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+ -~ Introduction

. . /o - -
» . : . / . .

':-~vf .o » / v
\\\.M- o _pThis study 1s concerned with-theﬁnature\of‘the;Spgtial

.

¥

bases of electoral behaviour'inhthe'six general e’ections held in

“

Canada fnom 1953 to 1965 The. overriding obJect is to determine

\,

whether or not the Canadian poiitical system is influenced to a_

::>‘significant degree by sub—national political forces, and, if so,

S 2
- ated by regionalism. And,_therefore, it is not surprising that the ;_

to what extent and lastly, whether or not these forces can be best
-~

conceptualized as emanating from the regions, ‘or the provinces, or o

the»constituencies.

"It is in the tradition : of political geography or political
e

ecology in that 1ts focus is upon the changes and shifts in the behav—.d_
iour of electorates rather ‘than 1ndividuals.1Through an examination ;

of the movements in the oroportions of party vote and Voter turnout for'

‘the various Canadian electorates, both ‘at spec1f1c points in time and -

‘ over time, an attempt will be made to. provide a richer understanding of

the political enVironments which 1nfluence the nature and operation of

the Canadia politic -.system,and the-behaviour of_politicians, parties,

.and.electora ;S*wi in it.
Even a casual observer of politics in Canada cannot help\_;

being impressed by the extent to which the country is said to be domin— A

' region, either implicitly or explicitly, is a pervasive and important ‘

concept in: Canadian political analysis, extending from the v
. . -“_l_



-

,'study-bf'voting and;electoralvbehaviour<? political attitudes,étthe ol

1problems and,processes of policy formatio-né5 the structures and PN

Workings of ‘the House of Commons and Senate,6 the nature and develoPment

b

" of the party systemé7 the processes and’ problems of federalism,s’the

" ‘role of the civil'service,9 to-the possibilities of provincial

- b - Xy " . -
co—operation and integration.10 The great and traditional issues of ‘

Canadian politics - French and English relationships, the lack of a
wstrong, cohesive national identity, and the country s relationships

with the United States - ~are intimately related to the regional bases
: 11 ‘ : - i
.of Canadian society o S o

‘ .
o Despite however, the commonplace emphasis attached to the

3

B

“ ‘cruc1al importance of the variable of regionalism in the Canadian -
political‘system, two questions - one technical and one substantive -
.have not yet been adequately settled 12First there is a measurement

‘problem Which has arisen out of the fact that the concept of

regionalism has commonly been treated as something whieh is intuitively
understood and immediately.clear. At best ‘most analyses'of Canadian 'w

,politics which have stressed sub—national variations have shOWn an

insensitivity to the ambiguities and nuances inherent in the concept

of regionalism, or ‘have not specified in a Precise way how these

’ variations are to be operationalized, or ‘have assumed that whatever ;

'\

’

differentiations hax; been unearthed have had’ some_significant o

'.5political impact or nfluence. This’lack of rigour in the:

Specification of regionalism has meant that the empirical’lrounding



for a fuller understanding of_the'Canadian’political sﬁstem,iS}lacking

_The - substantive question relates to the interpretative

‘r;emphasis to be placed on the phenomenon of regionalism, particularly

in terms of the factors contributing to the existence and maintenance\

of sub—national variations in loyalties, attitudes, and behavioural

F

.patterns. While there has been a ready acceptance of the. prop031tion

oo . .\
that Canadian society and. politics are greatly 1nf1uenced by regional

‘4factors, there is considerabie question about whether the most appro-

»priate unit for the presentation and analysis of sub—national differences

are the five-traditional‘regions_or the ten provinces.

: The.first'ehapter of this‘study examines the question of the

.Characterqofrsub—national political forceS“in Canadian poli:ics.‘The
second chapter centres on the measurement of electoral regionalism and

’the third chapter focusses onwthe nature of the statistical model used

. -

in this study The remaining cha;%ers report the results obtained by the
application of this model to the six Canadian general elections held from

1953 to 1965.° .
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v Chapter One

The Character of Sub-National Politics in Canada

U

- Two themes - regionalism and federalism - dominate ‘both
-Canadian politics and political science, to the extent, as has ur‘:
been recently argued in a cogent article by Richard Simeon,_that

.they are almost inextricably intertwined and confused 1
| In part, the apparent connection between the two themes

S '-

- 1s that often they have not been adequately distinguished As .

a

,Simeon points out, the term of regionalism has b en used in twolt“
. SR AR P
'broad senses. First, regionalism has been used to refer to,
differences between the regions and’ provinces in terms of such
: variables as "demographic make-up,_economic and social structure,~A

party systems, pattern of policy outputs, and the like. 7 Second

‘regionalism has been expanded to incorporate "the 1nterp1ay be~

‘“tweep_the interests of different provincial‘governments, or be—

>:\~tween their interedts\and those of the féderal government f3

This study 1s an examination of regionalism in Canada -

in the first "ense, that of persistent sub-national differentia—

e

jw;ions, with an emphasis on the pattern of movements in the turn-

e out and party vSEe percentages recorded in the six/Canadian gen~

eral elgctions from 1953 to 1965

The Qactors underlying the persistence of regionalism

I /‘

s in Canada are manifold and .are not easily assigned primary or

secondary importance.4 This chapter is intended to: provide an

.
i
i

';6_ R



et

'ﬂ; enced to a great extent by sub—national political forces.

i their 1mportant study of regional political cultures, regiodé

‘, - . .

explication of the regional character of Canadian politics and

LS .

= to provide a. theoretical basis for the explication, as expressed -

in the intrbduction, that the Canadian political system is influ—'

As Richard Simeon and David Elkins have observed in

isd~is one. of the pre—qninent facts of Canadian life,"5 td the

extent that the practices of Canadian political life are imbued

:-.

with its manifestations.

o

Perhaps ‘the post obvious example is to be seen in the '

intricate and careful manner,.since the first administration of

.

. 1
:QSir-John A Macdonald in which Prime Ministers have constructed

their cabinets, paying sensitive attention to ethnic and religious

considerations, as well as geographical or spatial factors« ThlS

great and continual pre—occupation with the representative nature R

of the cabinet is” justified on the grounds that the historical
cleavages of Canada and the particular inFerests of the provinces
must be given recognition and articulation in the federal govern—j

ment s decision-making process 6 Reference can. also be made to the

o

. Liberal party s practice of alternating between French— and”

English—Canadian leaders,7 the compOSition of the Supreme Court of .

Canada,8 the appointment of parliamentary secretaries,9 and the

attempt to make Royal Commissions and - commissions of enquiry repre—

. : q BN
sentative in some sense of the country s diversities,’

-
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e

especially along geographic lines. These "ins_trumentalities"10
arevample testimony ‘to the'perceived_fragility'of the Canadian
'political'system. It is,ihowever in the area of. political par-

ties, voting behav1our, and the development of the party systqn
!
that the impact of regionalism is particularly evident, and to

A

which we now turr our attention.’

Canadian:political séientists and historians, accépt— '
"ing the logic that underlies the process of Cabinet formation,
have followed Andre Siegfried s observation that since Canada is-a
13

country of violent oppositions it is prudent for politicians,-

in order to preserve the -unity of the Dominion to prevent the

. -~

formation of homogeneous parties, div1ded according to race,
religiOn, or class."ll Professor Dawson, in his c13381c work,

';The Government of Canada, argues that since a political party

desirous of electoral success must gain support from at least‘
“’*two of the traditional regions of the country :

a national party must take as 1ts primary

Purpose the reconciliation of the widely’

scattered aims and interests of a number

_of these areas. 12

Corry and Hodgetts put the matter more bluntly, in 2
that they assert the diversity of opinion among people, and then

‘ argue that effective democrati& government is achieved by the two-

party system, composed of parties which act as brokers" between

. the competing sections, ideas, and classes. In Canada, compared to,



;9_ o | -t

say, the United Kingdom with its greater social homogeneity, there
' 1s greater necéssity for brOadlyébaSed parties and politicians who.

/practice the politics of pragmatisn//’,,compromis“”4ék——-—-'

.,The impact of regionalism on the political parties is

readily apparent from anﬁaxaminationéof~the literature on voting

fbehaviour in Canada. Robert‘Alford, in his cross—national-study of
the socio;economic bases of:voting behaviour‘in'four‘Anglo;American,
democratic_pofiticaivsystenSg,found a-low level ofvclass voting,and
.ind#stinctllines of class support'for the najor‘natiOnal‘Canadiani

: pol&tiéal parties, in comparison with those of the United>States,
i

'_ Australia, ‘and the United Vingdom. The New Democratic Party had. more

'of a class—support base than did the Liberal- party - the other, for

»

Alford "Left" party in. Canada - but this dlstinction fades in com—

\

-parison with the support bases of "Left" parties in the other systems.

o Instead of Canadian politics being dominated by the social structure,
‘ 1 RS
whether measured in terms of education, 1ncome, or. occupation, class
|

‘influences on politics are ‘deflected and submerged by religious,

¢

ethnic, and regional cleavages.14 Not only are the maJor political

parties heterogeneous in their support bases, but there are con51der—
; . ,

able variations between regions,.to the extent that often what con-

stitutes the support base of a party in a given area is the support

s _,ﬂ_ﬁi__ﬁ¥-_- A A g5

”base\of another party in another region.

National patterns of
o
electoral support are not easily put into the form of national
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generalizations because of e pervasiveness of';ub—natiOnal var-~
iétions. Even the often-noted association between .atholicism

§ and voting Liberal must be qualified by consideration of variations

”

in the strength of the relationship ‘and contrary cases.l-6
. It is the existence of these complex patterns of voting

behaviour which lead Engelmann and Schwartz to contend that the -

'31gnificant cleavages in Canadian politics are - regional—

1
\

economic and regional—athnic 17 In other words, the sub—national
differentiations of ethnicity and economic development‘have resulted
‘in the creation of regional climates of opinion which strongly 1nhib—
”it the development and maintenance of -consistent and national patterns
' ofvpolitical behaviour. | AR /_
N Another important manifestation of regionalism in Canadian
.political 1ife has been the development of the national party system
'rProfessor John Meisel recently has argued that it is difficult to
adapt to the Canadian case Lipset s and Rokkan s model of the trans
o mation of cleavage structures 1nto party systems in Europe because of
a number of substantive differences between the European and Canadian I
patterns of development, the most important of which is the signifi— ‘
cance of regionalism.ls Engelmann and Schwartz not only see the

' regions as being crucial determinants in thendevelopment of broker—

age politics and in the creation of a number of serious intra-party

~

)cleavages, but they also attribute to regionalism the break—down of
. \ D

- . : .
/ - . R \
. ,/»
. ,/’
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“the two—party system after'the firSt World War ahd the birth of .a
.number of Spllnter parties.19 The existence of a number of regional
'grievances and dissatisfactions, especially in western Canada,
coupled with” the disciplined organization of political parties in
}\\the House of Commons, which minimizes the opportunities for Members
of Parliament to deviate from the policies set by ‘the- leaders of
‘the party or by the party as a.whole, resulted in the formation of
_new politlcal parties. S. M. Lipset, in ‘his review of C B Macpherson s
study of Social Credit in Alberta,20 puts this argument most . expli—

citly: Canada and the United States are. very similar, particularly
.in terms of the degree of social heterogeneity .and the extent of
vregionalism, but are distinguished by the form of government, the
nature of the political process, and the character of the party :v

system These differences are closely intertwined in that the nature "

‘and operation of the parliamentary form of government and the N

" such as the American primary system,

-absenceﬂof any safety valVe,
for the - release and expression of regional discontents,Have neCESS“,
1tated the formation in Canada of political parties whose purpose is

hto speak for disaffected regions 21 » » |

Q:. John Wilson,balthough his L'?' . primary purpose is
the explication of’ the theoretical basis for the hypothesis that there
‘are ten political cultures*in Canada buttresses, in; good measure, his
case by the analytic decomposition of the national party system He

argues that there exist a number of different party systems in Canada»

’ .



-12-
which are the function of both the level of industrialization,
which is regionally differentiated, and the nature of political

leadership in the countrv, particularly at the level of-the’prov-

inces 2?_ L - o L

e This review of the impact of.regionalism ‘on the nature -
of Canadian politics, cast as it 1s in generally : contemporan-
eous terms, ought not’ ‘to obscure the fact that regionalism is not
vva new phenomen n.23 Indeed, the pattern of Canadian history g
from the time of the Conquest of 1759 has revolved around a number
of centrifugal forces,‘arising primarily but not exclhsively from

:differences between the English and French peoples. Some‘Canadians,'

Sir John A, Macdonald belng a notable example, in the years before

- and after Confederation undoubtedly felt that the differences between

1

the Canadians were muted and subdued with the obvious exception of
v the French~Canadians, and that’ these differences WOuld soon lose‘ '
- their impact, to be submerged in the formation of a new “political
”nationality"24 and a strongly united and nationally—oriented society. o
.However, the process of federalization from 1864 to 1867 revealed a
number of important obstacles to a unitary form of government, or, as .
the Canadians then understood it, a legislative union, and a- relative—‘
hly homogeneous society The French—Canadians, consci“hs of the unique
'constellation of values and interests arising out. of their linguistic,

religious, and historical heritage 2Sland the people of the Maritime

provinces, conscious of their relative lack of population the dis—



| ténces’separating them from’"Upper Canada,' and the lack of
__‘—_’———”‘»—’/-

developed local governmental institutions, were both unwilling

to accept the complete subordination of their interests to one

s level of government As. George Brown, in an often quoted argument

v .
recognized during the Confederation DebateS'

We had either to ‘take a federal union or
~ drop the negotiation. Not only were our
~ friends from Lower Canada against ‘it (that
" is,' a unitary. government), but so were most

of the delegates .from the Maritime prov-
inces. There was but one choice open to us 26

That Canada is a federation‘is attributable.to the
diversigies in Canada in 1867 The' expre531on of those diversitieS'
is found in‘the "federal bargain"27 &hich was designed to remove
:from the,jurisdiction of the central government those divisive
cultural matters'whiCh:in;the-past had thwarted:attemptsgof pol-,»i‘
“itidal‘integrgtion- The divisiohuof powersbwhich assigned mOSt.offi
’the'important governmental'res;onsibilities to.the central govern-
ment allocated control of education and marriage to the provinces.28 ;
Agriculture and immigration were areas of concurrent jurisdiction,
with the federal authorities being dominant in cases of conflict 4

'_between the two levels.zg

Two general grants of power to the prov-'
‘inces were "Property and Civil Rights in ‘the Province" and "Gener—v
' ally all Matters of a merely local or private Nature in the prov-
:'ince n30. |

It is well known, and not requiring much elaboration here,
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that Confederation, as.expressed in'the BritiSh_North America‘Act,‘
the written part of the Canadian.Constitution, createdba‘highly
centralized federal structure However despite Macdonald's expect-
’ation that the provinces would be no more than mere municipallties,
and despite some of the provisions of the British North America
Act 31 the new Canadian federation was nots to remain permanently
centralized with most of the‘important responsibilities of govern—
ment concentrated in Ottawa, and with ‘the dominant political focus
,»and environment being the’ nation s capital Since 1867 the nature .'
iand operation of tHe(federal system has diverged markedly from the
ﬂ:%intentions of the Fathers of Confederation, to the extentythat by
?the 1960s and 19703 there was a clear and unmistakable attenuation
of the federal power and a. rise in the importance and assertiveness
-of the provinces32Paradoxically, the Canadian system has evolved ”
towards the original model of the. American federal system, which
'had served as negative point of . reference to the Canadians.’(The

American Civil War had been perceived as being essentially ‘the

result of excessive state power and a weak central government ) Now,

2 the Canadian system is perceived as being under considerable duress,

';wéth the prospect of political disintegration ever present, partly

because of the Canadian failure to reach a permanent accommodation

v 7

between the French and the English, partly because‘the decentraliz—,’
'ation of the federal system has reduced the ability of the central‘

government to meet the needs of a complex industrialized society,
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and partly because the forces of regionalism,vespecially those
found 4in the persistent sub—national differentiation in values and ‘
orientations, have created a political system in which the national“ 3
’ is hard to define and- find and the regionalkseems to be a pervasive "

characteristic of the attitudes and behaviours of the Canadian
tpeople.33 )
It is necessary, before discussipg the problem of: the

precise nature of sub-national political levels and forces in the

, Canadian political system, to provide a general discussion of the

1 -
!
<factors which have contributed to the maintenance of regionalism in

-Canadian society; . . .L_

i The traditionalvexplanations for the maintenance,and per-
sistence of regionalism in Canadian politics have been threefold
’namely, the influence of distinct geographical areas and diverse
ethnic communities, the operation of a number of economic factors,
'Aand‘the-nature'of Judicial interpretation of the British North-
_America Act, coupled with the increasing importance of provincial0
'areas of jurisdiction. Most of the emphasis, at least Judging from

'the 1iterature and traditional concerns of Canadians political

’7lscientists, has been on the last explanation,-although Schwartz, in ‘

{
her Politics and Territo;y, has stressed non—structural factors 34

The geographical and ethnic explanation for the develop-"

ment of the regional character of the Canadian political system has

‘_taken essentially the following form, While Canada was to be a fed—

/



-16—,
eration, most of the decision—making, drive, and initiative in the :
.system would originate from the politicians and civil servants in
. Ottawa. The realization, however, of this role of national leader*d
) ship was hampered by the gradual expansion of the Dominion from =
the. original four provinces to nine by 1905 and ten by 1949 which |
reSulted_in a societz/;hinly/str;ng out and irregularly dispersed
in a narrow band from one shore to the other. The physical encap-
sulation and separationjofvthe Canadian people'in the various
' geographical regions (usually.expressed in terms of the Atlantic
' 7provinces, Quebec, Ontario, the Prairie provinces, and British '
Columbia) has worked: against the moulding of a national outlook
among Canadians on political questions. Furthermore, the character

.of the physical environment which incorporates great variations in

- soils, resources, and climates, has contributed to great differences

in policy preferences across the country

The impact of :the physical environment upon the political '

'development of Canada has been aggravated by the topography of the

country which until recently has made inter—regional communication
difficult if not impossible. Often it was far easier to conduct_-»l
__commercial relations with. the neighbouring American territory than
_dit ‘was to engage in trade between contiguous’Canadian regions The’
-:North-South pull of the North American continent worked against the"
"establishment of a poliLical nationality which had a dominant East—

\

West orientation and focus. The physical base of the Canadian politi—v

iy
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cal system, however, while undoubtedly posing serious'difficulties
. Ped ////,)

for the important task of nation—building, probably was not- suffic—
. ient in itself to prevent the relatively smooth development and

voperation of a. centralized federation or the formation and crysta

‘“lization of political attitudes and political orienta s focussed

on the centre of the system

a

"lhe Canadian people arefiot only divided by a number of

physical.barriers\but so are separated by a number of ethnic clea—
vages. A great deal of this division arises, of . course, from the
presence of both the French and English peoples in Canada Many of
_’the great and explosive issues and events of Canadlan politlcs -

; ranging from ‘the hanging of ‘Louis Riel, through conscription in the
.two world wars, the proper relationship between the national and
.provincial governments, bilingualism and biculturalism, to the
‘perennial question of whether Canada is one nation or two -‘have e
_re;ulted from the attempt to unite these two ethnic groups into one
: political entity While there has been a common tendency to‘envisage
Canadian society in terms of the English and the French, the impact

- of ethnicity uponfCanadlan society and politics extends as well to a
- number of other groups There is considerable variation between the |

' provinces in the percentage of various ethnic groups,’ such as Germans

Ukrainians, I lians, as well as’ the French and the English, the~t/
35 Lo Lo

"Charter" pe les.

Wh e there have not been specific analyses of how these '
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different patterns of settlement and population have influenced

the deyelopment qf the Canadian political system, Prdfessor Brady,
B for one, has argued that prairie regionalism was influenced by the
— tor

e

_ rapid influx of immigrants who were not "specially attached to the
.yolder Canada,f contributing in the process to a weaker sense of*

unity with eastern Canada.36 In The Vertical Mosaic John Porter

,rpointed to the persistence of immigrant groupings in’ Canada, where
there has been a greater tendency, compared to the United-States,b
to‘acceptvpe0p1e more on the‘basis of group‘and'COmmunity affilia-
tions rather:than'as individuals.37 Since Canada is more a!mosaic
_than a. melting pot with a concomitant emphasis on the values of
ascription and particularism rather than on achievement and. univer-
salism,38 there has not. been an unchecked process of assimilation
and the consequent formation of universal and\national orientations

and attitudes, thus re—inforcing-the identification of certain

soc1al groupings with the sub—national areas and communities of the

\“;
count_ry.

' Not only is Canada an amalgamation of ‘a number -
:of different physical regions ‘and ethnic groupings, but related close— -
ly to the geograﬁhical structure of the country are a number of econ- .
fdmic factors whiFh have contributed greatly to the regional character
. of Canadian politics. The national economy is really a number . of dis-

tinct sub—national economic systems, each of whlch has its own partic—

! ¥

ular pattern of economic activities, set of occupational‘mixes, and

- -
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level and rate of economic development Schwartz summarized these

patterns by noting that the Prairie provinces ‘economy is mainly

g

based on commodity—producing enterprises in primary resources, such
as agriculture, mining, and refining The Atlantic region is next

.in its dependence on primary resources, followed by British Columbia,
and lastly, ‘Ontario and Quebec, which are quite sﬁmilar on their
reliance on wealth .created from manufacturing 39 Schwartz also noted
. that the regions are distinquished in terms of unemployment rates,‘
per-capita earned income, and the seasonal character of employment
and tiat the pattern of regional ~disparities since the 19205 has re—
mained fairly constant with the exception of. the Prair}é"fegion,
which has had considerable increase in wealth, particularly because

of the Alberta 0il and gas industry 40

E
)

o

These variations in the economic structure of Canada and

the economic well-being of Canadians have contributed to.- the mainten—

. ance and persistence of regionalism, especially in terms of ‘the for- A

\
N

mation of differing orientatlons to politital life Blake, for example,ﬂ

‘\ a

_notes that the low level of class voting, as reported by such scholars
as Alford may reflect"the fragmentation of the working class by region ]
aby virtue of -the. different nature of: industrialization in different .

regidns - such that "a western oilfield worker,‘a British Columbia

; pulp'mill’worker and an Ontario assembly line wrrker may - have differ-

ent political perspectives."41 :
\ .
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Related to the regional character of the Canadian econ- -
_.omy has been the profound change in the nature of federal—provincial
relations since Confederation which also ‘has_ contributed to the
persistence of regional differences within Canadian society While
\
a good parkﬂﬁf the explanation for the devélopment of the federal
y

system has been cast in legalistic terms, eSpecially the interpre— -

\

tation, of sections 91 and 92 of the British North America Act, most
"ﬂ R .

notably by the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, the coflse-
quence of this process has been to create strong provinces in the.
federal system despite the reasonably clear intentions of the ”
Fathers of Confederation and the relatively straightforward wording
of the appropriate sections of the Act 42

' The presence of strong provinces in the Canadian system is,
of course, important for federal—provincial relations, but also has
significant implications for other aspects of political life. Wilson,‘*u
for example, takes the considerable amount of independence possessed
by the provinces in Mall the areas of governmental jurisdiction (suChQ
as education, soeial welfare, labour law, eledtioét}%f\_iﬂh the - like),-
which af%ect in a significant way the economic, social . and pohitical’?'
life chances of the people living wifhin its’ borders"43 to imply
| that regional differences in Canadianapolitics may reflect different

1. .

stages of political development between the provinces Since the prov—

inces are the main arenas for the development of political ideas and

orientations for both provincial and national politic3, the major

e
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,vvariations in political behaviour will be found to be better cast )
in provincial rather than simply regional terms 44'

It is necessary, before examining in greater detail the
question of the character‘of sub—national political forces in
Canada, to discuss with greater specificity the question of the :1‘.‘
‘third traditional interpretation of the development of the polit- -
ical system, namely the nature of judicial interpretation of the
British North America, especially the federal and provincial grants
of power, sections 91 and 92 respect . , since, as was suggest— _
ed earlier ‘the legal developmeétfofi::iy;ystem has had such a prom;;
irent 'place in Canadian. polifical science. | i '

| ' The sensitive nature of *eral constitutions, particularly

in terms of the division of powers between the‘two levels of. govern—,
";pent, requires ‘some relatively impartial and non—partisan mechanism
»&n‘ the arbitratlon of Jurisdictional disputes between the two levels,
xof government. In Canada, this function has been performed by the
Supreme Court and until 1949 by the Judicial Commdttee'of the Privy ;
Council which acted as the final court of appeal 45

An exhaustive history of the. Judicial Committee ‘s various
judgments 1s not appropriate in . is work Suffice it to say that the -
fiJudicial Committee, especially ce the Local Prohibition case of

1896 46 rendered ' number of crucial decisions that on. the whole tend—

ed to enlarge ‘th powers and responsibilities of thé provincial
'governments at he expense of the national government 47 Jyhe culminJ.E
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ation of the Judic1al Committee I interpretation ‘of the British
North America Act came in 1937 when aspects of R.B. Bennett s New

'V a

‘Deal - a number of pieces of federal legislation designed to

"ameliorate some’ of the hardships and economic problems of the

Great Depression - were declared "ultra vires on the grounds

that they extended bey?\'nd the national governmen't's grantof
power.48 This denial the federal government s claim of compet- ¢
ency to use its assigned powers as a basis for constructing social

programmes in areas of provincial Jurisdiction, even - in a time of '

. social crisis, reflected fully the Judicial Committee s interpreta—

" tive scheﬁe for reconciling disputes arising out of the British

"North Amerfca Act 49 The" Dominion grant of power, which had been

intended by the Fathers of Confederation to be all inclusive and ‘
general (that is, "Peace, Order and good Government" followed.by
arnumber of spec1fic examples which were "for greater Certainty

but not so .as to restrict the Generality of the foreg01ng"), was
!

: divided into two separate and distinct compartments by the Judicial

Committee. In normal (that is ’non—emergency) situations the pro-
7

Ve

. cedure of the Committee was to ascertain whether*ﬁ}e contested

legislation fell withln the scope of first, the enumerated power

' of section 91, or, second, of the enumerated powers of section 92'

(which contained the broad headings of "Propenty and Civ1l Rights

in the'Province and "Generally all Matters of a merely local or
private Nature in the Province"),*ax, third, of the general grant-
E_'b,) 7 "7, N . '4 ' .‘Q“ﬂ‘/«":‘.. C e
- : R L
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of power/("Peace, Ordc:,‘and‘good Government")..The Judicial
Committee's procedure,”as opposed'to-the adjudication.of’diSputes
on the basis of sections 91 ‘and 92 considered as one compartment,
.meant that if the contested legislation did not come under the
enumerated heads of section 91 gégf it must ‘be noted that section
91, 2 -V"The Regulation of Trade -and Commerce = which afforded con—v
iderable room for expansion, was narrowly construed),’then it
could quite easily be subsumed under the two broad headings of
zsection 92. What, then, ‘was., intended to be the main grant of power
became a residual power which could be used to override provincial
powers only in times of extreme emergency, specifically war or
.,fagine, and,the determination of what constituted an emergenc}::in .:
"Canada as.in‘the hands of:jUristsgsitting in'iondon. As'PrOEessor':f‘
{frank R. ‘Scott so_ succinctly putpit, "the examples swallowedvup'1
:the rule "50 The effect of judicial interpretation of the British,’
'North America Acc, beyond ‘the delineation of the legal powers of |
the two levels of government was- to cont;ibute to the steady de-'
centralization of the Canadian federal system and to reinforce a
. number of centrifugal pOlitiCal forces within the ssysteai. |
| o The interaction between geograpnical separation,_ethnic .
j_differentiation, different levels of economic development and the
impact of judicial ivterpretation on the nature of the federal system

_cannot be: denied as being important determinants of regionalism in .;.

the Canadian.political’system.~Whether however, these factors in :

B 4
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fia‘ - ) o | -r

- themselves are necessary and sufficient conditions for understand-

ing the development of the political‘system is doubtful. Professors:

Black and Cairns, for examplé argue that the 'nation-building"

orientation of traditional analyses of Canadian politics has taken

<

on essantially legalistic, formalistic and institutional emphases,ﬁ’

with a’great preoccupation with.the juridical'develOpment of the

« : © s, ' e o oo
political System,SI‘and'less obviouS‘(in the serse of being readily

"

reasured) . the traditional orientation Of nation—building has béen

'fcentralist to the extent that it has been concerned primarily with -

|
the problems and development of the national government and its role

l

.

in the political system with a. ooncomitant lack of examination or

'

sympathy for the preoccupations, concerns, and roles of the prov1n-

cial system_s.52 While recently there has been some increased recogni—

tion of the country s diversities ~in terms of other than the English—f‘
! .

'French'cleaVage'4'and the growth of divergent social, economic, and

political prior’itiec at the prov1ncial level of the political system,

" either as self-evident facts whose continued
. existence requires mno further explanation or

- as,inconvenient impediments to national unity
~ which really ought to go away.s3

| In other words, the traditional and dominant approaches to
. .

the problem of the development of” the Canadian political system have

v1ewéd the dynamics of the systeﬁ'from the top down, from the point of’

view of“the processes involved.in thevconstruction ofvavnation (not

o I
. (, . 5 ,
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that,this in itself 1s non—productive) and not from the bottom up,

" that is, the processes involved in the development of provincial

’ political systems. Simply'put the traditional approaches have

sidled up to the problem of the nature of Canadian politics but
.4have not fully faced it. As Black and Cairns make the point :
’ Canadians have been engaged 'in more than the
. construction of a new state; they have also - o
‘_ been building provinces and complex series of
. relationships between governments and societies
as well.g, . | . . T
: fhe assumption underlying this argument is that there.
is an intricate series of interactions. between social and economic‘
'forces, on the one hand, and political forces, on the other 55
’This is in strikiﬂg contradistinction to the traditional formul— -
‘ations ‘where there is no such rec1proc1ty of influence but where.
instead social andbeconomic forces structure political forces and
,forms. One 1mplication, at least for some scholars, of the traditional
‘modes of analysis is that federalism is a temporary form of govern;
ment, to be discarded as irrelevant and unnecessary when the processes
. of industrialization and- urbanization produce an interdependent
”economy with nationally—oriented loyalties and bu31ness(elites ’andv

;\. N

the concomitant diminution of regional loyalties and pre—occupations 36

| Black and Cairns, for example reJect the 1nevitably of
,the demise of federalism, at least in the Canadian context because
of the continued enistence of ! disparate regional economies ..;p

(which) ‘.. are complemented by the existence of distinguishable ,

soc1o-political communities at the provincial level. 57
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. Indeed Black and Cairns, in their analysis of the develop—

ment of the political system in Canada, argue that the emphasis.of the

\
traditional explanations has been on. the problems and processes of -

nation—building" to the neglect of 'l
]t he creation and effects of social political
and physical communication networks within the
provinces, the growth of regional economies with
international as well as national ties, and the
burgeoning provincial bureaucratic and other elites
-which confidently manage state systems bigger in
scope, competence, and importance than some |, g

- foreign sovereignties 58 - v 4 e

The interpretation of Canadian politics "that éanadians o
havevbeen engaged not only in state—building but in province—
building as well” puts into a different perspective the development
of,Canadian politics and the character of sub—national political -
forces; The.Canadian.peOple, instead~of having either a homogeneous
. or universal orientation -OL: 2. dichotomous patternuof Eﬂglish-French R

differences in attitudes, have a number of different loyalties and
orientations, extending down from the nation to the region, the
province and the local area. The Canadian identity 1is not monolithic;-
i it'is'not avcommon set of attitudes and orientations. Instead
"Canadianism is to be found‘only in the "limited-identities
of- Canadlans which are shaped by regional, ethnic andﬁclass influ—?
.'&cnces,;and . o
| Vf_represent entities of experience for Canadians’
"'no less than the transcontinental federal union;

indeed, it is largely through them that Canadians T

interpret their nation—state as a whole "60
e
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Contrary, then, to the expectations of some political |
"scientists, such. as Alexander Brady and J. A Corry,61e the processes
Q :
" of - urbanization and industrialization have not. seen the disappear-
ance oﬁ sub-national loyalties and orieﬁtations‘ indeed, these pro-
»cesses for scholars like Black and Cairns, have contributed to the
-very maintenance ‘of these differential patterns._Careless makes a.
-similar. argument by noting the development of major metropolitan
centres in all of the traditional regions, each marked with its own‘
network of commnnications and commercial and industrial structures,
and.serving as an. important reference p01nt to.the inhabitants of
‘that region 62'

<

g Despite their differing emphases and interpretations, ‘the

-J'various explanations for the development of ‘the Canadian political

system agree that a crucial variable in the political process is:the

existence of a number of sub-national political orientations and

o loyalties, which in turn, ‘have - contributed to, the pattern of sub-

1

national variations 1n political behaviour. Uhat is important for
our purposes is the striking difference between the traditional and
lfor lack of a better term, the\ modern explanations of the forces.
;contributing to the development and maintenance of suhrnational pol4f
1t1cal differentiations which‘are an inherent part of the concept of
.regionalism The traditional mode of analysis stresses the 51gnif—'

} icance of social and economic differentiations, and the difficulties~

encountered by the national government in its attempt to’ subdue
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s

and overcome the effects'of these differenCes;\whereas the ”modernl
sChool adds and emphasiZes”the importance of political variations
in the development of the Canadian political system For example,
Bl#k and Cairns. argue that along with the increased importance of
provincial responsibilities there has been the,deve10pment and '
institutionalization of social and political organizations alongv
provincial lines.63 These organizations provide a vital focal point
_ for the conduct of political life and. also contribute to the
lfurther‘development.and maintenance of sub-national Orientations,”f
,1oYalties,-and behavioursrllndeed it is'the enistence of these
: organlzations, the presence of provincially—oriented elites, and

“the pattern of sub-national orientations which foster the aggre351ve

stands taken by provincial governments toward the national govern—

\ ment ' and Wthh make the governing of Canada so difficult and ‘
64 R | | '

e

\ problematic.
A\ "~ One of the cruc1al problems confronting the Canadian

peOple is the striking of a viable and working balance between
national and. sub-national political orientations, in order to avoid
the\destructive dominance of one over the other. Both are destructive

\ v .
because it is difficult to envisage the supremacy of regional loyal—
\\ . . 5

ties as not resulting in the inevitable disintegration of the pol-
itical system, while the triumphant hegemany of national attitud
preoccupations, -and allegiances wauld raise the distinct possibility

that sub-national identities, behaviours, and orientations, those
- \ .
. L ' -

O o R
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.comnonents of Canada's present "limited identities,' would be swept
: aside and discarded Canadians have not shown any. clear-cut and con-
. sistent inclinationvto;do either;}dnstead there(has_been persistentv-‘-
1develonment andbmaintenance of’multiple loyalties,oarising out’of the
- development of the national system and thevconstruction'of a number‘of
vlower—level political.environmenés,ig.. |

. | The last senténce was.deiiberately and judiciously ‘put. The .
,usual mode of analys1s of Canadian politics has been to proceed with
five regions constructed on the follow1ng basis: The"Atlantic region
.‘which is’ composed.of Newfoundland, Prince Edward Island NovanScotia;
and New BrunsWick"the “Prairie' region which is made up  of Alberta,
Sashatchewan, and Hanitoba, and the remaining three regions are respect~
‘ively British Columbia, Ontario, and Quebec The determination of these

regional ooundaries does not follow a consistent set of criteria"

instcad it is a. admixture of economic factors, legal lines of demarca—

’tion, ethnic concentrations, and geographical features, so0’ that the

'o_variables used for the construction of a region in one area of the

country are replaced by another set of features elsewhere. This easy
accebtance of the traditional delimitation of regions in. Canada has led
h undoubtedly to the fruitful production of research findings, but there
1s a great danger that oth er important sub—national variations have
: be°n obscured and glossed over:“In other words, as is 1mplied in the
‘arguments of Careless, Black and Cairns, and Wilson, there may be lessh

to say- about intra-regional differences than 1ntra—provinc1al varia=
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.tions. Donald Mills, in his examination of the occupational compos—
”ition of the prairie prov1nces, points to this misapplication of the
.regional concept in Canada by presenting data which\illustrate\that
argument precisely, and calls for the replacement of the usual flV°—
fold regional breakdown of data by the ten—fold presentation of sub—
national variations.65 Mills is concerned with the work of economists,
but political scientists also have tended to assume that there is a
vhigh degree of homogeneity'in the'poli:ical life in the traditiOnal
\regions (as witnessed by the easy usage of ‘the terms "Prairies and
"Atlantic Provinces") or that intra—provincial variations ‘were of
:1ittle political consequence for the nation as a whole. Political
integration, it is here argued has been seen as a problem of unlting
the disparate attitudes, pre-occupations, and orientations of five
 Tegions, or just'the French and the English when it may be the case
ithat the actual problem flows out of the attempt to unify ten prov—
}ﬂClal political systems ‘each of which is a vital and 51gnif1cant
/political environment for the people contained w1thin its borders.‘
: This argument must be que prec1sely formulated Given the
differences between the provinces in historical background and develop—
lJent. thevpattern of ethnic cettlement and composition, and the level,-
type,_and rate of economic cevelopment, and given ‘the: fact that each
»,prov1nce has considerable latitude for independence in policy—making

land initlative in'a number of important areas of government respon51billty

it is not difficult to expect to flnd considerable differences between

N
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the provinces in political behaviour. e
These variations are drawn’ﬁtarkly in the various essays

contained in Martin Robin's Canadian PrOVinCial Politics, where the

Provinces are shown to differ greatly, particularly in terms of the
‘support bases of the pdrties and the structure, as measured by the

number of competitive parties and the nature of political competition,

66 )

of the party ystem. This is most.evident on the case of .the three
Lot /5 .

prairie prov1nces, which constitute one of those areas in Canada where

the regional concept is thought to have ready application but where,

over . the years, three highly differentiated pol tical systems have

. developed

Differences such as these are not Just of mere interest but
they also are of substantive and theoretical importance as they pertain
to the‘pattern of development of political systems inlgeneral Lipset‘h
and Rokkan argue that the first phase of nation—building is characterized
‘by the presence of territorial resistances to "the thrusts of ‘penetra-
tion and standardization from the national center "'which raise questions
of cultural identity, typified by Robert E Lee s. query of "am Ia Vir—

fginian or an n American?"6’ T Their abstract model of the development of

,-

party systems has two extremes. *'”i C

",In the one case the decisive criterion of ‘alignment
is commitment to ‘the locality and its dominant cult-
ure: you vote with your community and its leaders
‘lrrespective of your economic pOSition._In the ‘other
the criterion is commitment to a class and its collect—
ive interests: yau vote with others in the same o
position as yourself wiatever their localities, -and you

‘are,willing to -do so even- if this brings you into oppo-
sition with members of your community 68
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In the first casetthe political‘system'would be characterized _

by a‘pattern of strong sub—national variations in political behaviour.
) Voting patterns would be noted for spatial or geographical variations
at some level of aggregation below the nation as a whole, such as
regiOns;kprovinces; or constituencies; In the:second caseISpatial
dimensions would be of little importance. for the-descriptionband'explae'
nation,of electoral patterns; whatever'sub—national variations.are _
detected would'bebexplainedtin terms of the diﬁferences in.tbe:socio— !
veconomic cbaracteristicsdof the various units usediin the composition
ofvthat‘particular level. Lipset'and Rokkan suggest that every pol-
itical system,‘altbough their'main{reference area is Western Europe,‘
is characterized’by two revolutions.;.the'national and therindustrial__
'in thezprocess ofbpolitical_development; The national revolution pro-
»duces twottypes of.cleavage;(that of cqntlict between'the'centre‘and
peripheries:or etnnically,‘linguistically,'or'religiously distinct sub-
cultures,.and that of confllct between the authorities of the nation—
state and ‘the established church The 1ndustrial revolution is marked
by conflict between the;landed 1nterests and - industrial entrepreneurs B
and by conflict betueen owners and employers versus tenants and workersr6glw
Over time the cleavages of tbe national revolution are superseded by .
: those'of the industrial revolution. 70 Simply put the nation Wlll reion—
supreme over its:parts. R o ' . B f.

| - The arguments of Black and_Cairns;,Careless,.and‘Wilson
'gnggest-that in Canada the process ofvpolitical development is not:the.
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‘same as noted by Lipset and Rokkan for Western Europe, or, at least

is ot as far along that path In particular, they suggest that the
provincial level of the political system is where the greatest-amount
of. variation will be found rather than the regional level or any
‘lower-order 1evels within the system- While political influences
yoriginating from the natinnal level will be likely to have some impact.
upon political behaViour at the prOVincial level forces arising out
of the particular circumstances which-guide and circumscribe the pol—_

'1tical development of each prov1nce will lead to the primacy of the

'polltical environment at that level of the political system, a pri—‘”

°

: macy which will be manifest in the pattern of Significant intra—

p rovincial var ia t ions .

