

the langua?e and en@bgamous identity factors had.in common;
‘and which; dgp%nding upon‘the reasons‘for immigration, tended%
to exaggerate gr'reduce the previous attitudes held toward
 these two dimensions of ethnic identity.,

Although not significant the finddng that citizen-
ship hesitation was determined in}part by reasons for immi-

gration lends \further support to this argument concerning
\

critical immedi cy That 1is, becoming a Canadian citilzen °

does, force one tp.declare one's stand to§ard the"old' and
the 'new' countriee and cultures qﬁ!'would expect therefore
~ that this situation would show the "fear-of- instability"“' A

?‘s as the non-hesitators, and the "better-elsewhere"

o A',

Vs &\

respondents as the”k%sitators. » O . i N

. Tt may ‘be argwp@*that An contrast to Fhe linguistfb

and endogambus ident;?y, the factors ﬁé religion, gg@;self-

>
ethnic identification did not pred%nt the immigg@nt with an
' & -3
immediate problem in Canada Religious preferende is ;ﬁ ™

\f

’ matter of | pex onal choicE and mostly private affair

Furthermo e

religious institutions are porta

TEsw

f_\ﬁqi

Xe and are
therefore more likely to buffer the immigrants froh the ‘ic

»”surroun ng culture than to force them to take a{stand toward .




Dl

upon arrival Ih Canada

1t. Similarly, self-ethnie¢ identification as 'more-Germanf

or 'more- Canadian could only have been an issue for these
>'respondents if cltizenship had been made compuisory after an

initial residence period. Since this was not the case, then

nelther of thesE'dimensions forced the respondent to'take a

stand toward his own eountry and culture. "This may paftly

wu

4’

.explain why reasons for immigration was not related to these

dimensions. . ‘ ; 5?

/

,Onebmight expect that the tendency to maintain in-

group close friends would have reflected*behavior Styles

~adopted to the conditiop of loneliness (similar to the

ol

hypothesis which we used toé explain the endogamdus identity

and reasons for immigration findings) and tﬁ@t«

g

;irst friendslthey had made were

aGerman since they could| not" speak English well Being the /7

" first friends, they were also bhe longest and being the

'd
_longest, they tended W be the.clo friends.; Thus,
.) v
reasons for immigration cannot expl@in the tendency to have
’mostly‘ingroup close'ffiend%$ o Pt | g' r
’:v;-’uéy ) ey &Q&%: " /- - l . ' . - ?~ X . " .

xls dimension
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CHAPTER VI
yl

. ! .
. ) . . ¥

Thjs r
,reasons fo/ immigr nd ethnic identity An attempt was

made to deﬁelop a typology of reasons for immigration, and

to relate the typés identified to each of. the dimensions of

ethnic identity uncovered by the study “Previous research

has had little success An explaining the relationship between .
,.reasons for immigratio,n and,@ehav_ior in the new environment . . :4\,}
It was argued that this may have been the result of not )
,:havingiprODed the“reasong given.for immigration."Thus; the

’present research employed the interview method in order to

N facilitate the probing of the reSpo'f”§4‘" S o

fuy

Lo Ethnic identity was‘&hosen agfthe dependent variable,

et

P
‘ -

for this research because it is reasdnaéle to -assume that
_the reasons for changing one envirenment for another wOuld‘) SN

be related to ane s identification with dimensi' “

\hage?some associétion with the old environment, such as,
‘ethnic identity A seriles of questions developed by Driedger

to measure several dimensions of ethnic identity (linguistic,.

v

R endogamous, religiOus, and in—group friendship ideng?ty e N =

S dimensions) ‘was employed by this research. ”Two other
LY : ' . < . | ‘ - - . 4;;‘-\; ) T ’ .

: 80
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| Immigration were used. T%f first approach derived the

:dimensions not covered bj Driedger's format were also

employed;by this research;'namely, citizenship hesitation,

v

and self-ethnic identification. :
Because there was little data and theory from which
formulate specific hypotheses, an exploratory approach-:
was used. - The study was guided by the followi'.‘questions:
vwhat is the relationship between reasons for/iiiigrationandy
ethnic identity dimensions, and howﬁis,this.relationship‘
influenced by certain background variab\es w?ich typically
would be related to the independent and dependent varlables?

