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ABSTRACT .
A Social History of the Dutch in GQuebec

Johanna H. Lowensteyn

. The stuly analyses the history of peaple of butch\origin,
iémigrét xperience, '  economic and soczo~cu1tura1 develop~'
ment and integration. Attention is gzven to the rural/urban'

distin:tioq, and plsh and‘pull'factors are assessed ' during

4

1900-1?45 and 1944 unward.

* Furthérmore, an attemﬁg is,hade to answer the guestion

. why a disproportionately small numﬁgr of Dutch in Canada are’

found in Guebec.
( N -
It is proposed that reasons changed over ti e; political "

el

ones during the “Loyaltst" txmes, and~a mxxture of political,

religious, and economzc ones during pre—ﬂorld War 11 imm;gra~

N}ZLDn. Lack of a base mzt:qated agaxnst chain mxgratxon whxchrJ{

had a : further negative 1ppqtt,during the pqst-wnrld Ngr”II,“

T ' vaarsf.l. y | . o

' L Ahalysis is Eésédlﬁn histoéiﬁél and.ébntEMpﬁrarf puﬁl§~

sﬁédv ﬁatariéi ’ as well as on. privately—held‘ docﬁments of

‘chnic 1nstitutxons.‘Information obtained from 18 oral hista-‘

'f:‘f" :,' ries collected in® 1983‘1994 is used to illustrate and under—‘~
- .score aertaxn puints. f 5:, — ‘o L

andxngs 1nd1cata’thgi'(a)'descéndanﬁs a%‘ Dutcp- LqVé«

lxsts are. xnd;atiﬁguxshable from natzve Canadxans- Jﬁb}'that .

;' ‘QT"H;\ i the 5mall group nf Dutch pre—world World war II immigrantsh

ity

. in the provjince of Quebec in. term; of settlement patterns, M)‘

the three periods under consideration: the “Loyalist® perﬁod,*‘.‘f{n



;';nre, oﬁﬂfha Nhole, poorl& org;nxzed, écnnémiﬁaily weak,@and e ‘:Aq_%'ﬁhé i:
‘ . R " .,.thhwa fen exc:ueptxdns,‘."-lef,tAna'axark_. (c:) t.ha‘_ Past Hor‘ld war-u- g ! E  ' '
: o - | ; II Dutch Qunbeck;ars, ‘oh th'ei other hand,' aré mare’ nuniero&sv' L
T ‘;I»"'; rare l among the hxgﬁest mcomelo grnups 5? the provxr;ce's ethnic'. e S )

S and ¢har‘ter groups, and’ bcfast a numb&r of ethnzc instxtuticms - iy

' . v B

L l' i sp:.te uf- the;r high level of integ‘ratmn. o o
oI additxon to thé prOposedureasans for limi ted Dutch : -
S setuement ih uuabec. the; French 1anquaqe anpears o have had.
a negatxve ef*e;:t, but did. so pnmarily in the’ rural 'area's_‘, 1 :

ﬁar - recent urban exadus aswa result a-F . pol H;zt:al

. \ .
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o LT R o  INTRODUCTION

- .‘v.a u')' ;Jg;.§Jf‘ _N6 'édﬁbreh9651Ve history‘exists df tﬁe.DutCh ip.uuébeb. .

.y o Yét, with an 1ncreasxng 1nterest for. cultural minqritigs,‘
1 espec;ally in éayérnment and eduaational fxrchs, theke -‘?

; {requent need to drau ‘upan 5011d data. Althaugh,thg Dutch are

-one af‘the qpaller ethnxc.grcups in this‘prcvince,' they do
) P

L j‘f exxst ‘and they have their nwn story to tell. Far the séke/bf
U tompleteness tzgy are 1nc1uded in presantatxons of various
kxnds, for example, the serxes of profxles of minority groups

prapared for Mnntreal «school chxldren uy the Council of
N . N M . \ v ‘

Cﬁrisfians ’ad&‘aews. Unless 5uch oﬂbaﬂxzat1ons are provided
o : 3with praperly re;earched material,' the danger ;s there that
L A'the “story" will ésntaxn 1naccurac1es and amxssxéns. Thus,
- ;3 thxs paper will be cmncerne; essentxally thh piecxng toge~
" ; ther the lsoc;al hxsto;ﬁﬁﬁf thzs small and almost 1nv151ble‘

. grqup. s " ’ . : ; S . . .
e . . %

k This involves gssent@ally'q;deééription of the various
Dutch immigration q?yes to this}bko#incé»and an analysis of
- the social dimensioﬁg"thereo$;’%Sgch‘waveg,were found to have_

J.4

érﬁived during three relatively distinct periodg which will

4 . . e . -

'T?be‘ des?ribed in-detail later on. . "Waves" is used here. to

'emphaéiza thaﬁ the andarn qoés ﬁqt lie wfth the odd in&ivi—r
dual- arrival. e |
- \ “ A social hiséo;y'presupposes some énrt of groyp forma-— .
- " tion th *intgractj;n‘o¥ group meﬁ?ers. The extent of this
- , o ‘ -

interaction, e.g. the fdtyation of a community, and its

consequences both within the group and in relation to society

Y ' ’
L . .
.




& f"l ’
at larfge ‘are analyzed.

L 4 ’ - '
L o Coe LA
While it is not the intention in this paper to guestion

N

uhet er  the Dutch actually.have ‘any "communities® in‘Quebec,

{which ould $ill another paper), ‘it is useful to define the

-

word. Une definiticn of community holds that it must™ave at

<

f.lleaq; the following coara:tgristics: (a) p&yﬁically} located

»

X

!

'

in a spe:ific«;geoqrAphic areas ’spatial concentra;ion;'ahd

(bY socially and psychologically: "community sentfment“,. a

sense of belonging. This provides the basis for group solida-

0 ’ . ' b Y
rity. : ‘ :
< '~

‘Although some suggest that the geographical area is not

as xmportant a factor as personal interactxon in formxng or
4

'}g (7/ . naxntainang an ethnxc communxty, ,most scholarsldo not agree;
o |

1t

Physical distance doesz-not Mhelp' in, promotiog personal

~ interaction without which one cannot speok'of'community.r

The above definition does. not mention 1nstitutxon5 of
the formal or informal kind. However Breton (1968) found

*Lthe community sJ...capacxty to control the socxal integra~

1

" tion of its members is not so much its havxng many . *ormar
X c
organizations as havzng one as opposed to none at alle

 Ap. 201§; He further argues ‘that the degree of 1nst1tutxona1

4

completeness (number and variety of 1nstxtut1ons) has' an

“u

1nportant ‘bearing an the power of the ethnlc communlty to
o ) , R
attract member's. "uq DRI oo

s a

N 1

it

.Birg (1979) modifies and, gxtends thils: to the’ extent. that

1

it is not 80 mu:h the pumber and variety of 1nstxtut1ons ﬁs:

it is their ability to facilitate communication widely and .

-~
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qu:u:kly betwaen .Qembers of tf‘ae ethnu: grnup. _l".p;a’r’tfﬁt:uiarfy

. between - .those nut 1m{nedia{:e1y related ‘by kxnsmp or personal »",’ P

2N Voo Ca
network.‘ AR L. e . : L

- r e Y]
. N .

- s
N [
- Ve »

‘ -A su:ltable de-Fxrution ‘ o;F commumty wouldr thus be a
- N . L Sk, LT o '
synthesis of the abnve- . 1 .'"". ' j ",& ’:g / S K
‘An ;ethnzc commumty can be caIIed so xf ;.t 15 ’au;re .’:3 ‘
L. c:r less spatlally cnncentr-af:ed, ' if pzt.;h:\s cmq qr/\

‘. more ethnic institutans§

tate ’ communxcatxon amcmg a lar‘ge number . of the

' ‘group mgmbers_. ‘ and 1f xts members d;splay a sense.‘ o
of belunging‘, a- "NE"-‘EELIHQ- Y ) “ B _— ‘:(:u’ R

) i , . . .
' o . " . )
/

. L In re&earching the history of the Dutch ine; auebec. ‘opev

\

is constantiy 4aced with the pecul xarity of tvus second\post

pcmutous provim:e cnntainmg such an insxgmh(;ant number p{' Lo

[ - 1

>

Dutch. An a&tempt 15 made tu find an explanation %or th:.s';;l

B & 0 PR N
J - a4 PN PR -
= ¢ . 4

phenﬂmenon. ' ’ ! .o .‘ I

’ v -
' ' L

N .

'

: Even a Cursury gIanca at mmgrat;,on étéiigti-c'é.;- shq‘ws”

that 'theﬁ number- of Dutch 1n nuehec is 1nsignihcant, bdtﬁ

compared to athbn ethnic gr,aups 1n Quebec ahd ta Dutch

~ v
. -

uther provxnces. Consider the 'Follcwungr o _-g "; RS /," -

- 1‘n 1871, Duehec had the lowest nuMber of Dutc’ﬁ crf the four
Lr# v / 3 S
pravznce*s 'mcludetl II‘I tha census (Nava Scotia, Neu Bruns-- "

Lo * s ., L ,_\’

wzck, Ouebeag and Dntaria) (Table 111)- ,‘#ﬁ'zgx;: . ”1"_

- iq 1‘701, Guebec was stxll the proﬂnce mth the Lew,est

I ' -
i , .\' 3
1

"umber pf ﬁutch (Table 111)- R “‘n_ 8 1-~ o

N
1 < L .'x~-

in 1941, the Dutch populatu:n of Buebec uas the louest i

a
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3 e T |;.,, A oo RS ]:
‘ ' Vet s tories; -the ’Yukcn. and Pr1nce Edward Island.« (Table RER
- P » ‘ .
N s New‘Brungwlck fell behxnd Guebee in add:ticn to;]l

G A = 196,

,“tﬁeA otﬁer four provinces and territorxes‘ ment1qned. :aﬁ@,,

- T e T

o this remaxned so untzl 19&1. This 15 particularly’str1k1n¢

s " o A o - < f
N \\\ﬁibce ‘these provinces and terrxturies all have much smaller
: e populatxons than Guebec (Table X)' - ;‘,,r" ’;‘N\IL 

P -t f
L a e o ~ o

- lzfestyle. the lifestyla uf French—Canadians 15 mare alien

F“tn V- “1' ‘t thé Dutch than that of Englxsh Canadzans.

'-fear it wpuld

i = C Frenchvand Engbish in the prQV1nce,i I K -3~
e [N [N . 2o . 3

N econamxca the xndustrializatiun pFGCESB was behinb that af

‘a:‘,‘ .o ' , ) l,

ot _ . .
AN A Dntarxo, making \this provxnce less attrgctxve fﬁr new—
-~ i 4,4" R - T . ‘ Lo N
S : erv _ﬁ-‘GUMErs"K"‘ S .\.‘, 1‘-.".," L L W
. N - Lo e s T e .
! soat e ’;.' Tt . i A ‘ ' '!"-. o N PV . S - ’
L — . ~;L ralig1ous. \the,conszderable prnpnrtzon‘ofubntch.1mm1grantsx‘

. . . 'U“ L N (N . - ‘: o B . N .M Ay, W
SNy AR ‘whu‘ were nf arthqdox Calvxnist persuasinn "avoided - this v,
e S SO U S A
T e e no . ’,:‘: DNPIRTORY [UUEER. A ¥ e
T A Catholat prov1n¢e- B A o
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. P . ,
\ff { Lt the Canadzan papdlacxon Qf Dutch ethnxc ,crigin\'numbé#edl

K f:;f:%?b:ﬁ; 408,240 in 1981,D 5ust over 8 000, ‘or twb percent lxved 1h ;
TR téﬁﬂ;- i the seﬁgng lgggggg an¥ e of the cnuntry, (Table,X)c :; f ‘

. ';f' ‘ There have been many explanatinns uf wpy the Dutch shun

;rff?’ vég '“?ﬁuebec im greater measure than many other 1mmxgrant groups.

‘Q’ oF A;‘ﬂost cummnnly, these explanatzans were o* a cultural nature-wJ"

f N ?. :~ lanQane: Dutch find it easxer to learn English than French
DR 1‘. - (Canadaj 1951 37)- :7.‘~ J;-' ~ '“-: o ‘;jf,l;'u:v,‘”(ﬁ

;(Canadahi :VH

e 1951 37); ‘”“:' ,“fu3' o f;‘nh“g‘,fwy; S o
T, SR C o SRR RN e
B . But many uther explanatinns may be proposed,‘e.g..’ :
Lok - pa11txcal.i Quebec s relUctance to accept 1mmxgrants ‘fdr; '

unfavaurably af#ect the balance between L

N
£
LR
s
-
h
t
t




= ﬁisturical: ‘tﬁe‘ nuMber ‘bf Dutch settlers from Lbyalzsti

-~ . h

no basis for +uture 1mmxgration° . : o g
I- . b .v ¢

- gengraphic. Southern Ontarxo is claxmed ta attract Dutch

_that of the homeland. (Sas, 1957) oo
;‘? R w?/ ‘,;i On the other hand. there are a number of reasons why ane
( wnuld have expected more Dutch 1n Duebec, ebq..

AN - agrxculture' -this is; : and always has been, very 1mportant

L o 13" in thngetherlands.: Mast agrz:ulturists wHa' emxgrated were f

" 2 ar

< used to dalry, mxxed farm;ng, ar market gardenxng. Sauthern
Guebec, along uxth Southern Untarxb, are the maxn da;ry
+arm1ng areas o+ Canada. Un this basis alone. Guebec should

‘{”u-i ' .' R have attracted a sizeable proport1un of Dutch agricultural
. . , N

©

immigrants; . S e . L C 3,,‘1

e

.

) ':; Netherlands, a 5o11d1y Cathol:: area. Une wnuld have Expeﬁ—

S ted thesa farmers to be steered tp Guebec by church 5gen—

oo . cies; , :
3 l - i » . - -

" ‘ .
\ - ) . . -

AT A '.‘«;vlaﬁguade;‘ In the 1750°s when most- cf the Dut:h urban 1mm1-'ﬁ"f”

BT O grants arr1ved, economic power in Montreal was stxll large- )

1 , ‘ / ;

T ‘f-'f:’: ly 1n the hands of the Englxsh <5ee algo Chapter B,. "Eng-

"_f .- lish Business and French Nationalism® in HcLeod Arnopoulos/

VN ftzL.ti‘[ Clzft. 1980). Immigrants 1ntegrated mostly in the Englxsh

Iy S sector, and it was still largely possible for them to get

by u1thout speakxng any French. Hen‘e language shOuld nnt

times ﬂn ‘had aIWays been’ slight in Guebec, \thus preparxng ".

1mmxgrants because it prQV1des +arm1and that is sxmilar ta,

- relxgzon-' meny‘ agricultdrieté ‘came #rom tﬁa' éautﬁern“

have» been\ a ma,or stumblxng black, and one could ‘have 3'



\

Mo« The hxstory of the Dutch in Quqbec can bs separatedz1nta

t

expected ‘Montreal to attract a faxrly large proportlon, b#

Dutch urban i mxgrants, all other things bezng equal.

Summar1z;n HES & 4 is' proposed that reasons far sparse CB

/

settlement of Dutch in Quabec differ accordxng to the 'pefxnd
under d:scussxon. ) , , _ . :

In Loyalist times the reasons were esgpntxally polxt1cal.~

;n, the‘ firat hal* of thxs century, the main ,Héasons“yere”

Norid  War II to thés 'réasoﬁé was added tha,écchmuiative ar.

< \

h15tor1ca1 e+¥ect
i )

of a.hasxs for chaxn migratxon.. :

'

-

In the rural areas language may have played a dec}sxvé‘role,

+

'

but in the urban area ‘this is not thqught,to have - bgen "the

case,. at least not until recently., . L

f ~

Ih' the‘1970’s, polxtical chanqes in Quebec set in motian';a

suhstant1a1 exodus’ of anglophdnes,"xncludxng many Dutch, but

thﬁs trend appears to have beeh halted. ﬁ' f ' : ‘.Z,n

Historical Periods of Dutch l_mlgratxons

- =

1

”‘thrée ‘fairly distinct periods. (1) the ear1y~ perxod,' t1l¥

a

apprnxzmately 1900* (2) from about 1900 fq 1#45} and (3)ffk8@

' , . . Ty

194& onward.

‘1
7

' Prxur to 1900. a few Dutch 1nd1v1duals arrlved in Québec

but it was not until the end of the exghteenth Century that

N

group movements ‘took place that at least pruvxded the poten—

¢>

ql{kely ”polxtzgal,. economic,’’ and religidus, whereéé ,after ’,

o e -

all these ¥actors which led to the lack - .

txal for cpmmunxty furmatxon where a number "of famllxes ,

' seitled' in the same,general‘area. These Dutch came from the

4 A



¢
s

Hudspn  and Mohawk Vélle?s,regicn whére;theirj«ancestors‘ nad

,,establishéd a Dutch colony which had later been absorbed by

“

the ﬁrztzsh.

s
v

In the Nestern provxnues. ‘one can detect’ axperxod of
" Dutch migratinn from the United states, notahly durzng the
late ngneteenth century.' But if Guebec, the néxt peripd of

intekest~ ig¢ the turn of thls century when 1mmxgrants began"

P

arrxvxng dzre:tly from the . Netherlands. - ' ' S

Elsewhere 1n Canada nne‘ixnds also a signzfxcant number“

i
. '

. of ﬂennonxtes who claim Dutch ancestry.> This 1nc1udes ‘a

\

. ma,or1ty of those uho lxve west uf Dntarxu and a small ’mlﬂuf:
rity of Mennnnites in nntarzo. “Other Dutch da nat coﬁsider
speak . Duteh but German. Neverthelessa they shcw up 1n qgnsusx

" data and one ‘has to be aware that thexr substantxal numbers"

P

. (e.g. in 1941, 65 000 Mennonites claxmed Dutch orzgxn) ‘and

thexr atypxcal leestyle can have an effect on 5uch variables
"~’~_‘ as mather tongue,' Ievel pf educatxon.. intermarriage, etc.
| This, is not true ¥nr Quebec as there are no Mennanites n£
Dutch'ancestry in this prav1ncé.

From the end of the nxneteenth century on, the bufch
‘began. to em1grate d:rectly from tne Netherlands to Canada: 1nn"

ol o ¢

. W e 5mall numbers. Two decades stand out: the fxrst decade aof the'

< . .
, century when the ﬁutth—born bopulatxun in- Canada increased~;
: ;‘ . : tenfold, and the 1920’5 when thex? numbers almcst douB1ed.
. . ~However, ,throughout the‘ periaﬂ from 1900-1945. the Dutch

. share of total . immigration in Canada varzed from a low

'these people to be part of thexr ethnik’ group aa they do not~_~'



 .moved on to the Un1ted‘States..r

0. 06 (1900) “to a hlgh 94 2.424 (19 (Tuxnman.195 95)& Thé“

hxghest number of Dutch—born was’ shown in the 1931 census and

o

then.Anumbered only abqut 11 OOO,» although by Tuxnman s ac-
lcount abnut 30 Q00 enterEd Canada dur;ng that t;me. Some of

the dxf#erence is accounted for by. mortality, but ' Iarge"

K

"propoctxgn, is thought to have returned ‘g the humeland, orﬂ N

.

. -
Vo

o /- - : o ’
In. all these respects, this period‘ stands 1n stark

i'cantrast thh the past Norld War 194 perxod whéh not dnly the

~numher of*Dutch ;mmigrants rosevdramatxcally, but also ‘pe~g

%

'cause most 04 those who came, stayed 1n this country. ~The -
circumstances under which emigration and 1mmxgrataon ‘took

<-place differed also. »During that timé, Quebec, - which ‘had

never held ‘much attractxan for Dutch . 1mmigrants, . began to

s

;increase its share. of the total number of Dutch in Canada-

L)

- from 1% (1951 census) to 3Z (1971 -census). Although ‘the .

actual ‘numbers in Guebec are still*émall,' of course, the

*

effect of the Dutch populat:on 1ncrease both in Canada and;;ng
,Quebec can clearly be- seen in the structure of communxty life

‘with 1nstxtut1cns, ar151ng where ‘there had-been few aor none

before.

Thus the end of Werd war 11 is a pract1cal cut—off po1nt of
,the preceeding period and a useful‘startlng polht of a whole

', new era.in Dutch immigration to Quebec.

within _the past-Warld War II period one can observe

several distinct waves, suchuas War brides, the farm families

’mcyémeﬁ%, a-period of heavy migration (wide range of occupa- ‘



@

/

3dxscu551ng the Dutch in the Canadi an context, is, for Quebec{

\”Ii period. In the early "Loyalist® perxod,'all}Dgtch,sattlers":'

’intébrated— that - in later yeafs

ding on.the‘period ’and areas underodiscuss;pn.‘A

S oo T
/ . . ' ) i ) .

' txons),/ and the most recent one wzth 1ts emphasxs on tran~5

/-

sient§ and entrepreneurs, albeit in very small numbers.~‘l i

i

/In terms of reasons for em1grat10n, organxzational, Aﬁd
/ PR

cammuqbty '5qpport in both the send1ng and' receiviﬂg' coﬁn¥
VAR . . g

‘o ' , L. ' ¥ N
ries, ease ofrtravel, and econamit opportunxties, “these

'/“?waveéﬁ .shbw mare sxmilarxty than - dszerencEs. Therefore,@
they will be dealt with only as subgrnups af the same perxod.‘

td allow far comparxsnn between pre— and- post—world War'

II influx, in regard to organ;zation nf eMzgratxdn, 1mmxgrant

i

services{ and thei econumic and socio-cultural' aspects of,

settiement; the chapters dealing Nxth these two perqu ére

‘organized ‘under,the 4olxaw1ng headings: Demogngph1csg Tﬁe'

” Emigrétion Ekpeﬁiénce,:nak;ng a Living,fand Community Life;f;:'

The. . rurai/urban” distinction, so imp&rtaht' when

°

. fjbqﬁ;h at least, of greatest meortance in the post—ﬂorld war

fx.Appeaf to .hébe_ been .far@ers;“who became. so thoroughly

"‘xndlstlnguxshable from, that of natxve Canadxans. By contrast,f‘

‘there were apparently few faﬁ%ers am‘ q the pre-wnrld Nar 194 E

Dutch immxgrants in Quebec.

'P sh/Pull Factors ,

~

Eadh of‘these-three‘immig#ation periods wilﬂ‘pe discus—g"

sed in termé of the push/pull *actors at uork

Thé push may have come frnm varxous dlrectxcns, 'depen—

PR N

' !
{ . P

their behaviaur is



N

4w 7

- manpower for its expandxng xndustries.- o LN

In Loyalxst tzmes, ‘the, push came frpm South of the bordar and
was primarxly of a polxtxcal nature. W1thbut the necessxty to
leave their communxtxeé, Canada would not lxkély have held

great appeal fpr these settlers.} Th1s stands in contrast to

ithe late- 19th and early 20th c:Entur‘y permd when - Canada

. aCEtve recruitéé' nverseaﬁ to try and popuLate' the Nest‘

Rsxde from the BaldARush whzch had a magnﬁtzsm all 1ts dwﬂ,

s,

the opportunxty to open up the’ empty and ¥ert11e lands of the

plazns was a real pull iactnr. Stxll, the relatxvely small

)

share _that the Dutch had 1n p#e~Wdrld War II immxgratxun re~"

{lectﬁ a generally weak push factor in the home tountry.yy

Nithxn Canada, the puli of the wﬂst cutwexghed any pull

‘ Quebec might have had durznq that t1me.u J fact, a. moreli

~ Jmpnrtlnt 1nthrferxng pull factor was the Unxted States, ‘af’

betﬁérl known ‘ccuntry, " nat to the same degree sufferxng

reputation of harsh clxmate and xmmense lonelzness ks . g5’

- <l
ﬁorthern nexghbour. ',\ T ., ) ; I

- “

The‘ most 1nterest1ng comparzson to be made in. the case
’1

[ ‘— o . /,' V i
» of the ,Dut;h is thatizf the: pne— and - post-wa:;a‘ﬂgc Il pe— .

-.ribds, especially in

m the push :Factor. The sovcalled

"eﬁigration tlima&e" that exxsted in the. decade §oyloy1ng'

.

C Hurld War II is unxque in Dut:h hxstory,f This phgnomgnop wasg

W

brought .on by a qgst of factors 1nc1uding \ﬁéycholbgical;

5 A

,ralxg1ous,“ econom1c, \and polxtxcal ones, " and it"coincidedf

with the puli of a Canada that (a) wxshed to repopulate itsﬁ{‘

countrysxde, -and (b) sameuhat later requ1red mdre 5kzlyed”

e . °

' '
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B Ll Aeer w’prld War 1T

w4_7“l”fi‘;;i”;d-§trcng ggtractaon,:‘éat entrance v;a Caﬁadh uﬁsm m;de éﬁlﬁe“’f;f‘: ”%5r4'
_ ,fzf%t'ij?{lz: ?§1cu1t —5d th;£ 1t no longér preéentéd gﬁé (gzgnlfxcant L ;fiv;i?%';?'

: :_:Izﬂ; “ :??;éﬁéiﬂ'ﬂéh'*aCIéé ;li used to be 1; th; eariy dé&;dés n? ﬁ 1w?13l' o

e G [ S

one,can profxbably dzscuss

20tﬁ "éentury.
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ok Tb gathar basxc facts essantxally twd touls, haVE heen_
I

ment é'x Evzggncg , /,: L 3‘,,,g,

w Liberal 'ﬁée; has been#made of statistxcs prov1ded by,..

2 N ' = .

Statistxcs Canaﬁa and its prede:eSSQr, the Daminiun-Bureau of
Sttlstxcs. In add;tzon, some stat;stxcs were culled from t
those avarlable xn the Netherlands.‘ Research done hy Ganzg—

vonrt (1975) on Dutch Immxgnatxon befdre the Seconp Werd war"

¢ 4 e Al

has been" uséful . in’ tms regard.,rnrough Kralt (1981—-82), who -

prepared specfal bulletxns ior Statxstxcs Canada cn the issue

“ \/
fofl the

olq“ versus "new" Dutch, a better understanding of

'

gomplex 1ssues surrnundxng the daiermxnatxon of uhat donstz—; '3'

! ‘ " -

Lo kutes Dutch“ i h g atinn, uas,uﬁtaxned; oL Y
oy PR g . , - EEN
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. : ‘,: e P . , ) ‘ .

tne earlier history of the‘ Dutch

“+ 1.

Socxéty nf New York, ,WDE Halve Maen" has been‘ 1mmensely

B
! .

f;f helpful, as has been the wark of the~sts;squox Caunty Hxsto—
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' ' . i v
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< ”lFbr the pre-Nurld war II perxod,,,Ganzevnort’s work, an

unpublxshed doctoral thesxs, was the sxngle most useful sQur-

s

Some books have been

. ! /
ce of soltdly researched materxal.

.

wrltten on‘the sub,ect, al~.

but the pre*World War II Dutch,
o
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resaarch reported 1n the publxcatxon af the Holland S
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imbErfaﬁt immigration movement from the Netherlands and digd

v

_not warrant much’ atténtien ¥g§ thet~reason.;.

" The sxtuatxon is entxrely dxﬁ4erent tor the post—world
j -
War II perlod; Important horks, such as Petersen’s Planned

s

vﬂi.g_._r'ai.i.gb.i ' <1955>» Bex .:er s Characteristics of Overseas
4 , C —~ S
,ﬂigrants (1961), and a’ host 04 scholarly and less scholarly
,fm% o . ..
artxcies Bﬂd bqqks 5qu light un the sztuat1on.‘ In addition,®
. Ay
a’&_’, o g

there - are the many worke on 1mmxgrat10n and ethnxcxty that

make re+erence to the Dutch. .',:,,‘”', "‘"§~

, ¢ ~ > . * ‘

o One pﬁoblem encountered';s that,‘lwhilé'tﬁére is,a;fair

1

amuunt of materxal oh thelnutch in Canada,) thxs cannqt ‘he

saxd abnut the Dut:h xn'ﬂuebpc. Because the sxze of the group

.

‘ is: so small, they are oftep 1gnored in comparatxve studxes.,

Other works, such as. Tuxnman (1951,‘ 1956) deal thh farmers\"ﬂ

’ k)

only,’of whxch there were very few 1n Quebec. A ma,or anecdo*

facusses on orthodow CaIV1—

.-—

tal work, ° Tg Qll Gur C ild

L nzsts;‘ who are underrepresentedfxn Quebec. A happy except1on

+

Cis the research done under the aegxs of the Concnrdxa Un;ver-‘/
'exty Ethnxc Research Project.t;981—1982),~ whxgh‘cnmpared 'é”¢

.number ofaéeoups, including the*Dutch. ;‘(51 , - R

’

Goad sources of documentary evxdence were. the manus—

Eéipﬁs, 'doesiers, and repar;s in the flles of the Catholxc

Immigrant Servxces (C I. S.),' stored 1n the'Dntar1o Archxves.,

o

Un%ortunately,: these. documents were so numeroue that only a. '

‘Qelectlun could be perused. A forMer offxcial of the C.I S.

uas extremely qsefuL in ,help;ng tn verxfy . statements L

ot
1
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%

made in same a¥ the 1ntervxews, and tc give the 1ntervxewer a-

better understand1ng af’ tertazn sxtuatxcﬁs. The same cond1~

tion appyxedl to fx}es.belqngzng to one of the md?e"actiVe.
Dutch,\vplﬁntérY‘raésociafionéfLin Haﬁ%réal, to which this
o T : : ' “
interviewer had access.

Oral History . o f‘ g

 'qu“\ﬂg1t1cu1tura1 H;story Soczety of Ontarlo has abaut

150 1ntervtéw5 on tape with Dutch 1mmxgrants. Among them wera

{

/']':spme ;ntervxewsﬂwith persqns who had lived xn‘Quebeq before

“

., " L v . ‘
_moving to Ontario.  These, were used in . addition .to the.

authéor’s own interviews.

,

4

As far as the latter are cnncernad, selecfing respon=

L

'dents presented a part1cu1ar prublem, because of the diff1~
5cu;xy “in obtaznxng a representat;ve cross section 4of the
. popﬁiatlon (xncludxng those not 1nvolvad in 1n5t1tutluns).,

4 'The perdrtxan of “anxsxble“ Dut:h is very high in contrast

[}

‘“, ﬁ " far example, the Greeks ar Jews, and’ theﬁe Dutch are

)

IextrEmely difficult ‘'to locate. wzth the small number of

”1nterv1ewees requzred far a qualxtat:ve study, it is acﬁually\

pﬁss;ble”,to get representatzves 4rom the 1nyxszb{e grnup{

Stag. oL . , ' ' oL

Under ’tﬁe(auspiééé of theADral~H;é£6ry”ﬁuntreqr Project

&

of Concordxa Unxverslty, 18, persohs‘were interviewed. Sele¢t~ ‘

_ dered, but fqund unsuit;ble. What resxdentzal concentratxon

there 'ié,‘ is” found in the Nast_lslandharea of .nnntreal,

;partxculaﬁyi in thé Béaéonsfie;d/Pofnte Claire,_add the Pier-

) ”;ng candxdates from qn& _or more resldentzal areas was :uns:~

L4

.



there,

. cu;ne., It-

".get all or most categbries of “'the Dutch 'in Quebec

"=~ within

" Categories

Dl ad — - - Ty -

e

vield skewed samples, B’ecau“sé the Christian ‘!i‘e_formed . Church

is situated in DPO, and ‘Tits, ‘ddherents are highly ,c,cncéntrated
dhile the{r represent no morg than five percent of the

Dutch population in the Montreal CMA. The Beaconsfzeldlpnlnte

- Claife populata.un would have been taoo sele:tively upper ,in- .

was, "therefare, decxded to use the snowballmg

‘technique, while observing ‘the following critéréa in order to .,
. . R A ¢

¢+

repressn~

‘ted: . e

~ maximum riunber of interviews to be twenty (the ‘maximum this

A —

: "
researcher expected to be able to handle); .
a""'; = >

this group a mxmmum of two persons tn . represe‘nﬁ

N

each( one of the followrng cat_egor;es to al'lcw cros5 check~

. ing &f ‘information received (overlap pdssible):

' PR ; - -
i s o - , N f i

Act‘;ﬂal numher ‘of
intervxewees

s ¢« .

- - o (number of women *

mcIuded shown,
in ‘parentheses)’

a) ‘those whn arrived before'World War 1L .- R ST T

' - - ) 5 L

d) those who arrived a+tar 1969 'l.;i::"”-'Jf: S N ¢ ¢ I

e) xadhelfents to thnstzan Refoﬂmed faith , 3 (1) .

) 'adherents ‘ta Roman Catholic ﬂmth

.

< gy adherents to ather faiths or, no rel xgmn o7 . (1)

.
@ ;;- ¢ E .\"y N * P PN

.
. .
)
¢ b
'
. H * »
"R T-T : .
- . v B »”
- e . ¢ < ‘a
B i s
, ¢ ! . . W
- . » i EAl
. st B
! - e -
" i
I - ' =, i
' T
.
. » )
] [} .
. .
3 : ! ' '
- ' L]
e '

P T ————

‘refonds/Dollard-des-OFmeaux (DDO) areas, but both' areas wlot;idw

N




LTS

._xt One of the huusewives zs alsg a war brtde.‘

s

- (1)

{0 )]

(0)

2

TS .‘ ) — —
T integrated in francophane SEctor e ,A,,
. {balance integrated in anglophone settor)
i) G%rongly involved uzth other Dutch (balance :'; . 5
' sodewhat invalved thh other Butch) L
’})V:qt involved thh ather-putch ’ , . J. -
k) farming i ?u R : ‘~‘:’4
1) business ° T | " | | T :’q. . .8
Lm sekygce sector | L ' \ ' J - Co ;)
‘n) manual works.. n‘ B \' | .  n\: “ 0.
'u)’no uccupati;n (1n1ud1ng homemakers, excluding E
, farmulves)tt o \ - -2
, v .
(}n _one '£a§e4 two persons\.gthé~‘;;doﬁ ‘and & ?;rmer
emplayae) were inEeEVieued-reg;Edfgg thé‘;aﬁé decéééed per—
"SOMN. In four cases bot; husband ayé wife were prasent,

~a1’-

2y

.