The traditional analyses of Canadian politics speak most

"7.‘ ':'y‘-i

often in ‘terms of theufive regions - the Atlantic prOVinces, Quebec, '
Ontario, the Prairie provinces, -and British Columbia - implying that.
b'sub—national variations in political behaViour and attitudes are- -
greater between regions than between any levels of aggregation below :
’_lthe regions. What has been termed . the ' modern interpretations of the'
fnature of Canadian political life devolves the pattern of differentia—
tions into a more complex set,of relationships between the . national

level of politics and the provinces, implying that the provinces rather‘
than the regions are the’most significant political_environmentsﬂfor

: ‘ B ' i

fCanadians. L
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In’ summary, it has been" argued that the development of the

- » !
r

Canadian political system has been influenced by a number of social
, economic, and political factors. Many of these have contributed to the -

n.maintenance and persistence of sub—national political differentiationsﬁ

e

- within the system. '//1

Regionalism, then in the sense of persistent Sub—nationaly* -

Al
.r

differentiations in the area of voting behaviour suggests that a com—ﬁ
plex series of factors which have ain underlying spatial dimension con~

tribute to the presence within the political system of a numicr of

SR

deviations from the national pattern of electoral behaviour

Whil@ there is widespread agreement . that there is a geogra—

phical basis to Canadian voting behaviour there is considerable dis—“:‘

an
t

pute over whether these persistent deviations from- thé national pattern

are better summarized in terms of either regions or provinces. The argu— N

ments of Black and Cairns Careless, and Wilson suggest that the sub—
national character of Canadian politics reflects the presence of prov-
inces which act as significant political environments for the varlous:tC
ﬂCanadian electorates. While these electorates w1ll be fulfilling their
role in the" national system the’ context of their actions are of more
41imited arenas, those of the provinces.,They are seen as influenced 1n
pﬂégtheir reactions to national politics by a number of factors operating
{w1thin the bounds of the provinces which reduce the impact of either'<

' regional or national political forces. - ‘ ."%

 While there is much'agreement'that\subrnational{political _
- " . X . : ’ S ) S ! .



Canadian people is available.‘

AN

_studies of regionalism in Canadian voting behav1ourf\part1cularly in

- terms- of the measurement techniques employed, and the character of

_35_ ?‘ “ o l.‘,

forces and environments are. important for understandino the nature .

'of Canadian politics, their precise weight is still open. Similarly,

no estimation of national political forces upon the behaviour of the

r

‘In order to provide‘the basis for ascertaining the relative
weights of the various:political forces in Canada'two .important -
analytical tasks remain namely the elaboration of the concepts of
sub—national political forces and Sub-national political environments,
both of which are 1mplied in the concepts of "nationalized" 'di i;

Nde ationalized" political systems,vand the technical question of how

‘_to ascertain those forces - by what measurement procedures will the

impact of sub-national ‘areas be we ghed - .‘_ . //

Chapters two and three, rTspectivelv discuss the prev1nus

'

]‘the variance components model which will be used in this study to

.a‘v

‘
. 3

prov1de estimates of the relative weights of the Canadian political
ironments upon electoral behav1our, espec1ally the voter turnout

¥ ¢ o ’ . . i ) ‘ : ’,:‘
f?.party vote movements. S IR ‘ .
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Chagter,Two
The Measurement of Regionalism in Vbting
and Electoral Behaviour in Canada

Thg/argumeht %F the previoﬁs-chapterfwaé to the effect that

S

regionaliém - whether conceptualized in economic, geographical,
) 3 y T ) ) . } )
sociological, or politiéal'tqrms - has been an important factor in

: the‘development of the>Canadiah péliticalASystem. It is, 'as Richard

Siméon and,DavidlElkiﬁs.write, "one of the pre-eminent facts of
: ) : S : ‘ fod, -
g

‘Canadian lifé."l In_pa;ticularﬂtﬂu%variablefo"the fegiégs-hgé_been_
takenvby poliﬁiéal,sciéntis;éjto be érﬁéia%?for the undéfséanding'of
j_voting/behaviour, ;he eiegtoral sﬂpp;ft basis of the pdiitical'parties;
aﬁQ th§ develbpmeﬁt Of'the'Cénadiaﬁ party sysﬁem(s).z

Wﬁilg it-is.féadily admitted.;,as will be clearly evident |
from'fhe diseﬁésion fo comé jagfgt'prViouglstﬁdiés pfvregiqnéliSm
aﬁd_&oﬁing'haﬁe coﬁtributéd'mﬁéh to our knowigdgg&abOUﬁ>thésé
-reiatibnéhips,,i;[is4éféé argued ﬁﬁat ﬁhé stf&ng primacy attached to
fegionalism for the»una;rstanding‘éffthe‘VOte has. been cést in an
image whigh_£s béth‘stapié and ﬁnidiﬁensionél in naturé.x Thé.glgim
here,vthén,'ié thaf eaflier stuéieé of ;he impéct:6f regibnglismf
upoﬁ voping behqviour'haVe incorporated‘measurémeﬁi tactics whith'
h;ve 6b3cu:éd some imboftanf diméqsiohs 6f the-ﬁhenomenonv The .
éurpgsé of thisfchapte% is to expiicate insfclaim in some detail,
and to proPoée.the adoption‘o£>én altérnate:methqd bf;méasqring the
: reléfioqshiQtﬁétweEQ;sub-nétioﬁai political-areaS and the pattern -

and -flow of the vote.
The  commonplace emphasis on'regfbnalism'invthe study of

',voting in Cénada'requires that the ékamination of how political
oL . 43— _ .
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,~sc1entists ‘have. conceptualized and measured the variable of the
region be limited in some manner lest we be overwhelme?‘by the number
'of cases. The method then, in this chapter is to examine those

_ studies in whi _the region's 1mpact upon the vote is an important

:consideration andgln whi% furthermore %e various ways of showing

. the. relationship} have QEef? : s w ° N o o
) r“ > "J v . ,- . » \)U . . . ~ )
Engelma%n and Schwartt&ipltheix fol Bcal Parties.and
y : ;

.8 ‘
pd discussion of the

the Canadian Social Structure provide .an exf{‘
%

impact of regionalism in Canadian politics 3 They argue; in brief,

that "the social structure;wps developed in such a way, that two

-
-l

critical dimenSions have emerged with great 31gnif1cance for political

parties These dimensions are regf%nal—ethnic and regional -economic.

_ While no effort is made to prov1de an explicit definition of region—
.alism, it is clear from.their discussion that they“mean areal group—
ings (specifically prov1nces or groups of provinces) which have f' |
become politically significant because of the presence of varying

. _proportions of members of different ethnic groups and/or differences o
in economic resources and development between spatial units. Later
Engelmann and Schwartz relate ”the two dimen51ons of: regionalism tol

voter turnout and party vote. They show the rates of turnout between

o

the provinces in federal elections over time (1921 1962) and argue

that these differences (which range from a low of 63 percent in L

Newfoundland to a high of 83 percent in Prince Edward Island) reveal
\ that c1rcumstances ‘in each province affect its reSidents "in such a

manner as to increase or decrease the likelihood ‘of their voting

| A similar line ‘of reasoning is followed in the tase of party vote



‘ prov1ncial milieu.",
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inasmuch as they trace the historical development of political

parties in the regions and prov1nces in the light of "the fﬁgtures

of Canadian soc1ety which are especially ‘pertinent to an understand—

ing of the origins and operation of politlcal parties 6 Some

—r

‘attention, although not in tabular form, 1s drawn to the variations
: between regions and provinces in the pattern of party vote Later,’”

‘Engelmann and Schwattz argue that "voting preferences associated

with social class (as measured by occupation) are confounded by the’
; B

The. discussion of regionalism by Engelmann and Schwartz

:.highlights the two traditlonally—accepted manifestations of the

phenomenon: first, the historlcal and environmental bases of

politiCal behaviour; .second the differentlal patterns in the}support

.; .
v

‘ jbases of the polftical parties between various levels of aggregation

~»such as regions or provinces
The former characteristic however, points to two efv
deficiencies of regional nalyses. The\link between hlstorical

experiences and relatlons ips and env1ronmental conditions - which

are taken as indicators “of regionalism -\and the: observed variations
in political behaviour is more presumed and self evident than.shown

This presumption of course, is a direct and practical consequence

; 7 ,
”of ex post facto research, where 1t°is not possible to control in an

experimental sense the interaction between the antecedent and the

_consequent - the presumed cause and effect relationship -~ S0 we canr

'be certain about the strength of the relationship or, for that matte

a

that a. relationship in fact exists

l
|«

f

o

5

»\‘Q
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In particular, thedtreatment_of regionalism in terms‘of
its-historicalf&%bts and its impact upon the political’system gontains
' one serious weakness. Regional differenceS'in historical experiernces .
and»relationships account more for the.natureiand development ofpthe .
various party systems within the broader political system and less
for more recent_political‘behaviour: the dlffiCulties are greater
vthegmore cOntemporaneous the“political hehaviour that hatho Hé
understood. The framework of the political system, inasmuch as it
“has its roots in the historical development of the system, will
prov1de ‘a set of constraints and limitations upon behaviour (that is
to say, the hist~rical bases ot the system 1nfluence greatly the

number and type of political parties which are reasonably competitive

s
[ZeN

in the different prov1nces and‘regions) but only a tenuous connection
'with the gattern and ebb and flow of electoral behaviour in the
elections many years subsequent to the formatiom of those political
parties.‘ Specifically, the historical bases of regionalism lend a.
strong understanding to, say, the almOSt unbroken“domination of federal
politics in- Quebec by ‘the Liberal party since the election of 1896'
'_ithe near- monOpoly of constituencies and votes in the Atlantic J
- provinces held by the Liberals and Progre351ve ConservativeSv and
. the strong electoral presence of ”third parties" in the four western
provinces, but are unable to‘say much about the responae of electorates
in these regions»to federal politics in, say, “the period from 1953 to
-1965..'While time; then;vis’incorporated into the analysis,ythe
connection between regionalism and political.behaviourlis still very_r

~loose-and to a great extent assumed. - :

+
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; Moreover this analyticalfapproach contains the danger
'that the emphasis on regionalism as a historical phenomenon will
neglect or will:not speak veryvmuch’to the presence anﬁﬁimpact of
_political forces,lying belowcthe-traditional‘conception ofisub—v
national forces emanating from either single prov1nces or groups of
provincesn And it is . very difficult given the lack of an- explicit
v. measure OE\\hgwimpact of regionalism, to speak with any sense” of

hassuredness about, or-with any ability to test the rise and fall
7over time of . regional inf%uences. The phenomenon of regionalism
vdoes qot exist in a vac:um l it is a competitor with other forces
- and influences such as national and local political forces If we
are to provide much empirical weight to the study of regionalism in

:Canadian politics, then it is necessary that’the method of analySis ‘

-contain the ability ta allow for the impact. of different political

(g

';-forces within ‘the political system
| The second manifestation of regionalism discussed by
.Engelmann and Schwartz,»variegated support bases for political

parties in different spatial units, raises another important analytical
prob%Fmdih the study of regionalism and political behaviour

‘d:Variations in behaViour which are cast into sub—national terms - and

which form the basis forkthe conclusion that regionalism is an:

.\..

important aspect of the political system - may in fact reflect the

ex1stence of Similar patterns of behaViour within the political system
.fm :
which are ‘not uniformly evident because of the presence of sub—national

differences in the socio—economic characteristics of electorates . As

1t Przeworski and,Teune argue, systems differ not when the frequency_ofﬂ
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particular characteristics differ but when the patterns of the ;

relationships among variables differ. '8 Regional differences, then,

Specifically, the differences over time .in the Progressive Conserva—.
tive vote betﬁben, say, Ontario and Alberta may reflect either the
fact. that the two electorates, highly similar drx nature have

reSponded differently, .or that the. electoratesare responding in a

similar fashion but are differentiated from each other in some

fashion,such as: ethnic origin,'class compOSiti@n, or religious

" affiliation. In the former case, Space as represented by the proper

names~of Alberta and Ontario would be incorporated into the explana-

w

; tion while in the latter example the explanation would be in’ terms

of the relationship beﬁween a number of socio—economic variables

(A

and the party vote.9

e S

Donald Blake s application of a multiple regreSSion model‘
to party vote (Liberal and Progressive Conservative) and constituency—

level socio—economic data (religion, ethniCity, and OCCUpation) for~“

>y Canada s English—speaking provinces from 1953 1965 is sensitive to.r'
B .

fthis problem inasmuch as his obJect is to ascertain cross-sectional.
‘lﬁldiﬁferences over.time in the support bases of the two magor parties:
(although he- does not concern himself with the problem of relating S
v;differences in the socio—economic compOSition of constitnenCies '
:.between provinces ‘and the level of party votej 10 Blake '8 method

. ,‘/ .
_is to compare the Ielatipnship between these socio—economic

/ /

v

B : ) )
characteristics and party vote in the various prov1nces compared B

PR S
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to the pattern detected in the province of Ontario, the unit of

T

v'comparison which_was selected 'because it is the'most‘industrialized»

{

i

urbanized, and most populous. province in: Canada, and has 1ong been

a focus of antagonism on the part of pdorer provinces. 11 Region—

~

valism, then, is: defined in terms.of the extent of deviations from

“the Ontario voting“patterns;;z Since‘"the most striking feature...

: - S VI
‘(of'the Conservative and Liberal support models)...is thé apparent

importance of regionalism,"_l3 Blake argues that the evolutionary

“model” - which is an important component of ‘Alford's: analysis in :

~ his Party and.Societyl_4 - does not adequately describe the develop—‘

ment of thevCanadian party system, although_this conclusion‘is

.qualified in that : S ‘Fii

L :
_ ro]nce religious and/ethnic differences have
e .- 'been accounted’ forﬂ the net relationship
. - between occupatioqal characteristics of the
o #glectorate and party support, with few
exceptions (sic] persists across regioms.
. The relationships which seem to vary most
by region are ‘those between religion and.
ethnic origin and party support.15
&

’

%,

Blake'has dealt in a very sophisticated mannervwith one

- of the important.dimensions of electoral regionalism, and there is

no argument here with either his methodology or the’suhsfance:ff his

' ‘argument. ‘The impre531veness of his coptribution to- the study of

regionalism ought not ‘to distract us, however, from the point that

L3

his overriding concern for understanding regionalism*idiosynCracies.

in political behaviour is only partially met.l§ HHis:article;Ldeals'

~witﬁ1changes'over cime-in the support bases of the parties and does -

=

‘not speak either to the flow of the vote and voter turnout or to

.o



o -50- |
'spatial variations in the movement of these variables. Geography,'
":then, for Blake is an Jimportant yariable in the understanding of
Canadian voting behaviéﬁr,-but he~iswunable to speak to the problem
o?xmeasuring the "nationalizationfbof electorates.>’ We now shift
oLr concern toran EXamination.ot‘those studies’gf»electoral region-
%lism whichIhavg‘beeh:conCerned with'the question of sub-national
variations in the patterns of party vote and voter turnout

The easiest” ~ .and most common - way - of displaying sub-

national variations in voting behav1our is ‘to 51mply show the ~

T

ifferences in party vote or voter turnout in each of the regions \&ﬁ

ar provinces of the country for a Single election., This kind of

J oss—sectional analy51s is also for a number of reasons, the most
g .

V

-unsatisfactory method of indicating the impact of the sub—national L

evel‘of aggregation upon behaviour

£

John Meisel for. example in'his‘summary essay entitled

onclusion. An Analysis of the National (7) Results,‘ i :Papers

h the 1962 Election, presented the vote percentages for the parties

bv area (provinces and regions) 18 The point is then made that "w1th
ouly a. l;ttle more: than one—third of ‘the popular vote neither of"

the old parties could claim to'have obtained anything like national

~

vsapport 1?' Moreover,

c

the most outstanding feature of the., s
’election, as has often been noted L Lo

was' the widely differing ways in B
,which the various provinces aand
I regions of Canada reacted to the

issues and personalities before
~ them. 20 : ‘
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" regional origins and strongholds‘of the various political parties;h
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® R '
el

This judgment, apparently, is ma%g on the hasis that for

iy
Y ,~

' example the Progressive Conservative paﬁ%y took only 27. 3 percent

- v
of the vote in British Columbia and reached a“high of ‘51. 3<perqpntv Ve

)
——

in Prince Edward Island, similarly, the Lfﬁeral vote ranged from a

low of 19. 4 percent in Alberta to a high of‘$8 w.ercenthgh R &
; > !

BN

Newfoundland\

The measurement of regignalism on the basis of snmple

L4

.
-

differences in the provincial and regional proportions of thgivote

obtained by the parties is limited and static inasmuch as the =

’ discussion is restricted to a:single point in time, which precludes-

‘

" the possibility of movements between the different levels of

aggregation Furthermore, since aggregate data ‘are free of ‘any

K

' ev1dence of perceptions, it is impossible to speak to the: hypothes1s

that the various provinces and regidﬁs of Canada reacted (differ

t

_ently)f;.to the-issues and personalities beforevthem.

N

Peter Regenstreif in his book The Diefenbaker Interlude

argues that Canadian voting behaviour is marked by divergent regional

; ~

patterns.z Indeed, region, along with ethnicity and religion, ranks
| 12l

[

very high in accounting for the’ voting behaviour of Canadians,

?Although Regenstreif recognizes that there are a number of weaknesses

’ in the traditional formulations of regions in Canada, most of his

work employs the usual groupings, except that British Columbia is

B .

vincluded{rn the»Western region.zr2 In addition to discussing the

Regenstreif uses three measures of regional effects. First, he'uses.
: - . o ° . A

the'spread between‘regions of highest and lowest party support to
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‘ 23
measure regional differences. Second regionalism is measured

vby disparities in seats won and votes obtained 24 Third, differ~

a
.

ential patterns of increase or decrease in party vote are taken as .

indicators of regionalism.25 However, while these measures touch
upon the'problem of electoralVregionaiism,*they'suffer‘because of

their inability togmonitor carefurly nationalsand sub-national
. movements.

Other scholars - most notably Murray Beck26‘and Robertﬁ

Alford27 - have been concerned with the problem of detectlng changes

over time in electoral behaViour,‘particular1y71n the case of party

vote..

o Beckrconcerns himself with spatial shifts in party
fortunes during both periods of change and stability of politiéal
;power The first concern is met by utilizing two different, albeit
related, measures'of change. . S - ' A
The first measure is abcomparison-during the perijod of
change in government-of shifts in the seats won by the parties.
in the four’ regions of Ontario Quebec, At%antic provinces, and
vWestern provinces,.which leads to the conclus1ons that the- transfer.

of power in 1874, 1878, 1896 1911, 1921 i93&; 1935, and 1957~ 58

©

was characterized by each region swinging away from the governing
, i
‘party.28 This‘method of measuring changes;1§ seriously restricted .

i
I

'by the well-known exaggeration of the,partiesf strengths and w%ak—

‘nesses providedvby'the“electoral.System‘withiits single-member or
firSt—past—nh/;ppst sjstem of'electiongzg ;Givenithis_exaggeration

it is imposs%ble to'weigh with any certainty the relative importance
Lo o : S T | o :

f R R -

| e SR R
] . L - 0 o
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of national and sub-natjonal political forces.

-

Beck's second Tmeasure looks at changes over time in the
proportion of the vote obtained by the Progressive—Conservative
party. On this basis he argues that with few: exceptions "every

province moved,in the'directlon of change when- change did occur.”

- During periods of stability, Beck argues,‘"a party usnally'
improved its position in about_half the provinces and'Suffered losses_

~in the other half in any one election;”Sl Eventually,:of coutse; the-

N

government party suffers defeat, which, Beck asserts, is the result

of a large proportion of the floating voters in all reglons somehow
Ty Py

reaching the conclusion that the time was ripe for a change

, While the winning party may . fail to galn an‘overall majority in

each of the four reglons...the trend was unmistakable 33U¥ﬁoreover,

Beck notes that R o ‘_"_ e

*special regional or . local factors,’such
as personal, economlc,_religious,‘or oo
L racial factors, or -the faet that an' ' » "~
opposed polltlcal party had: recently o
won a provingial: electlon, mlght serve- . - ' .,/
to dilute -theé. trend in some provinces,v- P
but’ WOuld not arrest 1t signif;cantly 34 '

k!

Beck concludes his dlscussion by notlng that in the elections

from 1962 to 1965 ‘when there was a sw1ng away from the Progressive ‘
Conservative party in all reglons, "the extent, nnevenness, locale,

and - beneficiarles of "the . SWing were sometimes bewilderlng 35 Canada

acted . as if it were four or five*countries electoral1 36

One of the manlfestations of regionallsm for Robert Alford
is "when regions'shift from election to election in opposing directions,q
thus indicating that.the.impact_Of:national political currents affect‘

.
A, “
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regions in contradictory ways w37 - Later, Alford draws attention to

the great range 'in the voté ohtained by the Liberal party and the
"

CCF%NDP in the various prov1nces from 1953 to 1962 38

Nonetheless,
the trends of change in the Liberal vote
‘ ‘from election to election are almost
- always consistently in the same direction,
degpite the radical divergence of the.
absolute level of Liberal voting " This.
is testimony to the penetration of :
national" political currents into each
province, regardless of its degree of ,
: devotion to a given party 39 - ‘ v

;l gil R , A . .
R e In a similar vein for all elections from 1921 to 1958

Alford argues that there is ”some evidence that political regionalism
in Canada is dwindling since the standard deviation from the average
'swing has become smaller, except for the 1958 election which was
marked, however, by a remarkably uniform swing of all regions tOntario,'
bQuebec, British Columbia Atlantic.provinces,‘and Prairie prov1nces)

to the Conservative party. "40 : B :913

While both Beck and Alford are concerned ‘with examining the

’question 6f the relationshlp between the national party vote movements

Ll
l Lo ,,H YL . . ‘-

nand sub—nat onal movements -'although, of course, nothing can be said

pitd

about the impact-of indiv1dual constituenc1es upon behaviour = their .
methods and measures provide only a limited description of the |
_relationship between the nation as a whole and prov1nces and regions..
B
In Beck s case the analy51s is restrictéd to JUSt an ‘examina- .
tion of the direction of the various sub—national movements - compared ,
to each other and the overall national trend - for two points in time

y v . . ,
(that is, the shifts in party vote’ from one election to the next),
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that no provision is made for the detection of trends over a longer\
span of. time. Since his measure ig no more than a‘comparison of
percentage increases in the vote, 1t is not possible to say anything
. precise about the magnitudes of the movement .
Altprd S$ measure, which produces a summary’score of between-
‘region variance gives an indication that the regionsvare becoming more
similar in/@heir relationship:}o the national trend, but is also
. restricted/to only two points in time Moreover the. measure of
standard deviation does not allow for the simultaneous estimation of

I

the impact of a number of levels Within the system upon the flow of

'the vote

-

Beck and Alford-bot@ use the- term ”swing in their discus- l
‘sion about sub-national movements, a usage which does not coincide
Vwith the commonly—accepted understanding of the measure, to which !
we now turn our attention |

Swing has been the usual mode of detecting sub-national‘
deviations from the national trend in electoral behaviour usingL
aggregate data. 4L Although it has received little attention in.
':Canadian analyses. ‘of electoral behaviour it has been extensively '
J.used by analysts in Australia and the’ United Kingdom. This lack of
application of swing to the Canadian case is undoubtedly partially
-due to the multi—partypnature of the political system which means

that the calculations involved become more than somewhat difficult_

‘and that the inte%pretative problems increase considerably, although

Australian analysts 'who have the additional burden ‘of the pteferen—r

tial ballot to contend with, have produced generally satisfactory |
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42 '
results. However, the factor of greater theoretical significance
which accounts for the relative absence of the swing measure in
. Canadian electoral analysis is that the movements -from oné party

to another have not been uniform across the'country; to the extent

that the relationship between the national swing figure and the

tores, 0
'

swing value for any single constituency is 1ikely-mo be minimal r4v'
& -. T .
The application of swing"- to Canada, then,lsince it would represent -

- . ‘.‘., 31 I
. Aty « Y . =

the mean national movement of a number of. disparate - 1£ not contra-f_
. E “ &3"“.‘4 " y "\:‘/,
< S e
dictory - movements, would be eSSentially meaningldss 4 &

-In addition, swing is limited as a means of understanding

the pattern of sub—national movements for two important reasons.‘
‘First, the measure is restricted to'only pairs Qr elections (although;
X . &y

:not necessarily consecutive ones), so. that it is,not sensitive to o
d'pggclical changes._ Second _although swing is intended td provide
'information‘about/those afeas\df the‘country'whichfhaveishown.some
.deviation fromlthe national pattern, it is, in»fact verv;imprecise'

~ about the spatial sourceS‘of'sub—national movements; 'Generallv, thef

S

e

calculations_of.swing have béén‘at the level«of.constituencies,'with>;
5 comparisons to tHe national SWlng, although certainly;'calculations‘
for larger sub—national aggregations are possible.z The-problem'
7':encountered by Beck and Alford in being unable to work with a number
of levels of the political system simultaneously also occurs in the
case of swing.' | . \
| While‘it is‘of‘course of_some‘descriptive’utility toghavep
an estimate of the'magnitude of the.deviation from the national move—

ment,Ait/must be recognized that there‘remains the distinct possibility
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that the deviation reflects not Iactors Q§§§ing osut of the level
'used in the calculation of swing, but that {t i, in act, .a function
of the impa;t of higher or lower levels of the political system. .ﬁ;
What, then, is said to represent a provinc1al trend, in contra-
distinction to the national trend?,may, in fact, be a product of a
regional movement, a number of lower—level‘constituency movements,
“vor both. ' ‘_' B o . | : 'v" N

| The argument to this point then, isithat pfevious attempts'v
to analyze sub—national movements in politital behav1our have been

.-‘;" .“t

’ lackang 1n three important respects. First the analyses have been
based on measurES which are restrlcted to only two points in time.
vSecond the measures are Very 1mprec1se ‘about the. spatlal dimensions
underlying the movements. Third the measuresido not prov1de the
abality to handle simultaneously the impact upon behaviou§ of a

number of different levels of the political system.‘
The next chapter will describe in detail the statistical
.v‘model employed 1n ‘this work to prov1de greater spec1f1c1ty to our .

:knowledge about the relationshlp between geography and electoral

‘behav1our in the Canadian political system
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" Chapter Three

pAn Examination of the Character of Stokes' Partially Nested, Mixed
Analysis of Variance Model of Political Effects.

N

In ‘the preceding chapters, two Substantive arguments were™ "
made about the\nature of regionalismain Canadian politics and Eﬁliiigal
SCience. First, the claim was'made'that sub—national politidal areas

have had significant influences upon various aspects of Canadian

political life a factor which, in turn, has lead to a tradition of
' A

.emphaSizing regional diffefénces in Canadian political analysis.l Second,

while the’ study of electoral and voting' behaviour constitutes an

l/"' =

'important‘part qf this tradition, there have been a number of severe

‘0»’

limitations to previous approaches to: electoral regionalism which have
_limited our comprehension of the’ forces underlying the behaviour of' :
. Canadian voters.‘l ' L f ' ‘.--7 f?

: / We now tqu in this chapter to an eXpliClt examination of
the statistical model employed in this study for the measurement of
' national and sub—national political forces. This model was develOped

¢

'and has been applied by Donald Stokes whose research produced a .

<.

number of important findings about the nature of American and. British
ipolitics, particularly in terms of:the relative weight of political

'forces Within thqse political systems 1 In brief he finds that
_ 7 —
there has:been a‘ nationalization of political life, and a concomitant

i/

decliﬁe in the influence of subéhational forces upon voting in national'”

oth countries over roughly the same - period of time.z

‘elections for)
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[

Donald Airkin“hasiused thé;model for an,examination'of,the.spatial

Coe P ’ . 3

. bases of electoral behaviour.iniAustralia§3_-Richard Katz has utilized

Stokes' nodel,and"anvalternatiVe model’'in an examination of electoral
"l.movementS'in the UnitediStates and Italy;é“ and_Robert Jatkman has
applied a‘variant of the model to theFCanadian case.SA o ‘
o : ' :
of . Stokes' Variance-compbnents model°. then to examine gsome criticisms
of the model particularly those raised by Katz then a comparison

of Stokes model with that used- by Jackman, and,finally a discussion

of the- technical problems encountered in applying Stbkes model to theEf”T

Adata used iy
'hate to provide some réstatement of the -
'substantive fore us, prior to proceeding to a discussion

“of the formal properties of" Stokes model, so,that'the kinds of

_questions which are answerable in light of the model s nature are

' made clear;' Briefly put, the essential concern of this study is to o

lascertain the extent to which Canadian electoral politics from B

'h~l§53 1965 can be’ said to be nationalized" or "deﬂnationalized " or

2

in other words, the extent to which Canadian electorates can be. said -

to be 1nf1uenced by national forces or influences emanating out of
the various sub—national levels of the system If there is reason |

to believe that sub-national 1evels do have an impact upon voting v

' behaviour5 the question then arises ‘as to whether these forces can be.“'
'ibest.conceptualized in-terms of.regions, prov1nces, or,constituencies;f

,:From'this perspective,-a'number of subsidiary considerations

The format of this_chapter,will«be to discuss”the properties



%

i’ follow, such as: What areas,'if any, seem to have contributed to the

Y

\5‘

el

relative lack if any, . of nationalized electoral politics7 Has there

.;» been stability or change in those areas which' have contributed . to the

.‘l
N

weakness of nationalvpolitical forces7 Has there been any significant
change in the relative rankings of the various political forces within
the country7 Are there any constituencies which over time have

exhibitéd idiosyncratic patterns of political behaviour7 'Or, are~

there any constituenc1es which have shown little independence from

the pattern of politics at higher leyels of the political system?

ol

Lastly, are there any factors which are common to the constituencies

which have exhibited either highly similar or divergent movements

s W

in party vote and<voter turnout? ‘» o [ . R
. \ ! . : ‘ ..
Ll The satisfactory resolution of the questions relating to'
T \}, H .
the impact of sub—national areas upon political behav1our requires o

o.

v

that any model which measures - movements in party vote and voterc

turnout ust %;Bvide for two-important factors - namely, the effects

of time d the effects of a number ﬁf political levels within the

political

s stem. Time is impo tant because the idea of regionalism
Y

implies sbme degree of long-term permanence and continuity in the

pattern L) &divergence between a sub—national area and the rest of
) .

the count ‘.’ Different levels are important inasmuch ‘as the Canadian a
. 5 c RTINS © i J . y X
»electorat s can be envisaged as living within a number of different

behaviour.

oy '_' . Lo

dpolitical rnvironments, of varying degrees oé saliency, which influence
\
|

1



- v political system - upon party vote and voter turnout in the '

; _ ’ )—6‘5- o

These requirements mean that many mo7els of analysis'off
variance are not satisfactory for our‘purposesﬂ Nonetheless,

explication of the. logic and properties of a simple analysis of .
variance model will provide a convenient entry point to the more
complex model used in this study

It should first be noted that analysis of variance is a .

»statistical method used for ascertaining the difference between the
means of more than two samples or groups.6_ While such tests are.

used" frequently in agricultural and equational research and in
§ .

experimental psychology, they have not been used extensively in

political science. The primary reason for this lack of~usage ‘ds

L -
- d

A ' . P N
that the method‘df‘analysis of variance usually~isxconsidered~to\be Tro

most apprOpriate in experimental situationsf where the researcher:v.

N
+

‘is able to manipulate the independent variable (formally, the -

IS

treatment") and measure for the' dependent variable, ‘the difference ’

'between the means of the groups ("effects") The method however,z'

.

can be used in cases where ‘the. variables are more a result of.
classification than experimental manipulation.

. In this studyﬁowe.cannot directly manipulate the
\independent variables - thus,'of course, raising the degree of

,uncertainty ~ but we - can proceed-as if we were taking a sample

J

‘.lof elections in Canada and then measuring the. effects of two variables}

" .
e : . e

a,elections, at one point 1n time and over time, and levels of the,.‘

N .
A
o

bhconstituencies: Epr the sake of simpliqitypthe following éiscuSSion

g 7
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will be in/ terms of voter turnout (the logic‘of the models is no
different/ for party. vote).

[
|

P A simple one-way analy

sis.of variahceﬁmodel of voter

turnout over.a pair of elections --takes  the following form.
First, it.is necessary to caiculate the percentage differences for

turnout in -each constituency,/aS"follows:.

s

. ' where yij(57) ©1s the estimated proportion‘of
S ’ . a

the electorate in the‘ith constituency in the
th

3. province in the Canadian general election ‘ //
’,,of 1957,.and ¢+ o _;./(

(53)

v

j .is ‘the corresponding;proportion in the
; S
Canadian general election of 1953. P o
. ‘ . . :
.WThe calculation of this distribution of first differences for each

i \ .
. constituency over all constltuencieSvprovides an overall mean

'difference‘of'Y:.'and a variancefscore,ofd ' _;4\<
Y13

' which measures the extent of the dispersion of the various constituency

scores around ‘the overall mean. . The total variation in turnout from f_f‘_

. o
.

‘fl953—l957 around the overall mean for the constituencies iS' (yi —Y;L)

- S "v re
which is the sum’ of the squared:deviations from the meanf This last
. Qa‘ '

expression - known formally ‘as the gum of squares - can be decomposed

’

- ) . .K . . " . : . ) l. .
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into two parts or components, representing the "between provinces"
variation and the "within provinces variation. The former component' :
' refers to a pooled set of squared differences betweén the means for
the provinces, while the latter component is a pooling of the "within-
province variation for each of the provincial groupings of
constituency first differences, as follows
2 8" = st 4 s L
where,’ E
sztis;the estimated total variance,
sw2 is theApooled,'eStimated within-province variation, and
b2 is the pooled, estimated between-province variationﬂ-_;

' _ o . v o . |
"Invtechnical'terms, the above expression take the following .

=

3 ’_ij.(yij-‘Y—.‘.)Z ‘- ij(yij v 0%+ .ij(;‘fj—_Y_._.) |

The] first term on the right—hand side of the equation is

37

~

v;the sum 0ver all provinces of the squared deviatLons of ‘the various

3

,constituency scores within a province frqm the overall mean Tor that

_province. The second term represents the squared deviations of the
- . Y
’mvarious pfovincial means from-the grand meam for all prﬁvinces 'The

s L \ : . %

5.
first ternm measures variability due’ to constituenc1es and the Second ©

i
- . i .--J PR “ -

3

E term measures the variability which is attributable to provinces.:-

o ﬂt o While this set of procedures provides a partitiouing of the
.total :variation 1nto prov1nc1al and constituency components it does~v

re
-~ .

. - . . al
. . . . .
Rarh . . . .
N ) 1 . . . s o \ M
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‘not afford a measure of ‘the impact of national political forces or

effects - This defect in the usual variance model is remedied by .

Stokes in his development of\a partially nested mixed analysis of

variance.model.. Further, the model prov1des for the effects of time, at

single - intervals and over time.7

In-this mddel, then, the turnout in algeneral election in the
. th . . . - .th ' '
h| constituency in the i~ province in the k year is the sum of.

@ . Y

three time—independent effects and three time—specific effects, as

follows SRR ,_l’.
(4) ¥ipe = o+ By + Yij ak+b"i'k.+‘ci,:]k .
vwhere,f . |
o l is‘the time—independent national%trend orteffect,
‘ﬁi : "is the time—independent effectﬁof thé_i?b.prOVince,
"'Yij, is'the time~independent effectlof the th constitUency. ;,_-. - _w".
L in-the i h province- - :
o ot - o . &
ak; is the effect of national forces in the k th election - -~ .
:nﬂ?. year (the time—spec1f1c national effect),
big.'g is the effect of forces in the 1t$ province in the k |
. "fgi_ year (the time—specific provinclal effect), and f".. :3ﬁj'_ 3
\cijkl 1is the effect of forces in the j constituency in.the MR S
: "‘ith province id the k year Cthe time—specific constituency effect).c
L ‘ “ ..
nggﬁé%é " The formulae for the above.termsfand the quantities needgd for
"_y::.the production of the various variance component scores are found »"W
A : y : :

Q - N

‘,f' . inlAppendix I ;’-Q~ . ;_% _ _». :

: N - N “ i . . B o
v I LR



T year,_ the time-speCific proancial trend is the reSult of the

—Go=

3
I3

It should be emphasized that the time dimenSion of equation

(4) has two components : each of the three, levels - the nation, the

3
\

provinces, and‘the‘constituencies - are seen as being influenced by

two distinct but related_trends; one of which,'in technical terms,
. e .
- 1is known as random or time- specific, and the other is known as-

constant, fixed timeless, or time—independent

LY

‘ The time—independent national trend is quite simply the s
overall or grand national mean turnout for all elections under , -

~ . ;

con51deration'l the time-independent provincial trend is the
v deviation of the grand national mean from the overall mean for a

‘ ime-independent constituency trend

all provincial mean from the overall '

" mean for a particular constituency The logics underlying the

~

N & : _
formation of these time-independent trends. is tHat~we are interested

4 >

4o

@

®  in ascertaining%io what extent - after ‘the removal of the time- -

- independent mean for the higher 1evel - the various units’ within each

level are distinguishable from .each- other in their relationship to.

