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ABSTRACT 

Individual citizens in federal states may identify with national and sub-national parties for 

different reasons. Two potential reasons include that national and sub-national parties share 

a common name or because such parties share common ideological beliefs. While Canadian 

scholars have tended to emphasize the former determinant of federal identification, 

divergence between the national and sub-national party systems in Canada since the 1993 

national election has rendered this view difficult to defend. Instead, this thesis argues that 

national and sub-national parties in Canada appeal to identifiers with common ideological 

beliefs and attitudinal orientations. Accordingly, the paper first tests for statistical 

associations between identification with national and sub-national parties and second 

between ideological beliefs/attitudinal orientations and identification with different parties 

at the national and sub-national levels. In addition, it utilizes these findings as well as party 

system characteristics to construct a model of federal party system symmetry and applies 

this model to post-1993 Canada. 
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CHAPTER ONE 

INTRODUCTION 

Canada's federal arrangements provide parties and individual citizens with two 

distinct arenas of electoral competition: the national (federal) and sub-national (provincial) 

levels. Parties organize and formulate policy on these two levels. Individual citizens vote 

for and identify with certain parties on these two levels. 

In a classically-integrated federal state, we would expect to find the following 

characteristics. First, parties at the two levels with the same name share organizational 

resources, including money and personnel. These parties are integrated in an organizational 

sense. Second, parties at the two levels with the same name are very similar to one another 

with regard to policy and values. These parties would be integrated in an ideological sense, 

meaning that they espouse similar ideas. Third, individual citizens vote for parties of the 

same name at both levels of the federal state. Fourth, individual citizens identify with 

parties of the same name at both levels of the federal state. 

Incentives for the identification of individual citizens exist within the organization 

and policies of the parties. Individuals identify with the same parties at both levels not just 

because the parties share a common name, but because they are very similar with regards to 

policy. 

If the previous characteristics described a classically-integrated federal state, then a 

classically-disintegrated state would be characterized by the following. First, parties at the 

two levels share the same name but do not share organizational resources and are in fact 

largely separate from one another. Second, parties at the two levels share the same name 
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but diverge from one another with regards to policy. Third, individual citizens vote for 

parties of different names at the two levels. Fourth, individual citizens identify with parties 

of different names at the two levels. 

In such a classically disintegrated system, parties present different incentives to 

individual citizens. Because parties at the two levels differ in an ideological sense, an 

incentive is created for individual citizens to identify with parties of different names at the 

different levels. 

Two things are apparent from this model. First: the model, especially where it 

applies to federal identification, is based entirely upon party label. Identification with 

federal parties of the same name is consistent and integrating. Identification with federal 

parties of different names is inconsistent and disintegrating. Second, based upon the criteria 

of this model, Canada is undeniably a disintegrated federal state. Parties of the same name 

tend not to share organizational resources and can differ radically with regard to policy. 

Individual voters oftentimes do not vote for and identify with the same parties at the 

national and provincial levels. 

But why does federal integration only take place between national and sub-national 

parties of the same name? Could not such integration take place between parties of different 

names that, for example, share similar values? 

Definitions 

This section briefly introduces several of the concepts that are used in this thesis 

and provides definitions for these concepts. In addition, it examines federal identification in 

more detail, in particular presenting several hypotheses that could potentially help to 

explain why individual citizens engage in different forms of federal identification. 
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Party identification refers to an affective bond that exists between an individual 

citizen and a party. A variant on the party identification term is that of federal party 

identification, which refers to the party identification of individual citizens within federal 

states. This term could be contrasted with unitary party identification, which refers to the 

party identification of individual citizens within unitary states. The difference between 

party identification in unitary and federal states is that the former entails identification at 

only a single level while the latter entails identification at more than a single level. 

Federalism adds a multidimensional quality to party identification, and raises several 

questions about that identification. What is the nature of party identification at the two 

levels? Does this differ, and why? What informs identification at the two levels? In 

addition, a federal party system refers to both national and sub-national party systems 

within the same geographic area, a useful term when describing identification between the 

two levels of a federal state. 

Flowing from this distinction are several terms describing how individuals cope 

with federal party identification in different contexts. The first is partisan consistency, 

which refers to an individual identifying with parties of the same name at the national and 

sub-national levels. This contrasts with partisan inconsistency, which refers to individuals 

that identify with two different parties at the two levels. In addition, we can distinguish 

between ideological consistency and ideological inconsistency. Such terms refer to federal 

consistency in an ideological rather than a partisan sense. An individual who identifies with 

parties that are similar in an ideological sense could be said to possess ideological 

consistency. Two points should be noted with regard to ideological consistency. First, 

ideological consistency is more difficult than is partisan consistency to measure. This is 
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because assessing the ideological similarity of two parties is more difficult than is 

observing whether their titles are or are not identical. Second, partisan and ideological 

consistency will not necessarily conform to one another. Two parties with different names 

may be ideologically similar and two parties of the same name may be ideologically 

divergent. 

In addition to partisan consistency, we can utilize three terms to distinguish between 

different types of individual federal party identification. The first is dual-level 

identification, which refers simply to partisan consistency. If an individual identifies with 

parties of the same name at the national and sub-national levels, that individual is a dual-

level identifier. The second is split-level identification, which refers to partisan 

inconsistency. If an individual identifies with parties of different names at the national and 

sub-national levels, that individual is a split-level identifier. The last term is single-level 

identification, which is applied to individuals who identify with a party at one level but not 

at the other level. As with partisan consistency and inconsistency, these distinctions raise 

one question in particular: What informs or underlies individuals' federal identification? 

Why does one individual become a dual-level identifier while another becomes a split-level 

or single-level identifier? 

How do we explain these different forms of federal party identification, or what 

could possibly explain why individuals are dual, split, or single-level identifiers? For this 

thesis, these types of federal identification constitute dependent variables. Figure 1.1 

illustrates these: 



5 
Figure 1.1 

Types of Federal Identification 

Dependent Variable 1: Dual-Level Identification 

National 
Sub-National 

Party A 
Party A 

Dependent Variable 2: Split-Level Identification 

National Party A 
Party B Sub-National 

Dependent Variable 3: Single-Level Identification 

National Party A 
Sub-National (No Party) 

OR 
(No party) 
Party A 

In these figures, the lettered parties represent simply parties with certain partisan 

designations while the two levels in each figure represent the national and sub-national 

levels of electoral competition. While these figures represent dependent variables, the 

following are proposed ideal-type independent variables. These are not independent 

variables whose effects will be tested during the course of this thesis, but rather variables 

that are meant to guide how we think about potential influences upon types of federal 

identification. The independent variables utilized in this thesis will be outlined in the 

hypotheses section of this chapter. 

Independent Variable 1: No Relationship. If one assumes that nothing governs what 

type of federal identifier individual citizens will become, then no patterns in federal 

identification could be discerned. This variable is, in effect, an underlying null hypothesis. 

As is demonstrated during the course of this thesis, the No Relationship hypothesis can be 

rejected because patterns of federal identification can be discerned on different bases. 
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Independent Variable 2: Partisan Consistency. A largely integrated state could be 

described as two layers of electoral competition found in a unitary state. In such an 

integrated state, party competition is largely replicated at both levels. As a result, the same 

parties will tend to be present at both levels and voters will perceive these parties to be 

ideologically similar, if not identical. As a result, this independent variable produces largely 

dual-level identification. 

Scholars of party identification in Canada have tended to emphasize this variable. 

Its continued usefulness is in question, however, following the 1993 national election and 

dealignment. Largely truncated parties (or single-level parties) are now present at both 

levels, and, as chapter three demonstrates, national and sub-national party systems diverge 

widely. In addition, it has long been observed that Canadian parties of the same name at the 

national and sub-national levels can differ greatly in their ideology, providing individuals 

with different incentives to identification.' In such a situation, an independent variable 

more robust in nature than partisan designation is required to explain federal identification. 

Independent Variable 3: Ideological Consistency/Inconsistency. In this case, the 

ideology of the individual citizen and whether or not that citizen's ideology is manifesting 

itself in identification with parties at both levels is in question. In addition, this variable 

presupposes that individual citizens will place ideology before partisanship in identification 

with parties at the national and sub-national levels. Donald Blake first drew attention to the 

distinction between partisan and ideological consistency across federal levels, arguing that 

it is possible for individual citizens when confronted by divergent parties at the national 

and sub-national levels to be consistent in an ideological sense even while they are 

See, for example: Engelmann, Frederick, and Mildrid A. Schwartz. Canadian Political Parties: Origin, 
Character, Impact. Scarborough: Prentice Hall, 1975. 
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inconsistent in a partisan sense.2 For this issue to be addressed, however, it is necessary to 

know how the individual perceives the two parties.3 This divides variable 3 into two sub-

variables: 

3a: Ideological Consistency. In this case, individual citizens perceive little 

ideological dissimilarity between national and sub-national affiliates and are therefore 

comfortable identifying with the same party at both levels. Partisan and ideological 

consistency converge in this case. Dual-level identification is likely to result. 

3b: Ideological Inconsistency. In this case, individual citizens perceive ideological 

dissimilarity between national and sub-national affiliates. This ideological dissimilarity is 

egregious enough to the individual citizen to persuade that citizen to find another party at 

one of the levels that better suits that citizen's own ideology. Thus, the individual will 

identify with parties of different partisan affiliations at the two levels and therefore be a 

split-level identifier. 

Independent Variable 4: Federal Disengagement. This variable refers to a situation 

where an individual citizen, for whatever reason, becomes disengaged from one level of the 

federation. As a result, that individual citizen identifies with a party on one of the national 

or sub-national levels, but not with a party of any name on the other level. Single-level 

identification is likely to result from this situation. 

Independent Variable 5: Party System Divergence. While the previous independent 

variables examined characteristics of individual citizens, this variable tests incentives for 

federal identification created by the nature of the federal party system. Federal party system 

2Blake Donald B.. "The Consistency of Inconsistency: Party Identification in Federal and provincial 
Politics." Canadian Journal of Political Science. XV:4 (December 1982) 691-710. 710 
It is worth noting that the unit of analysis here is the individual citizen rather than the parties in question. It 

is therefore necessary to know how the individual perceives the parties rather than how the parties really are 
in an ideological sense. 
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divergence is measured on the basis of the number of parties, the names of parties, and the 

ideology of parties. Where party systems at the national and sub-national levels diverge 

significantly, incentives for split and single-level identification are created. Where national 

and sub-national party systems are similar, however, incentives for dual-level identification 

are created. The 1993 national dealignment and several provincial dealignments following 

1993 have contributed to significant party system divergence in Canada. Chapter three in 

particular examines the extent to which party system divergence can explain types of 

federal identification in Canada. 

Hypotheses 

Given these assumptions concerning the nature of party competition and 

identification at the two levels of governance in Canada, this thesis posits two hypotheses. 

First, significant relationships both exist and can be discerned between federal and 

provincial parties on the basis of party identification. In other words, examining patterns of 

party identification at the federal and provincial levels will yield significant combinations 

of federal and provincial parties for further analysis. This hypothesis is in conflict with both 

the No Relationship and (to a lesser extent) the partisan consistency theses presented above. 

Relationships do exist if patterns can be discerned in individuals' federal identification. In 

addition, the first hypothesis addresses relationships between national and sub-national 

parties of all partisan affiliations, not just of the same name. Party system divergence 

between the two levels hides inconsistent relationships from view only if one brings a 

preoccupation with identical partisan affiliation to the analysis. 

But what could account for this similarity between levels? Hypothesis two states 

that these relationships can, to a significant extent, be explained by attitudinal/ideological 
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orientations that individual identifiers hold. This hypothesis builds upon the ideological 

consistency theses described above. This hypothesis also rests upon the socio-psychological 

model of voting behavior, which views party identification as shaped by long-term factors 

and values. It expands the model to federal states, however, by claiming that 

attitudinal/ideological orientations are not level-specific in federal states; rather, they apply 

in both national and sub-national settings. Individual sets of attitudinal/ideological 

orientations should influence vote choice at both the federal and provincial levels and 

therefore produce series of identification relationships between federal and provincial 

parties. 

Outline 

This thesis is concerned with cognitive integration in Canada since 1993. It is 

concerned with two questions in particular. First, in the face of party system divergence, 

what patterns of federal party identification can be detected? How do they differ between 

parties and provinces? Second, how can these patterns be explained? The second question 

can be answered, following Blake's suggestion, by examining the existence of attitudes that 

influence identification at both levels. This then begs the questions: What are these 

attitudes and characteristics? How do they differ between parties and provinces? And, 

finally, what are the implications of these influences upon party identification for electoral 

competition in contemporary Canada, particularly following the 1993 dealignment? These 

questions will be addressed in a series of four chapters to follow. 

Chapter two examines the concept of federal integration. While the focus of this 

work is on cognitive integration, this chapter reviews the literature relating to 

organizational, ideological, and behavioral integration, particularly as it relates to Canada. 
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It then reviews the literature on cognitive integration in greater detail in order to ground our 

understanding of the term in the American literature on party identification. 

Chapter three will examine the contemporary Canadian party systems, including 

analyses of the 1993, 1997, and 2000 federal elections as well as each provincial election 

preceding these federal elections. It considers the divergence of the federal and provincial 

party systems on three bases: the number of parties in each system, the parties present in 

each system, and these parties' relative success. This provides a context within which we 

can understand both dual and split-level identification in Canada since 1993. Are patterns 

of identification between the provinces relatively similar or divergent? If they diverge, in 

what manner do they do so? 

The analytical component of this study is found in chapter four. It builds upon the 

previous chapter by examining dual and split-level party identification in each province for 

each federal election and the preceding provincial election. It does so by establishing sets of 

statistically-significant identification relationships between federal and provincial parties 

based upon the extent to which individuals identify with two parties at both levels. Given 

the divergence of the Canadian party systems, every potential relationship between federal 

and provincial parties will be tested. In its second step, this chapter will assess and compare 

the attitudinal/ideological orientations of identifiers with all federal and provincial parties. 

This chapter replicates the recent work of Blais, Gidengil, Nadeau, and Nevitte with regards 

to party voters  and Cross and Young with regards to party members5, but adds a federal 

perspective. To what extent are the values and characteristics of party identifiers replicated 

Blais, Andre, Elisabeth Gidengil, Richard Nadeau, and Neil Nevitte. "Do Party Supporters Differ?" Citizen 
Politics. Eds. Joanna Everitt and Brenda O'Neill. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2002. 184-201 
Cross, William, and Lisa Young. "Policy Attitudes of Party Members in Canada: Evidence of Ideological 

Politics." Canadian Journal of Political Science. 35:4 (December 2002). 859-880 
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in significant relationships between federal and provincial parties? In addition, differences 

in the attitudes and characteristics of parties identifiers between the provinces (or, more 

precisely, between the parties in the different provinces) will be examined. Do provincial 

differences in party identifiers exist and, if so, how might these be characterized? Finally, 

the third step of the analysis section will address this question by examining the extent to 

which attitudinal/ideological orientations are associated with identification relationships. 

To what extent can dual and split-level identification be explained by long-term factors and 

thus exhibit ideological consistency? Conversely, to what extent can such identification not 

be explained by these factors? 

Finally, the concluding chapter considers the validity of the broad independent 

variables presented in this chapter in light of the findings of chapter four. In addition, the 

implications of these findings for the health of Canada's federal institutions as well as 

future research areas are addressed. 

Understanding party identification is important partially because the socio-

psychological model of voting is applicable to Canada. Individual party identification and 

vote choice in the post-1993 Canadian party system remain strongly correlated.6 The 

"Liberal Advantage" results from that party starting any election with a significantly higher 

number of identifiers than that of any other party.7 

We can understand a voting citizen to a certain extent by learning that that 

individual is a federal Alliance identifier; we can understand that individual to a much 

greater extent by learning that that citizen is also a provincial Sask Party identifier and how 

these simultaneous positions in both electoral arenas differs from, say, a fellow Alliance 

6 Blais, Andre, Elisabeth Gidengil, Richard Nadeau, and Neil Nevitte. Anatomy of a Liberal Victory. 
Peterborough: Broadview, 2002. 120 
7thid. 117 
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identifier or a Liberal identifier in Ontario. In the same vein, we can understand electoral 

competition in the federal and provincial arenas by learning about the nature of party 

support in those arenas; we can increase this understanding by learning how blocs of 

identifiers from the other level identify on the level examined, and how this alters both the 

nature and structure of electoral competition in different arenas. Party identification based 

upon non-level specific factors such as long-term attitudinal/ideological orientations is the 

key to this deeper understanding of electoral competition in federal Canada. Herein lies the 

value of the study of cognitive integration in the Fourth Canadian party system. 
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CHAPTER TWO 

FEDERAL INTEGRATION IN CANADA 

This chapter seeks to refine our understanding of federal integration by presenting a 

typology meant to distinguish between its different types and build upon this typology by 

reviewing the Canadian literature on organizational, ideological, and behavioral integration. 

It provides a more in-depth review of the focus of this work: cognitive integration. On this 

subject, this chapter first examines the concept of party identification, particularly its place 

in the Michigan School's model of voting and the four dimensions of the concept: 

direction, consistency, stability, and intensity. Second, it examines the academic dispute 

concerning the applicability of voter identification to Canada. Finally, it reviews the 

literature on dual and split-level partisanship in Canada. The intent of these in-depth 

reviews of the literature is to familiarize the reader with the development of our 

understanding of party identification in order to both situate the research goals of this 

project within that larger understanding and demonstrate how the research goals of this 

project contribute to that larger understanding. 

Four Types of Federal Integration 

The potential phenomena that fall within the definition of federal integration that 

was presented above are numerous and varied. As a result, it is necessary to refine this 

definition. 

We can differentiate between forms of integration on the basis of two 

considerations: the subject addressed by the definition and whether it is the actions or the 

values of that subject that are being addressed. On the first basis, the subject addressed is 
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either a party as an organizational structure or an individual citizen (but not necessarily a 

voter, since individuals without the franchise can still identify with a party). On the second 

basis, we can differentiate between subjects on the basis of that subject's activity or values. 

Table 1 summarizes these different conceptions of federal-provincial party integration: 

Figure 2.1 
Types of Federal Integration 

Subject 
Party Individual 

Characteristic 
of Subject 

Activity Organizational 
Values I Ideological 

Behavioral 
Cognitive 

Four distinct forms of federal integration emerge from the typology presented 

above: organizational, ideological, behavioral, and cognitive. 

