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cpsjéa/b/c; Now we would like to get your views on abortion. Of the following three positions, which is closest to
your own opinion: (1) abortion should never be permitted; (2) should be permitted only after need has been
established by a doctor; or (3) should be a matter of the woman’s personal choice? [random ordering of
response alternatives] . : .

cpsj7: Could you tell me if you strongly agree, somewhat agree, somewhat disagree, or strongly disagree with the
following statements;

..... j7a: Society would be better off if more women stayed home with their children.

..... j7b: Homosexual couples should be allowed to get legally married. Do you strongly agree, somewhat agree,
somewhat disagree, or strongly disagree?

..... jTe: Only people who are legally married should be having children. Do you strongly agree, somewhat agree,
somewhat disagree, or strongly disagree?

..... j7h: Politicians are no more corrupt than anybody ¢lse. ‘

pese2b: What is your opinion on Quebec sovereignty, that is, Quebe is no longer a part of Canada?

pesda/b: As a general rule, the government should: (1) reduce unemployment even if it means that the deficit stays
high; or (2) reduce the deficit even if it means unemployment stays high? [random ordering of response
alternatives]

(Could you tell me if you strongiy agres, somewhat agree, somewhat disagree, or strongly disagree with the
following statements:)

pese8: The only way to create jobs is to eliminate the deficit. -

pese9: To maintain our social programs, we must eliminate the deficit. Do you strongly agrce somewhat agree
somewhat disagree or strongly disagree?

peselSb: We must crack down on crime, even if that means people lose their rights.
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Notes

' For a more complete account of the 1988 election and its background, see Johnston, Blais, Brady, and Créte
(1992). .

2 For more detait on 1993 ficldwork, especially on the time path of data collection, see Appendix A.

? The 1993 recovery, though, accompanied a leadership convention, which generated much favourabic publicity
for the party, just as conventions and primaries commonly do for US parties. The recovery most iike the 1993
Conservative was the Liberal 1984 one: that recovery, also assisted by a leadership race, dissipated in the later
campaign.

* The 19th, a Sunday, also marked the end of a ficldwork week.

* Calculations are from unrounded data.

® The accounting does balance over the various intervals in Tables 1 and 2 as each draws upon slightly different
samples, depending on panel morality.

7 This point is hardly new. It was first made by Elkins (1974) and the substance of the dimensional structure was
explored conjecturally by Johnston (1991) and empirically by Johnston, Blais, Brady, and Créte (1992), Chapters
Two and Three.

® Indeed. if one looks at defectors only, a slightly larger share of Conservative than of Liberal defectors went to the
NDP.

? To compensate for small daily sample sizes (62 per day on average outside Quebec), all trackings are smoothed
by five-day moving averages, using the subroutine inside Harvard Graphics. Keep in mind that Quebec vote
intentions are not factored into Figure 1 and so ail four parties appear to do better than implied in Table 1.

'° Until the 22nd in raw (that is, not smoothed by moving averages) tracking.

"' Published polls did not report as a large a Reform surge as we pick up nor a last-week decline and so we feel
diffident about interpreting the two phenomena. This is not to say, however, that our pattern contradicts published
polls. In fact, none with fieldwork in the relevant period were published. The closest was the Globe and Mail-
ComQuest poll published on 16 October, but fieldwork for this poil was completed before the Reform share peaked.
The final Reid and Gallup polls entered the field after the share began its final descent.

"2 The apparent timing in Figure 1 may be an artifact of averaging; the raw tracking hints that the discontinuity is
between the 15th and 16th.

> Kenneth Whyte, “The face that sank a thousand Tories,” Saturday Night 109(February 1994), p.11; Edward
Greenspon, Ross Howard. and Susan Delacourt, “Tones try to recover from goof.” and David Roberts, “Angry calls
flood PC offices,” Toronto Globe and Mail 16 October 1993, p. A6.