.
s’

’ the higher level "_f:;.‘\'> 4,
The time—specific trends are: more complex, involving the

removal or addition, for the_provinces and constituencieé of three

.

different terms 'I'he éi}e—specific national trend is thepdeviation :
-

_ of the grand national mean‘from the national mean for a particular

3 . s

removal from the provincial mean for a particular year of the overall

L. ~

: provincial mean an&-the time—specific national trend (or, the removal

‘o
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v

of the national mean turnout for’thatkyear and.the’addition of the -

grand national mean); the time-specific COnstituency trend involves °

¢

the removal from the turnout proportion for a_particular constitueno§

@

in a‘partioular year of the overall.constituency’mean and the
. b . . ' ' E 4

provincial mean for that'year_and the addition of the overai1.~
hprovincial‘mean. The logi; underl&ing the formation-;f these time-
speoific trends is’that it.is.necessary to ascertain the extent to
whioh the various'hnits in eachvlevei deviate from the 1ongftern
pattern of behaviour S o L _ L | o
Stokes describes this model as being a partially nested
‘mixed analysis‘of'variance.g. It is mixed because, as indicated
aboue it contains two distinct time.effeits, one of which is time-
.independent or constant over time, and one which is time-specific
fand varies over time bthathis, from election to eleCtion. It is
neste&vhecause constituencies are grouped within prov1nces and
~provinces.are grouped.w1thin the nation. The structure of the analysis

' of variance and the various means which are used in the formation of

the various teﬁms 1n equation (4) are shown in Figure 1 ?
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. R _ The basic tautological expreSSion (one which forms the basis

for any analysis of variance model) used for the derivation of Stokes

'
L

model\ispas follows:

oy,

(y.ij k’?’_,.' R

Gy, k) PO
This expression shows the\difference between the turnout proportion

- in a single constituency in-a particular year: and the mean national

turnout for that year as*%king the sum of tWo quantities ‘first, the

difference between the co.'fituency mean and the prov1ncial ,mean for

that year, and, second th§ difference between the provincial mean

and the national mean for that year.

In order to obtain the time-s ecific partitioning of

S

6. (yijk—.y...‘,) (yijk Vi, k) * (yi KK + ,(-7 A% y )v-
: R
This expression decomposes the constituency time—specific terms of
X 3
g AN

yijk)into three components that 1s, reading/from right to left on .

 the right-hand side of the equation the within rovince (cgnstiépency)
/‘ .

-'component the across—province (provincial) component and. the

-

'universal (national) component which, as the new term on this

‘side of the-expresszon is fo

..

ed by the removal of the: national

,.time—independent effect from the timenspecific ' national ' effect.

oY
?

Equation (5) can also be put into time-independent terms .

) 'by substituting in place of the constituency and provincial time—l
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7

specific terms,the-appropriate time-independent terms, as follows:
- = ) 2= + - 8 :
7 gy v, ) (yii; vy, 0t by y..,) | Lo

~ . '

This.ekpressiOn giyes the difference between the mean turnout for
;a'sinéle constituency over"timevand the grand-national!tuﬁﬁ%nt'as
the sum of two quantities' firs& the difference between the time-
independent constituency mean and the overall provincial mean, and
second,;the difference between the time—independent provincial mean
and the grand national mean, | |

The subtraCtion.of eouation‘(7)ffrom'eduation (5), and
re—arrangement of theqvarious'terms producesfthe following expression:”
(8) v(yijk—§ij.):+ (y.;.;yi.h)-=.'(?ijk;yi.h)_(yij._yi;;? +

Y Wm0y Y )
The‘transportation.of the‘national'quantity (y Y .

from the left—hand side of the equation to the right -hand side
: results in the formation of a complex expression composed of both

time—specific and time independent effects, as follows'

0 ) (yiJk yiJ ) (yijk Vi, k) (yij. Yi,.). f S :
G S S SO R A
‘ S "(Y':k)—(y..;ﬁ . R //,'.v,

a{ » In this.expression, the difference between the constituencyi

: turnout rate in a particular election and the overall constituegcy .

turnout isg represented as being the sum of three time—specific treﬁdé‘R

) namely, the constituency, provincial and national components.' Wlthln

~ - o,

‘H*'each bracketed term of the total expression a time—independent effect

"is subtracted from a time—specific effect Each;time—independent'term Y

. . I :
. ) . S . . “\
0» Lo ’ :
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is composed of the overall mean for that level -and overall mean for‘

o

the next.- higher level, and each time—specific term c0ntains the

removal, from the mean turnout in a particular year for a level, of

‘the mean turnout of the next higher level for that year.

At this point,\it should be noted that  the summation of the,

ﬂthree time- independent terms on the right~hand side of equation (9),

that is (y ,): (y Y. ), and (yij Yy ), yields ‘the term

u(yiJ D) which is the constituency tl findependent effect»on the

' left-hand side of the equation

If we substitute, for the momentary convenience of reading,

the symbols A B, and C, respectively, for these three tenps then

(y iy, ‘) = A+ B+ C, as follows~

ao) (ymg((A +FB+ Q) = "_(yij\ll\c_yi.k‘)-— Gy v )+
| Ty D
I AN N
‘-pFinally, by transp081ng the terms (A+B+C) to éhe right—.
hand side of the- equation and by re- substituti;Z the original
' &uantlties ‘'we obtain. the following express;in
(l;) yijk ="“(y‘;..> + (;i.,.'y’.;..) + (yij Y ) F

(y.;k)—(y.;.) +"<Yi.k2'¥;.;>‘<Y.;k*Y.:.>' o
(yijk Yi3.) '(Yi k. "yif"),
‘ th
In words, then, the turnout fﬁ&constituency LK of the 1
-1

th °
province in the k election is the sum of three time-independent,

.trends (for, respectively, thE*national prov1ncial and constituency

4
x
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trends);'andvthe three time—specific'trends (for; resnectively,'the
"national, provincial and constituency effects) - .Each of the time—
'independent trends is the deviation of the overall mean for ﬁhe
higher level of aggregation from the overall mean for the lower level
Each of the time—specific trends are composed Of the time—specific
term for that level less the time-independent quantity for‘that level,
and less the time-specific and time—independent terms for the next

‘Nhigher level .of aggreoation The time—specific trend components
;3_. , .
ﬂre adJusted or corrected in this manner in order to remove the
3 ‘
-

padtion of each level s variation that 1is attributable. to the QQ‘

igfluence of the-time—specific andftimefindependent trends of the -
highér level c ey |
| In order to obtain ‘the: equation which expresses the R

e - o
th. th ' o
;vartance of voter turnout in “the j ‘ constituency of the i T

province over all elections under analysis, we square the collection\
- of ‘the three bracketed terms in equation (ll), that is, the three \‘.

- time—specific trends,' the three time-independent trends are not .

]
. \
'(.* .

involved in- this operation as their variance Scores by definition\w1thvd

(

respect to the time factor are equal to zero, as follows:.

(12) Var (yij) = Var (a) + Var(b )<+ Var (cij)

. : 2 [Cov(a b ) + Cov(a c..) + (Cov(b ’Ciji]

ij

where Var(a)— variation 1n national effect - is v



e . 4 ﬁ

) o L (y' )_(y . )2 ) : ‘ :" . -
N . k .o . . rt

IS

Var(b ) - variation in orovincial effect -~ 1s é:

(yi YD) gy ),2

Var(cij)-variation in constituency effect - is-
. 2 R
(yijk yij ) - (yi K. yi..) A

Three features of this equation are- worthy of comment.

- First, the calculations for the national and provincial variance

components are based on the assumption that both effects will have a .

v

uniform impact across all of the constituencies.v In‘other words,.

the national and provincial movements in turnout over/time’aro;nd -
v‘ . ?'- . ~

,_their respective time—independent means are the. average nationr- and

,provincial effects for all constituencies and not the actual -mpaﬁt

‘these forces have in each riding. 10 While the impact of national

Y

forces will vary from province to province .and constituency to

tconstituenCy, and the impact of provinc1al forces will vary from

o

constituency to constituency, .80 that in each case the impact of

s

<higher:2£ggr effects w1ll be either overstated or understated, the

N

average magnitudes of the vargance components will be right for

‘the nation as a whole;}l:

" -This aSSumptionvthat.the nétidnal and provincial'mean
. movements representyaverage or uniform effects is predicated on the
assumption that it is possible to ignore or: control for the impact

of lower-order'forces=on the‘higher—order mean The nested character

 of the model in good measure, provided that the number of provinces
. a e



£y

,and constituencies in the. nation were large precludes against this
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b

%

contamination of higher-order effect by lower—order effects since, as

Stokes argues, - "it would ‘be very unlikely that the average of the vote

..

-over the whole country would be deflected by the net effect of what

2

is happening at the...(provincial)...level " While each lower—order

, level will make ;pme contribution to the movements of the higher-

.order level, since these contributiqns are independent for. each unit

Ny

of each 1ower-order level thenu"they would tend to cancel each other‘

"When averaged acrosstghe whole nation." nl3 Lestﬁthere is_still an

-~

upward deflection oé lower-order effects to'the higher-order level

\

which is possible in the Canadian case given the existence of only

’ten provinces, some of which have only a fGW‘constituencies, the -

'

three variance component terms‘in equation,(lZ) have been adjusted '

. 'are found in Appendix I.

1represent the cross—level” or "interaction" terms of the

I
LY

I
‘o.

The third important characteristic of equation (120 is the

o . .

‘ three covariance terms, which are of cruclal importance in nhat they

’ . |

Adel‘ They ‘

J——

- something particular in, say, the way the province of hewfoundiand Ea

b

is tied to or influenced by the nation as a whole.'/gince the model
' .

'h_ in such a way as to remove this confounding ejfects. Theée adjustments -

“is partly nested three kinds of covariances are’ obtained ”Specificllly,.

' ,constituency—nation interaction, constituency—province interaction,/.

. o mL ’

-



"and'province—nation interaCtion ;
‘.f‘:j‘,-' Stokes at one point in his discussion of the development
of th)

, model 14 and Alker, in his discussions about its properties,lsa

argue that these covariances are not of any substantive importance,

' Jas either they are close to zero or do not . d fer from each other

'more,than would.be expested on-a statistically random'basis,v “If thisa

) . J

.'werq the case,.then the analysis of the variation in party vote or- ,5‘

S'voter turnout need be only in terms of the variance componentSw
“ However, Stokes 1ater‘in his discussion about the
. ,g) N . KA "

f;;;propertiesVof the model and some of the results generated by its

I8

.“

jf;“application to the Unitejl tates,’raises the importance of the

effects, that is, political forces, which are f ~uencing in contrary

-ways the pattern of voter turnout in different sub—nat ‘nal units l@ﬁﬂ

“This, of course, is precisely the kind of thing that is_integral to';f

"' the: phenomenon of regionalism, in which people respond in non-"
'isomorghic ways to the personalities, events, and issues of the

'higher level that is, the people of Saskatchewan might respond
v _J};

.'”to national political forces in a. way that is substantively
) LN

"_different from the way the people of Newfouagland respond
| The model as indicated previously, recognizes two y,

‘important characteristics of electoral behaviour and contains '

)
L&

an implicit notion of electoral nationalization. First “e}ectorates ,

 are seen as living within a political System that contains a_ number ?;



. %,;‘ ‘

P

of potentially influential environments.;g Second electorates are'jQ

~ . \‘ ! s . - I »
envisaged as being subject to two distinct temporal trends' the
0 , ™~ A
'j time-independedttrends reflect steadfast loyalties or other constant

t

19

tendencies, similar to Converse 8 concept of a normal vote, vtheyﬁ‘

time—specific trends, particular to distinct points in time, reflect_L-

e

the impact ‘of transitory issues, events, controversies, politicians,.;"'

and political organizations.'

The implici\\ngtion of electoral nationalization containedi
\ . . Toes oW . ‘

within the model flows from its treatment of the time—specific trends 5

B

in the var: us provinces and constituencies.

highly nationalized" political system is one in which' B

' five percent natio‘ally, one would expect \in a highly nationalized-

. ‘,‘ )
system, to f' d gains of five percent for the Liberals in each of

the various coi tituencies within the - nation.' In such an ideal

ituatiOn, it wo ld be argued that Canadéjgas\a highly homogeneous
f oy

community - not ecessarily homogeneous in’ ethnic, religious,

xtf;ffforces or factors.v the political system would‘

be seen as being dof nated by those issues, events, personalities,‘»

and political ?.ganizations which have a national focus and

'thilfgﬁbnﬁthe other hand,'the Liberalsiéainedifive percent .-
S R \

k L e
YU

.

.
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,was a great deal.of separation betwe@n‘or independence.of'units at~'h

political system where the various provincial electorates we e §

~80= L

nationally in a political system where there was a very high

..~

separation between the constituencies, or, for that matter, thé..lf“f-
’other levels of the system,vthe gain would repreSEnt nothing more
" than a simple arithmetic mean of many'fiverse movements across the ‘f

o

'»country that is, in this case of a highly "denationalized"

-

_ political system,_there would be’ a very high probabi%ity of just as ,x

3 : v

many constituencies registering Liberal gains as those recording

,4 o

losses for the Liberals. : In such a political system, it would be |

argued that the pattern of electoral behaviour is dominated by

N

those issues, events, personalities,'and political organizations
which have a; 1ocal perspective and orientation._ Instead of a

-

homogeneous political system, we would speak of a system where there

1

the same level of aggregation._ In- an ideally nationalized politicalf<f_
system geography ﬂpuld be of no political significance. in terms |
_of‘the relationships between, say,,provincial electorates and'thev/wj~

. P L i
e nation as a whole it would be of no consequence wheth;r on livedf

1

in Newfoundland Albertav or. Ontario. However, in a denatio aliz d

v

iptovrntial r, onsti'_eqcy);factor :

o :‘.:_\\.




4{“}7 Indeed, since different groups may react’ in
S 4opposite ways to" the same stimulus, the< . L
. “direction as well as the magnitude of the .. . . ",
._" ‘shift caused by a- -gingle factor may vary
2 S across...(constituencies)...because of
BN varying distributions of . ethnic social
e o rpolitical, or economic groups 21 :

Two points can be’ made in rebuttal to this argument._'first:
T'\f:our concern is to ascertain t’e extent of electoral nationalization
bwhich contains a concern for b_ing able to detect those sub-national
i units which in.fact do ﬂiverge Trom the national pattern.s Once this R
',; task is accomplished then our a.tention can be focused on trying d‘f

:eem to 1ie behind the differential

vl to account for the factors which

fmovements;. In this sense then w(at is an objection to Stokes

notion of electoral nationalization becomes part of his own argument.z-2

Second as argued by Stokes himself' his model contains three

covariance terms “which were intended to detect the differential

impact of national politics on state or local politics and of state K

forces on local constituencies.f 3 -":';'j . '-_Q~jg7fa;‘v4

Qi;;; S The second objection raised’by Katz is somewhat more

-

compelling, although it i§‘§BEEWhaE~couched in ‘his . argument hghind 1
ri__g__\___‘_______‘

L susceptibility to influence from whatever source, for example

beeause ofsdifferences in the distribution or intensity of partisan— .
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ship.” " " Variations in partisanship or intensity of party
o .
-identification are-no different in principle from the argument :
= that constituencies vary in 1ight of. their socio—economic

"‘characteristics, inasmuch as all of these variables will have an L

::impact upon the flow of the vote The problem that is contained

*

in Katz s second objection arises ;gom his comment that a. swing to'll‘

,one party of 10 percent will mean\that a constituency where that

e arty received 95 percent of thg vote in the 1ast election would '

A

h 3then obtain 105 percent in the current contest.zsu “ ‘f": S

_ Katz s concern closely follows Hugh Berrington 8 argument
v.i‘against the usual way in. §wing had been - calculated by British 3*_H"
political scientists 26: Berrington argues as follows

: The swing is said to be a swing of X percent
- of the: electorate,‘or, more. precisel of t ose g
-~ voting:: it is not’ related to the pgpul atign
at risk. . The electorate,. as such,/howeverf\ S
cannot swing, it is only former fonservative
or Labour voters who can swing by it
their party. (Although, of coufse, new . ..
‘voters or abstainers can create: ‘the equivalent
‘of a awing.) A 2 percent swing 'to Labour in’
" Rhondda East is not the same as ‘a 2 percent
_ ;in South Kensington. In Rhondda East, 2
ol - percent constitutes a fairly high proportion .
C of the former: Conservative vote, in South
Kensington a small franction '

Stokes ’model is deficient in that 1t ignores "the J

population at risk" and treats as equivalent say, three constituencies

in which the | ?rvatives t00k respectively, lO SG, and 75

‘ V' While there are few constituencies which fall

o

r;numberiof ridings do fall in the first -




4uar‘ile, particularly 1 Canada'where the multi—party system is o

' cha'acterized by uneven party competition ‘across the country For

‘ek"'le in 1953 the honservatives took 20 0 percent or less of

l' the total vote in 58 7onstituencies ‘out'- of the 248 contests by

!

o ‘he party (23 4 perc t), and received 20 0 percent or lesa in 40
. of the 257 constitu _cies it contested in. 1957 (14 0 percent)
In both cases, the ajority of the constituencies were located in

fthe four western 7 ovinces and particularly in Alberta,

Saskatchewan and Briiish Columbia "This problem is less acute in‘

the case of turnout as- few constituencies fall outside of the range

»'in turnout rate from 50 to 80 percent

:“}1 S :Jac 'an has attempted a somewhat similar kind of analysis

. i..é\" s |
?ﬂ;is quite similar" to Stokes model 28 However while Jackman

approaches the problem of electoral nationalization in similar _f\

: / ;
t_impdrtant reSpects ' Moreover he is n_
\

that is equival; “to a twc—way analysis ‘of variance model, except

: ﬁthat.the_sum of squares.dolnot add up to any meaningful\total since'

AR

4

to that cbnduéted in this study., In fact he claims that his model S

'“thefc01umn,and row factorswarewnotxorthogonalv(that is,'thejnumber S

of observations in. each row and column are ‘not. the same) 9 Since'
‘the model is a two~way analysis of variance it is able to provide
R , ‘



. only estimates of the national and provincial ;kmponents, and the'

. constituency factor is represented only by an error . term. Jackman
) »

p'later argues that since the design of the model is proportional
'(that is, it has an equal number of constituency observations within

gprovinces over time), it is possible to obtain separate estimations

\,_ -

fof the national and provincial ‘components using only a one~way

-~ .

'._,analysis of variance procedure (specifically, for each component, a

”coefficient of determination or Rg is obtain d; the sum of both
T

0. ‘S'tokes' model is different ‘inasm‘ch'as 'the es.'timate'd' ‘
variance component for each level is‘ﬁormed by ob aining the .
tvariance in turnout around the grand mean for that devel, and,‘in ;
.’;the case of provinces and constituencies, removing thv time—independent
»effects of higher 1evels Other crucial differences b\tween the | B
»htwo models arises out of the fixed character of Jackman = model, Whlch
f‘means that there is no provision for time (that is, it has no time—
S

t‘[:independent effec7s), and the. lack df any covariance terms. Moreover,»

ifJackman does not‘provide for any adjustment in the national and -

C s

:.provincial component scores arising out of the possible upward
::deflection in higher—order effects by 1ower—order effectsr, While

"hJackman s study and this work are- addressed then, to the same

-

questions there are a number of significant differences betw n the

two mod%ls, S0 . that the results of the two studies, which do d'nfer -
in some respects, ‘are not comparable,ﬁ IR ; 7f -47f‘¢»';

-~
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SRS 4 “‘:Data Problems

e 3 . .o .
o

ce There are two types of data problems associated with the

application of Stokes model to the Canadian case.31
The first problem arises out of the nature of the party

X

system in Canada. The United,States, unlike Canada, has a twa-
I
' party‘system: thevmodel, as described above, is based on '

tdichotomized‘variables. In'Order to'apply.the Stokes ’nodel to
Canada two. alternative courses were pursued for the party—vote .'f\x
,analyses. First, the data were dichotomized into Liberal and

" Progressive Conservative shares ofvthe'two-party vote. The second’

"dichotomiaationjwasnin,terms_of either the Liberal:or Prpgressive

-~

Conservativevproportions‘of the total“votes _cast. In both cases,
 the dichotomization reflects the fact that only the Liberals ‘and
Q’Conservatives in terms‘of-votes.obtained or seats contested over

time;'can be considered as national parties. The second

dichotomization takes into account. the various third parties,,
f‘\_//{articularly the C. C F.-N. D P. and Social Credit (including Le-

‘Ralliement des Creditistes in Quebec in 1965)

L4

s o  The second prob em arises out of the double-member
.'constituencies of Halifax in vaa Scotia and Queens in Prince Edward h

’Island acclamations and the failure of either the Liberals or .

‘% Progressive Cén%ervatives to nominate a’ candidate in a constituency._: L

The voters in the two double-member constituencies were

.

able to vote for two candidates. Since both cases occurred in

b

provinces with relatively few constituencies it was - considered

v



*"Newfoundland in 1957), 2 constituencies missing a Liberal

_36i

desirable to retain as many ridings as pQSSiblé'» This was done by:,
\ dividingwthe actual_results soFAS'to create’twohseparate
7constituenciés.- Since'each‘ofhthese‘new constituenciés had the
‘same valuesvfor turnouts and‘party vote this procedure would tend j
to reduce the constituency variance component scores, and to. raise,
,slightly the provincial component scores, especially in the case
:of Prince'Edward Island which had -a total ofvonly four
constituencies. - . . ;%= '

| V'The'concern fgr‘retainingﬂashmany constituencies aS‘
'kpossible also governed the’ decisions regarding acclamations and
uncontested constituencies.gz Stokes' model requires a minimum
-of two constituencies in a nrovince (which eliminates the 5 S
inclusion of the Yukon and ‘the North-West Territories) with the»‘lb

. pame conditions of competition over the. full set of elections.,

In Canada from 1953—1965, there were ‘28 cases (out of a total N

ofyl,578'constituencies)'in whi. this condition of equivalegt

competitiVeness was Hot 7 of these cases were from the
1953 and 1957 elections and.1 from ‘the 1962 election._ These 28
_,cases were composed of 3 acclamations (all of which were won by’

,.I

,the Liberals. two were in Quebec in 1953 and one was: in

._ candidate and 23 missing a Progressive Conservative candidate.*
'QThe majority of the constituencies with‘missing;Candidates were in7”

'western Canada during the 1953 and 1957 elections, although only

~.

3 constituencies twice suffered from missing candidates. -*§\

T~

Y
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In order not t§ suffer the lack of a number of . o

constituencies the decision was ‘made to obtain estimdted turnout s
: .3 IR . " g : o
o . N )
vand party vote proportions for these constituencies. This ‘ f

procedure simply involved the estimation of what the party vote M

\ \.

‘ ,and voter turnout would have been if the seat. had been contested

e
a.

This estimation was based on the obtained relationship between'
: what happened at that particular constituency, when contested
and what happened at the level of the province for that election
When repeated over the series of. elections, this procedure f
" resulted in an overall ratio, which then was applied ‘to the
‘constituency for which‘there'was missing data on the basis of

d the provincial mean. for that year. This procedure while allowing
bfor the full inclusion of constituencies will have‘a minimal

. effect on the variance'component SCores. To the extent that there :
is an effect it will show at %he level of the provinces and :
:reduce the constituency level*component somewhat since the ratio

e . : -

used for the estimated scoreS‘was based on’ the provincial mean.,“‘

| D;. We now turn in the next ‘three chapters to the
'application of Stokes variance c;mponents model\to the pattern of
voter turnout and party vote in Canada from 1953\\965 » The.-‘ 4
f\application of the model will generally take the form of. national—”

viprovincia —constitu Cv and national—regional—constituency 33

~. , _
”-In the latter cas €, three of the regions - Ontario, Quebec, and

BritishAC lumbia - \\\also provinces - so that ‘the analysis in

Ry

some respects i“ restricted to the two regions of the Atlantic and'



,\.

',.

Prairie provinces.‘ Invaddition‘to.the ABove a third analysis,

o

'involving sub—provincial regions in- the three provinces of Ontario,-'

T : ¢

Quebec, and British Columbia ‘was run in an. attempt to ascertain

S

:if there were any sub-provincial regions which may be considered

A
5

as significant political environments.» S o

4
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Constituency data were obtained from the appropriate issues of
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. [ C I 7 .~ Chapter Four

~Variance Components of \Voter Turnout in |
- ,'Canadian General Electidns, 1953~1Q§§.
P — . R SRESSE

e s .

In'this chapter, the<analysis’of variance model'developed
,énd'descrihed‘in the previous‘chapteriis appliedfto.the examination?-\
of thepvariation in voter_turnout during.the'sig Canadian_general

| elections fromsl953’to 1965. 'This'discussion;will have two sections:

- first, a‘general comparison of the relaticnship between the regions -

B h
o . <

_and the provinces and;the”nation'as avvhole;uand,'SeCOnd, the
R specific presentétion,ofAthe‘results‘genertted hyhthe application
wyof the model. . | , |
. : (’- It should be noted that the electolal record for this~
period was marked by two distinct trends: from 1953 to 1958 the
_ turnout increased dramatically, reaching a record high for Canada.
of 7o percent 1n 1958 from-the relatively low percentage of .67
h-_ percent recorded in 1953, a low unmatched since the three elections
| of the 1920' s,' the first two eleetions of the 1960's saw. relative
stability in turnout with an overall slight decline. from 1958
then a more precipitous fall in 1965 to a turnout rate of 75 percent.
| This v::iod of electoral history, then .was characterized by
consz. derable fluidity in the proportion of the electorate which
cast a vote, especially compared to the relative stability in turnout
for fhe'five elections from 1930 to 1949 where the rate of turnout -
stayed'within the range of 70 to 76 percent, ‘and the three elections
from 1968 to 1974 where the. proportions were withid’the range of
S E e92= o

1
v



73 éo 77 percent.'

This summary description of the movement in turnout
‘proportiqps raises a number of important specific questions about
.'the underlying forces responsible for this variation.4 Is the total

o variation primarily attributable to the presence of national'forces,“

or did sub-national areas have differential reactions-to the“t
}political context of the period7b 1f it is possible to detect‘the
relative weakness of national forces - ‘over time and/or compared
to other political systems - what areas of the: country.seemed to

have great impact on the overall variation in turnout’ Further,

»

: can these sub—national influences best be conceptualized as emanating
out of the various regions or provinces or constituencies of the '
country7 Lastly, has there been any decline or rise in the weight .

attached to national forces or, for that matter, forces arising from

.

.

the lower—order levels of the political system’

‘ With these questions in mind, we can now proceed to an

‘Jt--,
4

examination of the general relationship between the nation and the'l
‘regions and the provinces in turnout patternis Figure 1 shows the
”‘turnout proportions for the five traditional regions - the Atlantic
.'provinces, Quebec Ontario, the Prairie provinces,-and British Columbia -
' and the nation for® the six«election period.‘ In general there seems .
gto be a high degree of parallelism between the nation and the.

regions' when the nation is rising, S0 are the regions, when the ,



‘ ‘“iﬁét§5ﬂfi§2fqiiﬁﬁé;lso

.ére the regibns’ whgn the nation is stable, Lol

- K

'lagain 'so are the regians “ The most noticeable exception to this

pattern of congruity is British Columbia wﬁich from 196” to 1963 wasv

i _rising strongly when the nation as a whole was declining very slightlybn

i
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_ Voter Turnout by Nation and Regions in Six Canadian General
: Elections, 1953~ 1965 :
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S Figure 2 which shows the movement in the turnout

proportions for the nation and the provinces indicates that there

is considerably more divergence between these 1evels of the political ,

v

‘system than between the nation and the regions, evidence that ,'>’

°

‘consideration of regional aspects of political behaviour obscures
. some important provincial differences.' This notion that the
traditional conception of regionalism tends to hide what is happening
twithin the nation becomes more evident when Figures 1 and 2 are

examined for the presence of units moving in a’ contrary direction

7to the: national movement in turnout. In the case of the regions only,}l

! .
British Columbia in the periods of . 1958 62 and" 1962 63 moved’more -

a - i

,; than one percent in a. direction contrary to the naqion as a whole,

cwhile the same test for the provinces reveals a more complex pattern

4 .
. L

o of movements. from 1953 to 1957 'while the national rate of turnout'

'was increasing by over: six percent Newfoundland s proportion was
dropping by almost six percent‘ in 1958—62 six provinces acted
"contrary to the national movement .with Prince Edward Island, .
.Saskatchewan, and British Columbia increasing by over one percent as
_the nati/n declined slightly, in 1962—63 when the national turnout“
rate again showed a minute drop, Alberta and British Columbia had
large increases in turnout' band in 1965 when the nation's turnout

. was falling four:percent 1Nova Scotia was rising some three percent.l

. Employing the national—regional format of analysis would

" lead to the conclusion that in three pairs of elections (1953 57
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1957 58, and 1963-65) there was a considerable degree of parallelism i
between ‘the. nation and its sub—national levels, _however,‘the

national—provincial ormat indicatesvthat in only the election set’

b

\b'of 1957 58 were there not any contrary movements
The difficulties associated with the national regional

,framework of analysis is. further exemplified in Table 1 which shows
gy

the differences in turnout proportions for. regions and provinces
-~ /

' between«the highest and lowest units in each’ election and overall
elections. | | |
'Table 1

Percentage Differences in Turnout Between Highest

~ and Lowest Units, by Regions -and Provinces, and by’
" Elections and Overall Elections. :

1953 1957 1958 = 1962 . 1963 1965 All Electioms
Region 7.2 2.5 8.0 5.2 4l 69 . 44 |

‘Province 26.1 342 13.6 18.0 16.4 22,6 212

. egions are characterized by relative similarity and

stability in turnout proportions in comparison with ‘the provinces,

. which are marked by both - great differences between the’ units with _
highest and lowest rates of turnout and great variability over time
Moreover, the 1957 election had the least amount of spread between the

' regions but thé game election also had the greatest amount of provincial
?dispersion,‘a‘somewhat similar anomalvnappears 4in the ‘case of the 1958
lelection when there was the least amount of spread between the provinces:

4 L
-and the greatest amouﬂt iof dispersion for the regions, although ‘the

--,,_n.,

ST
_/‘ . : - 3. s
D .

D A o o
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.greater difference/is stiil found a:\the ievel of the provinces.
’;_/fﬁeee differential movements in turnout proportions between

;regfsns and prouincesvare more visibly.evident‘in Tablesgz_and 3,

‘;which enew_the relafive'rankingvof units'infbotn;eun—national levels

. of the p511;¢551 éyetem for the turndut proporEione'bet&een electionsn

._5nd'overéll'g1ectiens:‘.These rnnkings‘and unit mouemEnés can be

- summarized by two simnle mafﬁemat;cal 0perati0ns:b first,'the

-3umna£ionvof the deviation ofveach:unit's fahking'in a parfibular,

‘ elecfion yeaf'frou_its ovefall positiQn;” eecond, the'summation of

the deviation of each unitfs standing in one election from its »

~ ranking in the previous contest.’

Table 2

Ranking of Regions by Turnout by Election Year : "
“and. Overall
o 1953 - 1957 1958 1962 - 1963 - 1965 = OQverall
1. Atl. - Pra. = -Atl. Atl. - Ont. CAtl. - Atlantic
o2, Que. Atl.. Que.. Ont. B.C. Ont. - Ontario
'3.. Ont. . Ont. - Ont.  Pra. ° Pra. Pra. Prairies
" 4. Pra.; B.C.  Pra. - Pra. ' _Atli.  B.C.  Quebe¢ .
5. © .B.C.  Que. B.C. B.C. Que.. Que. -British Columbia
-t o . S , Summation. of Each:
R T : S ~ Unit's Deviation in
4 6 4 0 ¢ 8 2 _ Election Year from

Overall Rank-.
Deviation of one

8 8 4 . -8 _ 6 Year's Rank from
Co ' ' Previous’Year's' Rank,
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-Table 3

ﬁanking of Provinces by Turnout by Election
- Year and Overall

CLVwNOWLSWNMH -

-1953

1957 1958 _ l963 1965
Y > ! . . . < Lo . ' .
P.E.I, P.E.I, P.E.I, P.E.I, P.E.I. P.E Prince Edward Island
N.B. N.S.. . N.B. N.S.™  Sask. . N.S 'New Brunswick 7
Sask. °N.B. N.S. Sask.  N,S. - N.B. Nova Scotia
- N.S. Sask.  Sask N.B,  N,B. Sask Saskatchewan
Que. Ont. ". Que. Ont ‘Ont. Ont. Ontario
Ont.  Man.  Man. Que B.C. B.C. Quebec ‘
~ B.C. B.C. Ont. 'B.C Alta.  Alta British Columbia
:Alta. Que. Nfl. Man "Man. . -Man Manitoba
‘Man. -~ Alta.. B.C: Alta Que. Que Alberta _
Nfl. . Nfl. Alta,  Nfl. Nfl. Nfl. Newfoundland -
: o . ~ Summation of Each:
6 6 10 4 10 8 Unit's Deviation in
: ' ' Election Year from
.7 Overall Rank"
/ .
, o — {, Deviation of One
12 122+ . 14 16 6 Year's Rank from -

Previous Year s Rank

Comparison of the two bottOm lines in each table reveals

that there is somewhat greatEr veriability for provinces than regions,»

although it should be noted that there is not much difference between

‘the tw0 levels if each score is divided by N-1. which controls éor the

»different number of units at each level

: provinces

by both measurements

~

In'terms of regions-an&

Quebec has ‘the greatest number of

' movements,‘but in the regional case all other" regions have very similar

.hmovements,while in the case 0f the Provinces there are //number"of o

quite distinctive patterns of mOVement

- The above,tables, figures, and"discﬁséion constitute”

evidence to the efféct that'ﬁhile One-cen point to considerable;”
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. similarity between the‘nation andvits sub—national levels -
particularly so in‘the case of regions l there are: a‘number of
differential movementsv— most notably at the 1evels of the provinces -

-nhich indicate the presence of Sub—national forcesbacting upon the.
;behaviour-of the Canadian electorates, It bears emphasizing,

’ however,iat this point,that Qe have not been\able‘tovsay anything

) ahout the slope, that is, nagnitnde;.of the.mo ements;;nor anything‘

~of the relative weights of thelpolitical forees\arising out of

.'various levels ot the Canadian'pOlitiCal-syStem;i We_cannot speak,

nith'any_precisionvor.confidence abOutdwhich proninces_of_regions

_are acting,'either'at one point in time or over time, in a'fashion"

“cbntrary_to the restpof the nationi except in.only‘a summary way

as was done above.

. [ o . ' L \
- In }ggder to accomplish these obJectives, the discussion

Ry

e

now turns to an examination of the results of the application of
the analysis of variance fmodel to the turnout data Table 4

“presents the partitioning_of the variance-in tutnout fortthe six
'elections from 1953 to 1965 into national, regional,'andvconstituency‘

components.
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- X
” . Iable 4.
. R J“ )
Components of Variance of Percent Turnout in Six ’
B Canadian Federal Electlons from 1953 to 1965 by
\ ‘Nation, Region, and Constituency
: R . ‘ N Square Root. of . ‘Normalized
~Political Variance =  Variance “  Variance
Level . -Component. - Component 1 y Component*'
Nation - 18.7175 4.3264 s T
Region . 2.5210 . 1.5878 . . - .07

'-éons;;thency'_.ﬂ 10.6296(j\v\° ©3.2603 -

thilevthevlevel of the nation constitutes the single‘mostf'

‘important'factor;-contributing jnst under-60 percent'of the total

- variation, the>ognstituency level accounts for over one third of_~

-~

the variation and the region comprises a relatively negligible force.

) The forces then which activate voting participation in’ Canada are,_

.in.good measure,.to be foﬁnd-in the subfnational spatial-groupings of

Q.

FR

vthe system. o T ;+‘

i' L
The relative weakness of the national level in Canada

is clearly evident from a comparison with Stokes findings_on ﬁurnout _,,:

- in the United States which are shown below in Table 5



' 1960 bX!Nation, State and Dist

Political
Level .-

Nation
‘State

- Distridt

‘Source:
Model of Political Effects,” in John M. Claunch,

: Square RodE 'cNorﬁalized
_Variance of_Varianc Variange
- Component ' Component . \ ‘- - Comporent
72.87 - 8.54 e .86
7.200 ,fétﬁsnﬁi_:ft»,,N{#ﬂ~:08_717””
5,22 Co 228 ]\ 06

\\ " i\,oo
L . \

Donald E. Stokes,‘"A Variance Components

PN

ed. ;Mathematical Applications in Politioal Science, f\

(Dallas, 1969), 75 S S \

2 .
2

‘Quite clearly in the United States in the 1950 s the

.’greatest effects on turnout were national with the two’ lower-".

order levels of . the political system having apparently only

2
minuscule effects on,turnout patterns.

|

—_—_
L

v;compared to thelAmerican-eXPerience, of‘national-forceSjin accounting B

P

‘for variation in turnout in Canada is of considerable theoretical -

;significance if not of some surprise

,pattern of turnout (due primarily to the steady rat

. -
- in 1958 1962, and 1963), a significant proportion,of whatever

. variation does Eccur comes abou; through ‘the - influence of sub—'< :

dvnational areas, indicating that to some extent the Canadian :

,electorates are differentiated by a number of forces and influences

I

Ihe relative unimportance,_

While Canada has a more stable

of participation"'



' vunimportant somewhere else

S
~

”In other words, while some areas of the country are turning out - in."

°

j;!fgreater numbers at the polls, other areas, for a host of possible

"reasons, are reacting in: a weakened or negative manner : although :

o6

1”the data do not allow tor any testing of the hypothesis, ft may be

o suggested that what is politically relevant in one ‘area 1s R

i . ) . . 3

o

It should be noted that the constituency component'

-in Table 4 encompasses all of the variation that is occurring at IR

.‘_

the level of the provinces and constituencies.; In order to allow '

Hfor the testing of the question of whether regionsxor provinces

constitute the greater source of differentiation, Table 6 indicates_i

; A o

the variance components for turnout from 1953 to 1965 by nation,"

.province, and constituency

\\\TmﬂeG

Ly o~

Components .of Variance of Percent Turnout for the
. '$ix Canadian General Electtons from 1953 to 1965,
N by Nation, Province and Constituency )

';;\ - S "» \\ ' Square Roat. : vNormalized |
 Political . Variance 7\\<,. of Variance Variance
- Level = Component =~ . ¢ Cogponent . . .Component:
Nation 18.7486 SV 403300 0 .59
provimce . © 4.90000 . - 2.213 .50
Constituency ‘ hi 8.3314 I 2;&864 o SRR .2%A

- : ) . ' N

100

[ o v

’ﬂ' }
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e
. A>comparieon of Teblé\f with Table 4.reyeals’a§ inctease
‘ in‘tne proportion of the.total variation-attribnted to the level
: o o

of the province frdm wbat»had been'design;ted‘as‘a regionai.effect

e

‘and a decline in the constituency effect of about 8 points. In
other words, the prov%ncES constitute a greater’eource of spetial |
differentiation than do tﬁeiregions while;the constituencies continue

to be the second most influential ievel‘of.the initical-System.i

~In orderﬁto-éScertain.whetﬁeffor.not Canada during the

o

o

aperiod‘of analysis wes'becoming more or 1ess nationalized; the
sin electione were broken into'two setskofvelections, enabling»av
compatiSOn_between the tnfee elections of the 1950's and the tntee v
‘ elections of the 1960's, Tablesv7“and 8 below sho& the vetiance |

~'components of percent turnout by nation region, and constituency

‘for the;two electiongsets.' Ly e ' - 'A -

Table 7
'Components of Variance: of‘Percent Turnout for the-

Three Canadian General Elections from 1953 to 1958
by Nation, Region and Constituency

PR

.Squane Root - Normalized .

. Political L ju | Variance’.\ .. of Véfiencej ' “Variance -
" Level . o '~ Component S Vgoggonent n . .Comgonent‘,
- Nationr o 31.2947 5.5942 .66
Region 5 13 U 1;4'581_ . B
C‘onstituelncyv DT 13.6164 o 13.6900 B ; C.29 .
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;o S M.

Components of Variance of Percent Turnout for the
Three Cagadian General Elections from 1962. to 1965,
by Nation Regionl,and Constituency.