Organization Integration 

Organizational integration is concerned with the activity rather than the values of 

parties. It treats parties as organizational structures rather than as ideological vehicles or 

repositories of values or policy and is therefore concerned with the formal and structural 

linkages between parties at the federal and provincial level .8 Writing on U.S. parties, 

Huckshorn et al. provide an organizational definition of integration: "Integration involves a 

two-way pattern of interaction between the national and state party organization. "9 

8 Organizational integration treats parties as the "memberships organization" outlined by Katz and Mair. Katz, 
R., and Peter Mair. Party Organizations: A Data Handbook on Party Organizations in Western Democracies. 
London: Sage, 1992. 5 
9Huckshorn, Robert J., et al.. "Party Integration and Party Organizational Strength." The Journal of Politics. 
48 (1996). 980-991. 978 
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Thorlakson concurs in her definition of party integration as "the organizational linkages 

between the state and federal levels of parties."° 

Organizational integration is the dominant form of integration studied in the 

literature on federalism. This is partially because party organization has been an important 

variable utilized by scholars to explain centralization or decentralization of party systems, 

an important topic following William Riker's assertion that federal stability is linked to 

decentralization of the party system.1" Examples of this work include Campbell Sharman's 

testing of Piker's thesis by examining (among other things) party discipline in Australian 

party organizations across national-state lines 12, Donald Smiley engaging in a broad 

analysis of federal-provincial party relations in Canada in order to test Piker's thesis'3, and 

Amir Abedi and Alan Siaroff explaining dissimilarity between national and land elections 

in Austria by pointing to the decentralized organization of one of the two main parties.14 in 

addition, party organization has been widely utilized as a dependent variable in studies of 

federalism. Thorlakson, for example, explains organizational relations between national and 

sub-national parties by utilizing two institutional factors, "the degree of centralization of 

resources and the method of power division," as independent variables. 15 Thorlakson also 

10 Thorlakson, Lori. "Federalism and Party Organization: A Cross-National Comparison." Paper presented for 
the workshop "Cases and Consequences of Organizational Innovation in European Party Politics." Grenoble, 
France. April 6-11, 2001. 2. I am grateful to Professor Thorlakson for allowing me to cite this paper. 
U Riker, William. Federalism: Origin, Operation, Significance. Boston: Little, Brown, and Company, 1964. 
136 
12 Sharman, Campbell. "Discipline and Disharmony: Party and the Operation of the Australian Federal 
System." Parties and Federalism in Australia and Canada. Ed. Campbell Sharman. Canberra: Federalism 
Research Centre, 1994. 23-24. 26-27 
13 Smiley, Donald. Canada in Question. Toronto: McGraw-Hill Ryerson, 1972. 76 
14 Abedi, Amir, and Alan Siaroff. "The Mirror Has Broken: Increasing Divergence Between National and 
Land Elections in Austria." German Politics. 8:1 (April 1999) 207-227. 207 
15 Thorlakson, Lori. 2. 
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examines policy distance between parties, but focuses predominantly on organizational 

integration. 16 

Organizational integration has been a strong focus in the Canadian integration 

literature as well. Rand Dyck provides an example of a scholar who views integration as a 

whole primarily as organizational integration. Of the eighteen "factors measuring degree of 

integration" he presents, nine can safely be classified as measurements of organizational 

integration while another three could arguably be classified as such, 17 In addition to Dyck, 

Edwin Black's pioneering study described the strains between the federal and British 

Columbia Conservative parties in largely organizational terms. 18 Organizational integration 

has also been the focus of studies on the activities of party activists. 19 For example, Henry 

Jacek et al. examine the behavior of party activists at both levels in Hamilton20 while David 

Rayside explores the extent to which federal arrangements were responsible for the 

behavior of Quebec Liberal activists at the federal and provincial level.21 

16 Ibid. 6 

17 Dyck, Rand. "Links Between Federal and Provincial Parties and Party Systems." Representation. 
Integration and Political Parties in Canada. Ed. Herman Bakvis. Toronto: Dundurn Press, 1991. 130 
18 Black, Edwin. "Federal Strains Within a Canadian Party." Federalism in Canada: Selected Readings. Ed. 
Garth Stevenson. Toronto: McClelland and Stewart, 1989. 
19 It might appear that studies of party activists belong in the behavioral integration rather than the 
organizational integration category. I place such studies in the latter category because the activities of party 
activists under study, unlike those of voters or citizens that are examined in behavioral integration studies, are 
being performed in the capacity of workers for party organizations. 
20 Jacek, Henry, et al.. "The Congruence of Federal-Provincial Campaign Activity in Party Ogranizations: The 
Influence of Recruitment Patterns in Three Hamilton Ridings." Federalism in Canada: Selected Readings. Ed. 
Garth Stevenson. Toronto: McClelland and Stewart, 1989. 320-339 
21 Rayside, David M.. "Federalism and The Party System: Provincial and Federal Liberals in the Province of 
Quebec." Federalism in Canada: Selected Readings. Ed. Garth Stevenson. Toronto: McClelland and Stewart, 
1989. 354-3 84 
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Ideological Integration 

Ideological integration is concerned with the values rather than the actions of 

parties .22 Compared to organizational integration, ideological integration is under-studied. 

There are at least two possible reasons for this. First, beliefs are more difficult than actions 

to both conceptualize and observe. This problem is exacerbated for parties; party ideology, 

especially since the development of the catch-all party model, is thought of as potentially 

malleable. The catch-all party strategy, "to appeal to as wide a range of interests in a 

country as possible," may rule out any overarching ideological structures of parties that 

could serve as a basis with which to measure ideological integration.23 Indeed, the notion of 

ideological integration presupposes that parties possess sets of values, a view with which 

some might disagree.24 

Second, federal arrangements provide a greater incentive for ideological 

dissimilarity between federal and provincial parties than for ideological similarity simply 

because federal and provincial parties appeal to different electorates. Such dissimilarity 

may be actual when a party appeals to an electorate that is quite different from the national 

electorate or perceived when party leaders at one level feel compelled to distance 

themselves from a counter-part at the other level. Donald Smiley notes that "a common and 

unifying ideology is not an influence toward federal-provincial integration.. .the national 

22 Ideological integration also addresses parties as the "membership organizations" outlined by Katz and Mair 
because it is this form of the party that accounts for how party policy is formulated. Katz, R., and Peter Mair. 
5 
23 Ware, Alan. Political Parties and Party Systems. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1996. 4 
24 For example, see Clarke, Harold D., et al.. Absent Mandate: Canadian Electoral Politics in an Era of 
Restructuring. 3Id ed. Toronto: Gage, 1996. 



18 
and provincial wings conform to the.. .perceived requirements of electoral victory among 

their respective electorates. "25 

Nevertheless, studies have utilized different methods to examine ideological 

integration. To begin, both Dyck and Smiley examine ideological similarity between 

federal and provincial parties; Dyck requires "basic ideological similarity" for two parties 

to be considered integrated while Smiley requires "a common ideology" between the 

parties. 26 Thorlakson proposes "the similarity of the ideology and policy programs of the 

federal and state parties" as one of three measures of integration. 27 These, however, are 

largely non-rigorous and impressionistic measures. Dyck, however, also utilizes policy 

disputes between federal and provincial parties as a measure of ideological integration 

while Smiley qualifies his earlier requirement by requiring that the ideology of integrated 

parties "distinguishes them from other parties in the political systems of both levels."28 

While these measures constitute improvements, they are impressionistic and demonstrate 

the difficulties inherent in examining ideological integration. 

Ideological integration, as a form of integration based upon values, is important 

because it is a potentially useful independent variable in explaining party integration based 

on actions. For example, sociological explanations for structured voting behavior over time 

would utilize ideological similarity between national and sub-national parties as an 

independent variable to explain behavioral integration between the two parties. For this 

reason, ideological integration should not be ignored despite the difficulties inherent its 

25 Smiley, Donald (1972). 92 
26 Dyck, Rand. 162. Smiley, Donald (1972). 77 
27 Thorlakson, Lori. 6 
2' Dyck, Rand. 162. Smiley, Donald (1972). 77 
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study. One potential avenue of such study might consist of applying Klaus von Beyme's 

Families Spirituelies framework to Canada at the federal and provincial levels. 29 

Behavioral Integration 

Behavioral integration is concerned with the actions of individual citizens. Given 

that I have previously classified the actions of party activists as organizational integration30, 

the dominant action in the study of behavioral integration is voting. 

The study of behavioral integration exists in the Canadian integration literature, but 

is often restricted to very small samples, usually a single constituency in a single election, 

and is oftentimes concerned with discovering explanations for individual-level voting 

behavior rather than with federal-provincial integration. Two studies utilize the same 

research design in surveying voters in proximate federal and provincial elections: John 

Courtney and David Smith for Saskatoon in 196431 and George Perlin and Patti Peppin for 

Bglinton and Wellington in 1967.32 In these cases, the authors were primarily concerned 

with vote-switching from one election to the next. Exceptions to this tendency toward 

studies of such small scope, however, exist: Donald Blake briefly addresses British 

Columbians' propensity to vote for different parties at the federal and provincial levels, but 

does so partially to demonstrate differences between the federal and provincial party 

systems. 33 Richard Johnston addresses dissimilarity between federal and provincial 

29 Beyme, Klaus von. Political Parties in Western Democracies. Aldershot: Gower, 1985. 
30 See footnote 11. 

' Courtney, John, and David Smith. "Voting in a Provincial General Election and a Federal By-Election: A 
Constituency Study of Saskatoon City." Canadian Journal of Political Science. XXXII:3 (August 1966). 339-
353 
32 Perlin, George, and Patti Peppin. "Variations in Party Support in Federal and Provincial Elections: Some 
Hypotheses." IV:2 (June 1971). 280-286 
33 Blake, Donald. Two Political Worlds. Vancouver: UBC Press, 1985. 137-138 
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elections that occurred between 1908 and 1974. His research design, however, measures 

only behavioral integration between parties that share a name. 34 

Cognitive Integration in Canada: Insights from the American Literature 

Cognitive integration is concerned with the thoughts of individuals and how they 

relate to both federalism and federal and provincial parties. Research in this area has 

therefore tended to consist of examinations of voter identifications at the federal and 

provincial levels and how they are related. 

Party Identification and the Socio-Psychological Model of Voting 

Party identification refers to "the affective tie that is believed to bind voters to their 

most preferred political parties, 05 MacKuen, Erikson, and Stimson parsimoniously define 

party identification as "a stable psychological attachment to one's favored part Y.06 Party 

identification is important for two reasons: first, it contributes on an individual level to vote 

choice over time. Second, party identification creates stability through its long-term 

structuring of the electoral strength of parties. 37 Party identification both existed and was 

detected prior to the 1950s; Washington, Madison, Hume, and Calhoun all noted the 

importance of a "spirit of party" or "party attachments" in influencing vote choice. 38 The 

concept, however, was formalized and placed within a broader framework (the socio-

psychological model of voting) by the "Michigan School" of voting in the 1950s and 1960s. 

34 Johnston, Richard. "Federal and Provincial Voting: Contemporary Patterns and Historical Evolution." 
Small Worlds: Provinces and Parties in Canadian Political Life. Eds. David J. Elkins and Richard Simeon. 
Toronto: Methuen, 1980. 131-178. 156 

Kanji, Mebs, and Keith Archer. "The Theories of Voting and Their Applicability in Canada." Citizen 
Politics. Eds. Joanna Everitt and Brenda O'Neill. Don Mills: Oxford University Press, 2002. 160-183. 163 
36 MacKuen, Michael B., Robert B. Erikson, and James A. Stimson. "Macropartisanship." American Political 
Science Review. 83:4 (December 1989) 1125-1142.1126 
37 Campbell, Angus, Philip E. Converse, Warren B. Miller, and Donald B. Stokes. The American Voter. 
Abridged Version. New York: John Wiley and Sons, 1964. 67 

Katz, Richard S.. "The Dimensionality of Party Identification: Cross-National Perspectives." Comparative 
Politics. 11:2 (January 1979) 147-163. 147 
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A response to the older sociological model of voting, the socio-psychological model 

viewed voter identification as an intermediary (or a filter) between long-term factors (such 

as attitudinal/ideological orientations) and the vote. More proximate short-term factors 

(such as leader evaluations) fell between party identification and vote choice, but were 

rarely powerful enough to alter the vote choice that was determined beforehand at the point 

of voter identification. 39 The Michigan School differed most significantly from the earlier 

Columbia School in its view that party ID intervened between long-term factors and vote 

choice; such factors were interpreted as indirect rather than direct influences on the vote. 40 

Both the extent and the stability of party identification in the US remain broad, validating 

the socio-psychological model in that particular state. 41 

Dimensions of Party Identification 

The four primary dimensions of party identification are direction, intensity, 

durability, and consistency. Direction refers both to whether or not an individual formally 

identifies with a political party (in the American terminology, the distinction is between 

partisans and independents) and the party which is identified with. On these bases, 

Weisberg distinguishes between six ideal types of American voters on two axes: 

Partisan/Independent and Republican/Neutral/Democrat.42 The first dimension is the 

intensity dimension. This dimension addresses the relative extent to which individuals 

identify with parties. The standard terms here are strong and weak partisans and, following 

39 Kanji, Mebs, and Keith Archer. 163-164 
° Lawrence, Chris. "The Evolution of the Normal Vote in the 1990s." Paper presented to the Annual Meeting 
of the Western Political Science Association, Las Vegas, Nevada, 15-17 March 2001. 
41 For similar findings in different periods, see: Campbell, Angus, Gerald Gurin, and Warren E. Miller. The 
Voter Decides. New York: Wiley, 1954. Miller, Warren E. and J. Merrill Shanks. The New American Voter. 
Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1996. Niemi, Richard G., David R. Reed, and Herbert F. Wesiberg. 
"Partisan Commitment: A Research Note." Political Behaviour. 13:3 (1991) 213-221. 
42 Weisberg, Herbert F.. "A Multidimensional Conceptualization of Party Identification." Political Behaviour. 
2:1 (1980) 33-60. 37 
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from these distinctions, "leaners" or "changers."43 Petrocik first disputed the simple seven 

point scale initially proposed by the Michigan School which associated political activity 

with strength of identification and which therefore ranged from "Strong Republican" to 

"Strong Democrat."44 Petrocik was primarily concerned that the model necessarily 

associated members of smaller parties with low intensity of identification. Katz answered 

Petrocik's challenge by proposing to plot individuals on the basis of two separate axes: 

partisan direction and intensity, 45 This model, while an improvement, did not take the third 

dimension, durability, into account. Durability, or the extent to which individuals retain 

their identification with the same party over time, is important because, insofar as vote 

choice is associated with party identification, it contributes to electoral stability over time. 46 

In the U.S., durability remains strong; Miller and Shanks report that "measures of the 

stability and durability of various political attitudes consistently place party identification in 

the top rank. ,47 

The importance of party identification durability in the U.S. is demonstrated in that 

a lack of durability has been interpreted as a sign of dealigmnent. Hadley, for example, 

notes that changes in the composition of party identification accompanied electoral 

43 Jennings, M. Kent, and Richard G. Niemi. "Party Identification at Multiple Levels of Government." 
American Journal of Sociology. 72:1 (July 1966) 86-101. 86 
' Petrocik, John R.. "An Analysis of Intransivities in the Index of Party Identification." Political  
Methodology. 1 (1974) 31-47. Other examples of doubt concerning this model include: Kessel, John. 
Presidential Campaign Politics: Coalition Strategies and Citizen Responses. Homewood, IL: Dorsey, 1980. 
231, and Beck, Paul Allen. "Choice, Context, and Consequence: Beaten and Unbeaten Paths toward a Science 
of Electoral Behaviour." Political Science: The Science of Politics. Ed. Herbert Weisberg. New York: 
Agathon Press, 1986. 254 
45 Katz, Richard S.. Figures 2 and 3. 
' Campbell et. al. note that "Its (party identification's) mark is readily seen in aggregate election statistics. For 
virtually any collection of states, counties, wards, precincts, or other political units one may care to examine, 
the correlation of the party division of the vote in successive elections is likely to be high." Campbell, Angus, 
Philip B. Converse, Warren E. Miller, and Donald E. Stokes. 67 
47 Miller, Warren E., and J. Merrill Shanks. 128. Also see: Converse, Phillip E., and Gregory B. Markus. 
"Plus ca Change.. .The New CPS Election Study Panel." American Political Science Review. 73 (1979) 32-
49. 
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dealignment in the American south following the 1964 presidential elections. 41 Miller and 

Shanks, on the other hand, point to age cohort effects to explain a brief decline in the 

prevalence (and, it was thought, durability) of American party identification in the 1960s 

and 1970s.49 

The final dimension of party identification is that of consistency, or the extent to 

which individuals identify with identical parties over the different levels of governance. 50 

Jennings and Niemi first drew attention to the occurrence of split identification across 

different levels in the U.S., distinguishing between Republicans, Democrats, and 

Independents with either split or consistent identifications.5' Jennings and Niemi found that 

roughly 5% of their national sample could be considered split identifiers and, of the split 

identifiers, 80% identified as independent at either the federal or the state level .52 In other 

words, voters were very unlikely to identify with one party at one level and another at the 

other level. In addition, following Riker's association of healthy federalism and 

decentralized party systems, Jennings and Niemi partially attribute split identifiers to 

decentralized party organization: "The fragmented, decentralized political parties are 

conducive to such splitting of loyalties, albeit these are typically splits involving an 

Independent identification mixed with a partisan one."53 The matter, however, was not 

pursued in. the American literature until Hadley addressed split identification in the South 

following the realignment of the 1960s; for Hadley, split identification was primarily a 

48 Hadley, Charles D.. "Dual Partisan Identification in the South." The Journal of Politics. 47:1 (Feb. 1985) 
254-268. 255 
49 Miller, Warren E., and J. Merrill Shanks. 153-154 
50 Federalism need not be present for such a dimension to be considered relevant. For example, partisan 
contests for local elections would constitute a situation where consistency would be relevant despite the 
absence of federal arrangements. 
51 The authors use the the terms "split" and "inconsistent" synonymously with mixed identification. Jennings, 
M. Kent, and Richard G. Niemi. 87 
52 Ibid. 87-88 
13 Ibid. 100. Biker, William. 136 
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phenomenon restricted to the South and to the Democratic Party. 54 Niemi, Wright, and 

Powell in 1987 expanded Hadley's approach to the US as a whole. 55 

Comparative Applications 

Despite its durability as an explanatory variable in the U.S., it has not been clear 

that party identification within the socio-psychological model can be applied in other 

states. 56 The debate regarding its comparative applicability has been especially relevant in 

Canada. Two temporal periods in the development of this literature can be identified. The 

first extends to 1974 and was characterized by a certain consensus regarding the 

inapplicability of the socio-psychological model to Canada. 57 In particular, scholars in this 

period noted that party identification was too strongly associated with vote choice and 

therefore was as volatile as the vote and could not be utilized as an independent variable to 

predict voting patterns. 58 Meisel noted that "party identification seems to be as volatile in 

Canada as the vote itself"; Regenstreif reached a similar conclusion. 59 Following this 

period, however, numerous scholars argued that volatility in Canadian voter ID could have 

resulted from poor question wording in the Canada Election Study questionnaires. 60 

" Hadley, Charles D.. 258 
55 Niemi, Richard G., Stephen Wright, and Lynda W. Powell. "Multiple Party Identifiers and the 
Measurement of Party Identification." The Journal of Politics. 49:4 (November 1987) 1093-1103. 1097, 1101 
56 For example, Katz tests the applicability of the model to the U.K.. Katz, Richard S.. 
57 For a brief overview of this academic dialogue, see: Kanji, Mebs, and Keith Archer. 171-172 
58 1bid. 171. 
59 Meisel, John. Working Papers on Canadian Politics. Montreal: McGill-Queen's University Press, 1972. 67. 
Regenstreif, Peter. The Diefenbaker Interlude. Toronto: Longmans, 1965. Snidermaim et al. report other 
works from this period that stress the inapplicability of the socio-psychological model to Canada, which 
include: Scarrow, Howard. "Distinguishing between political parties: The Case of Canada." Midwest Journal  
of Political Science. IX (February 1965) 61-76. Kornberg, Alan, Joel Smith, and David Bromley. "Some 
Differences in the Political Socialization of Canadian and American Party Officials: A Preliminary Report." 
Canadian Journal of Political Science. II (March 1969) 64-88. Perlin, George, and Patti Peppin. Chi, N.H., 
and George Perlin. "The New Democratic Party: A Party in Transition." Party Politics in Canada. Ed. H.G. 
Thorburn. Y d ed. Scarborough: Prentice Hall, 1972. Mallory, J.R.. The Structure of Canadian Government. 
Toronto: Gage, 1971. Horowitz, G.. Canadian Labour in Politics. Toronto: University of Toronto Press, 1968. 
60 Blais, Andre, Elisabeth Gidengil, Richard Nadeau, and Neil Nevitte. 116. Kanji, Mebs, and Keith Archer. 
172. Blais, Andre, Elisabeth Gidengil, Richard Nadeau, and Neil Nevitte. "Measuring Party Identification: 
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Sniderman, Forbes, and Melzer's 1974 article challenges this assumption. This 

challenge ushered in the second period, which has seen more vigorous debate on the role of 

party identification in Canada and the development of more sophisticated models regarding 

its applicability.61 Sniderman and his colleagues disputed two aspects of the prevailing 

view: they claimed first that party identification was widespread (four fifths of Canadians 

in their sample identified with a party) and, second, that Canadian elections tended to be 

relatively structured rather than volatile. 62 

In general, scholars have tended to call into question these results. Jenson, for 

example, claimed that party identification cannot allow us to know for certain how 

someone will vote (a claim not made by the socio-psychological model) and draws 

attention to the comparably high occurrence of identification-switching in Canada. 63 