' Edward Greenspon and Jeff Sallot, “How Campbell seli-destructed,” Toronto Globe and Mail 27 October 1993,
p- ALS.

' The smoothed tracking in Figure 1 has the shift start on the 20th and largely complete by the 22nd, the day
before the remark. Raw tracking hints that the moving-average starts the decline a day early, but even so yields a
string of Conservative shares below 30 percent starting from the 22nd. The first commercial polls to indicate a
Conservative decline all completed their fieldwork before the 47-days remark. They all placed the Conservatives
in the low 30s Canada-wide. Our sense is that their fieldwork periods exactly spanned the period of the drop and
s0 averaged the Conservative share; if their samples could be spiit by day of interview, they might well reveal the
pattern in Figure 1. See Geoffrey York and Susan Delacourt, “Liberals oustrip Tories in polls,” Toronto Globe and
Mail 27 September 1993, p. Al,5.

'® We investigated if the shifts for Manning and McLaughlin reflected the obscurity of these two leaders relative
to the other two; this seemed especially problematic for Preston Manning. But by alternative treatments of missing
values the tracking remains roughly as in Figure 1. If the drop was some kind of autonomous early-campaign
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effect, it did not manifest itself in 1988 (compare Figure 2 with Johnston, Blais, Brady, and Créte, 1992, Figure 6-
3,p. 173)

" Their finding for unemployment also roughly holds for two less complicated treatments, but these may yield
contradictory predictions for 1993. :

"' The personal-national distinction is commonly referred 10 as egocentric vs sociotropic, after Kinder and
Kiewict (1979). An extended treatment of the distinction can be found in Kiewiet (1983).

19 We do not include a term for expectations, in contrast to Clarke and Komberg (1993).

® The French Canada items are cpsela-e and the Canada-US items are cpse2a-e. The French Canada items’
1988 version referred only to French Canada by that name and was deliberately ambiguous on whether that
referred to Quebec or to all francophones. The focus on Quebec in the intervening years made us wonder if that
pmvincehadnotmmemsumnmﬁzeaﬂthatmaneredinthedomainbmareluqanmtoadandonammsurcso
pivotal to the account in Johnston, Blais, Brady, and Créte (1992) led us to compromise by randomly assigning
respondents to French Canada/Quebec treatments. For this paper’s purposes the randomization does not seem to
matter: mean ratings are about the same although the “Quebec” version evokes slightly less variance than the
“French Canada” one.

% Averaging is by /988 groups to bring out the vulnerabilities at the beginning of the 1993 campaign, when it still
seemed possible that the Conservatives would reconstitute their 1988 coalition. 1988 preference is indicated by
vote in that year, from the 1988 Canadian Election Study for 1988 self-location and by recall of 1988 in the 1993
study for 1993 self-location.

2 The credibility items are cpsf8a-d and the unemployment-deficit item is pesda/b. See Appendix B for exact
wording.

2 The GST seems to have mattered in Quebec; see below.

2 As an example, we asked a question about how important it was that the Prime Minister speak French. This
loaded heavily on the out-groups factor. The loading reassured us in our interpretation of the factor but the item
itself hardly seemed like a policy question in its own right and so was dropped.

5 We considered calling the factor and the scale we ultimately built from it ethnocentrism. But the language of
such a label seems stronger than the component items warrant, especially as they lack the psychodynamic content
of most conceptions of ethnocentrism (Forbes, 1985). We do suspect that many, perhaps most, respondents who
reach the anti-outgroup pole of the scale merit being called ethnocentric. But to want to do “much less” for both
French Canada and racial minorities and to want fewer immigrants admitted lacks the sting of extreme scores on
more traditionally constructed scales. And most of the politically relevant variance on the scale is Jower down,
well away from the zone of ego defence and the idealized bigot.