EET . Square Root Normalized

Political ——~—<¥qriange - y of Variance . . -Variance -
* Level s Component \‘J, ‘Component - Component
Nation | 5.5605 o 2.3581 g o fsil
Region 14199 1916 13
quséituéncy;g | '4-0181' . 2.0045 .36
| | | | "1.00

,.,".

Two things are.clearly evident from these two tables
First, the relative magnitudes of the variance compouents in the
1950'5 are much greater than in the 1960 's, reflecting, of course,
the much greater movement in the turnout: proportions whicé~occurred
during the first. three elections under analysis Second while
there is no change in the rank ordering of the three levels from the
.ﬁ 1950 8. to the 1960's), the effect of the national level is. sharply
reduced from about two,thirds of the total variation in the first
o - half of the analysis period to just over one—half in the second |
__;__—half_ggfthe period with both -of the lower—order levels of the» L
y . politlcal system showing increases in“their effects upon turnout
These differences, it should be noted, are compatible with what we
know about the political history of the period' the 1950‘5; :
especially the elections qf 1957 and 1958 were noted\for the sudden

.emergence_uponvthe-political,scene ofvJohn,Diefenbaker;‘fthe‘apparent

e . . . . "
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s .
'disillusionment with his leadership and the reluctance to follow L

the lead of Lester Pearson led to a generalized sense of dr-
uncertainty, and indecision in the early 1960 s which al&owed local

«

‘and regional factors to be operative to a greater extent than in
the 1950's. | | |

~Tables 9 and 10;be1ow show the variance conponents for
turnout by.nation, province, and constituency‘for the three elections

of the.l950'5'and‘the'three elections of the'l960fs.
Table 9

Components of Variance of Percent Turnout for the
. Three Canadian General Elections érom 1953 to 1958
by Nation, Province and Constituency;

: o L ' Square Root . Normaliied'
Political Variance ~of Variance - Varian:
‘Level _~ ~ Compoment ' Component ~ Componet:.
_ Nation 9 31.3954  5.6032 66
Province - 7.3703 © 02,7148 . o W16 o
Constituency = 8.7853 2.9640. .18

—t—

S 1.00 -
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Table 10

Components of Variance of. Percent Turnout  for |
the Three Canadian General Elections from 1962
~to 1965, by Nation, Province, and Constituency.

R Square Rootf " Normalized'w
_Political ' Variance . of Variance '~ Variance .
~ Level - — -~ Component ~ . Componment - '~ Lomponent
. Nation = 55465 . . 2.3551 st
Province - 1.7490 © - . 1,325 . .16
Constituency  3.6096 L 1:8999 - T ,33'
' L. 00

A pattern similar to that found in the case of the nation—'“

e, : °

region analysis is evident in the case of the provincial format

it should be. noted that while the level of the province constitutes :

-

a relatively significant force, compared to the regional level
i*in the 1950 s, there is’ only a. slight difference between the two
levels)ingthe elections of the.196Qfs, meaning, of conrse, that nost
“.of’theidecline.in-the‘effect of'national forces re-appearedvat the‘
level of the constituencies. “ |

The analysis to this point has presented evidence to the

'f effect that Canada during the period of examination - and particularly |

fa'in the 1960'9 -~ was a political system characterized by the strong :

presence of sub—national political effects In order to render more

‘? spec1ficity to the argument that political differences with Spatial

ot geographic bases underlie the pattern of Canadian political
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behaviour we.nom.turn to the covariance terms;bwhichxyerewdiscussed
inhthe‘preyious chapter; tojascertain which-regions and provinces can
be said to heiacting'in‘a,highlyvcongruent,or non—isomorphic fashion.

, ‘ . o : :
compared to the national movementsyin turnout. Specificallyi the
'covariance‘terms, inasmdch as they represent the‘snmmation‘of the_
movements of two evels of the system after the~removal‘of the time—
iddependent effec s of the level and the higher level (that is,-
vindicating the relationship between the time—specific movements of
the two levels), indicate those areas of the country which are dis—
proportionately attracted“br repelled by the forces originating at c
the higher level of the political system. Table 11 below shows co-
variance scores that indicate the greatest amount of . attraction or
‘repulsion Figures 3 and 4 folloﬁing display the national—regional
;and’ national—provincial covariance ‘'scores by‘election year that
‘were used?for the covariance scores ianabledll. | |

© Table 11

Covariance écores of Percent lurnout for the.Six.

Canadian  Generdl Elections from 1953 to 1965
byﬁRegions and Provinces ‘

_Regional/National o ' ‘Provincial/National

Quebec - - . ~3.3470 Prince Edward Island*—11_8856l
Atlantic' . *1.6642 - New Brunswick. - ~10.2988
Ontario . +l.6676 ] . .
‘British Columbia +1.7604 - =~ -Manitoba - - +11.9862

Prairies = +42.6127 - VNewfoundland . = - +13.1066 -

AT .
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Figﬁr'e 3

National- Regional Time-Specific Values for Turnout in Six

Canadian General Elections, 1953~ 1965
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National—Provincial Time—Specific Values.
for Turnout in Newfoundland, Nova Scotia,
_ Prince Edward . Island, New Brunswick
and Manitoba, in Six Canadian General
'Elections, 1953-1965.
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-While: none of the regions can be said to'show much‘

.."\~

divergence from the national pattern with the possible exception
of the Quebec region which trend reflects the secular decline

in- ‘turnout of voters in that area from 1953 to 1965 four of the

"provinces (three of which are from the Atlantic region) have high <

covariance scores: Prince Edward Island and New Brunswick are

____,.,....__._._..____
S

strongly repulsed from the national movement over time while

:Newfoundland and Manitoba are strongly attracted What bears

P

freiteration at this point is that what at one level of aggregation

seems to be similar andvalike,at another level of aggregation assumes

a posture of striking differences betweenvunits.that comprise that

higher~0rder,oflaggregation., In other words, the*summary scores
presented'for'a'region as'indicative.of some-meaningful aspect of

political life become at’ the point of disaggregation nothing more

?

'than an- average, ‘thus hiding a number of divergent and contradictory

movements below that level of aggregation. ‘This is particularly

_solin thé'case‘ththe'Atlantic region which, on the'one hand, seems

to be locked into the national pattern and on the other hand is

“

composed of provinces which follow three idiosyncratic patterns

"repulsion and attraction in the extremes and conformity in the case

kd‘of Nova Scotia with- its covariance score of +0, 3220

A

The analysis to this point has made the case that the

o Canadian political system from 1953 to 1965 was characterized by <_‘

]

increasing denationalization, that is, increased importance of sub—.'
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national politicah forces upon the behaviour}of the Canadian
electorates:’;moreover,'there.are-a number of pieEes of evidence
which indicate that these sub—national political forces are best
bconceptualized as‘emanating less from thentraditional‘regions‘of the
'country and more from the provinces and the constituencies of the
political system. We nou turn’ our attention to these provinces
:and constituencies in aniattemnt to understand hetfer‘the spatial - -
bases of Canadian“eleCtoral‘behaviour; in'order.to do‘this with
-clarity the discussion-niil start'with'twowregional'comparisons;
Figures 5 and 6 show the movements in turnout for randomly
"selected constituencies %n the Atlantic and Prairie regions of Canada,
‘these curves represent the turnout pattern after the removal'of
national:forces: that is;'they retlect_the'inpactfofvregional and
iouer—order (provincialland constituency) factors uoon‘turnoutﬁf

The heterogeneity of the movements over all elections is interpreted' .

'as,meaning that'the.regional variance is small and the'lower—or"

'variance is 1arge. In other words, one\caﬁﬁot}on;the basis of this

evidence,speak of ank”Atlantic" or !"Prairie" political environment
over time.v Tables 12 and 13 show the pattern of movements—£ound in
these charts in somewhat dlfferent fashion in that’fhe;/:iflect the
. amovements_of all constituencies wlthin each ofxthe‘tWOQregions,

|

—-
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Figure 6 o ' -
' | Vo »
‘Regiqhal'Variance Component Small: Turnout Movements for Randomly -
, Selected Constituencies in Prairie Region (After Removal of National
Effects) in Six Canadian General Elections, 1953-1965.

19637 1965

Adjusted Deviation -from National Mean
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. )
Table 12

.Total Regional and "Constituency" Variation for -

Atlantic Region 1953 to 1965,

._.Total
 Ragional -
- Variation

132.9

2645.6

 158.3

31,9

767,

429

Total Regional and "Constituency'Variation for
Prairie Region, 1953 to’ 1965 ,

-~

Total
Constituency

. Vartation -

1-125;9 |
230.9
143.9

31.5.
34.8

33,8 -

'Tablé‘13 ‘ RN

al

'Total

Regional

Variation :

237.0

55.2

118.5 -

24.8
57.6

39.7

“:Iotal
Constituency

Va:ia;ion
181.3
20,9
107.9
"f[24.7 
51.8

33.30

Percent

Constituency -

Variation
IE

A5

B TAS

91
99
9

. 45 .

i L6

- Phrcent

Constituency

“Variation |

76
.38

.91

.90

.83
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iy From 1953 to 1965 there has been for both regions a

decline in the amount of total regional variation with the 1962
elecki?g for both regions being characterized by the least’amount
of variation. What is of greater consequence is that in five of the'i
six elections the lower—order levels of ‘the system (represented

by the term "constituencyf)were quite clearly the most d inant

. ‘'sources’ of influence' only in two separate electis = 1963

in the case ‘of the Atlantic region and 1957 in the case of the

Prairies = can one Speak with confidence of régional‘movements.A

-

GenerallY'speaﬁ/ng, then the pattern of turnout movements within '
. the two regions is' one of, divergence rather than. convergence.

The question that now arises is whether or, not the

) strong 1ower—order movements reflect provincefwide factors‘or'the
impact of~local and constituency-influences.p In one sense ‘of-

course, this question has been answered already in that the earlier

discussion made the point that sub-national political forces seemed

td%emanate more from the constituencies than from the provinces.
! =

Wham was not clear is whether or not ‘this pattern of constituency
dominance_over provincial.factors‘holds fc- all*provinces or is

consistent over-time. e
; . . QS % T
Figures 7 and 8 show the two provinces - Prince Edward

Island and Ontario - with the two most dissimilar patterns with the 5

-;1atter envincing a pattern of 1ow provincial variance components
R

' and the former indicating movements of turnout dominated by high
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Figuve 7 « . ..t 7
P,i'o‘\'ryi'nc.ial, Variance Cc;mﬁoﬁe_nt’:,;.a;\gg& “Turnout Maovements for Tl'-lree.’-,

-~ Constituencies of Prince Edward Island (After Removal of 'Natdional
Effects) in Six Canadian General Elections, 1953-1965. :
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Figure 8. o

Provincial Variance Cdmponént'Small:'”Turnout:Movementsﬂfor Ten

. Randomly Selected Constituencies. in Ontario (After Removal of

National Effects) in Six Canadian General Elections, 1953-1965.
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provincial variance components. The three constituencies in -
Prince Edward Island show very congruent movements with only two
'instances when a constituency showed a contradictory or non-
isomorphic movement. Table 14 below. shows the total provincial
~and constituency variation for Prince Edward Island from

'1953 to. 1965

‘Table 14

2

Total Provincial and Constituency Variation in
Turnout for Prince Edward Island 1953 to 1965.

" Total _‘ ‘ ,: Total : Percentf

Provincial Constituency  Constituency =
Variation ; ﬂ;:Variation ‘ “»Variation
1953 1590 tt*i, 4232 e o3 _
1957 . 1.7 . 1.5564 o xi
1958 . RS © 6910, o
962 °;2§91;, E ueser o - .r-;97?5
1963 ¢ 227 °2.9498 - B | 45,13'
xr965‘:_,' - f~ﬁ'4;3’ a 'fj: ©o.1218 _;‘,'_;::V;osﬂwdivf{:

-

In four of the elections- 1953 11958, 1963, ‘and 1965 =

tnere'were strong provincial tides while in the'other two eiectionslf.f

1957 and 1962 —'constituency factors were dominant.' However; it

should be noted ‘that in these two elections we are dealing with

¢

. essentially negligible variation from the national pattern.i And, of o

(course, Prince Edward Island is the smallest province in Canada and

- . B B - » ‘
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encompasses the greatest amount of social and. economic homogeneity,

L

factors which would contribute to. the general predominance of

provincial—wide orientations and influences
. 2

The Ontario pattern as. shOWn for a number of randomly
selected constituencies in Figure 8, is in stark contrast to the
case of Prince Edward Island Instead of a series of symmetrical
movements, the Ontario pattern is one of strong divergence with

llttle evidence that proviﬁcial—w1de political influences contributed
much to’ the movement in’turnout which is confirmed by Table 15
below which shows the total provincial and constituency variation _
for 0ntario,from l953 t0'1965.. o "7 j'f' h' ' r‘
| Table 15

N

Total Prov1ncial and Constituencv Variation in | -
-»Turnout for Ontario 1953 to 1965

=

Total - ’}_,’ " Total "h ; Percentii 7
'*Prov1ncial LR -~ Comstituency. . Comstituency
Variation L :_Variation. . » Variationf
1055 ,1s:;7ngléh, ; :”', ."247;3':" PO o5
- 1957 fntf” "133;5,,“”.‘* ) & 126;7‘,fi. s
1958 105.6 ) 0 e .*9_3‘.g
1962 638 636 99
1963 884 'ff*‘*‘ 65.3A3" . l 74
965 s - e T Loas0
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‘Inbfive of the six'elections, the'proportion of"the .
total variation within the province, after the removal of the -
"national effect was at - 1east 90 percent. only in the election
of 1963 is there any evidence of a provincial effect and even

in that. election almost three—quarters of the total variation
' within Ontario is attributed to the constituencies.
: Table 16 shows ‘the proportion of the total variation
within,the prbvinces, for each of the-provinces,‘after the re-
- moval ofknational‘effects,iwhich‘is.attributable‘tolthe influ—‘
ence of constituenCy—level,factors.fA-number,of.inportant_con;'

clusions:can'be drawn from this table, First"no'provinceoshows-y

-

Y

o a pattern of - turnout movements which can be attributed to pre—
' dominantly provincial political forces. Alberta, perhaps cpmes
closestito such a pattern, but even in»this case the{constituency
. forces'are'generally sinilar im-impact.to provincial‘forces.and:.
in only one election'— that of 1963 - is there clear cut evidence
v‘of province wide political influences. Prince Edward Island
- which has a lower average constituency—level score. than Alnerta,;
.'bhas two elections where constituency forces are very powerful
'Second Ontario as already mentioned, and Quebec, ‘are both dom-?.
inated by strong constituency forces, although in the case of
i Quebec it might be‘argued/that the last two elecsions indicate'

fsome moderation‘in_the domination- of‘ movementSfin turnout by



O in turnout.

t;constituencv—level political forces;'.however, we have'toO'few
.'cases to speak confidently A similar situation»exists'invthe

case of Nova ;cotia, except that the decline in the impact of -
'_constituency—level factors is much more apparent Third, two
'provinces - Saskatchewan and Manitoba -~ have quite definite trends »
'both provinces, althongh more 8o in the case of Manitoba, have
since the elections of the 1950's become more and more dominated
.bv constituency forces and less and 1ess influenced by provincial

‘ trends ' Fourth the two. remaining provinces: - British Columbia‘and’”

© New Brunswick - have no definite trend in the pattern of movements



Y.

The general picture of the movements in turnout in Canada
from 1953/to 1965 that. has been drawn S0 far has been one of

‘Vrelative domination by‘national factors in the turnout movements
» Wlth a considerable proportion of the total variation attributable’
to the_impact_ofnsubfnational political forces with;’éenerally‘
_speahin§<_conStituency.forcés_Beingimore'important7than‘prOvincial
or regionadéforces. horeovér,‘vhile in the.conteXt,of thepentireii
| nation there has been a deéline‘in'the»strengthvofﬂnationalrforces

and an increase in local and constituency forces,:thisidecline_has

“not been'uniVersal or consistent as some provinces during the

- 1960's elecﬁOral‘periodfexperienced some increase in the relatiwe
. ! Al ; . . .

: : . ‘ I PP
~ strength of /province-wide political forces.

Tstill, the evidence”points in the direction;ofjstrong
‘.constituencylforces;‘andlme~nomiturn our attention.to ascertaining’
- what constituencies seemed‘to:have particularly idiosvncratic
movements;vuthat is to‘sav, whatﬁconstituencies; afteruthevremovalv
Cof national and provincial forces (a procedure which,.as has.been
» explained earlier must produce only estimates), indicate a great
deal of independence from the effects or movements of higher-order '
.p levels of the Canadian political system L
| Figure 9 indicates the frequency distribution of the scores.
"in tdtalhconstituency effect over all election—years for each riding N
.in Canada. The'immediate impression is that an overwhelming

.”majority of the constituencies (71 5 percent) have scores of 1ess :

e
o .
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. Figure 9

Frequency Distribution for all Constituencies of Total ' -
Variation in Constituency Effect Scores for Turnout in Six’
" Canadian General Elections, 1953-1965. } : .

~
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4

_than 9.9 percent; indeed, almost half (46.8 percent) of the

" constituencies have only'minor total’variétion,‘indicating‘that

1 .

‘they are tied to thé movements of ;higﬁer—ofder léVels of the .

political System.'7Such a constituency is shown in Figure 10

below.

» W
-~

? .

(=

egcent, Deviation from Mean
(&)
(@]

N
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e
2

-'4.04 ) - e o T ; / o . . ’ .

‘ A  VﬁFigure 10° v

Ekémple‘of 2 Constizuency With Low Variation in Constituency.Effect: :
Case of Churchill ,Manitoba. ' o - - . .
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" In order to showvthe distribution of,constituencies

e
‘across the country, Table 17 presents the prov1nc1al percentage
distribution of constituencies along a continuum of low to high
constituency scores. Only four of the provinces - New Qrunsw1ck,
Prince Euward Island Manitoba, andsBritish‘Columbia - have:more
.lthan thnie quarters of their ridings with totadl coustituency
“variation_scores of less than, 4 9 percent Somewhat less dramatlc,.
: perhaps;'is the fact.that'only'three provinces - Ontario, Quebec,

and hewfoundland';:have in relativenterms fewer constituenciesn
located in the 0.0;4.9 percent column,of total constituencyu
:variation On a- proportional basis, somewhere- in the area of 80
ridings should have total constituency variation scores of less than
,4 9 percent 1nstead of the 55 réported here... This differential»
_proportion reflects another feature of this table that merits
comment;‘ of a total of 263 rldings, 75 (28 5 percent) have total |
constituency variation scores greater than 10.0 percent, ‘and the
‘overwhelming maJoritv of these constituencies are found 1n the.'

'two prov1nces of Ontario and Quebec (85.3 percent) which have 60.8 -

‘ percent of the total ridings under analy51s " The two other provinces

with a noticeable concentration of constituencies with high total

”;constituency variation;scores are Nova Scotia anduNewfoundland, with
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| randomly distributed across the country Of-the}totaljof 70 ¢

ridings located in the four western provinces only five (7.l_' .

percent) - Prince Albert and Saskatoon in Saskatchewan, PeacevRiver‘

l in Alberta, and Kootenay West and Skeena in British Columbia-;-have.':
total constituency variation scores greater than 10.0 percent While' ‘
in theAeastern half of the country 70 seats have high total

‘ constituency variation scores out. of a total of- 193 ridings

(36 2 percent) o . -
While there is a spatial quality to the'location'ofltheses

onstituencies we. must. also be concerned over whether or -not. there'

1s any other systematic character to the constituencies noted for ‘x.:

high total constituency variation scores.

’ It might be argued that there would be a svstematic A.
e : :
relationship between high constituency variation scores and .

‘

volatility, ‘as. measured by the number of times’ the constituency _

‘ changed hands, either on the assumption that guch constituencies would

", ore competitive which would encourage'greater local 1nterest and_

particip ‘ion -or on the basis that the changeover reflected the,

impact of dif rential mobilization of the constituency 's electorate

over- time.. Table 1 elow tests this possibility by showing the

\
P

relationship between total> nstituency variation and the number of

times the constituency changed han s~duringathe six-elections of the -

N

,‘analysis periodm ' \\\\



~f]:»Times Constituency Changed Hands, Quebec, 1953-1965

5
TR AN

. order to afford some test of the strength of the relationship‘ ?

Total Constituency Variation Scores for Turnout by Number of

'T'"able 1'8"

Total Constituencz Variation

the table indicates the lack of any systematic relationship between o

the tw0'variables

utilize any statisitcal measures of association because of the

R

relatively 1ow number of cases in so many of the table 8 cells. In

between the two variables both were collapsed to create a two-

by-two matrix, as follows in Table 19:

I

2

The dispersion of- the various constituencies throughout

.(.

0-4 9 5. 0-9 9 10.0-14.9 15 o 19.9 - 20. 0-24 9 25+ N
o7 o 4 u o o ,15'v
e g 11 3 2 I 119
Fal ok S N - : .
o &8 2. 9 8 7 4 1 5 34 .
o34 “'-;;~ o R o ; e
B9 3 3 4 1 1.3 ,0. 110
g gég [ . : ‘
~28E 4 2 1 2 .0 - — 2 7
' N 22 16 ‘ o 75.

However, it is’ difficult if not foolhardy, to '

ar .

-

)

Ay
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Table 19

~. ,Relationship between Collapsed High”Total

~ Constituency Variation in Turnout Scores’ by
Number of Times Constituency Changed Hands, ‘ R
Quebec, 1953 1965 o N - -

"'. ;3

2
4

. . N “ Total Constituency Variation'
..\ i . . , - . . -
N S S ‘
- \\ . . Less Than 9.9 . "More Than 10.0. - R
o ' \<_ . R S . Uf" , .
lMﬁuome%\Ol S & S S & T Y S
Constituency L o R “ ‘ S
Changed Hands - 2=4 27 . N oo 26 0 21
: . by - o » < 7 ) T

n_:ﬂ__;,.(,‘.\‘ 7 o ;38‘. - / 37v | R fS

-Yule's'Q = -.14 ;f Epsilon =u-;06

7

There are- obviously a number of ways in which the B

various cut—off points or breaks could be made,_in this and sub—i'

P
o

S sequent tables the strategy will be to Juse breaks that distribute
' N\

u%%j \cases more or less on an equal basis into- each of the two. columns.

- AR - ST |
3 PR In this particular case there is a weak negative PR
& ,a,‘-\ o

relationship between the variables of tdtal constituency variation'f

.

o in turnout and political competitivene88° iﬁdeed, the negative-

e 2t 4 A ;-)
\

scores for Yule s Q and Epsilon 1ndicate that those constituencies
. \ . .
i with relatively low t6ta1 constituency variationISCQres are -

Jooe B AN

~
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v : ok : R
, slightly moreolikely to have had greater changes in the winning
;partyﬂthan are those constituencies which have had greater ;
stability in terms of winners and 1osers.‘
S v'Inspection of the'various'cons;ituencies with-very high
total constituency variation scores (that is;"greater than 25. 0’ o

oA
' percent) reveals that 7 SE these 9 ridings (all of which are found

ih Quebec) are essentially rural in nature (that is to say, most :
| of the people 1iv1ng in the riding are on farms or in small villages -
and there is no population centre of at 1east 25 000 iphabitants
in the riding) and 1 seat contains a population centre of from
. 25,000 to 49,999 people (Saint Maurice-Lafleche) Only one
i constituency is located within a large urban area (Saint Laurente
‘-"Saint Georges on Montreal Islagd) It should be noted that 6 of
these rural ridings are in the vicinity of Montreal and 4 of them .

lie in a band south of Montreal across the St. Lawrence River. -

' However consideration of’all con;tituencies in the Province of
Quebec along the dimension of community size within the -

)f constituencies, as shown in Table 20 below, indicates that there is
- only a moderate negative relationship between these two variables,t

'



Community_Site‘

'1?5

Rural’

25,000~
49,999

50,000~

99,999

100,000~
299,999 -

300,000- -

499‘999

500 000
+

N

Relationship Between Community Size and -
_Constituencies withHigh Total - Constituency.
‘ Variation in Turnout Scores, Quebec 1953-1965.
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Table720

o~

Total Constituency Variation

0-4.9 5. 0-9.9 10 0-14.9 15 0-19 9 26 0-24.9 25 0+ N

3

16

§ .10 . .8 4 1T
2 1. 3 1 o 1 8
1 0 1 1 1 0 4
3 1 0 0 0 o 4
00 0 0 0 00
8 4 4 4, 0o 1 =
22 16 10 2 9

75
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Again, because 80 many cells in. the table contain ‘S0
‘?few cases, it is necessary to collapse some of the categories in’
_order to provide some test of the relationship between the two

"variabies? this is done in Table 21 below

; .’_3: o o f]" - :hTable‘ilv = ;5'

Relationship bétween Collapsed Community Size B NS
.and Total ‘Constitiency Variation in Turnout ‘
- Scores: Quebec, 1953—1965

Total Constituency Variation

" Less Than 9 9 Greater Than.lD 0 N

Rural to

.. Commmity 100,000 - 692

38 . 37 .75

Epsilon = =07
Inhother words, while there 1s some tendency for 1arge -
urban constituencies in the province to have relatively low total

eag ‘4 A

conStﬁfuency variation scores there are also a number of .
; .l

essegtially rural and Small—town seats in Quebec which exhibit the

.»»‘.'"/

same tendency, ‘or, while 36 percent of large urban constituencies :

s
)
o

. kY
e have high total constituency variation scores almost one—third of the

rural and small—town.ridings have such scores, -a percentage difference
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of not much consequence.ﬁ SA o B
P j v t : , i 2 o

A similar kind of situation exists in the case of Ontario‘
'73 of the é-ridings with very high total constituency variation
;scores are essentially rural in character (the urban exceptioniisvthe:
Toronto constituency bf Eglinton which had been fiercely contested

oy by the Progressive-Conservatives and Liberals, especially in the

three elections of the nineteen sixties 3 When the same test is & .
E applied to. Ontario as\was done for Quebec, a contrary result is .
PI’Oduced.- k \ e
‘Tab'_'le' 22
-”. : : ,; r.-:. . T
Relationship between Collapsed Community Size Do
. and Total Constituency Variation in- Turnout '
.ScorES' Ontario, 1953~ 1965
o o v cr
AT e . Total Constituency Variation
N w-Less,Than 14.9 ‘ Greater Than 15 0 "1§i
Rural to =~ . oo E . '
99, 999 - N oo 16 & 57
.Community. =~ = '»,5 - : Lo :
Size 100,000 7 - B S e
. g , ﬂ71 S SRS T . 28
Cono o uss A 85
théréqug +.25 ‘Epsilon = +.11.

s

The- relationship between community size: and total

o4

constituency variation is. moderately'negative-_ there is some tendency

for urban constituencies to have : high total constituency variation

“

s

PR
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Ve

" scores and some tendency for rural and small-town constituencies‘

. to have low total constituency Variation scores.

Table 23 below shows the collapsed matrix fOr pole

itical competitiveness and constituency variation scores in-

“Ontario , _
| . Table 23 |
Relationship between Collapsed Total Constituency

'Variation in Turnout Scores by Number of Times
‘Constituency Changed Hands, Ontario 1953-1965

o

- Total Constituency Variation

- b .- Less Than 9.9 More Than 10.0 N
. 'Number of Times ) ' a

Constituency o=l B 1 :A54'
‘Changed Hands : _ 2;431 93 R g i 31
N oss - 21 as

Yule s Q= - 220 *Epsilon = 4.10

As was the case for Quebec there is a weak negatﬂve‘

relationship between the variables of political competitivene s
and constituency variation scores in Ontario, that is to say,
constituencies with" the lower rate of electoral turnover are moxe
likely to have high constituency‘variation scores than are riding

with a higher rate of electoral change.

Indeed in three of the four cases negative relationships_

were found indicating that there is not a strong systematic quality
,in the hypothesized direction in the distribution of constituencies
lwithin the provinces of Ontario and Quebec in terms of the variables

of political competitiveness and community size ' ¢

! It is notvpossible to perform these tests for the
1
1
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mther provinces since, as:is. evident from Table 17, there is little

dispersion in the total constituency variation scores obtained &g

' jgg The third possible characteristic of those ridings with _‘
/
‘high total constituency variatiqn scores which we are able to test
- v _
1s that the varidus”constituenty movements.represent a response to-

'Sub-provincial regions which in the analysis so far would appear .
as constituency movements._ One such possibility was. alluded to earlier.
when it was mentioneduthat'four‘of the Quebecwridings with-such '

scores'were located in a'band across the'St LaWrence'River'south

of'Montreal In general however, constituencies with high total

: constituency variation scor/s cannot be said to have a clear spatial

e .
. c : . :
dimension:',in Ontario,,for example, the four constituencies with'

high~(20.0 pluS)/total c0nstituency variation scores are located"in'

ro S
dlverse parts of the province (Algoma East - Lester Pearson s seat -

. in Northern Ontario, Leeds in central Eastern Ontario, Glengarry—

o
o

escott in Eastern Ontario onlthe Quebec border;v and Eglintongin
Metropolitan Toronto) e | | |

It may be that by focusing on those ridings with high .
otal constituency variation scores we miss some general sub— |
provinCial*regional movementst In‘order to allow for this

possibility sub—provincial regions in the three 1argest provinces

' were Created,“ Ontario waS'divided into four regions: ll constituencies-

~in Northern_Ontarioj: 21 ridings in Eastern Ontario' 17 seats in

the Toronto—centred‘region;. and 36 constituencies in South-Western



Ontario. Five regions were formed in Qu“véc: 11 ridings in North—

»

.t"lﬁv

.Centre Quebec, 414 seats in the Gaspesia—Northern\aﬁegec area,,'6
ol ' ( ,
constituencies in North—West Quebec' 19 ridings in the Eastern

‘.Townships,v and 25 seats in the Montreal—centred lregion British'
: : )

Columbia was divided into two regions- MetrOpolitan Vancouver with

‘ its 12 constituencies and Coastal Interior Britis Columbia with

: lO ridings : Table 23 shows the constituencv vari%tion proportions

*fffor the three new regions with the highest regional component for

" the analysis,period_plus the_Montreal‘region.

. Table 23

- New - Regions with Low Const tuency Var ation in
Turnout Proportions, And Montreal Re ion, by
) Election Year. L \

-;4

!

Toronto- ;Vancouver Gasp_sia-hortd;rn Qpebec ‘Montreal_

%953 .08 S as ‘:‘ .34 / _fj .95
1957f’,d1f 26 4999 / - ,ki‘.96_‘
1958 f;l,go' 06 ,79/"}'; | S o e
1062 s 93 g - .}”a84“‘ . ',iilf93f1g ¥
1963 Loz L0 SS9 . o7 &
1965 .22 &1 .42 | 74

Average .29 .36 . .65

'While the two regions with the lowest awerage constituencyi.*i

vproportion (meaning that they have the 1argest regional component)

- are urban in nature, the Montreal—centred region which is -the most



s

-

. of - the national effe 4

urbaniied area ofﬂCanada, is in sharp contrast with its very

high constituency proportion.L This proportion makes Montreal

resemble ‘the four nonJToronto Ontario regions, all of which have
constituency proportions in the»range from .84 to .89, while the ..

other Quebec regions are in the range £ '-.65 to .77. TorontO"

P‘V

and Vancouver are quite cleaﬂly sub—provincial regions of political

’ significance, particularly whgn - it is noted ‘that the election

-

' years when there was a high constituency prOportion - 1958 for |

Toronto and’ 1962 for Vancouver - were the two years with the

lowest total regional variation, ndicating that after the removal

‘_'or that year there was little local

impact in total upon the. turnout pattern Of the remaining regions,

.t

all of which showed high constituency proportions two - Gaspesia-

Northern Quebec and North-West Quebec - had definite declines in f

the constituency proportions in the elections of the 1960 s, - the

assumption that this trend necessarily points to increased de-
regionalization in Quebec may be too easily taken ~as 1s evident

from Table 24 below-_

L
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— N | L | o
S Table 24 .
v ’ﬂ?'? Constituency Variations(}n Turnout Proportions
ST for Regions of’ esia-Northern Quebec,
J éﬁ NortH?Z este q,Quebe nd Coastal—Interior,
ST »Bri@lﬁ?f”' ”‘.fby Election Year. i
% TR ' : .
g ’ GaSpesLa- Coastal-
¥ :
. , : Northern Interior v
" Quebec British Columbia .
1953 .34 - .8 .76
1957 . kJ 99 .80 - - +.90
. o198 Ta 99 .78
_ v I T e o o | ,
1962 ‘ o .84 73 L .62
1963 .59 63 .38
To1965 o .42 S . .97
T P 65 ) .76 ’ »7a
h ’ ’ . . L o . . . ’// : .

The non—Vancouver region of British Columbia had a
steady decline from a constituency proportion of 90 in 1958 to
38 in 1963 ‘and ‘then a great increase in 1965 to a constituency

proportion of 97 this region also tended to have the smallest
L
amount of regional variation in each election year and did have the
. / X .

o
Smallest overall..

-

/ |
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This chapter has examined:the pattern of movements in
turnout in Canada from 1953 to 1965' evidence was presented which
indicates that a considerable proportion of the total variation‘

,r-iv,
Kot
in voter turnout can bevattributed to subjnational political forcesﬁw ,

which are best'§Een as being“local or constituency inﬁorigin._ o

Moreover, when those constituepncies which cati be identified'as )

.having high constituency components.are examined little in the'wayh

ga‘,

‘of systematic relatlonships can be detected For aver a quarter of

the country s ridings, local political forces - which necessarily

must remain unmeasured’and unexamined in this work -~ seem to have

. an important determining influence upon the changes in. tu}nout

‘w"

As was indicated at the beginning of this chapter, there was

considerable fluidity in‘the*overall patte n of turnout in Canada

“from 1953 to 1965, especially when compared to electoral periods S

'before and after this set of elections. In & e next chapters .

]

»the patterns of party vote movements will be analyzed which

since there is considerably more variation present than was the

e

case for turnout, should afford us'a better picture of sub~ -

; national political envaronments in Canada;»

! / ,
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Chapter.Four

Footnotes

K11 of the contrary regional movements,~compared to the
nation, are:

11958-1962

Nation
Ontario
Prairies
B.C.

Al. of the contrary provincial ‘movements, compared to the

i

80.07-79.78
79.98-80.46

78.60~79.26

75.99-77.28

nation, are:

'-_,1953—1952

" Nation
Nf1.

1958-1962

R

‘ Nation
:Ontario

NIS““

CP.E.I.
"Sask.

Alberta
B C. s

68.86~74.96

57.20-51.34

80.07-79.7 .
79.98-80.46

84,77-84.97
88.10-89.75

81.38-84.96
-~ 74.51-75.28
75.99-77.28 .

0w

]

-.29

#.38
+.66
+1‘29

+6.12

-.29
+.38
+.20

+1.29

~143~

_ Alberta. .-

' Nation

P.E.I.
+1.65

- +3.58 - -
S+, 77

1962-1963

Nation 79
Ontario 80,
"Prairies 79,
‘B'C" 77.

1962 1963

179
80

Nation
Ontario
Manitoba

B.C. 77

: 19@3419659;

79
N.S.:

.78-79.56
46-81.31

26-79.91
28~-80.06

.78-79.56 -
.46-81.31
77.
75.

16-77.32.
28-79.13

:28-80.06

.56-75.56
82.
-84

73-83.24
67-87.92

Hewow oW

nouou

Monowou

-.220
+.85 . o
+.65
+2.78

-.27

+.85

+.16

+3.85 .
+2.78

~4.00
+.51

+3.25

"It should be noted that the above proportions vary slightly fror{;?
- those reported by the Chief Electoral Officer (data which were »°
‘used in the imitial pages of this chapter); ’
'is accounted for by rqunding errors and the additlon to this
- analysis, by the procedures.outlined in the ‘previous chapter, of
 those seats where the Liberals and/or Progressive Conservatives
failed to nominate candidates. :

this discrepancy
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Stokes,vin'commenting_about'thé varianCe.comEonents‘of.turﬁbut
in the United States, makes the.following‘pbéérvatiOns: "Fully.
86 percent of the variance of turnout is due to-national

effects...(which)...shows that the t
~ presidency;have extraordinary importance in getting people to

great contests for the -

the polls...". Later, he notes that 'the magnitudes of the
P / : ;
national and state turnout components make clear that vast

" numbers of people are drawn to the
statewlde or presidential races...

"A Variance Compoments Model of Po

polls (or kept away) by

", . Donald E. Stokes,

litical Effects," in John

M. Claunch, ed., Mathematical Appl

(Dallas, 1969), 76,77.

See Brian Land{ Eglinton: . The Ele

ications in Political Science, 1

ction Study of a Federal - |

- Constituency (Toronto, 1965);. als _
‘Campaign in. Eglinton," in John Méisel, ed., Papers on the
1962 Election (Toronto, 1964) ,-68- - o

#
e
s

o Denis Smith, "The . .« .

@

90.



Chapter Five : o e

Variance Components of Liberal and Progressive
v““Conservative Share of Two-Party Vote in Canadian
General Elections ~1953-1965.. :

.

kR In this chapter, the pattern of movement in the vote
received by the two largest Canadian politlcal parties - the Liberals

and the Progressive Conservatives —-will Ee analyzed through the

"applicatlon of the analysis of variance model to the vote

proportions for the parties in the Canadlan general flections from

'1953.to.1965., A general comparison of the relationship between

the regions'and'the provinces and the«nation'as a whole will he

followed by a Speciflc presentation of the results produced by
Happlication of the model.

