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Parliament for Elgin County, Ontario. Af£ thO age of thirty
he was the youngest Member of Parliament in the Federal House.
When the Liberals were defeated in the federal election of
1930, Hepburn increased his majority in Elgin.

On December 16-17, 1930, the Liberals held a leadership
convention to elect their eighth leader 1In the last twenty-
five years. There were three candidates: Hepburn, Captain
Elmore Philpott, an assistant editor of the Globe., and W.E.li.
Sinclair, the Liberal leader since 1923. Sinclair withdrew
just before the balloting and Hepburn easily beat Philpott,
427 to 97. Despite th© ease of his victory, however, he
did not have a strongly united party behind him. There
was a great deal of resentment over the rejection of Sinclair
in favour of the young upstart from Elgin, whose performance
In the Federal House had been anything but distinguished.

Hepburn needed an issue or a miracle with which to
united the fragmented Liberal party before he could hav®
any hop®© of conquering Ontario which had become a virtual
Tory satrapy. Between his accession to the leadership in
1930 and the June, 1934,0lection Hepburn found three 1issues:
liquor, religion and electric power. Ontario’s industrial

growth of the ’twenties demanded more hydro power than the

province dould supply. The Conservative Government contracted

3. C.A.R., (1930-1931) P. 108

4. 1bid.
5. Neil McKenty. S.J..""Mitchell P. Hepburn and the Ontario Election

p. 294



3

+0 buy the power surplus from s rivate interests in (Guebec.
Unfortunately, with the advent of the depression, Ontario's
demand for power decreased, yet it had $0 continue paying
for the surslus power. This 1laid the Government open to
charges of waste and extravagance. The Government's position
becaue more precarious when it was discolosed that Premier
Henry held $25,000 in bonds of & private hydro compmmy which
The Conservatives had taken over to save it from bankruptoy.
The depression also caused the religious schools problem

6

to beocome acute. Roman Catholic ratepeyers were finding it
diffioult to finance their schools end they were demanding
a pro-ortionate share of public utility and cororation taxes
+0 ease their burden, This was an extremely delicate problem
for the Henry Government because @& decision one way oykthe
other was sure to alionste either the Roman Catliolics or the
Protestants (especially the Orange order, still & potent
foree in provincial politios). 7

A $hird serious problem which threatened the Government
waa the liquor issue, but it was even more dangerous to the
Liverals. In 1926 and 1929 Howard Ferguson had introduced
and extanded the sale of ligquor, beer and wine under Government
control, llost Tories sup:orted this position although denry
was undexr osressure b, some to extend it further. The Liberals,

however, had been Ontario’s traditiogal prohibitionist party

6. ilail and Empire, April 6, 1933
7. iloKenty, op. git., p. 295




ani Hepburn was convinced that this was & major reason for
successive Liberal defeats. Hepburn himself wam a ‘wet?, but
he faced serious opposition from the *drys' within his own
marty, led by the former leader, Villilam Sinclair,

The depression itself was & mujor factor in the eariy
tthirties. The Govermment faced mounting financial défficulties
when its revemues deolined at the sane time that reliel
payments were skyrocketing. In 1934 Ontarlo had Half a
milliion people on relief; a married labourer was lucky
to earn $22 8 week and an unemployed head of a family of
four misht receive $4.22 weekly in relief payments. 8

If the proaspects were bleak for the Conservatives they
did not look any better to the Liberals. Hepburn needed
time to consollidate his hold over the Liberal party. Villien
Sinclair still had strong support within the party. A4S first,
when Sinclair egreed to remain as House Leader until Heyburn
should be elected in 1934, the leadersnip question did not
seenn to be a very importunt problem. However, by 1934, relations
betwesn He burn and Sinclair had broken down and Sinolair
wag removed from his position as louse leader. Sinclair
vowed that he would not suprort the party in the couing election
unless it advocated rescinding the liguor laws passed by the
Consexvative adninistration. Hepburn tried to strengthen
his rosition by touring the :rovince and attecking the

8. Globe, April, 6, 1934



the Government record, but he came under constant atiack
for not running for a provineial seat., ile was told to
"quit shouting from behind the bern." I
Hepbrun was t00o radical for many Liberals. Shortly

after he becane leader he stated that Ontario needed good
doses of inflation and the firing of so meny Civil Servants
thet the exodus from Queen's Park would dwarf the annual
Orange parade. 10 The principle Liberal newspujers were
cool towards Hepburn and often ignored him, The Globe and
thoe Ojtawa Journal seldom mentioned him in their editorials,
The Toronto Dalily Star did not become recondiled to Hepburn's
leadershi» until after his victory and even then it had
reservations.ll

' By uay 1934 the Consorvatives Pelt oonfident enough
t0 call an eleotion. On the surface 1t apoeared as tuough
their deoision could be casily Justified.‘ The worst of the
de ression seemed to be over, In liay, 1934, 360,000 persons
were receiving direct relief in the province, & drop of 40,000
fron the previous year.12 Just before the campaizn bezgan
the Henry Government announced several multl-million dollar
works projeots. 13 The food allowence for families on relief
wa.g bodsted 25% and Premier Henry wrote to Prime .iinister

