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The results of the federal election of June 10, 1957, appear to
demons¢ e utter unreliability of those who seck to forecast

its release of June 1 reversed the trend, and indicated only a
w-point gain for the Conservatives instead of the seven-point
in which it had previously reported. The explanation of the co-
of the Institute that J\mc 1 was “a time of yeasty in-
" and that for gronter accuracy
poll should have “caught, the restes, chaaging mood ot 8
closer to the one existing on Jun s strongly reminis-
of the American pollsters’ npulngia e

y Truman in 1948.

examination of the pre-election files of such Conservative

wspapers as the Toronto Globe and Mail, the Montreal Gazelte,
the Ottawa Journal indicates, t0o, that their reporters had

givod many of the signs of political upheaval, but had gen-
interpreted them to mean no more than insubstantial

for the Liberals. Mesmerized, like almost everyone clse,
fecling that the government was invineible, they were

ther too cautious and arrived at markedly difforent con-
from those that their counterparts of 1930 would

fo reached under the same circumstances.

¢ i i ly waited, as Pro-

J. R. Mallory once suggestd he might wait, “until some
ble mass-instinet told him that it was time for a
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hange.” Then, without any one specific reason and certainly
without any comprehension of what his fellows elsewhere were
doing, the voter of Stonchurst in Queens-Lunenburg, of Chats-
worth in Grey-Bruce, and of Lavi Marquette suddenly
decided at the same time to defeat a cabinet minister, and &
government under which Canadian prosperity had reached an
sll-timo high. Tho {eling was so provalent that Mr. S. Laurat
found it impossible to re<create the character of Uncle Louis
as successfully as he had done in 1949 and 1953. Hence
definitive study of the “father image” in North American polities,
which the Economist called for in April, 1957, will now have fo.
Sosinmit Yo 114 oallaus wa el 6 18 Wektion.

But the basie purpose of this article is not so much to explain
the results of June 10, 1067 as to indicate what light they Gl

although only 62.3 per cent of the voters supported their cas
dates. This time, however, the bias in the clectoral system |
Quebeo could not compensate for an oven greater bias against f
rals in six of the other provinces.

Only 52.3 per cent of the Prince Edward Island vote
the Conservatives, yet for the first time since 1874 they
the Tsland’s seats. A mere 50.4 per cent of the popular
Nova Seotia gave the Conservatives 10 of 12 seats, and,
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only 2 of 22 seats. Cumulatively, in these six provinces the Con-

servatives polled 385,610 more votes and won 65 more seats than

the Liberals, whereas o plurality of 552,000 votes in Quebee

gavo the Liberals only 54 more seats than the Conservatives.
t was the deciding factor in the election of 1957.

Tach rogion of Canada has its own story to tell about the
operation of the electoral system. The most_significant feature
of the Newfoundland returns was not the election of two Con-
servatives in the St. John's ridings — that happened in 1049 —
but the appearance of the first faint glimmerings of a genuine
two-party system in two of the five outport ridings. In the latter
only one voter in seven had voted Conservative in 1949, one in
fivoin 1953. But in 1057 the Conservative candidate in Humber-
§t. George's polled 3.0 per cent of the popular vote as compared
with 10.9 per cent in 1040 and 22.4 per cent in 1053, and almost
saved his deposit. In Trinity-Conception the Conservative gain
was also substantial.

'l'ho » phenomenon by which a party bringing a provmce into

federation has immediate success federall
106 ix by o ot o T eacl. of Ahe iz misaticin
botween 1872 and 1891 British Columbia returned six Conserva-
and no Liberals to the House of Commons. Laurier treated
katchewan and Alberta so handsomely in 1905 that the
ervatives have never succeeded in establishing themselves
in those provinces federally or provinially. The social

the financial plight into which m policies of the
i ave brougl
bvel rodound 0 the disadvantage of the federal Liberals
facts become generally known in the outports. Perhaps,
a real two-party system will be operating in at least four
Newfoundland constituencies in the next federal election.
the three Maritime Provinces the Conservatives fared
than at any time since Confederation, exeept for 1925 and
0.0n the earlier occasions they took 23 of 20 seats; in1957
19 of 26. The lesson appears to be that, to achieve its
in this area, the Conservative party must become
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the spokesman of a movement which advocates policies designed
to foster the development of the Maritimes at a rate co
ate with that of the rest of Canada. But there is an inter
contrast. The “Maritime Rights” movement of the 1920's was
born and reached fruition in a time of economic recession; the
somewhat analogous ideas of 1957 were put forth successfully
at a time when, except for the Nova Scolm coal industry, the
Maritimes were unusually prospero