_From 1953 to 1965 the Liberal and Progressive

7“Conservat1ve proportiOns of the two-party vote showed/an 1mpressive '
'amount of volatility.d the Liberal vote ranged from a low of |
, ;;38 5 percent in. 1958 to a hlgh in 1953 of 63 6 percent while the
v=; Conservative vote ranged from 36 4 percent in 1953 to 61 5

fpercent in 1958 ‘a range for each party of.25.1 percent.- This
- amount of variahion in “the vote proportions should ‘be contrasted
vaith the comparable figures for the elections before and after

this period of electoral history In-the;four elections from~1935‘-¢
: Ll :

‘to 1949 ,the range in the two—party vote. was 3 O percent' even in

-145-

i
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1921 to’ 1930 when the Canadian politital system was feeling the

dsudden emergence of parties whiéh challenged the electoral

dominance-of the Liberals and Conservatives, the range was onlv

b
¢

11. 2 percent' and the range for all 8 elections from 1921 to

1949 was 16.7'percent. In the three elegtions ‘from 1968 to. 1974

[

 the range was 6 7 percent. ',“ : 5‘) f_' e '_.fj

Clearly, then the six elections from 1953 to 1965

A .
were characterized by considerable fluctuation in the vote. ‘It“

._remains to be seen: whether or’ not the total variation in the_

Ly

4-two«party vote ‘can be attributed to national political forces or

T to lowerkorder levels of the political system. If there is a -

I

,relative weakness in the influence of national political forces -
‘ é?a{' ‘ 1. :
A over time and/or compared to the experiences of other political

-',systems - the concern shifts to what areas of the. country seemed

(l.,

" to have greater and lesser impact on the overall variation in

Kl

two—party vote. Specifically the question is whether or not these

tsub~national political forces can be best concept
¢

lized as arising
"out of . the various régions of provinces or consti uencies of the 1
-Jpolitical system.' And 4s- there reason to argue that uring the f

"_‘period of. analysis there has been an increase or decrease in the

e

eights given to national political forces and loWer—order political

a’ .
-

“forces?

lIhe general relationShip between the regions”andﬂthe :
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i

-Lprovinces and ‘the nation as a whole in the movements in the two-

~

party vote proportions is expressed in Figures 1 and 2 which show
the proportibns respectively for regions and the. nation and
provinces and the nation for the analysis period k Generally

! - -
speaking, the movements of the various sub—national levels

.correspond to the national movement in that when the nation as

\

a whole is fall&ng so are. the provinces ‘and the regions, nd

A \

_when the national proportion is rising S0 are the proportions‘

for regions and p\rovinces.2

¢

While it is apparent that there is-a high degree of

parallelism between the national movement and the movements for

r
.-

regious and.provinces, it is also the case, since’ so many of the

r

lines in Figures l and 2 cross over each other, that there have

~

. been a- number of important changes from 1953 to 1965 in the <

spatial nature of party competition in Canada/ changes‘which'are :

s : s

"more-fully shown in Tables 1 and 2 below. //ﬁ : R

s
v
\

—

A
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" Table 1

Ranking of Regioms by Liberal Propértion-of

I8 Two-Party Vote, by Election Year and Overall

1253 1957. 1958 1962 = 1963 1965 - Overall
Pra. = Que. - Que. Que. vaﬁe; Qﬁe. Québéc\a. o -
.- Que,  Pra. Atl. = Atl. B.C. B.C.  Atlantic: , o
B.C: Atl. Ont. 'Ont. Ont. Ont.  British Columbia
Atl. Ont. Pra. B.C. -Atl. Atl, Ontario g \
Ont.” B.C. B.C. ' Pra. Pra. -Pra. Prairies ‘! '
_ I : Summation of Each v
8 6 4 2+« 4 4 Unit's Deviation
e ' in Election Year
. from Overall Rank
- e ' o Sﬁmmation ofIEéch
e : 3 SRR ‘Unit's Change in L
-6 4 2.4 -0 " Rank in Election ;
T T Lo ' Year Compared to -
' o Previous Rank
e RRoe . S
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‘Table 2

;b‘Ranking of Provinces by Liberal Proportion of
‘Two-Party Vote, by Election Year and Overall.

1953 . 1957 1958 1962 - 1963 1965 - Overall

 Sask. Que. Nfl. ~Nfl. Nfl. - Que. Newfoundland
Nfl. ° Nfl. Que. Que. Que.. Nfl. Quebec '
Alta. Sask. N.S. Ont. B.C. B.C. New Brunswick
'Que. Alta. N.B. 'B.C. Ont. Ont. . British Columbia
B.C. ~N.B. P.E.I. N.B.- N.B. 'N.B. Ontario '
|Man. N.S. ‘ont. N.S. N.S. N.S.  Nova Scotia -
'N.S. P.E.I. Sask. P.E.I. P.E.I. P.E.I. Prince Edward.Island
N.B. Man. Man. Man. Man. , Man. Manitoba o
Ont. Ont.‘: B.C.. .Sask, Sask. .Sask. Saskatchewan
~ P\.'E.'I. B.C.. Alta. Alta. Alta. Alta. Alberta -
’ o ‘ TR ' Summation of Each -

%

34 26 16 4 igg’ .6 Unit's Deviation
Vo o S “in Election Year

Voot o ’ - . from Overall Rank .. °

o : : C ~ Summation of Each -
20 22 16 -2 © 2 Unit's Change in

} o SR ‘Rank im Election
Year Compared to
Previous Rank ‘
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The bottom two lines of‘each table indicate thatithere‘
is greater variability between provinces ‘than there is between
. regions, especially in the first three electionsvof the analysis Y
period. In the regi:afl table~what is particularly noteworthy is
- the fall of the Prairie region from an area of Liberal strength to
’Weakness and a relative increase in Liberal strength in British
Columbia from 1957 to 1965 The provincial table shows these
trends even‘more dramatically,‘particularly'in the.case of the
provinces ‘of - SaskatchéWaéxghd Alberta where the Liberals in the“
7 early '1950's could claim an overwhelming percentage of the two—-
party vote ‘but- this dominance dissipated under the electoral -
onslaught of John Diefenbaker, somewhat in 1957 and especially in
1958 s0 that by the 1960 s these two provinces were the poorest
support areas for the Liberals in Canada In both provinces, the
Liberal proportion of the two-party vote dropped some - 40 to 45
points from 1953 to the elections ‘of . the 1960 8. Liberal support
on -the other hand increased in British Columbia from a. low of
, 40 7 Rercent in 1957 to 62 2 in 1965_‘11
The argument was made in the previous chapter that in
- the case of turnout the natiOnal/regional tormat‘te;ded to obscure'
1mport§nt differential movements below the level of the region 6he-
test of this claim was a comparison between the regions and

provinces with the 1owest and highest turnout proportions, which



case of provinces than for regions
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N %

indicated that there was far greater Variability or spread in the

4
bl

| Téb‘le‘- 3 RRTIPE
_ : )'* S
Percentage Differencbs-Betwe n Highest «and Lowest n- . .
~Units, by Regions arid Provinges, by%Election ‘Years A
and Overall Elections, by Turnout,anﬁ Liberal .
»,Proportion of Two-Party Vote i Lo e
’ B : LS .?7‘:. T%:’). i f
Turnout R .
1953 1957 1958 196.2 1963 1965 oOverall
Province 26,1 34.2 13.6 .18.0  ‘16.4" " ,z;.,_g.f'zf.g- :
“'Region- 7.2 2.5 . 8.0 5.2 . 4,1. .6.9. b -
l8r9 31.7 5.6 12,8-.  12.3'. 15,7 16.8 '?
R R o;k, T ;f
Liberal=ProportionHOf‘TwoLParty;Vote e
1953 1957 1958 1962 1963 ' 1965 Overall Q
' Province 22,9 24,2 38.3 36.1 43.0- 40.0 . 24.7
'Region C17.2 “23.2 l3.5 33.6 37.0 34.4" 20.9: ¥
5.7 26.8 2,5 6.0 5.6 3.8

' While provinces represent the greatest amount of spread

‘between highest -and 1owest units, the difference between regions and

provinces for the Liberal proportion of the two—party vote 1s

i
S

' considerably less than was- produced in the case of turnout5 with

v

the exception of the 1958 election where there was the least amount

v . )

of difference between regions and provinces in the turnout proportions

\

and the greatest'amount'in the Liberal vote,

. The general,picture-thatpcan bepdrawn of:the relationship



4 shows the variance components in the Liberal tw@—party vote from

‘of the'political system.

e

, between the nation as a whole and.its regions and provinces is that
while there is a considerable degree of parallelism in the

movements of the Liberal proportion of the twoeparty.vote,

/

especialiv as measured by the number of cdntrary movements whichr
~occurred during this period at the same time, a number of important

‘5, shifts took place in the relative rankings of regions and provinceS'

.—l

in the proportion of the Fwo—party vote taken by the Liberal party

»However we have not yet been able to attach any weight to the

impact of these non—parallel movements and, shifts in the relative:
placement of_prgyinces andvregions:- in order to accomplish this'
end.the analySis now will focus npon the'resultg of the .

application of the analysis of variance model to ‘changes in the

‘hLiberal proportion of the two—party vote from 1953 to 1965. Table

_1953'to 1965_for the national, provincial,-and constituency levels
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- C

,J“Componentsj f Yariance of Liberal Proportion of
¢ Two~Party V te in Six Canadian Elections-from
1953-1965, b Nation, Provinde and Constituency

RS

, o _ "Square Root ;' V' Normalized
Political +Variance of Variance - - Variance
Level 1 ;AComoonent . Qomponent_fra:ﬂ ”_ Component
 Nation . - 67.0715 . 8.1897 - .37 |
7~ T9rovigce T 56.8981 . - 75431 . .31
- Constituency - 56.8593 . 7.5405 R
.99

:The'three levels:of'the political syStem accountvfor
,)‘ o :
. g almost equal proportion of the total variation 1n the Liberal
e : o
f/_ ~ share of the two-party vote with the level of the nation being /4

o //

. able to account.for slightly more‘than one~third -6f the total /
:variation and the prov1nces and the constituencies each accounted
for 31 percent The national regional constituency format for the
Liberal share. of the two—party vote produced almost similar,

proportions_for'the.three levels of the political system‘as the'
'national—proVincial—constituencyhformat imuthis case and*all
v . TN . -

-other\fases of the party vote tables,f for ease of reading these
. i ) \ £ :

'.tables will not be reproduced here.

When the Canadian caSe is conparedfto the American and

4?.British examples, as analyzed by Stokes,‘and the Australian case,
. as studied by Aitkin,_a different pattern emerges TablesVS to 7

show the data reported by Stokes and Altkin.

I
0
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-Tablg\j
: » ‘ . . . ‘ N B .
Components of Variance-of Republican Parcent of Two~Party Vote for th

American House of Representatives from,i&52-1960,75y Nation, State
Jzand District. o ’ ' : . -

£

e
NG

i

v ) ;

o . Square Root '\  Normalized
x litical Variance of Variance ", Variance
. ?é?éwél AU Comgonen;v ' Cgmgonent N :\' Component
Nation -/ - - 9.32 3,05 .32
State I 5,32 . 2.31 S £
'Distriif 1398 374 .49

-

Sourfe: ADonald E. Stokes,‘"Variancé'Comﬁonent§<Model of Politic%l
‘.Efchts," in John M. Claunch, éd., Mathematical Applications in
Political Science, 1 (Dallas, 1969), 76. . ‘

Coﬁpqnéntg of Variance of Conservative .Percent of Two-Party Vote for
the Six British General Elections from 1950-1966, by Nationm, Region,
and Constituency. E ' o : v :

e

‘Square Root - Normalized

Political f ' Varianc¢:_  of Variance ' . Variance
'4Leyel . qugongnt.' © Compoment = Component
' Natdon . .,5?13 . 2.26 47

| Region‘{‘ . :_ 1.42 b:" 11 '_ © .13
'COnétituency:A 445 : i‘ 2°li ': | o _#fﬁi
- | o 1,00

Source: Donald E. Stokes, "parties and the Nationalization of
Political Forces,'" in W,N,Chambers and W.D.Burnham, eds., The
. American Party System: ‘Stages of Political Development (New: York,
. 1967), 188. ' . ' -
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. Table,7

Components of Variance of Labour Percent of Two—Party Vote for the -
. Five Australian ‘Federal Elections from 1955-1966 by Nation,
State, and Division .

Normalized

L , ‘ s
.. Political : . Variance _ , - .Variance ’
" Level o N o Componer " Component .
',--' E - . ) o s‘. . E
Nation : ) 9,04 e .38
State 4,24 ; - ; S.18 . T
Division . 10.49 B Y
1,00 .

Source: Don Aitkin;‘"Electoral Forces'in Federal Politics," ‘

.paper presented to the Tenth Annual Meeting of . -the Australasian
. Political. Studies Associationm, University of Tasmania August

- 1968. : :

Ty

Only in the case of‘the.United Kingdom.does the nation

~

- as a whole represent the largest single source of variation in

the two—party vote In the case of- Australia and even more so,

of the United States, constituency level political forces are
apparently of . greater consequence, although the - range in. the
.constituency—level proportions in the: United States, Australia,_
and the United Kingdom is less than 10 percentage points. ‘Cf hi'
.the four political system for which we have comparable data; the
vconstituency level in Canada has the lowest proportion of the total
variation in two;party vote, Honever what, is particularly

noteworthy is that the provinces in Canada constitute the middle—"

’ level of all. the political svstems which: accounts for the argest
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'ﬁropOrtion of the total varlation., The relatively large.magnitudesr
in the Canadian case reflect,.of course the enormous transformation
of the Canadlan pArty s&stem brought about bv the rise of -John -
Diefenbaker to power in the elections of 1957 and 1958; What is

. not clear, noﬁever, fron wnat haa'been presented'éo far is whether‘
"or not the nation can be conaidered to Eeéa'relatively weak source
of polltiCalfinfluence in the'oattern'of partj vote movemen;s for

: the_entireganalyéis period. »Tables 8 and 9 below:renort”the
rvariancebconnonentsvfor the Liberalfpercent\of‘the two-party‘

vote, by nation province, and constithency, from 1953~ 1958

and 1962 to 1965, respectively.

-

Table 8

]

- Components of Variance of L1bera1 Percent of Two—Party Vote in

.~ Three Canadian Federal Elections from 1953 1958, by Natlon,

”Provlnce, and Constituency. uv'
- L . :Square.Root | Normalized -
Political - - Variance - = -of Variance =~ Variance
Level © - Component " - Component Component
Nation . . 152.1181 12.3336 62
‘Province . 508729 - 7,1325 - ° 21
Constituency 41,7147 = 6:4587 .17
: . e e S L R . : ——
) 1.00
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Table'9
Components of Variance of Liberal Percent of Two-Party Vote in .
Three Canadian Federal Elections from 1962~ 1965,Aby~Nation,
Province, and Constituency :

Square Root i -"‘Normalizedv :

.Political » Variance of Variance i Variance

Level - S Component- - Component.“ - ‘ Component»
Nation o 17es 0 3sise s

‘?rovince‘ o v_9.0048 | 3;0008 - B | d 18
-‘ﬂconétitgénéy‘ 294546 5.4456 ’_~"'ﬁ-- .58

S 1.01

TheSe tables indicate thatvthere was a clear'and*
‘f~startling difference in the nature of electoral politics in

Canada in the 1950 s compared to the three elections of the 1960' ;'
. N -
In the. first decade, the national level was accountable for a .

laroe proportion of the total variation, to a much greater extent

than was reported for any other system, greater than reported for

turnout in Canada from 195311965, and exceeded only bv the

- . . a

¥

nation s contribution ‘to the total variation in turnout in the

United étates frOm 1952 1960 and the national share of the total
.variation in turnout in Canada from l953 1958 ." In stark contrast'
.- to the pre-eminence of thevnation in the 1950 s is the importance h

~

of constituency level factors = which are able to claim 58 percent*f

Au B : L

of the variation in two—party vote - and the relative impotence of

e

the nation - which 1ls able to account for only one—quarter of the



L .i o —160-

3

;variation andyis followedtclosely by the level ofﬂprovinces.'*It

]
)

,umight be'argued thatvconstituenCy level'forces'become-proportionately

more important in times of relative political stability and

‘vmaintenance of existing patterns of behaviour, as is. evidenced in ‘

' Canada during the three elections of the 1960 s by the relatively B

low amount of total variation in the Liberal share of the two—party g

vote-' conversely, in times of con51derable movqnents in behaviour

¥ .-
G% . R W

™

_that the influence of higher—order levels of the political system /

45 e

”l‘become ‘more influential. Or, 1n other words in the absence of
- , : ‘ i ,

n from the‘events, issues,'and personalitieﬁ;inv01Vedg,
nal.political life, thenlthe electorate becomes

B-by those'things‘which'have'less in common with other

T parts of the country, those things which are 1diosyncratic and
o particular to the local ridings. It should be noted however,v Ce

without attempting to test this argument that the United Kingdom o

:(Table 6)chas the lowest amount of total variation recorded by‘_.u.‘

o

any scholar using this type of statistical analysis and has in_;

relative terms a large proportion of the total variation'

-/attributed to the national level of the political system.‘

This pattern of relative weakness of the natlon upon? E

¢

' movements in the two-party vote and increasing de—nationalization :

from the 1950 5 to the 1960 s is similar to what was reported

' previously for turnout except that the national share of the +
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partitioning of the tot 1 variation’ tends to- be lower 4n the case
of the two—party vote an lysis., It is now necessary to provide

o more specific backing to| the contention that sub—national areas

Vil

constitute significant political env1ronments
in a qumber of different ways.,
areas - regions and provinces - which acted in

Tor non-isomorphic WaYS

Since our concern isjgith those

S 40

L bcovariance terms which were discussed in, greater detail in

".

This will be done

highly congruent,,,’

s compared ‘to the national movement” the~

Chapter Three will be used to. indicate those regions or provinceslﬂ”

which are disproportionately attracted@br' repelled byethe

polit cal forces arising from the higher level of the politic&l

v(‘p

o system. Table 10 below gives the covariance scores for regions.

V\_and provinces which indicate the greatest amount ,of attraction and

’ 'British>Columbia - . 453,

oo

r ﬂ&sion e o ) .
= Table'lO ) 'Q‘
r,JCovari ce Scores for Li eral Percent of Two-Party Vote for the )
- 8ix Cz agdian General Eled tions from 1953—1965 by\Regions and -
Provinces.' e : ‘ :
.Regional/National T Provincial/National
L3 oo . o
Atlanticy,-30 7703 R ‘New Brunswick ' .“-35 8681
.. Ontario k1742§37; }_wj_;; - .Prince Edward Islandth34 9272
~Prairies +32.5503 S " Nova Scotia ,~29.0542
 British - : e, Newfoundland T . -24.0544
Columbia +s3 2511 o } R S T N
R -*Manitoba ; o +19.0987
f‘ v’ saskatchewan | . +31.,1276
'{ ' . Alberta = L 445,0504

2511



movements were compatible with the" national time—specific

j}d@l [

The four easternmost.provinces andvthe,four western-

most provinces - which show increasing positive covariance scores
ot

from Manitoba to Britsh Columbia - seem to be in two different
worlds. The Atlantic provinces, both individually and

collectively, show a strong tendency to be divergent from the

time—specific national trend and the. four western provinces

e

'-show a strong contrary trend (although there is considerable .

distance between them, even if the three prairie provinces are
’ \

';»considered separately from British Columbia) The various

movements that constitute these covariance scores are shown

in Figures 3 and 4 which give the regional/national and
a

provincial/national time—specific movements respectively

r >

Figures 3 and 4 show the highly differentiated

"M A

movements at spec1fic points in time for the various regions ,

P

u and provinces. It bears noting that the Atlantic region and B

| the province of Nova Scotia both exhibit con81stently con—

»

tradictory or non—congruent time—specific two—party move—a

<

:-ments: the other three Atlantic provincial time-specific‘“f

”)‘\ .
[

s
%

movements in only one election of the six under analysis. How—%'u

AN

.. . . ) .y
.

A : <

'f eger, theLotherﬂprgginggs;:iparticuiarly the 3 Prairie prov-"

.incesfhave7quite‘distinctive time-speciﬁic:movementsain the.

<

| 1950"s' and 1960"s, as is shown in Table 11, which gives the -

1



Figure 3.

N tional Regional Time—Speciflc Values for Liberal Share of Two-Party
ote in Six Canadian General Elections, 1953—1965
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National-Provincial Time-Specific Valu ;
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covarianqe.scores forfregions.and»provinces by!thevelectiop time-
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“periods of'ﬁhe l950'é§and 1960°'s.

i
1
\
|
|
i
A

Table 11

Covariance Scores for|Liberal Percent .of Two-Party Vote for the

Three Canadian General Elections from 1953-1958 and 1962—1965

'by Regions and Provinces.-

-

v

g highest7cevatiance score in the_latter time—period is less than.

0‘

&

&,

Y

7 1953-1958 . 196271965 "
.| - Regional/National
Atlantic = *-67.1727 _Prairies - ~13.7244
Ontario ‘=52.9757 * Atlantic- - .6.5530
Quebec - -26.1727 - s , Coa
ST ‘ S ’ 'Ontariof = 3.5366 .
“British. R ; A
Columbia +108.1999 British A R
Prairies .~ +131,5978 - Columbia T+ 6,2193
R B Quebec +13.8510 “
! P '
ﬁ Provincial/National ' .

““New Brunswick —87 4513 ' Saskatchewan, -15.2431
CSPLESIL O S11.9438 . Alberta ~13,8349 .
‘Newfoundland = ~59.1461 . . _P.E.I. S -12.1221

Nova Scotia . .=53.3669 ' . . ‘ .Manitoba =11.7461 "
Ontario- o -52.9757 - ' . Nova Sgotia: -10.9234 -
‘Quebec"' S —26 3707 : T T S
A b S Ontario . . - 3.5366
. Manitoba - -+73-7185 ’ - " New Brunswick .~ 2.0482
 Britigh R AR . ‘ Newfoundland - 2.3140
@5ITmbia . - +108.1999
. Saskatchewan  +141.5469. ~ British~ Cblumbia +6 2!93
,\Alberta : +169 1999‘ ;v; ' : Quebec el +13 8510
Lo T T
LT : There is_@ bubstantiaé)difference,in the magnitudes '
. e S — N '
. of tﬁefcovgrienee;scores for the l950‘s~to the 1960 s' the

SR

\:j the 1owest score in the former set of elections, Lndicating a. strong :

i
i
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ﬁ'% tendency for the regions and provinces not to have highly
_.differentiated;movements'from the nationaf level;
- The other important feature of these covariance sco§es» :

is the reversal that hag occurred in the relationship between

‘
RO

,(lz regions and provinces ~and the nation.5 While the Prairie Liberal
time—specific movement in- the 1950 s followed strongly the.

. v

;~national Liberal time-specific movement, the region s movement

;(considerably less in magnitude, is now.

'nsxﬁed with~the national movementv The Quebec

R v
region has a similar pattern of reversal, except(that the change

is from a negative to a positive relationship -In the case-of Ty
‘the F%girie provinces,all three followed the regional pattern of
5
changing from having a. strongly positive connection with the

: national time-specific movement to having a, negative association

with the nation. Bl i ja,' ' ' v ‘ ‘
o . AT

*/"ht The analysis to’ this- point has been in terms of the @

R
W
| .

‘nation as ‘a whole and the various regions and QEOV'nces. Nothing
_ e
has been saiL/jbout particular constituencies, yet these must be -

r
regarded as being of great consequence, especially in the l960’s,J_

/given that such a 1arge proportiou of the total variation in the 551

- 3

Liberal share of the two-party vote has: been attributed to”this e ke
b level of the political system.v This constituency 1eveLranalysisa © s,
. will-begin with the relationship between theuconstituenCies of th%ul‘

oL
by R

>
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Atlantic'and Prairie regions and the nation, then to the
4 3 ' St h ’ . T

constituencies and all»the provinces,'their'cﬁaracteristics,'and

finally, the . pattern of movements in the regfbnal analyses for the
e’ .

provinces of Ontario, Quebec, and British Columbia. '

&

.MFigures 5 and 6 indicate the-time—specific‘movements‘

in the Liberal vote for randomly selected constituencies in ‘the

iAtlantic'and Prairie regions of Canada after the removal of
:national political forces..In.other words, theucurves show the.
influence of regional and lower-8rder (provincial and constituency)

' factors When this analysis was ‘done in the cast of turnout the

B - —

image'created was of pervasive heterogeneitygin the various_
A o ) e : : ,

‘ 'ﬁ\wconstituency:movements;indicating_a'very low. regional factor or.

influenCe on'turnout’ The’case'of‘the two-party. patteranhowever,

is somewhat different, particularly in the case of the Prairie

' region, as the constituency movements exhibit«some degree of
. . \ . “Q« .
parallelism, which is taken to be evidence of a regional factor.

N

Th s regional movement in the Prairie provinces is further evidenced .

" by an wexamination of the overall time—specific regional movement

and.the various‘time—speeific constituency movements which indicate

N
that only three constituencies %?Winnipeg South Winnipeg South ‘?

iﬂg'f Centre, and Calgary South - of the 48 Prairie ridings moved ina

Pl
direction generallx contradictory to the region as a. whole,‘as isr
evident from their respective constituency—region covariance scores
- l ' »
of -56 9623, -66 6087 and —80 0761 The other-riding‘withva_

e



N

i s Figure 5
Q':Regional Variance Component Mbderate ' Moveménts in Liberal -Share of,
--Two—Party Vote for Randomly Selected Constituencies in Atlantic

fRegion (after Removal of’ National Effects) dn Six Canadian General
.Elections, 1953-1965 :

‘. . . . N
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RegibnalHVariéncé"Component Egrge: Movements in Liberal‘Share of Two-

Party Vbte‘forfRandomly Selepted Constituencies in Prai:ie‘Region‘
(After ‘Removal of Natidnal'EffectS) in Six Canadian General Elections,

1953-1965. 3Lf» ST S >

A —" _—— = -
1987 1957 1958 19627 19637 . 1965
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B

'noticeable tendency - although_not‘as consistent as the previous
three cases - to. deviate from the regional tr‘i@ was Calgary North
with 1its covariance score of =42, 4284 This tendency for some
urban constituenciescin the Prairies to give greater support to
"the Liherals while the region as a whole was moving .away did not
\fextend to the three prban constituencies of Edmonton—Edmonton East.
Edmonton Strathcona, and Edmonton West - which had covariance
"scores of +241 1152 +88 2497 and +9& 9841 and the two large

urban centres of Saskatchewan - Regina and - Saskatoon ~ which had
vcovariance scores, respectively of +l92 2619 and +83 53325 in

~

sum, then, while some of ‘the lafge urban ridings of the Prairie

provinces moved in the direction of greater proportional support
for the Liberals,-other constituencies, similar at least in terms

fof the degree of urbanization moved in the direction of greater

—_

1support for’ the Progressive Conservatives. ' "_“_, L R

'.a~.
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Tables 12 and 13 below show the overall relatlonship
between the Atlantic and Prairie regions and their ridings fot the

'P«'Q.,

six elections from 1953—1965 S B ; ’ o _w”f

Table'lz

Total Regional and - 'Constituenc " Variation in- Liberal Proportion :
- of Two-Party Vote for Atlantic egion 1953 1965

Total S Total R n Percent
. Regional "Constituency" "Constituency'
Variation ' Variation Variation
- '*“‘"'\2, ’ - 1 N
1953 v 231 5 - 153.0 .66
1957 116.7 1077 .92
1958 L4015 68 > 17
1962 . 53.8 2.7 -9
1963 112.8 . % 107.6 . - .95
1965 157.8 o115 .64 _
‘ | 69
Table 13 Va
. Total Regional and "Constituency" Varfhtion in Liberal Proportion‘
of Two-Party Vote for Prairie Rezion 1953 1965 v
TotaL R Total - : Percent -
. = _Regiomal. "Constituency" "Constituency"
o "Variation . - 'Variation S Variation
1053 4ess.e o ims.2 28
. 1957 . 2830.9 . 16256 - B R
1958 2847 . &234.9 o . o .82 /
1962 . 622.5 . 389 . . .58
1963 - -2186.8 - 7634 S .35,
T1965  1799.5 - - 619.9 .34
| .48
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Other than for the exception of the 1958 election

"~ the Atlantic Region s movement ‘was dominated by forces arising

»

from below the region as a whole. The impact of the region is -

_much more evident in the Prairies where, except for the 1958

election, constituency and provincial politlcal forces tended tO

' be weaker than was found in .the Atlantic region' indeed, in five iy
of the six elections under analysis the"constituency proportion o
'recorded for the Prairie region did not reach-the lowest ' |
proportion given for the Atlantic region..Moréover, since the
1958 election, there has been a decline in the weight ofwﬁg
»constituency-level forces,.although not to a, level below that
p.recorded for 1953 vﬂhat is particularly interesting ab0ut the

~

.presenCe of " these regional political forces, particularlv in the T e

,f, ’l & >‘3

: Prairie provinces, is that the comparable analysis for turnoyt
. b,

revealed quite a’ different set of results, namely, the relative f‘Q B
absence of regional forces.and the.predominance of provinc1aﬂ ané\ =
constituency influences. In other words while the region as\a
.iwhole had little to do with whether or not people turn out to vote
’ it - was very influentia{ in determining the direction of the vote ”
;J:Ohce they arrived at the polling station.";:b . ":E |
| Just as there was considerable rangenin the~proportion
.of the variation within a province that could be attributed to '

'provincial level forces in Ehe case of turnout there were a

Qd:number of important diffgrences between ‘the provinces in the cage

: \

".

‘of the Liberal share.of'the two—party vote. Table 14 gives the

\
\
vy

PR D Lo . 5 L
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1
o

proportion of the-total.variation of thevLiberal yote within the

‘ various provinces that is- ascribed to the constituency 1eve1 of ’
i ay, a

the political system (the difference from unity equals, of course,
the provincial component of the total variation) |

\

There is very little evidence in Table 14 of secular‘

fchanges in the pattern of constituency - and provincial—level
- s ,
,political forces. Manitoba showed a decline in the impact of v

) /
constituengy forces in ‘the last two elections of the 1960 s from '

the elections of 1958 1962 and 1963 (but stiil failed to reach

4the low mark of 50 recorded in 1953) Newfoundland and Ontario - j
to'a lesser extent during ‘the course of the six- elections, seemed - i

to. be more and‘more influenced by constituency—level forces. 7 g X‘j

,‘Nova Scotia had a long-term (that is from 1953—1965) decline in SR ,
’ constituency forces from 99 to l7 b$t also recorded a’’ ‘jiiwjifir}'“
‘ proportion of 80 in 1962 Alberta S#skatchewan and Prince fl T ;;\\\

y S oL e

iEdWard Island generally all adhered to,a pattern of doginance By'

12

lprovincialvforcess Although Alberta was the only province neverj:'>

to have a constituency proportion greater than . 50 Britisﬁ _‘ L

Columbia showed a moderate decline in the weight of. constituency'r}'. :K\f

fthe 1962 and 1963 elaetiods; Quebeg maintained‘the most consistent ff
Lo . . / '\\o { - "\/

h‘pattern by holding to'a very high level of co"

during thé six elections with the smallest r nge of all 10 p ovinces.il/ﬂ

; (followed by Alberta) ' Indeed, the overall pattern is of coyf

S i S
I .

- re
[y o S : Lo . To. el A :
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fluidity in‘Fhe relative dominancé of constituency - and provincial-

:Jv

1eve1 political forces as the other eigﬁt provinceS\had ranges for

the constituency proportions of at least. 50 points while Quebec
\

¢ and j}berta had ranges of 22 and 24 points respectively. o o

. A cOmparison of Table 14 with Table 16 in Chapter Four,
" as presented below in Table 15’ indicates that there is little o

'relationship between the rank—order placement of the provinces _

A: by'a e constituency proportion of fhe variation within the )

province for turnout\aﬁd\Liheral percent of the two~party vote.p
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.. . .% 7Iable 15' ‘
Rank—Order of Provinces bY Pr°Port10n of Variatioh Attributable

to Constituency Level Factors for Turnout and Liberal Peércent of
Two-Party Vote, Overall Elections.h

_ B RN ]
o o AN . N ) .

/:,.. . . Constituency-Proportion \\ _

[

R o R Liberal Percent
" Turnout — - of Two—Par&y Vote -

| Qﬁ;éri§ . m e f(S):‘.61.
-quﬁébég ""_.v ‘(2) \.82~"',‘7 ';,'2 'f  (1) :38 |
| éaék;tcﬁéwéﬁ ' _'(3) \€53;  ;, :  ’v‘g"'_,(9)‘fié8
Név;;S§otiavfr'  (4)' .62v§\;\1' ,  : ;j 7y .54 f‘.
i Bi;;isH:Coiuﬁﬁia 5y .58 \*;§_   () 1,55'
- New ﬁguﬁsw;ck_' e .2 |  ? ‘u "(4) .67
..Ma;nit.db'é _ (7) 52 ‘ . "(2).;“ ‘78
‘Alberta :ﬁﬁgﬁ;;;ggz;t.47,‘ o e 35

'Newfoundland >',,(51  .39 ‘1>~' ' .‘\  (§);,;72w”“”“‘

CORESIOCT UYL 0 a7 .\ .22

Spearman's Rank;OrderiCoeffiCient'f +.22

<“’“ T\“.ﬂ:_ .



hé‘
Four sets of scores show great differences tn -
k

‘ proportions across the two dimesnions‘ Ontario and Saskatchewan S

Lay

show a great drop in the weight attached toaconstituency—le?EI

forces for Liberal share of the two-party vote compaxeduto turn—

a .

et

out while Newfoundland and Manitoba eihibit contrary movements, ‘; .

‘as is evident from Figure 6 which gives the association between

the two dimensions in terms of the actual proportions.vh'f

R -

‘In sum, since the Pearson correlation coefficient,"" B

ﬂshows a weak to moderate relationship, meaning that there is,_iﬂ
o

not a great tendency for the amount of variation within a

';province along one dimension that can’ be attributed to the ';'
‘ f1eve1 of the constituency (or, for that matter, the level ofh'
-'the province) to be similar - whether measured by ranks or_
vproportions - to the other dimension. Indeed, only Prince
.-Edward Island and Alberta at the low constituency proportiong-
?flend and Quebec at the/high.constituency end show great

fconstancy across botd dimensions.,_,"w L -

Pl

Figure 8 shows the frequency distribution oﬁ'all the

tqridings by the total variation in constituency effect for the

Liberal percent of the two—party vote from 1953 to }965 It is

immediately apparent that a considerable number of ridings (35

:\\

or\ll

K\\percent) have very high constituency variationdgcores
. ‘wkxx‘ e \“" s N

and that only 951(35 4 percent) have scorhh‘ ’
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;Relat onship between Constituency PrOp rtion of Tumout and Constituency
. '_Proportion of Liberal Share of Two-Par Vote by Province Over Six
xf,Canadian General Elections, 1953-1965 x ; -

QMANITOBA .

- '\‘ . :“,- SERREY
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o
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__COns/t'ituané'y”_ Proportion of Liberal ‘Share of Two Party Vote. -

Consmuency Proporhon of Turnou’r : ;
; PEARSON OORRELATION COEFFRCIENTJ (r) 2 ‘0-‘23 ‘ .




Frequency Distribution for ] all Cons"t'ituenc:ll.es‘ of Total Variation in.
Constitﬁency Effect Scores/ for ‘Liberal Share of. Two—Party Vote in
: Six Canadian General Elec‘ions, 1953-1965.
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‘was the Quebec seat of Saint'Hyacinthe—Bagot (670‘2) Even,‘then,
_.after the removal of national ani\provincial effects almost twom .

thirds/of the total constituencies in Canada can be considered to
.

tconstitute environments with some significant influence in the -

\

proportions of the two-party vote obtained by the Liberal and

I3 . \

'gProgressive Conservative parties., The distribution of these‘.[_

i;constituencies is not random, that is, they are conpentrated in .-
. . ? .
: ,Certain provinces, as is evident in Table 16 which gives the

”;i'diqtribution_by'provinces of-total,constituency variation scores,

Y

SR
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provinces,— particularly Alberta and British Columbia - teﬂh to

“variation scores: of over 100. 00 points."

L -8t

aThe great majority of constituencies in the Atlantic'

»

'region have relatively low~total constituency variation acores
_ (reflecting, perhaps' the great attachment to party loyalties in

\"v that region) Manitoba and Ontario tend to be similar in their

. > F 1 . B
_distribution of constituencies, while the three westernmost

.

be similar to Quebec inasmuch as a. large proportion of their

,_,w,..r,m

ridings have total variatiOn in constituency effect scores which

’are in the high range. It should also be _noted that Quebec has ,

;20 of the 35 seats (57 1 percent) which- have\constituency '

\ . X . .
. SO
P ) . \

As in the case of turnout, these constituency scores

"are examined in light of political competitiveness (as measured

¢

‘-‘ by the number of times the constituency changed hands during the
7_ 'six elections) and the size of the communities which dominate the

Z;ridings oTable l7 below shows the relationship between polltical

competitiveness and constituency variation scores for Liberal

‘g;/// share of. the two-party vote in the Province of Quebec.
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S if The large number d@ cells with few or no; cases means '
8 : . , s
fﬁgi(:he\:ategories must be collapsed in some faiyion before any

measure of association can - be used This is done in Table 18

i

R R _ o L
R . ;e Table 18 - N L
"Relationship between Collapsed Total Constituency Variation Scores -

for Liberal Percent of the Two-Party Vote by Number of Times

h_Constituency Chsnged'ﬁands, Quebec, 1953-1965

Total Constituency Variation

ce e 0. 0-39 9. 4D, b+ N
 Number of = e T SR
Times 01 - 10 14 24

Constituency - R ST oo s
Changed Hands = 2-4 * . _ 22  _29 51
| RN 32 a3 75

eyyuizlsgg'—,;,o3 R EpsiionCiA—QOI»f?‘

9

The virtual absence of anybrelationshiprbetween the
- variables of political competitiveness and constituency variation L
‘;dscores for. Liberal share of the two-party vqte in. Quebec matches
'Iddthe’; finding reported in Chapter four for the relationship
7;fbetween political competitiveness and turnout constituency var-'
e iation scores for the province of Quebec o |
Table 19 below shows the disKribution of Quebec

constituencies by size of community and total constituency .f‘< .

"variationfscores;




ok "I‘otal Constituency Variation Scores for Libgtal Percent of the
' Two-—Party Vote by Community Size Quebec, 1953-—1965 '

f % '_ Total Constituency Variation PR A,V'.'

SRS 0-0-" 20.0- 40,0~ - 60.0- 80;0?: -
Community Size 'f 19.9 39.9 '59.9- 79.9 99.9 100.0+ N
24,999 .. LA 100 7 1 41238

L 25,000- . R T ST DRI
©049,99 . 0 3 11 g 3 g
-a99 999 B R TS SRS N BEREERES SR o
100,000+ |
. 299,999
499 99 . 00 0. 0 0 0o o ‘o

500,000 .4 T e e T e S

N a2 .20--.":":‘_;".'{'," 13 4§ 20 75

What is ixmnediately apparent is that while there is some

j,»?iffusion through the various counnunity-size cetegories, a majorlty

'of ridings with very high constituency variation scores (lOQ O+) are '

":v,"found in: essentiaLly rural constituencies 0. and there is, also ‘some
tendency for those ridings with 1% total constituency variation.-

4'(1ess than 19 9) to come from the very large urban area of Montrea.lw‘b
Table 20 below gives the two—by—two matrix for total constituency

variatlon scores and community s:l.ze
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‘~Tab1e 2d.fr?

'Relationship between Collapsed Constituency Variation Scores
' for Liberal Percent of the Two-Party Vote by Community" Size,P
: Quebec,1953;1965 . .

'-»

‘ ; Total Constituency Variation -

";Community'Size o Slillig_g : 'fﬁbilt ,ZJJLH-

-

o T
99,999 i B R TR

100,000 . woig4 oo A2 o 26
ik A o ST AT

Yéil.,e's, ,Q»é-ff"-;,33, -f;""f"Eissiiqn‘»%- RER CIDE SR

In other words, the moderately negative
o relationship between the two variables means that the rural ._f
-1and small-town constituencies have a greater proportion pf :~‘“

'”ridings with high total constituency variation scores than'“i“””"
;ldo the seats dominated by the more populous communities oF‘:

“the province.:This relationship is similar to but stronger

vgthan was reported earlier for the case of turnout e g

‘?:. Table 21 below shows the relatiqnship between constit-'_b

’hVﬁuency variatinn scores for Liberal percent of the two-party vote L

.*’ by political competitiveness for the province of Ontario

B e R
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I \ 0 Tapléay ¢
1\' - N \f""m L A .
' Constituency Variation Scores for Liberal Percent -of the Two—Party

Vote by Number os Times Constituency Changed Hands, Ontario,-
1953-1965. ,

.,‘v

[

Constituency Variation Scores

ERR
. .
>
. .

6\0f .20.0- 40.0-  60.0- - .
1909 :39.9 . 159.9. 79.9.  B0.0+

BT T SR 15 T 2 2.