Two approaches to typologizing the probed reasons for

typology on the basis of the gquantity (i.e. number) of

'reasons given, while the second employed the content of the

4?easons~a§ the basis for differentiating between the two

types of patterns of responses. T
~

The relati°n5hip of he quantitative typology of

reasons for’ immigration and’ g&e six dimensions of ethnic

identity uncovered:- by this research was investigated ‘A

"statistically significant relationship was found only for the

llinguistic identity dimension Only the occupation—in-

&

"
Germany variable met the statistical eriterion for use as 57

\control variable for the elaboratioﬁ of this relationship,‘.

» and this variable contained too few managers and professionals

t@ make the controlling procedure interpretable for this level

Qf the occupation-in-Germany variable. However, the original

i

S
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relationship between reaeohs for immigration and'lingdistic
ldentlity did hoid for the "trades" category. That‘ia, those
tradesmen who gave a mono-reason response tended to be high
on linguistic‘identity, while those who gave a multi-reason
respohse tended to be low on linguistic identity. Common
sense would‘explain this finding‘by‘referring to the péssi-
bility that the people who gave many/feasoné for their
immigration may have been much more dissatisried with the

'old' country, ahd may thus want to‘retain less of their

ethnic ldentities than thoge who gave the mono-reason

”responses

)

A éypoldgy of reasons for’immigration based on the
5
bontent<of tbese reaSOns was developed by cross- tabulati%E

fof the pﬂgged reasons fof immigration\with the dimensions'

1o

_ -S)

‘response pa&terns. ‘one involved the theme of "better-

b

;of ethnic ident&ty This typology was eomprised of two

elsewhereﬁ““ nd the other involved the theme of "fear-of-~
instabilit&i}i If the respondents“gave reasons which could

be organizef to the former category, then ‘they ‘tended to

he‘hig -on’

inguistic identity However, ir they gave : .

reasons. which be considered as part of the "fear—of- |

instabilit ngjise pattern, then they tended to be low

on linguistic identity ‘ tw A*"' : L . | 3 2)7
As a check on the applicability of these findings,v |

the same list of probed reason;\for immigration was cross-

tabulated with the cccupation-in-Germany variable. _The h

LN
-
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typology distinctly differentiated between the two
occupational groups-~managers and professionals, on the one
hand and tradesmen, on the other. Since the occupation-in-
Germany variable was determined independently of the reasons
[for immigration and of linguistic identity, then the finding-
that the typology developed on the basis of these two latter
variables also differentiated between the occupational types
suggests that this typology may have generalizability’beyond
the varilables which were used 1n 1its derivation
It was' argued that the two patterns of reasons derived-”
gqbthe basis\of the content of the reasons for immigration
were similar t% certain combined types of motives for emi-
gration which had been developed by Eisenstadt This simi-
larity allowed for the interpretation of some of the findings .
with the aid of this model. :
. When the two patterns were cross-tabulated against
~the six ethnic identity dimensions,’only linguistic and
endogamous identitiés showed a statistically significant -
' relatiOnship For both of. these dimensions; the obtained . _ :;:
“ relationships were found to have been conditiodnal. ‘~F‘k
a © With reference to linguistic identity, vhe finding - 8
that the:"better—elsewhere" respondents tended to have higher . |
4linguistic identities than the "fear—ofeinstability" respond- .
—ents was interpreted by referenoe to Eisenstadt's model
That is, those who had left Germany because of a ‘need for a . | j‘ S

Y
worthwhile and sincere pattern of life, or aspirations to




"to adaptive and instrumental goais,Which‘had been.blocked

”they faced because of the German language

| polari e their attitudes toward . ghe German language This ,f v

84

solidarity, would be predisposed to change their ethnic
identities in Canada. Thus, the "fear-of-instability"

respondents would tend to have low linguistic ldentities.