-

though unly in one case the wife was intervxeued also.\In oﬁe

case the daughter ‘was intervieued as uell as “the father.;

T

rperson uas 1nterviewed on three separate b;casi
begn
. tf;e;
in&érv:eued _ohce.

*“f!iam 0 mxnutes to 4 1/2 hdursh

';’uere held in the persan s own hnme.u

inyolved 1n the Dut:h communxty over a lang pbriod

Bne other persan was 1nterv1eued thce.,
po- % Bl 1

P L
Lo ”":o

One

éns'as he had

nf

The rest uas

Intervxews averaged 11@ minutes and. ranged

. Except fur anfew where thxs was not passxble, intervieus

= vk

o5

InterV1ews were kept as

unstructured as poss1ble ;n arder to alinﬁ the 1ntervxewee to

t

-~ e

Two - of the 1ntervieuees (naw in buszness),
with manual work' upon arrival. .

’fbrlng up thgsa pnznts that seemed of greatest 1mpartan:é ta

_!) .
o R e O .
¥ . AR P N i S , -

' . e ' ., - N o T

\'\:'

.. '
T
PR
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had 'started "
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sy

rwefl. Varlnus categaries in the Dutch community and outsxde

1ntervzew schedule was - kept for reference by the 1nterv1ewar «

‘

hxm or her. and to aid ;n the process ot trust fcrmat10n. An

-

“(see appendxxa to ensure that, ultimately, all poznts wnuld”

L)

be cavered in each case.‘ In only a few cases some pqxnts had

.

to be dropped due ta txme lxmztatinns. Hxstor;cal and matura~

:

. txon prablems ubre not enccuntered as there was unly brnef

contact with each respondent. ) ’ ‘_ SR Lo o

\,
N 3
(S

“1In retrospect,, the se}eqtiun process has:wnrked qgiteﬁ

v -

of it, in the ethnic group at large, are represented mcre qr
less in the proper propbrtians. The'only area nat represented
1s'the maﬁual wark one, Perhaps not surpr:singly because only

15 percent o% Dutch in Nontreal wcrked in that Categury 1n

1

«31981. Then there are onlv one war brzde and one perﬁcn‘ who

arrived aft%r 1963. The war bride had no QGCupat\on ‘

'(housewife), But the hqsband was work1ng class. The‘redeni
o \

'~,4arr1valvwas a farm wxfe, perhaps somewhat unfortunate, sintg

.4felies‘ on.a,network.,jSOme ai thgse cgntacts were 1abta1ped”

’by far most af the recent arrzvals are urban,peuple (artists,”

~samp1euwere distinct. in the sense that, except‘fnr ;qup 5}

-

Y '

‘prcfessxanals, husinessmen). On th§ whole, all persans in the

(
1
)

none of them were either nexghbaurs, relativeg; or gloée, ‘
#r;ends (although they snmetxmes knew each athar).»— . ? ;‘”

' . L
)
a .

‘The most dxf*icult part was to. find peaple who are' nnt

-

1nvu1ved wzth ather Dutth. After all the snowba111ng method

-

. "

’

Q‘ﬁﬁrdugh‘nan-Dutch."f N AU L T e e




et ‘ o
“cnnvigked to’ Chrzstzanzty) Ind1ans. Jan Smxt *better known as .

‘Ethnic QClQlE
xsnmewhat 'stronger, claim to a Dutch heritage.. It wxll

”;jmore 50 than for later Dutdh immigrants who arrived for thE‘
’i'most part dxrectly from their :ountry of ar;gln,,xt 15 imﬁoéf,
;tant to deflne ‘what is meant by an: ethnxc populatton. A'ﬁ
'4bewxlderxng array of Jéfxnxtxons EXIStS, rooted 1n either ;- ar

.both, ob;ective and sub;ectzve schools of' thaught. In analyr .
,fnllow1ng defln;txun'

'the desaendants pf such people who xdentify themeelves and/nr

- I ‘- -
R TR A

‘ EARLY HISTDRY LT e
lt 15 ‘nat clear when the €1rst Dutth settlersxarrxved 1n ‘:’ e
‘ _Quebec. It mxght have been dan Smxt, the son df~ ;; Dutch' f,- ) LN

father and‘a natxve mother who,‘ after many advgntucgs as a

2

,ch;e; af h1s tribe. eventually settled 1n,Caughnauaqa proba* '\Z g

. »
N . I3 ‘. »
N -

bly somet:me durxng the . 1680°s, as one af the "prayxng (1.e. o -

rist:cs. élthough he may have spaken thé language since he '

i
t

was often xﬁ contact with the ‘Dutch of Albany.t

. [
0 N i
P . J v
. r e e o \ .
.
.\ . Lo . <.
’ N N
Y

Some of the United Empzre Lnyalxsts, Qﬁo'tamérﬁp_Cénadé:l:" ‘g”‘J/f

\during tha last decades of the eighteenth century, ‘can Ia9 é'“f'Q‘,““j '%;

ﬁé

l'largued that there was & Dutch “ethnic component ambng ‘the 11 AR
,Loyalxsts uho entered Quabec. Far th:s partxcular grOUp, even . .

I

sing ’some thxrty of them,ﬂ IBAle ultxmately e@bré:eq the - e

1

“nn 1nvn1untary group o+ penple who share the same cuiture ar .,n IR

‘%' For. a moré detaxled account " of - .Canaqueese’s Iifk;t.sée :,? e f:l
P, Lawensteyn, 1983:9 , R P

. o
M - K
. L s N '



v

iare‘zdent151ed by others as belong1ng to the same. 1nvoluntary
I group " (1979 6 25) Th15 de¥1n1txon is useful fnr the Dutch
,‘group sxnce 1t has the advantage that 1t can be applxed -tnf>

future generations who may no longef share the same culture U

' (langudge,' custnms), but who st111 take pride in’ the;r heri~‘
tage.r ‘ ’ - ‘

S L To study ethnxc1ty one needs ub,ectxva trlterxa. Ander-f
-son and Frlderes consalldated the many 1dent1f1¢at1on &raﬁ%s,

- the sum of which . 1dent1fxes an ethnzc group in an objectﬁye

4 l

manner, and came up uxth the +a11ow1ng four factars.i o
1y ethnxc origin, accordxng ta Canad1an census spec1f1ca~

A
. 1

'giaﬁsA rargely determlned by the patrxllnear predeces—

A ’:.sbf’s Amuther tungue or. ethn;c group membershxp upon

‘. ’

L t"immlgratxon to North, Amerxca"“

-~ N
‘.

:3(2)'mather ‘tongue,i i. language tradatxonally spoken by

v

members o¥ a parti:ular ethnxc group; ‘

RS2 ethnic-oriented relzgxan, ;.e.v participation or membeﬁr3x
. ship ‘in a religioqs affiliation . recognized as ;hé'tradi-,

: ' - tional relidion a# a pértiéular ethnic éroup;.“

-

(4) fol kways, x.e. the practxce of certaxn customs unxque to"
_ the graup (1981 37). ' : "“
Nat éll these factors have to be present ior “ethnic

\.1‘ identlficatlon to EXISt as mentxaned.earlien., For example,
o . " .. .

‘o
s

" the” mother tongqe or the ethnic religion: may be lost, while L

'individuals still strqngly ideﬁti#y wifh their ethnic \gfoup.‘l‘/
l Dn the other hand,- "outsiders whb take on ethnxc folkways or "

Vo .

e ,cin -an' ethnic religion, do nat belang to the ethn1c gr up.’f




f
\

'Its 1nvn1untary nature L as expressed by ethnic orxgin - 15 a
barr;er‘ to ‘this. A dlffzcult xssue ar:ses 1n the case‘ ‘a¥
'intermarrxage,r a freqhent nccurrence among the Dutch. Self— .

"'ldentif1cat10n, for example, does not aluays fallow the

patrzlznear descent lxne. True to the chosen def1nitxon, the "

f pusition taken 1n thxs paper is that anyune who consxders hzm

v

g or hersel% to znvoluntarxly belong to a group with' any or all

the Dut:h characterxstzcs as . lxsted under (1) to (4), ?s_

[ :
. R )
o > N . o - N

of Dutch ethnz:zty. ",' ',;11

: i ' Lo
' ' s w3 P Lot
. Lo ! . . . » I D

e s s g s o

Loyalist Settlement Eétterna DU o g .

Two ‘ma;nr graups nf LDyalusts came to’ Canada. “In 177*

i

e !

"\feésxonal . and MErchant class, came by ship frum the IDNEF

1

:fHudson Valley to the Narxtxmes.’ Soun after, a group of about

"6000. maxnly owners of backwoad *arms 1nv01ved in the war,

came‘ from the upper Hudsun and Nohawk Valley regxon, e!pher"J

Y (

lmabbut 30 OOO of them, maxnly made up pf. members af the pro*,”

Dverlgnd‘ or by way of Lake Cﬁamplaxn to what is noﬂ"Guebec O

and Ontario (Mpir, 1978).

\
; \

’ -whilé the 'British goverrment was .pﬁepéred tow'SEttle

f‘these people and raward them ¥or théxr loyalty, it was ot

cans. The ‘argument by quernor Haldxmand, that a cuIturally,\

’

‘uould form a more effectzve barrier ta the 1ncurs;on§, qfﬂ

. '
i

‘settlers ‘from  the U.St, was accepted in London . (Ashton,

,1973124). Thﬁs,- thbse,&ho‘landeq agaﬁissisduoi'Bay‘weFeuor%

‘11ngu15t1£;11y, and relzg;nusly dafferent French populat1on ‘

‘cons1dered a good 1dea to have them tuo clase .ta. the Amerz— L ;“



\" ) o e RN b

dered tn depart ta Upper Canada. on pain of being‘etrnck off

-

-the DFDVIS}QR lzst. Ahqut a. th0usand of .them“\etubbnrnly

3

refused to‘moVe and they and their descendents‘were tne ones

who began openzng up the Eastern Townshxps around stsxsquo;

Bay (Nnyes. 1907). \\\\~ f" T o

. ’ N v

The push factor at work south of the border was of a

i

for the same réasane. Nithin Canada, the pull of Guebeg was

everyune agrees on.what caused thxs d1SCrepancy. . G

Althgugh Haldxmand’s orders seam by themselves a force—

\

. ‘ =
pulxtxcal nature, land the\refugees were all drawn to; Canada,

cunéidered weaker than the pull ‘of whdt 15 naw Ontarxo. Not -

) fuf‘Aenaugh deterrent aga1nst staying 1n or’ head1ng for.. ququ

- sebhical”bent

tec, Moxr (197BL th1nks the Ldyalxsts had other reasons for

\ -

'

‘goxng elsewhere. Quebec had a dxfferent language and reli—

gxon. quthermore, Republleans ang Loyalxsts had fought for

'three essential rights: representat1ve~1nst1tut1cns, English

. basic righte of.

: 1and rand ‘the me

common law, and freehold land tenure. - None of these rights’

exxsted in- Quebec. The result was alxenatlon and settlement

(

'xn Upper Canada. Ashton (1974). hpwever. claxms that "The ab-—

sence of self-government, Jury trxal, habeas corpqﬁ,and otner .

lxshmen dld not bother Loyalxsts. Their

.legal‘and‘constit tio aliconcerns concentrated exclusxveiy on

anisis for its dietribdtren and & ploxta—

tion " (p. 23).

Consid 1ng the practical rather than’ phxlo—”

‘?armer anywhere."’as well as the_\hardsh;ps_

'endured du 1ng the treP to Canada, one wnuld be ipclined to v

‘:belxeve that the potent1a1 settlers said the Eng11sh, German.'

3
- P " .
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v

\.or'Dthh equivaleﬁt of Tny suis, ily reste". NéyeréhEIESS,

! 1

vicinity to the Niagara frontier and to other parts of Onta-

g ric, including Essex, Ként, and Lamb counties, The government

' ‘ﬁheré‘ was a ° large emigration from the Mohawk .yalfey‘ and

gave the settlers land grants and promased provisinns and

tools. ~Unfortunately, these promlses were not always kept,

.and a number o+ 4ettlers moved elsewhere (Magee. 1983:25). As

'

,ﬁar as can be determxned,-they did not move to GQuebec.

.Maqxq of those Loyaiists who settled in what is now

DuebecA and Dntarxo haxled from northern New York Staté,
particularly the Albany regxon. Albany was orginally a Dutch
settlement (Fort Oran je) wh1ch, alghough under cantrol of .the

‘British since 1664. maintained its, Dutch' characteristies

1‘Qntf1 well into the second half of the eighteenth centu?y; In

fact, D’Dwyéf states that a prmﬁosed retrogressive cohstitu—:

t1nnal amendment establxshxng a lxteracy test as a quallf1ca—'

1

tion for voting was defeated at the Constxtut1ona1 Conven~

.

txnn of 1844 -on the objection of Dutch*descended c1t12ens who

=

were still using Dutch 1diom and would be d:senfranchxsed 1f

 the amendment became effect1ve (0 Dwyer, 1975).

There is,, admittedly, .a-great deal of cunfusion about

the efhnic background of sg-called Dutch Layalists. This is

in the flrst place brought on. by the Engllsh word "Dutch"'
" meaning "from the Netherlands" but whxch sounds almost 11L
the German ward‘“Deutsch" meaning "from Germany', a 51tuat1nn_\

likely to have confused a censustaker or anyone not,famxliar

-

3



. tlnes and others. . “" L ) -

* / N - X Y - " . . , g ,
! . N . ,

“Qith“spcﬁ fine distinctiqﬁe.\ . ' e S

;. -

A ' 1 , . -

= Axgb. there were many Palat1nes (Eermans) among the‘

i v -,

Loyal;sts. They spa?e a lcw German whxch is quxte close to

Dutch and they may or may not have spent some t1me in . the

“Netherlands.‘pefore 'comxng‘tn tﬁxs continent in’ search «o#;

“’(eligjdﬁs freedoh, .Na doubt, many sailed for the New Nerld

S

' fcom ‘a Dutch port and/or on a Dutch ship. To maPe matters

. horse, many Germans wer e members of the’ Dutch Re{ermed Church'

> LI ¢

‘of hmerica. , IR ‘ .- L ;

B

. v - ¢« [ FIRTEN N .~

'

In ‘spite .of these d1ff1cu1t1es, Penney and wxllenken~

(1977) conclude that up until 1759 at least exghty percent of

all recorded baptxsms. marrxages'and burials in the leany

‘e?ea were Dutch. . The propartxon of Dutch in the pophlatieﬁ

declxned steadxly a*ter 1759 thh the 1nf1u< of Eermah Pala— g

v

SEERL_LoES

Population of Albany County. 1639~4790

. -Year - BQEQLQSLED T C
A RS Y54 S 270 T,
: e T 16898 0 2,016 \ T
o ' 1697 1,452 S
: L. L --1749: 10,500 T °,
R AR Y24 T . 42,700 ot
Te - 1790: 72,000 (first Federal
: BT "‘w',, : census) -

. (Source: Penney wxllenken, 1977)




a ’ - : : o
' Sd,'while‘one can’ assume on the basis of the abave, that

yo.

'Even then.’ with thezr customary large fam111es. the

butch‘ could stxll be expected .to. have accounted for, at least

. ha1§ the Albany area populatlon durxng the time of the'LDyalﬁ'~

. ists’ ‘trek north. That does not mean that they were equally

..
well represented among the Loyallsts, of course. .

R .

'

there were ‘a qood number of ﬁutch descended persons among ‘the ~

-, Un1ted Empxre Layalists, short of tracing the place of blrth

of each Loyalist’s overseas ancestor one cannot determine the

~exact proportion. Fortunately, thxs task has been undertaken

/ by Ruch for the Royal Commissibn on Bllingual1sm and B1cu1tu—

ral:sm, at least for a representative sample. He arrived at a

¢

propurtisnk~of 10% Dutch among all anglophane 'pra;ists who -

- = }‘ - v .
settled in Canada. (Ruch, 1982) But we have no way of knawing

whether Quebec falls into this~pattern as well.

v o

mined to be Dutch. for therpqrposes.e+.this'study the tmper—';

.

tant‘ Questiun is: "From a'sOCial and cultural perspective,

i

were there any Dutch character1stxcs present upan arrxval dn

Canada, and whxch, 1{ any, were subsequently malntaxned7“

These characterzstxcs could include language, religion.
,folkways (leestyle, materlal culture, names), and in—group
' )

‘marriage.

Alice Kenney, an'hlbany'historian who spent the last two

. decEGes researching 'the DJ%&;:éf.upper New'?ork State, found

However,even where,the origin can be undisputedly deter-:



" Héhever,v the Nar of 1812 made 1t necessary for churches with

h]

shows entrxes made up to 1775 wrxtten in per%ect Dut:h g

B
ar g

that at about the tlme of the Amerxcag Revolution.' the Dutch_

»

Reformed Church in Amerxca was break1ng away 4rom government

from the Netherlands. f1nally adopggng the Engllsh language

' E 3
FOr worship (Kenney, 1977/78) But wumen 1n partxcular con-

v

tlnued to speak Dutch in the1r homes and at 'church untll
.after the Amer:can Revolutzon (Kenney, 1980). Thxs 151corro-‘
) borated by the examinat1on ‘of. an old famlly bxblex ;n the -

‘jposseesxon o+  ope uuebec based LOyalzst descendent, which

>

1

As far és rel1gion is concerned, there is ment1on of a

.settled m1n15ter (Rev. Broeffle or Proeffle) sent out by the.

Classis ‘of Albany of . ‘the Dutch Reformed« Church 1n  1795.

Ameri@ao/éonnectxons to chaose sides and most Loyallsts sided
%

- again_ w1th Britain and t1es with the Church in Amerzca were

" cut. A’ "Presbyter of the Canadas" Waslformed in 1818 which

i

" ended the Dutch - Reformed M1ssxon in Upper Canada (noir,'

1978) .

. '

L1festy1e and materlal culture of the Mahawk,and Hudson-"

)

Valley - area Dutch had been hlghly 1nfluenced by the orthodox

' calvinist relxgxon they espoused. As was the case in 'the‘

Netherlands, men and women learned to.read,- wrzte, aqd keep

I

accounts, ‘but thts'knowlque“was used mostly for~)brectica1f

R . * ’ ) ' .
.purposes: .they read the scrgptpres, -and ‘handled their busi-

‘hese, affairs. "To participate infeiligently in the services ..

| : ‘ o P
“ . ~ f ' - N - B

"

' %. Statenbiibel with entrxes by Peter Dumont, in "hands of

Hrs. M. Ellis, of’ Dunham, Quebec-'\

-

-4
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v

" af +the church was the/chief inducement for. par‘ents)‘ to send

)

. their children to schaol“'i‘s' ‘ﬁnw Alexander ‘©. Flick, an;

eminent hxstorzan put 1t (r::ted in Curran, 1975). Thé pnpu—’

'

S 'lation spent its txme on the -Fur tr de, crafts ar household
. [y . 4

dutipes - and tms kept them frcrm umtzng d1arxes. a letters ‘or

1

-

',bboks‘. Fué" artxstu: engoyment they turned to' pxctures of'

t

" weré Y alﬁO'tNQ‘ pr.xm:xpal, families of si lversmxthS' -in  eight-

7

tee.nth ceﬁtu;;y Albany, the Ten Eycks and the Lansmgs : s«;hn;

between them produced many fme artxfacts far- use by the/f

‘

white populatxon as well as fcr the Inr.han trade. .Aqtorjmng

to Kenney, this mater:.al culture rema1ned the same evén - at

tzé t:me o-f the Amerxcan Revolutxcm when the Church showedm

signs ‘of anglxcizatxcm (Kennéy,' 1977—1978). o

But in ﬂ].IEbEC at thls‘tm‘le, remnargtB of tna'téri'..‘all |

relatl ves and ‘of scanes fram the b;ble (Kenney, 1980} .. Theré .

cuithée’ are prat’:ticaily[ non-existent, ali:ﬁaugh a thorojuglj\‘

search nught, of course, _turn up items. At this'point it is -

v

B

lxmxted to unverxhed reports of Dutch style barns- belongzng;”

. or haung bel onged. to the Cuyler family, " and a few househuld.

xtems ‘of Dutch orxgxn, a pewter platter, a pcmder‘ horn, and

- the like (Mrs. .ﬂ. Ellis,' personal ccimmunir:atx,on, 1983).

Small numbers and lack of 1nstitutxon5 no doubt hastened

the assxmzlatxon process. Nnves €1907) clauns that the Dutch

f o (cr Germah) language had di sappeared "in a generatxon or so“

. ‘which is perhaps even too mi ld an assessment if one consxders

hgu‘n ethf)lcally mixed the popul'at:.cm was. . J,uhn Ruiter’s

26 0 : Lo

. prnberty,' (land on whlch {:he v:llage of ﬁﬁilip;sburg,' named’



i

) after h;s.son thlxp. ndw stands). for eﬂample. was surroun—

I
'éentury' land grants 1n~the area one finds 0therx apparently

Y ﬁxent to sustaxn the mother tongue.

R

ded by those of Harmonas Best, Alexander Taylof‘ John Hawver,

W7

ChrlstJohn‘ Wehr. and Ladw ck Strext (Thomas, '1866 16‘17)

Except for Taylor. these names ‘are most lxkely German. 'In:

Dunham Townshxp. the fxrst townshxp tn be erected in quere.

|

XThpnae, 1866.110).v Amang other 18th century and early 19th
s 1“4 AN i y

&

‘,'l" o

. Canadaﬂ of the 35 grantees, seven appean<to>be'.Dqtch£ two |

,thtens, three Rexchefts (or Rykerd). and tﬁn‘ Ten’ Eyeks

Dutch names, ‘such, as Albrecht, Cuyler, Dyke, De Haren, Sthou~*‘

Grants; Eastern wanshxps, Vul 167-438). These agaln furm a‘

V-

The genealogy of the 9utch~descended Ten‘ Eyck 'family

§

shows the sort of, development we mxght expect o have taken

place An- such famxlxes as we11°' Dutch chrzstzan names untxl‘

g shurtly 'after the turn: (0f the century, but only in case‘ of

"1n—grnup Marrxage. Nhere the spuuse was Eng11sh. the“chzldren

Y

© T (Mrsy. Mo Ellis. personal communxcat1nn.(1983),,

. would .be given Engllsh chrxstxan namesﬂ"thle,this 'g;céady

[

1‘sma11, prnpurtian nf the total number af settlers. v1nsuff1—'

quxte ¥requent1y happened in the 18th\ century;fmiti beeame

practzcally the rule thereafter. Inscrlpt1qns and epxtaphs Qn'¢74

,x.
L

',gll but the very earlxest gravestones (wh1ch are mxssxng 'etn

the Ten Eyck famlly ;emetary) are _also a1l in Engllsh.

" ten; Van Antwerpen.g and Van Vorst (P.A.C.,L Retords of Land‘>:
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;;34,‘%'f i fjﬂf,' 80 the "Dutch“ Loyalxsts formed a mxnorxty who probably
e ) e - / . .

- ui.ilm/iv‘ arrzved thb a certa1n amnunt n* ethnxc cul tural baggage. but
Gl -t ’

R I TS A snnn lost ¢xt and were totally assxmxlated in-a short’ ttme, .

~

-,HU:ATn ;f' < leaving hard;y e trace of thexr herxtage. Qf what pcsaxble

.w"iL - :“,f. signifxcance couid thls be for Quebec s past, -present and~

future7, fA; .

The census of 1880*1881. taken about a century after the e

.

o flrst Layaliste arr1ved nqgf,i shnws ‘that in QUebec, 776
persons cansidered themselves of Du¢ch "natxonal:ty ' whicﬁ, -
o one  may presuMe, was confused Wlth or;gxn“ . "since- none ef_

ffl‘iir-f\,/l ﬂ;these Ixsted the Netherlands as their place of b1rth. TﬁeyA

P

U L formed a’ negl;gxble praport1on of the popuiat1on of thxs

P

vl e ; prov:nce,f but were concentrated in certazn areas, especxally N \ o
‘?}5”’1n _St. Georges de Clarencevxlle (stsisquox) where 107 of the

populatfbn polled declared themselVes Dutch (See Table Iy,

i O .,4‘x"
. . o
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b—“

- a
§s_§gerge§ Qe Qlé:cnsqii le (M

IJ
B

, EQSLQQQLLSZ ‘ e E&rthglagg
R Dutﬁp R 121 . British Isles . ez o X
R ‘.'itﬁ‘Englxsh -, 7" 328 .. Nova Scotia ' - S S X
Y- .0 4 7Y Fremeh it 0 {93 . Quebec: . . 993
e R S - 'German S 110- - Ontario 0 .z
SR Dz';t7’ﬁ”,".”w Irish P "243 ,*United'States‘.f< 106 C

N A Ttalian: 7 LT 1 ' 'Not given - .. . 1

f\"

it

-~ . ' " N - ————
A S Scottxsh .- 120 T . - 1,186
LT T - Not glven IIPOR - T IERREEIAP e .
. » T, M Te - . ‘gz - - . I3 - N i e
S T T o ,:f' .1 86 R ' o - 3.
ey oo a0 ’ s ! ’ o ' S “ e
el ey le v o Source: Daminion B reeu of §£e§;§tag§ : 1§§9:1§§1.§§nsu§ - ,
P ‘4"’ . i at PR ' N . M : ’
e ST . ‘1i' D l et e ' *
;‘*, ; N & . ' - ; ‘ ' -
oy - 4 (“‘A . ! | y
. : ‘ 28 -
T, b Y ~ ¢ ) e - . ~ B
. { - . s ) - . . -
7o R ! MG ‘ . ; ’
7 "_ ‘I' . , Gl * v "‘ -
s , . ES 'l - Vi 1 : ‘.. ' &~ ’ !
¢ - ! E ‘o e . v b
s ! ' v e , S PR s e
’ o ;3 ML ol . ‘
vt : . o -~ 7',.:




P
( R . . e e ' ,‘, . . 3
Although sone may have-been recent arrxvals from the
L U.8.A,, it is clear that ane deals here thh a largely indx—

. . B genous pupu{atzon,.mqst of whnm are the descendants of Loyal—

ists.' ’

In & rural envaranment and with p1nneer1ng tdays a ¥axr1y
recent memory, 1t is perhaps not sc remarkable that sa - many , ;.

‘wbuld st}ll"be clear about thelr ethn1c mr}gxn,, despxtg‘ .

extensive intermarriagé. To this dayy however, - tHere"ére -
those who remember and, who take a part:cular 1nterest in
their henitage. The Dutch hold no monopoly on thxs, of cqur—

se,‘ but those who do manlfest an 1nter95t in proven or pre- :

1

"sumed Dutch or:gin,' take qreat prxde in' 1t (Abhtnn, 1?74; s

Mis. M. Ellz;. pensanal cammunxcatzdn, June 27 1983) , j  :

N

In Ashton’ s (1974) stoty of Lt. Col. Henry Ruiter,

S e "tng@hneSS,f endurance. (and) ambltxon for personal financialy' ¢

L ' in&épbndence" is a recurring bheme (p. B) Canaﬂa is pcr—

“trayed .as a land of opportuhztyz “:,,‘ free or cheap land. . .

* 2

;f.vh‘ S f;nancial axd, pa11t1ca1 prefgrment, a new: cauntry w;thout an 5
’ l establehed elxtg.~as :n the Un;ted Statés, .attractxve tb ,
0 . . .

*l?-J‘ - :hose WIth formerly modest holdlngs" (1974: 23). V{,,?‘ <:x‘ -

. . : [T '.t L
: oo PR R .
RS I TN

e e { ETY 51a1gar to the thread that runs through the

‘ post-Wurld war iI Dutch’ immigrat1on history,: er'indgeQ'3nf S

., '

‘tthat of other nprth*European grpups. ) e ' :~‘ 2 };“

N . v . - ¢ ‘_‘-‘, ! I “._v .

More such résearch would’ be use%hia It 15 often unde ta~“

Ay e - . . ‘s

ken or +1nanced by “thase who have strong ethnx: ieelings and

-t

. hhe fact that ta thxs day thefe are Loyalxsts ' descépdéhts ”;;””ff'~ ‘




'v‘ . , »
-who are interested in thezr Qﬁtch or:gxns leaVEE the poten

3 n 1

txal far such work wtde open.

n

drzgzn are mazniy concerned Nith geneélogitar research but

, '*ﬂ?ide“fi

thexr ancestry drives them to mark mld graves and

MAahtaln the many family cemetaries that dat the Eastern"

st

'l’u” 2 Towhéhips. Th9y‘attempt to save histarical items and collect

that- such ethnic feelxngs can. have for the study of
15 the Holland Soc:ety of New York whnse members are Amerxcan

.. o \ ¢

.'in‘ every respect and. dxsplay no obvxous Dutch characterxs“

L. tics, uhatever these may be. Yet, thg mere fact that one can

o ¢
P ,

lay claim to havxng descended from sqme cf tha earliest

IR } .
A settlers on thzs continent lends status. mutivating strung

. suppart for research on the hxstnry of New Netherland.‘vqspefﬂl'
cially translatzons of’ primary dncumentary‘ saurces; Dﬁ a"

gther: ﬂuebec familxes of Dutth'

them in lucal MUSea. An axcellent example o+ the sxgnzficance'

histbry ;

14

[

¢ smallar s:ale,

similar efforts cuuld :ertainly be undektakah ’;“

in Quabec as well. - v . . - o S
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™ " YHE PERIOD mF,;it;;>oﬂtaqgﬁ e T

shape. Compared to the) PPst-wor‘l;ﬂ war 11 m-FIUx. umbers were .
: very small, and in, Quebec evén smaller téan elsedhére;l;%%; | “
~‘1 A , ‘ The. ngted States w35’a m;;or competltdr ior ;hmigrants,tl f}\*
§ jandw’thhxn Canada the Nést'tenﬁéd Eo co&péte with‘the East.- - 7;
/ﬁiiﬁxn the East.\ Dﬁtar1d s\pull was much stronger than that S .,
,-Qf Quebec: Fagtcrs leading to thesa cnnditxﬂns are ahalysed, 15 jﬁl
,j;“' €0 is the type of Dutchkzﬁmlgrant that(arr1ved hefe, ‘and thE"v“ |
///—~—F9LE~~played-—by4~;Caﬁadzan\and Ddtchﬁ recru1t1ng agentsl or. K
R ‘Agenczes. }Wﬂ‘“;‘ 'a% Lfi%‘}”J:gU[“ 7fwﬁ ,:‘ :ffif‘L 1" x,lﬂf;i
. PER . . A T
) Althuugh same farmers appear\to have settled 1n Ddebé&; . ;
" the ma,orxty of Dutch xmmigrantswxﬁ Quebet.durxng.these yéars l a
:‘ were ufb;n wo}kers.u Un the Qhale,‘ these,qo ‘not’ seem to have w‘i B
beeﬁ t;D suctessful. ThéLfew intérv1ewees tgat Ebukdiﬁé found &
l ;j and Who are qdoted 1ﬁtthese padei{waresyﬁ.Fh5§irgsgeqt fatherl} K
= tHe exceptxon than the rdlq. i’;.“éluiiiﬁ;ﬁ' ; ; | ”'; i‘f“j{ f
u,,,u,w;/. i ',*'/'."‘,

» K Fa-
. . .

Th;s 5ect1an deals w1ih the period in whth Dutch 1Mmi—

gration to Canada dxrectly #rom the thherlandS»began to. tak,

-, T “.

.. The Dutch were served by ‘few thnic ’1nstztutions. Thé

,~' Consulate/was dne Qf them and its h;story 15 trd&ed.x. ,‘xi i
, Tl
Fxnally, the high rate of, xntermarrzage and 1t9 ‘rela-. "

- ,
A # ' '

i el

tionship to thg,;cmmuhity strup;ure is exa@1ned.u OB AL
l o ." ' ¢ .l” " sl .‘ ',{ ”.\lf\ / . ' “ : ,4 : ’ ‘,: Lo "",-" A. ‘\:Iv 1“‘ : ~.‘:
' r “‘v P oate .L{ ) AR : s , . L Iz “ o fa,
v " : ‘ : / K S -.,
e » ‘l 5! st
Dutth Immigratzdn Pfior to worla Warrml SRR
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. from. 1894), campalgned attxvely for settlement of
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_ Several decades earlier; group mxgratlon from Holland ‘to the .

'Uﬁitedb Statesﬂ’had ”taken place; maznly by Protestants im

'sear:h of relzg1ous freednm. buf also 1nc1ud1ﬂg same Roman

i

Catholxcs. These settlers were true pxoneers who helped-openx
up parts of chbxgan, Icwe. and stconsmn. Hnwever, later iné

the century,; cheap, arable 1and beqan to becdme scarcar in

he Un1ted States, and by 1890. Durch—Americans began tenta~

'

txvely to move towards the Canadxan praxr:es which were being

apened up LGanzevcort. i975.8),

i ‘e

At about the same txme, the fzrst sxgnxfzcant ngratxonl

V

to Canada *rom the Netherlands taok place.v In the sprzng of

1893, the Christian Emigrant Soczety (C E.S. ) SEnt out 73

emlgrants who settled in western Canada, where Dutch Canadlan

‘Robert Insznger, member of the - Terr:torxal Assembly far A551~ ‘\

f i
\

niboia, was acting as a go-betweem Ffor the'C.E,S., Hnre em:—”
:granté fdllowed but thezr numbers remaxned small., Cle%crd"

. Sxfton, M1n15ter of the Interior, respons1b1e for xmmlgratlon

\under the Liberal guvernment of Sir, W11¥red Laurxer (1n p0wer

.o

~Hawever, government representatxvesvand"steamshxp \company

booking egents.?ound recruitment in the Netherlands difficult

around the. turn of the.century. Far-reaching social .change
‘lgwas taking place at that time in the Putch nation,  and a

‘sense of optimism in the cauntry’s future pravailed. Further-'

-

‘mbre..+u1f-religidus freedom had been achieved and dissenters °

4

were playLng a promlnent part 1n Dutch pu11t1c= (Génzerort,

1975 I9- 41). (a; 111ustrated by Table III in the decades ,

'ejwest._"



”bétweeﬁ 1871 and 1901.. tﬁe total Dutch~Canad1an"bbﬁqiafibn,

v' . e [ Yy -

'

increased by only 4, 18o.

