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THE SITUATION.

In his letter to the Dominion
Alliance the Premier sets out the

ground upon which the Government ]

decision was based in the following

terms :—** The record shows that the|

electorate of Canada, to which the
question was submitted, comprised

1,238,849 voters, and of that number,

less than twenty-three per cent, or a
trifle over one-f fth, affirmed theircon-
viction in the principle of prohibition.™

The conclusion arrived at by the
(Government is stated as follows:—*In
our judgment, the expression of public
opinion recorded at the poils in
tavor of prohibition, did not represent
such a proportion of the electorate as
would justify the introduction by the
Government of a prohibitory measure.”

The discussion that has followed the
Government decision both in Parlia-
ment and outside it, has largely turned
upon the queéstion of whether or not
the Government was bound by some
previous promise and a prohibition
majority, to introduce into Parhament
a prohibitory measure, and too little
attention has been paid to the Premier's
argument that the magnitude of the
vote was not such as to warrant this
action.

The statement of the Premier above | (uestion at issne was submi

quoted, might convey the impression
that onty “a vrifle over one fifLth ™ of

the electorate was polled in favor of
prohibition. The number of prohibi-
tion votes was nearer to one-fourth
than to one-fifth of the number of
names on the voters’ lists, Everybody
knows, however, that the uumber of

names on the list is not the number of l

possible voters. If we deduct the dead
men, the duplicates, the absentees, and
the other voters who for various
reasons could not go to the polls, it is
pretty certain that the possible vote
would sink below 1,000,000. It is safe
to say that at least twenty-eight per
cent of the actual electorate voted for
prohibition, being & majority of a
polled vote amounting to tully fifty-five
per cent. of all that was possible.

This was sufficient to warrant the
statement made by the Premier on
November 2ud that * the vote is under
the circumstances a large one.” Inthe

contest on the prohibition side there:

were none of the strong inducements
that usually stir men to activity.
There were no offices to be filled, no
patronage to be secured, no personal
benefit to be attained by those who
gave their energies to the cause. No
one could expect the vote polled under
such circumstances to equal the vote
polled in ordinary ¢lections.

It must be remembered that in this
case electors had to go to the polls
specially to vote upon this question.
In the provincial plebiscites the voting
was at the same time as other elections.
The voters were at the polls and had
the prohibition ballots tendered to
them. This is usually the case with
the plebiscites that are frequently
taken upon questions submitted to the
eloctors in the United States where
such voting is generally necessary to
change constitutional state law. The
vote in the Canadian Plebiscite was

remarkably large when compared with
|such votes. It must be temembered
jalso that in the United States the
tquestions submitted are printed on
the ballot paper used in voting for
s0  that  every
elector deposits a4 ballot blank or
'Imm-kv(l. relating to the constitutional
Pamendiment submitted.

!polilical candidates

The percentuge-of-pogsible-vote theory

Laurier and dus Party in rather an o
barassing position. The Liberal Pasty
elanns the 1ieht to control the lewsla.
tion and admmster the attairs ol the
Domunion of Canada m relation to ali
political questions. The Liberal I'arty
however, 1= not supported by ity per
cent. of the clectorate, nor cven hy a

*In November last at the rvegular
'(‘uhfm'niu state election, seven con-
stitutional  amendments  were
mitted to the voters, The total
,number of votes polled for Governor

rwas 284208, the highest uggrcgatei
-votes polled for and against any of the |

“constitutional amendmentswas 149,850,
“and one amendinent that was adopted
ihad polled in its favor only 7,718
'votes. The aggregate number of
Phallots marked in reference to legis-
“lation was about fifty per cent. of the
number cast, or say about thirty-five
i per cent. of the possible vote, suppos-
(ing that seventy per cent of those
‘actually went to the polls. The state
L constitution was changed on a vote in
“which less than thirty-five per cent. of
;lhe voters took part, and less than
twenty per cent. of the voters recorded
themselves in favor of the change,
. although seventy per cent. of them
“actually deposited ballots on which the
tted.

. Hon. Albert M. Todd, Member of

LC'ungiess for a Michigan constituency

_recently said that **in his state during:

ten years there had been twenty-nine
“referendiins submitted to the peope
;und that there was a vote of only an
taverage of ten per cent. of the ballots
!cast in veference to them.”

It would be easy to guote a very
ltarge number of such cases all showing
| that on abstract questions the opinton
Ky
|ed by very snall votes.

The City of Toronto has a voters
list of persouns qualified to vote on

sub- .

I

f the people is expressed and recoghis-

mapority ol the clectorate. 1t hold«
power beeause of having secured tnjon
Vties i s maprity of the constitueneies.
I”l'lt‘ the prolubitiomsts have tar sur-
pas-ed it,

In making eomparisons between the
ebnecite and the pohitieal vobe 1t st
be borne in mind that thers are seven
j constituencles ol which
Evml«h-l:um are elected and in which
oach  elector therefore hnd ordinarily
tuwn votes, only one of which he could
[ use i the Pleliseite,

ench two

A fair comparizon

poestble vote in these seven constitu
encies to crable us to ascertan the
exact per centaze that was polled of
either the listed vote or the available
vote, 1l this 1= done we shall tind that
in the last goneral election the Liberal
Party polled less than twenty-nine pe
cent_of the voters’ list, while Conscrya
tives and Independents polled nearly
thirty five per cent of that vote. 1t the
Liberals win by a mujority of the con.
' stituencics ngainst a majority vote, mve
i not the prohibitioni<ts a vight to win in
a much larger majority of constituencies

| .
iug-lllh‘( a nunoriy vote,

Putting the peicentages of the vorers
lists polled in Loth cases i the form of o
“table we got the following result —-