Stevenson claims that "affective ties to parties are weak in intensity, unstable over time, 

and inconsistent in federal and provincial contexts. ,64 Leduc rejects the view that "strong 

and stable party identification" contributes to stable alignment in Canada. 65 On the other 

hand, Johnston and his colleagues tend to agree with Sniderman's thesis, although they 

acknowledge that the number of non-identifiers in Canada is higher than in the U.S..66 

Canada, Britain and the United States." Political Behaviour. 23 (2001) 5-22. Johnston, Richard. "Party 
Identification Measures in the Anglo-American Measures: A National Survey Experiment." American Journal 
of Political Science. 36 (1992) 542-559. 
61 Sniderman, Paul M., H.D. Forbes, and Ian Meizer. "Party Loyalty and Electoral Volatility: A Study of the 
Canadian Party System." Canadian Journal of Political Science. VII:2 (1974) 268-288 
62 Ibid. 286. For a brief review of this article, see: Kanji, Mebs, and Keith Archer. 171-172 
63 Jenson, J.. "Party Loyalty in Canada: The Question of Party Identification." Canadian Journal of Political 
Science. 8 (1975) 543-553. 548, 550 
64 Stevenson, H. Michael. "Ideology and Unstable Party Identification in Canada: Rationality in a Brokerage 
Party System." Canadian Journal of Political Science. XX:4 (December 1987) 813-850. 813 
65 LeDuc, Lawrence. "Canada: The Politics of Stable Dealigument." Electoral Change in Advanced Industrial 
Democracies. Eds. Russell J. Dalton, Scott C. Flanagan, and Paul Allen Beck. Princeton: Princeton University 
Press, 1984. 402-424. 403 
66 Johnston, Richard, Andre Blais, Henry Brady, and Jean Crete. Letting the People Decide: Dynamics of a 
Canadian Election. Montreal and Kingston: McGill-Queen's University Press, 1992. 84 
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Elkins finds a similar relationship between intensity of identification and voting behavior in 

the U.S. and Canada. 67 

Dual and Split-Level Identification in Canada 

Not surprisingly given the omnipresence of federalism in Canadian political 

science, the consistency aspect of voter identification has been hotly debated in the 

literature. 68 The starting point is Clarke et. al's 1979 study, which found that 18% of 

respondents to a 1974 survey were split-level identifiers, a rate much higher than in the 

U.S. or Britain. 69 In addition, the authors innovatively identified pairs of federal and 

provincial parties by extent of shared identification and ranked the provinces by the extent 

to which they contained split (rather than dual-level) identifiers. 70 In addition, they found 

that inconsistent partisanship was related to unstable partisanship.7' The same authors note 

in another work that "weak, unstable, and/or inconsistent partisans are much more likely to 

report voting for more than one party over the course of the elections in which they have 

participated than are those with the opposite [strong, stable, and/or consistent] partisan 

characteristics" and utilize inconsistency as one independent variable to help explain 

unstable partisans. 72 Blake inferred from this discussion that Clarke et al. considered split-

level identifiers in some sense irrational and demonstrated that split-level identifiers were 

67 Elkins, David. "Party Identification: A Conceptual Analysis." Canadian Journal of Political Science. 11 
(1978) 419-435. 422. Jacek also tends to agree with the argument presented by Sniderman and his colleagues. 
Jacek, Henry. 144-45 
68 Simeon notes in his preface that "Federalism and regionalism. . . have been the central preoccupations of 
Canadian political scientists." Simeon, Richard. Political Science and Federalism. Kingston: Institute of 
Intergovernmental Relations, 2002. ix 
69 Clarke, Harold D., Lawrence LeDuc, Jane Jenson, and Jon Pammett. Political Choice in Canada. Toronto: 
McGraw-Hill Ryerson, 1979. 140 
"Ibid. 166-167, 141 
71 Ibid. 316 

72 LeDUC Lawrence, Harold D. Clarke, Jane Jenson, and Jon H. Pammett. "Partisanship, Voting Behaviour, 
and Election Outcomes in Canada." Comparative Politics. 12:4 (July 1980) 401-417. 405 
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as stable in their vote choices as were consistent identifiers. 73 Contrasting this split-level 

stability with the relative instability of single-level identifiers in British Columbia, Blake 

argues in favor of distinguishing between the two groups (split-level identifiers and 

unstable voters).74 

A subsidiary dispute soon arose concerning the intermingling of attitudes toward the 

two levels of federal systems. Samuel Beer argued in favor of the salience of blended 

national and sub-national attitudes, noting that sub-national sentiments within parties 

"mutually reinforce one another, instead of merely finding expression in separate 

spheres. 05 The argument was applied to Canada by Stewart and Clarke, who argue that "a 

federal system, particularly a decentralized one, constitutes an institutional context that 

influences the development and dynamics of party identification at national and sub-

national levels of government. 06 Blake, however, disagrees, claiming that results in almost 

simultaneous federal and provincial elections were "separate stands. . . [British Columbians] 

appeared to make a complete distinction between the two elections."77 Despite this dispute, 

however, there is agreement over the view that decentralized federal arrangements can 

contribute to split-level identification. 78 

These subsidiary questions, while interesting, do not examine why it is that 

Canadians exhibit a high degree of partisan inconsistency. Instead, it is usually assumed 

73 Blake feels that partisan inconsistency implies "irrational or at least surprising behavior." Blake, Donald E. 
(1982). 691, 707 
74 Ibid. 707. British Columbia has provided the most fertile ground for studies of split-level identification in 
Canada. Examples include: Blake, Donald E. (1985), and Blake, Donald B., R.K. Carty, and Lynda Erickson. 
Grassroots Politicians. Vancouver: UBC Press, 1991. 
75 Beer, Samuel. "Federalism, Nationalism, and Democracy in America." American Political Science Review. 
72:1 (March 1978) 9-21. 15 
76 Stewart, Marianne C., and Harold D. Clarke. "The Dynamics of Party Identification in Federal Systems: 
The Canadian Case." American Journal of Political Science. 42:1 (January 1998) 97-117. 97 
77 Blake Donald E. (1982). 710 
78 Uslaner innovatively examines this view and discovers that federal institutions are indeed responsible for a 
certain amount of split-level identification in Canada. 
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that institutional arrangements, particularly federalism, are responsible for inconsistency. 

Clarke and Stewart claim that "federalism. . .permits and perhaps encourages voters to 

develop multiple partisan allegiances. "79 Uslaner, however, treats the question more 

critically. He tests the impact of both institutions (particularly federalism) and cultural 

development in Canada on inconsistent partisanship (especially compared to the U.S.) and 

finds evidence that differences between Canada and the U.S. can partially be explained by 

cultural factors. 8° In another article, Uslaner expands upon this analysis by placing more 

emphasis on autonomous provincial political cultures rather than institutional arrangements 

as determinants of inconsistency. 81 Uslaner's approach illustrates the dangers of examining 

federal party identification in Canada without accounting for differences between the 

provinces. 

Blake concludes that "some voters may operate from the same attitudinal or 

ideological perspectives in both federal and provincial politics but adopt different ties at the 

two levels because the parties are not consistent between levels." 82 Engelmann and 

Schwartz complement this view, noting that parties with the same name at different levels 

can differ significantly in their ideological orientations. 83 Such a view is consistent with the 

"Two Political Worlds" thesis advanced by Blake, and especially so for British Columbia's 

perpetually idiosyncratic party system. But attempts to discover ideological or attitudinal 

determinants of inconsistency have not been successful. Uslaner finds that 

"sociopsychological orientations" cannot explain differences between inconsistency rates in 

79 Clarke, Harold D., and Marianne C. Stewart. "Partisan Inconsistency and Partisan Change in Federal States: 
The Case of Canada." American Journal of Political Science. 31 (1987) 383-407. 384 
80 Uslaner, Eric M.. "Splitting Image: Partisan Affiliations in Canada's "Two Political Worlds." American 
Journal of Political Science. 34 (1990) 961-981. 978 
81 Uslaner, Eric M.. "Multiple Party Identifiers in Canada: Participation and Affect." The Journal of Politics. 
51:4 (Nov. 1989) 993-1003. 1001 
82 Blake, Donald E. (1982). 710 
83 Engelmann, Frederick, and Mildrid A. Schwartz. 1975 
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the U.S. and Canada. 84 Similiarly, Clarke and Stewart review the literature regarding the 

relationship between socio-economic/attitudinal characteristics and partisan identification 

and conclude simply that "party identification does not closely parallel salient divisions in 

Canadian society."85 

The data utilized by Clarke and Stewart to come to such a conclusion, however, 

only reached to 1980. Is such a conclusion still sustainable, especially following the 1993 

national dealigninent?86 In addition, how has the increased divergence between the federal 

and provincial party systems that resulted from the 1993 election affected partisan 

consistency and inconsistency? 

Conclusion 

The four forms of party integration presented in the typology of figure one, 

excepting cognitive integration, have been addressed relatively little in the Canadian 

literature. The Canadian literature on cognitive integration, drawing upon examinations of 

and disputes concerning party, has been comparably wide-ranging. This literature has 

focused primarily on the applicability of the party identification concept to Canada, but has 

also applied American studies on dual and split-level identification. In general, these 

studies have found high levels of split-level partisanship. Explanations for such split-level 

identification, with either individuals or provinces (or regions) as the units of analysis, have 

not been carried out to a great degree. Furthermore, some scholars have ruled out 

attitudinal/ideological orientations as potential explanations for such identification. The 

84 Uslaner, Eric M. (2001). 978 
85 Clarke, Harold D., and Marianne C. Stewart. 386 
86 Carty, Cross, and Young argue that the "Fourth Canadian Party System" is characterized by greater 
diversity between the societal bases of support and ideologies of the federal parties. Carty, R.K., William 
Cross, and Lisa Young. Rebuilding Canadian Party Politics. Vancouver: UBC Press, 2000. 
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reasons used to justify this position, however, increasingly do not apply to electoral politics 

in the Fourth Canadian party system. 
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CHAPTER THREE 

THE CANADIAN PARTY SYSTEMS 

Even if we assume that attitudinal/ideological orientations play a role in shaping 

party identification, the consistency or inconsistency of that identification will at least 

partially be shaped by the characteristics of party competition at both levels within existing 

party systems. Understanding the dynamics of the different Canadian party systems, and in 

particular differences between the national and provincial systems as well as between the 

provincial systems, is therefore essential to understanding the dynamics of party 

identification within each federal system. In this regard, it would be particularly useful to 

examine partisan affiliation between levels in order to establish the potential for dual and 

split-level identification. In addition, noting similarities and differences between the levels 

with regard to other features of party systems, notably the number of competitive parties in 

each system, can help us to understand the strategic environment that potential identifiers 

reside within and which can help to influence their identification. 

This could be accomplished by simply comparing the different provincial systems 

to the national party system. Comparing provincial party systems to the national system as 

a whole, however, may not be fruitful since the regionalization of the Canadian party 

system in 1993 observed by Carty, Cross, and Young destroyed the "genuinely national 

system" of the third party system and resulted in variations in the nature of party 

competition across the different regions. 87 In other words, even without reference to 

17 Cart)', R.K., William Cross, and Lisa Young. 34 
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province, Canadians confront different federal party systems depending upon the region 

they reside within. 

Regionalization of the national party system took on a radically different form in the 

1993 federal election. Prior to 1993, the regionalization of the national party system was 

utilized to explain an apparent violation of Duverger's Law, which states that single-

member plurality electoral systems tend to produce two-party systems. Duverger pointed to 

regional (or even constituency-level) party systems to explain Canada's apparent violation 

of his law, claiming that Canada's SMP system "tends to the creation of a two-party system 

inside the individual constituency; but the parties opposed may be different in different 

areas of the country."88 Recent work, however, has contradicted the "local bipartism" view 

that Canada's constituencies tend to be series of two-party systems.89 Carty, Cross, and 

Young's organization of regional party systems following 1993, which includes regional 

three-party systems, also calls this view in to question.90 As a result, comparisons must be 

made between provincial party systems and each regional Canadian party system instead of 

with the national system as a whole. 

In order to accomplish this, this chapter summarizes characteristics of the national 

and provincial party systems in order to compare and contrast them. For each system, 

details pertaining to the dynamics of that system in each relevant election will be 

summarized. Each summary will include the following information: 

88 Duverger, Maurice. Political Parties: Their Organization and Activity in the Modem State. 3" Ed. Trans. 
Barbara North and Robert North. London: Methuen, 1964. 223 
89 See, for example: Brian J. Gaines. "Duverger's Law and the Meaning of Canadian Exceptionalism." 
Comparative Political Studies. 32 (1999) 842-851. Gaines attributes Canadian exceptionalism to federal 
arrangements. Harold J. Jansen agrees and argues that sociological dimensions must be considered alongside 
the effects in electoral systems in explaining the nature of party systems. Jansen, Harold. "Does Duverger's 
Law Apply to Canadian Provincial Elections?" Paper presented to the Annual Meeting of the Canadian 
Political Science Association, Quebec City, Quebec, July 31 - August 2, 2000. 
90 They note, for example, that the "Midwest" (or Saskatchewan and Manitoba) saw the creation of a three-
party system. Catty, R.K., William Cross, and Lisa Young. 34 



33 
Number of Competitive Parties (ComN): This figure simply summarizes the number 

of parties that surpass a 5% threshold in their share of the popular vote in each election. 

This threshold is somewhat arbitrary, but was selected in order to balance two competing 

goals of the measure. First, the threshold should be low enough to include parties with 

which individuals will be likely to identify. Second, the threshold should be high enough to 

exclude irrelevant parties. This measure conveys a sense of the number of parties in a 

particular system, but is less sophisticated then the following measures. It is helpful 

primarily as an instrument with which to list the names of relevant parties. 

Name of Competitive Parties (ComA): This simply lists the names of the parties that 

surpassed the 5% competitive threshold. The parties are listed in ascending order with 

regard to the share of the popular vote they received. This measure is included for 

comparative purposes and allows us to note similarities and differences in the parties that 

are competitive in each system. 

Effective Number of Elective Parties (Nv): This measure, first proposed by Markku 

Laakso and Rein Taagepera, summarizes both the number of parties and their relative 

competitiveness within a given system on the basis of votes cast. 91 The measure is 

calculated in the following manner where v equals each party's percentage of the popular 

vote and yields an intuitive figure: Nv = 1 I Lijphart uses this measure but substitutes 

percentages of the popular vote for percentages of total seat shares since the focus of his 

study is on parties in parliaments and cabinet formation. 92 I utilize Nv since party 

identification is more intimately related with voting than with parties' shares of 

parliamentary representation, which are distorted by the use of the single-member plurality 

91 Laakso, Markku, and Rein Taagepera. "Effective' Number of Parties: A Measure with Application to West 
Europe." Comparative Political Studies 12:1 (April) 3-27 
92 Lijphart, Arend. Patterns of Democracy. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1996. 68 
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system. The figure that Nv yields can be used to compare the different party systems, 

although it is a less detailed precursor to the next measure. 

Party-System Classification (P-SC): This classification, developed by Alan Siaroff, 

utilizes four distinct measures to distinguish between party systems on the basis of the 

number of parties and the strength of these parties. Siaroff, like Lijphart, utilizes primarily 

parliamentary measures; for reasons outlined above, I have altered his measures to conform 

to vote rather than seat shares. The four measures that are considered in determining a party 

system's classification are: 

1. The number of parties with at least 5% of the popular vote 93 

2. The two-party vote concentration, or the sum of the vote share of the two 

parties' obtaining the highest percentages of the popular vote 94; 

3. The seat ratio first to second party, or the ratio obtained from comparing the 

votes of the party with the largest number of votes to those of the party with 

the second-largest number of votes; and, 

4. The vote ratio second to third party, or the ratio obtained from comparing 

the votes of the party with the second-largest number of votes to those of the 

party with the third-largest number of votes. 95 

Utilizing different combinations of these measures, any given election can produce 

one of eight different party systems, which include: 

1. Two-Party Systems; 

2. Moderate Multiparty System (Two and One Half System); 

3. Moderate Multiparty Systems with one dominant party; 

93 Siaroff, Alan. Comparative European Party Systems. New York: Garland, 2000. 69 
" Ibid. 31 
Ibid. 32 
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4. Moderate Multiparty Systems with two main parties; 

5. Moderate Multiparty Systems with a balance among the parties; 

6. Extreme Multiparty Systems with one dominant party; 

7. Extreme Multiparty Systems with two main parties; 

8. Extreme Multiparty Systems with a balance among the parties. 96 

The party system classification is determined first by the number of competitive 

parties in the system, differentiating between two party, moderate multiparty, and extreme 

multiparty systems in this regard, and the relative strength of these parties within each of 

these competitive situations, differentiating between one dominant party, two main parties, 

and a balance between the parties. The party system classification does not suffer from any 

of the problems associated with the effective number of parties, and can therefore be 

utilized to compare the nature of the different party systems with regards to both the 

number of parties and their relative strength. 

Finally, once each party system has been described, this chapter will compare them 

in a more holistic manner. This final analysis will especially focus on the incentives that 

different party systems provide individuals with regard to their party identification at both 

federal levels. 

Comparing the Canadian Party Systems 

This series of summaries will begin with the national party system in 1993, 1997, 

and 2000. Second, it will break down these elections by province. Finally, it will include 

summaries for each provincial election preceding each of these three federal elections. In 

Ibid. 70-71 
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addition, in some cases characteristics of elections prior to those studied will be included to 

provide important contextual information. 

The National Party System 

Table 3.1 
Characteristics of the National Party System 

ComN ComA Nv P-SC 

2000 5 Lib, All, PC, BQ, I\fJP 377 
Moderate Multiparty System 
with one dominant party 

1997 5 Lib, Ref, PC, NDP, BQ 4.09 
Moderate Multiparty System 
with one dominant party 

1993 5 Lib, Ref, PC, BQp NDP 393 
Moderate Multiparty System 
with one dominant party 

1988 3 Lib, NDP, PC N/A 
Moderate Multiparty System with 
a balance among the parties 

1984 3 Lib, NDP, PC N/A 
Moderate Multiparty System 

with one dominant party 

Table 3.1 summarizes generally acknowledged characteristics of Canadian elections 

prior to and following the 1993 dealignment. The number of competitive parties remained 

constant at three throughout the 1980s, and the parties included the three "traditional" 

parties: The Liberals, the PC Party, and the NDP. The 1993 dealignment saw the 

introduction of two new parties, the Reform Party and the Bloc Quebecois, bringing the 

number of competitive parties to five. This has remained constant following 1993. 

The party system classification reveals that, since the 1980s, the modal federal 

system has been a moderate multiparty system with one dominant party: the PC Party in 

1984 and the Liberals in 1993, 1997, and 2000. Only in 1988 did the party system become 

less polarized, producing a moderate multiparty system with a balance among the parties. 

In two cases, the classification was not clear-cut; in 1984 the system was nearly a moderate 

multiparty system (or a two and a half system) and in 2000 the system was nearly a 
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moderate multiparty system with two main parties. In all cases, what is clear is that the 

fourth Canadian party system has experienced continuity and even stability since the 1993 

election. Recent Canadian elections have produced only moderate multiparty systems with 

a dominant Liberal Party; no two-party or extreme multiparty systems have resulted from 

recent elections. 