¢

Cw e ‘ The fxgures in: the table must bhe approathed thh a, great‘

FREEN . )

" ¥

S déai af cautxon.. In.the fxrst place, [as Sas (1?57) poxnts "‘

’ddi; ‘not all thuse\who entered Canada,f«agd clazmed Dutch

. ¢
|
| v

«aridin, came from the Netherlands.‘ Mennon1tes frum Russ:a

B claimed Dutch«origxn, and sn d1d sedond and thzrd generatxon

. .
- Dutch 4rom the Unxted States, and whn settled prxma}lly win
the West. Descendants of Un1ted Empzre Loyallsﬁs, whosg»fare—
bears came to this contxnent from the Netherlands, weHe‘also

lzkely to claam Dutch orxgxn. The fact that the maJQrity ‘of,

1

those claxmxng Du*ch urigxn belonged tu the rural populatlons

R 'of Ontarxo and the Marxtzme Pruvxnces, where most’ Lcya11sts

settled tends to undarscore thxs. - . “ s . o
B - . \ A e,
:'WTableA II1x shows Some interesting~chdﬁ§es in the distri-

;'f but1un ~of-butch-amoﬁg'the”pfovinéesl' Ontario increa;éd its\
,‘~%;; j ff share slightly +rom 67.4% in 1871 to &a 8% 1n-1901. The whole
| vast area west of Dntarlo held no more than 2,185 o; 6. 4% of .
a11 Dutch recorded in 1901." Nova,5cot1a gained a few sauis,

IR : hbut{New“@runswicP lost about 40% '°.3415 of its Dutch popula-j

tion."‘more than all the Dutch who settled in the West. The '
. >
o ' latter is not easy to explaxn in view of the overall increase

»

in thhJ the urban and rural population in New Brunswick.
: Quepéc .almost doubled its Dutch -population, from 798 to

1,554, increasing both its urtn and rural components. This
.+ may mean .that a number of New Brunswitck Dutcﬁ'setfled "here.

’

i ‘ S zz
1




@ 'y .‘ " N l; / o ' . - : ’, ! o - BEANE . v ‘ . . o v
S T s Table T e
© . Racial™Bi4gin “of- the Population, Rural and Urban, Can,ada and '
. ‘ ‘ DR the Provznces, 1871 and 1901 n .
SRR N .
: - v ST ; T ;
‘ o - o Total o . -Total :
g T e ~ Pnpulatmn Netherl. Populatxon Netherl.
S . ; .. total 3,485,761 29,662 5,371,315 - 33,845. .
-, .. . : . Canada . ' urban 710, 143, 2,067... 2,014,222 8,744 .
vy R , _rupal 2,775,618 27,595 3,357,093 __ 25,101
o o - total o oo 103,259, - 242
S L PPLEWL . urban @y .,.-'12.;,,955 .38
. : rural ‘ - ... B8,304 ' .. 208 -
R ‘ total 387, 800 2 BbB . 459,574 2,941
.~ . Nova Scotia wurban’ 32,082 '~ " 86 . 129,83 725,
_ Lo e rural. 355,718 _Lzla;z 330,191 2,216
- ‘ S total 285, 594 6,008 331,120, 3,663
: N.Bri@u‘i"ck urban 50,213 417 77,285 783
G ) rural 235,381 . _ 5,587 ___-253;835_ .. 2,880
‘ B o total 1,191,516 798 1,648,898 & 1,554
‘ Quebet - - ‘urban 271,851 64, 658,865 386
‘ v L rural 919,665 __ . __734 994,833 1,189 .
A - total. 1,620,851 19,992 2,182,947 23,280, .
s ' Ontario urban 355, 997 1,530 .. 935,978°  &,160
Lo ’ rurs 264,854 Ledbz 1,246,969 17,120 .-
o ; ' total \ . ’ . 255,211 - 925 .
" . Manmitoba. '  urban- {2y - ® 70,436 T 226
L o rural | et 184,775 699
) " total co con ‘ 91,279 - 345
Saskatchewan wurban 2 . T 18,264 . 81
‘ —_ rural ' ; 77, 1043 294 '
R - total R 73,022 . 369
.-+ . " Mberta, . urban’ " (3-3} AT 15, 533 ©120.
L C0 rural o ) N 54,489 249
- . tatal . ' ' 178,657 - . 437
. Br.Columbia urban .. (2) o ' 90,179 , , 224
' ' rural o : 8Bi478______213
e : AR tatal .o ' C27,219. 89 .
e ' Yukan urban = (2) - . Lo - 19,182 % 36 -
DR R : rural - e i 18,077 __S3_
. ‘ totat - - o 20,129 b=
‘ . v NeWaT. © urban 2) - e &
e rural oL 20,120 =
I ST (1) Includes the four arigznal provinces of Canada only (Nova
A Scotia, New Brunswick, Ontario, fuebec) .
") 2y Racxal arxgxn figures not available . o
PR o Scurce v 1931 Census, Table 35, pp- 710 723,. as c1ted in;
I Sas (1957:36). o L e D -
- 34 ﬂ
Vo 0 | \ | pe ; ,
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'fThey may also have moved to Dntar1o as the éharp 1ncrease of

urban Dutch there cannot be accounted {or by the, lim1ted R

decrease 1ﬁ the rural populatxon or: by the very mxnlmal

B 1mm;gratxon from overseas (In 1901 the Dutch born populatxon

1n Canada ampunted to 385 - see Table IV).
cd e L, :

Table W e, T T h{, LT

'_ Populatlon Born in The Netherlands. Canada and the Provxncasi~f

L . n FMII%I; e
ARSRTRN 1901";x;91; 1921 _ - 1931 1941
Canada ST . %8s 3,808 ¢ 5,827 10,736 . 9,923 .
"Prinfe Edward 'Island - - 1 S B - ¢-) 11 :
. Nova -Scotia. R L . 24 - S1° 29 95 . .
. New Brunswick - *,t* 7. - .32, 32 L - 420 49
' - Qlebec:’ fo T T3 0 174 0 313 0 . 490 525
‘ Ontario R 112 L 6B7 - 1,123 . 3,774 3,639 .
Manitoba .- . - .87 730 01,042 7 11,444 1,109 -
Saskatchewan ... -36° 628 984 1,225 . . '858 -
 Alberta .. ' L 47 1,136 1,765 2,4&6 2,142 .
_British-Columbia..” " 49 379 515 1,224 1,484 .
‘Yukan Territofy .- U1 T 7. 2 3 .‘” 3
’Norﬁhwest Terrxtor1es BRI - - N .3 7 B

vy A — . s
-~

Sognce:~(19§7:3l) Dom1n1on78ureau of . Stat1st;cs. Qeggg;gg
. Census,. 1941, Vol I, Aas quoted in Sas..

. . . v . A v
N PO K . . . ’ -

” -

MThé overall sh1ft to urban areas dur;ng thpse years,:;
- did not occur quxte as rapldly among the Dutoh in Quebec 4as,‘
-fit: d1d 'among the Dutch in Canada, a Sxtuatxon reversed "

’1ater years. Between 1871 and 1901, the number of rural Dutch '

"decreaseg by 174 1n ebec compared to 20% Jn Ontarzo and 20% .

"'1n Canada. Comparable f gures for the general populatan are'

L 224,'27Z,and 21% (fxgures complled froin Table III by author)
. l‘ ~ “‘ . . { .

v > . - Y
-~ B o

¥- It 5hou1d be noted that only about Dne DerCEnt of the popur,,~
. lation of - Dutch origin recorded in 1901 was;born in :the

Netherlands., Jhe rest- wag- presumably born in Canaﬁa or the :
Unxted States.-‘ . ) P o ..
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:

(IMmigfaﬁiun; largely frbm Europe, began~td téke,dn uR<

’ﬁ". E precedented proportxnns din the beg1nn1ng Qf 'the"twentietﬁ L

.
-

s L 'tentury,‘énd immigration from the/Netherlands xncreased~like—,'§‘

Lowise, 'quever; campared to.other populations,-the Dutch con=
o T trxbuted only very small numbers and of these the “majority~'

; 1satt1ed in Dntar109and the Western provxnces., Th1s ig 111us—\

':]—. o /trated by , Table IV The relatxvely large xncrease between

- ‘;:@'1921 and 1931 reflects 1ncreased ‘interest’ in emigration .

. LI

';3‘.i durlng an economxc crxsis whxch reached ;ts depth in 1923, as

'well as the 1ntroduct10n of a. quota system For. 1mmlgrants by

'Q'~\ the United States. It must be‘kept ;n ‘mi1nd that:these earlier

B

i}!f _}“ populat:on stat:stics. are d1ff1cu1t to 1nterpret., For

lefif,- N exhwple, the d15t1nct10n between Dutch from pverseas and frem,

hx","A, lvthe‘ U. S.A. —was only 1ntroduced 1n 192= Also; emigration,'

7fxgures ta the U. S Q. are not avaxlable altheugh 1t is known“

L

that many used Qanada as a convenient'steppfnq-stone'on their,

P . . - ,

'
»

'~““,,' - - t‘_ vv'way‘tD the U.SJ . oL, L . o T

L t L. D o ‘,{. . , ",' > o ) Ty
. Thg Immlgratlon Expgrlgggg " . [ . .
Do e . ‘Informatiow about pre—world War II Dutch in, Quebet .ieu”

¢ ) . A i i,

-very scant indeed. There is hardly any wrxtten dacumentationhf

v ‘ r
Y
14 '

and only a few people are left who can relate the1r persanal

e o g

egperlences. For’ example, .no perscnthas been fuund by thls '

¢

S, fv‘fur-'iter, who ' cauld tell ‘vhat 1t was like to be a Dutch-Cana—v
g e R dlan {armer 1h Quebec 1n the pre—war years. ' j': ? o

- . . ' ] fr

I . "_f ; what lxttle 1n+armat10n there 1s lets us, knowa uhdhever,

4
14

that the‘;;mm}gratxon experxence of the,few hpndred, ﬁgteh -



e ——— e

%people who calléH_Quebec their home. was very different from
-thqt 'q6 the thousands”whu arrived here after Warld War 1I.

Travglling was- more cumbersome,. assistance from government
. ! . . S '
and private sources was minimal and, since most of these pre-

Wwar New—Canadians were of very’modestvmeans, regular visits

“to ."the home country.in those jet-less days, were not the -

Enarmal cccur‘rence -they became for- post-war immig';"iant.s.'

b ' Tﬁe flrst knowledge potentxal ‘immigranfs wéﬁid gain
'abnut Canada was usually dxspensed 1n the hameland by Cana—
dxan ,go;ernment representatxves, “aggnts of stgamsh1p anq
ré1lway campanxes. and'Datch‘autho}ities and privaté’brgéﬁi—'
zatxons. In addxtxon, press reports and testxmony from rela;
‘“tiveg and,¥riends who had already settled hqre were 1mportant‘“

sources far information.. , . o e

, Uﬁti; theIIQZQ’s, Canada, wishxng”to'settle its é@ptyy
laﬁds; ﬁaid a cammission,ta'%teaméhxp agents\D{ i;i/4 per
bona flde farmer or domestic recru1ted. This, %ngether with'—
the lax ‘attitude of the Dutch gavernment, would tend to.
emphasxze commércxal 1nterests (e.g. the settlement ‘of specx—‘
f;c' C.P.R. developments) rather‘than the welfare of immi--
'gra;ts. VTHe aggnts propaganaa methods were q#ten critig;zed“
iﬁ'ﬁﬁe\Néﬁﬁeélands. Unfortunately, some Dutch private agents,
,*~ ,‘ueVéq s;mé Dutch priests in ta&ada, followed similarly unscru-
pulous methods of‘%ecru;ting (Gan-evanrt, 197‘;41:‘.Van Ste—
kelenburg, 1980). There are no reports that their 111 effect:
was 'feit in Duébec. because the recruiters’ attentlons were

v [

~; 2 maznly facussed an areas west of this’ provxnce. Fuéthérmbre;‘



-~ some tighten1ng of control./

‘in  Quebec there was ‘an 1deologzca1 bias aga:nst

“(Petersen,’l?SS.lzo ff |

‘World War I,
. the 1mportance of the agent 5 role.

gratxon. < : C0 L !

’ sl;ght government 1nvolvement,

pressure

‘lands megratlans League in 1913,

’ d1§f1cu1txes >attract1ng the most

did leave,

Crs

. ¢

1mm1grants,

who “were thought to 1ntegrate thh-—the Englxsh, ,thereby

relatxve p051t1on Df the French

‘,‘.

weakeding; the 1n-,Cangda

Sy t e SO
P N Co . R

'

a federal Department of Immxgratxon and Colonx—

zatxon .Was 4ormed (Ganzevocrt 1975: 42). This did not d1m1n1sh

Hxs heyday lasted intb

VL

the 1990’5, whensecahom1c-cpnd;tans‘no-longer favcured immi=.

‘On  the Dutch 51de the nverall p;cture concern1ng 1nfor—

v
£,

ﬁétibn and support to proSpect1ve emigrants is one qf.‘very

a 1a1sse’-f51re att1tude., in

SIS n s

lxne -with Dugch belief in free trade. From tfme tq tiée

gréups would protest shéd& recruiting practices by
dr unacceptable transportation forcing

agents, conditxons,

[

-dedlcated,
th;ngs,, to the gatherlng o+ accurate 1nformatxnn on 1mmxgra—

tion countrxes (Ganzevnart, 1975: 23~ 24)

I 19”3 the Central

megrat1on

.assxsted emxgratzun whxch, whxle successful in some ways, hadi

suxtable emxgrants. Such

peocple dxd}not wish to leaye the Vetherlands,}while‘thpse who

(Banzevoort, 1975:99)%

In 1917;' in bre‘arat; ’,o%-thésinfrux ,eﬁﬁected af ter
P Gﬁ .

Such groups formed the Nether—j

among_ other

Foundatxon Holland began a pzqneerxng VEnture in’

more bftgn\than not, refused to repay their loans'



'

Perhaps lack' crE enthu51asm to emxgrate Was partly due to-

',press reports which, since the late 1"-7th century, had car‘rled_j’-'
negatxve messages about Canada. 1ts cl\:mate, l,abo,ur‘copdxl-:
‘»txons,‘ harvest uncerta1nty, and lo'ne'lin'eés '(Gan*evuort}

3,.19’75:29). This 1=.i qult.e undersﬁandable if one ccms:.ders that, ‘

o e

,,upr:j,‘a}' ta world war I the bulk ch “Datch 1mmxgrants were men‘

-

yh\‘o',,were ’exther single or;had‘left f.hgxr famzhes behixj'd

-
‘

. (BGanzavoort, 1975:62) .
Not all immigr&mt’s ‘Fo"u‘nd hard times and loreliness out.
L west' witness the experxences of 1nter\)xewbe u (3. Lowensteyn
[cassette record1ngI 1985), a noaw elderly gentleman wha, -
befare  finally -setthng in Quebec in 1952 (1mmxgr*at1ng fc{rl’
S the second t:me), landed in: Alberta m 1912 and . spent several
happy year-s there and in Brxtxsh Columtn.a. _He had left qu- 4
land in fear of a war, and joined his brother who. was a
's;har,ecropper near Calgary. Qur respnndent,‘ at that time 22
years, old,”’ fluent in -fcsur modern l anguages- (1nc1uding Engl;sh‘

and,, French) thh uan englneerxng diploma from a Germanvl(

_s;:hcscsl, had no di fhculty hndzng work. F1rst he was a mecha-— .'

-n1:"1n Calgary, Kelawna, and Vancnuver, and in 191S enrolled

as a pr1vate ;n the Canadzan Forces. He fought in Frénce and

‘ Belg:.um, ended up in Germany, had an hounarable dxscharge,

returned to Holland to marry and intended to br1ng his wl{-e
" “qutsto Canada: She disagreed Wwith his plans, howevér, and\he.j

brougﬁt up & family in Holland ihstéad. Upon, being widawed,

he ramarrxed and was able to realxze hxs dream of settlmg 1n;
[

,Canada for gqu. Dnce agaxn headmg for the. west he endeq up

‘-

"o



<f1nd1ng emplayment (U. Tape 1, side 1. 0: 15).

e

',stayxng ih ’néntreal fhherefa bfother‘could ‘essist.'hih ro .

¢

47‘_

i

A Canad1ans at var;ous txmes in this century._ In 1912 he . was
‘calleg "a farexgner“’(cf Petersen, 1955, p. 129 £f. ), 1n 1952
L aa“disblacedeérSOn“,{ while at present there 15 no. laﬁel='at

a11. he #eels completely accepted. Interestxngly, he does not o

~
L]

report d1e¢r1mxnatnry remarks or behav:our dur:ng hzs army

service. . Furthermora, at na “time dxd the labellung hamper h1s

employment opportunztxes. without making,the claim that this™ .

' -
' -

example ig in’ any way typical of'thefDutch immigrant who'

)

arrived before World‘war/lf, it does serve to underlxne the'

" . i

build 'a new: future abroad.’ Nxth extens1ve language skxlls,

) professranal qual;ficat1cnr (as a mechanic). suztable to the

demands of an industrializing nation, adaptable, Df an opti-~-

‘mlstxc nature, and from an ethnlc or:gin consxdered next best

2

pience of namecallxng. It also xllustrates the 1mbortant rale

relat:ves play. in the chuxce of +1na1 destxnat1on":-
. e .

s

: Part . of the 1mmxgratlon exper1ence ;s the s1tuatxon met

'iﬁmedrately upon arrxvar. Unlzke after World Nar II[‘ theré

. . .
- f . '

o wés no extens1ve netwark\af "{ieldmen“ (éhuéch representa—

tzves),/whn met thé immlgrant ang: smoothed the way., xn any

LY

1

'1mportance of brxngxng the‘proper reqqxsxtes when tryxng to ‘

.

Th1s gentleman was -able to cumpare hxs -fecebﬁion%'by o

case, Dutch Protestants tended to avaxd the Cathollc envzrnn- f,

ment of Quebec. The butch Rbman Cathnlic Church was. reluctant '

Y

to ‘British stock, this 1mmxgrant could weather the INCDnve—_l fﬁgl N



to encouraga Dutch em1gration ta Quebec “because of a supr~'

P

o of‘Freﬁch catholxcgsm“ (Gaqzevmort, 1975:03),;,
I‘V -« ]‘ .

‘ u.f’ From ally 51des, the French language is cited as a ‘deter—

) rent for the'Dutch to settle in thxs provxnce. Fcr the warw')

at,

kers, craftsmen and small busznessmen, the mechanxcs, the

barber and. the taylar, thxs must xndeed have been somewhat of.

, o~

a problem‘ SE111, the possxbxlxty of settlxng 1n/an Enqlish

'speakzng part of the provxnce or of Montreal must have been'.~

qlglegst és.great bgfnre.WorIq War I as 1thwas after‘
e ' I' T . B . - ;
Aquever, ét Ehat time, Dutch 1mmigrants were generally

' f “ (
' trial warkers.. Just before the autﬂreak of Narld war II

. )

:L:‘ Dr. Black, dlre:tcr o& colohlz;txon for the CNR, :haracter—

v |

';L3zed the Dutch as fallxng 1nto two groups. _market gardenerS'-'

and farmers. For the former’ he conszdered therest areas to'

e

7 be Holland Marsh {just north ‘of Toronto), Edmonton,» and .

"

G

Qntario,“ fhe area arpund Edmcnton, and New Brunswick were

"

Luden, Montreal,: 20.5.1938). Concretely, the West. offered

oppoPtunitigsl thatalthe’East,could n¢t oEpruid not match:
.' o ' '\nr " ‘ -A A‘ "”“ ,(’ v_ ﬁ" .‘,

" free ,or cheap land, . free . placement services,. etg.  (Ganze-
R K t ‘ . ) 2 ‘. ..( s . . ! ' '
s VEBFEL 197SITTYL G ‘

R ‘A1l these factors comb1ned to make the Dutch stay away
A

t

s L o, -,' . N R C e

c;on that French Canadlan catholxcxsm shared the liberalism

-

agrxculturxsts rather than c1ty*bound craftsmen and 1ndu5v‘

".fvﬂwannxpeg,, whale for‘ the latter the mx%ed farming areas of

e suatable in h15 v1ew (Ganzevuort,\ 1975 ‘Report by Consul

~£rcm Gué6ec, and lt 1s‘only Lell Lnta the 1950’5 when there

e A



N

‘.

. constructlan 1hdustrw 1n Eastern Canada

4

'is. a rélative change in this situation. .

Consular Letter no. 729!, 1927) ‘and to the lar

o
’ '

'

N

Making e,lezug 'e IR N

The NetherlandS' Censgi General 1n ﬁOnfreall’ Mr. JlA,v

: Schuurman, 1n a\letter aaéed March 26, 1927 ‘complainsx;hat

’"At least'xn Montreal,'femnng several hundred Dutch there are

- [%
v

perhaps ‘a dozan who improved themselves tthugh emxgretlon.

The rest mare or’ less cnpe,v mostly they d:d not' ga down

“thch, after alL xs not the purpose of emlgratxon“ (Geeee—

voqrt, 1975 Consular letter rno. 85u, 1927). '

!

In other letters that year, the Consul General refers to

the need te knew French 4or these who intend tn work in the

<

anzevoort, 1975,

' percentage oft'

metal wcrkers and electrxczans among these who came to see

i

hxm because they are unemployed and withget means (ﬁanze—

v

7 voort, 1975 Cunsular Letter no.1324).

Gne promznent busxnessmen, ,upon meeting:Consul Generaij
' ) < '-'e‘“' C .
Sevenster (1346~1952),f was told: CrIt is a pleasure to see'a

1

Dutchman who does rather well“ (J. Lowensteyn [Cassette re—

: cord1ng], 1985, N, Tape I, side 2, 1: 45). ,“4 ,

o

R The obv1ously, merginal sztuatlon that so many Dutch

¥

fouhd ’themselves in durxng the pre—war years is in‘ marked-

.cnntrast thh thexr present day s1tuatxon in Quebec., Urtdoub -

tedly, the dxfficult economic’ tlmes of the 19o0’s played an

- 1mpnrtant part 1n thzs.f It is xnterest:ng to note that the

few persans 1nterv1ewed whé had settled here before World War

’I themselves had done quxte wellh The 4aqtors that accouh~

B ,‘1



< an experienced gnqxneer who spoLe several

'and had been tau ht,

.,nel

' elsewhere

« ; l ‘ ' o . ' ,/’ R

°’ted fcr thezr suc:ess seem tc have been. ‘professional skxlls.

language skxlls, and shrewd busxness serise. It 15 especially

[

the latter attrxbute that is stﬁlklng amang suc:ess¥u1 pre—

. and post war . péople interviewed. .

—://4pterv1ewee N (J. Lowensteyn [casgette recurdxng] 1985),
languages,”

d:ng Englxsh and French,

»

to set up and manage a Canadxan subs;diary.
-~y

in that pos1txan until his retxrement, and in thﬁse years saw

11933,

." the

.

-1eld.A Although the foreman. was Duteh.

N re;ected he

1rxng of Dutch workers on’a permanent basxs,

t

cons1der1ng 1t

ad polxcy"
\

they QCCpred a preferred pasitxan (N, Tape I sxde 1

. R a o

A similar sent;mént was’ expresaed by ¥, an ex—steward on v,

board trans—atlantxc lzners who,‘

"y
'y "

and head~waiter far ‘a: shart time after h:s asrzval zn

became restaurant

. Lot
stable.emplnyee,~ stayihg at one réstaurant for ten years, at

another 4ur twenty years. He had been eduﬁated?at hatel

schoul

a il

af the same natlanglxﬁy,' as

\

the rest of the staff" (V

not prevent h1m +rnmfhe1p1ng hzs cbuntrymen to +1nd

jobs

for th1s purpmse (. Tape I. szde 2, 16 40).

’ v

a3

He stayed‘

He once hlred two Dutchmen who prcmptly thﬁughtr

amnng other thxngs, not to hire person-i

&

1nc1u—)

was. sént out by a Dutch company 1n4

company graw to the largest in Quebec xn 1t5 partx:ular o

3é 40).5

after workxng as a waiﬁerf o
199?.["

manager in douﬂtown Montreal. aHE was }a' '

in Halland as well as at the Berlltz language sdhoal'

Jt make$ for frmct:on w;th‘/ﬂ

Tape rrr sxde 2, 35 Gy . This did.

and he " claims the Consulate.aften c'lled upon ‘hjh,, :




Both gentlemen, now retired, ‘and in“goad,‘health; the
{
flrst married, the secund a wzdower, 11ve comfaréably in such

*Englxsh areas as ann of Mount Rovyal and Poznta Claxre.‘

" Thé br«:‘!thér of int‘ervieweelu is another Dutchman wh'o/did ,'
_very well for hmsel# An electrical engineer, he arrived in'

\' the early-thxrtzes. having left his wife and children behind.

- His diplomas were not valid here, so he could not Jﬁré”?ﬁ‘hlu [
own field. The only kind of work he elaborated upon was his }““‘
brother s post—war involvement in tge develupment of two

. fitty acre }nts in the.Easteén'Tq&néhips. He built Four
‘-Pguses,' made tWQ,I;ke;, ,and repted or sold the property to
butcR p‘en‘pla; Now in his nineties, U’s brother divides . his =
time between winters 1valoﬂjda and summers in his apartmaﬁth
"in downtown Montreal. For years, ‘every third winter has been
‘~}ﬁ set aside. for a trig ta Holian& (U; 3.3f198$, Tape I, sidexl,‘\

I9:10).

3
*r

"Tﬁan thé;e'waé Bob moorduyn, aircra#tv Qeéiéner, who
}i{ L} R . moved to Montreal frum the, Upi ted Btates to form Noorduyn
- ‘ﬁ;l\Aircraft Lxmxted. In  the Journal of the Canadian Av;at:nn‘
f};;ffostor1CaI Sacxety he is remambared as follawss “When ‘Boh~

i;ﬁNopfduyn~ died ;1n‘February of 1959, he left beh;nd him _an
a:%aeranautical legécyﬂ'tﬁat wiil !ﬁsuré his name being long

tremambered in the av;atzan world. This legacy ts, of cnurse,

”Vthe Nor seman bushplane which, in its way, is as much a desxgnw

' "'cxassic as the ubxqultous nc~3" (Hal-?ora ww:em.

‘Robert B.,Nonrduyn was born and bred in the Netherlanda. His



[T ——

N - . . . .
s v, v
Tt

. o v
IS A .

England for seven 'years, he became assxstant to Anthony’t

\ o

Fokker, and later. representative and’ manager of the FoPker'-.~

company in the u. S Cunvers1an of the sanle engxne Fcher F7
:1nto ~thE' hzghly successful Fokker Tr1mator was( hzs-‘bra:n—

'child, and was executed natwithstandxng the strnng daubts of

Anthony Fokker (Halfard, 1979:68), . el -

' Interviews with M, Noorduyn's amefiéan~horh widow, and

with Y. one of his ex-employees and cufrently {he"”B?EETHEﬁfJV

6f Noorduyn NMorseman Aircraft Ltd.,. 91VE a wealth of beﬁk- ﬂ

ground xnfprmatxon about Nuorduyn as a persnn and as’ an
entreprentur. Y ins1sts that Noorduyn “d1d not make a furtune
aut of t" company". but, heASeems to have lived well, with a
home in upper Westmount, his son in huwer Canada College, and
the famxly at ease with the upper crust ("h:s mbther was a
Churchill®) (M, Tape I, side 1, 4 :00).- Althaugh there may

A 1

have heen one or mor'e Dut:h amnng his workers, there seems to

father w?s Dutéh. ‘his mather Engllsh. After having woried in f‘”

-

have been ‘na. partxcular pre¥erence for Dutchmen amodgm the;“"'\

many nationalztxes representéd. The taam thaf designed the AR

orxg1nal Narseman apparently‘cans1sted,of people from Canada,

the u. S. and England Ncnrduyn did e%plpy hzs Dutch nxece at f

one time (Y, Tape 1, side 1, 42_oo>.. S T

-
E

s

. ' ' ' A
~ We find Noorduyn hustlzng muney from all soirces ~inc1u~

dxng Sir Herbert Hclt, U's brother dabblxng in real. estate, Vf :

-

successfully "pléyzng the market" : and N snlzdly entrenched

’

"‘in 5ecand place in a cunstantly growxng company. They be—,"

1‘[“-\\
oo g S v

e
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il s «

longed to the handful of Dutch who had done uell. Most of the ‘

rest had a much harder txme of xt The followxng report by

the Netherlands Consul General xllustraﬁes thxs (Ganzevoart,

197g). . ‘ A -

)

During the period June 1, 1924 to May .31, 1925, ~ one

ﬂhdndreq persbpé registérad at gheﬂcbnsuléte (ﬁkus one who

died). _Of these, 37‘réturneq to‘Euroﬁé, Vﬁﬁmoyeﬁ;' 5 luefeu.’

LY . [ ) . ' )

, débéfﬁea; and 6 left far the‘u.s;A. Thus, at least 53 out of

100 ware not success¥u1 1n Quebe: or even Canada after tuo or

three years. There were only S agrzculturxéts among them. For

"

9 no occupat:un was lxsted.. Another 39. had an-, occupathn,

v e

ofheé. than farming. OFf the other 47 sbme were éEill~iiﬁ
' Canada, although nat'all of them were suég;ssful; CSome must

." - N . ) ) A h ‘ - . . .
have left' Canada, and the Cansul felt that in time more of

" ‘them would return (to the Netherlands). He stressed ‘that this

was the Montreal and not the Canadian situation. (Ganzevoort,

1975, Natherlénds Consul Generéi, "Notes re chances of non-

agrlculturxsts em1qrat1ng to Canada.', dated July &, 1927)

The ~ reason that sp few farmers were ¥ound Aamong the

K'fg "unsuccessful” is probably not only that aqra}ians were o%ten

mores 5ucces§fulythan others, as teported by Consul General

L

" Schuurman (Ganzevoort, 1975, Consular letter no.BﬁSl 1927},

" but ‘particularly because GQuebec offered so few agricultural

;jabs'(see Table V).



W . i
- . Table y
. : C ‘k -
',"'/m‘ O Avaxlable Agr1cu1tura1 Jobs, by Province,
o . ; \ N March, Apr11. May.*1925
PrqvinEgA S " March L april May
R . - . et e e e e y
'Nova Scotia R U N S 26
“New Brunswick - ' N 10
* Quebec . .23 . . 42 ' 37
Ontario 11,026 ' 1,647 ) 851
Manitoba 1,187 1,694 1,584
’ Saskatchewan ., 1,687 4,048 1,256
Alberta 3 998 3,740 2,207
;British Colum 176 o182, 149

! | A ] ," AR Y -
Statistics supplied to the 'Dutch "Consulate, Montreal, by
Employment Service Canada. {(Ganzevoort, 1975:202) .
| .

t

Figures for thé yedr 1924 show approximately two thirds

. . : . \ ~
(1173) of all "Dutch immigrants to Canada that year to, be
abrarians; ‘The oﬁhers are Spre?d over- various occupations,

. \\. i - . .
least in Mining {3), most in Mechanical (174). Looking at the

province of destination of these 1821 persons ¢121% men, , 322

women, 284 children under 14), it becomes clear that RQuebec
‘was not par;iculérly unpopular, since almast 10% (171) .chose

to .settle here (see Table V1) (Banzevoort., 1975, Consular

‘letter no. 98’/50, '1925) . -

LS

Assuming that the prqbortioﬁs of available .agricultural :

jobs by province in 1954 were similar to 1925, and taking
into account the high ratio of abricultur;sts'to others among
Dutch immigrahts (about 2‘If a comparzsnn between Table V
/and Table VI shaws that Saskatchewan and Alberta did not
attract the Dutch proportxonate to the number of agricultural

‘Jobs available, whlle muebec drew more than peﬁhapb expected.
‘ i

‘ﬂ‘ It is likely that Ehe'type of farming most camen in the West

47



Table Ve .z"yﬂ;':‘w-g_; oo

. “;1 Dutch Immggrants to Canada. by Prnv1nce o¥ Destinatxnn
B b . ‘ 1924l | . "‘ A "’ ‘nl\ \ - ,’ D ‘ oo “ ': ; "'-,.:' .
| Nova Seotia., - o+ . 24~
‘ L New Brunswick - T P
R 5 oy Prince Edward Xsland . A SRR -
e TN L Buebes S ¥ 4 S
R - Ontario ’ - 830
o - % ¢+’ 7. Manitoba ‘ - = 7 PO
‘ A . - Saskatchewan . o 1200 o T
(ORI fm,a © . .. Alberta - . . . v 282 0 T
A British Columbia R . 2 Joae
S S R Y - -2

PR d ',;

~"vSpu?'é:é~ Statistics prov:ded by Department of 1mm1gratxon and .
‘ 'Colonxzatxon (Ganzevnort, 1975 201).,-’ . ; )

+

4(largﬁ—scale crop grbuzng and ranchxng) did nat appeal to the’

Dutch whb were more used to small intensxve;daxry ¥arm1ng ar -

1 5

market gardenxng.. In fact. for them the type of farming

’
3

. ] . available in Quebec, daxry and mixed, was much more suxtablé R

S~

- 14 only the Jobs would have been there.