Much has been made of the fact Lhnh. except for the New.

of the population
burne-Yarmouth-Clare

than to Mr. St. Laurent, and that the Conservs nhve trendin
may have been as pronounced among
rest of the population. In Shelhurne—‘lnrmml(.h-chn,

example, the Conservative percentage of the vote inere
only 4 per cent in Anglo-Saxon Shelburne as compared

in 1953 and defeated a cabinet minister, whereas a 9 p
gain in Acadian Kent did no more than reduce an o

official returns when they become available.
in 1957 as always, remained the key to

the House of Commons, and t}
seats respmuve]y in Quebee. In 1925 and 1957

the largest single party, but they fell short of
jority because they elected only 4 and 8 members
Yet what happened in 1957 probably came up to tt

f the chief Cor

ill, now the Minister of Trade and Commerce. Cnlmd C
caleulations were based on election statistics which
on eight of the last nine oceasions when a govern
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defeat, the Maritimes, Ontario, and the West needed no help
from Quebee to bring it about. Only in 1596 had Quebee been
the deciding factor in an electoral defeat. So, feeling that the
times were unpropitions for the Conservatives in Quebec and
tollowing the military maxim — reinforce success not failuro —
he advised the Conservatives to devote their major emsrmu and

resources to the areas outside of Quebec. The
would not be abandoned, but it would not be nllotwd Y B
normally the custom, almost 50 per cent of the campaign funds
in & rather hopeless cause. If the Conservatives gained 60 seats
outside of Quebee, said Colonel Churehill, they could form a
minority government; if, by some miracle, they won an additional
20 seats in Quebee, they could form a government with an overall

jority. In point of fact, as compared with 1953, they gained
56 seats outside of Quebec, but only 4 seats in Quebec.

The pronounced Conservative weakness in Quebee does not
date, as is commonly supposed, from 1896 when Laurier swept
the provinee, for in none of his four victories did the Conserva-
tives poll less thau 40 per cent of the popular vote. The real
cause of their downfall was the conseription issue of 1917. As a

, and they won no seats. The subsequent demands of the
servative prsas and mombers of Parliament for full conserip-

i eir criticism of the French-Canadian war effort led
he further deterioration of their party’s strength in Quebee,

it reached an all-time low in the election of 1945. The results

nt. Since 1945, just as after 1921, the fortunes
Conservatives have steadily improved — 24.1 per cent
in 1957. At the same

0y idea of an ethnic party, and at least statistically
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has returned, more than any provinee west of it, to & two
party system. But it is an abnormal two-party system, for at
best the second party has shown barely half the strength of the
other.

This becomes more understandable when it is realized that
Conservative constituency organization in Quebee, except in &
few largely English-speaking ridings on the island of Montreal,
simply does not e To a large extent, therefore, the intensity
of the electoral battle in any riding will depend upon the support.
accorded the Conservative candidate by the local Union Na-
tionale organizers and organization. This is, of course, a natursl
alignment, since most of the Conservatives of Quebee switohed
the UN when it was formed in 1935. Nor is the alignment
herently evil if its policies correspond with those advocated
the Conservatives in the nine other provinces. But it conts
obvious weaknesses and dangers for the Conservatives. For
thing, it is easy for their opponents to conjure up the spectre o
Drew-Duplessis or a Diefenbaker-Duplessis alliance, and to
it, sometimes with telling effect, outside of Quebec. Worse
tho vigour with which the Conservatives fight any conte
Quebeo is determined not by themselves but by proa i)