Bennett to encourage the Federal Govermment 0 undertake pore

9. ilefenty, op. git., p. 236
10. Ibid. '
11. Toss Harkness, J.E. Atkinson of the Star, University of Torouto
e8s8, loronto, » Do 531

32. MK . oit., p. 2
13. gf,gg;,wﬁa%gh $r7"1054. o
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federal relief programs beocause "any wrk that is under way
will absorb some of those who are at yresent out of employment
and generally sweeten the situation.ee. " 14

The Conservative position with regard to the hydro
power, aid to secerate schools and liquor issues seemed quite
satisfactory. A Royal Commisslon had completely exonerated
the Govermment from charges of mismanagement in the hydro
issue. The Liberals as well as the Conservatives feared
the sesarate sohools issue and so there was not much open
discussion, Henry referred the question to the courts and
80 this removed 1t from the pollitiocal arena until after the
election., The liquor issue seemed safest from the Conservative
standpoint beoause they were united and the opposition was
split.

" The Government introduced new iiquor legislation just
before the dissolution of the iouse., It pleased the *wets'
because it extended the sale of beer and wine, but it did
not alienate the prohibitlonists because it retained
government control and the local option, Despite Hepburn's
efforte t0 obtain unanimous sup.ort for the bill, six of the
fourteen Iiberal members voted against it. 15 Several members
threatened $0 run separately on & ‘dry' platform, The paxrty
ans-eared to be disasterously spllit on the eve of an election.

Several newspapers called for a convention to settle party

14, Henry to R.B. Bennett, lar. 22, 1934 (quoggg)by licKenty, op. git.,
D

15. C.A.R., 1933, p. 149




policy. A popular joke was that the Tories again had "Grits
on the Rocks." 16 However, by April 22 Hepburn was &ble to
announce thet If the Liberals were eleoted they would proclaim
the new Liquor Act without amendments and would retain the
looal option.}?  On Maroh 27, 1934, the Windsor Ster
editorialized, "VWe f£find the Administration emerging from the
session with a greatly enhanced -resiige. sremier llenry stands
much highor in »jublic estimation than he did 3 or 4 nonths ago
and his arty generall; is in a more favourable position.
The Op.o8ition has suffored a good deal from an appeerance,
at least, of internsl differences centring chiefly around
(sic) ths denosing of iir. Sinclair as House leader and the
fact that iir. Hepburm.... hes not had . a seat in the Legislature."
The greatest enigma in the elcotion was the Libersl
leader, Iiltoh Hepburn. He had defeated a Tory bauck in Llgin
in 1926, but could he usset & party thet hud held power in
Queen's Bark since 19237 Ile was only thirty-eight and his
linited ex)erience at Ottawa was relatively undistinguished.
He had made wild, unsubstentiated charges agalnst the Government

18

and had alienated the Liberal old guard. The most the
L‘:f;’.‘oere,ls could heope for was that with another term as Oprosiyion
leader hc might mellow and grow enough so that by 1938 they

could present a resjonsible alternative to the Tory govermment.

16. IloKenty, op. cit., p. 298
17. Globe, April 23, 1934
18. MCKenty, op. ﬁ', Po 299




Yery few expected that Ontario voters would be attracted so soon
by this "Huey Long of Canada.”'19

The prognosticators and political pundets were wrong.
Henburn wes not an easy men to categorize. It proved too
diffioult to sredict the apyoal of this new personality, a
personality which encouraged utterly devoted loyalty and
implacable hatred and hostilit;. Sald one acquaintance of
Hepburn, "You either hate his guts or you love that guy.
There is no middle oourse," 20 His charism and personal
megnetiem were such thut they enoouraged the ‘little guy!
40 believed that only Hepburn could overcome the forces
which prevented univaraai enjoyment of material goods.
He had a power to move people, "a powexr that controlled,
might take him to the heights but, undiseiplined, would
destroy him.” 2} He aimed bis ap.eals and his policies at
the masses. "The little guy,” said Hepburn, "doesn't get
enough of the good things in life," but, realizing the
requisite for suocesg he added, "end anyway, its good
politics to give & hand to the majority.” 22 H%a greatest
forte, however, was his abillity t0 establish rapport with
his listeners. He could "teke & complicated issue, translate
it into easily grasped breed and butter terms, dramatize it,
and wrap 1t in emotion." 23 When he oalled for & new desl

19. "m $chell F. HHepburn®, Current iogggggx (1941), p. 377
26. Glat 2 and and leil, Jemuary ’
2

%%: oi. cit énp' 298 1953
23. licKen ty, eit., P-




in the province, the people believed hin.

| Hepburn'c stratezy was that the elcection must be fought
on the record of the Henry Govermment, He beliaved the issue
was olear and sim>le; the govermment was guilty of gross
mismeanagenont end corruption. He attacited political ex=
travagance, high texes and 'the interests'. He promised
to ocrack down on the power oompanies, to out saslaries of
sublic officisls and to plaoce their 'official' cars on
public auction, 24 “What Ontario needs," said Hepburn,
"is a new deal and an auctioneer." 25

Hepburn's attacks were not all wild genexralizations.