Montreal bein;~the'(akgest‘city in Cang&a a£ the fidé
- should have attracted pro}esgioﬁalg, ind;strﬁal_and éeév?ce
' ‘ workers and tradespépple.'.fvrepart‘b; thg‘Citizénéhip~Bkaﬁch
R o of t?e:Departmehf of Citizenship and {mmigrafion states fﬁaf '
L the GQuebec Dutch wére well above thé'average for ail Dutcﬁ in

4 . - . :
Canada in year$ of schooling. For example in 1941 in Quebecy

(3N

~ A8.5%Z of the Dutch papulation had received 9 years of school-— i
ing compared tn 25 5% in Canada as a whaole (Canada.‘1951 70)
However, not only dxd these pepple run into. the problem ‘of

unéhploymenp, but the available ijS east of Toronto tended ,
, - ' ‘ : ' ‘ v
' ‘to offer wages which were.on’the low side,. while working .
. v { ‘ » -
a8

¢

S ' ‘ . H«w*.'



hnurs wére génerally hxgh.\ An Ewample 15 given 1n Table VII. ‘f”- { 5~

. Th15 unfavourable comparxson must have been the cause of many ' :f‘@‘,”.‘¢ﬂ
iA ‘subsequent westward moves." R o -' ey L 37?3fiﬂ\
N o PRY “ ) . . . - t. , ) - . . . . ‘ s
R D Table: vu . »°
’ . Nages Paxd td Taylors Norkxng as’ Custom—Taylars
- : Canéda - 1928 e

(\. ’ City "

" Weekly Wages (Cans$)

.workihé hours{week

¢

\the road to prasperxty.

x‘:Ehgilsh'.( r

/:ourses for that purpose,

7. " Halifax . =0 o . 48
. “o Moneton . L L . 30 e ', sS4
) «° Guebec - .. 3037 .. ‘ ©o- 54, ¢
) .+ Montreal o - 30-40" -, 49-54 .
“ Ottawa . . - TO-35 o S, vt aB-53. ¢
. Toranto, ' 35-40 o 44-46 -
~ . London T - 720 ; © .48 .o
Winpnipeg = - . 30-40 . 40-50 - -
Calgary ' T ) 30-35. B 7 R
.., . '+ . Edmonton ‘ "30-35 - . 44 T
. ‘Vancouwer .7 80-85 -, - 44 - -
- . , 'gﬁ" ces ~Ganzavoort, 1975 épﬁénﬂix‘ to. .Consular "-letter
el ;j/\nj:(;ssg,”wzaa-ﬁ e T R RO -

_Dutch, eﬁployefs Qefe'adong thoée’whb demaﬁded‘long hours
4

"and paxd small wages, hence many xmmxgrants chosa to wcnk far

Canadiéﬁ employers.‘ A contributxng factor to th1s ﬂrend fwas ’f

‘ the apparent understand1ng on the part of the newcamers that.'" L

'1+ not 5urv1va1,_ demanded 1earn1ng'

Frgnch). This- had already been meressed upon

them by the Engratzon Soc1etxes in Holland. who ohggpxzed

(1n English, ‘no French reédrteq)‘:

and "it was underscored by thexr experxence upon arrival

4

(Ganzevoort, 197S:2713. - .

1f one assumes that the vermacular is mas{ ‘easily . and -

frequently learned in the workplace, then table VIIT ‘would

LT P
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',t' Hother tnngue.

[
o N L

Rl otdedd -

chpse to worv ¥ph,Canad1ans rather than

-

tr10t5$

,auppu‘g, uan.evoort s cnntention that_

" the,

fcr their

N

putch”’

compa-

Frennh 1s negrxgxb;e. — ’ RS T

’ f

,/‘

,J

f - ';N Pogulation of’ Quebec,

‘o Table VIII

N
I

‘., , , . ’

10 Years and Older,

Dut;h Origin by’nother Tongue, " 1921

L

-as the number of Dutch who speak neither Englxsh nor

7

/English only ¢ : .

Canadian. -

718
CEnglish and" French only 165
. ;anll,French only . 8.
‘ T putch and Engllsh 143
" B Dutch’ and French, S 15 \
R Dutch, English, and French~ . 114 -
o . Duteh dnly " ' - R
: 4 . V' o R N , i PR ———— -
- Total o, s . 15165
- Source: Dominion /Bureau, of . Statistics,  Dttawa.”

) 6xampleied by our- persons 1ntgrv1ewed).

’ thh fzndzngs in later years. Chxmbos (1972)

~emplmyers,

On = the other hand,

Census, 1921,

. The . trend nﬂ the part of Dutch employees tu

.
-

seek‘ dut'

Eanadran employers davetazled nxcely with the Dutch Emp}ny-f

a\ study 1nva1v1ng Dutch.

D

Greeks,

 ere’ tendency nat to favour bxr}ng thexr :nmpatriqts ias also

This is consxstent
$or'example.,in

and Slovaks in an Ontario

czty, reports only 6.92 of Dutch 1mm;grants warking ﬁor Dutch

’

(1972:236) .

employers

" emplayers 15%, Slovaks 24%)

s
v

)

claimed no  preference .for

and only 667'af these did so Ao 1anguage reasons .

the same study states that S9%7 of Dutch.

"Canadian or Dutch

i

: ehployees' where the level of competence was equal tcf Gregk

(p- "i’37) -‘



V‘f Thg dverall e*fect would be a qulckenxng of iﬂtegration 1ﬁ'

'Canéd;an 'Socxety of the partlcular xmmxgrants 1nvulved, and

‘d'bf«thg Dutch community as a-who;e.'

-

I3 coe ;. . N . ’ }“

i

~

... be examiﬁed'briefly. In the case of the Dutch it seems ' that

. the necess»ty tao learh French was xndeed a deterrent. At

- £ .

least in the urban centres 1t meant learnxng an extra 4or91gn

'1anguage, sxnce English was requlred anyway to deal wlth sup—

"plxers, bosses, and various 1nst1tut19ns., The type of wark

. the interwar years required the knowledge of French, in' the .

" been no general tendency for the Dutch to settle in an exclu- '

AN

of the above non—-Dutch speakxng "Dutch" were probably descen—

sbught by or available to the dimmigrant who ar?fved dufing

»

construction industry in particular. There appears ta have

éively French area. where they would not have required a

knowledge of English (see Table VIII).

It. must be kébt in mind that. the entire Dutch-born

poph}ation tincluding children under 10) in 1921 amounted “to

314, most of whom had arrived be#ore'World War I. Thus, most

dants ‘of Loyalists.

'The pfeéence of such'small g&mbers of\Dutch in Quebec
Y

during the fxrst half uf thlS century was not coﬁducive to‘\

the iormatxon of ethnxc ,1nstxtutions. Nevertheless. “there

were some, espECially 1n.the Montrgél area.,

1In .the first place there was the Netherlands ‘Consul ate. -

51.

‘The role of language in the Ouebec labour market should



®

)

Already Cin 1856 conditions warranted the appointment of ran
N [ 3 ) ,

honarary che—Consul for that part of the prbvxnce situated

west of Quebez City. anated in Mnntreal. the chefConsula;e

¢ame under the Consulate General in Toronto. the onl& ejé in

Canaday which was eVEntually answerable-to the‘Dutéh Embassy

in. Lonan (UK. The abuve was the resul t of an agreémentl

‘between the Netherlands and Great Brztaxn to admi t" consular

{

* .agents in the ports of each~other s colonies and overseas
‘possessions ( Consul General. -Montreal, persénal communica~

'tion, March -3, 1983). "

B Consular fesponsxbxlxt;es for the Canadas, later Canada

and Newfoundland, saasawed between Torontb and Montreal. By

\

1895, or even earlxer. a Consulafb General for. Canada was -

i apparently establxshed in Montreal. However, 1n‘t902, respon-—

N

51b111ty reverted again to the Consul Gepgral"in Tor onto.

. -

appointed .in Montreal, who soon ‘was g1ven responsibiiity for

Lanada and Newfoundland. Evidently, Ottawa began to gain in’

uiﬁportance in'the.early:1?30’s but not Enqugﬁ‘tb warrant ghé

transfer there of ’the‘ éonsulate GeQeEal, .although the

(nsﬁéad,, a Spec1a1 Envny and Mxnxster Extraordlnary and Ple-

Anipotenﬁiary was appoxnted in Dttawa in 1939, wlthout (this

sy,

Montreal Consul generaL himsel seehs to have resided there,

v

.

affectxng the terrxtory of the’ nontreal pqst (Netherlands

Consul.General,‘ Montreal, personal communications; March 31,

1983, July'7, 1983). " . R : L

52

' This lasted until . 1922 when a career Consul General qu"

RS
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:'after world war 11, "1t took unt11 1952 before a

‘'center of gravity from Montreal to Ottawa.’

times and St. Pxerre and M1quelon

>

-

' Even though Ottawa’ S role grew in xmportance durlng and

‘Montreal post’was'demotéd from Consuléte General

late, and its terrxtory became limited to Quebec,

realxgnmeht

s

- of terrxﬁor:a! responsibilitiy took place that wquld move the

“In thatAyear'thé

to. Consuy-
, t

the Mari-
(Netherlands Consul ‘GénEr

'ral, Marntreal, personal communxcatlon,—duly 7, 1983).

5 -

Ganzevaort (1975) mentions that thé Constd General was

considered a pxllar of the cummunxty,

and he MUst‘have seémed

formidable 1ndeed (p. 203) The 1mportance of his gost com~

:thed wi th the nAtural prestlge~of the dipl
clas§~conscid;s 1mmxgrants of the/period,
pautxty of hxghly placed and influ tiql,peréons in the putchﬂ
community, must have made him a key p
distress would\fdrn to. On the other h

' situation gives. any indication of. hef

af

son that

it might

among the

.t

peoble in

have- QQen

during the interwar yeaés, many Dutch may never have regis-

tered with the Consulate, especially if they did riot . face

jmajor\heaith or emplbyment p?oblems,

move on to the United States.

Thus, thg Consul’s view of the

)

Dutch in Quebec may have beéen coloured ¢érker than necesséry,

)
i

iight..

Much less clear than the history of the Consulate is the.

s

“history of other institutions.

53

“and his remarks related on page 42. must be seen

Not_surprisingly,

in that

L4

v

there. were

as well as the,

hd, if the current

or if they intended to



Dutch ‘people i the Town of Mount RDyal.e fﬁere is no

':abother factor-discquragxng inst;tutxonalized bonds.

no Dut ch’ cﬁurchés. 1t was unllkély that the 4ew hundred

g i

,‘fmmigranté. dlvxded among many denomxnatxpns, were in a posx——

°

txun to +orm one or more congregatlpns. Resxdentxa;_ ccnqen—

.
!

tratxbn, theh as nnw, must have been weaﬁ./one person inter— '

'

.vzeued  knew 6f | a few famxlzes ih Verdun, another knaw

’of a Dhtch enclave, huwever small. in Montreal, which is

LY

'
ar - ¢ ’
«

some.

- There is at least .one report of an association, .called

“Door Eendracht Sterk" (Strength through unity). Established

by Dutchig;ﬁ@essional.pebble in‘nontreal, ifs aim was to give

"

information -and /}d to . Dutch xmmxgrants ‘(Geﬁzevuort,

1975-203). -It 15»’not clear 14 this was the' same soczety

t

R referred tc by v (J. Lowensteyn Ccassette recordxng] 1985)

when intervi ewed. ‘He cauld not rémember the name, and vari-—

! .o
‘ously called it the Netherlands Soc1ety,“Je Naxntxendrgi"

(the motto of Dutch Royalty and a popular name for Dutch .

Clubs), " the Dutch Club, etc. It might have been the forerun=
I . o e
ner of .the Holland-Canada Society which existed’ at 1least

)

during the war years. V cbokéd Dutcg\§JEd for "the dinner

barﬁies organized by this club to celebrate imporﬁant ’Dutch

J

!

Leiden’s Dngzet (Liberatmon of Leiden from the Spanxards in

I o o e . g s

1572). He said these were well,attended. although the number

‘events such as the GQueen’s Birthday, St. Nicholas, 3and.

of 300_bersons'meqtioned by him, probably referred to su:h‘

dinper parties ‘after the war when there were more Dutch
. 1 P - . T
tmmigrants living in Montreal (V, Tape I, side 2, 25:{15).

54



'If 15 »UﬂllkEIY that the small Dutch communxty 044 the

L xnte:—war years Was 5erved by mnre than ‘one” such sncxety. Ane oo

hd .

";~any case, V could not re:all any other Dutch znstitutzgn~~enw-_~~

suppnrt lstructure,f fbrmal or xnfcrmal, for newly errxved

.

-;xmm1grant$ such as came 1nto bezng after. warld war 'II 'a, DOr

i "

o . cou!d any pf ‘the other persqns inteerewed.w In fact, V him-
self bedan prﬁv1ding some of these servxces. His iﬁvolvement'

in ¥1nd1ng emﬁloyment for Dutch 1mm1grants referred to h1m by

) _" ST the Cdnsulate ar others has already been ment:aned earlier,

1 His other-invo;vement was‘w1th*§he;»$axlors * Institute. .Hfé
own extenegbe experiehée as erseilorei.froﬁ age.13 to age 31
(interrupted only by several years compuleory mllxtary ser~
—‘; ' L . I"vu:e durxng wurld war Iy as weli as h:s wxfe’s cunnectxens .
"fe;g: " L thh the seafar1ng world. (her father was a sh1p 5, engxneer)

3

were instrumental to thxs. Being communxty serv1ce mxnded, 9
: responded'posifgveiy to a putch seacaptaxn s request-tgl"look!
 after one of his boys" whq'haa to be left. behind in a

Montreal hosp_i'tal. From. this time on the person at the

Sailprs’ Institﬁie who norhally'undertcok'this task referred

cases af Dutch sailors to the ¥V ’sg, and xn‘the process became
. fast #riends with the couple. The contact was establxshed in’ |
S 1934 and V estimates that he and his wife “"took care" of
' /\.“ﬂabaut'SQﬂ"boysﬁ'in’the next eix years. Taking cere means'thag
| the V 's would‘visit the patiedt as soon as they heard of a-
case,: provide small amenities. interpreier eervices. contéét' '
e ’ the Apatient’s 4amily and, between release from hcspxtel and

his next seavqyegé§ provide transportation and social out-

-

D ) B . 55 ' . ‘ . ) ‘. . ' ‘I




' .

’

ihds. Iﬁ short the sort o{ thzng a manster mxght have doné

-

- *(V, Feb. 26,‘1983, Tape I, 51de 2, &2 00).‘

o : : S
N ( At . .'-, . . o - Lo N \ .
’ N -

Summzng up, .Gne’rcan say that the Dutch cammunxty in &

Mcntreal stood cut mnre #or what was lacking than for what it

. 8
—-had to offer. Cons1der the follawlng"

- 4‘

(1) ln the 1920 s the megratxon Central of Holland hadf

appnxnteﬂ represemtatxvés in: Toranto. Hamilton, and

o

»fp;acement (Hartland, 1959.154). These representa-

tives ‘assféted ﬁy‘AdVisory,Boards tin Toronta and
L Winhipeg{ ‘uthd “have. been a'focal point in  any
.gommuﬂ;ty.‘ Inffhphtrehl there was no ‘such  focal

potpt. "f o ' ™

‘(2)-Most pre—Wnrld'War 11 Dutch adhgréd fo' Cad;djan”

churcheS; 'particularly the'uﬁited Church (fpllowed

'in order bv the Anglxcan, Baptist, Roman Catholic,

' Presbyterlan, and Lutheran. Churchea). Hohever,.tﬁe 

‘Refarmed Church in Amerzca and hhe Christian Refor-—

1

" med - Church each with a smaller number of adherents,'

had ~ an important role in tHe ethnic. cnmmunitx.
-Neiﬁhgr‘ af these two Dusch K Calvinist sects &ere

formally present in Montreal .(Canada, 1951:49).

(3 ﬁontreél "was not the only city Jlacking a. Dﬁtcﬁ

“ newspape;\ wh1ch could have been an 1mpartant means

of maintaining bonds thhxn.the group, th until the

. post-war period would a Dutch;languhge.press begin
& ‘ e : '

56

3w1nnipeg, whuse task xt was tu aasxst thh 1mm&grant“

A




3

_between ’ prov1nces was cnns:derable. e.g{ in 1947 the propurt-‘

. mix . freely with th French nexghbours.a‘,’

B . h A o . uf
o K . . a
. , ) . <y . a
- . . ‘ [ i -~
B . L ) . .
/',r

ta appear anywhgre in Canada (Canada, 1951 49). S

.

l The small 5xze and weak structure of the Dutcn cnmmunxty_:
1n Quebec would have restrxcted the opportuhity of marryxng

thhin the~§raup. The above quntéd report states some conclu-ﬁ
s1on5 regarding 1ntefmarrxage, based on 1n40rmat1angfound in -

~the Annual Reperts on Vltal Statistxcs (Canada,‘ 1951: 62~64). J

. For example,, the Dutch in Canada show a marked tendency to '

marry eutslde thexr own grcup., Acrass Cahada the proportxnn;
. 'dt s “ 4 i

:df Dut:h 4athers whc marr:ed women of the same‘ group‘ had vﬁ:g

a .

decreased from 47 0% in 1921 td 42 7A n 1947. Varxatxon“

ion oFf fathers who H d. married outs%de thexr own grcup nasy@‘M
‘_(:-‘11 ’;5’/ -
82.54 in Untarzo and 21 IZ in Manxtoba. Dverall,i they had aﬁ

o

pre*er&nce for women of Br;txsh stock. Althougn the Report,=:

states that the Dutch showed only a slxght tendency to 1nter—f
Y 3

_marry with  persons of French origzn, and that maxnly 1nf

IR

Quebec, the f;gure qui ed of 18 12 qf Dutch fathers 1n Qu bec .
e

i

wha had marrxed french WOmen in 1947,' seemzmégyrpr1sxng1yﬁu

high. The explanatxcn mayxbe that it ¢bn:eﬁns

. | ' ﬁ

tly descen~. .

1

,danté_of toya;iéfe; farmers in’ the Easﬁern Tawnthps, who nnwg-

r

T
i
K]
‘o

In any case, hxgh rate nf intermarr:age can be seen'

,as both a result of and cmntr;buting to. the weak@Fommun1ty:‘

‘., Z ‘. . 4 . N
stnucture of the Dutch in this provxnce.; : U." R

. P . 1 o -
' [N e .
. . IR : .
" P .‘ ) . . A .
. - fa .

¢




- — — s v T o T T — ~ L W
L ) ,' The World War 1l Vears . ) . o
‘ ‘y‘l”h»e f.'ir'gl;t f;:mr decades of  the twentxenth century had o K “ :
; bean characterx zed,. ‘insofar fs Dutc:h immi gratxnnn. ta Quebec | “ L :
l was conce;’ne::l, by: ,' ' - ’ . . | , | | i
‘ k ’:;‘. 'ralatz‘vely lau numbers of 1mmxgu=ants, . o
-« a '\'“’ : . _— 2 .’.\'mostl}y Narking éla;as xmmgrants. and some - agru':ultu- ce e
“; ’ - - A /_ralxéts,, . ', C oy ) . | 0 A )
| | 3. relatively h;gh level of - success amurfg ‘tha J,atf:er‘," Vi
T T o . . - and ‘a low succ s rate -amang the formers . a S
/ | . K 4‘4;. ‘a la;s-:.ez—-*\:' re attxtude overseas touag-ds emi gratinn' ' . A ' ,
A AJIA ?. cmly spnradic %}zppart frqm within the Dutch z:mmm.u'ni.’t;y~ 1;. ‘ ‘

- in Canaﬂa bn an ad-hoc bas:s. L o e
" . to ".~ A \‘ : ' s v ‘~ D N * ‘»ia’ o S

) The war: ‘yéa}‘s :1#39—1945) clearly %orm part . of thxs

X s WE SR
e period ‘a8 xmigrat.wn uas Vir'tually at a stand-st;ll.‘ “
o S Houever’, the war urcmght impor:tant changes on’ the' Canadian _ ..
o " economy whis;h touched everynna xncluﬂ;ng the Dutc.h in Quebec:. (,_“ :‘ c ,:."'
8 o Fnr ' ana« i:him;: !:He war’ prnductmn b:::ught: ‘ employment ,
‘ ‘ . u!;ic:h gave great relief to xmmu;r‘ants and natxve Canadians" ‘ | | :
T k "m":‘;-ij» a).xkl;. - & pr'une exam;;le is the sharp 1n¢:rease m prnductidh
( md c:DnsaquEntlyl m number of employaes at " the Nnbrd\jxyn 0 i ﬂ
: o Campany.' m 1193‘?, ,7 only 1:50 paopla war,a emplo‘yed. ' By’ 1993, - '
/ l, RE thear ‘ number had Suollen tu a pealy: o-f 11 500 ) (CAHS Journal. “““ ‘
; SRR : ),17,', '39 1‘?73‘ 70~72) . Thase "“ r,epresented, as mentxoned ear-. 3 ‘. B )

1xer. many nat:malzr"as. - PR

¢ o ,'\-' o

B
) !
A I
;
-
* N :
. ! s
N
. T .
S
i
e
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new ones a.rqse to meet spec1 a‘buartxme needs. Thus, Red Crnss

- services uer%udeﬁ to 1nc1:.xde a Dutch sec:/txan. lts marn ‘
‘ - task seems to‘have consxstéd d? the prep;réizon af gxft bad?l
for ~“the pqys on the frcnt" The sewxng of these bags ‘Sﬂd\g
. ‘ ] ’ filling them wzth’cahdy and handmade ;otks k;pt 17 to 36 .
/ s ladxes busy 9t regular seuxng and knxtting bees <V, Tape II,Lg
| | v, 'sxde . ‘ N - S Co ‘ .'“;;'

0

’
‘ i

Alsa, the 4oundat;an "Free Hol'land or the Sea“‘fNedéF;v ’
T :land ter Zee) was establxshad to axd and enterta1n tﬁe seamEn '

‘whu called on foreign harbours. Documents held by gy Shou that

the Hontreal branch recexved 1ts ¥undxng through the New Yerk

a&frce af the Foundatxcnu Actzvzties took place under the -
‘ L ,,\"v
to . superv;s;dn of Consul and Hrs. Luden, axdedaby'a~c0mm§ttee of

P . , M ‘ N

L 3 S . or 6 Iadzes from the Dutch cammunxty,g-xncludinQ Vs wife.

'Saveral nxghts a week they held topen house“'in»a'rentéd room
at the«Allied Seamen s Home on Natre Dame Street.] v recalls
.- .o ) - , SE {

A . ' that, an a busy nxght, 30 _to~59 men wauld he ‘presenﬁ X

\

3

J
>‘ K *

v, ‘Tape 11, side 1, 8=q5).,)'; . 4'V;p Ll

The ladles of the commxttee would visit any sick seamen

: }
- Dy

and assist the others with thexr shcppxng.r In the meantxme,,

N the V s contznued to lnvite small grgups p+ sa;lors to thexr N

'hgme ar to take them to a frxend's 4arm for a Sunday pxcnxc,
{see phqto.s in Vg ;ollect»on) in addltion to “lookxng after
phé'sigk bgys& as before: - Clearly, the task the V- ‘g had set

,,-#o.r'th'em"s,elves (and had executed since 19"’4) was, ovarlapping

with the task the Ccnsul 'S wxfe was empowered to do thrnugh

o - . both the’ .Red Cross commi ttee and the "Nederland ter Zee™

- - . ' L ; .

s : | o R
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Foundatxon. This couId easxly lead to competxt1on and con—

flxct whxch, accordzng to V, hapbened indeed. He remarks that -

hxs wi%e +elt snubbed by the Consul 5 wzfe uho, xn fact »had

\

usurped her positﬂon. But no ane, could forbxd the V) ’s to

4 3

visat sick sailors and with Miss Bates of thevAJIied‘Seamen's~'
' - . e : RN

Hame as their trusted communicat:on lxne, they often beat the '

Red Cross ‘ladies to the seamen’ s bedszde. . T

" on ’Sqnday nxght and bexng annoyed when they came in late
(i'e. after openxng timal,,;fresh 4rom.a*day~in the'éountﬁy
mth thev s. L LAV ro

i

' a"[j' To ’what extént’élasé differenoé played a rolqk is pot

l'ﬂlpleér, But 1t seems not too far fetched that V, hxnself from

. a :uork1ng class background, but now with the ireedom, thel
‘motivatfon, and. the ‘means to entertaxn and help "the. boys
I as quite. popular around’ the harbour froqt, but not\yecessa—

urily equally apprecxated ;n the more re{ined onsular c1r~
e

tcles” Hatters seem tolhaye been smoothed over at the depar~

°

L, ture halfway ;hrough‘the war, af Consul and Mrs., tuden; when

V'S ‘wffe ‘was . asked to take over the presxdency of 'xne\

7

' Montreal ’ branch of “Nederland ter Zee" frqm the Consul’ s
" wife. ‘In txme, she racexvad a decoratLOn from the Dutch

7
¢

Government for her efforts in th:s capaclty. The captaxns and
saxlors never forgot the V’s commxttee Nork. It was lxkely—on
‘ thexr recommendatxon that the Holland Amerzca‘ane ‘zn' the

m1d~fxftxes offered thé couple«a freé trxp to Holland, ,rirstx

Also, V. paints ' the ‘picture of a lcmely Consut’& " wi \‘e/ |

waitingy wlth cof%ee and bear ready, to recezventhe sa;;ors Sl

Loqe
‘e

1



éléss,lon”one of their luxury Iiners‘tbbdu&ents held by "V aﬁé

_inspectedrby~auﬁhor)f.'[\' A : ) ’\‘

1

~ 1In addxt;on to qaxn;ng fram a buoyant war etoﬁomy and.

the dEmand {cr its znvolvement in the expanded xnst;tut:unalr
& work, the small Dutch community beneﬁittéd +ram the presenca

v

i Dttawa of Princess Juliana nf the Netherlands ‘and her

.y,

famxly, “who' resxded at Stornuway (now the official resxdenCE‘

~

o& thé Leader af the Opposxtxon). Frequently, {monthly accor-

dinq to V) the Pr;ncess and . her entaurage wauld visit
<ﬂontrea1 and partxcurarly the Sunday nght Open House far’ the
seamen. Jhe Prxhcess' sxmple tasta was, much appreciated (she'

poured hgr.qun coffee, for~1nstancg).

. ,VTAII‘ snrts of events surraundxng the royal presence gave

N .

.  “rise to social Qccasians to whrch at least part of tha cnmmu— ®

N +

‘nxtyrwas 1nv1tgd, €.g. visits by Dueen lehalmina,‘ arid - the .

“bzrth; and baptxsm of Prxncess Margriet. The HuIlanJ4Canada

a Soc:ety held cammemoratzve services for fallen Dutcn servxce~f’“' u:

o men.whzch wer e attended by royalty.

waever, the sudden availability of présﬁigiqué invita~

tions, of positions on cammittées, and ﬁf monies.to‘u;géhize
" events’ with, were .scarce’resources sought“éfter- by more
lpeoblg than @nuld be accommodated. TthEis the likely explé—‘
qat;cn‘of friciidn, ‘;ealnusy, dxstrust, and uqu goss1p that

4 Q refers to wlth some bitterness, even after so many yearsu
‘C}ass, religxon, and personallty d4f4erences tend to all come,

.of

,1nto play in such -a sxtuatxon. - f" K o

. . . . v N - “ ' M
- : ,\' . . . . t . 1y
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War tioe related community groups appeared, all over the )
: " country, not only in Montrgal. By the end of the wap, they
mostly disappeared, -and that is what happened bhere too. '
B However, Canada’s industrializationyhad taken great strides ”
. during the war and the gavernmen£ was able .to keep the momen— -
L ‘ . ' [} )
' tum going when the war was over. The accompanying tremendous
‘ post<war immigration wave would more than.rejuvinate ethnic
e kd
B . .
\ ‘ comminities all over the country, the Dutch commun&ty ‘of
. Montreal not excepted. . .
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'THE POST' WORLD WAR 11 PERIOD

PN

=

“» ' World War IT was truly a watershed in Canadian immigra-
. tion . history. The war and-its aftermath had treatdd vast

’ r

numbers of homeless

and disillusioned people looking for an ’

.

oppoftdnit& to start a new life. Europe was deOastated,' Andh “fx
-evén with American a%d, the rebuilding process took mansz
years. Furtheﬁmoré, after several miLiEary actiéns, the -
Netherlands had by the énd of 1949 virtually lost all its
‘East Indien-pnssessinns (now In&onésia), and‘,xhereby also
lost an autle} ;or part of its sunplus popufat;on. Meanwhile,
th;VJCold War - begaprhaving a déqoraiizing efféct on  many.
ﬂcrsss the Atlantic\ﬂceaw lay lands . of “milk and honey",
plenti#ul farmland, freedom froﬁ ratiodxng, and an abundance

of nylons and cigarettes. /

* The decisinﬁ to emigrate is to‘a large degree 1nfluéncéd
by coéditions oh the hgmg’frnnt\(iﬁe push factar). These may
be of a political, economic, or social nature. In the Nether-—
lands, ' except far feérs engendered by the Cold War, economic
and \socia{ /#actnrs predominatéd. As Beijéﬂ'(i?bl) puts it
succinctly: “emigration is regarded as the liberation of ;n

’~§ _ active personality from the 5hackles'preventing. its .FanA

stricted development”" (pp.. 309-310).

. 'Hany ofathe emigrants, andAby no méans the faqmersvonly,
were concerned with Iack’of'épace back home and witﬁ the
multitude, of regulations which‘are\a by~product a#iovercruwd~‘
ing. By the same token, Dutch autharities saw emigratipnjas

!
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_their main tool to relieve over%opulatioh. There were, hﬁﬁ;
ever, other issues involved. _
! .
One of these was of a religious, or rather missianary, .

nature. éattlément ’all ?ver‘the yoéld o+t ﬁeuple‘uith.an€(e~:
preneurial  qualities (this 1nc1upe;végriéult;rist;),,‘and a
zest for woré, was seen as the ?u{ffllment of God’s @iil,
particularly by the orthodox Calvinisfs'(see,‘ for examplé;
L’s remérks quoted Iéter on). The Christian Emigration Cen-
trai (CEC) worked extremeiy ha}d éu recruit ’em{grants " for
Canada which it cénsidered ah 1deal ep;ironment"fcr Calvi-
nists. \Catholics saw the wide ;éen_spaces of Canéda';nd
nustra}ia as a meaps'to saieguarq the principle of "Kinaer—
weelde" (large‘ families>$\\14e Cathnl{c mbvement: Eamiliale_
A&tie iFamilia{ Act}on) pfomoted'thié‘vxew thruugh its maga-

zine “Uﬁs Boerener+$” [Our Farm Yardl (Cath. Netherlands Immi-~

gration Centre correspondence, MSR 2286, File II).

S

The other issue was economic, .and had to do with trade
davelopment; Having lost its colonies in the post-war feaés,
'the'NetheFladds~was obliged to laokufér other enporf markets,
and the prﬂsﬁeét of havingnthe country‘massively repreéented
in young nations with growing markets gecame prbgressivély
more ggtractiven In 1958, the quarterly'TEm;gra;ie“ CEmigra-
tién], uas. iaunchéd‘aﬂd pushed this’ poipg‘ ?egulariy. _fhis

- magazine was.published ﬁy thE'Emigrdtion Buérd,thh fin;ﬂciéx‘
ass1s£ance ¥rp$ the Intergovernmentax-Cp&m;551bn for European-

Migration in Geneva (I.C.E.M.).

"'All  the ahqvg~issue§ cambxneduheih‘ expléin wxdespréad

&4



support for costly QDVErnment ass1stance programmEE for’ emi-
grants that Q\re establxshed over tlme.\

As can be expected, the emigration movement was very
influéncé&” by . the economic situation in Canada (the pull

factor). Hm{stéde (1964:168) sums up the pos%—war Canadian '

[

econom9 7gnd reLateﬁ‘it to the Dutch:emigratiun pattern,' aé
fnllous. ’
-'Up to 1953 _the economy showed annual 1ncreasés.'
f—LIq the‘Fall of that'year the fxrst signs of frfctién
'épéeareda S ; . -
.fSiﬁée"1954‘ “hnemﬁloyment C;nadé"'wés a’ stereatypgd s
concept held in the Netherlands.
'f‘ 1955 saw & spectacul ar econom;d recovery.
- Emigration‘finally followed in 1954. .
= Exéansian ilowgd down 1n‘1957}
- 1959 séw a revival.
“'4 fhg following vyears tngre‘was a slight iﬁcrgasé in
| déparéures.
~ In 1940 a new recession Foxnéided qith’labour’\ggort;
ages in the Netherlands, /brﬁdﬁcing a further draop in
' emigration. L ) o AP

. v

From that year on, emigration to Canada remained at a
law :level, haovering mostly betwaen 1000 and 2000 a year,
;xcept for the period {9&6-19&8 which saw a'sliqht upswing
with a peak topping 4000 in 1967. But never again would the

intense movement of the fifties, when in one year (1952) well

65 ? . o
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the immigrants of the fifties and thexr descendants, They

ddellers.

1

‘with the  war brides, follaowed by agricu}turalisté (the

-

over 21,000 Dutch enteredycénada. be approx;méted.

Those Butch who are lxvxng in Duebec now are prxmar11y

Eastern Townships.

C |

- In this chapter demographics,  _.immigration EKpEFlEﬁCE,‘

) also 'lnclude descendants of Loyalzsts,' especially in the’

economic, and social conditions of the various waves of

settlers from the Netherlands will be anal

Netherlénds'Farm Families Movement) and, séveral years lafEr,'

g

ysedy beginning.

the 1érge'inf1ux, the majurxty of whzch cnnsxsted of urban

‘

” L Lt

Differences in.the immigration experience of . pre- and

post—war' Dutch immigrants.are analysed, first as it relates

to Canada. and then more specifically as

Guebec.