Those who left because of a need to find alternatlve routes

in'Germany need notdhaye been as predisposed toward cultural
change Conseduently;done would expeét‘the respondeats who
gave the "better—elsewhere" reason,for- immigration to tend
to haVe higher linguistic identities than those who gave the
"fear-of-instability" response. | : \

‘ The finding that the‘relationShip between the two
patterns of reasons and linguistic identity was conditional
upon membership in theilower education group was explained ‘.
in terms of the conditions of the situation facing Immigrants

in Canada. ' Those with higher levels of education were likely L™
wli '@

'to have been familiar with the English language, while those

)‘ .
with less education were not'. Thus, for the less well ' \

educated respondents, the critical immediacy of the situation

ﬂnd to

e

would not necessarily be the case for the better educated
T N o

group. Thus, this explains why reasons for immigration and

linguistic identity were - related for the lower- education
group, and not for the higher education group.

For the case of the endogamy dimension of ethnic

| identityN a definite, but squfessed relationship existed

. N
[ Ny
: ~



{ .
between reasons for immigration and endogamous identity.

That is, wnen this relationship had been controlled for.the>
effects of marital status prior to immigration;and the k ; ,w

different types of German backgrounds, the relationship was ‘

purified for the Volksdeutsche group. That is, single : .

‘Volksdeutsche who gave the "better-elsewhere" pattern of

reasons tended to be high on endogamous identity as one would
expect onlthe basis of Elsengtadt's theory. However, if they
gave the "fear—of—f//tability" response pattern, then they
tended to be -low on endogamous identity,;also as one would

a

‘expect on the basis of the model proposed p§‘EiSEnstadt. It

. y . . — -
was argued that the emphasis of the- Volksdeutsche on tradi-
tions explained the finding that reasons. for immigration and

endoéamous identity was related for this group, but not for

‘the Reichsdeutsche.

4

A third relationship was found betweehp€easons fdr.

{gration and citizenship hesitation, although thispwas .
not sfdtistically significant{"As would have been gz,:ieted
\"bj Eisenstadjy s theory,‘tnose who gaveythe "better-elsewhere"
pattern of responses tended to hesitate more than those who
gave the,"fear-of instability" response pattern
, It was argued that tnexreason ‘some ethnic identity
idi\?nsions had a statisticallyﬂsignificant relationship’hith
reasons for immigration while others did not, ﬁLas because
:, of the different conditions ¥nvolwved for the Himensions.

,Someﬁethnic identity attitudes were broughtéinto sharp focus f
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by the situation in Canada, while others were mat. The

7

1

critical immediacy of the language issue, for exa%ple, was

‘used to explain why reasons for immigration was found to

be related to the language, but not to the religious

dimension of ethnic identity. | _ : v
The critical immediacy of certain dimensions may be
only one of the reasons for the significant nelationship
Between réasons for immigration and these dlmensions. Other ; ?.N»
conditions, such as for example, the method used, the | ;
selected characteristics of the sample, and the restriction }h!ﬂ’
to only post -War immigrants, may have contributed to these ;,?‘
-results by contributing to an intensification or diminish-'
ment of attitudes to ethnic identity, or by contributing to%
the types of reasonsmgiven for having immigrated;
Certain otber conditions *which have often been L
considered to. have influences on ethnic identity were not

included by»this study. That is, neither the degree of -

societal pluralism, the institutional completeness, nor. the

”position of the ethnic group on the Canadian ethnic Strati-

fication 1adder were controlled for by this study. Thus,

even for those dimensions for which reasons. for immigration‘}

were found to be related, a future study which incorporated '

r

these influences might not obtain the same significant
findings$

[
k4 . e

A"' As with other research in thisafield, this study

“. has a number,ofplimitations.- Some of these.derive_from the ' i



use of the interview approach and the use of retrospective
quesbfons. Unfortunately, there 1s a certain amount of
subjectivity bullt into both of these issues which makes 1t
difficult -to be certain that the obtalned reasons for‘y
‘immigration were the 'real‘reasoﬂs.' Other l\mitations
derive from thedcharaCteristﬁcs of the'population selected“
by this study. That is; the incf%sion of respondents with .
certain age, sex, and socio—demographic characteristics mayﬁ
have resulted in the intensification or reduction of inten-
»sity of attitudes toward oertain dimensions of ethnic
identity. Another sample, using different selected charac-
teristics may find that the obtained levels of ethnic ’
identities differ from those found by thils research A

g &

similar possibility exists for the reasons for immigration

v

- variable. ' : B
| Another set of limitatlons derives from the method

used to develop the typology'of probed reasons for immigration.