ttitude is in turn determined by the d
been reached between malhn&

active in his riding against the provineial

return for which he received no more than token ta
the UN organization in his own contests. The agonized
ation of this practice by Georges Lapalme, the provineial
leader, during the prnv'mmnl election of 1956 led to its ab
ment in many constituencics. However, in two consti
Beauharnois-Salaberry and 8t. Jean-Iberville-Napiery
collaboration still prevailed (and where, moxdenhﬂy, t
servatives had no chance of election), the UN org
supported the Liberal candidates in

candidate, ,
dofeating an mdapendml Liberal who had the suppor s

either Conservatives or lndepandenba. Against Hugues L
J the two cabinet ministers who m

Mr. Lapointe fl.\]ed of election in Lotbiniére.
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Undoubtedly all the French-Canadian Conservatives elected
in Quebee on June 10 owed their success to the UN. Since the
election, the national director of the Conservative party has
announced his intention of setting up constituency organizations
in Quebec to hght the party's battles in the next election.
Whether these will be anything more than paper organizations

remains to be seen. Past history indicates that they will have to
dahm something more than 40 per cent of the vote if the Con-
servatives are to win a substantial number of Quebec's 75 seats.

On June 10, Ontario behaved as Ontario usually does when the

national trend is Conservative. It had contributed strongly to
Laurier's defeat in 1911 by returning 73 Conservatives out of 86;
it had brought Meighen close to vietory in 1925 by electing 68
Conservatives out of 82; it had ensured Bennett's success in 1930
by giving him 59 supporters to the other parties’ 23; it gave
Diefenbaker 61 of its 85 seats in 1957 and enabled him to form
A minority government. All but 3 of the Conservative losses
were in the peripheral areas where the party's strength has been
weakest in recent years — 11 in northern, 5 in eastern, 2 in
south-eastern, and 3 in south-western Ontario. In the rest of the
province the Conservatives showed more lmp.mssxva strength
than ever before, losing only gston, Waterloo , an
Toronto-Trinity. Toronto and York County, as in 1930 electod
Conservatives in every riding but one, and only by an eyelash

issed roturning to the situation which prevailed from 1900 to

1925, when th city elected nothing but Conservatives and was
y ‘ But thi

pa of Toronto-High Park. In the old Toronto they would not
havo beon nominated by their party at all; their nomination and
on offers evidence that the Conservatives are adapting

i

A miich moro so, than in 1953, In south-western Ontario

they won Essex South, in eastern Ontario Renfrew South and

~Prescott — tho latter, however, with the assistance

indepondent Liberal. But in northern Ontario their aug-
vote brought no gain in seats. Here the

i 1950 whan they took 5 soats o thio Liberals’ 3, T thefive

elections between 1935 and 1053, the Liberals won every

0 in the North, often by overwhelming majorities. But in




|
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1957 the C.C.F. managed to win 3 of the 11 northern ridings —
“Timmins, Timiskaming, and Port Arthur — for their only vie-
tories east of Manitoba. Of the 21 seats which the Conservatives
lost on the periphery, 11 contain at least substantial French-
Canadisn elements. While even theso evinced a Conservative
{rond, Uil i sesma fo Fve been much less than that of the
ans and pronouncedly loss than that of the rest of Ontario.
pi political miracle of 1957 was wrought in the four
western provinees. There the Conservative share of the

had plummeted downward to 15.5 per cent in 1953, and in maay.
constituencies the Conservative seemed to have shared the fa

tendeney was parti
Saskatehowan riding of Qu'Appelle. In other rural constituen
such as Bow River in Alberta and Comox-Alberni in B
Columbis, where they had shown little strength since the
World War but where they put up first-class candidates,
Conservatives ran incredibly strongly in 1957.
Superficially, the results in western Canada constity
complete debacle for the Liberal party. Of the 70
Conservatives took 21, the C.C.F. 22, the Social Credit 19,
the Liberals only 8. Butif the scats had been apportioned
ing to the popular vote, the results would have been 21,
md 18 respectively. In some msu.mses at least lt nl.mmt

opponents was most likely to do the trick. Perhaps this ¥
suitable fate for those guilty of supwrung a measure as |
cally unrealistic as that which required the prairie far
make himself indebted to ).'us old béte noire, the charter
for loans on his stored gre