L Number ST W

of times l2ﬂ"pi2v,7 "5'7f iz;.‘ps »Tf-i. | ’1: o 26;,bim

Constit-,.

uency :'}35-( 2. ;”$31‘~:_fijfvo e 1 D B ﬂ~_fﬁ§f,x~

- Changed

=t

. Hands 4 C-ot

TAA
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] . ' . .
. . . ) p

matrix is created.

Collapsed Constituency Variation Scores for Liberal Percent
- of the Two-Party Vote by the Number of Times Constituency _—
vx-Cha nged Hands, Ontario 1953—1965 L, “

&EJ

' Constituenqb Variation Scores'

. o099 2006 N
Numb er R R T LN
. of Times' Qfl i _ 23‘-_’ | 3l, . 54
. -..Constituency SR o AT o
_ Changed Hands ° 2-4 ' o 14 : , 17; - 31 .
‘ o N 3T .48 . 85 2
- L Yﬁle‘-'s Q =,-.08 . Epsii’on = -.04

As was - the case for the province of Quebec, there is

L

in Ontario virtually no relationship between constituency var-
;iation scores. and political competitiveness, that is to say,

;those\constituencies which had few changes in the winning party
: - N
during the analysis were slightly more likely than ridings with

a greater degree of electoral change to have higher total con-

"

- tituency variation scores o 'ﬁ”: C

}i Table 23 below gives the relationship between the
,uncollapsed constituency variation scores for the Liberal share of

’ ! f
,the two—party vote in Ontario in terms ofﬁcommunity size,’

= - . -
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’ Table 23

ConstituenchVaria ion Score§¥;6;—flheral Pergcent of the TwofParty ,
Vote by Community ze, Ontarjo, 1953-1965. \ : ‘

’/1 © 0.0- 20.0- 40.0- 60. 3- 80.0
S, 19.0  39.9 59.9 79.9 _+ N
SRR - E | T ‘

. 24,999 18 15 3. 1 1 38
25,000- | : L
. 49.999° 3- 3 o0 1. 0 1 -
L 50,000- T .. o -
- 99,999 8 . 2 .2 0 -0 12
Community o : LT : :
Size ~ . 100,000- . o ’ S R
P 299999 5 1 1 0000 - 7
© . 300,000- - e
sy 499,999 0 -3 0 ¢ ol o 3
L 500,000- < L o :
+ 3 7 .3 3 - 2 .18
N 3 3 9 s 3 85

Again, the low number of cases ‘in the various cells

",'necessitates that the ‘two categories be collapsed in order to

R allow for some measure of the relationship, this.is done in

: . v » . @
‘ g A .
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. ‘ o . . ! ’ |
Relationship between Collapsed Constituency Variation Scores -
. for Liberal Percent’ of the Two—Party Vote by Gommunity Size,‘x~ : <
| lOntario, 1953 1965, \ L '
'Constituency VariationJScores .
' ";ébmmunity Size .. . 0" . N
. 0- ;':jv:..".‘:"".j'. R Y - 28 577 S
99,099 - T R 2 »
. 100,000+ e Chege 200 28 | -
N 31 a8 85

T

‘Yules Q = +n-44} Epsilon = +.20

There is Quite.ahstrong_relatiOPShip inithe_case_of N
.Ontario.between.to;al_constituency variation‘in the‘LibEral;share
of the two—party;vOte'and'community Size. jhural and'small—tgwn
constituencies are more likely to. have relatively low constituency
variation scores than do the more urbanized constituencies of the :

v

v province:- converSely, the more urban ridings have a tendency to |

' A .

'have relatively high total constituency variation scbres compared to_ .

the rural and small—town'seats; This relationship is contrary to‘:

"what.was reported for the Province of Quebec _where the rural andi:

v'small-town constituencies had a tendency to haze high total

constituency variation scores compared to the'more urban ridings,h
‘A;numbervof difficulties arebenCOuntered'in attempting

to analyze the relationship between political competitiveness or

vi'community size and~the total constituency variation in the Liberal

/(’ ; -
) ‘1(' R



. Brunswick Nova Scotia//Manitoba, and . British Columbia 1953—196i

share of the two—party yote

New Brunswickl'

Syl

for some oﬁ the other provinces

R y

because of either 1ittle variation in the variables of politftal

RERTOA

“:'competdtiveness and/or community size or because there is

e ‘1,'\":
‘ ’| ¥

“f’slight range‘in the total cons ituency variation scoren;

\ q~_" .“'- . "
only a ‘&‘T*‘sEA-‘

p .
analysis

for Collapsed Constituency Variation '

Scores for Liberal Perce t of the Two-Party by Number of Time

Constituencies ‘Changed

ands (Political. Competitiveness)

New

by -

Political Competitiveness _ f\ L-y~ e

-.75
‘Nova Scotia -.67
'Manitoba //1 : +587 |
:.“ 3 / ' -
British
Columbia S =.86

/ fulds g

- Epsilon

1

=35

Constituency Variation Scores

Co=.38 0

458

~.52

D

— ‘

Dichotomized Constituency
Varfation Scores -

Ao—9.9/1o.0+
0-9.9/10.0+

0-59.9/60.0+

'0559,9/60.0+

In three of the. provinces - New Brunswick Nova Scotia,

R

‘and British Columbia - there is a negative relationship between the



variables of pOlltical competitiveness and total constituency
/o :
/, variation in the Liberal proportion of the two—party vote7(and /

',\considerably stronger than was reported for either Ontario or

_Quebec),. in other words, for these provinces, those qonstituencies
*fwhich underwent a relatively high number of changes in the winning

party tended to have relatively low total constituency variation.

scores,while a very strong and contrary relationship occurs in.

Manitoba, where the stable seats have reiatively low total _
.
Wconstituency Variation in the Liberal share of the two—party vote

b 4

One of the chief concerns of this work is the argument

I

that sub-national political environments constitute significant

-~

influences upon the pattern of voter turnout and party vote.
d'Evidence hasvbeen presented to the effect that provinces and
- constituencies can be considered as environments that counteract
national political forces in sufficientrgeight to proddce provincial
or constituency deviations from higher—order proportions’ The

question that now arises is whether or not there is ] high\degree

| of constancy from 1953—1965 between those ridings W ich recorded

" shaxe of the two-party vote for each constituency\by province.
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. . o Table 26 ' '
,Relationship between Total Constituency VariatiOn Scores for'
Turnout and Liberal Percent of the Two-Party Vote for All »r-

Constituencies by Province 1953 1965 L _
T L W SR
. Prince Edward Island . +0.9289 - S T4 .
~ Saskatchewan =~ . . - +0.6077 - =~ - - 17
 Nova Scotia . +0.5137 12 ,
oNew Brumswick © - +40.3780 010
' British Columbia - . - +0.3417 . 22
Quebec - +0.3084 | . 75
. Ontario - . ¢ " -0.0954 . ' 85
- Manitoba“ : . =0.2424 14
- Alberta - . .. . -0.3587 . 17
. Newfoundland B . =0.5210 : 7"

‘& o . . , .. , _‘4. - | ) ‘ S »,

In six of the provinces iod ranging from Prince Edward ‘
'Iéland to Saskatchewan, Nova Scotia, New Brunswick British

Columbia, and Quebec = there is a positiveuassociation between the.
:total cothituency variation scores for turnout and Liberal per-(l E
cent ofﬂthe two—party'vote in other words, those constituencies
.which had relatively high total constituency variation scores.for

-~ -
’turnout were very 1ikely to have relatively high total constituency ;
variation scores for the Liberal share of the two—party vote. In - )
.three provinces - Newfoundland Alberta, and Manitoba - there is a
"-negative relationship between-the tw0“variables,’and in Ontario -
" there is a weak negative relationship The strongest result, that of
’Prince Edward Island's, is misleading inasmuch that the double—

. member constituency of Queens waskdivided into two'ridings, which,

in this instance, would inflate:the obtained‘r'vaIUe.'
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In order to allow for the possibility tha high total “f\

’ fprovincial regions within the provinces of Quebec,-;
-British Columbia each province was partitioned into _
1" .

T JSUb—provincial regions. =Tab1e 27 below giv%s the con:jﬁtue

';‘variation proportions within each region f‘r the thre

[ew[regions_-

ng plus
¢ :

lqwith the highest regional component over ll six ele ti

‘the Montreal region.
I

Table
=

New Regions with Low Constituency Variation Pro76rtio S, a?i a
: .Montreal Region, by Election Year. -

T ' Easter é o
© Toronto Vancouver Ontar ntreal f\ _ -

1953 .13 16 -.»M ‘u-;:,91
N 1957-" r:;oégt"‘_’ 2;12{-: .»{;f;ﬁé,\r-: .84
ti1§58f , L:d- 22 '}};2q'ff : ‘-/52.\\\: f-'.94f
62 Ll . ") ,.\\\ o
1963 R AT A 2\ s
Cioes o .11 e 96 \99
| a2 a3 s B

5

The two - metropolitan reg&\ns of Toronto and Vancouver
.have relatively 1ow constituency proportions indicating the,
presence of a sub—provincial regional factor in these areas [ it is'

‘thinteresting to note that only in the election of 1953 in Vancouverv

LR °



_ did the constituency proportion exceed 50 Montreal -Canada's

largest urban area, on the Other hand has relatively high

B constituency proportions. No test of whether or- not this high\ | ’

‘proportion can: be accounted for by English—French differences in.
the Montreal metropolitan area will be reported here.
The total constituency variation scores for the Liberal

vshare.of the two—party vote can be examined in one more ‘manner :
Ta¥

the covariance scores - which relate the time~-specific movements'jw'/'

of. one level to the‘time-specific:movements of another'level -

.

: provide a- summary measure of whether or not, say, the constituency’

.and the nation can be: seen as moving in highly congruent or highly

T
divergent directioés or if the two time-specific movements are

. /‘yo --

. not systematically related Th@ three possible sets of movements
'vare shown reSpectively in Figures 9, 10 and ll which give the
.time—specific movements for two Ontario constituencies compared to

che national time*specific movement in the Liberal percent of the f

' two—party»vot‘}
wcurves in»Figure 9.clearly show that the time-

e

specific movements for the constituenc1es of Hamilton East and
' Spadina are closely related to the national movement generally
o speaking, when the national deflection in--the- Liheral share of

.

the two—party vote is positive or negative, so are - the time~" .

- specific movements for the constituenciesi A contrary image

[

"is struck in Figure]i)Where the time—specific movements for Algoma

East and Renfrew North generally are in the opposite direction of the .



© Figure 9
_TwoiE#amplesAovaigh Pbéitive Nati6n+Conétitﬁency Covariance Scores
for Liberal Share of Two-Party Vote (Hamilton East and Spadina,
Ontario) , for Six Canadian General Elections, 1953-1965. '
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K . Figure 10 i
. Two Ekamples of High/Negative‘Natioh—Coﬁstituency vaériahcé Scores
for Liberal Share of Two-Party Vote (Algoma East and Renfrew: North,
Ontario), for. Six Canadian  General Elections, 1953-1965. :
150 N - . LT > . ' R4 r . N
1953 157 1958 1962 . 1963 0 1965
100
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: Figure 117 = - ,l : S
alwo Examples of Low. Nation-Constituency Covariance Scores for Liberal

.Share of Two-Party Vote (Perth and Fort William Ontario) for Six -
Canadian General Elections, 1953-1965 o
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national timeuspecific movement" while the constituencies of
: Figure 9 seem to be attracted by the national~movement' the
constituencies of Figureli)seem to ‘be repulsed by what occurs at.p_‘ .
hthe hig?er 1evel of the political system.
Figure 11 represents the kind of curves for-those:
o constituencies whose time-Specific movements vary, in. relation to
the national time-specific movement randomly rather than |
” :

: systematicall;\over timerv These constituencies have two general
types'of movement._ ‘the first which s represented by the example.b
of Fort William,vhave very small deviations, compared to ‘the
hnational movement, which with the pattern of random covariance,vh" -
produces a low covariance score, the second type of movement is
.exemplified by Perth which has much stronger movements, compared

_to the case’ of Fort William, but which again, since thev do not .
co-vary with the national time—Specific movement, produce a low

‘ score which is a summation of a number of relatively high negative v
’,and.positive.time—specific scores. b
I e Time-specific movements and covariance scores have.'the’fv

'! following characteristics. first the. sum of each riding s time-"
=specific'movements will be zero, that is to say, the sum representsi
'the average of the deflection in, say, the Liberal proportion off
’_the two-party vote after the removal of the provincial time- ."‘ H

'specific effect and the deletion of the difference between the

'-timeless constituency effect less the timeless provincial effect

’ . . o ..

e
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which,leaves, for each;election year, the variation around the

constituency proportion- second, the sum of the-set bf‘covariance
scores obtained for each province for the interaction hetwéen, say,.

the’nation and.the constituencies-of the province, will bevZero;'
- moreover, there will be a equal,distribution'around this';um (or

. » .
mean of zero), s0 that there will be more or: 1ess 50 percent ; -

positiVeyscoreS'and 50 negative scores. It 1s this approximation@y

" of“the normal curve distribution thatfleads;Stokes,to,expect thatj‘ f

_the COvariance scores will not vary from zero more'than3one‘w0uld‘° A
. ’ B \° .

g L N . .
expect by chance.5 ot e SRR ’
:.' . 4 .

In order to ascertain if ‘this assumption of normality
holds (conversely - and more substantively - to ascertain which
ridings have covariance scores - positive or’ negative --greater

than wou}d be expected by chance),_a series of tests were applied

" to each province L} constituency-nation covariance scores. The

'.results appeariin'Table3i8,“
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. ,/ff//f/ o Tabie 28 «

Constituences Which Have Constituency-Nation Covariance Scores'”
- Which- Vary from Zerofmére Than Would Be Expected by Chance, by
.Brovince L L

SRRl Constituency— E
T LT _ * : .. Nation '
-.Province T N "Constituency SR Covariance

oOntario . . - 'Algoma ‘East . =33.99

.>33.9 _ i e
(Z, 05) R Hamilton East - +34.3 -~ 0
L SRR Hamilton West - .~ +35.1 ¢
“Spadina o A* e g;’+36,6 L

nebeC' ot : R . | ,:S,aint-Jeano-‘
~43:7 ol Ibervilie-

(z,.05) L Naplerville -~ =516 e
o o . Quebec West - . .. =56.0. . PREStE IS

‘ Berthier— 5#333“53.5&:rc
~;Maskinonge— L SR
' Delafigudiere - © O 463.9,
3-Kamouraska L j+93.4'_',

“Nova Scotia IR Cape Breton e : o
314250 : “ . South - ... S L 452030
- (t,.05) - ' ¢ Colchester-Hants . .- 1“'_-20 5
C e o Digby-Annapolis-f\‘ L y
Kings. = - = . =20,5

New Brunswick = . Charlotte " _:_.Ci'xf” i" ?ljiéﬁ
122 . . ‘Royal - .. =221
- (t, 05) o L ’,Restigouche o . ?” +36.7

Newfoundland o N Bonavista—7"._>:i [_1-/;,. Y
»17.4 . S '+ Twillingate Gl ST =33.00
(t,.05) - e . St.Johmn's East S #2004

Prince Edward Island_ R B .-{:C o C < K :‘;-C
13 o - . nong SRR .
xffManitoba' “”.C . Winhipeg South Lo
~'~is.20 . . ..v - Centre =231
(t 05) AT L Winn peg South - .~ =26.6

'St.Boriiface '=36,0 " B 3::i'

Brandon—Souris_".f .o, -=38.5

- springfield T +18.99
Selkirk’ - . - +31.80
-Winnipeg Norfh o 437,06
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Table 28 (cont'd)

c . . -

'Constituéncy-_ i

o _ I : S .+ - Natiomal
~ Province B - Cc stituency . Covariance
-Manitoba (Cont'd) , TWinnipeg\Eorth _

1 - . - . Centre . . - +68.4 ;
‘Saskatchewuu -+ " Qu'Appelle . . -38.8
-13.7 - - Assiniboia’ . =42.6
(t,.05) . . Prince Albert - =50.1

Humboldt-Melfort- ,
Tisdale. . . ' +16.0 -
Mackenzie * © +38.7
B ' ~ The Battlefords . +39.2
e : .- Regina City v “3 !!+39.7 B
<. Alberta e 5 L '
,10.2 L ‘Jagper-Edson = ~10.4
, (£,.05) - ¥ - Athabasca =12.2."
o - o Macleod | | ~22.1 -
_Calgary North : -25.1 .~
' Calgary South " -35.6 7
7T Vegreville . +10.6 -
' S ~~ Lethbridge ' R t22.8
"Red Deer - - - : ©429.9
Medicine Hat . - +40.1
,British Columbia - °  Coast-Capiland - =24.1
LoV6.h  Okanagan-Revkl- - L
C(£,.08) ¢l - . stoke - -29.3
S ‘ -~ " Kootenay East , - -31.2
Lo fo . Vantouver South = =~ -  ~50.4
7 ' : Esquimalt-Saanich . —~75.6
~ Kamloops - ’ - ~76.6
Burnaby-Coquitlam 0 +20,3 < -
- Fraser Valley - . +25.8
B » -~ Comox-Alberni -~ - ' +29.0
. - Vancouver-East . . +33.1
- Vancouver  Centre - . +33.8°
Burnaby-Richmond : - +37.0
New Westminster . - +37.5°

- Kootenay West o +41.8

>
s
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In conclusion, the eyidence has been strong’that the

- factors underlying the movement in the two—party vote have strong

t

‘sub-natiodnal political spatial origims, particularly in the 1960 s,

' moreover, the important areas of differentiation were the
- BRI . 2 S :

 provinces and the cggstituencies. Hdveyer;‘while this:pattern_is_
similar to A_and stronger than —.uhat'wds_reported for the
"movements in'turnout, on the whole there is only a moderate
relationship betveen these sub-national areas which diverged
strongly from the national pattern- on one’ dimension and those
sub—national areas which diverged strongly on the- other., ‘In other
'words while both dimensions considered separately have moverents

and variance component scoresiwhich create an image‘of-a lack of

nationalization in the forces'underlying the Canadian political .

system,“it~is stili the;case that the impact of Sub—national

political environments; When'both dimensions are consideredf"

- together, is»nbtuso‘pervasive"andtconsistent that one‘can'speak »
of a seriously deenationalized\goiitical system. The electoral
N behaviour of:Canadians isfmuch‘ho e"compiex - although;not as’

‘dramatic - as suggested by the simple consideration of the spatial

‘.lnature of turnout or the two—party vote. On the other: hand it

v
L

‘must also be recognized that the magnitudes of the total variation

: for turnout and two—party vote Jre substantially different' to

; the extent that movements in: the two—party vote pattern can be

considered as evidence of significant political differences betweenh

-

.Canadians, and to .the extent that the differences in magnitude

,‘ -
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reflect those differeﬂﬁesy\then Canada can- be considered tofhave

. a de—nationalized\political system. \

” | In the,next’chapter a similar analysis to the kind
conducted in this-and the previous chapter will be done for the '
movements in the Liberal and Progressive Conservative.proportions,.

of the total vote from 1953—1965



,Chapter-?ive3

‘Footnotes

. “Since the results for the two parties will mjfror each other,

the analysis. in this chapter will, for the ost part, be .
'restricted to the' Liberal party - :

-

_Al1l of the Contrary Regional Movements,‘Compared to the
Nation,vin Liberal Percent of Two-Party Vote, Are:

L

"~’l963 1965
:National 56,0 - 55.5 = 4.5
 Prairies : 33 2 - 33. 8:="'6r~
- . British -~
7Columbia o 57 2 - 62 2 ‘f-S 0

All of the Contrary Provincial Movements, Compared to th
.Natlon, in Liberal Percent of Two-Party Vote, Are: :

N

1958-1962 ? . 1963-1965
: Natidnéi ?335 - 49.4 = —11.4 . National . iSG:Q -
Nova Scotia 4@f - 46.5 = +0.1  Saskatchewan '30.5 -
. : - L Alberta .= 27.9: -
T S British : s
TN . Columbia. 57.2 -
1962-1963 - '
National  -49.4 - 56.0 = =6.6 R
. ‘Saskatchewan 32,4 - 30.5 = +1.9. o -
 Alberta .. 28.1-27.9= +0. 2, ’ : :

e

. 55.5

32.9
28.2

62.2

."Professor annls Wrong, writing after the 1958 election,'

wondered whether the 1957 and 1958 elections markéd the
beginning of the natlonallzation of the Canadian party

system, that is fo say, - the diffusion of the pattern of -

two-party competition in an increasing larger number of
areas, that is to say, constituencies, ‘see Dennis-H.
_‘Wrong,_"Partiesvand Voting in Canada: A Backward and
Forward Glance in the Light of .the Last Election,”
Political Science Quarterly, LXXIII, No. 3 (September,

1958) , 408-11. Professozrogurray Beck 'édVancedr a similar.

]
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'.arguant, to .the ‘effect that since the pattern of party

vote was "virtually uniform across. the country, national
vrather than regional or local factors must be regarded as

the primary determinant." J.M. Beck, Pendulum of Power: R
‘Canada's Federal ELections . (Scarborough 1968) ,323. Peter
Regenstreif interpreted the 1958 election ‘as pointing to

‘the nationalization of federal politics: 'see Peter

Regenstreif, The Diefenbaker Interlude Parties and Voting

in Canada (Toronto, L965) 32. : S

. It is not. possible to perform these tests in the -case. of

. Newfoundland, Alberta, Saskatchewan, ‘and Prince Edward
Island because of either the relative lack of variation
in the poliitical competitiveness of the constituencies
or. the low number of ridings

'Donald E. Stokes; "A Variance Components Model of Political
. Effects," in John M. Claunch, ed., Mathematical Applications
in Political Science, I (Dallas 1969) 75.

—




-Chapter Six
V' riance Components. of Liberal and Progressive Conservative Share
Total Vote in: Canadian General Elections, 1953 1965.

The analysis to this point has been only in terms of
the movements in the proportions obtained by the Liberal and
Progressive Conservative ~parties. : While a numbervof*substantive
claims about the nature of the Canadian political system can ‘be
made solely on the basis of the ebb and flow in the two—party f‘d -
hvote and the relative weight of sub—national political forces
.upon the movements in.the proportions of the vote obtained by the
two parties, it is readily admitted that such a mode of analysis
negfects a fundamental characteristic of Canadian‘politics' 51nce
the election of 1921 Canada has had a multi-party system. Only
in five of the seventeen elections since that year have the Wthird"»
parties received,less-than 20 perCent.of the;totalvvotes:castiv
_ﬁhilelthere have been changesyin'both}the nomenclature and:nature
-of'third_partieSjsinceleZl; nonetheless this"relative'constancy N
in-electoral strengthucannot be discounted or'ignored’ This is
especially the case in post—World—War II Canada as the third
"parties in total have obtained less than 20 percent of the votef
-only in'the l958 election. This chapter then, is given to an “
gexamination ot.the movements in’ the Vote proportions received by
‘the Liberals-and Progressive Conservatives out of the total votes
cast from 1953—1965 | |

i3

' During this period the Liberal share of the total vote
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: ranged’from a low of 33;6 percent in7195&,to a.highfo£.48;8?percent.

.cin 1953 for an‘overall range~of 15.2 perdent' the'ProgressiVe :

‘Conservative vote fluctuated from a low of 31 0 percent in: 1953

to a high of 53 6 percent in 1958 (a range of 22.6 percent), and

A the third parties’in-total obtained a low in 195é50f 12.8 percent.

and a‘high-of.27;5_percent ;n‘1955f<a_r?ﬁge §fv14,7 peréent) .

" Thesekfluctuations in khe vote proportionshreceived

dby the various political parties are more or 1ess comparable to

the movements recorded dnr}ng the elections before and after the '

sixfelection Set with which we»are primarily concerned From 1921

to 1949 the Liberal vote had a range of 11.6 percent kthe_ ‘

Conservative share of the total vote moved in the range . of 21 4 l',QM}V}\:

percent,: and the third parties had a range of 25 8 percent morez | |

: stability in the parties vote shares is ev1dent in the four="

ﬁelection period from 1935 1949 W] éh the Liberals, Conservatives,

dand third parties had ranges respectively “of 11, 6 percent 3 3 |
percent, and 14 0. percent. “The three elections from 1968 1974

: are. characterized by the greatest amount of stability in the ‘votes
given to the partieS' the Liberal vote ranged from 38.5 in

<

percent the Progressive‘“

' 1972 to 45.5 in 1968 for a range of 7;
N

'Conservative vote moved in the range

~

f 31 4 in 1968 to 35 4 in-
: 1974 ~a range of 4.0 percent_, and the third party vote had a
.ﬂlow‘of 21.4 percent inrl974 and-a

‘-oer.l percent,
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In relative terms then the various parties share'ot
the total vote from l953~1965 showed a considerable degree of
‘ movement, especially when compared to the three or four elections
immediately preceding -or succeeding the analysis period As ‘in
the previous chapters, the concern is to ascertain what proportion
vof the total ‘vote can be attributed to national political forces

of the

. and What proportion can be ascribed to sub—national area
country, and what areas—regions, provinces, or constituenc

seem to. have greater impact upon the variation in the party v’te.
l o

. Lastly, is there constancy in the relative weights attached to \\\g"

the: various levels of the political system in- their influence
“upon the movements of - the vote:-or have there been any significant

shifts over time7f

The format of this chapter w1ll match the previous

-~ two chapters. a general comparison of the relationship between

' the regions, provinces, and the nation as a wholenwill precede
,the discussion of the results produced by the application of the
. analysis of variance model. |
e The relationship between the nation and its regions and
provinces in terms of - the movements of the Liberal share of the _
total party vote is shown in Figures 1 and 2 respectively 5As .
was the case for the two-party vote analysis, ‘the movements of

o . :
A the various sub—national political units correspond to “the national

mbvement‘to a.high_degree:‘ as the nation falls and rises so do the

i



. Figure 1
Liberal Share of Total Party Vote by Nation and Regions in Six =~ %
Canadian General Electiomns, 1953-1965. : ’ ' -
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Figure 2 )
Liberal Share of Total Party Vote by Nation and Provinces in Six N
Canadlan General Elections, 1953-1965. ‘ ‘\
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~ regions and<provinCes

Figures 1 and- 2 clearly indicate that the nation, ‘the
regions, and the provinces have highly congruent movements in
-.the Liberal proportion of the total vote, However, it 1s also
apparent that the various regions and provinces particularly
. the latter, do not maintain over the analysis period their relarive
rank position as tnere are a number ‘of 1nstances ‘where -the .
- lines crosé ooer each other (or, in other words, while there
is avhigh,degree of parallelism_iq the moyemenﬁé, the
magnitudee of the novementsﬂtend to be.diSSimilar);"Tablegl‘

ande'Below summarize these differences.

a

‘ Table 1l

Ranking of Regions by Liberal Proportion of Total Vote by
AElection Year and Overall.

1953 1957 1958 1962 1963 1965 Overalk -

.Que. Que. Que. Alt. Atl Atl. Atlantic
Atl. Alt. Atl. Ont. Ont. Que. Quebec
Ont. Ont. Ont. Que. Que. Ont. Ontdrio
Pra. Pra. Pra. B.C. B.C. B.C. . Prairies
- B.C. B.C. B.C. Pra. Pra. Pra. ' British Columbia

R N

2. 2 | 2 4 4 2 Summation of Each
, SN e Unit's Deviation in
o » - Election Year from
v0verall Rank

0. 0 -6 .0 2 ‘.‘Summation of Each
A Unit's Change in. Rank
in Election Year ,
Compared to Previous Rank

e




T =213-

Table'2‘

_)

Ranking of Provinces by Liberal Proportion -of Total Vote, by

Election Year and Overall.

i§62-

'Overall

..1953 1957‘ ,1958 1965
.1 Nfl. Nf1l. Nfl. Nfl.  Nfl. Nf1l, " Newfoundland
2 Que. Que. Que. N.B. .N.B.  N.B., Quebec , _
'3  N.S. N.B. N.,B.  PEI ' PEI - PEI New Brunswick -
4  N.B. PEI  N.S. N.S: N.S. ' Que. Prince Edward Island
-5 -PEIL N.S. PEI Ont.>-. Ont. Ont. - - Nova Scotia
6 Ont. Ont.  Ont. Que. Que.  N.S,. Ontario.
7 Man. Sask. Man. Man. Man. Man. Manitoba
8 Sask. Alta. Sask. B.C. - B.C. .B.C. Saskatchewan | .
9 Alta. Man. - B.C.  Sask,  Sask. )\ Sask. ' British Columbia:" e
10 B.C. B.C. Alta. Alta. Alta. \Alta. Alberta .
" 6 6 2 10 10 8 Sumation of Each
o ‘ ’ Lo \ u it'svDeviation--
B in Election Year
R ~ from Overall’Rank'
0. 8 10 N0 4 Summation of Each

1963

Unit's Change in -

. .Rank in Election -
‘~.Year Compared to
j\previous rank.

The values reported at the bottom of Tablele and 2.

indicate that there is greater/variability between provinces than

there is between regions, though the»degree of Variability tends \;:

~.
NS

to be greater in the case of the two—party movements, as was -

discussed in the previous chapter

Figures 3 and 4 show the movements for the Progressive

- /

respectively.

Conservétive pr0portion of the total vote for regions and provinces

Again, the movements of the various sub—national

units follow closely the national movement
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L P R Figvtixre 3
i Progrgésivef Céi:i's‘ef;zaﬁ:ive, Share of Total Party Vote by Nation
© and Regions in Six.Camadian General Electjons, 1953-1965.
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- Progressive Conservative Share of Total Party Vote jby Nation, and
Provinces in Six Canadian General Elections; 1953-1965. '
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“As was the case with the Liberal proportiOn of the

_ total vote, although there is a high degree of congruity between

<

, the nation and the various regions and provinces there are -also

‘

' considerable differénces in the magnitudes of ‘the movements Tables

and provinces. . 2'
nd provin o

'3 and 4 show these differences in the relative ranks of the regions

|- ; e

. . s ,
v : ' , - Table 3 . . .

t -

Ranking of Regions by Progressi¢e Conservative Proportion of Total

‘-the by Election Year and Overall

e W N

1953 © 1957 hl958 1962 1963 1965 = Overall

Ont. Ont. Ont. Pra. Pra.,pPra., Ontario .
. Awl. Atl. Pra. - Atl. :Atl: Atl. - Atlantic.
~Que. Que. ~Atl.. Ont: ¢ Ont. Ont.- Prairies
. Pra. B.C} Que. . Que. _B.C. Que. Quebec

B.C. ~ Pra. .B.C. B.C. . Que, B.C. - British Columbia

4 . 6 6 .4~ 6 . 4 Summation‘of Each
SR ‘ : ' ‘ " - Unit's Deviation in
Election Year. from -
Overall Rank

20 6 4. 2 2 Summation of Each
o . - ' ' ©° Unit's Change in

" Rank in Election’

- Year .Compared to
-Previous Rank.
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Table 4

Ranking of Provinces .by. Progressive Conservative Proportion of

"~ Total Vote by- Election Year and Overall

-

Tables 3 and 4 indicate, as ‘was the

:Unit s Deviation ‘in

Rank in Election
Year Compared to -
medm& mmk"

case with the ;

Liberal proportion of the total vote, that there is greater

.'/

.

e "variability between provinces than between regions in the

v

’ 1953 [1957 1958 1962 11963~ 1965 Overall
1 PEI. PEI = PEI  PEI . Sask. PEI Prince Edward Island
2 N.B. N.S. Alta., Bask. PEI  N.S. Nova Scotia
3 Ont. Ont. - Ont. N,S.  Alta. Sask. New Brunswick
4 N.S, N.B. Man, N.B. N.sS. Alta.  Ontario
5  Que.- °Nfl N.S. - Alta.*- Man. Man. Manitoba
* 6 NI Man. N.B. Man. N.B. N.B. Saskatchewan
7 Man. Que. Sask. Ont. Ont. Ont. Alberta
8 Alta., “B.C. Que. Nfl ~ Nfl . Nfl  Newfoundland -
'9 B,/C . Alta. B.C. Que.,  B.C. Que. Quebec
10 Sask. <Sask. NflL  B.C. Qque.  °‘B.C. British Columbia U
. 18 ‘16 16, .12 .20 12 Summation of Each.
I : S C o Unit's Deviation in
AR " Election. Year from
// b ; 'Overall Rank '
10 Y24 22 10 8 Summation of Each

’ movements.of the Conservative share'of/the total vote' there is",

N

i

also’ greater variability with the Conservative proportions compared

' to the Liberal prooortions; for both regions and provinces,

indicating that in;the case of the Progressive Conservative party,

‘there has‘béen a'greaterVEhange'infitS'areas'of_relative strength

- and weakness;

’

!

"It must be pointed out, however, that the differences in

¢

the regional and- ?rovincial party vote movements are in a sense more.
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/

apparent‘than real, partially becausefof’the lack of control over.
the 'number of potential Changes in‘the*ordering othhe ranks.'Table

5 below shows the average intercorrelation of " ranks~(coefficient of

agreement) for the two types of party vote analysis by regions and”

S .:, A

; prov1nces over all elections. )
v : ' < Table 5 .. F

Average Intercorrelation of Ranks for Regional and Provincial
Movements in Liberal Percent of Two-Party Vote, Liberal Percent
of Total Vote, and Progreéssive Conservative Percent of Total
Yote, Over All Six Canadian General Elections, 1953—1965 '

Liberal Percent of Two—Party Vote' o Coefficient of Agreement‘,
‘Regions . L .43 '
Provincesﬂv SRR 47
Liberal Percent of Total Vote"iﬁf, , IO S '
FEEE ' " Regioms . v . .80. °

Provinces S ' . .90

~L : . |
Progressive Conservative Percent 1
- of. Total Vote '

~ Regions S E | 47
Provincesv?'". - e 50
: The coefficient s values range from +l 0 to 0'0 where

the former denotes complete lack of movement in the ranks and ‘the -
latter represents a total lack of stability In each case, the re-~
gional scores are somewhat lower than the provincial scores, indic-y

~ating. that over the six elections there was a slight tendency for

regions to be more variable than provinces. What is also striking

are the high values obtained for. both 1evels of aggregation in the
case of the Liberal share of the total party vote: ,clearly the .

Liberal vote in the regions and provinces, relative to each other

<

over the analysis period is considerably more stable than is the

e R
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'Progressive Conservative party vote.

Another aspect of the argument that regional analyses

’tend to hide important provincial movements is the comparison

-i'between the percentage difference between highest and lowest units

Previously it was argued that regional analyses for turnout obscured

‘differences much more ‘than did regional analyses for. the Liberal

‘_’percent of the two-party vote, | Table 6 gives the comparable

figures for the cases of the Liberal and Progressive Conservative

proportions of tHe total vote along with the percentage differences
.

between regions and provinces for the Liberal share of ‘the’ two-party

vote.

Table 6

Percentage Differences Between Highest and Lowest Units of Regions
and’ Provinces, by Election. Years and Overall Elections by Liberal -
and Progressive Conservative Proportions of Total Vote, and by
‘Liberal Proportion of Two—Party Vote.u : R

Liberal Percent of Total Vote

S 1953 1957 1958 1962 1963"1965. Overall .
Province 39.5 %3.7 "43.1 43.6 47.5 44.6 41.8

Region . ° . 21.1 25.6 29.5 24.0 26.7 25.8 24.5.

18.4 18.1 13.6 15.6 20.8 18.8  17.3 .

'Progressive"Conservative\Percent~of Total Vote

I 1953 1957 1958 1962 1963 -1965 Overall
‘Province '35.7 28.8 18,1:23.6 34.0 34.1 25.2
Region ' - .- 24.4 21.5 8.0 18.2 28.9 17.5 17.1

T 11. 3' 7.3°10.1"° 5.4 5, 1 ‘16 6 8.1

Liberal Percent of Two—Party Vote

S '1953 1957 1958 1962 1963 1965  Overall
‘Province . 22.9 24:2 38,3 36.1 43.0 40.0 24.7
Region - .17.2 23.2 13.5°°33:6%37.0 34.4 20.9

‘ P 5.7 1.0 24,8 "2.5- 6.0 5.6  3.8.




| While in the case of the Liberal percent of* the two~"

partyvvote with the exception of the 1958 election, there were,'
relatively low differences between highest and. lowest units for
‘ regions and provinces, ‘the total vote sets indicate a high degree_

»\of differences, particularly in the case of. the Liberal share of
the total vote, moreover, ‘the differences .in' the Liberal case
are much more constant than are the Conservative differencesb
’ (Liberal range is 7.2 and- the Conservative range is 11. .5)..

. In conclusion, the overall relationship between the
nation as a whole and the varidus regions and provinces is ‘
that while there is a high degree of parallelism in the movements'
of the Liberal andfProgressive.Conservative proportions‘of the
‘-total vote,.there are also a significant number of contrary
movements between the national trend and'the regional and

'provincial trends and ‘a considerable number of changes in the

'.relative ranking of units throughout the. entire analysis period

l

: _especially in ‘the case of the Conservative share of the totdl

—

vote. It should also be noted that there is a considerable -
. B - ’ ’
difference in the amount of variation in the national effect

_for the two parties from 1953 1965, as is given in Table 7

./ .
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Table 7 LT

Variation in National Effect for Liberal\end Progressive

Conservative Proportionslof Total Vote Overall Elections,
1953—1965 . ‘

.

R

Variation in National Effect

Liberal - . - . 24,8353
ProgressiVe Conservative o '62 9175‘

In other words, the Progressive Conservative vote had a

greater variability than did the Liberal vote - around their 3
respective overall or grand means. The analysis now turns,to
the analysis. of variance resuitsiin_an‘attenpt:to descrihefand.‘

unoerstand thebmoVementsi- and‘the~inflnence,of suh—nationalg‘

politicaijenvironmentsvf ﬁhich_acconnt for theselpatterns of'
' nariation.‘bv | |

".Table 8

AComponents‘of Variance of Liberal‘fercent of Total Vote fn Six

‘Canadian Federal Elections from. 1953—1965 by Nation, Region,
and Constituenqy L

o

L _ : ..Square'ROOt' Normalized?
I\ ‘Variance' - of Variance Variance
‘Political Level  Component ~ Component Component .
Natiom - 24.0638 49055 . .30
Region . 19.8244 « 44525 - .25
Constituency 35.7856  ..5.9821 . .45 ..
o L IR ‘ - 1.00".

v"" . B
The nation 1is only able to account for 30. percent of- the.

|,°

variatiOn in the Liberal share of the total vote (compared to ,

36 percbnt in the case of the’ two-party vote analysis), and the

o L R : : B EEREE e
Vo . - . :
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lower—order levels of the political system account for the
remainder w1th the constituency level claiming‘almost one~ ,y
half of the total variation, the highest proportion of all three
‘1eve%a This constituency level as was explained earlier, takes-
" in all of the variation that occurs below the level of the region, -
thus encompassing whatever contribution to the total variation o ‘. ;

is made/by the,provinces.‘ Table 9 gives the variance components

by nation, prov1nces, and constituency - '!.“- ' R -

Table .9

Components of Variance of Liberal Percent of Total Vote in Six
Canadian Federal Elections from 1953-1965, by Nation Province,

and Constituency
Y . l

.Square Root - Normalized

Political Variance - . of Variance Variance N
Level - ~ Component . ‘Component - - Component-
Nation . 23.9721 - - 4.8961 .31
Province . 18. 6637”_"‘ S 403201 s
.Constituency 35 2371 5.9361 . . .45
o FE 1.00 .