Had this typology been develOpedgindependently of the 1in-

=.guistic identity dimension, then one might have hadaﬁ{re
confidence in the generalizability ofythe typology. -§§
Furthermore, there were'conCeptual difficulties with this

rtypology [Th ."instability"‘response did not correspond

i (in terms of the intensity of linguistic identity associated

with 1t) to that found for'the "fear-ofiﬁhstability" pattern.

- Also, some tY5es;such'a§, for example, the "careerist" ‘

. response, were not included within the derived typology df
’ > r o . : ' T . * . ;

B

i —
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' f
‘reasons for immigratibn because off the small frequencies

>involved ' Thus, even if the typology were. empirically valid

_and reliable, it did not incorporate all of the possible

\

/types of reasorns for immigration.

If the limitations of this reaearch were kept in

mind then there are some lessons learned;by this study

S

which might aid future research in the area of reasons for

immigration and ethnic identity ‘ Eisenstadt's ‘model of

¥

‘motives for immigration was useful for the interpretationi
¥

and explanation of many of the findings of this research.

The use of this model by future research may “be even more

valuable 1f the research tends to concentrate on those areas ,
for which the present research found significant
relationships o X
Certain dimensions* namely, language, endogamy, and
citizenship hesitation, were. related to reasons for immi-

gration Thus, some dimensions appear to be influenced at

g8

least in part, by conditions located in the German environment.'

Other dimensions, namely, friendship, religion,‘and self—
ethnic identificatggn, were not related to, reasons for
immigration Although competing interpretatibns of these
findings are possible, it is tempting to suggest that. lack
of association between reasons ffr immigration and . certain
other variables may "be a- result of the many different factors

»

which tdnd to determine attitudes to these dimensions

v

o EE .



A future study which investigated reasons for immi-
gration in terms‘of Eisensta%t's modelv which
"degree of pluralism,

completen;ss,

included the
. . . Q_-_.

stratification, and‘institutional

! and,

.
which employed ~a comparative perspective
for this task, may cpntribute to a better understamding of

»
L

~
-
[

. s N
the manner in which multiculturism 1s shaped by all of
‘these forces. *\)'y '

One direction which might be investigated by future

-

research’ in this area xe the phenomenon of return migration \

Return migration rates may be predictable in térms of ithe
nitial orientations of the immigrants
they were in search of a

If they came because
worthwhile pattern of 1ife,' then
even if they encountered frustrations in these spheres they

that country

wotld be unlikely to return to Germany, their country of -
origin, because they would have had a negative valence to

However, if they came for
"instrumental reasons,‘

¢

‘adaptive' and. o
then one would expﬁbt,them to<return
to their country of origin if they encountered frustration
in these spheres in Canada .- Thus, respondents who gave the
"better- elsewhere" pattern oflgeason would be likely to have
higher rates of return migration than the respondents who

gave the "fear-of instability" response pattern
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. APPENDIX A

\
- DESCRIPTION OF THE REPRESENTATIVENESS

OF THE SAMPLE

, !

Estimates of the Population Size

Although exact figures on the‘sizebof the target
population are not available, estimations of the size reveal
that 1t 1s between 6.9% and 8.2% of the overall German

\

poﬁulation of - Edmonton.

Estimate Number One

‘The number of male Edmonton Germans whose birthplace
was elther Eastern or Western Europe 1s 7,125 (Censu$:1971).
Subtracting those wh; arrived before 1946 (1,675) and those_
who arrived after 1968 (285) leaves 5,165 (Census:1971).
However, this\figure is composed.of‘all age groups. Since
97.6% of the b'Bryan randomvsample of German immigrants were
between 1 and 50 years of age, and since this age range more’
1 than covers that utilized by this study, then the use of
97.6% is a conservative estimate (1975:433), Under the
assumption that the age.range of Edmonton post-war ;mmigrants
will appfoximate that found for O'Bryanfs sample, then 97.6%
of 5,165 or 5,041 1s the German population with the same

characteristics as those of this sample. However, since this

)
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study 1s of male household heads only, and since 85% of
Edmonton German families are headed by males, then Lt follows
that the target population 1is 85% of 5,041, or 4,285 (Census-=

a

1971).