The National Party System by Province 

While the aforementioned measures of the national party system tell us much about 

that system as a whole, they do not reveal provincial or regional idiosyncrasies within the 

federation. Table 3.2 summarizes party system characteristics for the 1993, 1997, and 2000 

federal elections broken down by province, with one exception: the required threshold to 

qualify as a competitive party is increased to 10%. The threshold must be raised in order to 

accord with this reality. In addition, the mean party system categorization is included for 

each province: 
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Table 3.2 

Characteristics of the National Party System by Province 
Election ComN ComA Nv P-SC P-SC Ave. 

Br
it

is
h 

C
o
l
u
m
b
i
a
 2000 3 All, Lib, NDP 2.94 

Moderate Multi-Member 
System with one dominant 

party 
MMP 
System 
with two 
main 
parties 

1997 3 Ref, Lib, NDP 3.27 
MMP System with a balance 

among the parties 

1993 4 
Ref, Lib, 
NDP, PC 

N/A MMP System with two main 
parties 

I. 

2000 3 All, Lib, PC 2.42 
MMP System with one 
dominant party UP 

MMP 
System 
with one 
dominant 

party 

1997 3 Ref, Lib, PC 2.63 
MMP System with one 

dominant party 

1993 3 Ref, Lib, PC N/A 
MMP System with one 

dominant party 

Sa
sk

at
ch

ew
an

 

2000 3 All, NDP, Lib 2.93 
MMP System with one 

dominant party MMP 
System 
with one 
dominant 
party 

1997 3 Ref, NDP, Lib 3.42 
MM? System with a balance 

among the parties 

1993 4 
Lib, Ref, 
NDP, PC 

N/A MMP System with a balance 
among the parties 

M
a
n
i
t
o
b
a
 2000 4 

Lib, All, 
NDP, PC 

381 MMP System with a balance 
among the parties 

MMP 
System 
with a 
balance 
among the 
parties 

1997 4 
Lib, Ref, 
NDP, PC 

3.86 MMP System with a balance 
among the parties 

1993 4 
Lib, Ref, 
NDP, PC 

N/A 
MMP System with one 

dominant party 

On
ta
ri
o 

2000 3 Lib, All, PC 2.87 
MMP System with one 

dominant party 
MMP 
System 
with one 
dominant 
party 

1997 4 
Lib, Ref, PC, 

NDP 
3.05 

MMP System with one 
dominant party 

1993 4 
Lib, Ref, PC, 

NDP 
N/A 

MMP System with one 
dominant party 

2000 2 Lib, BQ 2.76 
MM? System 

(Two and One Half) MMP 
System 
(Two and 
One Half) 

1997 3 BQ, Lib, PC 3.05 
MMP System with a balance 

among the parties UP 

1993 3 BQ,Lib,PC N/A 
MM? System 

(Two and One Half) 

N
e
w
 

B
r
u
n
s
w
i
c
k
 

2000 4 
Lib, PC, All, 

NDP 
3.28 MM? System with two main 

parties 
MMP 
System 
with two 
main 
parties 

1997 4 
PC, Lib, NDP 

Ref 
MMP System with two main 

parties 
1993 2 Lib, PC N/A MMP System with one 



39 
dominant party 

N
o
v
a
 S
co

ti
a 2000 3 Lib, PC, NDP 3.51 

MMP System with a balance 
among the parties 

MMP 
System 
with a 
balance 
among the 
parties 

1997 PC, NDP, Lib 3.61 
MMP System with a balance 

among the parties 

1993 3 Lib, PC, Ref N/A 
MMP System 

with one dominant party 

Pr
in

ce
 

E
d
w
a
r
d
 

Is
la
nd
 

2000 4 
Lib, PC, 
NDP, All 

2.64 MMP System 
(Two and One Half) MMP 

System 
(Two and 
One Half) 

1997 3 Lib, PC, NDP 2.70 
MMP System 

(Two and One Half) 

1993 2 Lib, PC N/A 
MMP System 

with one dominant party 

N
e
w
f
o
u
n
d
l
a
n
d
 

2000 3 Lib, PC, NDP 2.94 
MMP System with two main 

parties MMP 
System 
with one 
dominant 
party 

1997 3 Lib, PC, NDP 3.05 
MMP System with a balance 

among the parties 

1993 2 Lib, PC N/A 
MMP System 

with one dominant party 

First, we can note changes within each province from 1993 to 2000 with regards to 

party competition. We can do so by examining changes in the number and strength of 

parties as well as by examining the parties in the system. Provinces that exhibited a 

consolidation of federal party competition were British Columbia, Alberta, and 

Saskatchewan, all of which saw a consolidation of Reform/Alliance dominance; Ontario 

which saw a consolidation of Liberal dominance; and Quebec, which saw a consolidation 

of the relative two-party system evident there. Provinces that exhibited a dispersal of 

federal party competition were Manitoba and all of the Atlantic Provinces. While different 

parties have had different strongholds in Canada's regionalized party system since 1993, 

only the Alliance's western base and the Liberals' Ontario base have consolidated their 

support for their regional parties. 
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Following these processes of consolidation and dispersal since 1993, several 

patterns of party competition were evident in the 2000 election. First, each regional system 

was characterized by a competitive Liberal Party, while all except Quebec, Nova Scotia, 

and Newfoundland were characterized by a competitive Alliance. Within these regions, 

both the NDP and the PC Party were competitive in two provinces (Manitoba and New 

Brunswick), the NDP but not the PC Party was competitive in two provinces (British 

Columbia and Saskatchewan), and the PC Party but not the NDP was competitive in one 

province (Ontario). The parochial cases of Nova Scotia and Newfoundland featured 

competition between the two traditional parties with the third-party presence of the NDP 

while the exceptional case of Quebec was characterized by only two competitive parties: 

the Liberals and the Bloc Quebecois. 

The British Columbia Party System 

Table 3.3 
Characteristics of the British Columbia Party System 

ComN ComA Nv P-SC 
1996 4 Lib, NDP, Ref, PDA 2.33 MMP System (Two and One Half) 

1991 3 NDP, Lib, SC 2.99 MMP System with a balance among the 
parties 

1986 3 SC, NDP, Lib 2.92 MMP System with two main parties 

Federal elections and provincial elections in British Columbia do not correspond 

neatly; the unpopular NDP government's decision to delay an upcoming election resulted 

in the 1996 provincial election preceding both the 1997 and 2000 federal elections. What is 

remarkable in this period is the similarity between the party systems of the 1991 provincial 

and the 2000 federal elections (the latter restricted to British Columbia). Both systems 

included roughly three effective parties and were balanced moderate multiparty systems. 
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The 1991 B.C. election was a dealigning election, shattering the traditional 

"polarized" competition of party competition that had existed between the Social Credit 

Party and the New Democratic Party since the realignment of 1975. The widely-accepted 

designation of "polarized," however, is not clear since, as table three demonstrates, the 

1986 party system in fact included roughly three effective parties and was a moderate 

multiparty system. Following a loss of confidence in the Social Credit government of 

Premier Bill Vander Zaim, however, Social Credit was relegated to third place behind the 

Liberal Party. Members subsequently fled to the right-wing B.C. Reform Party and, 

following his expulsion from the leadership of the Liberal Party, Gordon Wilson formed 

the Progressive Democratic Alliance with another MLA.98 

The party system of the 1996 provincial election was thus a two and two halves 

party system, with the Liberals and the NDP constituting the full parties and the Reform 

Party and the PDA constituting the half parties. 99 This strategic situation differed from both 

the 1997 and 2000 federal systems in B.C.. In 1997, the federal system was much more 

balanced among the three competitive parties while in 2000 the Alliance became 

dominant. 100 

B.C., since the 1952 break-through of the Social Credit Party, has always had an 

idiosyncratic party system and has thus presented voters with complex choices in federal 

' For descriptions of these periods in B.C. electoral history, see: Siaroff, Alan, and Royce Koop. "Regional 
Variations in Electoral Bias and Party Support in British Columbia since 1933." Paper presented to the 
Annual Meeting of the British Columbia Political Science Association, Kelowna, B.C., May 2002. Or: Blake 
Donald. "The Politics of Polarization: Parties and Elections in British Columbia." Politics, Policy, and 
Government in British Columbia. Ed. R.K. Carty. Vancouver: UBC Press, 1996. 67-84. 
98 Blake, Donald (1996). 79 
99 The Liberals beat the NDP by 2.37%, receiving 41.8% and 39.5% respectively, but the NDP formed a 
spurious majority government. B.C. Reform and the PDA were similarly close in seat shares, receiving 9.3% 
and 5.5% respectively. 
100 This is similar to the 2000 provincial system, where the right-wing Liberal Party assumed a very dominant 
position. 
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and provincial elections. Some patterns, however, have been discernible. Party activists 

were asked at conventions in 1986-87 about their federal vote intentions. Over 90% of 

provincial Social Credit, NDP, and Liberal activists reported voting for the federal PC 

Party, the NDP, and the Liberals respectively. 101 The almost simultaneous dealignment of 

the federal and provincial party systems, however, presented voters with new choices. 

Following the 1991 dealignment, all four major federal parties remained competitive in the 

province in the 1993 federal election. The competitive federal parties in the province in 

1997 and 2000, however, were remarkably similar to those that were competitive in the 

1996 provincial election: The Reform Party/Alliance, the NDP, and the Liberals. 112 Federal 

voters in 1997 and 2000 thus confronted a selection of parties that were remarkably similar 

to the parties they confronted at the provincial level, an ironic finding of consistency for 

what has been the province that has traditionally produced party systems that have been the 

most divergent from the federal system. 

The Alberta Party System 

ComN 

Table 3.4 
Characteristics of the Alberta Party System 

ComA NY P-SC 
1997 4 PC, Lib, NDP, SC 2.62 MMP System (Two and One Half) 
1993 3 PC, Lib, NDP 2.71 MMP System (Two and One Half) 

1989 3 PC, Lib, NDP 2.88 MMP System with a balance among 
the parties 

The Albertan party system has diverged from its federal party system most greatly 

in the extent to which it has not been as dominated by a single party. This will come as a 

surprise to those that have drawn attention to Alberta's "quasi-party system" or to 

101 Blake, Donald E., R.K. Carty, and Lynda Erickson (1991). 31-32 
102 The PDA was also competitive on the provincial level, but it was largely non-ideological and received few 
votes in 1996. 
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Albertans' relative consensus on public policy issues 103, but not to those who have noted 

that Alberta was the home of the rise of the Reform Party beginning in earnest in 1993; The 

party received no less than 52% of the popular vote in Alberta in that election, followed by 

55% in 1997.104 The provincial P.C. Party, in contrast, received 44% of the popular vote in 

1993, a feat its new leader, Ralph Klein, dubbed the "Miracle on the Prairies."105 Thus, 

while the effective number of parties has dropped since 1993, Alberta has remained a two 

and one half party system. On the federal level since 1993, however, a multi-party system 

has existed with the Reform Party/Alliance as the dominant party. 

Alberta, like British Columbia, has historically produced provincial party systems 

that have diverged greatly from the federal systems, electing parties that were nascent or 

minor on the federal stage to the provincial government. This pattern took root in 1921 

when the United Farmers of Alberta defeated the Liberals and formed the government and 

ended in 1971 when the PC Party defeated the previously-dominant Social Credit Party. 106 

Since then Albertans have confronted a relatively traditionally provincial party system, 

which has generally included the PC Party, the Liberals, and the NDP. Little divergence 

existed between the competitive parties at either level between 1971 and 1993. Divergence, 

however, emerged from changes in the federal party system with the rise of the Reform 

Party in 1993. From 1993 onward, Albertans have been faced with still relatively similar 

103 The most famous example of this thesis is: MacPherson, C.B.. Democracy in Alberta. Toronto: University 
of Toronto Press, 1953. On supposed consensus in Alberta, see: Dacks, Gurston. "From Consensus to 
Competition: Social Democracy and Political Culture in Alberta." Socialism and Democracy in Alberta. Ed. 
Larry Pratt. Edmonton: NeWest, 1986. 
104 The party experienced its first notable victories in Alberta prior to 1993. Deborah Grey and Stanley Waters 
were elected as an M.P. and a Senator-in-Waiting respectively in Alberta in 1989. Brunner, Paul. "Beaver 
River Breakthrough: Deborah Grey goes to the House of Commons." Alberta Report. March 27, 1989. 
Brunner, Paul, et al.. "History in Waiting: Stan Waters wins the Alberta Senate Race." Alberta Report. 
October 30, 1989. 
105 Martin Don. King Ralph. Toronto: Key Porter, 2002. 132 
106 Stewart, David K., and Keith Archer. Quasi-Democracy? Parties and Leadership Selection in Alberta. 
Vancouver: UBC Press, 2000. 11 
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systems; both include the PC and the Liberal parties, but the Reform Party is competitive 

on the federal stage while the NDP is not and the NDP is competitive on the provincial 

stage while the Reform Party is not. Following the decline of the federal PC Party in 1993, 

provincial PC voters (the largest group of partisans in the province) in particular have been 

faced with a strategic dilemma on the federal stage in the form of two relatively right-wing 

parties. Interestingly, in the 1997 provincial election, Premier Klein experienced a right-

wing challenge from the Social Credit Party, which was competitive in that election, but 

which has since experienced internal divisions. 107 

The Saskatchewan Party System 

Table 3.5 
Characteristics of the Saskatchewan Party System 

ComN ComA Nv P-SC 
1999 3 Sask, NDP, Lib 2.88 MMP System with two main parties 
1995 3 NDP, Lib, PC 2.63 MMP System (Two and One Half) 
1991 3 NDP, PC, Lib 2.63 MMP System with one dominant party 

Table five reveals that while the number of competitive parties and effective parties 

remained roughly identical in the period analyzed, the party system classifications and the 

competitive parties in the system changed. Most importantly, the traditional three-way 

competition between the NDP, the PC Party, and the NDP continued into the 1999 election; 

the PC Party had simply been replaced by the Sask Party. 

Following several blunders, Premier Grant Devine's Conservatives lost to Roy 

Romanow's NDP in the 1991 provincial election. Romanow's NDP thus became the 

dominant party in a multiparty system. Prior to the 1995 election, twelve former PC MLAs 

107 For a brief description of those divisions and the resulting creation of the Alberta Alliance, see: Dolphin, 
Ric. "The party that could have been takes a wrong turn." Calgary Herald. Dec. 20, 2002. 
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were charged with fraud and the party subsequently finished behind the Liberals. 108 Perhaps 

realizing that the party name was tainted, PC Party leader Bill Boyd and a former Liberal 

formed the Sask Party in 1997.109 In an example of federal elite migration, a former Reform 

Party MP, Elwin Hermanson, was subsequently elected leader, demonstrating the strong 

ties between the new party and the Reform Party/Alliance. 110 The Sask Party ran 

particularly well in rural Saskatchewan in the 1999 and won the largest number of votes, 

but the NDP formed a spurious majority government. 

Similarly to Alberta, Saskatchewan has seen the development of a comparably 

dispersed party system at the provincial level while the Reform Party/Alliance has 

consolidated its support at the federal level. By 1999, the provincial NDP and the Sask 

Party had clearly re-created the traditional conflict between the NDP and the PC Party, 

while the Alliance in 2000 consolidated its dominance in the province. 

In the last two election cycles, Saskatchewan voters have faced inconsistent but 

clear choices at the federal and provincial levels of voting in the last two election cycles, 

but this pattern became very apparent in the 2000-1999 cycle. Identifiers chose between 

federal and provincial New Democratic and Liberal parties, and were also confronted with 

the similarly right-wing Alliance at the federal level and Sask Party at the provincial level. 

The Manitoba Party System 

Table 3.6 
Characteristics of the Manitoba Party System 

ComN ComA Nv P-SC 
1999 3 NDP, PC, Lib 2.61 MMP System (One and One Half) 
1995 3 PC, NDP, Lib 2.88 MMP System with a balance among the parties 

108 Dyck Rand. Provincial Politics in Canada. 3rd Ed. Scarborough: Prentice Hall, 1996. 485 
'°9 Mandryk Murray, and Bonny Braden. "Four Liberals expected to team up with Provincial Tories in new 
party." Saskatoon Star Phoenix. August 8, 1997. 
"°Mandryck Murray. "Hermanson at helm pushes Sask Party to far right: rivals." Saskatoon Star Phoenix. 
April 21, 1998. 
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1990 3 PC, NDP, Lib 2.95 MMP System with a balance among the parties 

Both Manitoba's federal and provincial politics have been marked by comparable 

stability throughout the fourth Canadian party system, despite that 1990 was the election 

where the provincial NDP first began to move toward becoming one of two parties in a two 

and one half party system." Despite its reputation for moderation, Manitoba has seen 

significant ideological conflict and it was predicted following 1990 that the province would 

soon come to resemble British Columbia in class-based, two party competition. 112 

Nonetheless, no dealignment has occurred at the provincial level in this period and the 

dispersed, relatively balanced, and ordered federal party system christened in 1993 has 

remained relatively unchanged to the present. 

Manitoba has seen a slight trend at the provincial level toward concentration, as 

evidenced by the slight decline in the effective number of parties and the movement from a 

balanced multiparty system to a two and one half party system. These changes, however, 

should not be over-stated, especially when compared to those of the other provinces. 

Despite a correspondingly slight decrease in the effective number of parties at the federal 

level, Manitoba has maintained a balance multiparty system since 1993. 

No new parties, with the exception of the federal Reform Party, have intruded upon 

the Manitoba party system in this period. Manitoba voters confront a provincial party 

system increasing dominated by the NDP and the Conservatives but which still contains a 

Dyck, Rand (1996). 384 
112 Ibid.. Alex Netherton chronicled the ideological conflict resulting from Premier Sterling Lyon's "neo-
conservative" policy goals while Alan Siaroff views a contemporary neo-conservatism ideological dimension 
in Manitoba. Netherton, Alex. "The Shifting Points of Politics: A Neo-Institutional Analysis." The Provincial 
State. Eds. Keith Brownsey and Michael Howlett. London: Copp Clark Pitman, 1992. 175-206. Siaroff, Alan. 
"Provincial Party Systems as Reflections of Cleavages and Ideological Divisions." Paper presented to the 
annual meeting of the Canadian Political Science Association, Quebec City, Quebec, July 29 - August 1, 
2000. 
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significant Liberal presence and a federal party system that is relatively balanced between 

the three traditional parties and the Reform Party/Alliance. Thus, identification at the two 

levels would appear to be relatively straight-forward, with the complicating factor of the 

Reform Party/Alliance. However, like Alberta, the success of the Reform Party/Alliance 

relative to that of the federal PC Party demonstrates that provincial PC supporters may be 

more willing to support the former than the latter. 

The Ontario Party System 

Table 3.7 
Characteristics of the Ontario Party System 

ComN ComA Nv P-SC 
1999 3 PC, Lib, NDP 2.61 MMP System (Two and One Half) 
1995 3 PC, Lib, NDP 2.93 MM? System with a balance among the parties 
1990 3 NDP, Lib, PC 3.30 MMP System with a balance among the parties 

While the rise of the Ontario PC Party under Mike Harris was seen as significant, 

with regard to the party system it represented only a rearrangement of party fortunes. 

Throughout this period, both the federal and provincial party systems have consolidated 

themselves. 

Following a period of extreme stability, with the PC Party having formed the 

government for no less than forty-two continuous years, Ontario entered a period of 

seeming instability as the Liberals formed a minority government with the support of the 

NDP in 1985.113 In 1990, however, the NDP stormed to power, only to be replaced by a 

revitalized neo-conservative PC Party under Mike Harris in 1995.114 Following relatively 

balanced multiparty systems in 1990 and 1995, Harris consolidated his support in the 1999 

113 Wearing, Joseph. "Ontario's Political Parties: The Ground Shifts." The Government and Politics of 
Ontario. 4 'Ed. Ed. Graham White. Toronto: Nelson, 1990. 215-237. 215 
114 Dyck, Rand (1996). 3 61-3 62 
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election. The effective number of parties correspondingly dropped and the party system 

became a two and one half system. 