The nation, of course, still accounts for almost 30

percent of the total variation. The other two levels show little>h’
A movement between the two tables with only a. slight‘decline in the
uproportion of the total variation given to the middle level of _.v
provinces in Table 9 Since this pattern of only slight declinev
‘.5in the impact of the middle level is. found in the other regional—"
_”prov1nc1al contrasts (but always in the Same direction),’subsequent

£

'tables will report values for only the national—provincial-constituency
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1‘fornat.,;

) . Table 10 and Table ll give the variance components for
the Liberal share of the total 'vote from 1953—1958 and 1962-1965
respectively.

o . ’ . o

'V.f. Table 10

Components of Variance oﬁ Liberal Percent of Total Vote in Three
Canadian Federal Elections from 1953-1958 by Nation, Province,
. and Constituency , ]

. .lsquare¢Root- 1 Normalized

f?olifical".Cv Variance | - . _of Variance - Variance -
Level ‘ . Conponentlb | Component . "Component
Nation  53.7463 S osa0 s
= Pfo&inceff': ~ 3.9663 'V_ o 1,9915_ | -i . .04
: ConstitUency _ 33,303$t Lo fri‘ 5.7709 v;_”* = 37
- | Table 117 o

Components of Variance of Liberal Percent of Total Vote in ‘Three.
Canadian Federal Elections from 1962—1965 by Nation, Province,
and Constituency . L,

‘ R o ‘ _‘oSquare Root * - gormalized'
. Political - Variance ' . of Variance @ Variance
Level .. Compoment =~ Component - Component
Nationg 3,830 . 1.959L . . .20
Provimee . 1.3551 5, 1.iesl - . .07
'Constituency 14, 3442 ST 3.7874 o v - f~,_ i.73>
| | 1.00

A similar kind of pattern to what was reported for the

Liberal share of the two-party vote is apparent in. the above: two
i A
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tables in that‘there.has'been a;dramatic shift from.the first
'electiOn set of~theisecond in.the.relative.weight‘ascribed to the
national'leveliot the political;system: the nation in the three
elections.from 1953—1958‘aCCOunts for almost 60 percent of tHe
'total variation, but from 1962 1965 is able to’ claim only 20
percent of the variation,, most of this shift has been in the
direction of the constituency level which had an increase of

100 percent that is ,Jfrom 37 to 73 percent of‘the total variation,'
with the provincial level increasing only from 4 to 7 percent

"One other contrast with the results reported for the Liberal two- -
party vote analysis must be drawn the total vote tables show .
relatively little contribution to the total variation by the
provinces while the two—party vote total variation had a steady
provincial contribution in the .area of 20 percent Liberal voters
Ein the 1960'8 then, apparently were not influenced by prOV1nce~
rlwide factors but were greatly moved by what was happening in .

‘the constituencies and to a much lesser extent what was,happening

i at the national level. of the system\

o
In order to test for the relative abilities of the

.

-Liberal and Progressiva Conservative parties to act as~nationalizing
vvagencies within Lhc Canadian political system Table 12 shows'
. the variance components for the Conservative proportion of the

total_vote caSt.
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Table 12

/ e -
Components of Variance of Conservative Percent of Total Vote in
Six Canadian Federal Elections from 1953-1965, by Nation, Province,
and: Constituency. ) .

. g - ' Square’RoOt‘ Normalized
i:&:{ical .garizzzzt ~~ of Variance . - Variance -
— ~ofponent Component Component
: o . b ) : :

~ Nation : 61.6801 : - 7.8537 - ’ .40
Province = 48.2803 6.9484 4
cdnstituégly 45.8397 . S ’6.7705 .29

' - : 1.00

When‘the above table is compared to Table 9, which

élves the comparable variance components for the Liberal percent
of the total vote, some strong contrasts become evident First
while the strongest source of influence for the Liberal party from
1953 to 1965 was the level of the const1tuenc1es, the single most
source of influence for the Conservatives during the same period
<pof time was the level of the nation which was able to account for_
40 percent of the total variation. Second, the level of the prov—
»;inces and constituencies, comparedito the Liberal case, change
-positions, so that the former become slighrly more influential
upon the direction of the vote than do the latter.

| However, the nationalizing abilities of the Conservatives,_
as limited as they are,vare not entirely clear cut, as is
indicated by Tables - 13 and 14, which show ‘the variance components
for the Conservative vote in terms of the‘elections of the 1950 S

’

and 1960's respectively
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Table 13
. T ——. ‘,' )
'~ Components of Variance of Conservative Percent of Total Vote in -
/Six Canadian Federal Elections from 1953«1958 by Nation, Province,v
© and Constituency.

Square Root = . ,Normalized

Political Variance - of Variance _ . Variance
Level - Component | - Component - Comgonent o
Nation B 127.7983 . {11,3048 - _-:69 -
Province \‘. | 27.5513 iﬁ., 5.2489 s
'Constituency v.'29.3531 o ) »'FS.4178fc E o '_;lé_.”i'” *
| | ‘ ) 100
Table 14 o S

e

Components of Variance of Conserv tive Percent of Total Vote in "
_Six Canadian Federal Elections f om 1962 1965 by Nation, Province,
and Constituency .

Square Root ,Normalized

Poiiiicalv B _Variance.v o of Variance - Variace
'ngelv,_ _ .. Component = . - Component . Component
‘Nation o s.as12 Ch.2016 . s
‘v‘frovince | o f.5510 e . 2;7579‘ - 8 v_j.v212‘.:ﬁR
Comstituency 21.5515 o 4.638L e

1.00



-227-

~ While the Progressive Conservative vote in the first ,
»three elections is greatly influenced by the national level -
Aand by a greater proportion (almost lO pOints) of the total variation
' than was reported for the Liberals - the national level invthe L ,T
1960 s becomes‘the Weakest of the three levels of the political
system, n accounting for the, variation in the Conservative vote
t(and' s 5 points lower than the Liberal national variance compdnent
"pnoportion for. the Same three elections) .However,»both parties, B
llespec1allyvthe Liberals, ‘in the 1960 S were greatly influenced by
;the level of the constituencies,x and the Progress1ve Conservative
vote also was influenced significantly by the provinc1a1 level which.
'surpassed the nation-in-being able:to account for.the variation‘in ;
vl the party s vote lv ‘;Nwari>.k R ;f {j Co .
I Clearly, then.xduring the period of the 1950 s, when there
”:iwas a strong movement towards the Conservatives (and another movement
-albeit weaker away from the Liberals), as- is indicated by the ZQW

<

”relatively high variance components, .the vote was primarily a national

R

tide particularly for the Tories.i The 1960 s were marked by
lindecision or, better,lthe absence of pervasive national influencesv
and the domination of the political systém by lower—order ;‘::
'“kparticularly constituency-level —~forces. This pattern of relative
.weakness of ‘the nation s impact upon the va;iation in . the vote and
the . increasing de—nationalization of tHe svstem from the 1950 s to

”the 1960 S is similar to: what was reported previously for turnout ‘and

.the two-party votefpatterns,



.. of Total Vote for the Six Canadian General Elections

~228~" - Y
In our attempt to. describe and understand the nature‘ S

P

3of the movements in the proportions of the vote received by the
Liberals and Conservatives, we now turn to a discussion of the'
3covariance scores which, as has been explained previously, show
those regions or provinces which are- disproportionately attracted
or repelled by the political forces arising ffom the higher level

of the political system Table 15 gives the covariance scores ,-ﬂ‘

v.whichvindicate‘the greatest amount of attraction and repulsion.

Table 15:

N

Covariance Scores. for/Liberal and Progressive Conserv?tive Percent “
from :

K_19534l965 by Regions and Provinces.

\

Liberal Percent of Total Vote

5

‘;URegional/National

Provincial/Nationai
»jBritish Columbia -'7.7122*,',, New Brunswick ‘f.fy"f 9 7515 -
-, Ontario - ‘ -.6.6589 . British Columbia - 7.7122
Atlantic - 5.0127 Ontario = ' = 6.6 89///
‘Prairies . + 6.7672 , ‘-Prince'Edward‘Island/rfﬂ76§l3_ .
. Quebec . + 7.6842° . ' Newfoundland . = - - 4.5870
o - o+ ..+ 7. Nova Scotia = . | :-% 1.3324 .
Manitoba ' ' +4.5020 -
- Saskatchewan + 4.5898
. Quebec . 4+ 7.6842
Alberta +10.8099
' Progressive Conservative Percent of Tbtal,Vote' ‘
. Regional/National : “Provincial/National
‘Atlantic S0 =25.6088 - P;ince Edward Island 30 0608
. “Ontario-" .~ -'7.1410. Nova Scotia - -28.4706
- Prairdies’ . <+ 0.3314 .. N& -Brunswick - . = -26.2972
Quebec . ©o o +11.3149 . Newfoundland - -17.1757
British Columbia . +26.7152 = Saskatchewan -7 -11.8996
o ST AR " Ontario . - =7, ‘1410
i : ' Maniteba - - 7+ 1.8662
- ,. - Alberta . 411.2981.
. 2//“ - .+ Quebec . . +11.3149
/ T British Columbia . +26.7152
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regional/national covariances ar not very large nor do they differ
. / R ) K -

from ‘edch othe very much AT s lar pattern holds for the
provincial///tional covariance terms
: New Brunswick and Alberta which have stikong negative and positive

1ationships with the national trend. e-Progressive Conservative:

" ‘percent of the - total vote covarianc .erms show considerahly more'
~ divergence than was the case for the Liberal party ' The’regional/

national/covariances show that two* regions in particular - the

v

Atlantic region and British Columbia - differ greatly from eacﬁ
other in their relationship to the national movement in the
Conservative vote. In the case of the provincial/national

.:covariances there are a number of high covariané; scores,

:‘especially when compared to the Liberal case in particular,

Prince Edward Island Nova chtia New Brunswick Newfoundland and

§ o

o British Columbia have been either strongly repelled or attracted hy

the national trend in the Progressive Conservative vote., What iS°"'

“**also interesting iSrthe divergent pattern indicated by the negative

éﬁ and positive covariance scores for. Saskatchewan and Alberta

v . W :
o respectively. The time—specific movements which were used in the

tg;calculation of . the covariance scores reported in Table 15 are R

‘\shown in. Figures 5 6 7, and 8.

Y ©

except for the provinces of = v

S 1~ was pointed out earlier that the pattern of movement e

‘jin the total vote for the tﬂb parties was- different in the 1950 s ‘f

» .
o>

and 1960 s. order to have a better understanding of these‘mpvements_

—
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Figure 5
National-Regional Time-Specific Values‘ for Liberal Sh
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Flgure 6

; Nétional—Regional Timé—Spécific Values for Progressive Conservative

- Share of Total Party Vote in Six Canadian Geheral Elections, 1953-1965.
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Figuré 7

National—Provincial Tlme—Specific ‘Values for Liberal Share of Total
Vote in Six Canadian General Elections, 1953-1965 ;
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Figﬁre 8 -
i National—Provincial Time-—Speciflc Values for Progressive Conservative
Share of Total Party Vote in Slx Canadian General Elect‘_ions, 1953-1965
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‘Table .16 gives the regional/national and broﬁincial/national
CQvariancé'écoreS»for che‘Liberalvand Pfogressive Cbnservatiﬁé :

~_shares of the total vote for each set of three electians.



&

1953-1958
S . "_ Regional/National ‘ o
“.Prairies +16.5816 . Quebec . + Z§g89l;
- Quebec + 1.6271 British Columbia "=0.1332
. BritislColumbia - 4.4817 “Atlantic © - 0.2772
Ontario - 5.4394 Ontario - 0.453¢
Atlantic . =10.8143 Prairies -~ 2.9810
Provincial/National
Alberta ©422.6227 Quebec +2.5891
Manitoba _ +17.5694 - Newfoundland - + 1.3788 "
. Saskatchewan + 9.7267 . ‘British Columbia - 0.1332
" Quebec . + 1.6271 Ontario - 0.4589 .
.. Nova Scotia . - 3.8253 ‘Nova Scotia - 0.5454
_ British Columbia o= 4,4817 New Brumswick - = 0.7202
Ontario '~ 5.4394 . P.E.I. - 1.2633
Newfoundland -"7.8900 . Manitoba .=~ 2.2138
P.E.I. . = 7.9600 ‘Alberta _ =~ 2.5585
~ New Brunswick ,-22.3898 -Saskatchewén, * -4.0352
Progressive Conservative Percent of
v Total Vote
- 1953-1958. . 1962~1965
g ' - Regional/National o S
. Atlantic =49.3845 - . Prairies - 9.0676
_Ontario -39.5687 " Atlantic .~ 3.0646
Quebec . - 7.2996 ~ Ontario - - 0.1617 -
gginish Columbia . +52.3625. ~ British Columbiav + 2.4834
R!%%iries ' +91.4314 : Quebec : + 6.6073
Provincial/National
New Brumswick - = =65, 3493' ~ Alberta -12.1626"
‘P.E.I. ' ~52.0084 -Saskatchewan - - $.1098
Nova Scotia - ~42.6698 P.E.I. - 8.0221
.Ontario x -39.5687 Nova Scotia =~ 7.1698
Newfoundland ; -36.5893  Manitoba. . - 6.4724
Quebec - 7.2996 - Ontario - 0.1617
British Columbia 452.3615. ~ Newfoundland = + 0.4575
‘Manitoba ©. #54.3021 New Brumswick -+ 1.3832"
Alberta +120.0769 - ~British Columbia. + 2.4834
+

L%
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‘Table 16 -

Covariance Scores” for Liberals and Progressive Conservative Percent :
of Total Vote for the Three Canadian General Elections from 1953-1958
and 1962-1965, by Regions and Provinces.,

R Liberal Percent of Total Vote.

1962-1965

- . Saskatchewan

+ 93.3622

a

- Quebec

6.6073 .
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In the case of the: Liberal percent of the total vote '

_fer ‘the three elections of the 1950" s, the Atlantic and Prairie v

-regions have quite markedly different covari;uce 'scores. However,

vthis pattern of divergen:e'is not asvstrongv:s are .the national/

regional covariancehscore: for alliregions, except Quebec, in the f«’

1'case of the Progressive Conservative vote for the-same three.

elections. A similar pattern of higher national/provincial .

_covariance scores for the Progressive Conservative movements than

‘for-the Liberal movements is also evident In fact all of the

' provinces, except Quebec, show markedly divergent relationships

‘ with the national trend in the Progressive Conservative vote. 'ln

‘.other\words, while there was an increase both nationally and in all’

of- the. provinces in the Progressive Conservative share of the

'itotal vote in the 1950's, some provineey lagged considerably

behind the national increase while others were far in advance of it‘
| For the three elections of the 1960 8y generally speaking;

bthe covariance scores are‘much lower ‘than in the 1960 s; ' and,”

~_i.again, the Progressive Conservative covariance/sceres are larger‘than

the Liberal scores. What is noteworthy about these covariance scores

-:is that the Prairie region lagged behind the movement away from'the

Progressive Conservatives, while Quebec moved more strongly away from'

:the Conservatives,’and, of the provinces Alberta was the -8l

"to move away from the Progressive Conservative party

The analysis to this point has avoided the question of the

movements of. particular constituencies. the discussion of the variance

N



componeq;s model for the total vote of the major Canadian political
parties, however made. iﬁﬁﬁpparent that constitueqcy level
fpolitical forces, Rarticularly in thezl960 s,werevveryvinfluential.
- We now turn. then, Jto an~examination of these'constituencieS" this
will be done as was the case in the ‘two previous chapters, by
‘_discussing the relationship between the ridings of the Atlantic L
Eﬂ'and Prairie regions, the relationship be en the constituencies
‘of the provinces and the natiod and lastly, the pattern of movements
. - _ ;
'Lin the case- of ‘the constituencies in the - various sub—provincial
regions of Ontario, Quebec, and British Columbia.
Tables 17 and 18 below give the relationship between
the Atlantic and Prairie regions and their constituencies for all’
: 'elections from 1953-19% terms of the proportion of ‘the "
‘ variation in the Liberal and Progressive Conservative shares‘of
the total vote within the region that is attributable to .
constituency level forces.a.In other words, after'the national" ,d.
7)A§\\§omponent\has been removed from the total regional variatioq it is
o possible to ascertain the extent to which the regions ean be said
' to be influenced by regional—level forces, which?‘as argued before,
v:'p:are indicated by low: percentages in the amount of regional variation ’
i»]-»that can be ascribed_to provinces or_constituencies‘within the

region.
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‘Table 17 s

vTotai Regiodaliand "Constituency" Variétioﬁ in Liberal and
Progressive Conservative Proportion of thq Total Vote for

" Atlantic Region, 1953 1965.

5¥M1953y.

1958

1962

1963

.. 1965

© 1953

- 1957

1958

1962
1963

1965 -

1952*\!

Liberal Percent of Total Vote

Total. B TézalJ o Percent’ l
Regional o nstituency'"  "Constituency" |
@ariation ariation Varilation
Qﬁf{it‘ B , y  €2§?-»,85
139?2* -y o g7
T ) . 3
59.8 D 86
55.4 ﬁ .93
BS08 a7 . e
'95.6 95.5 - - .99
& . e »
.92

- Progressiye Conservative Percent of Total Vote

Y

Total i S ITotal   s Perceﬁt o
: Reg;oﬁal o _"Consgituency” "Constituency"
¢ Variation AAVarigtiqg____f_avariation

156 0 1511 “'_ -
BTV ,'.-iézge o .85

383.9 ?1.1, B N .18

2.6 s2s L9

1629 158}1 . - .97

181.8 - - 108.2 .60

.76
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Table 18
Total Regional and "Consvtitﬁency"‘ Variation in Libe| Jgnd
Progressiye Conservative ‘\gropo;tion oAf the Total Yo;e' r
Prairie Region, 1953-1965. . B
| v : | ‘Lil‘)evral Per;;eﬁt'bof; Tdtal Vote! , !
Tbtal | Total © Percent
Regional - "Constituency" "Constituer;cy»"‘
_ . Variatipn Variation »Variatiqn g"g
1953 ue2.8 0 3650 L .79
1957 '," 321.5 06.2 T
1958 . ges 34 e
1962 . 976 S 9.2 , 7 |
1963 4 2616 ( 216.4 "'_ . .83 : //’
1965 o s 1ses _.87 /(/"‘
) T A
A‘Pwi%gressive Cdns:er'v‘ativ-e fefcen; of Total Vot;é ‘
vv Tot‘al- . Total ~ Percent v
Regional' = "Constituency" "Constituency"
.« Variation - Variation - © Variation -
19s3 2965.1 - 606.7  .pp -
1957 o cas19.2 . o7ss.3 SR '
1958 o 257.6 2554 Lag
962 538.1 2512 -
1963 -«  ":'2281.6'*f . 640.8 : .28
1965  »  1699.2 '*,, | -529;7::' L ;_;g;

43
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'Onlywin one of the four sets (that is to say, only in o

the case of?@he Progressive Conservative vote in the Prairie

region) is there a regi/nal factor underlying the movement in the

'vote, the variation in the Liberal vote for both regions ‘seems

!

-to be highly influenced by constituency—level forces, as thef
|

lowest congtituency proportion recorded is 79 percent in. the

fPrairie region in 1953 It should also be nofe that in the //K
) » *

, election of 1958, there was a strong regiona fact behind the

"

movement in the Progressive Conservative votle 4n the
region (indeed the- proportion of 18 percent attributed to‘

constituenc level'variation is the lowest ‘ound in both tables)

\

The very high constituency proportioi found in.the 1958 election

‘for the Progressive Conservative shar

*

semm@;trange given what has been argue pr viou&ly about the

‘of the total vote might -

spatial nature of the vote for the Tories in the Prairie region

It must be remembered however, "that what is being examined is the
‘movement in the proportions of the vote ove;mtime and at specific,
pointsﬁin time'l in the case of the 1258 election in the Prairies
the constituencies in Saskatchewan moved strongly towards the
.5gProgressive Conservatives, while Manitoba to some extent and
ZAlberta to a great extent while clearly moving towards theiTories,
did not move as strongly, the differences in the magnitudes were
”suffic1ent to result in a high constituency proportion One . simple
test which exemplifies these movements is that in the 1958 election 4

hin the Prairie region there Were 23 ridings with positive time—

v
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EeS
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| i |
-specific scores and: 25 with negative time—specific scores while in

.

the Atlantic region in the 1958 election there were 31 constituencies

with positive time-specific gscores in the m Nement oT the Progressive
! . -\ - . )
Conservative vote and only 2 with negative timedSpecific scores.

_ The discussion now Rrrns to an examination of the
relationship between the constﬁtuenciesband the provinces of the
'nation Tables 19 and 20 belo give the proportions of the
H ‘total variation for the Liberal and Progressive Conservative share

. of the total vote wit%in the province that can be partitioned out :
9 - \ . *
" to the level of constituencies within tHe province.

i

o It is quitevapparent'that the twostables are

characterized'bywa_general lack of:constancy in the level of

.

dproportions* only four'provinces QhNewfoundland;anthova'ScotiaA
'.in the Liberal case (with British Columbia~being an ambiguous case)

' and Quebec and Saskatchewan in the Progressive Conservative case -

‘i,'ahave‘in all elections“constituency—level proportions on the same

3

?vside of 50 percent " In the caseioékthe Liberal'vote, only in'the

‘Promince of British Columbia is’ the overall constituency proportion

;
(0

. f@lc&%r than 50 percent while four provinces - Nova Scotia, Alberta,_

bPrince Edward Isbund and Saskatchewan - in the Progressive

’

,Conservative~tableknxe overall constituency proportions less than “

..

50 percent. The last characteristic of these constituency proportions

’is the absence of many clear-cut instances of secular change in the

4

constituency prOportionS"fonly Manitoba and Alberta in the case of

- the Progressive Conservative vote showed any steady trend,'and that
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was a decline in the constituency proportion from 1958 1965 ‘and

. New Brunswick showed an increase in the constituency proportion from

; v,48 percent in 1953 to 94 ‘percent in 1965 broken only by the low

mark of 32 percent in ‘the 1957 election.
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Figures 9 and 10 show the frequency distribution in the ‘f

total variation in constituency effect for the Liberal and

* .
Progressive Conservative share of the total vote for all constituencies

from 1953-1965 Two particular patterns are worthyﬂof comment ‘_““A

First, there is a higher proportion (ll 0 percent) of constituencies

5., : -~

with very high (100+) total constituency variation in the
Progressivé Conservative vote than for the Liberal vote (6 8 percent)

Second there are more constituencies with low (less than 19.9) ,”ﬁ

total constituency variatiqn\in\the Liberal vote (50.6 percent) than

~

) for the Progressive Conservative vote (43. 7 percent)

%

Tables 21 and 22, which follow Figures 9 and 10, give

~

the distribution in total constituency variation for .the Liberal and
Progressive Conservative parties by provinces.' In general terms, ;o

the pattern in the spread of the constituencies is similar to what

was-reported for theacases of turnout and the.Liberal share_of the

2

‘ two-party vote; Quebec, in both tables, has the great majority of

R

constituences which have high total constituency variation scores,

the four Atlantic provinces Gend to have very few ridings w1th total ﬁ.?

N ‘

constituency variation scores greater than 19.9 for/moth the Liberal" |

LA
B

and,Conservative vote'. a pattern of low constituency variation isv

found in’ the four western provinces for the Liberal vote but there

-oe

. tends to be greater variation in the Tory vote fbr the constituencies

of the west' Ontario has a very similar pattern in nhe distribution

v

of canstituencies by total constituency variation for: both political

=y

-parties,

x.i_?_-é,



Figure 9 ‘ «M o

Frequency Distr ibud.on for alr Constituencies of Total Varj‘,gtion
in Constituency Effect for Liberal Share, of Total Party Voqt in
. S8ix Canadian Ger.eral Elections 1953—1965“
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Figure 10 :

Frequency Distribut:lon for all Constituencies of Total Variation in
Constit:uency Effect for Progressive Conservative Share-of Total Party.
Vote in Six Canadian General Electioms, 1953-1965.
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Table 21

Distribution of Total Variation in Constituency Effect, Liberal v
Percent of Total Vote by Province, 1963—1965 (Horizontal Percentagesb

Ont., 52 9: , 5. 9 7.0 1. 2 1.2 85
Que. . 20.0° 120.0 24,0 ‘ 9.3 6.7 "20.0 75
- N.S.., .  .83.3 16.7 0 -0 0 0. 12
/N;B. 100.0 -0 0 0 0 0. 10
"Nfl. 28.6 28.6 28.6 . - 14.3 .0 -0 7
P.E.I, 100.0 0 0 0 0 0 -4
Man, 57.1 . '28.6 14.3. 0 0 0 14
Sask.: 64.7 1\\\?5. 0 . 0 0 S0 1T
"Alta, 70.6 =~ 5.9 176 .0 0 ?§.9' 17
B.C. = 72.7 22.7 0 4.5 0 Q22
‘Total  50.6 23.5 I1.5 5.8 2.3 6.5 263
Distribution of Total Variation in Constituency Effect ProgressiVe'

0. 0-19 9 20 0-39. 9 40.0- 59 9 60. 0—79 9 80.0- 99 9 100+ N

" Conservative Percent of Total Vote by Province 1953-1965

Ont.

0.0-19. 9 20. 0 39 9 40 0- 59 9 60 0 79. 9 80. 0—99 9 lOO+ N

10.6”

52.9 39.4 ‘ . 7.0 o0 -0
“ .Que. 18.7 21.3° 13.3 . ., 9.3 5.3 32.0 75
" N.S. 91.7" 8.3 .0 Lo 0 -0 0 12
'~ N.B. 80.0 - 0+ . ¥.0,. . 0, -0 10.0 10 -
Nfl. ~'42.8 28.6 - "¢ 2846 . v 0 0 07
P.E.I. 100.0 o 0. B I ¢ I .0 0 4
. Man. 42,8 - f21.4%.0 0, 14.3 14.3 7.1 14
Sask. , 58.8 . 29.4 . . 11.8. 2 0 317
Alta. 235 i  29.4 ., 17.6.:.. ‘11.8 0 17.6 17
B.C. _64.7 ’9;113'”'f~36‘47"' 4.5 0 0 .
Total ~44.1% 22,4 ~,¢-13.3 6.8 2.3 . 11.0 263

2
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political competitiveness) for the L1bera1 .and Progressive Conservative

B share‘of the/total vote.
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\

, Tables 23 and 24 below show the distribution of constituencies

: Q

in Quebec in terms of the total constituency variation scores and the

number of times' the-constituency changed hands (that is, the degree of

S e,

Table 23

Total Constituency Variation Scores for Liberal Percent of Total Vote

'by Number of Times Constituency Changed Hands, Quebec, 1953 1965

Total Constituency Variation

- 0. 0-19. 9 20.0-39.9 40.0- 59 9 60 0- 79 9 80, 0 99. 9 100+ N

e 0 4 1 3 3 0. 14 s
Number - 4 _ . § s ' S ‘

of Times .2 - A L ¢ 1 - 0 4 . 9
‘Constituency < . - o - . o . o
 Changed . 2 8 s5 11 ... 3 4 4 35

Hands ‘ T T R ,ﬁghf . S '

- - 31 4 3 . 0. 1 10

4 0 1 1 1 ‘1 2 g

N 15 15 . 18 C 6 6 15 75

) Table 24 i

o

Total Constltuency Variation Scores for Progressive Conservative Percent
og Tota Vote-by Number of Times Constituency Changed Hands, Quebec,
1 53-19 5% ‘ :

T

. 'ﬂ“ ' 1-g:: Total Constituency'Variation‘

poT 4

=

©0.0-19.9 20.0-39.9 40.0-59.9 60.0-79.9 80.0-99.9 100+

- o s 5 1o 1 2 1 s
Number A : : S LT | o SR
of Times 1 0}’ - 0 v 1 L 1 . O, N T : 9
- Constituency , . -~ ’ S .
Changed 208 8 6 3 1. 11 35
CHamdst o4, 0 - 1 ! 2 10
4 0~ o - - 2 1 ' 0 3 6
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The number of cells with few cases forces the collapsing of.
the two variables in order to allow for the testing of the association:

between them; this is done in Tables 25 and 26 below. -

Table’25-

Collapsed Total Constituency Variatlon Scores for Liberal Percent of

- Total Vote by Number of Times Constituency Changed Hands, Quebec, 1953~

1965. : e
o NS _ -

. Total Comstituency Variation

=

0.0-39.9  40.0+
Number of 0-1 - “11 137 24
Times ' S : - -
Constituency 2-4- - - 19 32, 51
Changed Hands o . . :
g SN . 930 - - 40 75

Yule's_Q =+.17
Epsilon =+.07

Table 26

Collepsed Total Constituency Variation Scores for Progressive Conservative
“Percent of Total Vote by Number of Times Constituency Changed Hands,
Quebec, 1953-1965. ' o -

4 Total -Constituency Variation

. [
0.0-39.9 ' 40.0+

N

.Nunber‘of l,v"O—l , T 10 '.,1£3v 24

Times =~ o R s :
- Constituency - 2-4. 20 31 .. .51 .

Changed Hands ;o : R -

R 30 -4 75
. o T T T S “

© Yule's Q=+ .05 ' ' - ‘ o .

Epsilon =4+ 02 . IR .
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ln both cases, there is little relationship between the

"variables of political competitiveness and the ‘total variation in .

., -

constituency‘effect, this lack of association followé‘the pattern
established earlier in chapters four and five for - the variables
of political competitiveness, total constituency variation in
fturnogt and total constituency variation in the Liberal share ; '

of the two—party vote, in the province of Quepec.l “:;-l> D
. : G */ {, R
' Tables 27 and 28 below give the relationship between

L

i political competitiveness and total constituency vériation in .o
the Liberal and. Progressive Conservative shares of the(total »f
vote for the province of - Ontario

Table 27 o ,7';7f e
Table 27 o o0t
3

Total Constituency Variation Scores for Liberal Percent Of Total Vote .
- by Number of Times Constituency Changed Hands, Ontario, 1953~ 1965

Vo . AR

\~ o . -7 Total Constituency Variation

. 0. 0-19 9. 20 0-39. 9 40 0—59 9 60 O 79 9 80 0 99 9 100+ N

N — BT S |
Number of | o - 17 8 T oo '1 . .“0 o1 28 .
I ! e L e .

Times . v : . o S _
, Constituency 1 9 S11 2 oA 0 0 26
- Changed ' L S R S _
Hands - . 2 . 17 5 L2071 . Lo 0 26
3 2 2 0 0 0 0 4
h e 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
. L ' X s . . . . ’ i ,/b
Nooo45 27 . 5 6 1t 1.8



N
r

Total Constituency Variation Scores for Prooressive Conservative
- Percent of Total Vote by Number of Times Constituency Changed Hands

Ontario, 1953~-1965.

~251-=

Table 48

Total Constituency Variatiou

0. 0—19 g 20 0 39 .9 40. O 59 9 60.0- 79 .9 80.0-99.9 100+ N

1

4

28
26

26

Number of

Times 0

- Constituency
© _ Changed - 1

Hands .
’ 2
3
4
- N

Lt

,When these two tables are collapsed the following'two

'matrices are formed which show the relationship between the variables

s:Collapsed Total Constituency Variation Scores for Liberal Percent of
‘Total Vote by’Number of Times Constituency Changed Hands, Ontario,

17 8 1
9. 11 2
17 s 2

2 2. 0
S
0 1 0
45 .26 5

Y

Table 29

' voteiobtained'by the two major parties to be tested.

4 of political competitiveness and total constituency variation in the -

.qule s Q =f326 ‘iﬁ

1~Epsilon A=— 12

1953-1965. )
o R 3 R -
Total Comstituency Variation -
v 5  0.0-19.9 20,0+ = N
> Number of = o : 5 o .
~Times St L 28 54
"Constituency oy - L S e
‘Changed Hands k 2 éﬁ ”>19,. _ 12 31
L4540 85"

,85

/

-
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Table 30

Collapsed Total Constituency Variation Scores for Progressive
Conservative Percent of Total Vote by Number of Times
Constituency Changed Hands, Ontario, 1953—1965

»

v . Potal’ Constituency Variation'w

SO .0 o-19 9o 200t N
Number of *: o : T T
Times .., .~ : : . e
Constituency . QTIV .26 L 28 - 354
Ch d H R

anged Hamds C2=k - 19 v 12 31

N 45 40 85

Yule's Q = ~.26 ) ’ N R

Epsilon 47.12 -

N PN
+ !

For both political parties the relationship between

political competitiveness and total constituency variation is |
'weak; or; in other word83?the less competitive constituencies
. ‘

ilin Ontario are slightly more likely to have “high constituency
Zvariation scores than are. the ‘more competitive ridings These~
“results, although.a little‘stronger, are essentially the same
as were reported prev1ously for the relationships between pol—
itical competitiveness and turnout and Liberal share of the two—
,lparty vote conStituency variation scores in Ontario..n |
B ' ~We now turn»to an examination of the relationShip between;
thebconstituencies‘in terms of . community 31ze.and the total
-"i»variation in constituency effect Tables 3l and 32 show this

‘ relationship in the province of Quebec for the Liberal ‘and

' Progressive Conservative proport10nsrof the.tOta1~vote._



EvTotal Constituency Variation Scores for Liberal Pe :ﬁvtfof Total

hi”mete by Community Size, Quebec, 1953 1965.

Total Constituenez,Variatlon _ o

- 0.0-19.9 20. 0 39.9 40 0-59. .9 60 0- 79 9 80 0-99.0 100+ N

Rural 6 10 . 8 6 2. 6 38
25,000~ . - aE | ,
49,999 3 .2 .1 0 1 1 8.
- .50,000- o o
99,999 .2 T 1 1 Y 0 .0 4
Commun~ 100,000- \ R o S
ity 299,999 .0 0 - 2 0 o 2 4
Sive | | c | .
300,000~ . = o o
499,999 0 0 0. 0o 0 0. 0
500,000+ __ 4 - 2 &< 1 " 2 6 .21
N 15 15 - 18 71 . 5 15" 75
Table 32

Total Constltuency Variation Scores for Progressive Conservatlve Percent
of Total Vote by Communlty Size, Quebec, 1953-1965.

Total Constituen;y Variation

O 0—19 9 20. 0—39 9 40.0-59. 9 60.0- 79 9 .80.0~ 99 9 100+ N

Rural © 3 2 s 2 15 38
25,000 ST e
49,999 - 1 2 - 1. 1. o 3 8
50,000~ PR _ ) L s
99,999 1 1 0 0 0 2 4
Commin- 100,000- o | LT
ity 299,999 i 1. o 0o o0 2 4
Size . s T
300,000~ R S S . |
499,999 0 -0 0 - 0 o, 0 0
‘ 500,000+ .8 1 71 2 2 g

N 14 6 10 7 4 w021
: -253- : : : :
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Both tables are characterizeg\by.the‘new well-known

dispersion of cases:\ some features worthy‘of-comment are that

-

A'those constituencies with very high total constituency variation

scores for the Progressive Conservative vote tend to be concentrated

in the less urban ridings of the proviace, with 15 out of 24

.(62.§'percent) =)

v

s being essentially ruval in nature _ano a

»considerable prOpor ion of such constitueﬁ”pes havevvery high -
» ~ : o ’ :
. : c o
total constituency variation scores (15 out of 38 constituencies,

. or 39.4 percent)' conversely those seats with low total constituency

variation scores (0.0-19. 9) for the Conservative vote tend to be ‘T;
ifound in-thevvery largenurban area (8 out of 14, or 57. 1 percent),

. and large urbanﬂareas tend to have total constituency variation
- scores at the lower range of‘the continuum‘ with 38 1 percent of
:such ridings have scores lower than 19.9 (8 out of 21 constituencies).
The Liberal constituency.variation scores are‘much moreﬁw1dely ' |
vdispersed throughout the various cells to the extent that it is
o very difficult to ascertain any systematic concentration of cases.

Tables. 33 and 34 show the two—by—two matrices for the

-Liberal.and Progressive Conservative véte respectively.’



e T ' Iable 33

Collapsed Total Constituency Variation Scores for Liberal Percent
of Total Vote bzﬁCommunity Sizgjgg_ebec, 1953-1965

-255- ..

Total Constituency Variation

d.0-36.9  4.06 N N
_ Rural tn - ‘ v -
Community 99,999 24 26 50
Size S T o ' '
100,000 +. 6 19 25
N 30 45 75
Yule s Q=+, 49 . o t B
 Epsilon’ =+.22 v 3 '
B &
~Teblev34

Collapsed Total Constltuency Variation Scores for ProgreSSive
Conservative Percent of Total Vote by Community Size, Quebec,
1953-1965. o

-

" Total Constituency Variation

0.0-39.9 40.0+ -y
”Rurai to . _
| 99,999 v 3 50
Community - } ' ; ‘ _ -
‘size 100,000 + 1l 14 25

Yule's Q = -,,12e:-
Epsilon. = -, 05.

4

: “U o
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‘variation scores,‘that is, the more. urbanized ridings, cofa—

'-lesser‘strength,

~of the two—party

: tive;scores; rural seats tend)to have highjtotal constituency'

256 L -
'In the Liberal caSe; there is a moderately.positive

relatioushiptbetw en.conmunity size and total constituency

g

pared to the more rural seats,'are more 1ikely to- have high
total constituenc variation'scores; similan results, but of
were reported for turnout and Liberal share

ote A contrary pattern: is evident in the

fProgressive Cons rvative case as evidenced by the weak nega-.

I

variation'scores-while urban ridings tend to have low total =

‘ constituency varLation scores.

Tables 35 and 36 below show&the dispersion of ‘cases.

p by total_constituency variation scores and community size for

‘the Liberal and ProgressiveuConservative parties.

. N
o C Table 35 : : -
Total Constituency Variation Scores -for Liberal Percent of Total
Vote by Community Size, Ontario 1953-1965
‘Total Constituency Variation -
0.0-19.9.20.0-39.9 40.0-59.9 60 0-79.9 80.0-99.9 100+ N

Rural: 20 15 1 1 1 0 38
o . ' . LR \ . . ‘ . . N .
49,999 3 3. 1. -0 -0 0o 7
Commun- - . R o é ;,f e ) '
ity-  50,000- . oo T T
size . 99,999 6 . 3. 1l 720 - 0 -0 12
. 100,000- . e L S
299,999 . 6+ 0 - 0 .0 0 17
“ 499,999 1 i/;;/// 6o . o o o0 3
500,000+ 9 4 2 3., o ‘0 18

85

N y 27 5 .6 1
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Table 36
Total Constituency. Variation Scores for Progressive Conservative,
Percent of Total Vote by Community Size, Ontario, 1953 1965.

».