Estimate Number lwo

The Censds shows that these who conslder thelir
ethnicity to be German, who were born outside Canada and
who arrived between 1946 and 1968 total 6, 105 males
Assumling that 97.6% of these were 1n the age range of 25 to

64 in 1971 leaves 6,106; and, 85% of this equals 5,064.

The Sample as a Proportion of the Population
Rounding -estimates number one and two leaves an
estimated target population of between 4,300 and 5,100
German males between the ages of 0 and 50 at the time of
»immigration. Slnce the Census shows that there are 62,440 ' . \K
GerTans of all ages, faiths,‘sexes, and generation—Canadian |
in Edmonton, then our tafget population i1s between 6.9% and
h 8.2% of the total Edmonton German population (1971). Since
we sampled 78 from the overall German population then our
sample 1s between 1.8% and 1.5%/9r»the ‘total Edmonton /

re

German population. N;m’ ‘ -

~

Rosslble Sources of Sagple Bias

4
»
rs e e i G il it i e m

Although approximately 20 of th% respondents were

obtained by drawing their names from citizenship lists, this

i



/
r

4

. 1o
, . ‘ ‘ (9

method proved to be too tnetticfont glven the broad r':n‘w,«-
of" tmmigrant types to be sampled, tt blaned the sample with
‘respondents who had recelved thelr cltlizenshlip In 1975, and
did not provide  enough names for the pul'po:u: of the study.
Consequently,‘the remainder of the sample wasebbtained by
suggesﬁions of names by leaders .of German ethnlic organt -
atlions, and by referral f;om thosé who had been intervicwed.
Although attenflon was pald to obtalning as broad a sample
as possible, 1n some cases ghis aim was reslsted by cilrcum-
stances beyond the author's control. For example, the German
Ctholic leader refused to allow’his parishiaoners' names to
be released. Unfortunately, -this refusal led to the under-
representation of the German Cathollc community. in this
study. Table 14 shows‘thatwthe 1971 Census estimates the
number of German Cathollcs at 23.5% of the Germans in
Edmonton, while the 1975 data on all five majJor cities pro-‘
vided by O'Bryan et al., estimates this to be 21% of the
German populatibn (1975;U58). Thus, this sample over-
represents the Protestants and the unaffiliated, and under-
represents,#he German Catholics.

Table 15 shows the distribution of the obtained
sample ages at the time of immigrati@n compared to those
obtained, by O'Bryén gg;gl. (1975:433).

In térms‘of age-at>ﬁhe time of immigration, the

obtaiqed'sémple approximates that obtained by the O'Bryan

~ :
_random sample.
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Table 15

Frequency and PercentzDistribu;iénL of German and Other
: : }

Ethnic Immigrant Ages at the Time of Immigration

Age at Time of - ~ Type of Sample v
Immigration in Thesis - '‘O'Bryan et al.
Years i Frequency 5 - Frequency %
0-5 L 1 1.3 2,488 0.3
6-11 ] - 4 5.1 26,077 3.3
12-17 ' 12 15.4 73,893 9.3
. 18-25 . 34 " 43.6 333,945, 42.0
26-35 o 2s 8.2 222,191 27.9
©36-50 p 5 6.4 117,3(8 14,8
d ‘ : ’ . ’
N = . T 78 100.0 795,810 100.0 -
qu

Source: O'Bryan et al., 1975:433, -

oY



Type\pf'Gérman
1.
2.

P N iy

i

. What made you think of Canada at that time?

APPENDIX B

i Y ‘ “ THE INTERVIEW SCHEDULE

Re@éon of birth - (name of town) Size

Region of father's birth name of-townj

. What were your occupations in your last five years in

Germany? -

NAME OF COMPANY .- .POSITION\" YEARS ANNUAL SALARY

How many.countries other than Germany and Canada have you
lived in for one year or more?

COUNTRY - PERIOD OF RESIDENCE REASON FOR LEAVING

. How many countries other than Canada did you Seriously

consider immigrating to but changed your mind?

