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This is an important speech for me because it
marks a kind of anniversary. It wss to a Canadian Club
that I gave the first public speech of my life seventeen
Years ago now.

At the time I was working for Chatelaine Magazine.
I was in my early twenties, trying to look like the very
model of a lady magazine editor and that day I was carrying
white kld gloves, wearing an expenslve French hat covered
in green silk flowers on top of my bouffant hairdo -- and
Teeling asbsolutely scared out of my wlts.

This fear was lnduced partly by an encounter I'd
Just had in the hotel lobby a few minutes before the lunch
began. I had been introduced to s federal politicisn as
the Ottawa Editor of Chatelaine. He had regponded to thig
Information with & loud guffaw and the remark, "My God, that's
a riot! -- the only thing funnier than the Ottawas mditor of
Chatelaine must be the Ottawa Editor of Wee Wisdom."

I remembered hls remark recently when I was getting
ready for this speech and I began to think about how much
thlngs have changed for me in those seventeen years. I don't
wear flowered hats anymore and I don't own white kid gloves.
And for many years I have been writing about politics in
publications that are read by both men and women. And nobody

thinks it's a riot. Or even a personal peculigrity.
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In fact some of the most interesting political
Journalists in the country now are women -- Sandra (wWyn,
Marjorie Nichols, ° Mary Trueman,
Lise Blsgonette -- and nelther their positions nor their
perceptions are seen as funny by anybody that I'm aware of,
least of all the politicians they're describing. The truth
is that in those seventeen years things have changed for
all of us and the topic I've chosen today -- Sex and Power
in Canadian Politics -- 1s a means for me of examining some
of those changes.

When the Canadian Club asked me last spring to
give this télk I knew I had chosen a grabby title, as we say
in the publishing business. But just how grabby I didn't
realize until this last fall when Saturday Night published a
plece called The Sex Life of the Ruling Class. For anybody
here who missed 1t -- it was an article written by a professor
of history at the University of Toronto called Edward Shorter
who has a side interest in pop sociology and it gave his
highly personalized impressions of the sexuasl adventures of
the new Ottawa elite. Its appearance caused a greater uproar
than anything else the magazine has published in the last ten
years. The issue 1t appeared in sold out completely on the
newstands. We got scores of letters to the editor. And
everybody associated with the magazine from the receptionist
to the publlisher was - accosted by dozens of people

voicling their objections.
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The week the issue hit the newstands I was in Ottawa
myself for en interview with the Prime Minister. About an hour
after my session wlth him was over I was sltting by a window
in a hotel coffee shop on Albert Street talking to an o0ld friend
when a well-known Libersl Senator came walking by. As soon as
he spotted me he marched resolutely into the coffee shop and
over to our table and started to say in a volce that would have
resonated through the Senate's Red Chamber, "I Just want you to
know, Christina, that iI'm not upset, I'm not angry snd I'm
certainly not offended BUT" -- At this point my mind was racing
wildly trying to figure out what kind of unpardonable mistake
I had committed in the Prime Minister's presence. So I was
greatly relieved when the Senator got to the end of hls sentence
and 1t turned out that what he wasn't angry, upset, or offended
by wes Shorter's article. He Just thought it was sleazy, and
2 disgrace to the msgazine's dignlty and he wanted me to know
that he wasn't interested in reading about that kind of stuff.
Az Bob Fulford wrote later in Saturday Night, he's never met
50 many people In his life who weren't interested in reading
about a subject.

Shorter was describing the mating games of the
unmarried who are also powerful, which ig something of & new
phenomenon 1n Ottawa. But as s young politicisn said to me
defensively the other day, there 1s at least as 1lively a story
in what goes on with the powerful who are marrled. Certazinly
if you could flgure out how to do it and keep yourself out of the
law courts at the same time you could devote a fascinatingz hour
to a description of how things have changed in this area in the

last few yearse.



When I flrst lived in Ottawa the raclest scendal
on Parliament H1ll involved an MP who ran a hamburger stand
on Sparks Street in partnership with his secretary, who may
~ or may not - have been his mistress. This llaison reached
1ts climax, as 1t were, when they both were caught in the
Commons cne morning -- he in his seat and she in the gallery
-- smelling of fried onlons. After that early Age of Innocence,
the pace quickened and we had the Munsinger scandal which
titivated Canads for years and since then therefs been the
Francls Fox affair, the Mackenzle King revelatlons, the
Margaret Trudeau innuendos and a dozen other sub-rosa tales
about the unlikely amorous antics of some of the most unlikely
looking sober people until the point where frenk talk sbout the
sexual lives of public personalities hasg become a kind of
socliological phenomenon in Ottaws thgt's liable to ceuse the
rest of the country to bellieve the cspitel is turning into a
Gomorrah on the Hideau.

