o gmeral result that the representa.txves retnrned to th in Parhament would‘ Lollevtwely- |
-?represent ‘the natton x}nd fairly embody. the’ rcasou oomamud in thf who}e community.
~ Thereis one peculiarity of the system suggeated which may be nouced in every case. -
the election of a represcntatxve would - be- effected dehber.:tclv and without confliet. It
would- be accomplished in fact w'th unammom ‘assefit. Each individmal voter would
contribute towsirds a common ‘tes. llt—-—a reqtﬂt whu,h would be reached ‘on. prmolples
equa]ly just and Rur to all, and thas command ge ueml uvqmescenco e N
- “These results are attainable only by bringing to bear, on matters of doubt or, diffi-

~ culty, the principle of settlement ‘mopt‘d by the Apostles. That. princ iple cannot 'be.
. objected to on scientific grounds, and those whoe holtl the belief. {hnt muud‘me affairs. sre
over-ruled and directed, should have - no drﬁn ulty in aceopting it as a means of prometing
ha.rmony and . advam,m‘r the .common wood “The belief in a Providenee, ‘whe takes
“cognizance of the affairs of wmen, is the found.mon of all rehgmn communities therefore -

'ma,tters of the highest. moment to- thu arbitrament of an mhmtelv wise Prondcncc mther' _
than to the settlement of men ‘with all tHeir indiv idaal interests and selﬁah VIGWB, all .
théir prejudices, all their passlona, and all their, errors of ]udgment ! '

o to be con§1dt=red -how 1]10 principles L.nd down ‘may b ppphei practualh Let us take '
“for exam‘p\e the election ‘of & single reprasvntatm in a constituency of 2,800 ~oters. - 1t i iy
_ . desirable: in’ the ﬁrsi place that cach voter. or. growp of -voters of one mind, should hav

: _'.'perfect free&om of thce in the nommanou Suppose, in _order to. auommodate e\ery

the person‘ whom they would w l:sh to- rvprese nt. them. Thh v.ould separate the consti-

'favo;;ed It does not uexesurll) foliow that thers would- b» hventv pcr.ous mommated'
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in the «,onstxtuencv as two or more: «rroupa ‘micht nommnte the samo- pvrson ;aw dAreams

nnmber of .groups making him-their nominee. “On the twénty nommatxous bomw made;
' the.néxt step would be'for the persons nommated to promwd on, the prin¢ 1p}es above se«tf
forth, to select one of themseh‘es : » o .

I unable to make-an uwhanimous: choue they mwht as in- thﬁ> case. of tht. twemty .
eleotars choosmﬂ' a representative, sort thf-mselves into - smaller. groups ‘and; hy the
- application of the prmuples set forth, ‘proveed to reduce the. nnmber of voting units, and
.~'ﬁnally, by the. apostolic method, deterinine the selection of one. person. The person 5O
" chosen would be held to be ‘the «ommon chm( ¢ of the wholc, 2.000 to rnpresent the :
' ';'cqnsutnency in Parhament R : : & : :
. .In the i carrym«r out:of such a system there would be as in ev Ty system, a nnmber.
" of: possxble contlngenmes for whic h- provision would have to be made ; “these I have not *
;deemed it mecessary at present to émter into.’ My object has beén briefly to’ suggest -
“leading principles by which; as it appears to me, the central idea may be realized.; If’

N " . devxse proper machinery to elect representatn‘es who. when bronn-ht into one deliberative

- the whole. electoral bgdy—would in fact oonstltnte an assembty which would closely
appronmte to the xdeal Parhament. ‘ . o G ) _
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the social fabric of ‘which is based ‘on- Lhr,snamty should haye 10 hesitation in leaving .

~ I'hdve so.far, for the purpose ol the ar"fumont assunied hypotheuoal cases ; 1t rem.:.ms e

_shade of opmmn, it be arranged that tﬂuh hundred voters of one way of thmkmg name.

‘toency’ into twenty groups of voters, who would each nominate Whom~ovei' the\* most -

stance whlch would increase the probabxht\"ot his: ~eleut10n emcth. in proporuon to the -

“the pnnclples submiited be sound.-I Ventnre to think that it is not 1mpmt1ca.ble tof-._‘b R

gathenng, would, 80 far ‘as ‘such a thing is posstb}e be a mathemancal concentrauon of