He soon got down to details and levelled specific charges
and agousations against the Govermment. He charged that
a "tollwgate' system existed in the liquor industry. 26
Befors a forei m distillery could sell its goods to the
Liquor Control Board 1t bad to appoint an agent in Ontario,
a "Tory ward-heklex" said Hepubrmn. This agent collected
cornissions, a portion of which went toward Conservetive

canpalgn exjrenses. 27

VVhether true or nut, these accusation had three
favourable effects on Liberal fortunes: It transferred
the liquor question from ths morality of driniidng, on
which the Ljberals were dividied, to the immorality in
Govermment, on which they could be unanimous in their

condemnation. It gained Hepburm & great deal of publicity,

24, Curpent Biogreohy, op. git., p. 377
25. Globe, June 22, 1934

26, IcKenty, op. eit., p. 302

27. Otsaws Citizen, February 27, 1934
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whioh wae vitally necessary because he was 80 new to the
provinclal political scene. IFinally, it re-enforced his
theme of ocorrustion in hish places at a time when ‘the
*1ittle guy' was finding it difficult to supply the
bare necessities of 1ife for his fanily. He further
em>hasized his point by reminding ..is aundlences of the
take-over of the private yower ecompany in which Premier
llenry held 325,000 in bonds., Ile would, he vowed, get
rid of all those Tory *fat cats® at Queents Park.

In reply, the Conservatives tried o pleture
Hepburn as being some wild-eyed revolutionary. They
said he was & dangerous radioal, as socialist as the
CeCel's, 8 Red, and a rabble-rouser. But to the'little
guy'! Hepburn was a breath of fresh-air., Finslly someone
had aposared w..0 0ffered hope for the future.

On the morning of June 20, 1934, Hepburn awoke
to find himself Premier of Onterio ss a res.lt of the
most "'decisive. «vs reversal in Canadian politicael history." 28
The Liberals had increased their representation from fifteen
saats to sixty-six. Tory stremgth had declined from eighty- |
four to seventesn., There were four L#bera.l Progressives,
one Independent, one U.F.0., and one C.C.F. The Conservative
serty's share of the popular vote dropped from 56% in 1929

[71*}

23. C.A.R. (1934), p. 177
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to §2% 40% in 1934. The Liberal (+ Progressive supporters)
share rose from 34% in 1929 o 52 % in 1934. Another significant
faot is that while only 56% of the electors cust their ballots
in 1929, more then 73% did so in 1934, 29

Initiel atten >ts &t analyzing the reasons for this
trenendous upheaval attributed it to the depression, But
this is a far from adequate explanation. It is doubtful
if Villiam Sinclair would have gained this much support, and
equally doubtful that Howard Ferguson.would have lost s0
severely. Georgs Henry himself blemed rum, Romanism and
the Orange order for his Govermnents deféat. 30 He believed
that the tenmperance forces had voted against hin for extending
the sele of liquor, that the 300,000 votes of the Catholio
taxpayers had gone to He burn and that the Orangemen resented
his steering a middle course and therefore they "sat on their
hands;” Henry, many believed, was responsible for the
dry roﬁ which had beset the Conservativa party. He allowed
the party organization at the constituency level $0 deteriorate
and did aot recognize the problem until it wes too late.

No doubt all these imsues were contributing factors butb

the most decisive factor in deturmining the Liberal swee: must

29, Denniv H, Wrong, "Ontario Provincial ilections, 1934-1955:
a Prelinin Survey of Voting®, CedelieZeSe,
XX11X, (1957), Pp. 398 ‘

30. IioKendry, op. git., p. 309
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be the loudership of :iitchell liepburn, lie alone had pro-
vided & genuino alternative to the Conservative Govermment.
As the Globe said, "To ix. LIi’acheli liepburn, Libercl leader,
rmust ;o the lion's share of glory in bringing about the
victoryeees " 31 The people had responded to iiepburn’s
promnige as well as proﬁises.- They now waitsd to see how
the younzest Preénier in the history of the vsrovince would
handle its noet sexrious préblens. Lveryonc agrecd ..ith
the defested ’re:ier tket under liepbuwin the people of
Ont. rio "are in for interestin; tinus." 32

The first six nonths of llepburn's Governnment saw
nany ohanges. They can bu divided into two categories:
insfituti_ng, econony into tic public services and investijzationg
into vhat he comsidered t0 bo conservetive nal ractices.
One of the first iters of econony was to cut the salaries
of »ublic officials. Iie sliced hic own amnusl salary fron
$12,000 t0$10,000 and those of Lis assoclatus frou $10,000
to $8,000. 3 on August 20, 1934, ot Versity Stadiun in
Tor.nto, he sold 87 Govermaent-owned cors for 333,902, 34
He began cuts inthe nunmber of Ontexio Provinecial PYo0lice,
masigtrates and Juctices of thie Peoce., ile dismissed aevefal
provineislw-appointed officlals of thce oronto Jolice
Comnimion. . |
31. Globe, June 20, 1934. , \
32, Tenry %o Ferguson, Jun. 21, 1934 (quoted by .icenty, op. eit. 313