The conclusion I dresw from all this is whatever
pecple thought about Ned Shorter's views in Saturday Night --
or his menner of exzpressing them -- and most pecple disliked
both -- he obviously touched on a subject that's very sensitive
and very pertinent -- the subject of changing sexusl wores and

changing sexual behaviour pattemmns.
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I want to address myself to the same subject but
from a very different point of view. Becausze after Shorter's
plece ceme out I reslized that when I say Sex and Power in
Canadian Politlics, I really mean Gender and Power. What I
want to talk sbout is Why Men Have Power and Women Don't.

What Men Know About Politics that Most Women Never Dream Of.
About how 1t 1s thet a powerful men is sexy and a powerful
woman lis terrifying. About why -- after years of observing

the powerful,‘I am ready to belleve Henry Kissinger's dictum
that "Power 1ls the grestest aphrodisiac” bub’l reject the 1dea
Jacqueline Onassis once put forward -- that there are two kinds
of women -- those who want power in the world and those who

are content with power in the bedroom.

Mrs. Onassis made that remark when she was still
Mra. Kennedy back in the early Slxtles. And 1t seems to me
that there have been at lesst three phases in the relationship
of women to power gince then. The first was Mrs. Kennedy's
own era when there were only a few eXxceptional women in politics,
most of whom had to live according to the "every woman for
herself and God help the rest syndrome" -- and power in the
bedroowm was all that even the most beautiful and accomplished

could aspire to. Though -~ 1f you believe 8ll the stories

publlished since about President Kennedy's libidinous proclivities .-

power in that particular bedroom seems to have been shared

rather widely.
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The second phase was the flowering in the late Sixties
end early Seventleg of the Liberation Movement when sisterhood
was a heady ldea, consclousness raising was going to elter the
world -- and women thought they would get power simply by pointing
out to men how unfalr the current social structure seemed to them.

The third phase is the one that we're in right now.

What I call the reallistic phase ~~ the phase when a few women
have ssid, Okay, let's stop (whining,)marching, petitioning and
cajoling men and start working towerds real power ourselves.

Before I go on it might be a good idea to define what
I mesn by power. For a lot of people it means dominstion -- which
may be why so many men are afrald of the idea in connection with

by hordes of hardened harples.)
women -~ they feel they will be overwhelmed /” 1I'm using it, though,

in the sense that most sociologists do when they're describling
power in a democracy -- as the ability to get things done -- to
mobilize resources, to lead people,td effect change, to achleve
goals, to be able to deliver to your followers some of the things
they're expecting of you. Power is centrsl to politics. TIt'sg
what 1t's all about. |

In this sense very few women have power in Canada. and
until very recently a surprising number of people believed in Lhe
sexual segregationist argument that women aren't interested in
power at all -- that as Gloris Steinem once said sardonlically --

there must be something in women's genes that makes them prefer to lLe

to be pushed around.:
ordered about, that biologilcal destiny mesns women want / This burns

out to be no more fundementelly true than many other ancient wythe:

£

that women enjoyed sex less thsan men, for instonce, or thot if

they were sllowed to vote the politieal syster would be destroved.
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Women clearly are atbtracted to power -- it's just
that they have traditionally felt that they had to marry it
themselves / girl Fridays./
for serve it orattach /~ to 1T in some other way as secretaries or /

-- and you can see remnants of this attitude still in the ways
women relate to party politics. At any kind of political
gathering these days -- at policy

workshops, leadership conventions, election rallies ~- women

are very much in evidence. Women of nearly every age group and
in every kind of get-up. Women. who are esger-eyed, hard-working,
well-informed -- but when you get right down to 1t, essentially
powerless.

Despite thelr burgeoning numbers, most women are still
relating to politics in a couple of fundemental ways -- as
political wives or as backroom party workers. Within these
categories women may have won some small victories -- or at
lezct made some vigible changes. Politlesl wives, for instance,
are no longer all the docile crestures in navy blue pumps who
inhablited the Parliamentery Wlves Assoéiation lounge when I
first went to Ottewa. It's unthinkable now that a pollitical
wife would meekly accept the kind »f behavioural rules that wuere
drswn up in the Diefenbaker era by the Spesker's Wife, and
iszued in mimeogrephed form to Members' wives telling them what
to Wear, where to entertain, how to telk and how to hand out
calling cards -- all advice glven in the line of busginess,
their business being 'support your husband if it kills you,
the sezt you save may be your own.' As we 21l know very well
some politicel wivew® now worxk in thelr husbands' offlces, pursue

thair studies or thelr careers, even leave home and
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shoot off thelir mouths whenever they feel like it.