% The item is pese1Sb. The item nags us, as it is worded in the negative and may thus contain above-average
error. 56% agree with it, that is, reject the characterization of politicians as peculiarly corrupt. This could be
reassuring evidence of moral realism but, in an antipolitical climate, might indicate only that many respondents
did not hear the negation. An item on whether governments were no longer even able to deliver programmes and
solutions did not get us anywhere. We also investigated attitudes to aboriginal self-government and two crime
questions but preliminary analyses suggested that these were unhelpful. On the crime questions, see also below,
note 28.

7 Estimations in the following tables included all respondents who voted or who claimed a vote intention,
depending on ctrcumstances.

2 We also investigated whether or not concern about crime was a factor in Reform support. 1t clearly was, but the
effect was modest and describing the relationship would have occupied more of the main body of the text than its
its strength warranted. Two separate crime-related items affected Reform support: a general statement about the
priority of fighting crime over securing rights and a question about capital punishment. The general question had
a nicely symmetric distribution but a very small effect. The capital punishment item had a larger effect but a
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skewed distribution; in fact, a majority of all parties’ supporters rejected the proposition that capital punishment is
never justified.

® The absolute value of interaction coefficients is small, because of the differing metrics of the dependent variable
(0-1) and the day counter (0-44). The interaction coefficient indicates the day by day shift expressed as
proportions; hence the extra zeroes immediately after the decimal point.

% Although in this paper we repeatedly invoke the language of strategic voting, analytically we are silent on the
process which generated the Reform-Conservative displacement dynamic. We can imagine three alternative
explanations, each of which may be part of the truth. First is a simple floor effect and its removal: as the
Conservatives’ overall share dropped, cleavages in that share may have been compressed by the fact that zero is the
inescapable minimum; expansion of Reform cleavages as that party grew could be this process in reverse. We have
done some preliminary work on this, by reestimating relationships in Table 7 with logistic regression, and virtually
all interactions remain significant. Second, voters may have shifted to or away from Reform selectively as their
understanding of the party grew. This should make selection of Reform progressively less random - more
structured - and cleavage widths should expand accordingly. And third is the strategic possibility: voters may have
been aware of Reform’s position all along but sceptical of Reform’s chances. Once it became clear that the
Conservatives had no hope of beating the Liberals - when ability to beat the Liberals was their best remaining card
- they collapsed even more than would have been indicated by voters’ sincere preferences.

*' For more detail see Gidengil (1994).
2 Consider the following small estimation, however:
NDP Swing = -3.83 -0.25 * 1988 NDP Share - 5.3 * NDP Gov't.

Standard errors for “share” and “government” are, respectively, 0.19 and 4.7, the adjusted R? is 0.62 and N=10.
The equation slightly underpredicts the BC swing (suggesting that about 3 points might be attributabie to the
Harcourt government), slightly overpredicts for Saskatchewan (Romanow may have saved the party nearly 3
points), and is bang on for Ontario. On this reading, most of the swing in the threc NDP-governed provinces is
attributable 1o the party’s prior strength. But we hesitate to push the point, given the small number of observations
and the minimalist specification. '
* Two parties with nationalist orientations surfaced earlier in this century, the Bloc Populaire in 1945 and the
Ralliement Créditiste in and after 1962, but neither was committed to outright sovereignty for Quebec and neither
made so great a breakthrough.

 The question is pese2b.
% The percentage was even higher in the allophone subset.

** We do not mean to suggest that just any sovereignist alternative would do as well as the Bloc. It is critical that
the Bloc is closely tied to official sovereignist forces and that Lucien Bouchard has been very popular for many

years.

" Among self-conscious non-sovercignists the Bloc percentage was slightly lower; a majority of “don’t know's”
voted Bloc.

% The next few sentences reflect multivariate estimations in Blais (1994.
* As compared with 1988, on which see Johnston, Blais, Brady, and Créte (1992), Chapters 7 and 8.

“ The classic statement of this proposition is Lipset (1960). A game theoretic treatment is Sankoff and Mellos
(1972), one grounded in decision theory is Brady and Johnston (1993), and an estimation of electoral optimization
is Johnston and Ballantyne (1977).
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