33. Current Biogra hy, %2. eit., p. 377
32. CuhoBe, 1934, p. 18
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He set about to re-urgunize goveruuens dupartnontas
angeorporutions. He recuestel tie rotirazents of severcl
sciior ofrizers of the IHydro uLlectiic Zo.or Jowrission,
incluling; the Choedrnien, €. ior .njineer, vniei wolisitor
and sever:l Couissivners. lie re-corjinized tie vepuxrtnents
of Tabour, liealth, A riculture and Lando aud iorests., There
vere forty-two dionissels fron 6o Jepurtnent of Ao riculture
alone, 35 Hepburn instituted nany _overmient investigusionu
the 108t fasous of wviilch vere the Liquor tiloll-Gate' In uiry,
ke St., Patrick'’c Lleoction Inguiry, Bie L. und ii.ve Liailioy
Inquiry, ihe Onterio .Ar vervices In uiry aad ile .dugara
varzs Cowusission Incairy. Preuier ilenry's puwrclicse of
bJnuis of thie untario Fouver uervice Cororation of uvatario
ves also investigated. ihe Cormxdssion Judsed Georye
ilenry'.. position to be untenablo but a0t recuiring legul
vetion,

llapburn soon set about to solve tue liquoxr (uestiovi,
As he had pronised durinz the canpei.n, the Governnent
immediately proolnined the bemr and w7ine mousure which
had been sut throuzh the 1934 session by the Cvnservi.ilves.
The local opntlon was retained and tae Governaunt pronlsed to
shore the profits with the municipalitles, Iliepburn would

not, however, allow any beer or wine referendun. He clainmed

35. go_{\_-ga, (1935‘1936), P 203



14.

that "such a referendu: does not settle tho question; 1t
only sggravates it. Mo wet sections of Ontario will be
allowed to enforce thelr opinion on the Jdry sections and
convorsely no Jdry s.otions will unforoe thoeir vicws on ‘the
wet soctions. Thoy geograhy of this Jlrovince is suci
thet we can't settle this b:...ng with referenda. I belleve
absolutely in the princisle of local option, and any
rudeipality whioch petitionsc for a vote nay vote itself fron
wet to dry, or fron dry to wet as it wishes. Ihut is the
Govermnent’s policy. Let me repeat thet certainly there
will be no “rovinecial wide reforendum in Ontario.” 36
Hepburn then besan negotietions wlth the Federal
Governnent over relief payments; By August 10, 1934, the
Zdnister of 2ublic Viorks, David Croll, was able to
announce a new relief slan for thoe province. It was bused
on the principle of "relief to workera, notiinzg to shirkers".
On Septenber 26. Croll announced thot there would be "no
nore relief shoppers in Ontario.” 37 The residence
recuirenents for recinients of relief in a nunicipality
was- ralsed frqﬁvthree nonths $0 one year, On Ootober 25,

crbll announced o drastle re-orguniiation of the 014 Age

ensions, and on Liovember 1, he pledged the province to

36, C.heR., (1935-1936), p. 203

37. Gifbe, Sgptember 27, 1934
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independent actiorn with regard to unenployment insurance
if the Dominion failed to sect. It was also announced that
the muniecipalities were relieved of the burden of paying
25% toward Provincial hishway costs.

In 1935 iesburn announced that :he Governnent was
instituting a new roé.d-building srogra. from Toronto to
Pembroke. All recipients of relief wers cxpected o worlk
"llo work, no relief," he said. Ihe Gowrnment also begun
a can»aizn to induce jobless nmen to work on the fexms. | it
wags intinated that during- the harvust seaion all ablew
bodied nen would be strucik off the relief ioles. It was
decided tiat the relief rosrann would be Jui on 2 pPay=a8e—
you=go busis. There would be nv further borrowing for ree
lief purposecs. Is‘urthér:aore, new taxation foi relief
expenditures wez;e predicted. llovever, the Govirmnent
furither oased the burden on the municipalities Ly inereasing
the per ocapite relief grant of all solvent nunivipalities
by $5,00 per nonth and of banicrupt nuniocipalitios %o $7.50
per month, 38 Hepburn carded on a continuing coitrovarsy
with Ottawa over his efforts to get theA Federal Governnleg
t0 accent nore and 1:101;0 responsibility in cexrryin: the buru.p

of relief and unemployment insurance in the country.
U .

A

38. C.A.R., (1935-1936), p. 195
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Hepburn also had to face the issue of public aid
and corporation taxes for separate schools, During the
election campaign he had made no definite committment

one way or the other on the question, but he did say

that he would give the Catholic ratepayers a falr hearing:. 39
By April, 1935, Hepburn was still procrastinating dut this
is perhaps understandable sinece the issue was political
*dynamite’, He sald, "Plans are complete to make & thorough
study of the whole problen., Ve recognize thet an inequelity
exists., This has been recognized by previous Governments

in the naking of additional grants to separste echools. A
practical solution should be applied and tiat is the problen
that we nust solve as soon as possible.® 40 . sincerely
believed that this inequality was unjust, but he faced
serious opposition within Liberal ranks €0 a nore equitable
distribution systen. In the Speoch fron the Throne on
February 11, 1936, the Governnent notified the Legislature
of its intentions to introduce anendnents o the Assessnent
Act. PFinally, on April 3, 1936, the Govermnent infroduced
& bill "to provide that Cor..orations which poy divide their
daxes between public and separate schools in proportion to
the ratos of Roman Catholle and Frotestant shareholders
shall be obliged %o do so in future." 41 Alfhoush the bill

39. ilcKenty, op. git., p. 306
40, Globe, April 12, 1935
41. C.A.R., (1935-1936), p. 239




17.