Ontario's federal party system has been the subject of much debate and discussion 

in Canadian politics. 115 Beginning in 1993 the Liberal Party has been the dominant party in 

a multiparty system. Since 1993 this system has consolidated itself, as the effective number 

of parties has dropped and, in 2000, the NDP dropped below the 5% competitive threshold. 

The competitive parties at both the federal and provincial levels in Ontario have 

remained relatively stable, with the PC Party, the Liberals, and the NDP remaining 

competitive at the provincial level and the Liberals, the Reform Party/Alliance, the PC 

Party, and the NDP (but not in 2000) at the federal level. Despite this, the vote shares of the 

provincial parties have fluctuated dramatically; R.K. Carty and David Stewart claim that 

Ontario's party system has become "more volatile than ever. The last three elections (1987, 

1990, and 1995) have seen three different parties form majority governments, and in the 

last decade each party also had a turn as the official opposition while two of them 

languished for a period in third place." 16 This volatility may have decreased in the fourth 

Canadian party system given Harris' 1999 re-election, and is certainly not replicated at the 

federal level, where the Liberal Party has consistently garnered 49% of the vote, and more. 

Like Manitoba and Alberta, Ontarian voters face a provincial party system that 

includes three traditional parties and a similar federal system which, in addition, includes 

the federal Reform Party/Alliance. Unlike Alberta, provincial PC Party success beginning 

115 Primarily because the Liberal Party's dominance in the country's most populous province is often cited as 
the primary reason for that party's long tenure as the government. Carty, Cross, and Young note that "the 
Liberals are a party of Ontario," while Stephen Harper and Tom Flanagan, among other views, examine 
potential ways to overcome Liberal hegemony in Ontario. Carty, Cross, and Young. 7. Harper, Stephen, and 
Tom Flanagan. "Our Benign Dictatorship." The Next City. Winter 1996/1997. 
116 Carty, R.K., and David Stewart. "Parties and Party Systems." Provinces: Canadian Provincial Politics. Ed. 
Christopher Dunn. Peterborough: Broadview, 1996. 63-95. 82 



49 
in 1995 has not accompanied success of the federal Reform Party/Alliance. In this regard, 

Ontario is more like Manitoba than it is like Alberta. 

The Quebec Party System 

ComN 

Table 3.8 
Characteristics of the Quebec Party System 

ComA Nv P-SC 
1998 3 Lib, PQ, ADQ 2.58 MMP System (Two and One Half) 
1994 3 PQ, Lib, ADQ 2.49 MMP System (Two and One Half) 
1989 2 Lib, PQ 2.42 MMP System (Two and One Half) 

Like Ontario, the return to power of the PQ under Jacques Parizeau in 1994 

represented less of a dealignment than a simple rearrangement of the existing party system. 

In the face of comparable stability, the most noteworthy aspects of the province's party 

system in this period has been a slight dispersal in the number of parties and the addition of 

the ADQ under Mario Dumont as a competitive party. 

Since 1976, the sovereignty cleavage in Quebec has structured provincial electoral 

competition between the "staunchly federalist" Liberal Party and the "independantiste" 

Parti Quebecois, both of which have garnered an average of 85.6% of the popular vote in 

each election from 1970 to 1995.1 17 Following a period of internal strife over the 

independence issue that culminated in the resignations of several strongly sovereigntist 

ministers and the 1985 resignation of Rene Levesque' 18, a revitalized PQ under Jacques 

Parizeau returned to power in 1994 after a decade of unsuccesful mega-constitutional 

wrangling under the Liberals. The federal level, on the other hand, saw the introduction of 

117 Tanguay, A. Brian. "Quebec's Political System in the 1990s: From Polarization to Convergence." Quebec 
State and Society. Ed. Alain-G. Gagnon. Scarborough: Nelson, 1993. 174-198. 174. Dyck, Rand (1996). 228 
118 Fraser, Graham. P0: Rene Levesque and the Parti Quebecois in Power. Toronto: MacMillan, 1984. 365 
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the Bloc Quebecois under Lucien Bouchard to the system in 1993 following the formation 

of the BQ caucus from disparate PC and Liberal MPs prior to that election. 119 

Since Liberal Robert Bourassa's re-election in 1989, Quebec's provincial party 

system has experienced remarkable stability. Throughout this period a two and one half 

system has been evident. While the Liberal Party and the PQ have constituted the whole 

parties in all three elections, the half parties were the Equality Party, an English rights 

party, in 1989 and the ADQ, a splinter group from the Liberal Party, in 1994 and 1998.120 

On the federal level, on the other hand, the party system classification has moved from a 

two and one half system in 1993, to a balanced multiparty system in 1997, back to a two 

and one half party system in 2000. The balance in 1997 was accomplished by the relative 

success of the PC Party under Jean Charest in Quebec, but his replacement with a non-

Quebecer, Joe Clark, saw a return to primarily Liberal-BQ competition in 2000. While 

Quebec has seen a dispersal of competition on the provincial level, as evidenced by the 

increasing effective number of parties, on the federal level Quebec has seen an opposite 

trend. 

Quebec's two and one half system in 1993 saw only two competitive parties. Since 

then the ADQ has been competitive, receiving an average of 9.1% of the popular vote in the 

1997 and 2000 elections, making Quebec a truly two and one half party system. The 

number of parties on the federal level has largely been dictated by the fortunes of the PC 

Party; present in 1993 and resurgent in 1997, the party finally became non-competitive in 

2000. 

119 For a description of the events that led to the creation of the Bloc Quebecois, see: Cornellier, Manon. The 
James Lorimer & Company, 1995. Or: Crete, Jean, and Guy LaChapelle. "The Bloc Quebecois." Party 

Politics in Canada. 8k" Ed. Eds. Hugh G. Thorburn and Alan Whitehorn. Toronto: Prentice Hall, 2001. 302-
320 
120 On the Equality Party, see: Tanguay, A. Brian. 192-194 
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Quebecers face a unique situation in their identification between the federal and 

provincial levels. New parties (the BQ and the PQ) exist at both the federal and provincial 

levels. These parties are naturally related to one another along Quebec's sovereignty 

cleavage, as are the federal and provincial Liberal parties. Identification in Quebec 

therefore may be relatively straight-forward following the decline of the federal PC Party, 

but the presence of the provincial ADQ complicates this, especially since the party is 

somewhat ambiguous on its commitment to sovereignty. The party has been cited as a 

possible Quebec ally of the Canadian Alliance. 121 

The New Brunswick Party System 

Table 3.9 
Characteristics of the New Brunswick Party System 

ComN ComA Nv P-SC 
1999 3 PC, Lib, NDP 2.34 MMP System (Two and One Half) 
1995 4 Lib, PC, NDP, CoR 2.66 MMP System with two main parties 
1991 4 Lib, CoR, PC, NDP 3.11 MMP System with one dominant party 

The fourth party system has seen the decline of an third party (the Confederation of 

Regions Party) in New Brunswick and movement toward a traditional one and one half 

party system. At the federal level, the province has seen a similar trend, but a multimember 

system has remained. 

The 1987 election in New Brunswick produced a Liberal sweep of the Legislature 

following Conservative Richard Hatfield's scandal-riven government. 122 Following this 

anomaly, New Brunswick slowly began to a return to the brand of two party competition 

that had characterized its pre-1987 party system; from the Liberals remaining dominant in a 

multimember system in 1991, to the PC Party reassuming a position as a "main party" in 

121 Thompson, Elizabeth. "Harper prefers upstart ADQ to Quebec Liberals." National Post. June 2, 2002. 
122 On the 1987 election, see: Adamson, Agar. "New Brunswick: An Oppositionless Assembly." 
Parliamentary Government. 8:1 (Sept. 1988) 
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1995, to the establishment of a traditional two and one half system in 1999.123 At the 

federal level, the Liberal Party and the PC Party have remained the main parties while the 

presence of the NDP and the Reform Party/Alliance has contributed to a multimember 

system. At both levels the system is consolidating, as is evidenced by the declining 

effective number of parties. 

At the provincial level New Brunswick experienced the decline of the CoR and now 

contains the three traditional competitive parties, two of which (the Liberals and the 

Conservatives) have rotated in government in this period. 124 The same is true at the federal 

level, excepting the presence of the Reform Party/Alliance as a competitive party beginning 

in 1997. Of the Atlantic Provinces, New Brunswick has been the most receptive to the 

Reform Party/Alliance. 

With the exception of the Reform Party/Alliance, identification in New Brunswick 

is a relatively straight-forward matter: The three traditional parties are present at both 

levels. In 2000 the Alliance received roughly half the votes that the PC Party did, 

demonstrating the resiliency of the traditional party system in New Brunswick (although, as 

we shall see, this resiliency is not as strong in New Brunswick as it is in the other Atlantic 

Provinces). 

123 Dyck, Rand (1996). 177 
124 For a summary of the rise and decline of the CoR in New Brunswick, see: Martin, Geoff. "Revolt Against 
the System: The Rise and Fall of the CoR Party in New Brunswick, 1988-1993." Paper presented to the 
annual meeting of the Atlantic Provinces Political Science Association, 1993. 
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The Nova Scotia Party System 

Table 3.10 
Characteristics of the Nova Scotia Party System 

ComN ComA Nv P-SC 
1999 3 PC, NDP, Lib 3.01 MMP System with a balance among the parties 
1993 3 Lib, PC, NDP 2.68 MMP System with a balance among the parties 
1988 3 PC, Lib, NDP 2.65 MMP System (One and One Half) 

Nova Scotia has generally been a volatile system in this period, one which has 

produced minority governments and snap elections, and has seen a dispersal of party 

strength to balanced multimember systems on both levels. While these systems are 

traditional in the sense that they contain only the traditional parties (the PC Party, the 

Liberals, and the NDP), they differ in the non-traditional strength of the NDP, which has 

assumed a role as a full party in a balanced multiparty system rather than a half party in a 

one and one half system. 

At the provincial level, the Nova Scotia party system has dispersed throughout this 

period, producing a balanced multi-member system. This tendency increased in the 1999 

provincial election after a period of instability, despite that the Conservatives under John 

Hamm pulled roughly 10% ahead of the other parties in the popular vote. At the federal 

level this dispersal has leveled off, but a balanced multimember system remains. 

Nova Scotia's balanced traditional three-party competition appears to be largely 

entrenched at both levels. As such, identification is Nova Scotia is a very straight-forward 

matter, which is especially notable given the absence of the Reform Party/Alliance from 

federal competition (with the notable exception of the 1993 election). Whether or not the 

establishment of the NDP as a full party is a temporary phenomenon remains an open 

question. David Stewart notes that the NDP performed particularly well in cape Breton and 
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Halifax in 1997, which could well be explained by dissatisfaction with the Liberal 

government and the popularity of Halifax native Alexa McDonough respectively. 125 But the 

NDP, while dropping some support, demonstrated resiliency by performing well in the 

2000 election as well. 

Prince Edward Island 

Table 3.11 
Characteristics of the Prince Edward Island Party System 

ComN ComA Nv P-SC 
2000 3 PC, Lib, NDP 2.19 MMP System with one dominant party 
1996 3 Pc, Lib, NDP 2.32 MMP System (Two and One Half) 
1993 3 Lib, PC, NDP 2.17 MMP System (Two and One Half) 

Prince Edward Island has retained and, unlike Nova Scotia, minimized the extent to 

which the NDP has infiltrated its traditional party system. At the provincial level a two and 

one half system was apparent until Premier Pat Binns won a significant majority in the 

2000 election. Following a strong Liberal showing in the 1993 election, Prince Edward 

Island has since returned to a two and one half system at the federal level. 

The parties included in each system are identical with the notable exception of the 

Alliance as a competitive party in the 2000 election. Identification in Prince Edward Island, 

as in other provinces, is straight-forward with the exception of the complicating presence of 

the Canadian Alliance at the federal level. This presence, however, should not be over-

stated; in 2000 the party received just over 5% of the popular vote. 

125 Stewart, David K.. "Political Realignment in Atlantic Canada?" Regionalism and Party Politics in Canada. 
Eds. Lisa Young and Keith Archer. Don Mills: Oxford University Press, 2002. 171-188. 175-176 
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Newfoundland 

ComN 

Table 3.12 
Characteristics of the Newfoundland Party System 

ComA Nv P-SC 
1999 3 Lib, PC, NDP 2.38 MPP System (Two and One Half) 
1996 2 Lib, PC 2.20 MPP System (Two and One Half) 
1993 3 Lib, PC, NDP 2.36 MPP System (Two and One Half) 

Newfoundland's party system has experienced stability throughout this period on 

the provincial level. Two and one half systems have been present in each of three elections 

despite that the NDP fell below the competitive threshold in the 1996 election. This is not 

the case on the federal stage, which has seen three different system classifications in as 

many elections. On average, however, the federal party system throughout this period was a 

multimember system dominated by a single party: The Liberal Party. 

The electoral competition that is prevalent in much of Atlantic Canada is similarly 

apparent in Newfoundland; varied competition between the three traditional parties on both 

the federal and provincial levels. Slight exceptions exist: the NDP fell below the 

competitive threshold in the 1993 federal election and the 1996 provincial election. The 

Reform Party/Canadian Alliance has never been competitive in Newfoundland. 

Identification in Newfoundland would thus appear to be very straight-forward. 

Comparative Party Identification 

While differences between the provinces clearly exist with regard to both national 

and provincial party systems, it is not clear how these differences affect federal 

identification in each province. Utilizing the last section, this section will briefly examine 

how the numbers of parties, the partisan affiliations of those parties, and the ideological 
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positions of those parties at both the national and provincial levels within each province 

alter the strategic situations that potential party identifiers find themselves within. 

What are the potential effects of party system similarity or divergence on partisan 

identification in federal states? Clarke et al. proposed in 1979 to replace the term "party 

identification" with simply "partisanship," citing the importance of distinguishing between 

different types of identification in Canada. 126 They distinguished between identifiers on the 

basis of stability, consistency, and intensity. 127 Later, they refined partisan types into two 

categories: durable and flexible partisans. Durable partisans have relatively stable partisan 

attachments, identify with the same party at both levels of the federal state, and are 

moderately to strongly attached with their parties. Flexible identifiers, on the other hand, 

violate one or more of these requirements. 128 Clarke et al. utilize their new definitions to 

demonstrate that the Canadian electorate is largely flexible, and therefore differentiated 

from their American counter-parts. 

In the words of Donald Blake, this test "is a severe one."129 Blake points out that it 

makes little sense to expect consistency from voters that reside within federal electoral 

arenas that fail to resemble one another; he makes two points in particular on this topic: 

"Weakness of a particular party at one level means that its adherents must 

necessarily develop positive feelings towards a different party if they wish to 

participate at both levels. . .Bven if a voter uses the same dimension to evaluate 

parties at both levels, accidents of history may place different parties in given 

126 Clarke, Harold D., Lawrence LeDuc, Jane Jensen, and Jon Pammett (1979). 155 
'27 Thjd 161 
128 Clarke, Harold D., Jane Jenson, Lawrence LeDuc, and Jon Pammett. (1996). 54 
129 Blake, Donald E. (1982). 705 
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positions on this dimension in the two political arenas. Consistency would 

require different party choices.""' 

The two distinctions here are between differences in the national and sub-national 

party systems and ideological differences between national and sub-national parties of 

identical partisan affiliation. Blake's insight provides us with a framework to approach 

party system divergence: by examining party system characteristics (such as the number 

and names of parties at the two levels) and the ideological similarities and different 

between these parties. 

The unit of analysis in a more holistic approach to party system divergence is not 

individuals, parties, or party systems, but rather overlapping national and sub-national party 

systems within federal states. These combined national and sub-national party systems 

could be referred to as federal party systems, as they encompass qualities of both the 

national and sub-national systems. The quality that is to be measured within such federal 

systems is that of symmetry, or the extent to which the national and sub-national party 

systems resemble one another. This quality is measured in three ways. While the first two 

methods utilize party system characteristics, the third addresses party ideology. 

First, the numeric symmetry of national and sub-national party systems can be 

assessed by observing whether an identical number of competitive parties exist at both 

levels. If this is the case, the federal system possesses numeric symmetry; if it does not, the 

federal system is characterized by numeric non-symmetry. 

The measure of numeric symmetry, however, does not take into account the partisan 

affiliations of the competitive parties within each system. The partisan symmetry of 

130 Ibid. 695-696 
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national and sub-national party systems can be assessed by observing whether the parties at 

the two levels have the same partisan names. If this is the case, the federal system possesses 

partisan symmetry; if it does not, the federal system is characterized by partisan non-

symmetry. 

These measures are relative easy to assess; all that is required to conduct such 

measures is the vote shares of each party within the systems and the name of each party. 

The third measure, however, is more difficult to assess. It is ideological symmetry, which is 

assessed by observing whether parties at the two levels share ideological beliefs. If this is 

the case, the federal system can be referred to as ideologically symmetrical. 

On these bases, a full measure of the symmetry of national and sub-national party 

systems could be made. Since we do not, however, possess the requisite information to 

assess the ideological symmetry of the different parties, this section will assess the numeric 

and partisan symmetry of national and sub-national party systems. On the basis of these 

three measures, three ideal types of federal party systems can be identified: 
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Figure 3.1 

Ideal Types of Federal Party Systems 
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The first case illustrates a federal system that possesses neither numeric nor partisan 

symmetry. This is a non-symmetrical federal party system. The second case possesses 

numeric but not partisan symmetry; while the number of competitive parties at both levels 

is identical, the partisan names of these parties are not identical. The third case possesses 

both numeric and partisan symmetry; both the number of parties and their partisan names at 

both levels are identical. While this appears to be a fully symmetrical system, it is not 

because we have not measured the ideological symmetry of federal systems. It is important 

to note that numeric symmetry is a prerequisite for partisan symmetry. It is impossible to 

obtain identical partisan names in parties if the number of parties at both levels are uneven. 

On the basis of these three models, how can we classify the federal party systems 

within each Canadian province? Table 3.13 does so for the 2000 national election cycle: 
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Table 3.13 

Symmetry of the Canadian Federal Party Systems 

Non-Symmetry Numeric Symmetry Numeric Symmetry 
Partisan Non-Symmetry Partisan Symmetry 

British Columbia Saskatchewan Nova Scotia 
Alberta Ontario Newfoundland 
Manitoba 
Quebec 
New Brunswick 
Prince Edward Island 

The ideal starting point for this analysis is with non-symmetrical federal systems 

which make up a majority of the federal party systems within Canada. None of these 

systems possess numeric symmetry; in fact, they are identical in that an "extra" party exists 

at one of the two levels. This extra party exists at the provincial level in British Columbia, 

Alberta, and Quebec; it exists at the federal level in Manitoba, New Brunswick and Prince 

Edward Island. 

What types of strategic choices do these non-symmetrical federal systems present to 

federal party identifiers? In the first case, identifiers with at least one federal party (as a 

whole) are likely to identify with more than one provincial party. In the second case, 

identifiers with at least one provincial party (as a whole) are likely to identify with more 

than one federal party. While non-symmetrical systems present opportunities for dual-level 

identification, it should be noted that they also provide opportunities for split-level 

identification with the "D Party" at either level. In addition, confusion created by 

divergence in the choices offered at both levels may result in single-level identification. 

Second, Saskatchewan and Ontario exhibit numeric symmetry but not partisan 

symmetry. While the numbers of competitive parties within each system are equal, the 

names of the parties are different. This contrast is very stark in Saskatchewan where the 
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Liberal Party and the N.D.P. are competitive at both levels. The Alliance, however, is 

competitive at only the federal level while the Sask Party is competitive only at the 

provincial level. 