Demographics . .

it relétes ‘to

In Holland, the liberaﬁing Allied Forces., mainly Cana-

dians, represented freedom, health, .and wéal

‘of the troops was slow. and by the end of

th. Repatriation

November - 19435,

almast 70,000 men st111 remained i1n the country, although

most of these left during the next few months. (Kaufman %

’Horn, 19280:141). During the "wild summer of

soldiers and Dutch women got along famously,

F
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" least by the éhanging code of social and sexual,béﬁavlourlnf’

Dutch women.’ Especially in the protestant Western-and Nor-

thern parts of the country, the hardships.of‘the‘lqst year of

the war had put women in the role of provider and hunter for

. tood. Their‘men‘were'poorly dressed and emaciated from months
or years of'hidingiar working in labour caﬁps. The Canadian

soldiers looked most attractive by coﬁtrast. A Dutch Jogrna—

.list 'is quoted by Horn as having commented: "Dutch men were

beaten - militarily in 1940, - sexually 1n 1945" (KaufmankHorn,

1980:137).

v
t

Horn _makes the observation that many relationships be-

. tween Dutch women and Canadian men were undoubtedly of  a

passing nature.. The official policy of the.Canadian govern-—

ment was to "dissuade members of the Canadran- Army from

1

marriage in foreign lands {(Kaufman % H 4 1980:142)5 But

when reasonably sati at a basis for a happy marriage

existed, cansent was given by the Commander involved. Thus,
' the Canadian government eventually paid paésage to Canada of

1,886 Dutch war brides and 428 children (cf 45.000 .British,

-T2 Belgian, and 100 French war brides). Horeover, an unknown

number of Dutch women married Canadians after 1946 as a’

resuﬁ)i of thexr'meetxng at time of liberation (Kaufman &

Horn. 1980:142).

' ‘Regarding ‘push and pull factors. Horn says: "Gratitude
and sgxual attraction combined to drive’ Putch women . into
.Canadian acgiy”(Kaufman & Hdrn, 1@80:137). He speculates that

v
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economic ‘status '(whxch some soldiers mav very well have.

~1nflated to make themselves lonk more appeal:ng), are some of .

the negsons behind the haste abserved amung girls to marry

,Canadiaﬁs Ap. 142). Language and partxcularly relxgzun may

haVe. played an 1mportaht rule in the. cho1ce ef partner too.

”Jt is unlxkely that they chnse thexr husbands o©n’ the ba51s ofﬁ
'plaqe of resxdencg or destxnat1un in the new ccuntry,l or cﬁ
‘théz§ésié of econom{c sfatus c*'a gi;en region. Consequently
Jthése war br1des can’ be expected to be distributed over the
.' céﬁntry' mpre ranpomly tharn~ the later influx of Dutch immi-
':géénig, léssuming a more or less even régionaL rgpréséntation

nf Canadlan serv1cemen in the Forces .on .hand in the'lNether—

lands dur1ng and a?ter lxberatxcn.'

'

h - . Table IX

. " lmmigration to Canada, by, Province of Destination. .
Dutch by Ethnxc Origin {excl. Immigrants from U.S.A.),

1946-1950

Province ‘ 1946 1947 1948 1949 1950

.ﬂar1tzmes (Nfld, P.E.I, 252 168 245 189 404
" N.§7. N.B.) - »

Quebec . . 207 140, 293 535 479

Ontario 843 1860 4785 4097 - 4093

Manitoba > S - 203 1358 716 - 495

Saskatchewan ' . 233 146 © 717 275 234 .

Alberta - : 226 246 1523 1293 - 1036

British Columbia 204 327 1245 677 | 4654

Yukon/ N.W.T. _— e T2 3 - 7

. N
— ws o e . e b s -t e v s

21486 3192 10169 7782 7404

e o e i e e e ot e s o e e e S ot S et e 7 s S — — — — — o e,

. Source: Canadian Censuses 1946‘1950. cited an Sas 619 7:564).

_Although it is dealt‘with here i1n the context of 1mmi4

" &8

) fhe; excltement o% movxng to-a new country.A and apparent - -
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gratioq hisﬁﬁry. bt'must bg noted that, as far as the bana~
'dién 'Gavernhent was concernéd,}‘thelissue of war brides was
considered a military matter }Kaufman & ‘Horn, 1980:1462). The
~ women were already Canadxan citlsens by marrxage and lwere,

utherefore, not cansxdered to be 1mmigrants.

‘ . . FAN A

- SR SRReS SN I s e s e s

v

By the end of,the war, the Canadian Government was

i?}' ‘tdevoteh to a palicy u#vecunomic,expansion. Rapid industrial

develapment, the result ‘of_demanQS of a war economy, had

taken placE.' The ' expected oversupply in the labour force

EEE after the war did naot ‘occur, as the level of industrial ‘

L . ’ : S

. production was kept up by smtchlng ts the productxon of = . "
" other gdé‘g. Later, the Kcrean Nar gave 1ndustry more xmpe_z

[ ¢
.

tus. “Thus; the Canadxan Government proceeded to enunc:ate an‘

. ' s i
- - + » N ’

':aétive'immigratxop policy.: _— , ‘ . -7
" The general trek to the cities had created a demand for
agriculturists.. At’ the same time, the Netherlands was seéﬁch~ .

- . . ’ -

ihg‘ for ’outlets~$or its surplus population, particularly

-

farmers, and those hQP had come back from . the CDIQﬁlES after
‘the war.'Canada,appeared as an attractxve qestxnatlop to both ‘ B
‘the Bovernment and the farmers of the Netherlands. Between

thg tvn countries an arrangementuwas hammered out, known'éébk

the Netherlands Farm Families Movement, Screened xn Holland, - -
prﬁncipaxly by the Netherlands Emigrgiion Foundatibn. the -
¥$milies were placed in Canada thh the help of the Séttie—

ment Service of the Immigration Branqh {Canada, 1941.903).




I . s

'priﬁés and a small number o% aqr1cu1turxst5 and the:r; fam;— I

"$ilm about Eanada, _Mr. de W.. decided tm go there. He.found a
. ' R T - S . T
sponsor, in WOodétock, Qnt,;"who subsequently chanded Bis )

‘mind. Thus,nr./dekw._ arrived in Montreal without a job, but ’

The first group of farmers and their families arrived in
‘ﬁéntreal'on June 27, .1947. From then, until 1950, after.whiéh L
Adn4{Armers began to he admifted as well, well'over C20,000
Dutch xmmxgrants settled the Canadxan countfy51de. .8

-‘An address by Hznister of Cxtxzenshxp cand Immxgratxon

w. Harrzs to the Wxnnxpeg Chamber of Commerce gzven in Janua-

. ry 1951, contained the 401!ow1ng remark*

. 1
"One of the most successful xmmxgratxon projects / 7

since the endvof World War II has been the ccntié

nu:ng movement ta Canada of Netherlands agrxcultu—.
_‘ral famxlaes. Ne have recexved more than‘ 21,000

fine Dut:h xmmigrants sance 1947, and have plans:;
fwhxch will. we hope, br1ng an addit:onal 10 DOO to~ o
';2 ooo durzng 1951... N ;‘A;l

'1tc1ted in Tuinsan, 1952: 21) S S

The éensug of . 1951 réported'3'159 persnhs"bf qutcﬁ .
‘brigin ,llvzng in Guebec cdmpared to ~,645 in’ 1941. The iﬁ—:::"

crease of less than 500, accounts for several hundrad‘ war

‘

4

lies, most of whcm settled suuth of Nontreal-. ' '
/

",4~ On the whole. Dutch farmers avoided Duebec qr: ‘afﬁék. ’

T

-1n1t1a11y attemptxng séttlement there, appeared to have moved)'.“

'away later on. An exémple is Mr. de w.. xnterv1ewed far the

~

Multxcultural Hxstory Socxety af Dntar1o. onn\beﬁng shQWH~a -

+

et ) ‘ v . P ,-’ ' *
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, . - ' SR
- - within a few days found obne in Aylmer.' fue. He had 1ntended
F ) !

to buy a *arm, and as he thought the ccuntry to be very nxce,

‘would not have minded to stay in Guebec. but "1t’was not ., as

‘#.

easy there as they had made it sound"‘ A%ter a' year ﬁr. de w.

oved.tq Sudhury, ‘presumépr'fnr{ecpnumiq.reaqus. He worked

“for INCO .apd ﬂeyer,dadé fﬁ'ﬁack.intn‘$ﬁrmihg;"orgfqr‘ that
matter, to Quehecx s o

s
i

lnteréstlngly, Mr. de,wﬁ fdliimS"toihavé'récexvéd:‘thé
0 * 1[' i 0

fo‘llawing advice from Camadlan army persunne1 m "i‘94'5~' "H

"you are not a fisherman. donét come tn New4ound1and,A ang, if

< o

J"you re 1n Quebec, go tn Untarza ‘ar: tc; the west" n(bé wrf‘

1.
' '
. is

; ",. Cspﬁker:], JunB 225 i982>~' ‘;( ',,\ v 1'}"—‘:;[‘«‘1 . ":, ) -” " ! o
931 '711 Nhen de Department Ef Cq]onxzatzcn a& the Provxnce bf»

‘QuebeC' and theKCanadian Natxonal Raxluay offefed financial

E M . ' -
l ]

assistance to Dutﬁh markat gqrdederﬂ whb wished tc $ettie xn‘

e

¢

[~g the prnvxﬁce’s xnterxcr, Such as de Val d Qr dtstrzct, ,qnly

4 .,:‘ .. ,,; 3 '

four 4amxlxes hadtaccepted by the sprlng bf 1951 gCanédq,*"

‘
-~ « Ve v

1957‘37) » o AT . _5 " \ " A\‘_‘ - 5 " . ’:,‘/ - T l
Ve, P ', ’, -
! e ' P,

Whnle the stated reaﬁon, that cultura& aanguageA ’

PR - ““4

."

J_x

be’ true, a cantrxbutxng fattor to the~scant resppnse may be :iu57

”that the number of Butch vegatabla growera 1n~Eanada as a
' whole Was | con51derab1y émailer thah the number‘ uf' other

. ! ,[-\‘)r‘!: , \

’ ;¥armers,' making the chances m¥ a po&ktlve respmnse sa mu;h4

-unpp«:&-

smal ler too- (Tuinman, 1956‘1@5}. Anmther reason +cr “the.

\n ’

L
N e

vpears to— tﬂé"shorb

Tpularxty of the narthern regxnns 1

growing saason. In Untarxo. ton. relatxvely\few Dutch settdeﬁ'
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P

3 The .number of Dutch 1mm1grants both numerxcally and as a

2o

pEop%rtion of totai 1mm1grat10n to Canada had traﬁxtzonally

3000 -éﬁd'tﬁe ptopbrt;on‘rOSe very‘slowly from 9.064 in 1901
2 o , 3 ' i

tb.4‘27%‘inli9h7 The fallowxng year, _hbhéwer,"saw a steep

lands—F?rmuEamiries Mavement. !
.“‘ P A . M e ‘
In the'latter half ‘of 1950. Canada leted restrictions
v o
on immigratxun ui non-agrxculéural workers, with dramatic re-
9

:sult. The next year 19,130 Dutch immagrants entered. repre-

senting - 9 484 of %he total number of 1mngrants td Cdnada

(Tu1nman. 1950 85). One can speak of a Verztable engrat1on

r

explésian., Dn the other hand, as Petersen (1955) pcxhts aut,

the rate qer thousand Popu;atinn in the MNetherlands was
Hardl? higher thqg'duringfthe-}9§0’s"(p. 1i55. j’ .
‘Other ichapae}eristics of th1s pust war migréition -

B

> nada who mnved on to the Unlted States, . wh;ch R1chmund
c?

ntends 15 p ably d h part to the txghtening up of

'Unz}ed States s 1mm1qrat10n gulatzons and quota controls

. . Jz
(1967-“54),. and (2)". the ow rate of permangnt return  to

country of orifin.  Hofstede (19467) estimates this for the

t ' u

.years, "... in most Easgs fttis_the wife who had Been unable
- ' ..
[}
. zz -

wete .

© been 1qh: Before 1?48 the: annual number had neven beem above.

'1ncrease tm b,9?7 nersons, ‘mostly as a result of the Nether-

- {1y . the .camparatxvely lcw numbers of 1mmxgrants entering

‘Dutch ta Ue no mare than\ten‘ﬁercént in the early, post war



to make the adjustment ™ (p. 53). A ff

2 as Yin the pre—war years, ﬂntarin'coﬁtiﬁued yo s be tﬁe

mogt'popuiar destination, and Qqebec one of the least papular

‘ones. The Dutch share these¢preferentes thh nther 1mm1grant

groubs.' ﬁccordxng“ to-the 19&1 census, 5u/ of ‘all post—war'
.
immigrants were reaxdent in Dntarxo,‘,whxlﬁ only 16% were

"resxdent in Guebéc (quhmond,_1967;257). o 'k )

4
-
[

As ran be seen from Table X, the bxg 1nf1ux occurred 1n J

the 1950’5. with llttle benef1t of chazn m1gration dye tn a

£

ueak populat1on base and lack of supportxng ethn:c 1nst1tu~,

~

T . v
tians, jthe Qutch xn QuebEc ‘more than trlpled in numbers .

between 1951 and. 1961, ‘and increased almost fivefold ba;weéﬁ-

1941; and 1971. By compariscn, Ontario’s Dutch popdlafipﬁK

N\

i

vnearly doubled and nearly tripled respectzvely. o Y

‘Even .though the absalute numbers still remain . small "

L %

rglatiye’ to hettlement in the othar pruvxnces. there is

’ cleérly a sudden upswxng in thy’popular;ty of Quebec as a’

’

destxnatzon. Table XI may he explaxn this phenomenon. Cen-

sus metropolxtan areag,ké/: 'g) would reprasent a predom1~.

,nahtly urban'pcpulation.~ﬁccord1ng to the 1931 census, almost
;'two th;rds of the Dutch papulat1on af Ontario llved 'autszde,
';C"A'S,, whereas in GQuebec the reverse was true. In 1971, thé

;‘Dutkh living in CMA® s in Ontario canstxtuted less than ha14

of thezr totad number 1n that provxnce, as c0mpared to BOY in .

- ) ) ) ,"" oo L ; '_AW
Quebec. “,',‘ L S ‘

73 . o
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‘ Bask." -
SoAltas
‘~('. ,B Co v
o Yukon L 4

Hamilton .

-London . .

. Ottawa~Hullz
. Terarte
«thal,cnafs*

“'Total Ontario |

'ij 1h 1951,
\‘:' * I"'ID.

‘Table X

1

VY

B

'Ropulatiaon o¥~UUtth‘Ethnic?ofigin.,Ganada“and

Pr

ovinces,

1941-1981°

. 1941

‘1951

T1961.- | 1971

212,863

“ "N"F‘;d-_( ‘ 0 .
"P.'.E.I.‘ < Fr,' 494 '

23,834
4,539 -,
2 645

73 001 ~..

239,204 "

' 35 » 894

20,429

12, 737‘3

Man,

CNGWLT. L L a0

264,267
176,
- §77
20,819

5,920

3y 12_9‘.
98, 373
- A2,341

& 29,818

29,385
33, 388
,153'
- BE

429,679

'“755;530‘

425,945 -

&76
1,245- "
14,845
. s 365 -
2, $85.
flzoa 935
35,305
. 19,040
; ! 583570
. 60,176 7 70,530
Co 49 77 518
177.. 340 ., -

—— -

f462
i, 288,-
25,251
7,88
10,44
191,017
47 780
29,325 -

1981 . -

8,055 .
191,125 .
‘33,870

17,215

.y 1 65,060
72 285" ,h st
CZes L -

- 3}5,,

b

e Eﬂh

'~SOUr;e; Canaqiéh"ﬁensuseé iﬁﬂivﬁ?Bi_ a

Table

Xt R

1951 and 1971

.
2

_Papulatxan of Dutch 0r1gin in Canada, Ontarin ‘and; Guebec, and"
' s withzn these Prav:nces,, :

CgA’s 1n Qntagxg)

4

FEREE 1981

- 'Qne:_ in gugge;

‘;gm.'

Kitchener - ‘

’ 1,978 -
1,545

(Dntarﬁg part) .

" ete. Catharines

Sudbury
Thunder Bay

b

26,998
Windsor '

' '36’§7b

LA, 628

11,836

17, 6?0
T4, 445
AL, 330
& 995

'9,15@
1,32
.2, 125
44,425 -
2,875

100 455

98,373 206 935 Total OUEDEC

< 1951jf

Chigoutimi.
, ontreal .
Dttawa“Hule A

(Quebet part) RERT

Quebec.

Total CNA’

3,129

- ————

2,035

3,
o

2,085

12,885 . .

Source‘ C&nadxan Censuses, 1951 and 1971

"

-

Dttawa was reported ‘as one’ CMA lqcated in Dnta—lﬂ_
‘In 1971,  the ‘Ottawa-Hull area- was reported As one - CMA‘.
1th an: Dntarno part and a Quebec part.'

9,955

_,_.
o



'1,‘,ma1ntalned thxa characterlstic over the years. The lelSiO”m

‘thxs as well (see table XII)., ; T S

" Source: Canadian Cénéus, 1971\}

- *.' ‘lazssez—faxre attitude of . governmemts made way %or state

S £2) Ip.cohtrast to the-often~negative imaquO$ pre—war Cana—\

/ et PR ‘ ' i . . -~
/ E E P .

JV} As}'a; result 04 changes ‘in Canadzan 1mmigra£idn .balicy;‘

N o,
L A ‘ A

'dréaterl numbers uf urban Dutch uere attracted, but Quebec

|

"already had a more urban Dutch populat:on than Ohtarxo. and

5

'of ' CMA populatxons 1nto‘“urban ¢ore" and7"¥r1nge“ underscores

l P - +
\l

E L _"- o ‘_".TabletXII ’ ‘,}

Populatldn of Dutch orxg1n, Montreal Toronto (1971)

L " ‘Montreal - Torente ~ -0 o o
Total 7 . 9,085 44,425 C
Urban core T T By260° ‘ . 32,010 ‘ P

Fringe’ <. 785 12,420

The  lmmiar es;c_m_ gxegnencg B
The 1mngrat10n expgriénée of bost—Wofld.War'Ii Dutchﬁl
1mmxgrants ta - Canada differed'véétly froﬁ that of theif S

predecessors earl;er 1n the century and in, Loyalxst times on

(3 L .\ -

several important points: L : L

(lﬁ ~For the f1rst txme both send1ng and recexvxng countries

u‘n" ,took san actxve 1nterest in the em1grant5 Welfara.i‘Thg

!‘ . ’ l . .
' 'invclvement of varying'intens;ty, in-vxrtually all as-

o °

~

pects of the immigration proceéé:"xnfbrmatxon, racrulte—'
! o 4
ment and selectian,’ transpo(tatan, recept1on, »and '

3 <

piacement.

'
. .
© - a 1y
N B

‘0

da, the cnuntry was now seen in a very posxtxve lxght,. '

not least due to the warm ¥eel1ngs left for the Canadian'

[T

’ R
. ‘ ,
L N N .
75 - ‘.
i -
. . L
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?;1hgr$tor5J QAd tanrgportS‘of plentifulness of land and
conéumer'éaods, both sore}y‘lackiné in the Netherlaﬁds-.
Screeniég procedures were mq:h improved. Thus,in ge&eralx
those 'who claimed to be farmers actually had that back=
ground, in contrast'to pr;-ha};“fafmér5F who 'very often
did not have thé rigﬁt experience aﬁd coulq noi make a
proper living. in Canada as ayreéult.
While im the pre-war y?érs Quitable emigrants were often
not interéstea'ih movipg away, 5kilied and ‘mbtivated'
people were typical o; the post-war movement .
At this timé, opening up the West was no longer Canadé’sl
primaryycoﬁcern. ﬁepopulating the countryside was. The"

4

war - effort and continuing industniél expansion drew

people to the cities, and Canada became very interested

in welcoming - the committed Dutch farmers to fill the

S

gap.

Starting , in the 1@50’5, further industrial expansian
& ' . ’ :
required skilled workers and professionals that Canada

. could not supply. A completely new class of immigrants

y S ar

began arriving here. ; . @

Rapid tacﬁnaldgiCal thang& in air transport had another
pra%ognd effect on imm{grantssy asiéoan as they bégaﬁ to
fly, Qistanceé shr;nk.'ns iﬁmigkaﬁtg also profited from
the high standard of living that economic ekpansion had
brought, they noqrhedlthe_option>to yisit“the'hbmé cogn-

. . e i . N
try on a more or lesslregular basis. No longer was emi-—.

. gration the definitive break with the past it used to

4 ' . o ) { [T :
fd.
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be. Relatives too could cross the ocean oh reasohale
'priced charter flxghts, which helped to further maxntaxn
contact with the homeland (J Lowensteyn. 1980) .+ -

Po§t~war immigration was mage up mmstly of’ §ami1ies,.iﬁ
cahfrast to the pre-war 5ituatidn when many men would/qa
it alone until they felt conditions were right to bring
out their families. . It should ﬁé noted that ac:omméda—
tion for the then generally large Du?ch families~ was
hardly available ih the Néét before World War 1I aAq

even‘a+gér the war. This was pefhaps one reasun that the

post-war -~ Dutch headed fur Eastern Canada in lar ©onum=

'Abers. It was a lxttle easier to find 11v1ng space re,

(M

@ household goods was kept to a minimum and “ane could

(10)
- strengthened their pns;tion. They were, as was the narm

T

'

.e@én if it was only a qonverted hen-house.
Most immigrants broughé their furniture qfth them, and
some' of them even a pre-fabricated house or b;rn. ‘Thg
*kist” or crate contéining their belongings figured

\higﬁly in stories about. post~war impigration. It gave

the settlers a headstart since an immediate cash outlay

toncentrate on saving for the purchase of livestock
A .

etc.x . -

\

Not anly the Dutch Government had become active in the

field of emxgratxun after the war, pryvate agencxes also

A goad averview can be gbtained from the personal ac-
counts given in Chapter %, “New Homes" in - Albert Van
der Mey, To All Our Children, Paxeda Press Ltd,, Jordan

— v e o i e i s e

Statxan, Qnt. (1983

B

)
.:v .
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in the Netherlands (and still js to a certair exténti,'

Brganizgd along‘canfessionai lines. An Emigration Board

was set up which acted as the central organ for promo—

ting unity between,guvernment ccncemi/ET}&:emigration

aﬁd,ﬁhe waf: done Sy the privaté arganizations, which by
" the middle of 1952 had received o*ficial‘recugnition.

These private bodies, )acting as registration of%ices,

were the following:

i

Central. Catholic Emigration Foundation (K.C.E.S.)

, Protestant Emigration Board (C.E.C) ‘
General Emigratio@ Board (A.E.C.)
Calvinist Foundation for Aid to Emigrants

Al

(6.5.B.E.G.?

Including tﬁe'lattgr, whicﬁ was ' small,. these bodies

oberated 2146 emigrant registratipn affices by 1955 (Haot-—

AY

. stede, 1964:77).

The Minister of Social Affairs and Public Health,

;ppointed regional employment offices as public regis-
trat'ibq ‘org.'ans for emigration as wélle By 1955, ' there
wére  84 such pf%ices in the Netﬁerlands;’ Prospective

' .emigrants were ffee to régfsﬁer.at either public or pri-
vate registration éffices (Hofstede, 1964:78).

(113 Immigrants arrived in Canpda bet ter prepgred than their

pre~war couriterparts. On the whole, they had not re--

.

ceived the %ort of biased information that used to be

provided by agents of the CPR apd other such organiza%

L

=

e
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‘tions. Lanbuaqe classes were available before departure,
v Z

and -emigrants were urged to leave with as much knowledge

as they could muster.

While pre-war immigrants were mostly left ta fend for

) = ‘. . . CC
themselves. upon arrival, the post-war immigrant ‘was
t

often welcomed by a "fieldman” of his church ‘or rali-

gious organization. The Christian Reforqed Church was -

best organized in this area, followed by the Reformed

Church of émgrica. "

The Roman Catﬁollc Church was least organized.
Supparted by Catholic .emigration adthoritigs' in the
Neiherlands; and some Canadiaﬁ bishops,. the initiative
of a Dutch priest in London led, to the establishment of
the Central Bureau of Catholic Netherlands Imhigration
in Ottawa which "was closed sﬁon after in 1957 because
the Cathplfc church authorities in Duebec_disagreed with

its purpose" (Van Stekelenburg, 1983:73)7 Reference is

made here to the Canadian Catholié hierarchy’s ogposi-

tion to promote immigration o% a speciai nationality
group.

The Société Canadienne d’établissement rural‘(SCER)
in Nnnéreal, was originally set up ¥or'the resettlement

of Quebeckers in the West. The SCER, however, was unkil—

ling to find sponsors for Dutqh”farmers, {most aof whom

were Catholics. Therefore, in the begidﬁing, thesg'

fa?mers had to-rely on individual efforts by such diver-

se peoplé as “tagricultural attacheé) Tuinman of the

s

79
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aanh
,

.Dutch Embassy, fold-txméfs’,' the Knights of Columbus.

} war-brides, priests, and ... pratestant nrganizétiuns.“

{(Van Stekelenburg, 1980:20).

v
' 4

The Christi§n Refaormed Church (C.R.C) 1n.parti&uiar made
an effaort to locate its followers in the proximity of. a

C.R.C. Church, much to the dismay o¥~Canadi§n aqthnri—

\

ties wha were vehemently opposed to . "colonies", and

k3 e

‘wished assitmilation, or "integration“ as it was called

after the war, to prbcgea as quickly as possible (Canadé
1951:30) .,

The large numbér of Dutch immigrants to Canada was

conducive ta the grawth of many community organizgﬁions,.

‘..Cohtrary to 'the pfe~waf situation, a wide vafiatyj of

" institutions emerged, including &hé<above-named,two Prao—

testant churches, credit unions, travel agencies, real

A

.estate companies, newspapers, and social clubs and asso—

. ciations. The churches‘deﬁended.on funding from abroad

T(15)

(the U.S.A. and_the Netherlands). Other institutions
were either self-supporting or received tangible and

intanggble help from various sources. r

-+

A market ' for Dutch goods emerged among immigrants as

well, . and many companies began expoarting Dutch‘p?cducts
“to Canada and/or set up branch plant operations. All of

‘this aided the newcomers in maintaining cantact with the
' LY A ,

qulthre'of arigin.
On - the Canadian side a treméndous effort was made to

N ) . 4
integrate the immigrants. The process of integration was
- .

80



(Petersen, 19553156-7).

»

divided into three, often overlapping, areas: (a? econo-‘t

mic, -(b) linguistic, (c) social. Respansibility for

these areas was in the hands of the federal government,

the provinces, and private agencies, respectively. Fede-
ral Immigration officials were responsible for placement
of the immigrant. Guebec had also its own colonization

scheme to settle immigrants on their agricultural 1land

<

0f the ‘privéte agencies, the principal éne was the

Canadi an Qitizenship‘Council which ‘not only published a

. variety of pamphlets on the Canadian way of 1life. but,

(17)

through its member organizations attempﬁed to Eoordinape
1 ’ * }
all services available to the immigrant. Its professed

aim of "interpreting newcomers and older Canadians to

one another and assisting their mutual integraticn"

reflected tﬁe veering away in Canada from the pre=war

assimilationi st view in the direction of today;s mul-
t}cu1£uraxism policy (Petersen, 1955:156-7).

In marked cungiast:to earlier times, post;war- Dutch
émigraticb and immigration spurred a great deai of re-

search, especially on the asbect of integration. For the

- pre—war period statistics and personal . histories are

hard‘tblcohe‘by, but a number of solid studies sé& the
light in the Yecade foliowing World War II. These stu;
dies.ie:g.—ﬁeiJErg‘Hofstede,~Petersen, Tuinman) were not
from thé hands of Néw—Caqadians themselves. This had to,
wait until thellate 1970°s when {hesgs and books - began

o

81 S
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jto appear wrztteh by Dutech 1mmxgrants most ‘of whqmr,had

':received thezr unxversxty educatlon in Canada .and . who

.

had lived here for-deqades. The emxgratxnn_exper1ence of
v Dutch~Canadians is beginning to become well dacumented.

. Remarkably,  the experierice of the second generation is

hardly touched upan.: The. ffeld is Nide open #ur sStudies

v

of omi € and culturad\ad,ustment of thng Canadxan—-

_born generatxon. ; ' C . ’
: , .
L r

Like the rest of Caqada,"&hg province of Quebec feceiveq

s

its share of the various "waves” of immigrants. Because . of

b

differences in language and cul ture, and the paucity of other

Dutch rmmigrants in this province, the immigration experience

was different here than el sewhere.

War brides.

The problems that war brides had in settling in Guebec
are illustratgd by the history 6? Jd tJ. Lowensteyn [cassette
recordingl 1985) who married a fully bilingual French—-Cana—-

dian. Ironically, she recalled British troops warmng the

Dutch population against Canadians, especially French—Cana—

S\

di ans.

Upon heriarriVal here 5hé spbke no French and only a few

words of Engllsh The couple’s backgrounds were sxmilar' both

were Roman-Catholxc and. ‘both came €rom large. .lcwer m1ddle

L

class famxlles. In: the early years,’ when the need was

greatest due-to language d1i+1cu1t1es and homes1ckness, there

' was no Dutch pgriest ar doactor avgxlable, .and only after two

Ve . ‘ e

S
»
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years did she meet another war bride. In the 1950°s all this
".changed and there. were Dutch- church services, and Dutch

parties to go to.

Another interviewee, K, met a lot of Dutch war brides

whifé uarking;for the butch Consulate from 1949 on. K claims
many were d}sappointed and upset although ghe also-met many
whﬁ were héppy (K,"Tape }, ‘side 1, 30ii0)r From all accounts
Tt ;ppears that the éar,brides or any other~ immigrants - who
" arrived before 1951/52 had virtually no one of Dutch erigin,
nor any form of éthni; cammunigy suppcrt,‘to fall bagk'od.

Netherlands Farm Families Hovement. :

The number of Dutch that settled in Ouebec in the post

.war 'yea?s 'ﬁéior‘to 1951 is not as large as the’ hﬁmber of

Dutch . who from 1946 to 1950 claimed Quebec as their destiha—«

“tion. OFf these 1654 (see Table IX{ about a third are assumed

" to have ‘moved elsewhere, since the population of Quebec grew
B N ' n ) \
by only 1094 persons in the decade’ 1941-1951 (Table X).

N

Taking into accoudtﬁthat immigration during the war years wés,

negligible, that the above numbet included perhaps several
~hunéred ‘'war brideg, and thqy most agricﬁlturlsts camé‘ wiﬁh
ypuné families or as singles, 'thglnumSer-o§junits that set-
‘tled in this province ma9 haVe.hoéered around 300. Therg isy
however, no evidence that S0 many Dufch férmers setiléd here

. ; - g
. at that time. Interviews, reports from priests, and personal

~

observation, support the notion that perhaps half of these

people have settled as farmers. The resﬁ.wou{d appear ‘to have

changed occupatian. o o .

.
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'

An interview with X (J. Lowensteyn [(cassette recorﬁ1ng]

1985, wﬁo' was one of  those early settiers, revealed that

 chain m.gratyoh héq taken place. In fact, our respbndent was

. referred’ ta -as “the‘godfatheﬁﬂ.;'HE-claimed to bhave been

.

iﬁstrumental‘ in»bringiné out ¥if£een or so other Duﬁchﬁen;

B mast of whom ﬁecame farmers or' nurserymen —and wha, like
n‘himself, brought over Dutch wxves, ‘and raxsed s1zeable fami—"

'lies in a francophone env1ronmenx. All these people stayed in

,-

clase contact, alded by a common faxth (Roméh Catholicjsm)

“\

And comman regxnnal backgrnund (the Westland market garden*

"ing reg:on west’ of the 11ne Rctterdam*nelftrThe Hague. They ;'

rsettled just south ot hontreal'( ,-Tape {3/sxde 1, 06}30).'

S

Further sauth, ‘in the area between Montreal and the

Aherxqan border (the Eastern Tawnshxps) small conceﬁtrationé‘

of Dutgh dalry,and i xed farmers can be found. But Guebec?’s

Yo

pull for agriculturists was far outweighed by the pull "of

¢

Ontario. There were pragmatic and'ideological reasons for

this. Dr. A: Tuinman, agricultural attache at the Ne&harlands :

_Embassy, describes how, in 1947, the Canadian ‘Immigration

Service was not yet in a position to provide placémen€ ser— .
vices tao the'Dutch farmers, some 1100 of whom arrived +rum
Holland that summer. The Dutch government tonk responsxbxlxty

- $ar thexr placement but needed help. \The provznce-qf Dntario

made paxd personnel available for thxs purpose, hence that_is

why so many of. these farmers settled there (1956: 185). | N

Furthermore, the pull of Ortario (anq the Western provincesy
/ ; . C

combined with the push coming from-the Christian Emigration

!
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Central in the Netherlands thch actxvely re:ruzted thqse Df

Vo N . ) ,."
Calvxnxst persua51on~ T .,jg,‘}‘n.;,rﬂf‘m,yxﬁ;ﬂ-
. . oo " . * ooy
B RN o, i
. RETIN

A

Right ' from thé‘étatt, the focus was, .Bn baﬁéda.” S

'

. :, : oy oo = VIR .
\ They promoted this*land, ‘rxhe with : apportun:tzes,,

.. Lo

as the future hame m¥ Calvxnists grzpped by the e
emigratxon fever. Dna n{ the main reasons was the;”.

. exxstence here of a staunch ally - the Chrxstxan'

Reformed Church (VanderMey, IQQu;54);

o
S

. . ' N / .
Chrigtian REfurmcd Churches were ta bE/Waund in Dntanzo“\
’ and the’ Nest, Thgre were none in Quebec wh1ch, as. a Catholic

. province, was shunned by Calvxn;sts in any case. . " !

. s . ' .
- ‘% K

. Andther pu11 factor wps sponsarshxp. immigrants had toA

" be sponsored hy a Canadlan farmer whu guaran{eed employmentv

i

and hogsxngv for a certaln-perxod. FrEnch~Canad1an farmeré

t

) v%éwee R'(J.fLawehsteyn Ecassétte’recdrdinghl1985} ndted‘tﬁat'

M

”Zlgtg of Belgzans; gome Swiss, Germans and Dutch came abcut

yEArs ago (R, Tape 11, side 1, 19: 45).

;,Alj these Afactbrs qontrlbuted to the concgntratlon of

'
[

V3

Dutch.in.Dntarlq, partzculariy, if tne ac;umplaﬁizj/ﬁgfect of Lo e
N . o , ) . "’
>

¢hain migration’is takenxintu,acdcunx.ﬁ",'r Vo
Ihe large influi: ' '

.~ \ -" 4

. . ‘ , )
rists began to be admitted, and\thét.madelaégﬁgat dxfference,

particularly. to Quebec. While absoiufe numbenS'remalnqurelq—

-

From the second half 6f.i9SQﬂoﬁ,‘ other than agr1cqf¥u~ :

. o , . ' | ' ! L
" woyld more likely request a French-speaking farmhand. ,Ihter4{ (AR

[y
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tiveiy low, the proportional increase of Dutch to this pro-

P

vince was phenomenal, AKom 2,129 in 1951 to 12,885 in 1971.