COUNTRY ' REASON FOR NOT IMMIGRATING

In which year did you first begin to think of immigrating
to Canada? , I s

-

o
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10.

13.

14.
15.

Social security

r—

‘ } Y . &
» | , : 104

&
In which year did you deflnltely decide you would

- immigrate to- Canada?

. -Why did yQu-lmmigrate to Canada?

{\
' \
How satisfied were you with your 1life in'defmany?

very satisfied
satisfied

not very satisfied
very unhappy

1

Please explain your answer to the above.

. The follow1ng questions asked you to describe how much

your tried to’ compare conditions between Canad and
Germany before immigrating.

THOROUGHLY SbME LITTLE NONE

Housing , : : ) ’

Income tax rates

1

costs and benefits

When searchlng for information about Canada Wthh of the

~following sources did you use? (specify as many as apply)

newspapers and magazines ( )
friends and relatives ( )
government books ( )

church organizations ( )
government officers ( )
other (please spec1fy) ()

HH

o

Rank order these sources from most to least used.
"’\v,;f

At the time you left Germany were you C
/

“married single widowed ~divorced



16.
17.

18

19.

20.

21.
22.

25“

24.

25

e

v(26

T3y (4) , - (3).

. How often do you attend church services?

How many children did you have? 0 .1 2°3 4 5.6 7

Did you consider. your financial position in Germany to .be:

"below average
average °
above average
wealthy

I.l

. How old were you when you arrived in Canada?

Yegr of arr1va1 in Canada?

In your first five years in Canada4what did you work at?

_ o v REASONS FOR
FIRM POSITION - ANNUAL SALARY  ypaying

In which year did you become a Canadian citizen?

)
How many years had you lived in Canada before becomlng a
“Canadian citizen?

Why did you hesitatg?

Y 3 -

T
L ] - N

Why did you decide to bécome a citizen of Canada?

P

L

more than once/week
about once/week
about once/2 weeks .
about once/month

tarely T
never , - - o

]

25a. What is the name "of your chg?éh?
25b. Percent Germaﬁ”

Please 1ist the flrst names only of ‘your flve closest
frlands in Canada. (1) K (2)

105
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28.

29.

30

31.
32.

33.

o . 106

Indicate the ethnic group each of “your frlends was born |
into. N

.Dé you belong to any érganizatioﬁs?'

NAME OF ORGANIZATION ATTENDANCE : COMMITTEE- REASON FOR
\ SHIP < ~ BELONGING

7

How frequently do .you speak German w1th your ch11dren7

‘all of the time or most of the tlme

at least once a day

at least once a week ;

once-a month o S . '
rarely , - ) S :

never : : 87

does not apply ' '

I

.jThe respohdent very clearly'intro&uced the subject of w&i/~\\
guilt during the interview? yes no A

During your experience in Canada have you ever had
occasion to think -that Canadians are hostile to people of

German background because of their part in World War II?

yes . Mo

-

If yes, please descrlbe the circumstances which led you

‘to belleve that thlS was occurr1ng

S

Woulg you say that ;his,attitude was characteristic of:
»

all Canadians - v .
about 3/4

about 1/2

about 1/%

less than 1/4

just-a few

none

.

’

1T



34. How many Years,of*forma1°education have you had?

. ' six or less years
seven to nine

—_—
\ ten to twelve

, ~___ thirteen or more

35. Do you hold any d1p10mas or unlver51ty degrees?
yes no /

DEGREE OR DIPLOMA  INSTITUTION = YEAR 'SPECIALTY AREA

N

\) . ] ’ : B S

‘4

36 What is the combined income of.all of the members of your
immediate family at.your disposal?

$9,999 or less , . ©
— $10,000-19,999 . -
$20,000-29,999
$30 000 pr over.

37\\28 you ‘consider your present f1nanc1al position in Canada
be ‘

3 below average

__\ __ average
%, above average
althy

' 38. For the following questlons give the response which best
T indicates the way you feel. (Strongly agree Agree,
Dlsagree, Strongly disagree, Don t know.)