-did not go as far as the lionan Cathollie ninority vanted, 1t
wenf :urther thon the public school suppoxrters wanted it to
go. The degreo of opposition is easlily ncasured by noting

tha@#&bnaegvativeb threaténed to repeal the legislation when
they rotufned t0 power.

The death of James F, ii1ll (Cons.) necessitatod a
by-election in iast Hastinzs on Decenbor 9, 1936, The
candidates were Dr. ilarold . Velsh, Cons., and Dr. HLarold
A, Boyece, Lib.,, DBoth iiepburn and the new Conservuiive
leader, Larl howe, speﬁt ﬁnch tine oémpaianing throuzhout
the ridinz. Considerable tinme was sreut in the discussion
of the mesarate school tox legiclation widoh hed fijured
rather prominentiy in +the eloction eanpa;gn along vwith
other provinciol issues. It was & severe blow to liepburn
when the Comservutive, Dr. Vielsh, memfx won by a 1angér
najority thun the Conssrvutives had won by in 1934. 42
He felt as thoush the 'little guy'® had betreyed hin,

During the by~electlion in iast Hastings the Conservatives
had proaised to press for the reeal of tho separate schools
act. In ilmrch, 1937, they noved t& implement this promise.
Hepburn wvas forced to agree thct it had not been a satisfactory
solution. Vhile accousing the Conservatives of fonenting
relizious strife in the East Hastings by-electlon campaign,
Hepburn qoncluded, *I say, ix, Speaker, thut it is my
42, 1,136 as compared to 418 ( C.A.Re, 1935-1936, p. 208)
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responsibility now to foreatall at whatever cost the possibility
of a religious war in tLis Province. I an nan enouéh to
stand up in this Legislature and swallow vwhat is a very
biltter pill." 43 The bill was repecled and the separate
schools issue was back where it started.

Hepburn also faced the problen of the power contraofs
- of the Hydro-Electric Power Comuission of Ontario (H.ueP«C.0.)
It will be recalled that during the 1934 electlon canpaign
he threatened to cancel these gontracts. In 1935 Hepburn
introduced legislation cancelling four contraets with (uebee
power conpanies. iie noted severul objeotionable features:
pagumsnts had to be nade in US funds through the Hew Yerk
noney markth, Ontario power purchaeses were subjeot to
increased taxation by the Province of Luebec, they were
subject 0 limitution by the 2rovince of Quebec acuinst
exportation, and nost inportunt, much power was purchssed
but not used. In Decenber, 1935, two of these conpanies,
the Gatineau and the llcLareneluebes Power Companies, signed
new contracts o supply power at a reduced rate, but the
other two imstituted court action, The courts found
the Ontario 1935 Bill ultre vires and found in favour
of the %wo powsr conpanies for approximately$500,000 ecch, 44

43. 8.A.i., (1937-1938), p. 173
44, lIbid., p. 152
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Hepburn replicd by launching appeals ageinst these decisions
and pessed protective legislation providin; imunity for
H,E.PyCoO0. and thus prevented collection on either Judgnont,
By June, 1937, new contracts were signed with boith companies
and all court action was dropped.

Hepburn faced strong oppositiou within his own

province and within his own party over the power coantracts.
ilany fea;'ed. it would destroy Ontaxio®s oredit on the world
noney narkets, On December 7, 1935, the iliall and Enpire
said, "Hope now lies in the prospect of disallowance at
the hands of lir. ilackenzie King." 45 I{epburn knew thaot
disallowance was & distinot possibility, but on the sume
date he declared, "both ir. King and .ir. Bennett declared
in their canpaign speeches that they would do not..ing of
the kind. If they do disallow, however, I have only ouo
r'8course = ‘t;hat_ is to dissolve tihe liouse and present the
issue to the people, This I an quite willing to do." 46
King did not interveno and so the people were not asked
to pass Judgnment.

Shortly after Hspburh announced nis intention to
cancel the power contracte the Ontorio Govern_ent issued

$15,000,000 in Government bonds, but they could find no talers.

45. :ail snd Bmpd é, December 7, 1935.
46, GC.h.R., (193761938) p. 198
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Hepburn clained thet "the financlul interesti undertook

to disecipline thoe Govermnent of Ontario becuuse of thoir
atcnd on the power jurchase cucstlon." He sold, "the plain
question is whetlier the country is to be governed by elected
repregentutives or by the dictators 1n coantrol of the
nachinery of noney." 41 Reaoting egulnst this gelfestyled
persecution, he advocated nationalization of the Bank of
Can.da. Ile created further consternution in finaneial
cirecles by advocating refunding of all jovermaentel bond
issues at 3%. ile was at his eloyuent best when he believed
hingelf beset by nmysterious forces in powerful places.
ilowvever, he ias also splitting the Liberal party by

causing an irreparable breach to divide himeelf and

the *0lde-line’ Liberals,

Gne of Hepburnfs favourite torgets was John L, Lewis,
president of thé American-based C,I.0. (Congress of Industrial
Organizations)., The C.I.0, "'as forned in the United States
in 1935 to protect the lnterests of +the workors excluded
by the craft unions like the A.F., of L, By 1937 it wase
rea&y t0 enter Ontario, bub this Ilepburn was deternined
to fight. Ils spoke of a “"Red tide® which muat bé beaten
baeck with every neans; of outside agltators® who had
he said, "reduced the U.b.A. to & state of anarchy." 48