In Manitoba pnmculmy the clectoral system soem
1926, to exaggerate out of all proportion the voter's
tion. On the former occasion the Conservatives polled
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than any other party, yot won none of the provinee's 17 seats;
in 1957 the Liberal popular vote was 93,252 compared with the

C.F.'s 82,400, but the latter took five seats to the Liberals’
one. Both the C.C.F. and Social Credit parties added slightly
to their Commons strength in the West, but they appear merely
to have been minor benoficiaries of Liberal losses.

These sectional results, taken together, have meant the groatest
infusion of new blood into the House of Commons since 1935.
Of the 23S sitting members who sought re-clection, one-third were
rejected by their constituents. This will be all to the good if it
resouos the House from the state of lethargy which has often
characterized it during the lust two decades. Too many persons
have been elected too often who regard the Commons as a
ploasant club, membership in which will bring a retiring allowance
if they can somehow survive more than two Parliaments. Perhaps
the House of Commons is one ares into which the modern craving
for security in the form of pensions should not have been
permitted to intrude, Above all, Parliament needs novelty,
fresh ideas, and even changed styles of oratory to counterbalance
‘the boredom which is an inevitable concomitant of its routine

In the distribution of the 94 new members by party, thera is &
‘striking disproportion. Only the two smaller parties have manag-
i ostrike auything like a bealthy balunco between old and now.

0f the 25 C.C.F. members, 7 were not in the last House; of the
Social Crediters, 5 are new. In contrast, 68 of the 112 Con-

atation at one fell swoop. Thus Mr. Diefenbaker discovered
it over half the material which was available to him was un-
d and unknown. Exercising caution, he chose 14 of his

rs. Promotion of the latter will depend. therefore, upon
ow well thoy meet the test in Parliament.
cament, of the Conservative party, according to some

said one writer in the Canadian
s slowly fossilizing it in a country

ady stream
"A British sub)ocﬁ 1 was born, a British subject I will die’
e thing.” The same writer also commented on the
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e i i ion of December, 1956: "Tmim

of 50 many enthusiastic young persons and women.
that Lhe party has tried hard to broaden its approach, bnt it was
nearly all the delegates appeared to be from one com-

munny — English, Scotch or Irish descent, Protestant well-
heeled, upper middle class or farmers.” The Conservatives must
therefore derive great satisfaction from the fact that they are
now more representative of Canadians generally — exoept for
French Canada — than are the Liberals. Theu' members inelude
& Jung, a Jorgenson, u Mandziuk, a Kucherepa, and a Martini;
& larger number of non-French Catholies than for many yea
past; and even more French-Canadians than in any el
since 1930,

‘The Liberal problem with respect to new members is exnetl
the reverse of the Conservative. Ninety-five Liberals who
in the last House, but by no means all the best, are back.
10 members are new, and they elearly do not provide an adequ
infusion of new talent. Also, the Liberal representation in
ment is decidedly of the Ci 0
Of the 105 official Liberal candidates who won election, 66 cal
French their mother tongue, and at least a dozen others represent
constituencies in which the French vote is substantial. But
is nothing new; nor may it be of long duration. Of 82
Liberals in 1917, 54 were French, as were 56 of Mr. King’
supporters in 1925, yet in both cases the party succeed
correoting the imbalance at the very next elections. Cert
the Liberal party has not become a French party, as
servers have stated, since its popular vote was better b
than the Conservative throughout all ten provinees.

‘Equally superficial are the observers who attribu

really ao

defeatis out of the question when the party organization is
Internal decay is often the fate of a political organization§
has enjoyed a long period of success, but that certainly
evident in 1057. Sometimes, when an obvious trend

and that the strongest political organization
could not alter his decision.