" fluebec industr{ was developing rapidly in that period and the

aeranautics, engineering anq chemical industries, hotels, and
; ] ‘ i

- o~ N 4 .
@transpartation companies, td name a few, were scauting over-—

seas for trained ‘and/or highly educated and multilingual
F , 4 . .

personnel. Fpench language and cultuée was no barrier at that
Yo .

. time as most immigrants integrated in the anglophone cammuni- ;

¥ ¥

-ty which was alreqdy geared to serling immigrants. Manage-

ment, technical and service persorinel could normally get By

with Erglish only. Montreal also had a reputation as”a more
lively and cosmopolitan city'thap "Toronto the Good", which

-

was a paint of attraction for some.

.

The expériénce of some of the people th§§ were inter-~

t

viewed (J. Lowensteyn [cassette recordings] 1985) for. this

study, illustrate the problems or, relative to gtheF ethnic
M ) . - “ .J } ( . .
graups, the lack of problems encountered upon arrival. What

follows is a brief inEroductiun tc? some of the interviewees.

@ is a multilingual musician who, befare coming to

_Can;da in;1950; had travelled and worked all aver Europe. Due

to restrictions by the Dutch gbvernment, he could not ‘get

s

mbnex out of Holland but b;aught gut antiques and funﬁishing'

B

instead. Another - problem was that he could only obtain work -

¢

after si13 months’ membership in the Musicians’ Union,'.ﬁut

that without work he could not maintain himself. He managed
9 ' . o

to get an introduction ta the well—-known pignist John New—

i . \. N .

mark, who helped him aleng. Q gave some private lessons until

-

L
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he -received h1§'Uq}on Card and could b%gin to perform .(0,

Tape I, side 1,..0:10). He calls the 1950’5 “"pioneering times"
[V )

'in Caﬁada in his field and is‘proud to_have been assorciated
’ [
with them (Tape I, side 2, 16:55).

P was a multilingual enterprising young man who had seen

L4

Canada during the war years, met Kis wife here, and got
. a ,

married in the United States. Upon receiving *an honourable

discharge from the Dutch Navy in 19446, he decided to seek a
' ) ’ L ) '
future in Canada. "Such an industrializing country should

°

have room for someone like me". He had the same probhlem as Q:
his money was frozeq overseas. Furthermore,’ be encountered
the problem of lack of rental accommodation in Montreal in

”»

1946, bﬁt he soon met someone who helped him find suitable
. -
space. His father had a high rank in the Dutch Navy and this

bfought him easy en{ry with the Consul and others who counted

in the Dutch community. Nevertheless, he had to start at what

he calls "not a real job": announcer at the CBC International
\ ' .

‘Service. After three months he had found something more to

. [ o e N & .
. v . ‘ . . D ey
his 1liking. s Over the 1éars he worked his way up to ~senior

executive with large.companies and frequently was called upon

)e

to_help newly arrived immigrants. P recalls that he used

to advise Dutchmen to come over  alone and bring wives out

o

later (P, Tape I, side 1).

[N
f

"

H a priest, came to Canada (his éeﬁond choice, after

South America), after being ordained. He had missionary aspi-
L)

rations and was sent to Cahada without kndwing "his degti-
B 4 . . f

~

- .
MY
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nation. He was placed. in a local Quebec parish to learn

'.’.1-
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French, and by making avreaL.e%fort he was able to deliver

h}s first sermon in that lanquage 6 to 8 weeks later. He

‘lived with his Dutch confreres’in poverty those first years,

" calling” (H, Tape I, side 1).

but it did not matter, “because we came to serve, we had a
} . ’ T

-

Z now a multilingual, elderly widow, arrived in 1952

with her husband, a businessman, and thé two youngest of her
. Q

-

five children. A married daughter had gone ahead. The two

»

older children lived in’éoutn America. The family moved to a

" suburb where fhey bhad set up a cgnstruction company. Respon—

—~

dent met one or two Dutch lqdies there but interacted mostly

with Canadians. "There was not much community life yef in the

town, except for neighbourly parties." The family had always
been quite wealthy and despite some financial setbacks, they
owﬁed a car and sent their sons to the best schools. Any

problems related to-immigration seem to have been of a per-—

sonal nature, such as hamesickness and differences i1n adjust—

p- 4 L N : M o ¢ - N .
- ment to Canada by the family members (Z, Tape 1,'side‘iy

C0:19).

®

. T a’ minister with the Christian Reformed Church (the

'"Dutch- church") had originally been Pkeast interested in

Canada as a destination. He helieved church life there was 25

years behind. However,'wHen he waé\cal+eg to serve in a

western, Canadian city, he accepted. He had to preach at least

+ifty percdent in Englisﬁ, which was difficult for him at

"first. His congregation was generally poor, living in chicken

L3
\
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® . ’
coops and shacks, much as their Ukranian neighboﬁrs dad.
Large families had come without éubsid1es and: had had to
borrow money to emigrat;. Lack of English led to 1isolation
forr many of them, and also to lack of communié:tion with
their children. He saw much mental stress. ., T coped with his
own mental stress which apparently had to.do mostly with the
lack of sn#histication of the modern urban 1life he had Ybeén
used to in Amsterdam. In 1560 he was callea to Montreal where
he found an entirely different congregation consisting of
engineers, teachers, tradespeople, and accountants, rather

than labourers with a rural background and no more than

elementary school education (K, Tape I, side 1).

‘L a former shopkeeper, came to Canada in 1953 to evade
the many governmgnt reguthions of his home countFy. But
religion plaved a part too. He thought the Lord had a task
for him. "Faith and prayer are the things that brought me."
He had taken English courses i1n Holland, so "had no problems
with language". Nevertheless, when studying to improve his
English * ¢he went?%h‘to’ggﬁiqa? eting courses at Sir George
Williams College), he last hig'hair temporarily as a result
of the tengion. Al though he did nqt'know anybody in Canada,
the Christian Emigration Central ha& found him and his wife
work as a couple, chauffeur/cook, which paid well enough_ far
them to save $1600 in one year (L, Tape I, side'l, 0:15).

-
[

One can detect a common thread in these case histories:

1. Language i's generally not a probiem as many are multiiinf

~

i
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gual. -
2. Those with oply “school English™ or “school French’ were
prepared to study hard, and consequently. learned fast.
fhey brought the skills, capital. enterprising spirit,
and ambition that were useful and welcome in Canada.
I+ they missed the more developed culture of Europe, they
were at least able to adjusﬁ‘to this sﬁate of affairs by
giving of their own talents} in the majority of cases the
issue did not arise, however.
S. Most respondents did not have gny connections here before

arrival, but they were able to make them quickly since

there were no serious language prablems.
‘ ’

T sums up the situation in Muntceilf "people gave the
impression of having *moved’ rather than ‘immigrated’"” (T,

Tape I, side 1, 28:00). .

Making a Living

—— el — I

——— eSS

e, .

Little camn be said about the economic conditions of war

brides as'they are not singled out for statistical purposes.

-One  tan’ only assume that they are more or less randomly

-

spre€ad out in terms of income and sacial class. This waould

tend to be supported by the many interviews David Kaufman and

Tom Muller conducted with war brides (Kaufman % Horn, 1980).
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tion that, althodgh Dutch farmers did well across Canada. the
Netherlands  Farm Family Movement did not make a great i1mpact
in Quebec, because of their small number:

Tuinman (1952) reports that financial improvements had

taken'plsce in 65 out of a sample of 70 farm families who had
been in Canada 13-24 months. All subjects in a sample of 22
who had been here Z7-48 months, had improved their finéncialh
staéus,” somé of them considerably pr,64~55). An estimated
fifty percent of Dutch farm fam}lies who arrived in Canada in

" the period 1947- to January 1, 1952, owned or had shares in‘a
farm by the end of that period (p. 70).

The;é is no reason to believe that in Quebec, which had
excellent farm lgan facilities, the situation would be worse.
Unofficial@ féports regarding the.status of GQuebec farm fami-
lies come from priests serving the almost exclusively Catho-
lic Dutch rural families south of qutreal.

Var;ous reports by pfiests in the late 1950’s mention 45
families in the area between Clarenceville and Knowlton, and
12 ‘;armers near Sherbrdéke, and turn—outs at Mass .or social
events of 200 persons in the forme?, "and 130 in Fhe latter
area. One Du%;h priest, .who was 1n contact with all these
families, reported four cases of hardship in éne yéar;\three
due to financial problems, one due to illness (C.C.A. Blom-—
ﬁésteyn, personal communication, 1985). An unkncw; number
moved to Dntario, but those who stayed seem to Have done well

&

or even very well as the following interviews indicate (J.

Lowensteyn [cassette recordingsl 1985).

?1
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€ 1mmigrated with her farming +family (mother. three+

sisters of 19, 14, and 13, one brother, 17) 1n 1955 when she
¥

was 146 years old. An aunt was™ already living here. She worked

¢ {,‘!, -\ )
elsewhere while the rest of her Famﬁ}y ran the small farm

]

they had bought. She-found the first/years very hérd, harder
: - /

than expected. Nevertheless, they'here able to-move into' a. ¥

.

larger farm with governmeﬁt help a few years later, while her k\
/ +

married sister took over the old/4arm (S5, Tape I,' side 1,

0:13). /[
» /
., R came only in 1958 together with his cousin. They-
. / ¢

arrived under the(auspices of/fhe Yaung Farmers Programme, a

/
scheme set up in the late 1950°s to boost the sagging emigra-

tiaon of Dutch farmers by/making them acguainted with an
J .

'emigratipn country through’a trial stay of nine months. They

had to pay for their og&bound péé%age but were guéranteed
work at a certain wage/ievel to enable fhem to save for the -
return trip. R though abou§ 60‘persons per year arrived. He
guessed that 25-30% ettled\permgnently as farmers (R, Tape
I, side 2, 2:00) /

/

R and has c&usin had asked for an extension to their

stay and uisg/znf§“t)me to travel across Canada to find the

best place to ﬁﬁy a farm. They were attracted by the mixed’
/ L
farming in the/East, and R commented that, while farm incames

in Ontario ygre higher, farm pri in Quebec were .lower.
Qitario ha/é. better climate an
‘alsa a Hétter organization\to produce and sell a larger

variety/ f crops than Quebec. \But in the intervening years,.

soil and in the 1950°stit had ¢ ¢

"
¥
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conditions have changed and Guebec farms now produce a large

variety of crops, but farm prices have risen too (Tape I,

-

side 1, 29:50).,

~

R has a thriving 100 hectare farm with 220 head of

»
v

cattle and, by virtue of his social contacts (he organizes an
. - o

annual spring picnic for Dutch and Belgian Eastern Township-—
& - -
peés)_be knows many Dﬂﬁgh'férmersfq At the time of ‘the ingér-

view (Spring 1983) he thought perhaps 10 or 12 Dutch families
: ?

live in the Chateauguay Valley (Tape 1, side 2, 09:40)-

R is a director of the local Union des Froducteurs

Agricoles and estimates that, 5O of the 350 members are new-—

r

Canadians, most of them French:speaking Belgians,'the others

Flemish,’ Swiss, and Dutch. He contends/thgt Européan Fd?mxng

!

.methods had been well ahead of the ones used in Canada 25

. . ‘
years ago, and that the new—comers had acted as trail-blazers

2

/ .
and irole models for Canadian farmers. "They put on a lot of

fertilizer. They built many s1laos and farms. Contractors did
857 of their work for newiCanadians." Energy and amb;E?ﬁg are
reébondent’s explﬁnaﬁxogs.for this boom. "This is why the gap
. ¢
between Ontario and Guebec nar?owed so much... Some farmers
brought money from overseas, others borrowed a lot -“at the
Caisse. Populaire. As soén as the banknunderstood that the
farméc waé a businessman, they offered to lend money!" (Tape
Il, side 1, 19:45). ,
R and h1§ wife both agree on the ¢rucial rolg the wife

plays at the farm, ‘and claim that today those farmers that

are successful have wives who are actively involved., e:.ig. by’

L

N ' [y
" N
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keeping the bocksg following husbands to meetings. etc. She

o -

hersélf had always worked hard alangside her husband from tbe'

1

>

beginning (Tape 1, side 1. 40:00).
As the only Dutch member of the local Syndicate of Farm

.

Management ("those farmers are real businessmen") R travelled
to the U.S5.A. to learn abouf 'moré efficient praduction
éz methods. He. his wife, andiéis son are taking computer cour-

ses given by the Syndicate.

i

Other  Dutchmen in the area are-also very 1nvoived in

_ Quebec and Cana&ian‘soc1ety. R’s cousin is & cash crop farmer
*who has been'a counciilor for six years, and mayor of a small
' - community in the Eéstern Townships for eight years. For years

he had been president of the Sugar Beet Growers Association

-~

of Quebec. R’s brother—-in-law is i1nvolved with the Chamber of

Commerce of a larger tq&n. Both men travelled extensively in

v

.Canada and the U.S.A. A Dutch friend was, at the time of the

interview, ‘president of the Holstein Association of GQuebec,

another friend was a ,udge, and a third. Dutch f#iend or
5
L VN . '
acquaintance was president' of the Vegetable Growers Associa-
. N | R '
. _ tion of Canada (Tape II, sidel 2, 38:20).

n

Priests and officials of |the C.I.S. _report in é similar

vein on thelsituatinn in ruralxuuebec in the fifties.
Correspﬁndence fraom R wffh the C.1.5. and reports from
’ priests a;a officials confirm R’s own story, his contentidns
about the situation in rural Quebeﬁ in the 1950’s., and " the

position of the immigrants in it. (C.C.A. Blommesteyn, perso-

nal communications. 19B5).
‘.
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Notwithstanding ‘the interesting pgsition of’ the Dutch
farmer i1n thé Quebec économy, 1t must ¥be remembered that the

pajority, of butch @n.this Arovince‘ar urban ‘dwellers. I? , *
fact, 1n 1931 iE was repdrted that "Quebec 1s outstanding és
the onl& province in which the urpan pr yortion was much -
higher fhan the rural” (Canada, - 1951:40). though 1n 1981
this is no longer the case, amoné the Dutch 1n duebeg the N
urban eleme:t =t1ll represgnté 807 compared with 63T% across
! Cana&a (Census 1981). .Most of this change appvwars. to be
gcccunted for by the changes in occupational entrance status \k\;
that took place whe& ;anadatopened 1ts borders in 1 50 to a
variety of occupatioﬁs. \Wh9ﬁeas the proportion of agricultu-
rists of the total number of Dutch immigrants i1n Canada in
1949 ;as sti1ll 87.53%, this dropped fairly quickly to 22.1%_by
1954 (Tuinman, 19546:182). : |
. Durihg the decades 1951-1971, tke Dutch population’
in Guebéde increasedvby 9,456 persons, that of Montreal by
X 7,010 (see Tables X and XI). Most &ame with all the requi-
. * sites Arequired to be successful i%migrants able ta make 4 : ﬂf
L e good living. They had a comb;ratively high level of ' educa-.
tion, professional and language skiills. .
Table T\’?(III shows that there was no 1lliteracy among the
P Dutch in Mantreal in 1971. And as mast post elementary educa- R
tion 1n the post-war. Netherlands 1nvolvea the teaching of

several languages (generally Dutch, English, French, and

German), the proportion of individuals with at least a basé;,

®o
,““i w

%, S

it
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Table XIII . ’ &
DistrNoution of Educat1on Among Selected Ethnic Groups
in Montreal 1970 z
EDUCATICN British' French Dutch\ Jews Greeks ‘Ital.
%W. With Degree 8.7 4.z 1z.6 f2.2, 2.9 1.8
2. 1¥ yrs Univ. 9.9 3.6 13.6 12.8 5.4 3.4
3. High School 72.4 69.7 &8.4 64.0 41.0 ':40.04
4. Grade School, 8.4  20.3 4.1 7.5 46.5 49.4
S. No Scheooling 1 1 - > 2 4

. ) \ ‘
Tatal nymber 290,000 1,113,680 5,570 77,545 26&,%55 99,925

0
15 years and aver and not attending school

Source: Statistics Canada. Special Report No. 6001-00175 AC-
2B-1?71

g .
undérstanding of the local language must have been very high,

as 1n 1971 only 4.1% had no more‘tﬁan grade schéal. It is
pdgéible. of course, that this percentage was ariginally
higher, as some might have upgraded themselves since their
arrival; Byt the effort required to earn a’lxvxng, working in
a hew fanguagé, .and getting settled 1n the new environment
wouid likely have preéecluded that for all except a few. Never-—
.theléss, thﬁ head of the Dutch section Cathol:ic Immigrant

Services 1n Montreal wrote to his superiors i1n the Nether-

o ~ .
lands 1n 1937: "Poor knowledge of English or French amaong the

&
/

Dutch 1s their greatest prolglem It 15 my impression that
less than 25% can understand or respond to' an employer

1]
(C.1.€E. correspon&én;e. MSR 4742, BDR i. Cremers to. van
Campen, July 24, 1957). The author of the report does not

sbec1fy. ~but 1t 1s entxrely possible that those with "school

Engllsh or French" were in this unenvxable pocxtxon at first.

i
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However. their basic language educayion will have helped them
®ro 1mprove rapidly,: and quickly move from an initial low-
status jab 1nto ona commensuraﬁe with their level of educa-

tion. quhmond found in his cross-Canada/study that *It was

evident that in those natxongl groups with an average or

;j%bove éverage level af education, such as the German, Scandi-
navian, and Benelux groups, ah&ué,two—thiﬁhs were fluent..."
’g}967?142).1n any tase,  Reitz faund that knowledge of English

upon artrival had oniy a temporary influence on job "status.

‘w

7,

Language knowledge is linked to educati which is the impor-—

—--.._..._.-.——.
-4

. tant variable (1980: 171).°

-

The phenomenon 64 educationél,upgréding after immigra-
tion is much more likely to have exigsted at higher éducatio—‘
ﬁal levels, where the immigrant had already enough”cnmmand of
tBe languadge to study other.subjects in it and where often
s . ' lthe employer qould Qéy for the course. Particularly in
{ - Montreal ng knog that many immiﬁrants availed themselves of

the oppcrtun{ty to take part time evening courses leﬁding' to
a univeréiiy ;egree. Sir George Williams College (later Sir
George Williams.ﬂniversitY) was a leader in this +field and
‘éttrgctea many new—Canadians, Dutch among them, who haa been
depr{ved .of easy access to a university in their home
_cauntry. L’s story (page 89) gives a good illustration. Even
then., it was usually only a minority who were in the pcsition
and who had the fortitude.to upqrade‘their formal education W
significénély la£ér in iife. It is thérefore Assumed that the

-t971‘ flgures ”lérgely reflect ?he qistrihutinn af education

_97 ' 1"'
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among the Duﬁcﬁ upoﬁ akrivél.\ éhat Iis, no illiteracy, a
Aéjnrity thét comblefed high school,, ana‘a‘re}aﬁiveIQ high
propértion with ;tileast some university educ;tion. o

] '
?rpata co;piled 6y E. Gavaki (1983) sho“:that jﬁ lqglethe *
g:tch of Montreal  had improved their level o% education.

Those with,brade scppol educatioﬁianly dropped slightly to

»

JI.H and those with hfgb school dropped from 69;52 to 627,
whereas those with one or more years of university increased
thei®® proporticmq.-ﬁ{j‘nm i3.6% to 19.5%, ar;d those with a uni- \
versity degree went from 13.6%Z to 15%. These changes are on‘

ghe one hand a reflection of the life cycle of the community,

’ 2

and, on. the othér hand, show a continuing upward mopiLityL
The existing pattern of occupat{;ﬁ}1 conceniration among

4 5

Montreal Dutch is what can be expected with such high  ‘levels

of educatior (see Table XIII). Among males in 1971, managers,

. - . e .
administrators, and professianals account faor 36%. What is I
perhaps somewhat surprising is the high:proportion of factory \\

. . ’ \/
workers (14%), considering that those with grade school and

- no schoolwng-combined a&cpunted for only 47%. One explanation
* could bé‘that many of the Dutchkfacﬁory workers occupy super-—
visory positions such as foreman. Personal expeérience of the
author indfcates that this nghg be.'a possibility. It may

also be that th;se'Dutch factory workers were employed in’

hfgh—tech industrie. The data are not refined enough to

’ detect such distinctions (See Table XIV).

L]
. ¢
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. fable XIV
‘Dccupétional‘Concentfation’b# Dutch R

in Montreal 1971-1981 (Males ~ Femalesh

a2 {'"

~ ‘ S ¥
OCCUPATION 7 of Total Males 7 of Total Females

1971 1981 1971 1981 -
1. Managers/Admin. . : ‘14 . 22 4 : 7
2. Professionals 22 25 ‘23, 25
3. Clerical/Sales/Service 30 . 24 60 S8
4. Factary ' ., | 14 : 15 2 4
Total number 2,840 1,830 1,195 1,140

8

! Ed
Source: Census 1981. Special Dissemmination Repart, 6451~
1300-2B-1981 Census. Tables compiled by E. Gavaki, Concordia
Univérsity.

-

./”‘v

One can get some*idea of the upward mobility that has

taken place in the 1950’s from the records’ of the Christian

Reformed Church. In 19792 thé congregation of the C.R.C. was’

-mostly made up of engineer;, maintenancemen, 0tradespeople,
and accountants, a pilot, scientists, a doctor, a business—
man, ' university professors, colfege‘and high school teachers,

énd, the largest group, management personnel. Thfﬁ'cnmparés

favcurably with tﬁe cross section of occupations Iisteq on

. ¥ .
the Act To Incdrporate. The First Christian Reformed Church:

engineers, tradesmen, office clerks, accountants/bookkeepers, .

a salesman, a plant superintendant, a chemist, and a number

, b

' of lawer rahkéd aEcupatinns (CRé 25th Anniversary Album,

1979:12). . o .

" . y o
A " ¥ . t g

..The higa"ﬁﬁcome level among the Dutch in  Montreal is

. “
- reflected in tﬁe pattern of residential concentration, al-

though "roncentration” is.probably “too strpng-a word to use.

0f the 9000 Dutch in the Montreal CMA in -1971, one third
' > B . ~ ., 99
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# ‘ Table XV S
‘Average ‘Income oFf Dutch iﬁ'ﬂnntreal, 1971—1981: ’ -
- (Maleds - Females) .

- - F-

Males . Females
1971 1981 ‘1971 1981
Average Income 9,280 22,116 3,721 10,330
. ] . y ’ .
% of total © T 1e9% 147 I3-74 - 78%

\

15 vears and 9ver and not attending schaol

Source: Census 1981. Spec;al Disstmmination Report 6451~ 1300-
2B-1981 Census. .

9
5

. ¢ l » & . N
~lived on the West Island. “a comfortable middle class, mosthy

anglophane, area. The rest was spread out over other anglo-

»

phone areas of the CMA (LaSalle, .Vérduﬁ}\ St. Laurent, énd

Ne;tmouni mainly), and some 'off-island areas (Laval .and -the

=

[

often considered blue-collar Eommunities, while Montreal’s

~wealthiest tend to live in Westmbunt. The Dutch are ‘thus

o
L '

spread acrodss the whole sﬁectrum of community types, excépt

‘innerlgity slums and (hardly) fraqcobhone areas;.

,'For the Dutch in Montreal, high level of educatian and
occuﬁhtiah is related to high incbme. Tables XVI and XVI1

compare this group q}th (a) other éihnic groups in Montrieal,

and (b) Dutch elsewhere in Canada. On' both counts the

'Moﬁtreal Dutch scare very high. In relation to other ethnic -

groups,  entrance status andalifestylé of the group ére part
explanations of gh;s ;henumenon. As North E;ropeans ghey were
highly preferred immigrants (Reitz, 1?80)

While djscrimingtron and prejudice form aﬁ enormous

barrier faor some ethnic graups, and are troublesome aspects

A
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Table xvI. = . - |
. Total Average Income of Selected Ethnzc Groups
S D . "in Mpntreal, 1971
Ethnic Origin . Total Population Average Total Income:
e R T \
' . ' . s
Greekx - Co 29,005 ) . 3,291
Italian ' \/ 110,460 2,638
Jewi sh ‘ . 91,065 ) ' < T,733
. Netherd ands . . ‘54345 5,581
x, ° Portuguese . ?,470 - 3,182, L
.Ag” , -'NegrOIWesg Indian 6,975 2,787
; £), “Includes 2% of Greek populat1on of Provxnce of - Quebec
living outs;de Montreal. 1 ’
.Source: Statist1csACanada. SpeciaI Repo?t NO. 6001-00175 AC-
2B-1971. S . ' - ' I
‘ N , o
' Table xvIt A .
o . Populatzon of Dutch Origin, Aged 135 Years and Over,
’ by Education, Income, and Occupation.
‘ Canada, Selected Provinces, and Montreal, 1971
Ve : : : -
Montreal ‘Guebec Ontario Canada Canada less
' N Ont. & Que.
. EDUCATION - : N
‘ Univ.level 28% . 24%L B8.47% 9.6%’ 16% .
- Brade 11 a7% &4% - ' 42% 44%" 43%
OGCUPATION S )
Prof./Mgr/ : . . : X
~ Admin. . 33% Z0% st 197% © 147
Cleric.”/ o L ' - )
‘Sales/Serv. © 394 ,S94 30% I2% S -+ 3
Aver-age S ‘ o ) .
. Total . $5,581 {55,193 $4,115 43,929 $3, bbb
X - : -
Source: Statistics Canada. Special report no, 46001-00175SAC-,
| 2B-1971. .o '
. " of daily life for others, the past-World War I1I Dutch. immi-—

grants seemed to have'Littlg'to worry about. . One can 'ﬁard;y
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speak of discrimination in p?qctical terms if the group has

attained such high economic status as’'the Dutch in Montreéal, . -
A ' il - .

or such prestigeous and influential positignS‘in their pro-

fession as some of the Dutcﬁ farmers have.in,this” provinée.,'
Still, there are reports of prejudice. fhgre,was u quoted on
page 40, who at the time of his.seécond immigration in Canada,

~

in 1952, remembers béihg called a. "displaced person™ (a

4‘\

derogatory ferm).
‘AnotMer interviewee, L, st1ll feels like a immigrant:
“People lgt'yuu knaw you’re different“ " and thxnks xt is. his

heavy accent. He talks of discrimfnétinn bdt, ‘at . the ‘' same

. time, wonders if he is too sensitive (L, Tape I, side.1, 17-
v ' i v . - . - oo N «

e \ S 0

Neither< man was héld‘backlecbnamidalry at any fime,‘ a;d
"both are now comfortably off 1n their retxrement years.

’As urban people, armed with a cer$a1n amount of equEé*
tion "and skills (incluqing languagé'skilis),, they'were'aple‘
to- establish themselves quickly,and_staff improving‘ theif
‘roio-eéomic conditiaon with a minimum of delgy;' They were
also among the eaJlxest to arrive after Werd War II. which
means that by 1971 many were at or’close to the peak of the1r4
$eafn1ng power. . S

In relation to the Dutch efsewhere in Canada, the Butth

. in Montreal and, inheed, in Quebec;, ére in a pérticular19'
high position thh respect to ‘educatian, occunation. and
income. This likely reflects primarily the low prcportion D+’~

gricultur1sts» in this prnvxnce, including the absence o%

'
e

-

‘.Y .',> R
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' Menponites. Even though Dutch (and Mennonite) farmers tend tﬁ

be | highly ‘skilled and very ‘successful in their field., their

inchme and' education levels tend to be on the low side,

bringing the average down. For example, Harry Cunliffe, a

Canadian immigration official well acquainted with post-war

‘immigration ' from the Netﬁeflands, referred ta "the simple,'

‘

unlettered-*olk'who came in the early years" (peréqnal commu-—-
nication, ay &, 1983). These were the agriculturists whao

settled stly in Ontario and the Western provinces.,

-

)

-4—t 3 L F

"

Characteristics of ethnic institutions.

SRS mS A SRRE B

'
"

. Characteristic of the Dutch ethnic institutions is that’

,they‘do not éppear to have as their aim the perpetuation of a
Dutch culture or Dutch valdes'beyond the immigrant genera-
-tion, although this may  have been the case in the past.

Rather, on the one hand. they concern theméelves with . the

i

maintenance of religious values (which may, or may not, have.
'a butch_component) and, on the other hand, they cater to a,

- certain nostalgia which seems to be on the iﬁcfeaselwith the .

aging of the population.

‘Another * characteristic is their openpness tn/‘non—Ddt;h

participants.

In all these regpects, institﬁtions reflect accurétely

9

the behaviour of individual Dutch immigrants as indicated by

Y l

their limited use of mother tongue, - and their high rate  of

Ly

intermarriage.
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the Dutch were among‘those with a law level of institutionad

Breton (1968) found in his study done in Montreal that

completeness. Many Dutch themselvgs. .as well as outsiders,
question whether one can speak of a'"coq?unity" at all.

For boih cultural and economic reaséns one would indeed
not expect a strangly developed community to exist. As Reit:z
says: "Cultural similarity means the group has less cultural
interest 1ntgroup formation. It also means that there 1s less
likelihood - of discrimination, and this may reduce the
economic basis for cohesion" (1980:62).

The Ddtch are linguisti5§11y, physically, and in hgnV»
other regpects quite similar to those of British stdck.

<
A further characteristic is fragmentation. No one orga-—’

nization can speak for the whole community. This is true for_
Montreal, for Guebec. and for Canada. The strongest davision

<

is still along réligidus lines. with the ofthodcx"éalvinists
almost cgmpletely separate’from thg\rest. In this thé situa-
tion in'éanada:fesembles the one in the Netherlands as exem-—
.pli{ied in the pﬁenoﬁenon of "verzuiling" (zuil=pillar).
ﬂoberg calls it “vertical pfuralism“, which he exglains as
follows: "The nearest English &ognateg of this are the con-—
ceRts sub—-cultures, -pluralism, “unity in diversity’, special
inpterest groups, préssure groués. Woven into one., adding an
ideological and Eéligious twist, one might come near an
unders(anding of\the term' (cited in Hofs£ede; 1964:74-75).
Understanding this aspect of Dutch society is necesséry.
if one is to make sgnsé ot ofgani;atjon and processes in aﬁy
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Dutch ethmc community. An interesting illustration of how
the system of "verzuiling". affected emigrants’ behaviour
before depérgure is shown in xable XV1Ii. Emigrants were free

to register at one of the private registration offices or at

N ’

designated government manpower offices. As Table XVIII indi-

- cates they were guided by religious convictions,. and Calvi-

nists felt morefstrongly about this than any others, followed

.

:

by Roman Cathnfics.
- Although some g;umbliné within the community might have
had to do with ciass or persaonality differsences, 1t was‘q{~é
minor nature and completely overshadowed by the religious
Aifferences. ,
There was no evidence of ‘any politicallqivisian, whether"
inspired by c&untry of 6rigiﬁ or Qy country of immigration.

It dis perhapé surprising that, in spite of the largel¥

M N - " .' . / '\f
" negative influences mentioned above, community instxtut}bns

.’

-~ did and still do exist, with new ones arising and old/”ones

Table XVIII
Number of Emigrant Departures (Male Heads of “Units™)

from the Netherlands to All countries in 1960 and
First Half of 1961, Via Various Registration Offices

K.C.E.D C.E.C. A.E.C. R.A.B.  Total

. (Cath.) (Calvin.) (non- (gov’t) . =100%
denom.) x 1000
Roman Catholic , 49 3 1S .33 4.05
"Dutch Reformed 1.5 32 35.5 31 3.04
Calvinist® 0.5 72 Q 18.5 1.02
Others 1 29.5 35.9 34 0.35
"No religious - . C? -
. denomination 2 10 45 43 £(67

Source: Hofstede, 1964:1095
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being revaived. This suggests that, in’spite of doubts preva-
lent amané Dutch agd non-Dutch alike, so@e form of. community
does exist. wﬁich part of the Dutch collectivity js invélved
and how this community is organized will be explared.

~ i H

————— . o g o 1 e e e

af the farmers, those in the Eastern Townships were the

>

anly anes numeéous enough to even think in terms of organi-
zing themselves. Although there may have been the odd non-
Cathalic among them, we have oniy been able to find reports
of group activities by Catholic farmers. They gravitated for

B

‘their religious sustenance toward Dutch missionaries in

"Branby and Siafbrooke.

From ETb.A. Blommesteyn, now retired, but formE(iy wifh‘
the Catholic Immigrant Services in Montreal, ‘thé following
information was obtained. \

From about 1954 on, fﬁe Séminaire Apostolique in Granby
. has bteen very active in the surrounding area; By 1958 there
wér; tﬁree priests wha divided their work -améﬁg about 45
- . .
famiiiés betﬁeen them. One Sunday a month, an ave;agé of 80
Dutch and Flemish immigranﬁs would gather in ,tﬁe, parish-
church of Standbridge~-East for mass, follo&ed by some soélév
lizing. The priest: would then spegd the rest of the d;y:
visiting a number of families. GSuch trips aQeFaged 180 kilﬂf
meters. The manifest aim of these visits was “to make tﬁé'.
churcﬁi present to the new life éf the immigrant i1n Canada®,
however, 'qdest;on5~on educatién,v’farm contrac?s apd empl oy-
hent’peré discuséed aﬁd some material-assistance was praviﬁéd
. , . - § . .

“
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ac well. The priests were axg;kgble too 1n cases of distress
or to perform weddings and €;ptisms. h

In the summer, a social event might be organizéd folrdw—
ing mass. Aﬁ invitation to such a day on June 13, 19%8,
states the expectétiun that the'gatherlng willﬁbéﬁmf value
particularly for those who would like to get to know a wider
ciréae of Dutch-speaking young men and girls. A year earlier,
the socaal had drawn an attendance qf 90. It was later répor—

A

ted ruefully that "a cause de lé défense de danser dans une
maison de communautéd réligieuse,' le but dé cette jnarnée n-a
pas é£é atteint.” Nevertheless, this'opportunxty faor socxai
contact in the region must have been appreciated. By 1940

)

attendance had risen to 200 persons.