This type of federal system, like the last, provides opportunities for dual-level 

identification between the parties which are competitive at both levels. It also, however, is 

very conducive to split-level identification since identifiers with at least one party at both 

the national and sub-national levels have no counterpart at the other level to identify with. 

Lastly, Nova Scotia and Newfoundland make up the federal systems that exhibit 

both numeric and partisan symmetry. Unlike the other Atlantic Provinces, these systems 

exhibit such symmetry as a result of the Alliance not being competitive at the federal level, 

leaving traditional three-way competition at both levels. These federal systems produce the 

most opportunities for dual-level identification since identifiers with parties at both levels 

have a counter-part to select from at the other level. This, however, does not preclude split-

level identification between the different parties. 

Conclusion 

In his earlier quote, Blake draws attention to two characteristics of federal systems: 

traditional party system characteristics such as the number of parties and the names of 

parties present at the two levels as well as the ideological characteristics of those parties. 

This chapter has addressed the former dimension of identification. It has demonstrated that, 

to differing degrees, identifiers in the provinces confront divergent party systems at the 

federal and provincial levels. The weakness (or non-existence) of some federal parties at 

the provincial level and vice versa necessarily leads to "inconsistent" partisanship if the 

identifier wishes to participate at both levels. This is undoubtedly related to Blake's second 
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dimension; ideological dissimilarity between federal and provincial parties, despite that it is 

beyond the scope of this chapter to address this and will be left for the next chapter. Blake's 

contribution was to recognize that divergent federal and provincial party systems rendered 

judgments of consistency on the basis of identical partisan affiliation somewhat arbitrary or 

even useless. Indeed, ideological differences between parties at the two levels would result 

in dual-level identification being consistent in a partisan sense but inconsistent in an 

ideological sense. 

As this chapter has demonstrated, Canada's federal and provincial party systems 

since 1993 have remained as divergent as ever. Partisan inconsistency, as it is traditionally 

understood, is therefore prevalent. Ideological inconsistency, or irrationality in 

identification between levels, however, may not be. The extent to which this is true, 

however, may depend partially upon the nature of the federal party system that individual 

identifiers reside within and the incentives to different types of federal identification that 

these systems create. 
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CHAPTER FOUR 

RESEARCH DESIGN AND ANALYSIS 

This chapter will present the research design for this thesis and the appropriate 

analysis. The analysis will proceed in three steps. The first will address the first hypothesis 

while the second and third steps will address the second hypothesis. 

The first step identifies combinations of federal and provincial parties based upon 

the significance of relationships between identifiers with the two parties. This step utilizes 

questions from the 2000 Canada Election Study which address party identification. The 

second step measures relationships between party identification with all significant 

federal/provincial parties and attitudinal/ideological orientations. These orientations were 

determined by constructing several indices that examine respondents' attitudes toward 

different topics. The values utilized were selected in order to examine both fiscal and social 

attitudes of respondents. These indices and the questions used to construct them can be 

found in appendix two. This step will help to identify the nature of identification with the 

different parties, especially differences between parties of identical partisan affiliation. This 

follows the work of Blais et al. as well as Cross and Young to a certain extent, but adds a 

federal dimension to the analysis. 131 The third step involves measuring the extent to which 

the values determined by these indices are related to dual-level identification with the 

parties established in the first step. 

One methodological problem in particular arose in the construction of the research 

design. The Atlantic Provinces returned small numbers of respondents to the 2000 Canada 

131 Blais, Andre, Elisabeth Gidengil, Richard Nadeau, and Neil Nevitte (2002). Cross, William, and Lisa 
Young. (2 002) 
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Election Study, and were therefore combined into a single region in order to enhance the 

legitimacy of the findings from that region. The problem with this approach is that the party 

systems of the four Atlantic Provinces are not identical. The small number of cases returned 

from the Atlantic region, however, necessitates such a step. While such an approach results 

in a loss of specific information from each of the Atlantic Provinces, it also contributes to 

an understanding of these provinces as a region. 

Associations of Identification between Federal and Provincial Parties 

The first step in our analysis is to test the extent to which identification with a party 

at one level is related to identification with a party at the other level. Respondents to the 

2000 CES were asked if they identified with any particular party at the federal and 

provincial levels. The answers to these questions were recoded into dichotomous variables 

and relationships between them were tested for using the phi measure of association. 132 

Only relationships that were statistically significant at the 95% confidence level were 

included in the analysis. Given the divergence of the federal and provincial party systems in 

and prior to 2000, no assumptions can be made about the possible relationships that could 

emerge. As a result, we test for all potential relationships between federal and provincial 

parties. The results of these tests can be found in appendix one. 

First, appendix one lists the province of the relationship and the federal and 

provincial parties included in the relationship. Second, it lists the phi values for the 

relationship and supplements these by listing the magnitude (or strength) of the relationship 

between the variables. 133 Third, the statistical significance of the relationship is listed. 

Finally, since phi does not necessarily test for direction, the variables utilized were treated 

132 Phi is the appropriate measure when both variables are nominal-level data, which is the case here. 
133 For an explanation of how the magnitude of the relationships are determined, see appendix one. 
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as ordinal-level variables for the purpose of discovering the direction of the relationship by 

utilizing the tau-b measure of association. In all cases, the direction reported by the tau-b 

test corresponded with that reported by the phi test. To interpret the table, one need look 

only at the phi/magnitude and the direction; as the positive scores increase, the higher the 

likelihood that identifiers with one party will identify with the other party in the 

relationship. As the negative scores increase, the higher the likelihood that identifiers with 

one party will not identify with the other party. For example, federal NDP identifiers in the 

Atlantic Provinces are very likely to also be provincial NDP identifiers (and vice versa). On 

the other side, federal Liberal voters in Saskatchewan are very likely to not be Sask Party 

identifiers (and vice versa). 

Despite the bulk of the table, one feature is unmistakable. In a tightly integrated 

federal system, we would expect to see the positive scores dominated by parties of identical 

partisan affiliation while the negative scores would be dominated by differing parties. 134 

This is clearly not the case. This can partially be attributed to the divergence of the federal 

and provincial party systems represented for, by example, the Sask Party in Saskatchewan 

and the Reform Party in British Columbia. There are also, however, examples of federal 

supporters of one party identifying with another party at the provincial level despite the 

presence of a provincial affiliate of the first party. 

The following sections provide this information in a simpler format in order to 

divide the analysis by federal party. In addition, important contextual notes on each party 

will be made. 

134 For an example of a typology of different federal systems based upon vertical linkages between national 
and sub-national parties, see: Thorlakson, Lori. 7 
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The Liberal Party 

Table 4.1 
Strength and Direction of Party Relationships 

(Liberal Party) 

Provincial Parties 
Magnitude 
Strong + 
Mod. + 

B. C. Alberta Sask Man. Ontario Quebec Atlantic 
Liberal Liberal Liberal Liberal Liberal Liberal Liberal 

Weak + Other 

Weak - Reform Conserv. 

Mod. - 
Strong - 

NDP 
Conserv. 

Sask 

ADQ NDP 

Conserv. 
PQ 

Identification with the federal Liberal Party is strongly associated with 

identification with provincial Liberal parties in each province. In addition, federal party 

identifiers are not positively related to identification with any party other than an "other" 

party in British Columbia. Together with the NDP, Liberal Party identifiers exhibit the 

highest rates of dual-level identification of any group of federal party identifiers. 

As a whole, identification with the federal Liberal Party tends not to be strongly 

related in a negative direction with identification with non-Liberal provincial parties. The 

exception is polarized Quebec, where Liberal identifiers are very likely to not identify with 

the PQ. Liberal identifiers are also likely not to identify with the Sask Party in 

Saskatchewan or the Conservative Party in the Atlantic Provinces. 

The Liberal Party is largely an integrated party with regard to party identification. 

Members of the federal party tend to be members of provincial affiliates rather than of 

other parties. In addition, membership in the federal party tends not to discourage 

membership in other parties to a great degree, with the natural exception of Quebec where 
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the federalism-sovereignty cleavage structures electoral competition on both the national 

and provincial levels. 

The Progressive Conservative Party 

Table 4.2 
Strength and Direction of Party Relationships 

(Progressive Conservative Party) 

Provincial Parties 
Magnitude 
Strong + 
Mod. + 

B. C. Alberta Sask. 

Conserv. Conserv. Sask 

Weak + Socred 

Weak - 
Mod. - 
Strong - 

Man. Ontario 
Conserv. Conserv. 

Quebec Atlantic 
Conserv. 

NDP 

Conserv. 
ADQ Other 

PQ 
Liberal Liberal 

Identification with the federal PC Party tends to be related to identification with 

provincial PC parties, although these associations are not as strong as they are in the case of 

federal Liberal Party members. Only in Manitoba, Ontario, and the Atlantic provinces is 

identification with PC parties at the two levels strongly related. The association is weaker 

in B.C. and Alberta, and weaker still in Quebec. In Saskatchewan, where the provincial 

P.C. Party was disgraced by scandal and is now largely uncompetitive, federal P.C. Party 

members are likely to identify with the Sask Party. 135 

Like identification with the Liberal Party, identification with the federal PC Party is 

not strongly related in a negative direction with identification with any provincial party. 

Both moderately negative relations are with provincial Liberal parties in provinces where 

135 Federal Conservative identifiers also identified with the provincial Social Credit Party, but the relationship 
here is weak and was derived from a relatively small number of cases. 
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identification with the federal P.C. Party is strongly related to identification with provincial 

affiliates (Ontario and the Atlantic provinces). 

The P.C. Party could be characterized as an integrated party given instances of 

affiliation integration in each province, excepting Saskatchewan. The overall strength of 

this affiliation, however, is weaker than that of the Liberal Party. In addition, the strength of 

this integration tends to fluctuate across the provinces. 

The New Democratic Party 

Table 4.3 
Strength and Direction of Party Relationships 

(New Democratic Party) 

Provincial Parties 
Magnitude 
Strong + 
Mod. + 

B. C. Alberta Sask. Man. Ontario Quebec Atlantic 
NDP NDP 

Weak + 

Weak - Conserv. 

Mod. - Liberal 
Strong - 

NDP NDP NDP NDP NDP 

ADQ 
Conserv. 

Liberal 
Liberal 

Sask Conserv. Liberal 

The federal NDP is similar to the Liberal Party in that identification with it is 

strongly associated with identification with provincial counter-parts in every province. The 

only other positive relationship is a weak relationship with the ADQ in Quebec, where the 

provincial NDP is largely uncompetitive. 

Negative associations exist with both the Liberal and PC parties, although no such 

strong negative relationships exist. Identification with the federal NDP in Saskatchewan, 

where the provincial NDP is very competitive, is negatively correlated with the Sask Party. 

Provinces where the NDP held government at the time of the survey exhibit negative scores 

for the parties that comprised the provincial NDP's primary competition: the Liberal Party 
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in B.C., the Sask Party in Saskatchewan, and the PC Party in Manitoba. This speaks to the 

influence of the shape of individual party systems on the nature of federal integration. 

The NDP is a largely integrated party. Identification with the federal party makes it 

unlikely that identification with any other party at the provincial level will occur. This 

likelihood, however, fluctuates depending upon the competitive situations of those 

provincial affiliates in the different provinces. 

The Canadian Alliance 

Table 4.4 
Strength and Direction of Party Relationships 

(Canadian Alliance) 

Provincial Parties 
Magnitude 
Strong + 

B.C. Alberta Sask Man. Ontario Quebec Atlantic 

Mod. + 

Reform Conserv. Sask Alliance 

Alliance Alliance 

Weak + 
Weak - NDP 
Mod. - Liberal LNibDerPal 

Strong - 

Conserv. Conserv.ADQ Alliance 
Alliance 

Other Conserv. 
Liberal 

The Canadian Alliance is an interesting case because of its unique status as an 

almost completely truncated party. 136 Without identical partisan affiliation to guide federal 

Alliance identifiers, one would expect to find confused identification. This, however, is not 

the case; in three provinces (B.C., Alberta, and Saskatchewan) identification with the 

Alliance is strongly related to a single provincial party. Similar relationships are slightly 

weaker but still present in Manitoba and Ontario. In these provinces, Alliance identifiers 

136 One potentially significant problem with the data on the Alliance exists: Alliance identifiers tend in some 
cases to identify with provincial Alliance parties, perhaps because the question of federal identification was 
asked prior to the question of provincial identification in the 2000 CES. It may be that federal Alliance 
supporters uncertain about provincial politics or very committed to the Alliance cause gave this response. It is 
not clear as to why such an option was included for this question. 
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tend to identify with the strongest right-of-centre provincial party present in each province 

(the PC Party in Alberta, Manitoba, and Ontario; the Sask Party in Saskatchewan). 

Surprisingly, identification with the Alliance is not strongly correlated in a negative 

direction with any provincial party. Where negative correlations exist, however, they exist 

with the Liberal and New Democratic parties in Alberta and Saskatchewan. 

The truncated nature of the Alliance results in shared identification with several 

different parties. While the right-of-centre nature of these provincial parties would appear 

to substantiate the view that ideology informs this identification, this is not a position that 

can be taken without further analysis. 

The Bloc Quebecois 

Table 4.5 
Strength and Direction of Party Relationships 

(Bloc Quebecois) 

Provincial Parties 
Magnitude 
Strong  + 
Mod. + 

B. C. Alberta Sask Man. Ontario Quebec Atlantic 

Weak + 
Weak - 
Mod. - 
Strong - 

PQ 

Liberal 

Identification with the Bloc Quebecois is strongly related in a positive direction to 

identification with the provincial Parti Quebecois and strongly related in a negative 

direction to identification with the Liberal Party. This reflects the position of identifiers 

with the federal Liberal Party, who exhibit the reverse pattern. The sovereignty cleavage in 

Quebec cuts across federal levels, structuring polarized electoral competition as well as 

federal identification. 
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The Impact of Party System Divergence 

"Affiliation integration" between the traditional parties is made possible by how the 

traditional parties tend to have relatively competitive provincial affiliates in each province. 

This is true for the Liberals and the NDP, but less so for the Conservatives. This unique 

form of integration, however, cannot take place fully when a provincial party system differs 

significantly from the federal system. Such situations exist in British Columbia, 

Saskatchewan, and Quebec. 

In British Columbia, a two and a half party system emerged following the 1991 

dealignment.' 37 Supporters of both the Liberals and the NDP continued to identify strongly 

with provincial affiliates. Federal Conservative identifiers continued to identify with the 

provincial Conservative Party, despite the non-competitiveness of that party.' 38 Federal 

Alliance identifiers, however, tended to identify with the provincial Reform Party rather 

than the provincial Liberal Party, despite significant ideological affinity between the federal 

Alliance and the provincial Liberal Party. British Columbia demonstrates that identification 

may take place separate from evaluations of parties' electoral feasibility. 

A different situation exists in Saskatchewan. A two and a half party system emerged 

following the 1995 election consisting of the three traditional parties. Scandal tainted the 

provincial Conservative Party, however, and saw an exodus of activists and elites from the 

party to the new Saskatchewan Party, which had strong ties to the federal Reform Party. 139 

As in the other provinces, Liberal and NDP identifiers tend to identify with their provincial 

affiliates. Alliance identifiers, however, strongly identified with the Sask Party while 

137 Siaroff, Alan, and Royce Koop. 11 
138 Federal Conservative identifiers also identified with the provincial Social Credit Party, but the relationship 
here is weak and was derived from a relatively small number of cases. 
13' Dyck, Rand (1996). 486. The Sask Party's first (and, thus far, only) leader is a former Reform Party MP, 
Elwin Hermanson. 
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Conservative identifiers, rather than identifying with their disgraced provincial affiliate, 

also tended to identify with the Sask Party. 140 Suggesting that a polarized situation of sorts 

might be developing in Saskatchewan, federal Liberal and NDP identifiers were also very 

likely to not identify with the Sask Party (as evidenced by the negative scores in their cells), 

while Alliance identifiers were unlikely to identify with either the provincial Liberals or 

NDP. 

This picture of largely two-party competition at both levels in Quebec is reinforced 

by fairly straight-forward linkages between identifiers with those two parties. While 

identification with the federal Liberal Party is strongly correlated in a positive direction 

with provincial Liberal identification, federal Liberal identification is strongly correlated in 

a negative direction with the PQ. The inverse is true for identification with the federal 

BQ.' 41 Some other notable patterns, particularly the positive relationship between 

identification with the Alliance and the ADQ, are present, but the significance of these 

relationships is minimized by the relatively small popular vote shares these parties 

received. The significant feature of federal identification in Quebec is the relatively 

polarized competition between the Liberals and the PQ, a situation which is unique in 

Canada. Only in Quebec has the formal affiliate of one of the new federal parties come to 

play a dominant role. 

This over-view of the basic patterns of party identification at the federal and 

provincial levels demonstrates one characteristic in particular. Canada is not an integrated 

federal state with regards to consistency of party identification. Inconsistent partisanship 

140 The extent of federal Alliance commitment to the Sask Party is demonstrated by how federal Alliance 
voters were strongly likely to identify with the Sask Party but tended not to identify with the fictitious 
provincial Alliance option, as they did even in the Alliance's Alberta stronghold. 
141 The antipathy of BQ identifiers toward the provincial Liberal Party given the support lent by that party to 
the Bloc in its formative period. Crete, Jean, and Guy Lachappelle. 295 
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cannot be explained completely by the divergence of provincial and federal party systems; 

federal identifiers sometimes identify with different parties at the provincial level despite 

the presence of a provincial affiliate of the federal party. Nor can it be explained by voters' 

evaluations of the competitiveness of different parties; federal Conservative identifiers in 

British Columbia tended to identify with the B.C. Conservative Party despite its lack of 

competitiveness while Conservative identifiers in Saskatchewan broke ranks and tended to 

support the competitive Sask Party. 

Association of Indices and Party Identification 

The second hypothesis states that the attitudinal/ideological orientations of 

individual party identifiers can help to explain their identification with both federal and 

provincial parties. In order to test this hypothesis, several indices were constructed in order 

to test the values of identifiers. These indices address values toward business, unions, social 

conservatism, economic conservatism, and social welfare. The questions utilized to 

construct the index can be found in appendix two. In all cases, the indices were constructed 

to reflect a sympathy or identification with the values being measured; for example, a 

higher score on the social conservatism index indicates more sympathy for social 

conservative goals than does a lower score on the scale. 

Before utilizing the indices to test identification with federal and provincial parties 

together, they can be used to test identification with federal and provincial parties 

separately. Appendix three summarizes the statistical associations (including the strength, 

direction, and significance of the relationships) between the indices and identification with 

federal and provincial parties. The relationship is deleted from the table if it does not pass 
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the 95% confidence threshold of significance. Table 4.6 summarizes this information in a 

slightly different form: 
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Table 4.6 
Associations between Party Identification and Indices 

Business I Unions SoCon I ECon I Welfare 

Federal 

BC 

Alberta 

Sask. 