I'm not sure what's been geined for -. women in

the process. Certaluly the political wives who stick
with thelr traditional supportive role -- and that's
stlll the majority ~- are coping with the same frustratlons
thelr predecessors experienced. They quickly discover
that marrying power 1s not what they'd been led to
expect -- 1t may bring them an instantly recognizable
ldentity alright but the identity is their husband's.
Some women handle this situation superbly -- and some
can't handle 1t at all. They turn to martinis straight
up, or love affalrs flat out, or to identifying so
clogsely with thelr husband's power plays that they are
no longer really sure of who they are. I remember once
watching the highly iatelligent wife of a powerful
minister go into a small tantrum at an embassy party
because she hadn't been seated according to protocol..
"Don't they know -- don't they know," she kept saying
in outrage, “"that I'm the HMinister of the Wife of Finance?"
A psychiatrist would have called that a Freudian slip --
I'm inclined to look on 1t as symbolic of a minor

Canadlan tragedy.
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Still in the other tradltionzsl area -- the area of
behind-the-scenes organlzational work -- women have had what
has to be described in the circumstasnces as a kind of minor
triumph. Whereas they used to fetech the coffee, make the
sandwlches and write the You-Vote-At post cards -- now they
are fetchlng the coffee, making the sandwiches, writlng the
post cards -- and dolng an impressive share of the canvassing,
serving as riding delegates to conventions, getting elected
to party assoclation executives -- and in an lncresasing number
of ridings durlng the last couple of elections, actually serving
a8 campalgn chalrmen. One step up the ladder of politicel
gervice jobs are the executive assistants and special assistants

to cablnet minlsters -- jobs thsat

in the past have been a training
ground for male politiecians on the rise. In Ottawa now there
2ve thirty ministers with twenty-elght executive assistants
/junlor
~-- of whom three are women -- and one hundred aznd nineteen of the more
speclial assisteants, forty-nine of them womnen.
Through the kind of touzh, largely selflesn wori women
do In these backup jobs, they 2re becoming lacreasingly indispensable
to party machines aand they are acquiriag more and more pollitical
moxie in the process. But for the uasost part, the frilte of thair
l=bor in terms of realized power has yet to acerus to them either

~ Individuals or as = sex. Becauge when you move one further

5

arucial step us the political ladder to those heighte where resal
nower is at least & possidbility -- you find relatively few .ohnen
ctill. Thevz are now ten wopen in the Houss of Coumnoms, three of
tham in the cabinet -~ sand this iz more than ever vefore in our

history.
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But when you consider thet it ig nesrly sixty years
since the fivst woman was elected to the House and the ten seats
held by women represent slightly less than four percent of the
parlliamentary seats svailable, with the other 96
per cent held by men -- 1t's-clearly evident that the male power
bastions have yet to be successfully stormed.

The response of mogt male politicians to this kind of
statistic ls a soothing one. They say Look, it's slaply a matter
of time. We are all receptive to women -- in fact we want them
as candldates. There are no constitutional barriers to women
holding any political office. A woman can be prime minlster.

A woman ecan be President of a party executive, A woman can be

a behind-the-scenes advisor -- any day now we'll see a female Keith
Davey or a female Lowell Murray wheeling and dealing in the
back rooms. All you have to do is wait. Apart from the difficulty

Davey, there are other fallacies to this argument./ negatively./
of imagining a female Keith / MWiost politlclzed women respond to it /

They figure that 1t will teke more than time -- it will tske o
minor reﬁolution for women to share equally in
polltical life.

Any woman who has had some experience in thas field
quickly reslizes that politics is a mals worid, a kind of sub-
culture. From centuries of experience men understand political
powz2r. They know how to gzo after it. How to use it and how to

share it., And women don't know any of these things.
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In the last fifteen years or so several social sclentlsts

have made studles of this phenomenon. And their conclusion is
that in political parties as well as in business corporations
women heven't had power because they don't understand it. 4and
because they don't understand it they can't get it. It's a
Catch-22. A vieious cirele. In order to trenslate thls resesrch
into the dally reality of Csnadien polities, what I'm going to do
1s describe a typical contemporary male politiclan's career and
show you what kind of man succeeds in the party power game.