47. GC.h.D., (19352936), p. 192
48. Current Biography, op. git., p. 37
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The first test of strength between Hejburn and the

C.I.0 occurred at a striie at thg Bele Goodrioch plant at
Kitchener. HHepburn vowed Ontario would tolerute no sit-down
strikes, This stand turned a projected sit-~down into &
walkout at the Gemersl liotors plants at Oshawa and \indsox,
organized by the U,A.N. Assoclation, a C.l.0, affiliate,
Hopburn mobilized a force of 300 provinclal police and swore
in 200 university students &s special police to suppress

the "Communist uprisfing” he professed to feer. These

actions led the Toronto Daily Star (April 14, 193%) to

suggest that "The fear of Communisn by wuieh iir, Hepburn

is trying to excite the people of this province is the

pretext that Faseiem is using in all countries as it pushes
its advances in its efforts to overthrow Denocracy." 49
Hepburn®s crusade seriously split the Ontario L?beral
pafty, J.B, Atkinson, Publisher of the Zoronto Daily Stuv,
becans an influventlal Hepburn opponent, David Crodl end
Arthur Roebuck, ftwo liepburn csbinet nministers, were asked
0 resisn because of thelr opposition o Government policy.
VVhen the Dominion Government expressed its disapprovel of
Hepburn's actions, he gountered only b, references to the

“yacillating, weak-knsed" King Government. 50

49. R, lorkness, 9p. git., p. 233
50. Current Biogrephy, op. gif., p. 379
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Hepburn also had sone powerful supporiters. George
llcCullagh, Publisher of the newlysor;anized Globe and iiall,
was at his side throughout tie entire fizht, Geory;s Drew,
tho Chairnan of the Ontario Conservoisive Party's Canpaign
Comnittee, supported Hepburn's stend. On ilsy 6, 1937, the

Toronto Daily Star reported that Drew and lepburn were

51

considering a Liberal«Conservative alliance, On decenber 3,

1938, Larl Rowe published a letter dated April 30, 1937,
confirning that George Drewy favoured the idea. Drew lost
any hope of carrying the Conservative part; with bin vhen
it passed a resolution in favour of gollective bargeining.
George iicCullsgh #ad a strong advocate €f a Hepburn-Drew
coalition becsuse it would be a bulwarck against the
encroachnent of the welfare state and thus protection of
his concept of "{true Liberalisnm." 2

The Vindsor Star, e Hepburn supporter, quoted the

Prenier as telling ites correspondent, "The strike there
(at Oshawa) is merely & pawn in a ruch lurger gane." 23
The larger gane was to prevent the C.l,0, from organizing
the golde-niners., Roger Irvin, former seoretary to lavid
Croll, wrote in the Hation that the canpaigns egeinst
the Cal.0e wore dictated by gold-nining interests who had
persvaded lepburn o0 melks Oschawa the battleground. It is

51. Herkmess, 9p. git., p. 328
52, Ibid., D. 232
5.3 € :Ib.ig-‘ng P. 236
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worth noting that Uilllan H. Uright, the gold-nining magnet,
financed licCullagh's purchose of the Globe. Vhatever Hepburn's
notives, his interference prolonged the strilkes and couced
general labour unrest thrqughout the province,

- During the height of the labour agltution Hepburn
received a request fron the linister of Justice (Lrnest
Lapointe) requesting the withdrawal of the ReCeli.P. from
Toronto. Hepburn replied: ¥In view of the vaoilleting
attitude taken by your Government with res.eot to Federal
apsistance in case of illegal disturbances, we have decided
t0 depend no longer on Federal aid." >4 Severcl weeks efter
the gtrike settlenent, Hepburn declared his deterninstion
to oppose the C.,I1.0. and +the Federol Govermnnent: "I can
speak only for Ontario.... I an & reforner but I an not
a l'ackengie King Liberal any longef. I will tell the
world that and I hope he hears ne." 5%

This eplit with King was & oculnination of & proceas
which began shortly afier llepburn beceie Prenier of Ontario.
Hepburn believed that Ontario had become his political
satrapy after 1934 and that he alone was responsible for
the vietory. Ie olained most the the credit for the federal
Liberal sweep in 1935 and denanded the homage he felt his due,

