
Proposed ElectoraL Districts of the Province of
British Columbia-
Resolved that. pursuant to Section 20 of the

Electoral Boundaries Readjustment Act (Chapter
31, Statutes of Canada 1964-65) consideration be
given by this house to the matter of certain ob-
jections to the followmng provisions of the report
of the Electoral Boundaries Commission for the
province of British Columbia, laid before the bouse
by Mr. Speaker on Wednesday, January 19th, 1966,
and to the reasons appearing in the said objec-
tions, bereinafier set forth.

The objectins to the provisions of the report are
as follows:
1. Throughout British Columbia the commission

failed to give due regard to special geograpbic con-
siderations, including the sparsity and density of
population of various regions of the province, wben
tbey set the boundaries in dividing the province
into, twenty-three (23) new electoral districts.

2. The commission failed to give proper apprecia-
tion and consideration to the accessibility of one
region to another region and to the size and shape
tbereof, in several of the rural electoral districts,
when determining the boundaries of the camne.

3. The commission failed to take into accouait,
and erred in holding that it could not take into,
accotit population trends as established since tbe
census of 1961: such trends should have been taken
into accounit by virtue of section 13 (c) (i) of the
Act, and would have resulted in substantial varia-
tions from the boundaries laid down in the Comn-
mission's report.

4. The commission failed to give due effect, and
erred in not giving due effect, to special comn-
munity of diversity of interests of the inhabitants
of varlous regions of the province as set forth In
section 13 (c) (ii) of the sald Act, with the recuIt
that areas with a community of interests with
each other have been separated as a recuIt of the
commissioner's report, and areas formerîy in-
cluded in constituencies or with areas with whlcb
they had a community of interesta are included in
constituencles or with areas with whicb they have
no community of Intereat.

5. The commission failed, in addition, to give or
psy proper attention to the principle of practical
leasibllity of a representative keeping in physical
contact with bis constituents and the constituent's
abllity to, make physical contacts witb their repre-
sentative. tbereby rendering adequate representa-
tion of the people in parliament a vlrtually im-
possible task.

6. Examples of the recuIts of the foregoing and
of the effects of the report to which particular
objection la taken are the following:

(a) The exclusion of the Williams Lake and
adjacent area from the interior rlding of Kamloops,
with which it has a complete community of interest,
and its Inclusion with a coastal area In a new
rlding, Includlng the Queen Charlotte Islands, the
Inland and coastal areas of the new riding having
virtually no interests In common, contrary to the
expressed wish of the community of Williams
Lake.

(b) The virtual merging of the former ridlng
of Okanairan-Revelstoke with the former rlding

23033-2831

4453
RediUstribution

of Kootenay Est, wlth the resuit that the comn-
munities of Vernon and of Fernie are inc]uded
in one riding. creating an ares not only without
community of interest, but quite impossible physi-
cally to serve properly.

(c) The exclusion of the Merritt-Nicola ares from
the Kamloops riding, wxth which it bas a historic
and complete community of interests, contrary to
the expressed wish of the community of Merritt.

(d) The exclusion of Quesnel fromn the former
Cariboo riding and its severance from Prince
George, with which it bas a community of inter-,
ests and commerce, and its inclusion with Kam-
loops, with which it bas minimal interests and com-
merce mn common, contrary to the expressed wish
of the community of Quesnel.

(e) The exclusion of the Queen Charlotte Islands
from the coastal riding of Skeena. with which they
have a community of interests, and their inclusion
in a new riding containing Williams Lake and a
vast interior ranchîng and dry belt ares, with
which they have nothing in common.

(f) The creation of a situation whereby the Wil-
liams Lake ares is excluded from the Kamloops-
Cariboo riding, while Quesnel is added in on the
north, although it is impossible for the member
for the riding to get f rom the southern ares of
the constituency to Quesnel in any practical sense
without going through about seventy miles of the
Williams Lake ares, in the new riding of Coast-
Chilcotin.

(g) The concomitant situation whereby the mem-
ber for Coast-Chilcotin. in order to get from the
coastal areas of bis riding (which themeelves
extend over some 480 miles) to the Williams Lake
and nterior area, will, in practice, have to drive
or fly another 250 miles from the coast, througb.
three other constituencies, including the Kamloops
riding, to get from, the one part to the other of is
riding.

(b) With respect to distances, it is essential not
only that It be practically possible for members
te, cover their constituencies, it la also s prin-
ciple to be followed that constituents should be
able physically to gain access to the member
to discuss business with him. In three constitu-
encies newly-created, the constituent who wlshec
to go to, do business wlth his M.P., from Powell
River to Williams Lake, from, Fernie to, Vernon,
or from Quesnel to Kamloops-or vice versa-will
face a return journey in the order of 820 miles.
800 miles, and 540 miles respectlvely. In other
words, given any time at aIl for the transaction
of business itself. a visit to, their M.P. for these
constituents would Involve a two- or three-day
undertaking.

Wi The failure of the commission to take into
account the relative rate of growth of the areas
of Vancouver ordinarily called the West End
and Kitsilano since the 1961 census. resulting in
the new riding of Vancouver Centre having a
presently estimated population well in excess of
the applicable limit.

(j) The commission failed to give due effect and
weight to the representations made and, in par-
ticular. failed to give effect to the quite reasonable
representations that if large areas of the formner
rldings of Vancouver Centre and Vancouver-Bur-
rard were to be combined into a new ridIng, that
the new riding be called Vancouver-Granvlle.
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