For the Literal Party 28 per

i Awninst the Liberal Party... .35
For Prohibition. 22
Against Prohibition 20

cent

6

s

Yet the Liberals win Lat the prolu

it hved up to would place Sie Wiltred

names. It would naturally be supposed | (wo and n hali per cent vote at 8 specia
j that men would be eager to vole upon j glection is a much stronger eX)ression
the quus‘tions \\'hi(:h affect the mmount | 4¢ public sentiment than is & twenty-
of taxation to be imposed upon “““""'%oight per cent vote taken under the
Two money by-laws were s"‘"'"t?"d pressure of party cxcitement, poerson
to the voters at the municipal election feeling and all tl'm other influenees thi
of 1897. The number of voter for and

tcome into play in an election voniest

1
money by-laws of not less than 20,000 bitionists are Lieaten, although a twenty- |

against the by-law aggregating most
interest was 1,202, A few months
. before a similar by-law had been sub-
{mitted when there was not the
element of a personal election to bring
the people to the polls, although the

terested in the questinn submitted and
the total vote polled for and against
he by-law was only 995.

voters were directly financially in-:

Anyone who calmly considers the sttua
tion wiil ssy that there is at least as
much public opimon n favor of probu
bition as in favor of the poliev of the
Liberal Party.

In the DProvinces of Quebec and
Rritish Columbia the Liberals polled
Iarger percentage of the voters’ lint than
did the prohibitionists. In the remanuler

Even in Switzerland, the home of the
Referendum, where people have been.
trained for many years in direct legisla-]
tion, and look upon the popular vote as i
the regular method of settling important
questious, the same difficulty is found.
‘The total vote of the Swiss Republic is
about 750400, and the number of votes
polled for and against important
measures in recent years has frequently
fallen below 23C,(00, or less than thirty-
three per cent. of the voters’ lists. The
Canadian vote in the prohibition plebis-

of the Dominion the percentagns of
votes polled stood as follows : —

Literat Vrowe e

Neds A
Ontario.............. 24 27
Nova Scotin . ....... .33 o
New Brunswick .......29 30
rince Edwurd Island .36 37
oanitoba ... ... .. 18 2
Northwest Territories. 1Y 27

The vote for prohibition was a very
large vote. ‘T'he ballot box is a register
of public opinion showing the propor

cite wa- forty four per cent.

support of and opposition to «uestions

tions in which the people are divided in

and policies and pagties, The doctiime
that 11 s aaegister of the aetoal namte
ot favoring any
altogzether new i representative govern

petsons |r')llt‘\‘

i
ment,  Under that doctrine no party
Canacda coulid holld power, no qnestion
voald he decided, no government wonid
et posmibles s usedd e pelation to the
Mebaserte 1t s both absurd and ungust,
Goavernment hias no right to dopt 1t
relation to the hgquor traflic. That
tratlie stands condenmned spite
despeorate ettorts to mstead voters, anl
It
< safe 1 say that the liguor tratlie has
polled a-

cotmm .

Xy

mn
even toeees to nanulaciure votes,
nmany votes asoat can realh

Wiy <houll the
ment declare that the legialation of ths

Govern

comtiy must be i hanmony with the
views of 4 nimonty pereentage of e
eleetorate, whide the views of a0 majonny
peteentaze are gnored?  The magerin
19 not <trong cnough to preval, bt the
nmunority s to have its wav,

theretore will require o doubling of the

The grevanee of  the  prolubition
1sts 1+ antenstlied  when  we  con
sicher the fact  that  their  asserted

wenhness exists in only one provit e
and tnat there the opposition to them
was helped by Cabmet Mumisters ot
active pohiticians with appeals to motives
anad prepdiced that shoulidl never have
heen suggested in anixed and united
conpmnnty like ours,

vutande of Quebee the prohibitionists
majority  of 107,948, Thev
polled twenty cight per cent. of the
voters hiet, wlule there opponents only
poth-d siateen per cent.

e 1IN

They carvied

the constituencies ol 120 out of 14~
Member- of Parhament.  ‘The average

majority ot votes i these constituencies
was over Lo, They won a ballot box
vietimy <ieh a4 hag never been hieard of
m Caneda betore. The Govertment has
teected them fairly in proposing
to Jdo haolutely nothing in view of thi-
wornle tul demonstreation of publie senti.

1eent.

not

1t Quelen 1o to hiave what shie want-
tie test of Canada ust have eqnally
tait Conservative Members
of Parbament must respect the views ot
thert constituents.  Liberal Members of
I'arhament we bound to do the sune,
though perhaps in the present case they
are ore tormally  though not  more
actually  connmuitted to suck . course
The expressed widl of the people can-
not be considered to mean anything
except the will of those whose will 1~
The present Minister of
Agricaliure when in the presence of hix.
Leader, he laid before his Party (on.
venton the pleinscite policy which wa-
enthiu-tastically approved, stated the
meaning ot that policy in the following
terims 1= [ propose, to read the resolu
tion whiclh pledges the Liberal lsrty uf
returnel to power, to give the pgople of
Canadu an opportuuity to express their
views upon this question, and the
Government in power must necessarily
“carry out the expressed will ol the
people. There is no doubt that thi
ix what the laberal Party would do. fo

N know their pledges can be trusted.”

treatanent,

I‘,\lll I"EI|'|‘.



