
THE TELEGRAM, Toronto, Tues., Nov. 5, 1963 Pa$e SeVen

ilNSIDE POLilTilGS
wffi€ffie ffiffiffiffituF-,ffi ffiffffiffiffiffi ffip

;': 6 rgade In Power: 'Authentic'
i ,. i Kgn€
lit
i l l ,TWO yEAI_S.+GO I attempted a book review of limning this prime minister. He is too immediate,
i,,, -l _4ttttU- Hailey's novel on Canadian politics, too flamboyant for state papers to be significant.
i,:, In High Places. It did not come off. although He took us over a high divid6 into a coloriul scene,
;r::: there u'ere. m_any_ drafts. My difficulty centred m-uch like the American circus al Washington.
lj o.n t-he insight Hailey-gaveof the below-the-surface The traditional British screen of dignified sanitity
i'i rivalry and personality clash within the parties disappeared, I believe, forever. 

-At 
least, Mi.

ii and the Cabinet. All this aspect of the Hailey Pearson and his Cabinet and his followers are
iii story circled.around the power and scheming of carrying on as though it is the same plot, in the
ii: the prime minister. same place, for the same audience.

iii The melodrama and corn of In High Places, It is obvious that Peter Newman has received.
:.,i , the inprobability of the story line. u'ere arir;' ior detailed information flom at least two members
,.  Ottau'a. \ 'et  thc novel had a gleam of the real of  the Diefenbaker cabinet on horr, ' i t  operatecl .

l l t ing. Ottar i 'a pol i t ics is much more than the Certainly three or four exccut ivc-assis[ants to
i  t i t ' l t . t ics artd legislat ion of Parl iament,  much ntore cabinet ministers have unburclcnecl to him. None

l i l ic l  than the rotr t ine of thc big bureaucracv. of  the information u'as nrvstcl ious ol '  unknorvn. I l
The heat ' t  of  i t  is the pr inte nt inister:  thc King, the has not been "the thins to r lo" to use i t .  Ncrvural

,  Bennctt .  the Pearson. the Diefenbaker.  Hai ley has. and l  sa.v "Bul l ) ' - fol  hirn."  He has openeci
,,: sensed this. So has Peter Newman. uo the basement of Canadien nolitirs Herpeffpriij sensed thls. So has Peter Newman. up the basement of Canadian politics. Hefeafter,

,lifri, t il :F;;;m qnar+crnqrttrfitnns ni -'

:  kaleiclscope of anccciote anrt  rumour'un" frer i i  l r f l l i r t - i r l l l lcc l rnd t l te pl 'cs-\ i i icr  at .  r io lk on the

i,,,, iUout Ao^ns of incidents of manl' rntu.pi.trtioil Blitlt: 
ntinister' \\ 'e have in the open nort' the nrid'

ir of .u..i,- action from diet to temper"to "i;;ith i; 20th century' North American practice of politics

:.:.i i;";;G.-i;h; Diefenbaker is not a riri:.iii.itii :.t,ll^it' The situation mav not be prettv but it
l ' i man. He expresses strong opinions; he has many EArrLt'

ti moods; he is intensely personal. His presence and Let me illustrate the validitv of Nervman's
;',, his actions, great and petty, almost d-emand. a approach with several examples irom his book.
l,: response. Thro-ughout- Itit .premiership, the Titey may seem petty. He nbtes the remarkabie
:ii responses came from all of us inside politics. increase in the uie of ice cubes .by the Members
;i Much of the criticism rolling arouncl peter g:lt:F the Government crisis last Januarv and

lii Nervrnan's Renegade In Porver i, r"uurrf lii.k'ili L:ll:ttt' 
MPs do drink liquor' 1o clo- cabinet

ii.i il;r;;h of-tr,is"unotficial ottarv, .oln..i'iirio"Jtt nrinjsters' Some drink heavilv, others less, but
r,;i the weird subsurface word of rh.";;;;;,"it; l::.tlg 

times of s.tress oh the Hill interminable

i. i  . i rpuig" t i i i i  ano the deadly,uurouiiur]" 'n'o* argumentsandvisitat ionsgoonintherooms'This
t:.: accurate is Nervman? I think "rriirinti." Ir i lt?:-1hu most notable period for drinking ttt-t!.t
iii il;t.;;;";; ihun "n..,,rate." I .r r'norv"p.iroi ]'it:::!tq^in- 

the- past six vears on the Hill'

i,,','o ,'i'o-rruiua,iiltttr xe'rman and.*ri'v'Jirr5*"'" lTfrTl^lf: #f;,.1"'interesting' 
and an integral

,, ';: obsessive interest in the Diefenbaker years. var u \

::;:::
;r::::

t:i.

I have listened to dozens of Tory MPs and
talked with most of the cast: the Pearkes, the
Grosarts, the Brunts, the executive'assistants, the
deputy-ministers, the newspapermen. So has Peter
Newman. Out of it he has grasped the unique-
ness of the period. This is the overwhelming
presence and influence of the contradictory per-
sonality of John Diefenbaker on even the minor
issues and people. This makes his book
"authentic."

Some say Nervntan has been unnecessariiy
harsh to l\{inisters such as Pierre Sevigny and
Noel Dorion. Most of us were aware, through
much more gory detail than Newman gives, that
these two men were mistrusted by their chief.
It was right to describe them as they were. The
other day I heard one loyal Diefenbaker Minister
characterize Newman's account of the eabinet
crisis and the notorious caucus where George Hees
pledged eternal loyalty as "wildly inaccurate."
Perhaps it is, as he remembers. But I was given
descriptions of both the crucial cabinet meeting
at the Diefenbaker home (where Douglas Hark-
ness announced his departure) and the caucus
where Gratton O'Leary unrolled his emotional
appeal for unity in the party. These came from
witnesses. They square with the Newman account.

TRUTH AND FICTION are often insepar-
able. Hailey's fiction and Nervman's fact have ihis
in common. They give a dimension tn n"' rari':. '

iti Unfortunately, it also makes much of the
t,,i book debatable. This debate may cause partisan
j':j to miss the straight, sound journalism of chapters
iii such as The Bill Of Rights, The Servile Press, and
;'ii The Fiscal Sins. There is nonsense about, that an
,j, accurate pbrtrayal of the period and its dominat-
iij ing figure must wait until the papers and docu-
,',, ' ments are available. In fact, this argument is
i:l irrelevant. Renegade In Power is not an encyclo-
lii pedia on the Diefenbaker years or even a source-