At some pointvthe sqﬁﬁér social was discontinued, proba-
bly whenl it had fulfilled its funckion aof forging enduring
relationships among the yoﬁng, and when families then begame
occupied with child rearing activities. But\gfter an intefyél\

it was revived, this time not by the religious, but by the

lay community, and for a nostalgic rather .-than romantic

purpose E A. Blompmesteyn, perde}L4$T?mun1cétions. 1985).)
The lowin 1nformat1on 1s gleaned fram 1nterviews

with fespondent R (J. ngensteyn {cassette recordings] 1985.

| At the 25th anniversary of fhe priest who had married.R,
R and saye friends decided 'to organzzé a party 1in apprec1a—
. tion of all his harq worlk, especxally on behalf of‘ 1mmi—

grants, They got 150 people’togethér. At popular request they

kept the event going for many years. In 1982, there were 160 °
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ﬁersons present. In 1933 attendaﬁce waé ;p,to 200 (attenged
by author) R could not understaﬁd'why Dutch 6r-Flemi§h’pgqp1e
who live close by, and who sgill have Hanggage pfob}emS»(phe9
immigrated’ only threerr four years ago) do no£ attend whi{e'
old timéré come from 160’;115meters or more away (R, Tape I, -
side 2, 41:40). '

Afthough organized by a sel#—appointed committee. these
events have a somewhat formal structure, with mass in Pike.
River, followed by a guncheon and dancé_at the Club Bélge in
Sabrevéix.

On the other hand., R’s ‘family does not maintain informal

‘traditions such as celebrating birthdays or St. Nicholas in

" the Dutch way (Tape I, side 2, 31:10).

Interviewee X told‘bf a quite étrong informal contact
among a group of farmers and horticulturalists iiving just
south of Montreal. They maintain certain Dutch customs in a
‘infdrmal manner! Birthdays and anniversaries (the autfor
éttended a 25th wedding anniversary at uhiEhNSQme.7O perséns,
maostly from +the area, 'were present) are celebrated in the '
Dutch tradition with a get-together of as many as 30 family
members and friends. In addition, they attend the occasional
mass organized by a Dutch immigrant priest from Montreal. Buf
**grown children are no lon i1nterested 1n that." (X, Tape
I, side 2, 28:10). This may be as much a by—producg qf’grdw~
ing secularization as it 35 of ,any lack of interes£ in ethn;—
city. . . . .

¢

© The informal, but quite frequent arid intense, contact of

‘
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life took place in Montreal.

" Reformed Church (C.R.C.)..

-y )
L % P e

this grdup contrasts strongly with the infreqﬂeny. but more
formal, activities of thé Eastern Townships farmers‘ Propin-

quity may play a role heré, as well as the greater homogene-—

ity of the Southshore group. X had brought, many of these

people over, and they tended to hail fram the same region of

[

the Netherlands (the "Westland").

»

——— v e mh R e o T

The large influx. . v ' !
Although small numbers of farmers continued to come  in

over 'a period of years, the bulk of Dutch imm}gration to

Quebec was of an urban nature and concentrated in the.

, I
Montreal)area. ' ’ I

'

A priest in Guebec City made reference to about- 100

Dutch people living there with whom he had had some interest—

ing get-togethers (C.C.A. Blommesteyn, _personal communica-—

tion, 198353). On the whole, however, any organized community

The earli?st formal priVate'suppnrt to Putch immigrants
in Canada was supplied by the "fieldmen" -of the Christian
2  The C.R.C. was.the first to actively support the'em;gra—

tion movement. Theirs was a missionary effort. They wished to

establish new congregations and separate schools in Cdnada.’

To - this‘end they strived to concentrate Dutch immigrante in

'bcertain areas, particularly i1n southwestern Ontario. southern

'Manifoba, southern Alberta, and the West Coast where the

2

C.R.C. already had a foothold from-before World War "I1I. The

e

‘Canadian government was against this policy‘of' cancentration
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as it thought it wouid‘delay integraéién\TCanada, 1951{51)f
With the suppo;t of the Home Missions Committee Df,the C.R.C.
in the U.S.A., they eétablishgd an Immigrafion Comnittee with
the présidency in Alberta and the secreta}iat in 'Trentbﬁ,
Ont. Fieldmen weré appsinted to assist with the placement of
im&igrants and subply aftercare. 1

Exéept where noted, the source of the following history

of 4the C.R.C. in Montreal is the First Christian Refarmed

LR H

Churct® -25th anive;gg[y'ﬁlbﬁm, published by the C:iR.C. 1in
o . -

1979.

In Montreal,lnr.'AIbert:dE Jonge initiated C.R.C. church

-services in 1952, first at a Presbyterian church on Cote, Ste.

Catherine Road, later at the YMCA on Park Avenue. At the end

" aof that year there were enough families to warrant the arri-

val of a home missionary, the Reéverend G. André. In 1954, the

church was crganized. And in 1996, the congregation of about

40 families, called a minister, the Reverend John Vriend.®he

Fl

’ ’ ~
-church was incorporated that year and moved to premises of |

the Livingstongr Presbyterian Church on de 1’Epée and Jean
In these vyears various young people societies and a
discussion group fo* adults came to fruiticn.. The question
arosé also, haow quickly the old language (Dutch) should be
aban&oned (French ' was never seriocusly. considered), ‘and .a

class in Engiish Church Language was given.
‘v;'In‘1960, Reverend Drt~N. Knoppérs arri;ed from Edmonton,

4

to minister to some 795 fémilies\with,~.as he remembers, an
\ .
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. . &
averagé éarning power of about %75 per week - not a great

© . deal, en tﬁEn.‘It'was, therefore, most ambitious of him to

makev pléns to build a churﬁhr Réverend Knoppers counted on
ghe,arawing po@erlcf tﬁe new chu?ch to concentrate hxs' scat—
tered flpck'ia Dné areé, the}eby facilftatiné the QEvelopment.
of a strong church cpmmpnfty. When the new é%urch was built
in the newly developing community‘ of Dollard—des~drmeaux,
many , ‘if not most, reportedly moved to tht municipality and

to neighbouring Piérféfonds, where’ reasonably pri&ed housinq
cquld be had'(J.‘Ebwéhsteyn (cassette recordingsl 1985f T,
Tape 1, side 1, 23:00, és:ém. S

TBe fundraisiﬁg campaign for the building, for which the
congregation - as an exceptioh'— was allo%ed to solicit from
Qll C.R.C. congregations,'un&er the slogan "anénist Noptreal
needs a Calvinist N{Fnes;“, was appérently effective and the
éﬁylish,'modern building was‘inaugur;ted o January 17, 1964.

‘DtheE activities relatéd”to the C.R.C. were the churgﬁ\)

choir, the “Back to God Hour® radio broadcasts, and various

. missionary. "outreach" programmes in the area around the

church and amaong the seamen'éisiting Montreal. One of the
student interns from Calvin Seminary (Grand Rapids, MI. )
eventually became harbour chaplain of Montreal.. A musical

group was formed in 1964 to bring the gospel to ships, old

.Y - o
. folk homes, hospitals, and youth ;allies.

During EXFO 467, GQueen Juliana and Prince Bernhard of thé

Netherlands were among the visiting dignitaries. AL though the
, s

"Gueen and Prince belobng to- the Dutch Reformed Church (Céna—
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dian equivalent: Reformed Church of America,” or R.C.A.),
thch already existed in Montreal at the t%me, éhey attended
Sunday service at the C.R.C. Perhaés this”is~nnt-‘surp$ising
as both in Montreal and in Canada £he C.R.C. 1is .a larger aﬁd
more influentjal body than the R.C.A. The opposite ig true in

0 the UnfEed é%:tgg, as well gé in thé Netherlzrds (Canada,

~ad
1951:50-51) . w0 , - . * .
- " Reverend . pers and éther C.R.C. members were also
deeply involved #ith EXPD &7, both with the Dutch Pavilion

and the Sermons from Science Ravilion. '

——

v

When Reverend Knoppers left in 1968, the church was"®

. virtually leaderless for the nextﬁiwo years, eybegt for a
) .. . \

‘1"’> . *
brief period when a temporary minister came. ' From August
j1970, urrder the Reverend Dirk Hart, thege was renewed entha-
! 4 - . ° '

siasm. The congregation grew tillsthe chgrch over flowed,

largely due to an influx of members from other parts of
: Y . . -

.

Canada. New-bible study groups were started. The groundrork

was also laid for Emmanuel High School. Elsewhere in Cahada,

so—-called Christian Schools abound, but here, the Christian
. . Reformed community was too-small to suppar a aschool by

v

itself. Together with likeminded churches on the West Island
04%t could, however, be done,* and the school was’o{fi:ially

‘aopenened in Dorval in 197S. ¢

,On the other hand, of the three choirs in existence ,in-

s < 1969, one discontinued in 1970, and another in 1?75,’due to

lack of interest among‘the young people. Still, a great many
.
church related ofganizations remained healthy, such as®Sunday

e
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» school, cubs, scouts, lCalvinettes, O0inC’s (One in Christ),
' -8
and the Young People’s Society.

Qutsiders have been braught into the church, apparently
mostly as a result of intermarriage. Although the méjority of

the members is still of Dutch origin, about 16 other naticnal

. e

origins are represented as well. And sa are other denomina-

“
Y

tions, including the Coptic Church, the Tiv Church of
Nigeria, Roman Catholic, Anglican, Lgtheran, and. many other

faiths.

The rate of interg;rriage among C.R.C. .adherents appears

) -

to -be still well belaw the general rate for the Dutch “in
e F .

Montreal (éee Table XIX), \indi;ating the retardent effect in
tHis respect of a close knit ch%réh‘community.t ‘
Political change in Guebec has tbuchedhtn@, C.R.C.. too.
‘The outreach programme in a neighbouring 'cnmmunity, wherg
. Sunday services had been held in a sc&oolisince 1975, fell 5y'
{ the wayside when, 18 months later, the bulk of worshippeéé .

left the province as part of the exodus that took place when

the Partie Quebecpis came into paower.
1A.‘ ) A , ) »
The Church worries about its future. -It can only expect

decliniqg’membership due ta decrease in birthrate, departure

a

of ‘members to other provinces, and little influx {rém English

Canada (wheré the majority of C.R.C.. members live) to this
increasingly French environment. The suggestion was tentati-.

vely put forward (fn 1979) that servives, now held entirely

-
.

¥ Cf also with level of intermarriage in Dntario,n.a province
where the'C.R.C. is strongly represented.

£,



, , - .. Table XIX

,Dutch Intaermarriage Statistics . o
Canada, Selected Provinces, and Montreal, 1971

XN

" Lo © "CANADA
,,,,,, ¥ . ' . LESS
. QUEBEC . ONTARIO
, LESS AND TOTAL
MONTREAL MONTREAL ONTARIO GQUEBEC  CANADA
" ‘ > Dutch ' . Number  Number Number Number Number
- husbands of of - of of of
married to families families families families families
Wives of = v, - .-
Dutch origin 835 310 . 26,395 22,870 50,410
39.1%  36.5%  S5b.4%  49.4%  S2.5%
Wives of non— .
Dutch origin 14,300 - *S545 - 20,375 23,475 45,680
, . : 60.9%  64.1% 43.6% 50.6%  47.4%

Saurce: Statistics Canada, Special Report No.6001-213-1971
- “ N ot ﬂ

[y
]

y ) . Table XX

Religious Affiliation of Dutch—Canadians
Montreal, 1961

Religious affiliation . 4 of population
- - <
. Roman Catholic ‘ . 37.6
- United Church - 25.4
Anglican Y 12.0
: Presbyterian . &.8
Baptist o 1.6
Mennonites .- -
Other ’ 16.2

5 ' Source: Royal Commission on Bilingualism and
Bculturalism, Book IV: The Cultural Contribution
of the Other Ethnic Groups, p. 320.

vr
%

in English, might eventually be conducted in French ta fur—

L]
ther the church mission, "whether or not Quedbec will ever

»
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become an independent‘country is for us, uftimately, quite . : _ o
. . A - \ : N

,irreleyaﬁt;" (Rev. M.D. Geleynse 'in C.R.C. 25th Anniversary-
. . .t ‘ %

. “

-Album, 198(i62).‘
. ) >

Another Church of Dutch origin which, for a’tihe,'was a
< 3

presence in the Dutch commhnity, was the Refarmed Church in o //

America (R.C.A.). It,should be remembered, .however, that even’
in the 1960’s wh;n these ethnic churches had their heyday,

their importance in the CDmmdhity must not be exaggerated )as/

most Dutch belanged to Canadian denominations (seg‘Table‘XX). )

.

The R.C.A. is the North American equivalent of the
‘liberal calvinist Dutch Reformed ChurcH in the Netherlands,
where it is one of the largest denominations. 1t had not been

H - ) .
as active in the immigration movement as the more orthodox

-

cafvinist Christian Reformed Church.. Initiallyiz the R.C.A. -

took-. little interest in immigration affairs. In a report

'
.

prepared in 1951 by the Cifgzenship Branch of the Dgpartmeﬁt
of Citizenship and Immigration, it was suggested tﬁaﬁ«it was
the zeal with which the C.R.C. recruited immigrants and mem—
bers that made the Reformed Church retﬁink its léid—bAck

v

attitude aréqnd 1949& It is fikely that Dutch Refprmed immi-
graAQ;, seein§~£he efficient welcoming service 6# the C.R.C.
. fieldmen bega; asking forlsimilan sdpport. Also, the R.C.A:
;dst a number of its members to the C.R.C. In any casé, help
was on the way, ;nd local. Canadian churches began to be,
tes%ablished while -a field‘se;vice’similgr to that of the

C.R.C. was being set up (Canada, 1951:30). | S

It todkﬁ uﬁti} 19462 before church services were .being
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- S ‘ ".~t~“:‘
' of#gred‘ in Montreal. The R.C.A. 1n Montreal was o%fi&ially,
. ;:organizéd iﬁ:November 1963;. and’nh Uétober 12,‘-1966, the
) ?ormer St;‘Barnabas Anglican Chérch %n Roxpcrgﬁhas o%ficalIQ
qui;atgq3 as' the \Margnatha Reformed Church (be Ruiité,
1971:331. - | Lo -
,./ 0 ,:\ ) Durﬁﬁg aﬁ ihﬁngiéw the author gonducted‘in the summer
. .. ‘of. 1980 with . the gevgrend F. Guinta, .then pastor of the
J; - ; ; RiC.A. in ﬁﬁntrga;;"he,tolﬁ‘how in the early years 40 to S0
A #ahilies. &ére~mémbe;s of the churth aﬁd ;%eligiohs services
. 1; were held.in a'sphool'in‘st. l.aurent. By the early 1970°s, ﬁ@
'peéﬁle began lgaviﬁg'Puebe; for political and ecanomic rea-
sons. The pastor was ihen called to Ontario and eight‘years
of part—-time mfhistry began. whed’Reverend Guinta arrived in
. ‘1978 there were 20 families left. This included only four
¥amilies of Dutch crfgin; ‘with tﬁe rest being of Egyptian,

West-Indian, Austrian, English, and French origin. Within two

years this had increased ta 27 families, but a new formula !

- '

héd to be found go maintain and ;ncfease:the small congrega-

. ﬁion which was heavily dgpgndent on financial suppo;t from
the’ Classis of .Cambridge (Ont.) énd‘thg denomination in the -
Uhited States. |

Thé ‘solution found jﬁas to change the R.C.A. into a

o Community Church .. The church buﬁldiﬁg ?as dlready being
yéhared Qifh a Gréek Drfhodox‘congregaticn: The new role would
~ be emphgsized’by changing thé name from Mara;atha-Church td
hoxboro Co&munity Dgurch. The Ladies® Guild and Junior ‘and
Senior . Young People’s groups had a cummunit} arientation aﬁd

‘n
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‘there were, and are, ' a number.of voluntary associations and

a‘SehiEr Qifizens group was 'in the making. °'The Sunday School

I

was taught by an Anglican (Rev. F. fuinta, personal communi-—

cation, July 7, 1983).
However, the difficﬁlties.proved too great to he over-
come. A few years later the building:was-sold aﬁdﬁthe R.C.A.

in Montreal ceased to exist.

The R.C.A. in general has a close and cooperative con—

ar

nection with the United Church, but relations with' the

C;R:C., always of a competive'nature, are called “rather.

1

strained"” (Canada, 19351:33). ,': . :

On this sub ject, hnqevér, the Réverend Guinta Flaihed in
the interview thét relations were cordial;~‘He was even sche-
duled to preacﬁ)a£ tﬁe C.R.C. one-SundaQ: Dﬁ fhe Btber hand,
.he thought that things had gon; sour in the past, partjcuyérf
ly deing: EXPO 47. He mentioned an inviﬁaf;op to’ Queen
Juliana to visit the R.C.A. dgring her‘Qisit to Hontrgal thaf

allegedly had gope astray at the Consulateé. He had also

heard that the R.C.A. minister at the time had not been

\

invited to the service.‘Unforfunately, no decumentatiprn could

»

be found to back up these claims. However, the content of éh? .

meésage is not as'imﬁortant as the perceptibn of competition,.

with the R.C.A. seeing itself as the weaker party. Facts

f“appear to support this percgptibn at least in Montreal where

the R.C.A. went undergluhile the C.R.CJ is still hqldinﬁ!its

DNn- “ . “ . . v 2

Aside ffnm churches and church ‘Feléted- organizétions,f
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ather institutions . catering to’ the Dutch of Quebec. Those

3

' that could be traced are described belaow. .

" Information about such .institutions in existence in, the

eérly years after World War 11 is rathef‘écant. Documents in

possessian of the Netherlénds Cansulate in Montreal mention a

¢

Holland Canada Socxety in operat1on durzng and immediately
=y

after Wnrld War' II. Correspcndence dated February 1949 cshows

'*thxs sac1etv had'then lost its vitality and attempts weré

made to establish-a new‘brganiiatioh. The Cansulate alsc has

Ky

'mrnuteé of a‘meeting held on May S, 1949, by the’Dutch club

"Je Naiqtiéndrai" ¥ (Cansul ate GeneFal, personal cammunica-—

\

tion, May 31, 1983). o .

One report makes ment1on of the iNether1ands ‘Club -1

Mdntrgal, a soc1a1 club which has been establlshed for same

*‘;-years" ' (Canada, .1951:60).This appears to be l’Association

N

néerlandaise de Montréal "Je Maintiendrai” which obtained its

lettérs patent on Dﬁtherf29,-1958 and -which was dissolved on

June 14, 1963. .Two other, informal clubé,'the Lunchéun Club

’

' and the Soccer Club “Hercules“ dlsappeared around the same

time (De Ruijte 1971: 33). L
ks

A dréft

R334 S =

nstltutlon of the Nederlandse ,Sggg;gggigé

(Netherlands Study ercle) dated January 17, 1948{ was found

among consular documents. The Circle’s purpose was tOj main-

»

'taln a conscxousness -of Dutch culture 1n the Dutch ‘community.

By the summer of 1949 the Netherlands Envoy in Dttawa Fe—

i

x “Je Ma1nt1endra1" is the motto in the Netherlands’ coat-af~- '

arms. ' - . .

e
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ceived " word that the Study Circle had ceased to enzst due to

the departure of 1ts most act1ve members. Ancluding three who

_had a'doctorate ( Consulate Gengral, personal communication,

"May 31, 1983).

One of these "mast ‘active members" was interviewee P who
then held an executive position with Canada Car % Foundfy. He

relatep that the sfudy‘group was based on common interest. It

_was for men only ("women provided coockies"), but they "never

excluded anybody". The men discussed their own field of

. business, and' the atmosphere was informal. "After " nine

p’elocg the whiskey came out.“ (J. Lowensteyn [cassette re-—

' ‘

cordxng] 1985, P, Tape I, s1de 1, 20 19).
The Consulate ment1oned seven names of persons who be-

longed to the Studxekr1ng.; There may have been a few mare

;mehbers, but it seems that the Dutch 1nte11ectual and busx—'

ness elite at that time was still very small. B
Interviewse K remembered all sorts of'deteil abouf a

Dutch 'Chamber of Commerce which was located in the .same

. building as the Consulate. It had a staff of two, but -when,
one _le¥f, he was not‘replaced. ("The Secretary was paid - by

csome agency 1n] Holl and. " She thought the Chamber. had _ho

members. It organized regular luncheons. Eventually, .the

Chamber folded due to finanéielvdifficulties, and its Secre—

tery then became Commercial Consul. Interviewee referred to

<y . ,

‘the "slump of those days before the gas was found in Holland.

.She had to take a ten pereent salary cut“herselflin the late

1950°s " (K, Tape I1I, Wide 1, 37:10).

[l
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The Department of Citizenship and Immigration (Canada.

1951) " reported that the 'Netherlands-Canada Soc1ety “in

.Hontreal had been 1nstrumental in establxshzng a Dutch Cham {f\

+

yber of Commerce. No date was glven. This Society was a branch

. of the Netherland-Canada Saociety (Vereniging Nederland=

Canadg) in The Hague, the Netherlands, which was formed to

‘provide 'pbtentiél‘ emigranté with information about ' Canada.

ki

The Chamber of Commerce was there to suppfy information on.

trade between. the two countries to interested pe?sons {p. '

b4

60)‘4

Araund 1960, an informal . group calling  itself the

e e e e SmmSlamsLas=

Burrel— en Bitterballenclub (borrgl = alcoholic beverage;

g;gggggg; = Dutch appetizer), came into being to provide
° ¥

‘businessmen a bimontﬁly'oppofﬁunity to get together over a

‘dFink (De Ruijte, 1971:33). Thiszinfarmal club still exists,

its name‘51mp41fxed to Borrelclub. The get-taogethers naw take

o e e e A SR

place abdut once a month at someone’s home, and they are open

0 ' . M
. exclusively to men (businessmen, professiaonals, artists),

except on special occasions when wives are invited also.

v

- On August'24 11962, a -new groﬁp, the Cathollc Dutch-

Canadxan Assocxatlon (C.D.C.A.) received 1ts prnvzncxal char— ‘

"

ter. Its purpose was to assist Dutch Catholics with sattlzng

in Canada and~to maintaxn tuntact among them, mainly through

’ religious and reareatlonal activities, . as well as ta give

-fxnanc:al and other support to the Dutch Mission in Montreal.”

P RER L WALV b 4
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Cathoiic &ommunity."

Except where néted. this and the following ‘indemation o
ébéut the C.D.C.A. (late; the D.C.A.) w;s derivea froq the
files of the Association, which were kindly ma&é ”availéble

. for research purposes | ( D.C.A. fi1e§;-1962-i980).

In the first few years the Association stayed close . to
its Cathblié roots with meetings om church premiseé, djscué-
sioﬁ eveningszwith a Dutch priest, a church choir, et&., in

' addition to social activities like bowling; bridge, and qan—.
ces. Its néwslgﬁter‘ De ungFg Qgg‘(Thé New Road)‘is still -
’being publ?shed todayz An official of tﬁe Catholic Immidrant‘
Services was the C.D.C.A.’s first president. .

This was the . period tga; transatlantic " and charter
flight requlations demanded that passengers be memberé of 'a
legitimate non—-profit organization, énq the C.D.C.A. filled
this,réquiremeng.A'Iq 1962, a graup flight Qas attempted but\

"fgi;eQb prever; in the iolloying threé yé;rs they managed to
‘get grddhe’éogethgr of arouqd forty passengers, almost all\r
Dutch. 'The;‘ came . théee~year5 with iittlg suECess in ‘this
Eegard and no paésenQEﬁs at 411 during 1967'(EXPQ fyear). in

' tée':féll' of 1”248, - a new coﬁmittee member was elected " who
wappgared to be very active. A ﬁ;nterﬁflight met with little
success, but tﬁe number of passengers’ #hat travelled on *
‘summer flights thé next few yéars more-tpan doubled. Non- °
Dutch names began to make inroads an the passenger ‘lisfs:"
‘ébaut 107% in 1969, 25% in 1970 (no infarmation aQa;lable:for
the following Qgg%%g. It is not. known {f this perhapé réf;ec_

1
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®

‘ted a changiﬁg JMEmbersh1p (outside members or non-Dutch
sSpouses).
For all the work jnvolved with registering bassengers,
' ¢

Vd;untqﬁy. associations were. allowed (according to 'airliné‘u
regulatioqs) to claim some e#pénses and/ar charge q. small
adm}nistration fee. This was advantagequs for the organiza;
tions most of which:operafed under severe financial re-
straint. Moreovér; the travel agents’who were allowed tao boaaok
these chartgrs ar groups often wished to express tﬁeir grati-
tude by‘ splitting commission with the asscciation ar’ i£s

Eepresentative, or by making some contribution in kind, e.g.

free trips. All of this would have been illegal, of course,-

' The books of the C.D.C.A. show no evidence of such précticgs.

For the passengers the charters offered maost attractive

rates. and the asspciation membefship and/or administration

- fee was a small price to pay. 'As a result, 'many membership

lists “gave a false impression of associations® vitality in

© those years, with most members being completely inactive. For

ex;mple, an Annual General or a Sdé;@él/meeting might have
attracted no more than one or two dozen members. This was
indeed the case with the C.D.C.A. |
© In 1968 church authorities insisted that\the -€.D.C.A,

‘come ﬁnder airect contrbl of the Chuféh. At the Annual Gene-
Fal Meeting of Sep. 14, 1968, those who' felt they- should be
free to detérming the Agsqcia{ian’s écfivitiés wén out handi--
ly ove? thoge(pre;éred td follow éhurth:dire;tiyes.

The . Association then changed fts‘qgme to Dutch Canadi ans
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attempts to amalgamate.

.
\ " ‘ :

w

Association . and secularized its aims and purposes as laid

ddown in the constitution, ft also meant that the Association:

was . no longer acting as a support structure for the- Dutch

3

almoner whu from then on limited his role to that. Dﬁﬁ‘spxrx—

. tual leader and was no longer involved 1n‘he social’ aspects

of the community.
3 ,\\

On December 4. 1948, a éimilar} although non-denomina-=

‘tional assaciation, the Netherlands Society of Montreal

(N1S.), or La Société néderlandaise de Montréal was founded..

(At this point the C.D.G.A. had not yet changed its name or

constitution). Its publication "Van Weerskanten"” (From Both

LA JAS S S I A B R A

Sideé) did not éurvive. By then the Dutch populétion of

Montreal had érnwn to about B8B000 - as numeraus as it ever

would be - most of thgm made up of growing families and’ the
majority of them non-Catholic (see Table XIII). There was

iikely room in the community for a non-Catholic, non-

Christian Reformed body. To what extent the possibility of

organi;ing charter flights played a role in the formation of

v

this sb:iety is not recorded. It is a distinct passibility-
- since the +two associations were later seen to he sparring.

‘oven~thi§ issue and it may also have played a role in their:

r.

The secularization of the C.D.C.A., now the D.C.A.,

opened the door to negotiations regarding amalgamation with 3

»

- the Netherlands Socie%y (N.S.). A lot of wraﬁgling followed,

with the N.S. objecting to having a member of a religious

nrdér on the proposed joint executive committee, and the'
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pfc A. accu51ng tWe«N 8. ~of aﬁ undemocratic attitude since

the member 1n%quest10n had been duly elected«

¥

" Under these circumstances it is no wonder ‘th;t the. .

amalgamation never toak place. Huwevef}; to _this day the two

associations, while cooperating in many-ways, have not ,been

able to come . to an agreehent, altﬁough the priest has left

long at._:jo; . ‘ -

In 1971, both associations were said to bhave "social

services of all kinds and organize cultural and recreational

at least once gnnually. These dances are open to the: entire

Duﬁch—Canad?an community of the area. Both are also involved

in ocial /services to hélp people in need, 1in various ways.
Qoth organize moderately priced group and chaiisr flights to
Amsterd;m.‘ Sports events, pi;niés, car raé}ie;, etc. have
alsao taken plgée."v(De Rui jte, 1971:32). |

Iﬁ p%actice..however, the (Dutch) ﬁueen’s Birthday daqce

was organized by the N.S., the Sinterklaas parties for chil-

%2R PR32 )

dfeh and adults, as well as the Carnival dance were more the
.domain of ' the D.C.A., even though on paper it might Hhave
looked differently. (There was, for example, the Sinterklaas

‘éommitEE' Reg”d which planned the Sinterklaas party together

\, o

with any arganization that wished to do so.) AN

N
¢
thtle Bvidence was found of any social work O"\ENF part
of the N. S., whereas the D.C.A. had a social service co%
c&ﬂ-

tee, and also used its monthly publication to ask for d

- —

. e
tions of furniture, clothing, and jobs.

Q

{
.
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‘Boulevard. ?ilm and sncial evenfngs were held Ofe

-

"From December 1969,' the ﬁZC.A, operateaﬁan Efhcounter
. N . 5 o . g -

Centre on premises leased from a service club ony Dorchester
€ ) ; k- ;

every two

~weeks and ‘a collection OF several hundred Dutch language

books Qere ‘stored there by the Dutch L1brary of Montreal.

' On Jan. 14, 1973 the D c. A. requested a Local Initia-

"
i

tives Programme (L.I.P. ? grant from the Department of .Man-
power and Immigration fnr the pro,ect “Dutch . Canadian Re-—

search and Promotxon"« ‘Abpended to the request was the fol-

,lowing stat Rent e

v) N

Too many ethnic associations are interested in

.o

folklore nnl?: national’ dances, singing, accordean

"playing ete. We rather stress the New "Canadians’
s '

impact in all spheres of Canadian life, i.e. their

’

participation in Canadian economics, politics,
Y
education, arts, etc. and hereby using their own

resources, added to those they find in Canada. We

feel that this is a mare impartant way to contri-

v
*

bute to Canada. : »

-

The' project was never realized probably as a result of

the 9eparture=of its main proponent.
g

Unlike in Ontario, where the Ditch have established
credit -unions (mostly to aid farmers), a cooperative Medical

and Hospital Society,' and Christian Homes for Senior Citi-

zens, no sJéh services are found in Quebec, ‘althoygh both

D.C.A. and N.S. have attempted to establish a credit union.

125
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, ﬂorg‘recentle thé community was Qpl}ed by’pe;soﬁs who are or
used to be involved with some of the above mentioned:organi—
zations. .to see’ if there would be ihte}est in building a
Senior éitizens Home. The response was encoﬁraéing and a
Foundat}on which will prepare requests for government assis-—
taﬁce is in the process if beiné estaﬁlishe&.“ ~

No umbrella ogrganization has ever beeanbrmed at the
local level, wunlike in Toronto where more than thirty local
organizationg, are un{ted under the umbrella of the Dutch-
Canadian Association of Greater. Toronto (VgnderMey,

Qab 1983:4?1). | .

From the late 1970’s on ‘a number 04‘otherborganizations

Fs

‘have been founded: the Canada-Netherlands Chamber. of Commerce

+

(1978), Neerland Art Québec ' (1980), énd a Montreal chapter of

the Canadian Asspciation for the Advancement of Netherlandic

)

+ Studies (CAANS) (1980),.

£

The Canada—-Netherlands Chamber of Commerce (Quebec Chap-

ter) was formed on the initiative of three businessmen. One
" o 4 . .

was a former executive member of "Je Maintiendrai”, one a

3

Jecent immigrant from the Netherlands, and one the General

Manager for Canada of K.L.M.. himself not even of Dutch
~ N ' v
‘" origin. Partially funded by the Dutch ‘gaovernment, the Chamber

o

-

organized luncheons and published a quarterly Bulletin. Only
3

'in . the last few vears is it beginning to réalize its aim to
prométe trade between the Netherlands and Canadd more fully:

by organizing incoming trade missions and doing Canadian

market research for Dutch business firms, in ;Bdition to its
. [s)
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socio~edhcational activitiess The Chamber operates with a

a 1

paft4timé staff of three. The only Dutch Chambeé in Canada,

[

\

it has about 90 meﬁbers, a majority of whom are from- tgé

Mohtreal region and of Dutch griéin. N

A

. - Neerland Art Québec was established %qr the eupress

purpose of drganizing exhibitions,of OGuebec Artists of Dutch
: grigin. It has succesfully organized several of such exhibi-

tighs in Montreal, sometimes embellishing it with an ambi-—
» \

tious cultural programme Dg concerts and films. Between exhi-
bifions,,"rijsttafels” (the elaborate ;ndcnesian meal adopted
by the Dutch) are offered to the Dutch 'community—at;lar e.
About 100 persons take pért in each meal. O0f the main.organi-

zers, one is.connected with the N.S. and with the' planned

-

Foundation <for a Senior Citizens Home, one with the D.C.A.

-

—_—cr

and its publication De MNieuwe Weg, and one with the Chamber

3

made .the first serious effort to prepérE' a cémprehensive

-

mailinb fist of Dutch Canadians in the Montreal region. - At

Hast count they had located ahout fifty percent of them

’ r

(assuming three persons- per family). It appears that Neerland
Art GOuébec is either the catalyst of or the expression of

‘increasing cohesiveness in the Dutch community of Montreal.

CAANS—-Montreal tries to organize activities of a more
. academic nature, which, of necessity, appeals to a wmuch

.

smaller crowd. In addition to many .lecturés, the Chapter
'oréanized several conferences and a War Art exhibition on the

occasion of the 40th anniversary of the liberation of Low

¢ ] F g

A S
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-~ study in Belgium or the Netherlands.

Y

Ccuntrxes’bv Canadian troops. A number of articles ('by

-3

Montreal Chapter members appea';-ed in the Canadian Jaurnal of

-

Netherlandic Studies, published by the national. office. of

CAANS. ‘ ' ‘ o ‘

-

"~ Two other CAANS-Montreal "activities have an. impact well

3

beyond the Dutch or Flemish communities: a Dutch language

course for adults,. and (primarily) Dutch language television.