Let's call this guy Frenk 3Sure Success. Frank is in his
late 30s now. He grew up in an upwardly mobile English-Canadian
family with a father who was a pllot in the Second World War and
who made a comfortable living in the widget business in the
Fiftles while Frank and his brothers were young. There was s lot
of political talk in the Sure-Success house -- Frank's father had
strong opinions about C.D. Howe and Dongld Fleming and all the
regt of the good oldlboys and the famiLy always listened to fhe
CBC news. Frank was a solld student and a good team player and
from very early on he was always getting elected to student
councils. By the time he went to the U of T he already knew he
wanted to be a blg-time lawyer and decided to join the campus
Liberzl Club as a first step in aligning himself with the comers
of his generation. In the '62 electlon, when he was still a
student, he canvassed a poll for Mitchell Sharp in Bglinton and
in 1963 he volunteered in Sharp's riding office as a full-time
worker for the duration of that winning campaign. A couple of
years later when another minister waes looklng for an executive

agsistent, Sharp remembered Frank and recommended him as s young
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bring on side.
man to / 0 Frank spent two years in Ottawa, making friends

with the other E.A.s, who were also comers, llke John Roberts,
now the Secretary of State, Jinm Coutts, now the PM's principal
secretary, Mlke McCabe, now the head of the CFDC, Andre Quellet,
now the Minister of Publicﬁ%lg%é the Bl1ll he concentrated on
making himself an expert in one or two lmportant policy areas,
and on understanding the workings of his minister's department.

In the sixty-elight leadership campaign Frank worked
for John Turner -- lots of his friends . - were at
the convention, many of them supporting other candidates but
when 1t was over there were no herd feelings. After all, they
all felt. part of the Liberazl Teéam and winning big with Trudeau
was easy to take.

had

In the meantime, Frank/Joined a big Toronto law firm
and began to absorb the rules of corporate powsr. He dressed
well and went to a lot of political meetings, exercised at the
Cambridge Club and mafried the daughter of one of his firm's
senlor partners. She was conditioned to accept the fact that
Frank talked on the phone constantly to hils cronies about political
issues and kept in touch with his mentors in Ottawa -- mostly with
Turner who was famous for his early morning phoning-around-the-
country ﬁgaiﬁﬁ5§%§§g§%g-a been loyal to the last basllot in 'é8.

In 1973 all this paid off and Frank was asked to
chalr the Liberal policy convention, and the next year when

Sengor Keith Davey invited him for lunch st the Inn. on the Park

to discuss contesting a seat, he had already made up his mind.
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When he aﬁd Davey got through the ritual jokes about
the Argos and the Leafs, the conversation was short and sharp.
Frank sald yes he would run -- but not in Broadview where there
was a strong NDP imcumbent. What he wanted was the nomination
in Mr. Retiring Cabinet Minister's seat where the Liberals had
won three out of the last four times and where his chances were
good even in a difficult year. 8o that's what he got. And that's
why he was elected. And that's how come two years later, having
served as a parlismentary secretary, he began to appear in the
Press as sure-flre cabinet material -- as the representative
of a new generation, & hot-shot, with all the right connections.

I'1l leave him there pickled in parliamentary press
gallery prose and let you guess whether he ever made it or not.
But just before we move on -- let me dangle one further clue
about Frank's chances: Jimmy Coutts -- the Prime Minister's
right-hand man -- has been playing plano at his partles since
1964,

Now there sre dozens of permutations of Prank Sure

Success. Sometimes he's a guy who grew up in the Maritimes

and got invelved wlth the Tories there and expects to ride into

power with Joe Clark, whom he knew when they were both members
Conservatives./
of the young/ Sometimes he is a former Saskatchewan farm boy who

went into the apgribusiness after college and caught the eye of
Alan Blakeney.But whatever hls gpecific roots are, Frank Sure
Success is a type. A male politiecsl type. Which means there

aren't any Susan Sure Successes for very obvious reagons.
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First off, women Jjust haven't had the kind of social

training that a Frank gets. They have never learned how to
operate in groups. They heven't learned how to be self-assertive
or how to be team players. .They have learned how to be nice and
how to be dependent, how to smooth over arguments. Secondly,

few women think of educating thewmselves for a political career.
They have rarely gone into law or business which are the training
grounds for power elites. If, as students, they were interested
in soclal change they were liable to go into socizl work or to
hang around with a guy who was into Marxism and hash. Thirdly,
those few women who became politically active while very young were
liable to spend their time at party conventions adorning the
hospltality sultes, hoping to dazzle the comers like Frank. By
the time they're in thelr thirties, if they're still politically
engaged, they tend to do the routine work in the committee rcoms
instead of getting out front where the connections and reputations
are made. Lastly, if they do decide to run they're rarely
coafldent enough or shreﬁd enough to go after the cholce seats.
They wait to be asked or they agree to be gacrificial lambs,
running in the hopeless rldings that so many women candidates

have contested in the last 30 or 20 years.