. S - . . SA A D SD DK

1. All Germans should make an henestA . .
attempt to learn German. o1 2. 3 4 5

2. The German language 1is more
important than any other language

for Canadians/ , 1 Z 3 4 5
3. It is tremendously important to -~
- speak German in the home s¢ that o °
it may be preserved for future .
generations. ‘ 1 .23 4 5

4. It is embarrassing for me to see
‘Germans speaking German in a

f’i;> mixed group. ) ‘ .1 2 3 4 5
: .. v. . v N / \ R .
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B LAY
<

10.

11.

12.
13.
14.
15.

16.

.My friends at work

a

My religion is a real source of
st;ength to me :

It is important for Germans to -
be regular church attenders.

Being a member of the German group
and religion is something I acknow-
ledge because of my birth, but I do
not feel it important enough to

‘actively participate in it.

The idea of God hasftremendoﬁs
significance in my life.

For me, it makes very‘llttle dif-
ference what ethnic group the person
I marry. (or marrled) belongs to.

Unless a German has good reasons, he
should not marry an outsider under
any circumstances.

Germans =should not have an unfavor-

able attitude toward those who marry'

outside the group. ° .

N

Parents who dlscourage their children

from dating people of other ethnic
backgrounds do a disservice to their
children.

It is important to me to have most of

my close frlends within the German
group : .

The presence of other members of the
German group close by give me a
feeling of warmth a:; security.

Ko are of a
different ethnic background seldom _

seem to become close friends. .

v

My family seems to take a(iiﬂhh
favorable attitude toward my
friends who are of a different
ethnic background.

SA

o

SD DK

4 s
4 s
4 s
4 s
4 5
4+ 5
4 s

45
4 .5
4 s
4 5
4 s

3
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18

19.

» 20.

\\,
2
.

All Germans should be considerably
more involved in German organiza-
tiens othn other organizations

. Ethnic qrganizations are wonderful
.because they allow mee to take an

active part in the affairs of one's
ethnic group. _ :
German organizations are fine for
the older people, but they do not

actively encourage the participation

of young people. - :

German organizations seem to _be too
concerned with narrow issues instead

~of the important issues of the world.

SA

1

2

3

39. This question is often a difficult one for'people
answer b&cause it asks you to describe how others

Take as much time with your answer as you want.

People of German background who are now citizens of Canada
. often feel very differently about their backgrounds.

express this by the ways they describe themsglves.

describe themselves as Canadians o

4

to
feel.

The
. Some .
f German background, others.

call themselves German-Canadians, others call themselves

Canadians, and still others call themselves Germans.

. On the ‘basis of your experience with peoplé»wﬁo have used
these terms to describe themsleves, I would like you to tell

me how you think they feel about their 'old' and 'new'

‘countries and cultures.

a“)Canadian'of German background

N A
—Y

b."Canadian only

" c. German-Canadian

2

-

d. German only

w/



40.
41.

42.
43.

A,
* 110

Which of the above best describes you? °
h )

When you hear the term 'multiculturalism’ used what does
itymean to you? «

Does multiculturalism affect you personally? -

If so, how?

A



APPENDIX C o
i THE ITEMS'COMPRISING,THE DIMENSIONS

. : - The Language Dimension

1. All Germans should make an honest attempt to learn German.

.
N
N

2. It 1is tremendously important to speak German in the home’

so that it may be preserved for future generations.

5 The Reiigion Dimension

1. My religion i1s a real source of strength for me.

.

2. It is important for Germans to be regulagr church attenders,

3. The 1dea of God has tremendous significance in my life.

. The Endogamy Dimension‘

1. For. me, it ma#es Veryvlittle difference what ethnic group
the person I marry (or married)'belongs to.
'2. Parents who discourage their children from dating people .
-of other ethnic backgrounds do a disservice to their
" children. ‘ : . ' o ®
3. -Unless a'German nas good reasons,vhe should not marry an

2

. outslder.under any circumstances. i

The Friendship Dimension

1. It is important to me to have most of my- close friends

ey
within the German group. ’
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My fr;ends at work
ground seldom seem
My family seems to

my friends who are

I

~ " 112

who are of a different ethnic back-
to become close friends.
take a less favorable attitude toward

of a different ethnile¢ baékground.