>

progr'_ammes.'cm' Cabvla TV. A few of the programmes are documen-—

. ‘ . Co .
taries in English but even the others are visually ' 1interes-

‘ting enaugh to 'appefal to é wider publi\c. Films and tapes are

provided by agencies in the Netherlands and Belgium. The

[

“

. language courses are attended be spouses' or grown up children

'

. of putch-speakiﬁg Canadigns, or young p't=.-¢:)p1'g=_I who wish tgﬁ

Usually no more than a

dozen sgudents are enrolled but there is.a continual demand

;

for the caurse. ' . . ' . R

\

At the national level, an interesting development took

place in 1970, when a national federation of Dutch—Canaqjién

organizations was founded under the name Dutch-Canadian Com—,

4
t

' »
mittee, of which the D.C.A. was a member. . This grew out of

"Operation Thank You Canada" in which Dutch community.organi;

b

zations from across the nation got together to present Canada .

with a gift (a Fleﬁtrop orgari for the Natibnal Arts Centre in

Ottawa) on the. accasion of the 25th anniversary of the libe-

i

ration of the Netherlands by Canadian troops who. formed an
important part of. the Allied faorces. The intense emotions

felt at the time of liberation is something that most Dutch

[ . R
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-*{migrants, 'gnho were old enough af the time, still reme’}nber,,

and':it is probably the anly.thing capable.of cutting’ écréss
reljgioué arid segial diviéﬁons. -.Alas, the‘,Dutéthanadian
’Cqmmitgee fizzled out after havihg held only a few meetings

<

(D.C.A. files 1962-1980).

‘

. - Insofar . as the printed"media_are;concerned, no’ Dutch

' ﬁqupapers andApeéiodicals are now published in Quebec, with

theAexception'df De Nipuwe Weg, the'mimeographed quarterly of

-"

the D.C.A.y and the Bulletin, the guarterly publication of

-

the CanadarNétnerLands Chamber of Commerce. Both of them have

_an essentially local eirculation.

N
\ ¢ °

For a number of yeéés diring.the 1950’s, Montreal had
: ‘ ‘ ;e ‘ .

its own newéﬁapér, .the Nederlandse Post, but pdﬁ maﬁy Dutch-

S f

Quebeckers,réad Dutch language ‘papers published in Ontario or

B.C. Exact circhlat{nn figures by province are not available

'but an educated guess would put it at about 400 for the

2 3 ¥

combined pépers, which inciude De Hollandse Krant (B.C.), De

NMederlandse Courant ' (Ont.), Hollandia Nieuws, with its

e e e Sl - S e e

English language companion The Windmill .ﬂgﬁg;g (B.C. - and

Ont.), Calvinist Contact (Ont.), and The Pioneer - (Ont.). “the

T e e S SR e e e e e - — e . e i iy

last tﬁn papers are organs of the Christian Reformed Church

and the Reformed Church in América repectively.
4

The circulation figure of 400 should‘ngt be underesti-

-

mated because the ﬁutth customarily pass 'on' or, exchéngef'

reading. matter. As many as five families may share a paper

(J.‘Lowensteyn, 1981/82:27) .

( . K . : .
— . Only De Hollandse Krant addresses itself to those who
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have Along complained'o¥ the heavy'emphasis placed-in Dutchf

‘Canadian communi ties on church.rerated‘matters{"It' appears

that this monfhly.is doing very well indeed,\offering a coun—
terbalance to'thé strongly organized praotestant sectar of the,
1

Dutch—Canadian ‘community. It is half and half filled with

* ~

fnews. ‘fram the Netherlands and nestalgic articles and letters.

produced in Canada.
"In the 1950’s there was a weekly hal: hour 1ohg., Dutch

radio praogramme on a multilingual station. It faded away’

" after some years and was only revived in/1970°s by a person -

already active in the borrelclﬁb, the Chamber aof Commerce and

. Neerlénd Art. This time the programme alternates weekly with

its Flemish cnunterbqrt. It isksupported by advertising.

Dutch stores have, over the years, included bakeries, a

&

butcher, ' and a‘delicatesseﬁ. Most of them have been sold to

-+

ron—Dutch or closed. Dutch spegialty foods, housewares, and
souvenirs are still sold at The Dutch Mill, a delicatessen

. 2’ . .
store. It was once estimated thqt perhaps a third af all

. Dutch in Montreal ﬁatronize the store at one time or anather.

L3
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. e DISCUSSION'

In the Introduction two issues relatiﬁg tb the\thch in
Quebec were raised: (a) the desirability of a welléresgarchéd
history of this ethnic group, and (b) the questian of the

enormous - underrepresentation of Putch in ‘the Province of.

" Quebec. ' : ‘ . o o

An‘ attempt has beeé made to find ‘a; -many' pg%tfngﬁt.
‘details as possible. This was particglariy‘dif#icdft‘foF the'
pérind up to the middle of this centufy, lgréely ﬁécaU5e"pf
the small number of settlers iqvo}ved,' which ieq‘té:laqk'of

. . N

institutions, a primary source of community records.

elderly interviewees were able ta help bridge thélgap.'sbme-
N o, PR - .

what. o o
© . W

For the post-World War 11 pericd, research was much more -

fruitful, although still difficult as.institutiokal .records.

were at a premium. The best organized institution in° this
féspéct, the Christian Réfor@ed Church, has few adherents in
Quebec;‘ Alsa, many Dutch have intégratednso well that they
are hara t6 trace. For this period, hdwever, there were many

interviewees wha -tould recall the early years.f%g'which there

was little documentation. N ‘ .
L . " * r

As for the ‘earliest period of Dutch settlement in

~

Quebec, of those among.the United Empire Loyalists, Ehe.baper

sho@ that Dutch characteristics were present upon arrx?al, '

Some

concentrated an,establ%ghing tﬁeir Dutch ethnicity. The data -
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_digéﬁpeafed rather qyfckf§ until,'gat tgis time, Dutch Laya-
NJ‘{iéés’ descendants are indistinguishgble as  a"érogp. Some

individuals, However, take prxae inlﬁhe{r.D&tchlancestry, and.

speﬁd time and,é%fort researching their~hi§tqry; maintaining..

burial plots, and collecting artifacts.

Dutch immigration in Guebec during the,period of 1900~

e 1

1945 was quite insigni#icant;'The 1941 cgnSus‘showé less than .
‘3090. souls écroés the province; the &énsulfreparted a few
hundred f;milies in Montreal; no residential concentration is
evident; ~and theré appeared to be only one vmlupta;y 6rgani-
zation. The Consulate, on the other hand, had a high profg}é
as for a time its territory-consiéfed of the Qﬁole of Canada.
With some exception thé‘Dutch in Guebec ;érg not well-off and

'fthere was a high rate'D+ déparfure - to other proQinces, to
the the United States; and to the country of origin. With so
-fgwf resources at’ their disposal, it is no wandgr_that there -
is no evidence of particular interest iq maintaining original

gy

values, religion, or folkways.

Al

The .post—wbrld w;r 11 situaﬁion congrasts sharﬁiya with
the .above ﬁer@od; After‘an iqiéial slqw st;ri, immiération to
Quabec began ta‘piqk up, notably when ;egulations éllowea fér
.the e £ry qf those with qccupatxons other thang .farming.
"Alkhough compared to 6ther»provinéé§ Quebec still ~ harboured :
fé@ Dutéﬁ; their npumber sooh bec;me éuf*icignt to sustaxn;
various’ comiQnity organizations: 'Relativély high levels of

- education allowed upward maobility until by 1?71¥%he Dutch of

-
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Montreal (where most of them lived) were cne of the most -
highly placed ethnic groups in terms of education, 'occupa-

.

tion, and income.. _ -

In spite of their fendency to‘integrate quickiy and for
many to fade away into the general popdlation (priwarily‘ on
the anglophone ;ide), they were now numerous encugh to main-—
tain inst;tutioﬁal bonds. From orgaﬁizational Eeccrds and
interviews the picture emer%?s of a growing cﬁmmunity that,
in the 1#50’5 was primarily concerned with preserving reli-"
gious values and providing opportuﬁities’for'social inter—
co;rée. When in difficulty, immigrants could turn for‘assis4
tance to their church or to relétives and friends. For'thase,
that had contact with neither - far example dverworked ‘éndi
abused nannies - there was only the Consulate, and it céuld
not give p;actical aid. Later in the deéadeﬁ yoluntafy 6rgéni—
zations began to prqvide sociaf events, géared’to.thé gener—
ally young pﬁpulation. - , _“4

’
v

In the 1960>s, as yound families were bringing up- their:
children, car rallies and. outings came to an end but Sintérj‘

klaas parties for children were well, attended. With the Dutch

/fé’Bqulation at its peak size, church buildings wetre erected or

. bought andichurch,related organizétions flourished.’ Espe-
. ’ . ,

cially the C.R.C. was and is-well-orqanized, whereas’ the’

hR.C,A. and Dutch Catholic organizations had a relatively weak

and only temporary impact. oo

s . o

- Political circumstances in the 1970;5 hit the Dqtéh of

e
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Quebec hard. Between 1971 and 1981 the population dropped by
about one ﬁhirdl_ Nevertheless. later in the decade a revival
of commﬁnity activities took place; That time the emphasis

-

was on cultural and educational matters as well as cbmmerciélf
interests. ~Nostalgi; feelings’are becoming stronger not on?y
here but across Canada as evideﬁced by the contents of ﬁtﬁe
Ddtch4Canad1a; press. fThe atteﬁpt to build a Seninr Citizens
Homel mugt bq'seen in that light toa, as the in1tiat;ve‘ did

.not ‘come from the needy who might have had econemic reasons

for building such a home.

‘

Intermarr@age rates are' high and the Canadian-born

3

, , h!
generation is only sporadically involved, excéﬁt in the

C.R.C. where they are quite active. ’ ‘ 0

»

Immigration from the Netherlands has beeﬁ slight since’
1968 and is now almost negligible, Salthough some of"these
more recent arivals have rejuvinated the community by their '
activities and enthusiasm, -Nevertheless, the Dutch of duebec
can be seen as a éne generation Eommunity that never made any
serious attempt to pass 22 1 ts language or culture to its
young - again except in the orthodox Calvinist context. On

3 : N

the other hand, they feel nostalgicmabout their background,
take pride in their achievements and are eager to share that
which they tneésure w&tﬁ society—at-large. Virtually the
whole‘communxty is veering away from’an origin-specific to an

ihtefest—speci¥ic c>|"1enta?;i|:m‘,\t This is formally true of the

€.R.C., CAANS, and the Chamber of Commerce, and informally

]

§
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for the aﬁsociatioﬁs where Dutch and non—Dutch spouses. and

friends mingle eaéily, and the language used 1s as often

.

Enélish as it is Dutch. Only the radio programme, the Dutch-

'language press, and the Borrelclub, , and to a certain degree

the TV proéramme are inward—looking as they are only open to

" whose who speak Dutch. .Without the unlikely prospect of a

strong influx of Dutch i1mmigrants, these iﬁs@itutions a#e

ultimately dopmed.

large as in Ontario,, .even if one disregards the agricultu-—:

»

Perhaps the community as a whole shows an 1nnate sense

' of survival by altering languaée use. and 6pening up to Cana-
. dian society. In the end this may be the-best, the only,

" strategy to pass+*on some of the values they hold dear.

-
.
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The question was asked "Why did so few Dutch settle in

‘Quebec?"”. ‘It is true that there are relatively few Dutch in

this, province, and there are fewer now than there were some

years ago. At one time, 'however, there was quite an influx,

- notably to the Montreal area. The influx was by no means as

rists of whom so many went there. The explanation that lang-

uagé zﬁd CQItqrE were the ﬁain influences is far too simplis-

tic. A great number of push and ﬁu11’+actor5\havg played a

role and still do so. The different "waves of immigquts“ as
. %, . -

théy‘ were presénted in this‘paper,‘ will be reQiewed in this

light. b




'
KN

Early history.

Duﬁiné Loyalist times; the'"immigrants" were deliberate-—
ly steered towards what i1s now Ontaric. Had Governor Haldi-

mand and other deciéionmakers not pbjetted to their settling

.in GQuebec, we might have seen, ,. following Ashtan’s argument

(see ipagg 21>, a much larger presence of them alang the
American border, with “a proportionately larger‘ number of
Dutch'grfgig. Arﬁueably this. would have made little differen-
ce ;n terms of maintenance of Dutch ethnicity, as even/ in
Dntarfo their’ much larger numbers “melth imperceptibly into
the Canadian sﬁene" (Canada, 1951:5).

It would have shown up in the census data and might have

-+ B

resulted in a possibly straonger suppdrt of "Dutch heritage"

1

projects.

'Thus, insofar as Ouebec was concérned, the push factor

" was of a political nature, and insofar as Ontario is concer-

néd, the pull factor at that time seems to have been of an

economic nature (land grants).

|

Y . v
\

In surveying Dutch immigration during the first héif of
’ t

ithys cenﬁury; 'Wuch the same pattern can be detected, if for‘;;

!

different refisons. \ -

The‘gudden increase in Dutch populatipn in Quebec shown

in ‘the 1901 census (Table II1I),. is best adcounted for by’

-

internal ﬁigré£1cn (from New Brunswick). “But even then., the

”inérgése of Dutchin Ontario was much greater (more than 3000

© ‘against abdut‘BOOvinbmuebéc){ which shows the grther aftrac—

)
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tion of ‘thag proviﬁte‘compargd.to\éuebec.' This can be ex-

plained in terﬁs of religious congeniality if it is assumed

that anlérge proportion of the .Ontario increase came from New

]

. Bruriswick protestant Loyalist descendants.

-. . . . Immigration directly from the Netherlands to Quebec  was

" very limited. To Ontario and the West it was much higher,
o T I . A . S
even if the absolute numbers were still very small (see Table

IV). Religion was no longer the sole explanation although it
méy have been a contributing factor. In the first place there

" was the 'lack af pull by Guebec because of its opposition tao

. .

immigration, especially from no

1 -

But even in Fréench speaking co

peaking cadntries.»

"ilncluding France whére

: boor peasants would have lik 1 t i ;e to Quebec, a
'reéruiting system was veli but non-existent (Peteréén,

}”‘1955£f22);, This contrasted sharply with English—Canadian ef-

forts in attracting agriculturists: in the first place ffrom
Britain, and;'alxernatively, ?rom other North European stock.

This suited the Canadian and Dominion Sugar Refinq;g Company

- )

v

“in Ontario which was formed at the turn of the cegiuny. It
;L required . farm. labourers &ho were familiar with sugar beet
growiﬁg ‘aqd 5& actively‘hélped in recrﬁiting these from the
Net!';erlahds\ and Belgium. This,"in turn, '1e& td chain migra-

IR £ion. In 1926 és.mahy as 3000 immigrants, mostly’Dutch, were

-working for the company (Canada, 1951:20; Sas, 1957:979.

No such economic opportuhities were found in Quebec (see

.élso TéBle V), - nor was there the benefit of chain migration.



—
e T

[
s

Alsd; no reputation grew aon which it was poésible\to build,

" as h#ppened in Ontario and.elsewhere where the Dutch were

.found- to be hardworking and skilled farmers.

4

3

Insofar as fuebec is concerned, one must conclude that,

at 'least prior to WDﬁld-WAr_II it was not'so much_ a matter of

choice that k?pt the Dutch- away, as it was a political matter

'together 'witﬁ lack of econaomic opportunities. Religion was

berhaps a contributing factor, but in this period not a

decisive ane. .For example, 1in the case of the sugar - beet

growers in Ontario, there were many Belgians. invol ved, ~wha,

without doubt, were of the Catholic faith. Even among the

Dutch sugar beet growers, too, there .may have been catholics.

a

e el e Rt el ar e e
A

Dutch immigraticn after Warld War 11I.

‘After World War 11, the push factor in the Nefherlands,‘
.an element that had not been very strong until then, played
I an ‘important part in Dutch emigration. There wés a definite

"emigration climate" as Beijer calls 1t (1961:310). But

modern Dutch emigrants were cautious and wanted ta find out

what their chances were of realizing their aspirations else-

where. Governments and private emigration agencies provided

(informatinn. Hofstede found that non—-official information Qa;

.

considered to be of greater value by 48% and. of equal - value

tfy 17%Z of his sample_ population (1961:43). Presumably much of

< .
this information wdas obtained from relations (relatives or

others) ' in the immigration country as the presence of -such

relations were found to exert-a powerful influence on the
2 C | s

.
V! :

L
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decision to emigrate (Frijda, 1961:82). Wentholt found that

this presence was a factor in the decision to emigrate in

" 65.5% of the cases in his study (1961:200). Ouebec, then, was

clearly at a disadvantage in comparison with pther parts of
‘Canada, in particular Ontario. Althaugh‘¢hese studies talk of

"emigration countries" and not of provinces or regions, it
> >~

'sfands to lrgaéon that relations already living here would

give information gpout their own experiences and their own

'environment; and not about some province they did not know.

'

N !

The same .disadvantage befell Quebec when Dutch journa-—

lists went on fact-finding trips across Canada. Their sche—

\ dule would reflect settlement patterns of the Dutch,  and
A\ .
. \\major emphasis was placed on Ontario while Guebec ‘received

gscant attention. Such repq;ts would have compounded the lack
\

of knowledge abaut duebec$ In the opposite direction, with"
Dutch visiting their relatives i1n the Netherlands, the same
thirig would happen. Virtually all the stories (some of which

would appear in thé& newspapers) concentrated on the heavily

settled areas of Ontario and thée Western provinces.

ek

Then there is the bias against French Canada and French-

N ‘ .
Canadians that came out in the advice given to some inter-

v .

viewees.

An important push factor also was the work of the Dutch
émigrat1on agencies, and more in particular of the Christian
Emigratxon”Central-(C.E.C.).l It displayed a fervar that was,

.certainly in the beginning, unmatched by the other agencies,



o “

and it by—pas"sed‘Rcman( C'anthélic BQuebec altogether. Thi‘:; dvis
clearly reflectefﬂ in Table \)III where the big jump in 'arri-q
vals iﬁ the eérly post-World War ‘T years - 1947/1948 - ta}:es
place in Ontario and‘ the Western “provinces, whage the Christ-
ian Rgforméd Church gave its full suppart t’;a the C.E.C..

Language also plays a rol;:-z in the push faétcr. ‘Dutch

emigrants made a real effort to have at least some  knawl edge

- of thé language upon arrival. In Hofstede’s sample population

o

of 1000, thirty—-two percent claimed to have a good knowledge
of the language and forty-three percedt had studied it

:

seriously. It must lbe“remembered that courses in.the Nether-
lands were given for the henefit of éLLyemigranté, not just
for those going to'Canada. English was required in' al_li emi-
gratidn~ countries '(Australi.a, Ngw . Zealand, Cana‘da\, the’

U.S.A., and South-Africa), except in Quebec. And even there

English was perhaps sufficient, or at least an asset. So it

.is understandable that the "language.for“ emigrants” was

° <r

synonymous with_English.‘ "Even if perhaps some French course

was .given here or there, it can be assumed that most Dutch

immigrants arrived here relatively unpre‘pa'red to spealg French

,and positively inclined to learn English, theﬂlaanguage of

*Tommies", "Yankees" and most of their Canadian "1iberato.r-s".
\ N a
’ ] p “

As mentioned earlier, a knowledge of French was required

more by agriculturists thfan ci'ty dwellers. The farmers inter-

viewed who had lived hére for some time, were fluent in both
French and English. A o -

LY
b

Full factors in GQuebec-were very weak indeed as far as -
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farmers were concerned. Farams wgre'available, and - as inter-—
viewee R described — the bankd would come across with loans
i¥ they found the, farmer buldinesslike. Farms were also

cheaper than in Ontarioc. But most farmers had to work for

several yegars to save up for the purchase of a farm and
-~ {

-

earnings were higher in Ontario than in Quebec. Tée chance of

settling near relatives, ex-neighbours, Dutch churches and

other community:organizations, was much greater in Ontario

utoo.

.
.

Language and loneliness were problems for Dutch farmers )
in® aﬁepec, not only in the nofth where a settlement scheme
fo; markét'gafdeners failed,' but also in the south - except
in those instances where chain migration took place. This is

quite evident from Lnferviews with S, R, and X, all of yhom

had brought out varying numbers of others.

Opportunities to find employment in industry if farming

d%d ‘not work out, or to supplement the farm- 1ncome with

>

, sy ! . . . .
industrial earnings were also found to be greater in Ontario

. 5 ‘
. than in Quebéc. Mr. de W. took advantage. of that.when he left

farming to go to work for'INCD, but to R and S'thisfwas no
Advéntage. Said S: “That is not the goint of immigration! We
could have done tpat in Holland too!" (J. Lowensteyn [casset-
te ré&ording] 1985, S! Tape I, side 1, 36:05)._

- . *» .

The: pufl factor of the Roman Catholic church both in
rural and urban Duebeqhseems to have been relatiQely slight.

In fact, the Church did not mind where people went as long as

141
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! they were integrated in a Catholic parish. The presence of a

« -

Dutch- priest, judging from thé role this person played in the
lives of the inte?viewees, was an important one. But unlike
the Christian' Reformed fieldman who go{ tremendous Ssupport

from his church agencies, the Dutch priesf found himself in a

e

tenuous position. He had to be céreful Hut to step on the
terrain of the parish priest under whose care the immigrant
came, and funding was always a problem. He could nob‘displaf ~

the same activity as the C.E.C. fieldman, and for the backing

of an immigrant agency such as the Netherlands Cathalic

Immigrant Services he had to wait until the lat 1950°s. 1t
£ : C

was, only in 1962 that the GCatholic Dutch-Canadian Associat%on

was established in Montreal withas its task to help the local

almoner financially and otherwise. Without such comaunity
structures at the time of high immigration, the pull of the

R.C. Church must have been weak.

The large dpswing 1n urban immigration to iGQuebec
: - T : .

that began in 1951 when Canada opened its doors to occupa;
' R Y

>

tions other than agricult&rists was evidently not in Fesponse
to the hard working Christian Reformed agencies and the more

lax Roman Catholic ones. As the figures in Table XX. show,

~

in 1961 as many as 37.6% aof the Dutch in Nontreal:were Roman P

Cath611cs. The number of Christian Reformed'has included in

- the categoﬁy vothers, but in the 1981 census they are men-

.

tioned as a separate category. With 280 of them they--repre-—
sented 5% of the Dutch population of Montreal, probably in-

the same range as that applicable’ in 1941. The larger propor-
. - #

"
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.tion of Catholics and smaller pFopottion ot Calyinists in
Ouebec reflects much closer the pattefn that ggxsts in the

Netherlands than .does the pattern that exi1sts elsewhere in

Canada.

®

Petersen observes that "0r€hodok Calvinists (like pie-
a
.tists in_any country) wetre predominantly of the lower class"

(1952:293. Those were the people that made up the first wave

1

after MWarld War II, the farmers who landed largely in
4 \ *
Ontario. Those were alsa the people who made up T’s congrega-
: ! B
. o
tion 1n the West which he contrasted so sharply with the one

\o

in Montreal. These were not the people who, on the whole,1

. v .
.came to Montreal. Not even as part of the Christian Reffrmed

Church. P

» )

So, while part of the explanation of the.small siz
Dutch group in QOuebec is the underrepresentation of
nists, another explanation is the strong attractio

“

Montreal for the higher educated relative to the lower edu-
‘cated Ddtch. ‘ '
Thé increase in employment oppqrtunities (excluding
farming) during the perlaa 1941-1961 was not as great in
fQuebec ws it was in Ontario.. Néverthle%s, significant
gxpansion took place here alsa, and in all'sectors of the
economy. Why then- did Quebec not attract a éreater proportion -
of Dutch immigrants with a lnwér education? \ ’
Reséafch shaws that Dutch immigrants dad not.‘ on the

wholé, settle 1n Quebec as a result of recruitment practices

‘of C.R.C. fieldmen, or other church agencies.
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.Immigrénts who were‘ggpendent on’the tanadzan Immigra-
tioa \Servicé'fo match job\requiréments'with the immigrant’s
éuali%icatxons,' were‘subJect to'offiﬁia1~pol;cy ﬁo avoid the
'nf national ‘“c01;;1es" and to favour, an équ;l

distribution across the country. ‘However, this was prubably

.offset by the pplitical consideration to accommodate Quebec’s

desire for

francpphohe_ or latino immigrants rather than

- North~Eurdpeans.

Thus, the evidence points térgely to settlement in res—
ponse to a) presence of relations, and b) job opportunities.
This tends to be underscored by the experiences of the

16 immigrants interviewed for this study. Only one (rural)

\Rmmigrant relied on the Canédian,Government Immigration Ser-
o

. vice (1949), one (urban) was directed here by the IChristian

Emigration Central (1953), and one (rural) by the Cathdlic

Immigrant Service (1959).X‘The Eest came because of relations

\

.or  job opportunities in about equal measure.} The sambfe is
- . !

K

too small to draw any definite conclusions from these re—

sults. but the tendenecy is nevertheless clearly there.

Hofstede re that opportunities are relevant to

\

.potential immigrants only if they know about them and that

-

" supposed opportunities are as éignificant as real ones

¢

(1952:9).
With Ithe factor-"relatfons" being such én exceedingly
important one, the lack of “old—time?é', and early arrivals,

espécxally farmers, is a further explanation of the" abové

/

. phénomenén. Even among Dutch farmers a certain - proboftion
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left the land, and those would have»bééomelthe warking class

}elations‘ who could have‘attracted others. This was a vir-
tually non-existent g?oup in Quebec.

Another way to learn about ;ob Dpportunities, given that
the private ggencies were nat particularly active in 'Guébec,
is through a bus;ness network. Ma;y engineers . and other
highly qualified persannel were being recruited in Europe. by
the companies themselves, ?otably the aeronautics and chemi-
cal industries, cansulting engineers, hotels, andléransporta—
ﬁion companies. They would, in turn, attract others, boock-
keepers, nanmies, etc. \

For thiéqkind,of person the cosmopolitan atmosphere of
Hontreal held ;ttraction rather than fear (of having to learn
two languages;r'4ur instancg). These were also the péople who
did 66t requiré (foi‘langyage or'employment purposes) 'ghe
help of church or volurtary associations. But as these insti-

tutions were slaw in forming, the channels of communication -

‘which might have helped in attracting . more immigrants to

Quebec were in turn underdeveloped. Church newspapers, visi-
ting dignitartes, etc. had less reason to concentrate on this.

region, and consequently the news about any successes booked
- .

in this province would not easily get through. Whatever fear

bred of ignorance might have existed in the rest of the

country  (and in the Netherlands) about this francophone and

catholic province, could only have added to the(pfoblem._

.In conclusion. one can sum up the following factors that

. . IyS 1
contributed in varying measure to the dearth of Dutch in this
. X .

-
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) tsaée needed #ér chaln !fg;atxon-‘” ' - " _L-
, J- lack of,agricultural jObS {before ;orld war II)- |

- hlgher wages 1n'other prév1n¥es, notably Ontarlo,ﬂitheyother

: ’deétination foF mixed hnd(dairy férmers;‘ :1\"\\wk‘~k\“

) ’f the diffxculty of the French language whlch haa to be {eanned
in’ addxtlon to Englxsh, ' - L ' 1 .
ﬂ%'unfam;ligrxty wx@h Qhebéc. . \;,- - : Y . '1
For urban immigrants: R , = R Z;
f - polxtical constraxnts. A ' | oy .‘ N
L= avqidanée by Cél&fﬁisté; - . utf L | S

= poor organization on the part of Catholic agepcﬂes; , :

province: - W T : "

Eor éQCLEBLS!-lété BN g .
. R ) X, \ o . . e
- political and religious conétraints,

N

- laﬁk of a base for chain migratfon théﬁ

felt by the work:ng class populatxon who had to

f
o

Qaé partxdularly

rely on

relatlons and the netwnrks provided by private agencaes tb

find ,obs, - 5 4

Hlead1ng:to~tﬁe lack of a-

2

———
»
o
~
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i
v
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C .

. o 6.

. How many years have you been "in Canada?

I Appendix A

" Are. you.a Canadian citizen? Since when?
Q

Dg ybu plan to become a Canadian citizen?

"a. Do you have close relétives_in Canada?

‘b. Where:do they live? ' T

€. Do you see them often, sometimes, or never?

I1f you have marrled chlld(ren) are they marrxed to a -

Dutch spouse, an Englxsh Canadlan, French Canadian, ar

one of another natlunalxty?

" Why did you immigrate? Econpmic reasons:

New life: .
.New\opﬁortunitfés;
Houslng._ ‘ )

IOther (spec1fy)'i

On the whole do you feel fairly éati;fied:nF,diésétis—
fied with your life in Canada? Explain. . e

Fairly satisfied:

Dissatisfied:

-
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10.

1.

12.

13.

18,

13.

16.

17.

18

" dissatisfied with your presgnt accommodation?

. dissatisfied with your living in

Indicate how you feel about your life<in:Canadaﬁ§t the

'Would you feel at home if you went back to Holland? '

‘food, or food’ from Some other ethnic groﬁb,‘most of 't

Wéuld‘you say that -on the whole you are satisfied or

Cogid you have ‘expected to live in similar quarters if

you had stayed in The Netherlands?

s . "
Excépt far%pnssible haolidays, 'would you like to spend ‘

the rest of yaur life in Canada? Why? . e

hd “

On the whole would you say that you are- satisfied or ‘

aw

Quebec? o

¢

‘ present'timg: -

>

Are. you Q;ad or sorry you left Holland?
N '}\ !

RV

Are.you ever homesick for Hollahd? o . - . -

a. Do yau celebrate family birthdays and'anniversaries?‘

b. How?

c. Do you have a birfhday calendar? . i ¢

"

“po you reaq‘pgre'frequently in English (French) or in N

kN
Dutqh?

3

Do you ugse the Engiish (French) languége at home?
Fe A .

If you had your way, would you eat Dutch fpod,-CanadiTZ
h

time? ' : ) 2
\ .

<
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- , a

19. . Do ydulthink Canédians are treating you as thqif equal?

20. Do you think the people of Quebec like yau?

.Do you think they like you more ar less than‘an‘English

. person?

. él. Do you exggct‘ghag this country will have a good futureé

2Z2. ‘Do you expect your fdture to“be‘good? In what way?

) [

'23. Did you receive: all your education in Holland. sa’!

4

there and some in Canada, ar all ‘of it in Canada? .

A3 <

24. What ras your 1éve1 o? edhcation upan arrival in Canada?
" a . i ’ | ' ’ . ’ \‘/ . . o
25. What religion, if\?ny, did you pqofeés”iﬁ”HollanQ? Has

that changed?

26. would‘you say that most of your fr;ends are Canadzan,j
most of them are Dutch, ar most of them are- frum other

. ethnic groups?

A R - \
27. Are you a member of any clubs, or other groups of extra-’
R currxcular 1nterest7

.

28. Do you beiohg to any Dqtéh grg§nizatians?'a)'ih'c§hada

C s /\\{ : ' o L :b)'in,Ho&iand -

Why,” or why nat?: f K 4
B |
29. Do you read any Dutch newspapers or periodicals? Which
LT ' : A . e
one(s)?.

(1.'” L o1m4 Co



[

32.

35.

36.

\

Did you acduirg any new skills}; hobbiesy, or education

I3

useful to you in‘'ybur new life?

1

Sincé your arrival have you learned more thap you

—_

during your life in Canada?

’Were'the‘skills that you brought with. you from Hollan&

»

K

5

already - knew: about, Canada’s history, literature, system

of vernment, ﬁolitidél parties, Idhguages (English,

Frefch) 2

Since your arrival. here, on how many accasions have

S
people wvi

o

sited ycu"from.Holland? And for how iong?

v

.

[

4 .

a. How many times have yod been 'back to Holland?

b. How long, on average, kas each visit?

»

L

Did you'go alone or with members of your family?
G- . , . ,

°

a. Have your children been to Holland? '

e Lo oy
b. How.many tiﬁes, how lonq each time?

“ .

Did your children make Dutch friends, did they become‘

close to Dutch relatives?

L

'
i

hhat is your children’s knowledge of .Dutch? Do they

speak it, read it, write it, or understand 1t?

1

-

Do they have any Dutch—Canadian friends?

Has xgur'Dutch background ever h
] - .

)
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elped or hamperad 9ou in

1

.pracuring embluyment? In what_way? “\\
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40,

Lo

41..

! \

B

How do your é!ildren cons:der your Dutch background“ And

eir own Dutch background’ '/ ‘ : "“;w
a, boes it interest them? ’ '
b.,Are~tﬁey—aéhaméduoffﬁt? o | R o R
cL;Are they 1nd1¥ferent abcut 1t7- . "yj ] R,
‘df Do they talk about it in der151ve ‘terms? ‘ . i
" e. Do they conszder it an asset for them;él;e§° ) .
: e
f; Da tpey descrxbe themselves as anaqian. Dut:h, or
Du{hﬁ#Canadian2' . - B B T ; S S
'wogld you say thgt you b?ou@htj?@u? children up a ﬁ
q.,abéug tﬁé séme;gé ybu were bhougﬁ£ Qpr ! '
b quiteldi%{erent (gxpfain)(v.h Coy . o f‘
‘ ,/' . : B ’ . ;’ . . ) f’ o, ;. k
'9ol9oq follow. any QutchZcustoms at homé?‘e. cr .‘.'@; '|u :
a. eatxng{your’pread'wiih fork and knife? - . )
b. éélebfa§ing stlNicAoi;s? r . - ‘ o
! €. baking "sliebollen” on Ney‘Yeaﬁ’s‘E;eﬁ:‘ ‘
d. ogperé? (ééecxiy) - ..L S f
T ’f ‘ ;A, | ‘ Ny H ‘
‘What customs did you }ose tha§‘§n your eyesiuerevva;ue?. v
In what respect |isilife in Canada better than in
Holland? E ' ‘;'fﬂ; 4 R
) ) . , ‘ . ' L
In what respects is life in Holland better now than in .
¢ v . ) . Y RV
Canada? - ' . ) Lo T -
‘ AP :
T
e | . % o
B | . ‘”{f -
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‘ - , 2 BRSNS o

serrs