GodkB
55. Zhid.
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Scarcely had the ballots been counted then lispburn wag
off to tell Xing whon he should appeint to hios cabinet.
He resented Federal Fiﬁance liinistor Dunning‘s refusal to
consider arbitrery reduction of the Publioc Debt. Iie
charged that the Dominion was attenpting to invade the
provincial field of taxatlon with regerd to incomes and
nining, He attacked King when the Federal Government
refused to approve the export of hydro=electric power
and the diversion of water fron Hudson Bay to Lake Superior.
He opposed King'’s plan o Join with {the United States
' considered
in the S+4. Lawrence River developnent. le Seds it a
personal insult when King refused 0 eappoint o Hapburn
crony to the Senate. %% 1940, he had a n@tion censuring
the Dominion way effort pessed in the Ontario Leglslature
and joined with Guebec Prenier, ilaurice Duplesais, in
defenss of provincial rights., He was probably the nost
ifritating thorn in King's side.
Xing in turn believed Hepburn wes & densgzosue, &

fasciet at heart snd a threat to democraoy. His usual
policy was Ho publicly ignore Hepburn; however, he did
use Uepburan's nmotion of censure as ¢ause o call an election
in 1940, Hepburn received further rebuffs when the Federal

Liberal caucus re=gffirmed its confidenges in King and liaurice

Duplessis was defeated in 1840,
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Uhen Hepburn dissolved the Legislature on August 23,
1937, and issued writs for a General ilection on October
6, 8% least three najor quostlonr 1oomed as potential issuea
on which contesting Parties would appeal to the electors.
The Liberal paxrty stood mainly on 1ts record.and the pronise
40 continue existing polioies. Those were: (a) continued
opposition to the attempts of forelgn "Babowur agliators®,
typified by the C.I.0, to invade the Ontarioc field:; (b) con-
tinued efforts o collect Succession dutics wrungfully withhelds
(e¢) continued pay-as=you=30 finmncial policy, reflected in
the 1937 Budget; (da) further progress in the field of social
legimlation, indluding a neasure to inaugurate unenployment
insurance; (e) further measures t0 reduce real estaite and
other taxetion and %o encourage home buildingy (f) e
natural resources progren w.ich ingluded reforestation and
£ish pro .agation and (g) measures 0 inereese Onturio’s
tourist trade. 56

The Conservatives took issue wlth oot of the planks
in the Liberal plaitform. The Comnservutive leader, wuarl
Rowe, »romiged to free the H.E.PeCol0s from "political
donination and control." The Comservutives supported

tackenzie King®s plen to develop the 5%, ILewrence Seuwey,

560 go ol — 2 (1937"‘1938)9 P- 176

L




26

a project wvehemently opposed by lisphurn. The ¢onserva%ives
wrged free assodiation for the worker but pronised defeunse
of law and ordér. Rowe stated: "It is and bas been for
nany decades, & Pfact that both oaéital and lebour are
international in their organization. Aocordingly, the
right of the worker t¢bslonz to the union of his own
choosing, Canadian or International, oraft or industrial,
is fully established." 2! During the csnpaizgn, CeL.Os
union representatives appeared on the platforn with
Conservative candidates.

The C.C.F.,under the direction of J.U. '.oodsworth,
nade an attenpt to establish itself in Ontario durinu the
1937 election canpailgn. Thelr en hasis was on egononic
and social welfare neasures. In addition the canpaign saw
an avtenpt o establish a fourth partj-through a nerger of
United Farner and Lazbour nembers with a smell nunmber of
Comrmnist adherents, including Tin Buck, Gunerel Secretory
of the CGommunist Party of Canada, as cbeervers. This
prompted lepsburn vo state that the reeruiting of police
(during the C.I,0. Incident) had not been for Oshawa doune
bus for Communist wprisings in Hanilton and Toront0.58

During the elketion cempaign macikenzie Xing did nothing
$0 either hamper or id the proviacial Liberzl cause. Although

Wing and the majority of his Cabinst were noticeably abasent

57. Globe and ilail, Aususit 27, 1937.
58. G.lieile, (1937-1938) p. 177
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fron lepburnis Ottawa‘rally, there was no prouibiition on
aiding the Ontario Premsir. iiost of the Ontairio Federal
idnisters took an active purt in promobing the Liboeral
catise, One proninent exce tion was the lledexal .ilunistber
of Labour, Norman Hogers. Vhile Logors spoke in favour
of the Provinecial candidate in his home riding of Xinjston,
he did not refrain from attacking Hepburn’s stand on the
Cela0, Rogers glso spoke in favour of Arthur Roebuck,
who had been disnissed from the &Govermnent by Hsepburn.

The voters returned the liepburn Governmeat 10 psoswer
with a losa of only three seuts. 59 There were several
interesting results which show both a consistency and &
contradiction cn the part of the voters. ligat of the third
paxrty repre&eﬁﬁativas were defeated. 50 The Liberals lost
geven seats including those of twoe esbinet ministers,51
but they took three seats from tho Conserv. tives end one
from the C.C.F, Hepbuwrk hinself was gilven an increased
rmajority. Peredoxieally, ithe two fgwmer ..dnisters who
kad broken with Hepburn over the C.I,0, igsue, David Croll

and Arthur doebuck, alsc returned with inoreased npjorities.

59. See Aporendix, (Cel.B., 1937-1935, p. 178)

60, Tho U,F,0, member, Farqubar Oliver, end the Libheral-Progysessives
wers congisbent gupporters of the Liberal party aand wers nob
opposcd by Liberal candidates.