 Total Constituency Variation 9» 'j o f”

-0, 0—19 9 20 0-39 9 40 0-59 9 60.0-79.9 80. 0—99 9 100+

S

Rural a1 s .2 o o
25,000~ ' | R SR
‘l{. B “ . 49 )999 ) ’ 4 E 2 T O B Y ‘\ l . ’ 0- ’. . ":,10
| +50,000- - | | T | S
99,9997 7 3 2 o o q)
Commun- - 100,000- -~ - . | AN
unity 299,999 . .5 1 g 0 0 oo
Size . ' R , R S ST
499,999 . 3 " o . o 0 0L s
‘ 5 7 3 3 o ‘o
45 5. 9 w6 a0 o

ike the relationship between these two variables in the

- Province of Quebec for thé Liberals and Progressive Conservatives, the
”Ontario pattern is one Jof great 31milarity in the dispersion of the
ﬂfconstituencies throughout the tables, most of. the constituencies in the N

- c\

yvarious community size categories are concentrated in the 0. 0—19 9

".1and 20. O -39.9 columns of . the total constituency variation scores, with

'the;greatest ‘amount of dispersion occurring in the 500 000+ category
(Metropolitan Toronto), where one-third of the eighteen ridings ‘have ‘?” ‘
scores gréater than 40 0. The two—hyitwo matrices forjtheseutwo‘tables -

. L . ) .
" are shown below. L
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3 4. . kel , . ‘0
3Ee f | _ Table 37

Collapsed Total Constituency Variation Scores for Liberal Percent of
// Total Vote by Communi;y Size, Ontario 1953~1965

4‘Total'Constituency Variatibn

J -‘ 10.0-19.9 . 20.0+ N .
L ‘Rural to o :
Community . g9 995 = 29 28 57
r__Size E A ’ o - o : -
100,000 + - _ 16 - 12 28
N a5 40 gs

: .Ydle s Q == 13' h
i ~Epsilon =~,06. -
o

ﬁ"ﬁv' g Table 38
.>Collapsed ‘Total Constituency Variatiou Scores for Progressiée Conservative o
Percentqof Total Vote. by . Community Size Onfario, 1953—1965 .-

27

" : Total Constituency Variation
S 0.01909 20,06 *‘E -
: Rnral to- S T ,
- Community - 1‘ 99,999 -~ . .32 . .25 57
Size Co c o e . S e
?-ﬁgk_, 100,000 + .13 _ 1> o« 78 ., , LT
;‘N R .45 40 it 85
“;qule §Q = . 19° ‘ e _
Epsilon -~$»09 Z;_ Vf» . ‘ L ‘%- Y . p
o . Y “'
. ’, 4 . ° B
ro R e J 4 "‘ - "
. ! ﬁ } ) r
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L those prov1nces = Nova-Scoti

i | ~260-

|
[

t
i

n the Liberal case-there is weak negative relationship
hetween1t e variables of community,Size and t5tal‘constituency
variatio?' the more rural ridings are likely,vcompared to :zne
nore urban seats, to have high total constitUency variatior
'scores. in the Progressive Conservative case, however the con-
trary relationship 1s evident, with the more urban'ridings more
likely than the rurai seats'tobhave high_total.constituency‘
variation scores, but the'relationship is not.very strong as

is indicated by the relatively low Yule s Q and Epsilon values.

~For both provinces, then, . -both variables - pol—

itical'comnetitiveness.and communityasize, related to the,total
constituency.variation scores for the Liberai'and Conserva ive
narties, no. strong relationships were found; the'ciosest eXCep— ;
tion is the relatdonship between c0mmunity size and Liberal
dshare of the total vote in Quebec where a moderately strong
'_relationship vas found o f S e
.Table 39 gives the Yule s Q ‘and Eg\ilon values .for

, New Brunswick Manitoba and British’

~Columbia - where there wer ‘a sufficient number of ridings with a
range “of scores on the in ex of political competitiveness to allow .

for the testing of any relationship. Io such test is possibl@

a

- in the ‘case of community sizefand total constituency variation since;

.

outside of the one or two 1arge ufban areas in each province, thére

¥ .. - 1

R ,~/ C “ S
' is little variatiOn in the size of communities in the ridings
S L _ . . ro
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7 Table 39

) - . B

Yules Q and Epsilon Values for Collapsed Constituency Variation Scores
for Liberal and Progressive Conservative Percent of Total Vote by g
Number of Times Constituency Changed Hands (Political Competitiveness),

* New Brunswick, Nova Scotia Manitoba, and British Columbia,_l953-l965

Political Competitiveness by Total Constituency

N

Variation Scores. , v _ .
k Liberal S Dichotomized Constituency
Yules Q Epsilon - Variation Scores : '
- New Brunswich h};ll-- +.05'. 0.0-9.9 _ 10.0+
Nova Scotia -.67 -.38 0.0-9.9 ~10.0+
Manitoba +.67 +.35 0.0-9.9 10.0+
British T . »
Columbia =39 -.21 - 0.0-14.9 15.0+
.’Progressive'Conservativep ' Dichotomized Constituency
Yules Q . Epsilon Vartation Scores
New Brunswick  -.33 -.12 - 0.0-9.9  10.0+
Nova Scotia - 0.0 0.0 0.0-9.9 10.0+
’ Manitoba o #0500 - +.25 0.0f9.9 10.0+
-5;50u; =26 o, 0-14 9 15;o+.

The overriding characteristic of Table 39 is that’ there is
S ,

. no constant pattern of. association between political competitiveness

»

~and total constituency variation scores. . In some of the provinces‘A

A a4

ithdre is a negative relationship, in some cases, qute strong, and

‘¢ T

in others, a posiqive relatibnship, again, in/some-cases, moderately i

strong While in two provinces - Manitoba and British Columbia -

the direction of the relationship is the same for both the Liberals .
s

4

’ and the Progébssive ConserVatives, Neszrunswick hZ; both a positive R

",.and negative relationship, and Nova Scotia in one case has quite a strong

3 N
e ! K

'relationship between the two variables for-the Liberal party and no

,l

'jrelationship for the'Progressive Conservatives.;"

S
> -
o~

.o

g
[N
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Table 40 below shogs the Peafson correlationvcoefficients
for ‘the relationships between the total constituency vafiation scores,
for .turnout, Liberal sharg of total party vote, and Progressive

-Comservative share ofltotal vote, for all constituencies by

provinces.
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v This table is an important test‘for the argument'that.the

constituencies constitute important and significant political
renvironments within the Canadian political system._ The assumption
‘underlying the formation of the table is that there will be a‘;
series of high positive correlations for those provinces in which '

the constituencies are influential determinants of behaviour

~ ‘When the table is inspected only one_province‘f Prince
Edward Island = is found to have‘high“positive<corre1atiOns forf;
’ 7' , “H . . : .

“all three cases,with- the‘highest value obtained'in each'instance o
(although there is a problem, as discussed earlier, of multi- 'h
blcollinearity because of - the procedure used for the division of the

/ double—member riding of Queens) Nova Scotia - the other province

:with a doubleemember constituency ~ had high positive values in

»'

two instances - Conservative vote by turnout and Liberal vote by

Consarvative vote.>

If the search for provinces with high positive scores
‘ is made 1ess rigorous, then two provinces - Nova Scotia and

‘ijaskatchewan - are fOUnd ‘to have positive correlations in the

e

o moderate to strong rﬁnge. It should also be noted that two prov-

)
!

inces - Ontario and Quebec - consistently recorded low positive

7g correlations. Lastly, three provinces - Nveoundland Alberta,
,and Manitoba - each had two instances where the correlatior was

- . . )
oFpi i v

negative._y, "j” ' n‘_ 7*Ff' - Sy
While Prince Edward Islgzd clearly can be seen to zave *
. ridig@$;VhiPh act as¢political environments, the Other provinces,

o



‘ ;with the possible exceptions of Nova Scotia and Saskatchewan,

st

do” not support the contention that their constituencies act as

important political environments; While the strong correlations

s

o reported for five.provinces in the case of Liberal vote by
“Conservative vote is- impressiVe it should be emphasized that
if were o@nstituency—level factors were strong enough to result

in deviations from higher-order movements, to the extent that

the constituency could be regarded as being an influential
environment. upon political behaViour, then that shOuld be

apparent as well in the case of the turnout and party vote ’

~

'_1correlations. But, as has been pointed out already, that clearly
-:is not the case..And it bears reiteration, by way of “ummary,
lthat five provineés'— Ontario, Quebec,\Vewfoundland Alberta
‘and Manitoba - had either consistently low positive values or |
had at least two iiﬁsances of’ negative correlations. New

: Brunswick has ﬁn inconclusive pattern inasmuch as it had two

: »

positive correlations - one of moderate strength and one of

[l
4

\,weak strength - and one negative correlation. \\\ib"
R The analysis, then, suggests that onl t ree‘prov—v

inces - Prince Edward Island Novd Scotia, and Saskatchewan -
. . ~»' . -
have constituencies which appear to act as, important sources

»

_of deviation from higher-order patterns. These provinces have
a total of 33 ridings ouft of the total of 263 in all- of Canada\

during the analysis period (12 5 percent) Lo S
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Tab1¢-41 and 42 give the three new regions with low total
.conStitueﬁCy VafiatiQn pgoportibﬁs for the Liberal and Progressive
Conservative proportions of the total vote and similar variation
) I : ' o v

pfoporti%ns for the Montreal region,fdr each of the elé@fions and

. 4 o . " .
overall elections. N ' <
N f'vé _
A y  Table 41 = =
v £, L :

3

.New Regions with Low T&Rhl Constituency Variation Proportions for

Liberal Percent of Tot » §oté,'and Montreal Region, by Election Year,

"and Overall. \ i
; . R . N - ] ] T
.Tordﬁté Vaﬁtouver : Nbrgh—Westerﬁ Quebec Montreal - -
1953 .26\ .34 . .38 .90
' 1957 .08 .\ " .15 .98 - .80
1958 .21\ .24 04 7 .97
1962 .24 .12 .16 | .80 -
1963 .09 oo .14 20 286
1965 o .25 " c 26 .65  . g 579
19 .21 60 . .85
Table 42~ - - «
Neqfﬁggidﬁg with Low ?otalyConstituéﬁcy Variation Proportions for .
Brogredsive Conservative Percert of Total Vote, and Montreal Region, =~
by Election ¥ear,‘and Overall. = -~ = L L
.* :T6ronto - .Vancouver - " North-Western Qﬁebec; " Montreal .
1953 - .20 .59 20 0 .o
1957 . - .08 - .33 87 .9
“l1958 .37 .15 . .82 .66
1962 .23 58 o les T lss
1963 .12 ‘,1;\ s . .57
965, _.d7 . A .3 .95
N ""\';9' T s e
N e e | a
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For both the movements in the Liberal and Erogressive

Conservative proportions of the total vote, the Toronto region seems.

"to provide a strong 1nfluence' in every election'the constituency

.proportion is less than ~50 percent (1ndeed only in @e election of

~'1958 does the constituency proportion of the" total variation within

k
"

the region extend‘muctheyond the mark of 25 percent) The Vancouver
region also seems to act as an 1mportant force upon the movements of
the vote or(ihe two parties, although the impact is much clearer and
’ con81stent in the. case of the Liberals (in three elections - 1953 1958
and- 1963 the constituency variation proponfion is high in the
Progre351ve Conservative vote movement) ~ The region of North—western
’ Quebec,(the region with the third lowest overall constituency variation
;Q_proportion, is characterized by considerable‘range in the constituency
pgbportions. The Montreal region, provides a strong contrast to the
pattern ‘evinced by tne tw0 largest urban areas in English—speaking
Canada'. the high constituency variation proportions (the proportion
»vof 85 percent obtained in the Liberal case was the hlghEst for any

' region in the analysis) are regular and con51stent indicating that o

while the Island of Montreal remained generally Liberal throughout -he*?:’
>,

' analy51s period in” terms of seats, there were a number/6i divergené

;;hmovements.not caught by the‘seats worr and lost analyses;"* B
Sl .

- - R y

L]
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- Chapter Six . . = . by

Footnotes o S e

. T S

1. Since both the CCF-NDP and Social Credit parties, especially ey
in_ the 1950's, failed to-nominate ‘candidates in many- ridings, =~ Fa
particularly in the six eastern-most provinces, it is not :
feasible to employ Stokes' .variance components model..

v

2, Contrary Regional and Provincial Movements Compared to the
’ National Movement in Liberal Proportion of the Total Vote,

-1953-1965. ~ \

' Regional/National | | o : ' _“.'\\\'
1958-1962 : '.1963—1965 o b
National = 33.8-36.8 = +3.0 '\ National 40.8-39.6 - -1.2.
Quebec - 45,2-38.2 = -7.0- " Quebec . 44.1-44.3 = +0.2

oo . . . / ‘ .
ProvincialYNational ) S CL
1958-1962 : . - 1963-1965
, ,Nationai 33 8—36.8 = ¥3rQ | ‘ Natibnal’ 40.3;%9;6;3 -1.2
Quebec 45.2-38.2 = 7.0 Quebec ' 44.1-44.3 = +0.2
: L . T - Sask. 23.7-23.8 = +0.1
' Alberta’ 18.7-19.2 =

- 40.5
ol =
Contrary Regional and Provincial Movements Compared to the -
‘National Movement in Progressive Conservative Proportion of
the Total Vote, 1953-1965. ' : ‘ -

Regional/National T . -/
1962-1963 - , CT 196325965
" Natiomal = 37.6- 33 6 = <4.0- Nationmal  33.6-33.'3 = -0.3
Prairies - 45.3-48. 9 = +3.6.- Quebec 20.0-22.5 = +2.5
N - Atlantic  41.3-43.6 = +2.3
- . - 7‘ N ‘
- Provincial/National : : .
- 1962-1963 S e . 1963-1965
National = 37.6-33.6 = -4.0 ‘National  33.6-33.3 = -0.3
_ PEI . 50,7-51.2 = +0.5 . -N.S. . %7.3-49.7 = +2.4-
~Manitoba . 42.6-44.2' = +1.6 _  N.B. 39.8-41.3 = +1.5 -
- Sask. - - 49.6-54.0 = who 4 B Nfld - 27.7-30.8 = 43.1
Alberta  43.3-47.6 = +4.3 - wPEL .- ° - 51.2-53.2 = +2.0
- R -  Alberta  47.6-48.1= +0.5 °
" Quebec . 20.0- 22.5 = +2.5
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vChapter Seven

Conclusion

- It was argued in the first chapter that Canada has

been traditionally interpreted as a national system with a . .

number of territorially-based differentiations best represented

in regional terms. In recent years, however a number of studies'

_ have appeared which have cast the image of Canadian politics

Tless in terms of regions and more of prov1nces..Black and Cairns,

for example, speak of "prov1nce—building and construct their h

interpretation of the - Canadian political system in light of the

'development of highly—differentiated provincial political systems 1
"2?,/, P

>John Wilson, in a similar vein,-albeit in an admittedly OVer—;v
simplified manner, writes that “f_ -‘“- o .
. ‘ L\.:h ‘ . ‘

v ;‘there is no national party system at all
S but rﬁther A loose aseociation of 10 dis— . S

“tinct provincial systems which, because of . . .

wholly’understandable variations in their:
’patterns of behaviour, are bound to aggre- -
gate/at any federal election to the :
'peculiar hybrid which Canada appears to be. 2

/ : . A

These arguments (in particular that of Wilson)

.suggest that the national values for voter ‘turnout and party

~\vote are’ misleading in that tCey do not “Errespond very well

., to what is happening below the level of the nation, they are

averages that are characterized by a high degree of variation.

r

Political systems may differ in the extent to which
S

‘ national values for party vote and. voter turnout correspond to

|

| —26,9-\-

\
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' points in time or at two points in time do not - speak adequately

[«}
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v'or diverge from sub-national movements. The arguments about the
"

R

provincially—based sources of differentiation in poliﬁ%tal Bﬁﬁéﬁ-

imply that Canada is not a nationalized" political system. Such

a sygtem would be one in which .the party vote and: voter turnout

movements for sub-national political le els, such as regions or“'

ca

provinces or constituencies, w0uld be very simildr if not ident-

ical to the national movemints. Geography, or different 1evels

: of spatial aggregation belOW\the level of the nation,would be of

ok

no consequence. Conversely;:a “de—nationalized" system would have

little correspondence between the national ‘and sub—national move-

ments In the former case, ‘the political system would be {ﬁEEf:///f/'

- ~
o

preted as being dominated by issues, events, personalities, and

-

political organizations which have a national focus and or: engp%

tion, while in the latter case. it-would be seen as being domluited

by issues, events, personalities, and polit:cal organizations

-

: which have sub—national perspectives and orientations.

AR

"The overriding obJect of this study, then, was to

examiEE'the national and sub—national movements in voter turnout‘

and party vote for the six Canadihn general elections from 1953 to i.

Ve .
‘-l"

1965 to provide an°estimate of the extent to which the system ff“
could be said to be nationalized" or'"de—nationalized " b
However, as was’ argued 1n chapter three measurements

of sub—national variations in political bshaviour taken at single

[y
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to the question. No answer to the question of the relative rankr

v

ing of the impact of national and sub—natiOnal political levels :

‘ upon the party vote and voter turnout movements can be given.v
And the relatﬁmnship between the higher-order and lower—order
levels of the system cannot be simultameously measured

These deficiencies in the traditional techniques of

'analyzing sub—national movements in political behaviour led to

e

“the adoption of Stokes analysis of variance model 3 This model,

, R
in addition te its capacity'to partition out the impact of
‘ &

' gnational and sub—national levels upon political behaviour has"‘

1‘been used 'in the analysis of a number of. systems. :

The provision of a comparative framework for the

analysis of the Canadian case is important as those scholars who'

.-.. > f

: have stressed the significance bf the regional variable in-

v

P n"'

analyses of Canadian politics have not. been seritrve, for the

[ S
. most part to the implic1tly comparative nature of the claim 4

f,

' One of the central components of any definition of regionalism,'

or any other concept of sub—national political differentiatioh

is ‘the presence of differences whichfhave»avSpatial’dimensio'

;

1underlying their existence and continuance,in a'given socie y

S

/
that sub-national territorial qnims to some degree ‘provi e'the

)

f:'.b s of differentiation within that society, anu that %éher’f r;

possible sources of. differentiation are of weaker ) joéseQuence; o

@ i R
A

S



JVThe judgment of the extent of regionalism, even if explicitly o
-'.conﬁined to the bounds of a> single system, involves implicitly ] £

; of measurement, that is, some ordering of - the weights

f'f‘ﬂto beattached to regional and non-regional forces has to. be made.’. 3
In order for this ranking of relative weights for a set of pol— |
»bitical forces to have any theoretlcal consequence, it must*be
"‘made in the light of the experiencejs of other political systems/ )
And tﬁe judgment of the significance of the‘ variable of regional- |

.ism,' again commonly made Within the single system, inevitably | L

X '\
must be < arative, 1t calls at ention to the relative* absence 4
o :"'5 ,

‘.,.

';»,;{of.regionalfam in another ‘s ystem or set of systems. _The failure

"V'\j*-‘“fé'anada" have inco o:' 'ated ata bases, or -analytical

"0

r

"[_-f;regionalism in Canada has been remedied inasmuc‘h as data have been

xpresenteA@/ for theﬂ 'attern of movements in the two—party vote in

S Australia, the United K:Lngdom, and the United States, aq well as _
E :Ln Canada, and for the-.United States and Canada in the case of ! } _

‘-turnout movements These syatems whi.le' -diffi\ent ;Ln a number of

: 'i.mportant ways, are sufficiently similar 'that a1ford among

i"_'_others, categorizes them as "Anglo—American and considers them




Ce e e S e ., L L S e
ST ey ;“-'»:‘ . e D B P U7 A .
LR oo ._' el MR o . ! ; o Co h o 1‘

.

y . . o e . -, 21.4‘5 . S

‘:i:amenable to Valid cghparative analysis g_ It must be emphasized

a

howaver, that these comparisons must be treated Singerly and a}» ‘ff
ﬁ“i“ : CAR T LT
tentatively since it is erroneous to assume, becauae th¢ time- T

'_,‘ : —

periods of comparison are more or less the same, that the systeme

are ‘more or less at the same 1eve} of development or have more .
. or - less the same rate of change.'7 Lo T -"fs “vaf:"_' ,u{;@
."1ﬁf<'r>: The general impression.created by the presentation of f”%

»:;.the results of the ‘pplication of Stokes variance components

.

' constituencies - are important influences upon electoral behaviour.
This is particularly the case when the - turnout movements :

» 1 ' in Canada and the United States are compared Canada appears to/ f.‘: |
have*a much more "de-nationalized" polit cal” system than does the
: g e . 2y

United States, given that the two national variance CG?P°nent.,;;uw

‘, scores are 59 and 86 percent respectively 8

ﬁf}- ‘f-' Stokes 1nterpreted the Americaﬁjv*\dihg as: showing

o

: that the great contests for ‘the. presidency have extraordinarily
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Following this mode of 1nterpretation the Canadian

o B .

eleetorate, despite the'enormous transformation of the party ‘,;_i;' e
‘l system brought about An. the elections of 1957 and 1958 by S%hn 'i ';’
Diefenbaker and the ConaervatiVe party, and the great increase B
lin turnout from 1953 to 1958 (from 67 p"ercent to 79 percent), 1s '
E characterized not by a national tide but by a number of spatially— v
based variations in its- reaction.to national politicai&events.
Even when the six-election analysis set is broken down into two
ets of three'elections each th@ national variance/tomponent fpr f‘:

turnout in the 1950‘8 elections is only 66 perceﬂt, one—third

that is to say, of the variation in turnout is/zttributable to v

the impact of the lower-order levels of the system.»fih *f;r?(¥'

The two-party‘vote analysis presents an even stronger

;.-. 5‘.

picture of "de—nationalization in that ‘the national variance

Component is only 87 percent, with each of the two lower-order
levels (either iz the regional—constituency or: provinc a1-u~f” T
I o .

:~:constituency fo ats) claiming a. little over 30 pero nt oﬁ»the o

‘.v‘,, . ' YA A

total variation. While the national level can be s pd_éé_makég:fa

o



;the Canadian electorate would seem to offer strong supporting
”fxfevidence for the claim that Canadian politics .is‘highly region;ff%i;if
':halized in nature. 'f,”ff”_fd} '_?4‘?_hf9':¥ S o |

'VVL.“Ef.:ffﬁ This claim however, is put into question by the factl[f:"

‘ that the regional level in both the cases of turnout and two—

l.sparty vote, is the third most important level in terms of contrib-,jt
\,.". E "._., :

r‘uting to the variation in the respective movements ’\L.'
It is at this point that the comparative nature of this

’l.qstudy becomes important for it is evident that Canada,\when conr-v

< . . R VU
) \

fpared in terms of the variance components of the two-party vote,, RPN

t is similar to the other systems rather than being different For
‘ ;example, while the national level in Canada is not as: important
f:as the national level in the United Kingdom in influencing the o
P“'flow of the two—party vote (the range between the two scores is f
E10 points), it is quite similar to. the impact of the nation in
hffrAustralia and the United States (the range for these three systems
i is just 6 points) Indeed Canada ranks just behind Australia and

h'_ahead of the United States The greatest difference between the N

;f systems is found in the relative weights obtained'fo' ﬁéﬁtnq7';‘

, ”‘“loWer-orderﬁlevels of the systems. In the United States, Australia;:*i

"_ffand the United Kingdom the 1owest level is either the most import-?u.
'ant or second—most important contributor to the total variatibn in
‘ifthe two-party vote In Canada, however the co stituency is 1ess

“;-“important than the equivalent levels'for the other systems, and“is ff




the second—most influential level in the case of the regional—’

e

-g_constituency format and tied with the provinbial level in the‘"f

":case of the provincial-constituency format‘The support for the

'f_claim of ; the importance of electoralfregionalism in Cahada, then, ;t;

N
iis found in the much stronger impact on behaviour that can be L

- attributed to the middle—level - e'ther provinces or regions -?4}V

if of the system than is the case for the other systems.;a

L L .
H 3 .
. %

‘7‘ Another difference between Canada and the other systemsj
is\found in the total amount of variation reported for turnout and

'fiparty vote. The American total variation in turnout for the five

RN ” .

i”:congressional elections from 1952 to 1960 was 85 3 while the total fd -/

f{ivariation in turnout in Canada from 1953 to 1965 was 35 9, which }/<i

::1ndicates that the prOpensifY‘QQ\vote in Canada is more" stable and‘tm‘ :

N .(

'vless sensitive to short-term stimuli than is the case in the United

,‘States "f”ﬁ\

The comparison, however, between Canada and the other

systems in terms of the 'total variation in the two-party vote re—:'

\anls a different picture. The total variation scores for Australia,:~"ji

N -

the United States, the United Kingdom, and Canada respectively are

‘,‘\

;h_i23 8, 28 6 11 0 and 180 8 Quite clearly the first three systems ?l
f?have a much more stable pattern of voting for the various political

“*Q'parties than does Canada While the act of voting in Canada seems to

-

ﬂfbe institutiona}ized (at least relative ‘to voting in the United States)

0




i Since.this study has utilized only aggregate data, 80"
that no conclusions about thé psychological bases of political
::behaviour can be drawn, the difference between Canada and the ”‘f‘~‘ l-
; other systems in the total variation in the two—party vote does
ﬁ,Suggest that in Canada party identification, which in the f
"United States and’ochr systems has.been sho?n to have a. o
stabilizing effect on. voting behaviour, is less firmly rooted 11 ;m.
l-,E-lThis difference between systems in the commitment to political ‘

fihb parties, it must be emphasized, can’ only be suggestive as the

‘"Qf-party identification;of individuals can’ remain stable even though
'fthe'actual vote has[changed Since this study has been concerned
zwith shifts in the proportions of the total vote or the twoaparty:'

‘vote received by the parties, as recorded for the various levels : \ﬁg
: ¢ T

' of the system, what appears to be a pattern of weakly rooted party

3

-;.identification may, in fact ‘be a pattern of stable party identifi-.-

'cation and unstable voting over a relatively short period of time.liﬂ_

n'_,in the Progress evConservative vote, but the nation in the Liberalg

;ﬂcase is the second most important level and in‘the Conservative case

*fislthe_most importantﬂlevel;vThe other difference between the'parties“;




is ‘that the middle level is least influential in the Liberal case .
*».'while it is, albeit by only a slight ma&gin, thﬁ second most

A

important level in the case of the Progressive Conservative party;; -

Second on the one hand the decline in thé’national

: level variance component for the twn—party vote and total party

.vote moVements for the Liberal par%y was 6 percentage points,

"while, on the othér hand there.was an increase in the weight R

‘_;attached to the national level for the Progressive Conservative

-_total party vote movements from that recorded for the two-party

"'te analysis The Liberal party vote,movements, then are some—'Lf

'_.hat more susceptible to sub-national political influences when'r.

.bthe vote flows for ‘all of the political partie _a?é considered
| The Prqgressive Conservative part ovér the analysis
"period appears to'be somewhat more of a national ing force than yh

is the Liberal party, but its. vote movements are »

'.-,a'

s;fgreater extent by the regional and provincial levels, S0 that,

Bt
e

/

as was argued in the preceding chapters, this/image 75/"'

vd'51eadin8y as, the analyses of the three ele/tions in tie".5t



e

I 1950'8 and the three elections of the l960's indicated that
:3 Canaja can - be seen as having two distinct political systems, the

'jfirst being the political system of the 1950's when,the flow of

-politicsl forces seemed to emanate more from the level of the o

i than.from the lower-order levels, S0 that Canada can be
‘i\said to have had -a "nationalized" political system, and the'z j

-i second being the political system of the 1960 S, when ‘the country
'seemed to be dominated by political forces emanating from the ’Q‘-i
'.Qisub-national political levels, to the extent?that the system was

S e
”‘."de-nationauzed R

The dramatic shift in the relative weights to be attach— -,i}

Axed to the three levels of the political system in such a :\latiye-

e 1y short period of time raises some question about the nature of
.,:aelectoral regionalism in Canada.\The transitory nature of the.
,dominance of electoral movements‘by the lower-order levels of the~
fipolitical system suggests that electoral regionalism may have been

;fexaggerated as a characteristic of the Canadian political system

' t a minimum, electoral regionalism is not so deep—seated as not to-

be resistant to the impact of national political forces At~a~-

& i

: N '
maximum the presence of powerful sub-national political forces in

&

’ the 1960 5 may mark a departuré from-a normal pattern of the party

- . : 1

vote and voter tumout}movements being dominated by politica“

. emmhat are nationéi »»7nature. The answer to the question pf<whav7

°

N

the relationship ovirvthe course of Canadian history between the

3
£
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‘ national and lower-order levels of ‘he Canadian political system e

"

'national election campaigns

' is precluded by the relatively short period of time covered in

- this study It should be. doted°in d@is regard that Stokes argues

that in both the United States and the United Kingdom there has

_been an increase in electoral nationalization since the turn of

",the century.12 Stokes speculates that the process of electoral'f't

1

bf nationalization can_be explained in terms of the development of.

inational system of ‘mass. communications and the: increasing import-

e
‘,‘

l ance of the national gove;nment in social and economic affairs,:p..? -

\,

coupled with the extension of the franchise and the growth of
13

o

It is difficult to equate the

T nature of mass communications of Canada with those of the

.’ -
United States and the United Kingdom, given the 1ack of national

4newspapera>and the fact that the electronic media, especially the h".'f

C.B.C., is split into French and English networks, but Canada can

*,be regarded as being roughly comparable with the United Kingdom and-.
:': the United States in terms of thevextension of the franchise ‘and

'the development of national election campaigns, while the-saliencv ;,f»‘
‘,1'of the national government while weaker than in the other systems,f“7'
:dhas increased since the time of the first world war. These similarities

) dwpuld lead to the prediction, provided that the mass media is not

'{,the cruc a; element in_the causal chain, that Canad
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of analysis. Blake, whose results fordths same analysis period
: K ,t& ,,‘@_
of 1953 to 1965 paralleled this'study, argued, after ‘an - examination
B . P

kA

7of the regional charac%er of the support bases ofﬂ&he parties since‘“’”

: o Fw )

7:1908, that there has been litﬁle evidence of any decline in the im- R
C - R P

pact of’ regionalism.la This would indicate that there has not been ,’

R f

"an increase in electoral nationalization in Canada éince the turn'

u[of the century

The other substantive question in this work concerned
'_whether regions or provinces provided t e greatest source of spatial

’ -

differentiation within the Canadian political system.‘Ihis question‘. lf>
:was not answered as fully as is desirahle because of” the overlap |
:between regionsland provinces,_so that the analvsis was only in terms"t7
fof the Atlantic and Prairie provinces._ yv". |

o LT In the-caselof.turnout the amount:of'the'total variation
| that was attributed ‘to the middlo levei of the system_increased B
from 7 percent for regions to 15 percent for provinces, indicating
:that the provinces prov1de a. greater source of differentiation than fi{ly
‘:do the regions. However,_both levels were much weaker than the nation— ‘

i)

"»al and constituency levels.vIndeed when the turnout movements for' ;*

“;hridings in the Atlantic and Prairie\regions were examfned little
f-evidence of a regional factor was . found and only in two provinces —'_
'Alberta and Newfoundland - was the‘proportion of}the tQtal turnout

- variation attributable to province-wide factors greater ‘than half. -




S ",ginfluenced the pattern of the tvo-party vote.: = f
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‘ In the case pf the two-party ‘vote analysis the national-
; regibnal-constituency and national-provincial—constituency formats
I resulted in«%it.tle differslée in the variance componé’nt scores for
© the intermediate levels of the political system. The values recorded'_'

i for provinces and regions generally were higher in the case of the

L two-PartY vote than iqere found for turnout Both these features in-

';dicate that regimal and provincial political forces are important
: influences upon electoral behavj.our..- In the Atlantic and Prairie
: i.regions, particularly the latter, there ‘was evidence of a strong.:
regional vfactor underlying the two—party vote movenents In three
,provinces—'AlbertaQ Saskatchewan, and Prince Edward Island - the '

8 vevidence Was very strong that provincially-based political factors

L

The variance components analysis of the total party vote
\pattern, however, revealed a different pattern than was*?bund for i
o ‘o
f:he two-—party vote movements Over the entire analysis period the

intemediate level of the system was least influential in the case

oo of {he Liberal party but was the second most impor Cant influence in

. _ the case of the Progressive Conservative party In the Atlantic,
o region the Conservative movements were more likely to be regionally

: ﬂ.influenced than were the Liheral mv?ents,\ although in both cases T

i most of the variation within t:he region came. from belov the resion

: itself More of a regional factor was found in the Prairie region, o

e RN
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but only iﬁ”the case of the ProgressiVe Conservative party was
the amount-of the variation attrihutable to the 1eVe1 cf the

regional greater than half Only in one province - British 5~fdf‘

..

L 3
Columbia - was evidence fdundlthat suggested that the Liberal

voterwas underlaig with a provincial factor In four proVinces -f71”x3'

Nova Scotia, Alberta, Prince Edward Island and Saskatchewan/ '

' the Progressive Cohservative vote movements were influenced by

An attempt was e to overcome the problems encounter—

; ed in the analysis of: the differences“between the contributions of

Y

regions and provinces ﬂbsthe overall variation in turnout and

s

party vote by decomposing the three provinces»- British Columbia,ﬂﬁlﬁ.“.“

Ontario, and Quebec - which also were‘regions into sub-prbvincial'"'t‘

';fregi?psfigias i” ain if aggregations oﬁ\contiguous constituenciesﬁFt

‘ actéd in a similar manner A consistent pattern wis found for allg C

A7

vﬁlphree analyses, Toronto constituencies had mOvements for turnoutiflﬁ cL
_ e v e
gy,and party"ote which were heavily influenced by Tor?nto~wide pol—f" ’

iﬁitieal forces, while Vancouver had a similar pattern but not of the

e
P i R

]sameistrength as: were ‘the movements in Toronto °Ihe:otﬁer sub-..~9““

,w and high constituency factors. .“c',-wfggﬁgf;;imég;i ;wfﬂ?%f lf » ; V{
v : . ) 'Av- ~’-'; ST ' P R . / .

Two concerns must remain at rhe 1eve1 of speculation in

: this studt'

One, as raised by Stokes, concerns the nature of elect-’_/




The ature of variance components analysis is such that'

; li sub—national de . tdons in the party vote and voter turnout move—'}

e(ments - which are taken as.reflecting the impact of political
~£orces arising from the various lhvels of the system -_can be
.A, best described rather than explained While it is relatively easy:.
'fgi}to provide a conceptual framework ﬁor these deviations by postul-h
'-2 ating the differential impadt of issues, events, politicians, and_

‘ political organizations peculiar to the different levels of aggre—

gation within the po‘litical system, 1t is very difficult to - =

T S ¢ .
537; specify and empirically establish a relatignship between one set’
"_fof deviations and thei presumed causes What, then, has been "

:done in this study has be : to—provide a. description of the pro?

PR

?tcesses of change in electoralibehaviour in Canada for a. specific;:

1;period of time. '_i;h;Qc | -

: | Thensecond question pertg;%s to the intriguing pattern‘
12.of high variance component scores for the level of the constit—fh

“Jffuencies in Canada. It is somewhat surprising that inythe United

/)

y iKingdoﬂ —-a political system which is supposed to be influenced

:gi,jionly to a minimal %}greer_y'local and idiosyncratic political

.{;f'g'factor”“- there are alsolhigh variance component scores for the

The strikihg contrast.is not so much in the mggnitudes
: T . 49, .
; 1 of the British and Canadian two-party variance component Sches -

. TR . . 3
PP R & UL "R SR
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: llO 6 and’ 180 8 respectively - because the purpose of the Stokes .
imbgél is . to partition oui the impact of various spatial aggregationshl
or levels upon the processes of change oVer time in electoral behav- v
iour. The model, then, provides for a standardized estimate of the'a
impact of similar levels of aggregation in different systems,f |
»:especially,those characterized by great differences in the processes
'of change in electoral behaviour In other words, changes in the
‘aroty vote in the United Kingdom were much smaller. in the ‘1950 s .
eledtions than was ;he case in Canada but the constituencies, after\
1'the national 1evel were the second most important influence upon' i\\;
the changes in party vote. The important contrast, theu, is that in- |
'Canada the constituencies; relative to the United Kingdom (and indeed
Acompared to Australia and the United States), are not as significant
fin influencing the flow of the two—party vote
A attempt was made in this study to ascertain if constit— |
uencies with high constituency variation scores were united by any
common factor but the analysis of ‘the variables of political compet-
itiveness (as measured by the number of times a. constituency was won,v
‘Hfby a different‘party) and community size within the constituency
»:generally failed to produce any strong relationships, especially in ’
lthe provintes of Ontario and Quebec, the two provinces with either ,_}
a large enough number of ridings or sufficient variation in P°1°

o itical competitiVeness,M, community size, or total conStituency Vaff’

»iation so”that”analysis'of relationships could be confidently_'
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carried out.

-

.A'.\

It is readily admitted that the pattern of constituency

variation scores’ may be a function of certain socio—economic

A}

Vfactors associated with particular constituencies which are un-
eVenly distributed throughtout the country, to the extent that

'what seems to be a number of incongruent movements, which in terms

PN

~of the variancF components model reflect locab and idiosyncratic

l

\political factors, are, in fact, the- similar responses of

.similarly constituted constituencies ‘that are spatially separated,'

‘-

.- Or, in fact, these high constituency variation scores may reflect

" of the variance components, to the United Kingdom, the United ]

the influence of local political environmﬁnts, ‘where the pattern o

of issues, events, politicians, and political organizations inter-

act” to lead electorates to act.in significantly different ways‘

’ <

from the patterns of highen—order levels within the systaml7.

n\\.

x

- The application, then, of Stokes analysis of variance to

the six Canadian general elections from 1953 to 1965 has shown)'f

‘"that while Canada can be seen as a "de-nationalized" system, the_t

I
sub—national spatial bases of the party vote and . voter turnout

-

movements are generally similar, in . terms of the relative weights -

©

"'States, and Australia.

Quite clearly, what is needed is a specification of ‘the

\
causes of the sub—national spatially—based variations from the

g ationalzpattern in electoral;behavlour..;' T As was_indicated

-

a4



pattern may reflect the simple fact that different constituencies

contain diffe:ent sorts of peop_~

It is necessary, then, to- show

that: this is not the case before it can be confidently stated that

L

N

the Canadian electorates are significantly influenced by sub—national

political forces that have geographical or. spatial bases.

C.

n

o
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'*; Egendix‘1~
“The' quantities below decompose the: varience of the percent turnout or
. the Liberal proportion of the two-party vote in ‘the -jth constituency.

- of 'the:ith. province over g number of election years into.national,
provincial,; and constitucncy variance componients. Throughout these_l
n’formulae,cthe index 1 varies over provinces ith a maximum values I,
) > index j varies over constituencies within provinces with a ;
max{mum value of Jy for the ith province, -and the index k- varies over
»:yearg with a maximum value K. The notation otherwise corressponds to r
-~ that followed for expressions (4) and (12) in chapter three

T
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'The variance oomponents (5) and (7)‘obt'1ned for each constituency
ave been: averaged across provinces and -
hese fbrmulas‘ ‘

‘V“(b’ = L“_Igz}f(b)». o an
SRS 15 > var\c.,) R TR S R
vt = G0 zfu-.—u.. o

<-The variance components (3) and (11) “above must be adjusted in order

" to allow for the fact that constituency forces, when summed across. a
province,. will be. responsible for some of the vTriation of : the prov-
.ineial ‘mean, and: the fact that constituency ‘and! province forces, when
summed across the nation, will be responsible for some of the variationm

E of the national mean. The" formulae needed to adjust the national and
S ;province components are as follows g -

R T i . 'vZ,S.cln : R
. E.a. ‘ ~|leubu: EEE G .J,(K l) :
. 2 o1 1 2gwen,, .
2 Var (b)_ _‘1., »thl .__‘ o A (14) .

" The” variance component values reported in this study are those given_!;

" by (12), (13),. and’ (14) above : o o _: RS
“Adapted from: - - o s : : S A

- Donald E. Stokes, "A Variance Components Model of Political Effects,~_ S
“in Mathematical Applications in Political Science, 1, ed., John M.
‘Claunch (Dallas Southern Methodist University Press, 1962} 84~ 5.
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