Manitoba 

Ontario 

Quebec 

Atlantic 

BQ 
Mod. - 

NDP 
Weak -

Liberal 
Mod. + 
NDP 
Mod. - 

Conserv. 
Strong + 
Alliance 
Weak - 
Liberal 
Weak - 

NDP 
Strong - 
Conserv. 
Strong -  

Conserv. 
Mod. + 
NDP 
Mod. - 

Liberal 
Mod. + 
PQ 

Weak - 

NDP 
Weak - 

BQ 
Weak + 
NDP 
Weak + 

Conserv. 
Weak - 

Alliance 
Weak 

NDP 
Mod. + 

Liberal 
Mod. + 
NDP 
Weak + 

Conserv. 
Strong - 

NDP 
Strong + 
Sask 

Strong - 

NDP 
Strong + 
Conserv. 
Strong -  

NDP 
Mod. + 
Liberal 
Weak + 
Conserv. 
Strong -  

PQ 
Weak + 
Liberal 
Weak - 

Alliance 
Mod. + 
NDP 
Weak -

BQ 
Weak -

Reform 
Mod. + 
NDP 
Mod. - 

NDP 
Strong - 

Conserv. 
Weak + 
NDP 
Weak - 

Liberal 
Mod. + 
PQ 

Weak - 

Alliance 
Weak + 
Liberal 
Weak - 
NDP 
Weak -

BQ 
Weak - 
Liberal 
Mod. + 
Reform 
Weak + 
NDP 
Weak - 

Conserv. 
Strong + 
NDP 
Weak - 

Alliance 
Weak - 
Liberal 
Weak - 
Sask 

Mod. + 
NDP 

Strong - 

Conserv. 
Mod. + 

Conserv. 
Mod. + 
NDP 
Mod. - 

Liberal 
Weak + 
PQ 
Weak - 

k. 

I. 

NDP 
Weak + 

Conserv. 
Weak - 

Alliance 
Weak - 

NDP 
Mod. + 
Reform 
Weak - 
Liberal 
Mod. - 

Liberal 
Weak + 
NDP 
Weak + 

Conserv. 
Mod. - 

Sask 
Mod. - 

NDP 
Strong + 
Conserv. 
Mod. - 

NDP 
Weak + 
Liberal 
Weak + 

Conserv. 
Mod. - 

PQ 
Weak + 

NDP 
Weak + 

The first characteristic of this table is the inclusion of parties and the extent to 

which they are associated with the different indices. Some parties' identifiers are clearly 
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definable in value terms, while others are not. NDP identifiers, for example, are associated 

with an average of 3.7 out of five indices on the federal as well as on every provincial level. 

The Liberals, on the other hand, are related to an average of only 1.4 out of five indices on 

these levels. Even when informally controlling for relative Liberal non-competitiveness in 

Saskatchewan and Manitoba, the average remains low. This indicates that, on average, 

identifiers with the NDP are more likely than identifiers with the Liberals to be motivated 

in their identification by attitudinal/ideological orientations. This distinction is intuitive 

given the characterization of the parties as brokerage and ideological parties respectively. 142 

While parties' relationships with the indices are statistically significant, the direction 

and intensity of these relationships tend to confirm what we know about the parties. The 

NDP, for example, always exhibits a left-wing correlation with the different indices. The 

Alliance and the Conservative parties, on the other hand, tend to exhibit right-wing 

correlations with the indices, although the magnitude of these relationships varies in the 

different provinces. The two truncated provincial parties, B.C. Reform and the Sask Party, 

exhibit expected right wing correlations. The BQ and the PQ exhibited left-wing tendencies 

among their identifiers, despite that the Bloc has attempted to transcend ideological conflict 

and position itself on the federalist-sovereignty cleavage in Quebec. 143 

In addition, we can distinguish between the different nature of the values of party 

identifiers. For example, identifiers with the B.C. Liberal Party are more strongly positively 

correlated with business and economic conservatism than are B.C. Reform identifiers. B.C. 

142 This is not a controversial characterization of these two parties. The sub-title of a recent article on the 
Liberal Party of Canada was "Keeping its grip on power by pragmatism, over principle." Clarkson, Stephen. 
"The Liberal Party of Canada: Keeping Its Grip on Power by Pragmatism over Principle." Party Politics in 
Canada. 8fll ed. Eds. Hugh G. Thorburn and Alan Whitehorn. Toronto: Prentice Hall, 2001. 231-247 
143 The "fundamental tenet" of the Bloc program is "The convergence of the two legitimacies," not any 
ideological goal in a left-right sense. Bouchard, Lucien. Un nouveau parti pour 1'etape decisive. Montreal: 
Fides, 1993. 101. Quoted in: Crete, Jean, and Guy Lachappelle. 296 
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Reform identifiers, on the other hand, are positively correlated with social conservatism 

while the B.C. Liberal Party is not. This would confirm the view that B.C. Reform was a 

splinter from the more socially progressive Liberal Party. 144 Another interesting example is 

the Manitoba Conservative Party, which is correlated with right-wing values on every index 

besides the business index, where it is strongly correlated in a negative (left-wing) 

direction. Such an apparent contradiction (especially between the party's scores on the 

business and economic conservatism indices) could be explained by noting the party's 

heritage as a right-wing party of small businessmen and farmers rather than of big 

business. 145 

Some parties tend to be very similar in their positions on the indices across levels, 

while others differ, sometimes greatly. The NDP is the most consistent party, differing only 

in the magnitude of its positive and negative scores on the indices; on not a single index did 

the party's identifiers return a deviating directional score. The different Conservative parties 

are also relatively consistent. The federal and Alberta Liberal parties, on the other hand, are 

negatively correlated with economic conservatism while the B.C. Liberal Party is positively 

correlated with this index. A similar difference exists between the B.C. and Alberta Liberal 

parties on the business index. While the federal Conservative Party is weakly correlated 

with only two indices, provincial Conservative parties, particularly in Alberta, Manitoba, 

and Ontario, are more stridently right-wing. These examples confirm that differences exist 

in the nature of the parties of identical partisan affiliation in different arenas and, thus, also 

144 The B.C. Reform Party was viewed as a refuge for former Socreds, especially those loyal to former 
premier Bill vander Zalm, that were unwilling to join the less stridently right-wing Liberal Party. See: Blake, 
Donald B. (1996). 79 
145 The English and Mennonite farmers and small town merchants of south Manitoba have constituted the 
stronghold of the provincial Conservative Party. As could be expected, the Canadian Alliance has also been 
successful in this area. Dyck, Rand. 389 
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confirm that federal identifiers in the different provinces face different strategic choices in 

identifying with parties. 

Also of note are differences between the provinces in this regard. The Atlantic 

Provinces, for example, exhibit the fewest examples of correlations between the indices and 

party identification while Alberta exhibits the highest number. This cannot be attributed to 

differences in the number of competitive parties in the provincial party systems; Alberta is 

not alone in having a two to two and a half party system. Rather, it could be said that 

ideology plays a greater role in structuring federal identification in provinces such as 

Alberta. 

The existence of a social conservative correlation is also present in some provinces 

while it is absent in others. No such correlation exists in Atlantic Canada or (perhaps 

surprisingly) in Alberta or Saskatchewan. In the arenas where social conservatism is 

salient, it is universally negatively correlated with NDP identifiers but quite diversely 

positively correlated with the Alliance at the federal level, B.C. Reform in B.C., the 

Conservative Party in Ontario, and the Liberal Party in Quebec. 

Associations of Indices and Party Identification (Dual and Split-Level) 

With this overview of the value orientations of federal and provincial party 

identifiers, we can move on to examining how these indices are associated with consistent 

and inconsistent partisanship between the different levels. One could evaluate the success 

of this approach by simply looking at the similarities between federal and provincial parties 

in table two. More precise measures, however, are available. Appendix four contains 

correlations between scores on the five indices and identification with the positive party 

combinations listed in appendix one. These associations include both dual and split-level 
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relationships. Kendall's Tau-C measure is utilized to test for significant relationships 

between the nominal identification variable (the cited relationship versus all other 

relationships) and scores on each index. The party combinations where a statistically 

insignificant relationship exists are deleted, as are relationships with the fictitious 

provincial Alliance parties. Table 4.7 summarizes this information in a different format: 

statistically significant combinations of federal and provincial identifiers are included for 

each province and for each index. The federal-provincial relationship is included for each 

province, as is the strength and direction of that relationship with the index. 
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Table 4.7 

Associations between Dual-Party Identifications and Indices 

Province 

B.C. 

Business I Unions 

Alberta 

Sask. 

Manitoba 

Ontario 

Quebec 

N-N 
mod. - 

A-C 
Mod. + 

N-N 
Strong - 

C-C 
Weak + 
N-N 
Mod. - 

L-L 
Mod. + 
BQ-PQ 
Mod. - 

I. 

N-N 
Mod. + 

C-C 
Mod. - 

L-L 
Mod + 

A-S 
Mod. - 

N-N 
Mod. + 

Soc. Con. 

A-R 
Mod + 
N-N 
Mod. - 

Econ. Con. 

C-C 
Mod. - 

N-N 
Mod +  

A-C 
Weak - 
C-C 
Mod. - 

N-N 
Weak + 

BQ-PQ 
Mod. + 
L-L 
Weak - 

A-C 
Weak + 
N-N 
Weak - 

L-L 
Weak + 
BQ-PQ 
Weak - 

A-R 
Weak + 
N-N 
Mod. - 

Welfare 

A-R 
Weak - 

A-C 
Mod. + 
L-L 
Weak - 

A-C 
Mod. - 

L-L 
Weak + 
N-N 
Weak - 

A-S 
Mod. + 
N-N 
Mod. - 

N-N 
Strong - 

A-C 
Weak + 
C-C 

Weak + 
N-N 
Mod. - 

L-L 
Weak + 
BQ-PQ 
Weak - 

N-N 
Strong + 

A-C 
Weak - 
C-C 
Weak - 
L-L 

Weak + 
N-N 
Weak + 

Atlantic N-N N-N 
Weak- Weak+ 

N = N.D.P., A = Alliance, C = P.C. Party, L = Liberal Party, BQ = Bloc Quebecois, R = Reform, S = Sask 
Party, PQ = Parti Quebecois 

While tables 4.1-5 demonstrated how federal and provincial party identifications 

were correlated to one another and table 4.6 demonstrated how party identification was 

related to different values, table 4.7 combines these two measures. It summarizes how 

values observed in table fourteen impact and are related to the relationships found in table 

fifteen. It also illustrates correlations that are rooted in attitudinal/ideological orientations, 
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and which are therefore both stronger and more resilient than those rooted in short-term 

factors (and which are therefore not included in the table). 

First, we can note the extent to which parties even appear in the table. Not 

surprisingly given their designation as ideological parties, the federal NDP appears most 

frequently, while the Alliance appears next most frequently. The number of times that 

identifiers with the "brokerage" Liberal and Conservative parties appear, however, is much 

lower. 

Values contribute strongest to dual identification between federal and provincial 

New Democratic parties. Neither federal nor provincial NDP voters identify on the basis of 

attitudinal/ideological orientations with any other party than their opposite affiliate. Dual 

identification between federal and provincial Liberal and Conservative parties occurs much 

less frequently. In addition, these correlations are largely restricted to a single province 

each: Alberta for Liberal identifiers and Ontario for Conservative identifiers. The NDP 

provides the only model of a unitary federal party based upon values. The Liberals and 

Conservatives largely do not. 

Further, Liberal and Conservative identifiers do not identify with parties of different 

names at the provincial level on the basis of values. Federal Liberal and Conservative 

identifiers do not stray from the party label. The Alliance, on the other hand, with only a 

single provincial affiliate, does so to a great extent. Alliance identifiers are not correlated to 

provincial parties in either Manitoba or the Atlantic provinces. Where correlations do exist, 

Alliance identifiers tend to identify with provincial parties in one of two ways depending 

upon the character of party competition in the province. Where provincial party 

competition takes place between the traditional parties with no competitive, right-wing 
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third party present (Alberta and Ontario), Alliance identifiers identify with the provincial 

Conservative party. In provinces where an at least somewhat competitive right-wing third 

party exists (B.C. and Saskatchewan), Alliance identifiers identify with that third party. In 

all these cases, Alliance identifiers' identification is correlated with attitudinal/ideological 

orientations that would be characterized as right-wing, suggesting that this identification is 

not merely a deviating phenomenon. 

What can be said about patterns of dual and split-level identification in the different 

provinces? The majority of these relationships based upon values are instances of identical 

partisan affiliation. In four of the seven provinces (with the Atlantic provinces combined 

into a single region), however, at least one significant relationship between a federal and a 

provincial party which is correlated with values is inconsistent in a partisan sense, or 

reveals an instance of split-level identification that is ideologically consistent. In all cases, 

it is Alliance identifiers that are the split-level identifiers, but this in and of itself cannot 

explain the occurrence of split-level identification in general. In two provinces (Alberta and 

Ontario) a split-level relationship based upon values exists between the Alliance and the 

provincial Conservative party. In the other two provinces (B.C. and Saskatchewan), 

however, split-level relationships occur between the Alliance and level-exclusive parties; 

B.C. Reform and the Sask Party respectively. That these instances of split-level 

identification are instances of ideological consistency is confirmed by observing the 

ideological similarities between the federal Alliance, B.C. Reform, the Alberta 

Conservative Party, the Sask Party, and the Ontario Conservative Party. 
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Conclusion 

How can we evaluate the hypotheses in light of this section? Step one of the 

analysis confirmed that identification with one party at the federal level is likely to be 

correlated with another party at the provincial level. Party identification between the two 

levels is not random. Thus, hypothesis one is confirmed. Step three in particular addresses 

the second hypothesis. Of the thirty-eight positive relationships between identification with 

federal and provincial parties observed in appendix one (excluding relationships with 

provincial Alliance parties), seventeen (44.7%) can be explained by common 

attitudinal/ideological orientations between shared identifiers. Three of these associations 

(17.7%) involved split rather than dual-level relationships. While the attitudinal/ideological 

orientations measured by the indices cannot explain all of the significant relationships 

between federal and provincial parties, a significant number of relationships are associated 

with attitudinal/ideological orientations. This number would likely increase as more indices 

measuring different attitudinal/ideological orientations were added. Hypothesis two is thus 

confirmed. 
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CHAPTER FIVE 

CONCLUSION 

This chapter returns to the independent variables presented in the introduction and 

examines the extent to which they are helpful in explaining the occurrence of different 

types of federal party identification within Canada. In addition, it briefly explores the 

implications of this thesis's findings for the health of Canada's federal institutions and 

proposes different research agendas for the future. 

Explaining Federal Identification 

The five independent variables presented at the outset of this thesis were No 

Relationship, partisan consistency, ideological consistency, federal disengagement, and 

party system divergence. How have the findings of this thesis contributed to our 

understanding of how these different variables effect federal identification? This section 

will briefly address that question, but it does not address the federal disengagement 

variable. This is because the research design of this thesis does not allow for this. 

No Relationship 

The No Relationship variable hypothesizes that no relationship exists between 

national and sub-national party identification. The combinations of parties that individual 

citizens identify with at the national and sub-national levels of the federal state, in this case, 

will be purely random. This variable, however, cannot explain the statistically significant 

relationships between identification with federal and provincial parties. 141 The No 

146 See tables 4.1 to 4.5. 
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Relationship variable is, in effect, the null hypothesis. Its rejection allows us to proceed to 

the other proposed independent variables. 

Partisan and Ideological Consistency 

The effects of the partisan and ideological consistency variables are often difficult 

to disentangle, so they shall be considered together. The partisan consistency variable 

hypothesizes that individuals will tend to identify with parties of identical partisan 

affiliation at both levels of a federal state. In some cases, this view was not substantiated; 

identifiers with national parties identified with provincial parties of different partisan 

affiliation. In many other cases, however, this variable was substantiated. Identifiers with 

the national Liberal and New Democratic parties in particular were very likely to also 

identify with a provincial affiliate. 147 

In many of these cases, however, this dual-level identification was also associated 

with long-term values. The ideological consistency hypothesis states that individuals will 

tend to identify with parties of similar ideological persuasion without reference to partisan 

labels. In the case of federal NDP identifiers, for example, partisan and ideological 

consistency tended to converge. In other cases, however, different ideological beliefs were 

associated with split-level identification. In these cases, ideological consistency over-ruled 

partisan consistency. 148 

Both partisan and ideological consistency can explain federal identification in 

Canada in the period examined to a certain extent. It is, however, difficult to separate the 

effects of each variable. In addition, the nature of the federal party system may exercise an 

influence on the types of federal identification that occur within that system. 

147 See tables 4.1 and 4.3. 
141 See table 4.7. 
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Party System Divergence 

In chapter three, a model of federal party system symmetry was constructed on the 

basis of the number of parties and the names of parties within each of the national and sub-

national party systems. This model was meant to give insight into the incentives that federal 

party systems give for different types of federal party identification. What was missing, 

however, was how individual citizens perceived the ideology of the different parties, or 

how these individual citizens expressed this view in their identification. 

When this model was applied to Canada, it was found that two provinces, 

Saskatchewan and Ontario, exhibit numeric symmetry but not partisan symmetry between 

their national and sub-national party systems. 149 While the number of competitive parties in 

these provinces' national and sub-national party systems was identical, the partisan names 

of these parties were not. In such systems, we could therefore expect to see split-level 

identification. We do, between the Alliance and the provincial Sask and P.C. parties in 

Saskatchewan and Ontario respectively. More importantly, in both cases, this split-level 

identification is associated with different long-term values; on unions and economic 

conservatism for the Alliance-Sask Party identifiers and on union, social and economic 

conservatism, and welfare for the Alliance-P.C. Party identifiers. These occurrences of 

federal party system symmetry are very conducive to split-level identification. 

Nova Scotia and Newfoundland exhibit both numeric and partisan stability. In these 

cases, if was hypothesized that dual-level identification would result. While some dual-

level relationships in these provinces are associated with long-term values, in no case in 

these provinces is split-level identification associated with long-term values. In these 

149 See table 3.13. 
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provinces, dual-level identification is much more likely to occur than is split-level 

identification. 

In this manner, federal party system divergence can be utilized to explain federal 

party identification to a certain degree. Party systems restrict the potential choices of 

federal party identifiers. It is not surprising, therefore, that all of the significant split-level 

relationships between national and sub-national parties that were associated with long-term 

values included the largely-truncated Canadian Alliance. 

Federal Party Identification and Federal Integration in Canada 

This analysis of federal identification in Canada since 1993 explored the different 

types of federal identification and what contributes to these different types. It did so by 

situating party identification within the wider context of federal integration in order to 

assess the integrating qualities of federal party identification. 

It appears that Canada may not have experienced federal disintegration in the 1993 

dealignnient, but rather simply a transformation of federal identification in general. It may 

not be the case that a movement away from dual-level identification toward split-level 

identification represents a disintegrating quality in the federation. This is true for two 

reasons. First, the nature of the federal party system exercises influence upon voters' 

federal identification. Second, split-level identification, where it occurs, is oftentimes 

associated with long-term, durable values. The replacement of partisan consistency with 

ideological consistency makes sense for an increasingly sophisticated electorate that is less 

bound by party labels than was previous generations. Partisan determinants of identification 

should not be presumed to be more durable, and thus unstable, than are ideological 

determinants. If individual citizens are increasingly abandoning partisan consistency and 
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exhibiting the ability to engage in split-level identification, then it is likely that an increase 

in the occurrence of split-level identification will occur. Which raises the question: How 

will this increasing willingness of voters to engage in partisan inconsistency affect the 

stability of existing party systems, at both the federal and provincial levels? 

The 1993 national election produced a profound dealignment of the Canadian party 

system, but this development only increased rather than saw the creation of both party 

system divergence and significant amounts of split-level identification in Canada. This is 

because divergence had already occurred in several provinces. Most notable of such 

provinces, however, was British Columbia, which was the province where Donald Blake 

first drew a distinction between partisan and ideological consistency in federal 

identification. Following 1993, however, this distinction is important for Canada as a whole 

as Canadians increasingly respond to party system divergence by abandoning partisan 

consistency. 

Single-level party identification, on the other hand, represents not just a 

disintegration of federal ties, but an entire disengagement from the federal system. It is thus 

single rather than split-level identification which presents challenges to Canada's federal 

arrangements in the future. Single-level identification, particularly what contributes to its 

occurrence and the federal disengagement it represents is therefore an aspect of federal 

identification in Canada that requires further scholarly attention. 
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APPENDIX A 

ASSOCIATION OF IDENTIFICATION BETWEEN 

NATIONAL AND PROVINCIAL PARTIES 

This appendix lists the statistically significant relationships between identification 

with federal and provincial parties. For tables al .1 and al.2, the federal and provincial 

parties that are included in the relationship are recorded. The measure of association for 

nominal-level variables, phi, as well as the significance of the relationship is also included. 