Xhen they run, they rarely have 2 network of political
contacts to draw on or Years of personal favors to cash in for
fund-raising help or organizational strength or policy advice the
way a Frank Sure Success does. They don't have a wife to =ive
dinnzsrs for them, to ward off the boresg and crazies at political
gatherings, leaving them free to wheel and deal. If by sore stroke

of zood fortune, some outstanding personal charscter strength,

some shift in the political winds -- if by sowe miracle in brief --

they overcome
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these drawbacks and do get elected -- and remember we have ten
miracles in the House at the moment -- they face quite a different
situation from a man's once they get into office.

The pressures all politiclans are subject to these days

For starters

are intense -~ but for women the situation is worse./ they are
gossiped about and scrutinized as sexusl objects. Nobody warns them
about pitfallsdhey are usually without femsle role models to be
gulded by or male mentors to show them the ropes. If they meke
the kind of mistake that's inevitable with an inexperienced MP,
they are Immedlately pounced on and their fallings are inflsted
in the press and among their male colleagues. Even when they do
survive, women politliclans are constantly made aware that they've
charged a male preserve. Two of the most prominent young women
in polities now -- one a Conservetive and one s Liberal -- told
me recently(in separate conversations and in strict confidence
lest they be accused of party disloyalty)-- that they have never
yet seen any evidence that men want to share power with women.
Political men are essentlally male seperatists still. Parties
may have been forced by changing social clrcumstsneces into
accepting a few token women hut in the crunch, the men who run
them find really successful politiecal wonen frightening and tend
to close ranks to shove them back. You don't have to hear this
in confidence from active political women -- you can see it 211

the time in the limelight.
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Take the case of Flora Macdonald. She came into the
Conservative Leadership Convention in 1976 showing amazing
strength. A veteran of the Tory organization network with as
much political gavvy as any men in the country, she had attrascted
to her banner half a dozen important old Tory hands. But once
the conveuntlon got under way her show of strength scared both
the delegetes and the old Tory hands and by the time it came
to the first ballot she got roughly 100 fewer votes than were
promlsed her and 1t was downhill from there. After it was over
her loyallsts bltterly realized a lot of her initial support was
from the undecided power brokers who had been with her for the
interim as an acceptable loser candidate until they could figure
out the surgﬁﬁf;ner and make the right leap.

Or let's think about Judy LaMarsh. She was undoubtedly
one of the biggest political asgsets the Liberzls had in the

popularity
Sixties. Bul despite her guts and her [/ she gave up polltics
under the pregsures of that all-male world, was forever
after characterized as erratic and nevef again called on to run
for offlice -- though god knows she wasn't half as erratic as
Bryce Meckasey and look what happened to him.

Thirty years asgo most people would have said that women
like LaMarsh and Macdonald were abberstions anyway(-- that a normal
woman 1s blologlically progremmed to be without an interest in or
sn aptitude for power.) But now soclologists are saylng that it's
cultursl conditioning that is at fault -- that women can leern how
to desl with power In the same way that men do 1f they're given the

chance. And despite the gloom of the statlstics I quoted earlier

there 2re czome hopeful gigns that this 1s whet's teking placee.
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There are younger women going into the political
system now who realize that politics is a career, and who are
ready to traln themselves for political success. Some of then
have law degrees or are reaching for business experience. Some
of them have become part of political networks. I could name
several women in thelr twentles and thirties who are going to be
influential in deciding the course of the two main parties in
the 1980s. They have realized that 1t's a good idea to contest
civic electlons to get experlence and a power base. They know
it's important to find a mentor high up the political pyramid;
They are heartened by the new Election Expenses Act which mesns
that funds will be available for them on an equal basls with men.
They even reslize that a woman in politics has to be as poker
faced as Cool Hand Luke and as beyond reproach as Csesar's Vife.

And all of these young women are smart enough to reallze
that full equality in the power structure won't happen in the
next year -- or even the next decade. B2ut I like to think they're
optimistic enough to hope -- as I do -- that if by some chance
I'm invited to speak to a Canadian Club seventeen years from now
that much of what I've been saying will sound =z2s out of date as

my flowered hat and bouffant haslrdo do to us today.