5l. Peel ~ Dencan larshall, [inisbter of Agriculture
Vest Hagiingo = Dr. J,A. Foulkner, wdnigter of Health
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Liberal Gordon Conant gained a 2,000 mote majority in
Oshawe, the site of the C.l.0, atrike (although the
Conmbined vote of his Conservative and C.C.F opponents
exceocded his total),

There wes also a paradox in sone of the Conserveotive
results., Conservative leader, liarl Rowe, was defeated in
Simeoe East. The rebel from the Rowe Gamp, George Drew,
was also defeated in his riding, Wellington South. George
Henry was re~elected with the smallest majority in his
twonty=Lour years in Provincial politics,

It is difficult to draw any final conclusions ox
cbjective asseassnments of Hepburn because no detalled
study has been made of his life. Tho papers of mosd
of the prinecipals of the Hepburn ere are uncvailable sinece
nost are still alive., It iz likely thet nmany of the
longer-lasting efects of his years in pover are a result
of the posit=1937 years which are beyond the scope of this
PaDeY.

Hepburn appocrs 50 bs a pro&uet of his tines. le
voiced the resentuent and the suspicions a3 well as the
hopes and aspiveslons of small town and rurel Onbario.

He led the last fight against the forces of sociesy wuich

were swamping the *1little pguy? end talkiag evwsy his fresdon

VIRHTI
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and independence. The world was beooning nore complicated
and nore frighteninz and nore impersonal. Progress required
many sacrifices; it was He)burn®s role to volce the anguish
people felt at paying the price.

tliteh Hepburn had many virtues. He was wayn-hearted,
loyal to his friec@ds and éomnanded effection where others
commanded only by strengﬁh. 62 He had & deep concera for
the average citizen of Ontario. He fought the C.Il.0, not
just because it threstened the gold-nining interests, but
because he saw it as a threat 4o the entire structure of
Ontario society. Although he no doubt created bogeyd with
his crys of ?'Red esgitators', 1t nust be remenbered that
Conmunist subversion was considered a definite threat
during the ‘thirtieé.

Hepburn's faults, unfortunately, compounded the
reel problens rather than solved then., He wes foc bluni,
prejudiced, sus)iclious, egotistical and partisan o be
congidered a sugcessful public servant, Severacl incidents
can be cited to show the pettiness o0f the man, He osbteniatiously
travelled with & group of bodyzuards and drove throush Ontario
gtrests in an arcouraed caxr, He onees replicd to the criticisns
of a group of pronianent United Church clergynen by celling

thon “peelne-ginging sanctinonious proachoers in Toroato whe

62. EGlobe end (amil, January 6, 1953.
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have lost touch with public sentiment," 63 In April, 1939,
at tho Ontario C.C.I'. convention, Professor Georgse Grub.,
editor of the Canadian Forum, s oke in support of the C.C.F.
notion characterizing "present Defense estimates" as "a wvaste
of publiec nmoney in the interests of British Inperielisn*
and suggested that the money be used to aleviate the
unemployment problem. Hepburn called Grube "this foreigner,
casily discerned by his neme" and demanded that he be
immedzately disniased

SRER Xy fronm his employment "for spealing
disparagingly of the British Empire." 4 Hovever, it is

even nore discouraging to note that George Drew supported
this view and that no one in the Legislature protested.
Perhaps it was this atnosphere prevailing throughout Ontario
socicty during the *th&itles wiiich allowed Hepburn to
be s0 successful at the polls,

Hepburn'®s two landslide viotories a)_.ear to0 have
had no lasting effect on voting patterns. 65 e Liverale
falled to build up a coaltion of the voting groups wilch
had been res_.oasible for thelr electlon in 1934 and 1937.
Hepburn?s antielabour crusades sre partly responsible for this,
“hen %the crucial labour vote grew repidly duriag an3f§§§

var, it went o the Conservaitives end to the C.C.T.

63, Current Biogra by, op. eit., p. 378
64, IHumphrey Carver: “oPremiecr Hepuvuran and the iSrofessors®, Canadian

~Forun, Vol. 19, ley, 1939, pp. 40-41
65. Dennig I, Urong: Op. ik, Pe 399
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Hepburm was & talented denagogue who oconmbined both leftist
and rightest appeals to the eleotorste. The provincial
Liberal pcarty failed to becone & political force inde,endent

66 Perha.pé his moest lmportant

of his personal magnetisn.
legavy is that‘ thex party he fashioned has not been able

to gain power in the twenty-two years since he left office.

66, Dennis H. \irong, 9p. git., p. 400




APPENDIR

Ontorio Election Resulis

1929 1934 1937

Seats JYotes Seats Votes  Seats  Votes

Liberal 15 323,509 66 754,000 64 793,000
Liberal~Progressive 5 37,500 4 38,000 2 17,081
 Conservative 83 586,000 17 621,000 23 627,000
U.FaO, .e 1 8, 5004 1 7,300
C.CoF. .o ~ 1 108,000 .o 71,744
Faramer~Lgbour ce . secoons . 14,700
Iabour .o .o secssas .o 11,700
Socialist-Labowr .. .o veensee oe 2,290
Indenendent e 1 28,950 .o 4,000
Communists - .o 9,715 .o 404
Others o .e ssesees " ee 9,500

Total 1,011,000 1,561,825 1,571,434
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