Relationships that did not surpass a 95% confidence threshold were excluded from the 

table. Also included is the magnitude, or the strength of the positive or negative 

relationship, based upon the following scale: .001-.199 = weak, .200-.399 = moderate, 

.400-1.000 = strong. Whereas table al.l includes all positive relationships, table al.2 

includes all negative relationships. Phi, strictly speaking, does not report on the direction of 

relationships. The directions reported by the Kendall's Tau-B measure of association 

(which does test for direction), however, were identical to those reported by Phi. 
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Table al.1 

Positive Associations (Federal and Provincial Identification) 

Province Fed Party Prov Party Phi Sig. Magnitude 
Atlantic NDP NDP 0.881 0.000 Strong 
Atlantic Liberal Liberal 0.880 0.000 Strong 
Quebec Liberal Liberal 0.842 0.000 Strong 
Quebec BQ PQ 0.837 0.000 Strong 
Manitoba NDP NDP 0.807 0.000 Strong 
Atlantic Consery Consery 0.801 0.000 Strong 
Ontario NDP NDP 0.789 0.000 Strong 
Alberta NDP NDP 0.775 0.000 Strong 
BC NDP NDP 0.758 0.000 Strong 
Sask Alliance Sask 0.746 0.000 Strong 
Ontario Liberal Liberal 0.733 0.000 Strong 
Alberta Liberal Liberal 0.716 0.000 Strong 
Manitoba Liberal Liberal 0.697 0.000 Strong 
Ontario Consery Consery 0.608 0.000 Strong 
Manitoba Consery Consery 0.592 0.000 Strong 
Sask NDP NDP 0.549 0.000 Strong 
BC Liberal Liberal 0.548 0.000 Strong 
Manitoba Alliance Alliance 0.545 0.000 Strong 
Sask Liberal Liberal 0.533 0.000 Strong 
Ontario Other Other 0.499 0.000 Strong 
BC Alliance Reform 0.498 0.000 Strong 
Alberta Alliance Consery 0.461 0.000 Strong 
Quebec NDP NDP 0.427 0.000 Strong 
Atlantic Alliance Alliance 0.374 0.000 Moderate 
BC Consery Consery 0.364 0.000 Moderate 
Alberta Consery Consery 0.354 0.000 Moderate 
Quebec Other Other 0.347 0.000 Moderate 
Ontario Alliance Consery 0.296 0.000 Moderate 
Alberta Alliance Alliance 0.291 0.000 Moderate 
Sask Consery Sask 0.280 0.017 Moderate 
Ontario Alliance Alliance 0.268 0.000 Moderate 
Manitoba Alliance Consery 0.267 0.019 Moderate 
BC Alliance Alliance 0.228 0.000 Moderate 
Sask Liberal NDP 0.217 0.065 Insignificant 
Quebec Alliance ADQ 0.213 0.000 Moderate 
Sask Alliance Alliance 0.198 0.093 Insignificant 
Quebec Alliance Other 0.167 0.000 Weak 
BC Consery Socred 0.162 0.011 Weak 
Quebec Other ADQ 0.142 0.001 Weak 
BC Liberal Other 0.141 0.028 Weak 
Atlantic Alliance Consery 0.127 0.024 Weak 
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Atlantic Consery Other 0.118 0.036 Weak 
Alberta Alliance Other 0.116 0.085 Insignificant 

0.107 0.011 Weak Quebec Consery 
Quebec NDP ADQ 0.097 0.022 Weak 
BC Other 

Consery 

Liberal 0.095 0.139 Insignificant 
Quebec Consery ADQ 0.085 0.004 Weak 
Quebec Alliance 
BC Alliance Socred 

NDP 0.081 0.053 Insignificant 
0.076 0.232 Insignificant 
0.074 0.187 Insignificant Atlantic Other Liberal 

BC Alliance Liberal 0.072 0.259 Insignificant 
Quebec Consery Liberal 0.072 0.087 Insignificant 
BC Consery Reform 0.068 0.284 Insignificant 
BC Alliance Consery 0.059 0.358 Insignificant 
Sask Consery Liberal 0.054 0.645 Insignificant 
Ontario Alliance Other 0.050 0.200 Insignificant 
Quebec Liberal PC 0.031 0.462 Insignificant 
Ontario Liberal Other 0.018 0.648 Insignificant 
BC Liberal NDP 0.016 0.807 Insignificant 
BC Consery Liberal 0.013 0.844 Insignificant 
Quebec BQ Other 0.003 0.948 Insignificant 
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Table al.2 

Negative Association (Federal and Provincial Identification) 

Province Fed Party Prov Party Phi Sig. Magnitude 
Quebec BQ Liberal -0.804 0.000 Strong 
Quebec Liberal PQ -0.772 0.000 Strong 
Sask Liberal Sask -0.370 0.002 Moderate 
Atlantic Consery Liberal -0.313 0.000 Moderate 
Manitoba NDP Consery -0.280 0.014 Moderate 
Sask NDP Sask -0.271 0.021 Moderate 
Sask Alliance Liberal -0.268 0.023 Moderate 
Atlantic Liberal Consery -0.265 0.000 Moderate 
Alberta Alliance Liberal -0.259 0.000 Moderate 
Sask Alliance NDP -0.253 0.032 Moderate 
BC NDP Liberal -0.233 0.000 Moderate 
Ontario Consery Liberal -0.211 0.000 Moderate 
Atlantic NDP Liberal -0.207 0.000 Moderate 
Manitoba Consery NDP -0.206 0.071 Insignificant 
Alberta Liberal Consery -0.196 0.004 Weak 
BC Alliance NDP -0.194 0.002 Weak 
BC Liberal Reform -0.192 0.003 Weak 
Alberta NDP Consery -0.188 0.005 Weak 
Manitoba Alliance Liberal -0.185 0.105 Insignificant 
Manitoba NDP Liberal -0.185 0.105 Insignificant 
Sask Consery NDP -0.182 0.122 Insignificant 
Atlantic Liberal NDP -0.171 0.002 Weak 
Manitoba Consery Liberal -0.166 0.145 Insignificant 
Ontario NDP Consery -0.151 0.000 Weak 
Manitoba Liberal Alliance -0.148 0.194 Insignificant 
Manitoba Alliance NDP -0.142  0.212 Insignificant 
Ontario NDP Liberal -0.140 0.000 Weak 
Ontario Consery NDP -0.126 0.001 Weak 
Alberta Consery Liberal -0.122 0.070 Insignificant 
Ontario Liberal NDP -0.121 0.002 Weak 
Ontario Liberal Consery -0.121 0.002 Weak 
Quebec Consery PQ -0.116 0.006 Weak 
Alberta Alliance NDP -0.116 0.084 Insignificant 
Sask NDP Liberal -0.113 0.337 Insignificant 
Alberta Liberal Alliance -0.111 0.098 Insignificant 
Ontario Alliance Liberal -0.105 0.007 Weak 
BC NDP Reform 
Atlantic Consery NDP 

-0.103 0.108 Insignificant 
-0.103 0.068 Insignificant 

Manitoba NDP Alliance -0.101 0.377 Insignificant 
Alberta Consery Alliance -0.101 0.134 Insignificant 
Quebec NDP Liberal -0.100 0.017 Weak 
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Manitoba Consery Alliance -0.090 0.427 Insignificant 
Quebec Liberal ADQ -0.087 0.039 Weak 
Atlantic NDP Consery 
BC NDP Consery 

-0.086 0.128 Insignificant 
-0.085 0.184 Insignificant 
-0.077 0.067 Insignificant Quebec BQ 

Sask Liberal Alliance -0.076 0.518 Insignificant 
Quebec Liberal Other -0.075 0.073 Insignificant 
Quebec Alliance Liberal -0.073 0.080 Insignificant 
Quebec Other Liberal -0.072 0.088 Insignificant 
Quebec Liberal NDP -0.066 0.114 Insignificant 
BC 

NDP 

Consery NDP -0.062 0.333 Insignificant 
Manitoba Liberal NDP -0.059 0.602 Insignificant 
BC NDP Alliance -0.059 0.355 Insignificant 
Quebec Alliance PQ  -  -0.057 0.175 Insignificant 
Sask NDP Alliance -0.056 0.636 Insignificant 
Ontario Alliance NDP -0.056 0.147 Insignificant 
Quebec BQ Consery -0.054, 0.198 Insignificant 
BC Consery Alliance -0.053 0.411 Insignificant 
BC NDP Socred -0.050 0.436 Insignificant 
Alberta Consery NDP -0.045 0.506 Insignificant 
Ontario Liberal Alliance -0.044  -  0.262 Insignificant 
BC Alliance Other -0.044 0.489 Insignificant 
Atlantic Liberal Alliance -0.044 0.428 Insignificant 
Atlantic Liberal Other -0.044 0.428 Insignificant 
Alberta Liberal Other -0.044 0.510 Insignificant 
Alberta NDP Alliance -0.044 0.518 Insignificant 
BC Liberal Consery -0.043 0.501 Insignificant 
Quebec Other PQ -0.043 0.304 Insignificant 
Atlantic Alliance NDP -0.042 0.454 Insignificant 
Quebec BQ ADQ -0.042 0.324 Insignificant 
Alberta Consery Other -0.040 0.551 Insignificant 
Ontario Consery Alliance -0.037 0.339 Insignificant 
Manitoba Liberal Consery -0.036 0.753 Insignificant 
BC NDP Other -0.031 0.625 Insignificant 
Ontario Consery Other -0.030 0.436 Insignificant 
BC Liberal Socred -0.030 0.642 Insignificant 
Atlantic Other Consery -0.030 0.594 Insignificant 
Sask Consery Alliance -0.029 0.807 Insignificant 
Ontario NDP Alliance -0.029 0.455 Insignificant 
BC Other NDP -0.029 0.649 Insignificant 
BC Consery Other -0.028 0.664 Insignificant 
Ontario Other Liberal  -0.027 0.490 Insignificant 
Atlantic Consery Alliance  -0.027 0.632 Insignificant 
Quebec NDP PQ -0.026 0.531 Insignificant 
Atlantic Alliance Liberal -0.025 0.656 Insignificant 
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Ontario NDP Other -0.024 0.542 Insignificant 
Ontario Other Consery -0.023 0.561 Insignificant 

BC Other Reform -0.019 0.765 Insignificant 
Quebec Consery Other -0.019 0.650 Insignificant 
Quebec Consery NDP -0.018 0.672 Insignificant 
Quebec NDP Other -0.018  0.675 Insignificant 
Alberta NDP Other -0.017 0.797 Insignificant 
BC Other Consery -0.016 0.805 Insignificant 
Atlantic Other NDP -0.016 0.779 Insignificant 
Quebec Alliance Consery -0.016 0.711 Insignificant 
Atlantic NDP Alliance -0.015 0.784 Insignificant 
Atlantic NDP Other -0.015 0.784 Insignificant 
Quebec NDP Consery -0.014 0.741 Insignificant 
Ontario Other NDP -0.013 0.746 Insignificant 
BC Other Alliance -0.011 0.864 Insignificant 
BC Other Socred -0.009 0.885 Insignificant 
Quebec Other NDP  -  -0.009 0.882 Insignificant 
Atlantic Alliance Other -0.008 0.880 Insignificant 
Quebec Other Consery -0.008 0.850 Insignificant 
Alberta Liberal NDP -0.007 0.921 Insignificant 
BC Other Other -0.006 0.928 Insignificant 
Ontario Other Alliance -0.004 0.924 Insignificant 
BC Liberal Alliance -0.003 0.962 Insignificant 
Atlantic Other Alliance -0.003  -  0.955 Insignificant 
Atlantic Other Other -0.003 0.955 Insignificant 
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APPENDIX B 

ATTITUDINAL/IDEOLOGICAL INDICES 

This appendix reports the questions in the 2000 Canada Election Study that were utilized to 

construct the indices attitudinal/ideological indices that were used in the analysis section. 

For each index every question is reported, as is the standardized item Alpha reliability 

coefficient. Each Alpha exceeds the required 4.0 reliability threshold. 

Index 1 - Business (1-5) 

1.) And how much power do you think business should have? 
Much More -> 5 
Somewhat More ->4 
About the Same as now ->3 
Somewhat Less ->2 
Much Less -> 1 

2.) When businesses make lots of money, everyone benefits, including the poor. 
Strongly Agree ->5 
Somewhat Agree ->4 
Somewhat Disagree ->2 
Strongly Disagree -> 1 

3.) Please indicate how much confidence you have in the following institutions. Big 
Business. 

A Great Deal -> 5 
Quite a Lot ->4 
Not Very Much ->2 
None at All -> 1 

Standardized Item Alpha = .4445 

Index 2 - Unions (1-5) 

1.) How much power do you think unions should have? 
Much More -> 5 
Somewhat More ->4 
About the Same as Now ->3 
Somewhat Less ->2 
Much Less -> 1 
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2.) Please indicate how much confidence you have in the following institutions. Unions. 
A Great Deal -> 5 
Quite a Lot ->4 
Not Very Much ->2 
None at All -> 1 

Standardized Item Alpha = .6108 

Index 3 - Social Conservatism (1-5) 

1.) Promoting Traditional Family Values. To you personally, in this federal election, is it 
very important, somewhat important, or not very important? 

Very Important ->5 
Somewhat Important -> 3 
Not Very Important -> 1 

2.) Newer lifestyles are contributing to the breakdown of society. 
Strongly Agree ->5 
Agree ->4 
Disagree ->2 
Strongly Disagree -> 1 

3.) Only people who are legally married should be having children. 
Strongly Agree -> 5 
Agree ->4 
Disagree ->2 
Strongly Disagree -> 1 

Standardized Item Alpha = .4644 

Index 4 - Economic Conservatism (1-5) 

1.) Reducing the federal debt. To you personally, in this federal election, is it very 
important, somewhat important, or not very important? 

Very Important -> 5 
Somewhat Important ->3 
Not Very Important -> 1 

2.) Cutting taxes. To you personally, in this federal election, is it very important, somewhat 
important, or not very important? 

Very Important ->5 
Somewhat Important ->3 
Not Very Important -> 1 

3.) The government should leave it entirely to the private sector to create jobs. 
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Strongly Agree -> 5 
Somewhat Agree ->4 
Somewhat Disagree ->2 
Strongly Disagree -> 1 

4.) How much power do you think business should have? 
Much More -> 5 
Somewhat More ->4 
About the Same as Now -> 3 
Somewhat Less ->2 
Much Less -> 1 

5.) Please indicate how much confidence you have in the following institutions? Big 
Business. 

A Great Deal -> 5 
Quite a Lot ->4 
Not Very Much ->2 
None at All -> 1 

Standardized Item Alpha = .4248 

Index 5 - Social Welfare (1-5) 

1.) Improving health care. To you personally, in this Federal election, is it very important, 
somewhat important, or not very important? 

Very Important -> 5 
Somewhat Important -> 3 
Not Very Important -> 1 

2.) Improving health care. To you personally, in this Federal election, is it very important, 
somewhat important, or not very important? 

Very Important -> 5 
Somewhat Important ->3 
Not Very Important -> 1 

3.) Should the Federal government spend more, less, or about the same as now? ... Welfare? 
Spend More -> 5 
About the Same as Now ->3 
Spend Less -> 1 

Standardized Item Alpha = .4825 
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APPENDIX C 

ASSOCIATION OF INDICES AND PARTY IDENTIFICATION 

This appendix reports the results of the measures of association between party 

identifiers and the attitudinal/ideological indices. Table a3.1 reports those for federal party 

identifiers while table a3.2 reports those for provincial identifiers. The measure of 

association for nominal-ordinal relationships, Kendall's Tau-C, was used. Relationships 

significant at the .05 level receive a single star while relationships significant at the .01 

level receive two stars. 

Table a3.1 
Association of Indices and National Identification (Tau-C) 

Business Unions Socon Econ Welfare 
Liberal -.008 .028 .030 .115** .016 
Conserv. .037 •Ø9Ø** .031 .013 .069** 
NDP _.135** .107** _.048* _.154** .089** 
Alliance .032 _.140** .215** .119** _.181** 
BQ .229** .196* .l84* .195** .051 



106 

Table a3.2 
Association of Indices and Provincial Identification (Tau-C) 

Province Party Business Unions Socon Econ Welfare  
Liberal .329* -.193 .106 .312* .232* 
NDP _.313** .336** _.264** _444** 37Ø** 

BC 
Reform -.003 -.135 .256* .118* .146* 
Conserv. .023 -.045 -.013 .022 -.071 
Socred .031 -.007 -.048 .002 .009 
Other -.040 .021 -.042 -.050 .052 
Alliance .156* .067 .098 _.166* .019 
Liberal _.166* .206* -.128 .184* .144* 

Alberta Conserv. .406** 454** .040 5Ø3** .252** 
NDP -.071 .185* -.033 _.131* .116* 
Other -.014 -.004 .023 -.022 -.027 
Sask .102 .438* .067 .320* .301* 

Sask. NDP -.295 •474* -.190 .488** .164 

Liberal .193 -.036 .123 .168 .160 
Liberal -.074 -.147 .100 -.043 .028 

Manitoba Conserv. _•453* _.538** .150 .383* _.361* 
NDP 43Ø* .671** .458* -.051 .461** 

Ontario 

NDP _.237** .239** _.174** _.283** .167** 
Liberal .009 .153* -.028 -.106 .161** 
Conserv. .245** 4Ø5** .169* .398** .326** 

Other -.023 .014 .002 -.013 -.004 

Quebec 

Liberal .257** .186** .207** .199** -.075 
PQ _.173* .191* _.176* _.120* .083* 

Q -.051 .009 -.012 -.041 -.021 
Other -.023 .011 -.010 -.018 -.003 
NDP -.014 .001 -.015 -.019 .004 
Consery .001 -.025 .004 -.004 .011 
Conserv. .062 -.087 -.028 -.027 -.177 
Liberal .132 .021 .086 .143 .033 

Atlantic 
Other -.014 -.012 .016 -.015 -.002 
NDP .170* .082 -.058 -.105 093* 
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APPENDIX D 

ASSOCIATION OF INDICES AND FEDERAL IDENTIFICATION 

(DUAL AND SPLIT-LEVEL) 

This appendix lists the relationships between the attitudinal/ideological indices and 

respondents with different combinations of federal and provincial identifications in the 

different provinces. The significance of the relationships is noted in the same manner as in 

tables eighteen and nineteen. 

Table a4.1 
Associations of Indices and Party Identification Relationships 

Province Fed Party Prov Party Business Unions Socon Econ Welfare  
BC NDP NDP .232* .259** .206* .363** .352** 
BC Alliance Reform .282** .191** _.114** 
Alberta Liberal Liberal .232* .160* .179* 
Alberta Conserv. Conserv. .249* 
Alberta NDP NDP .092* 
Alberta Alliance Conserv. .313* 379** .282** 
Sask NDP NDP .392** ..355** 
Sask Alliance Sask •37Ø** .315** 
Manitoba Conserv. Conserv. .369** 
Manitoba NDP NDP .400** .369* .404** .464** 
Ontario Liberal Liberal .163** 
Ontario Conserv. Conserv. .152** .222** .177** .l22** 
Ontario NDP NDP .233** .167** 110 .256** .191** 
Ontario Alliance Conserv. .091* .127** .166** .155** 
Quebec Liberal Liberal .234** _.172** .170** .197** 
Quebec BQ PQ _.258** .214** .l87* .186* 
Atlantic NDP NDP .174* .104* 


