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clianged. A lot of good time was wasted just
to please somebody's fancy to have a svsiem
like this. It has been tlirown ont in 'many
places, but flot in Aiberta and Manitobia.

Those wvho advocate the alternative vote
neyer tell you which syatem tbey want. There
are five different systema of alternative voting.
In Manitoba and Aiberta vou must vote for
one candidate, but you do not have to vote for
the others. That is outlawed in the United
States. Ia Australia you had to vote for ail the
candidates. But that system lias been tlirown
out of Australia. There are aev eral different
aystcms. Whicli system are you going to try to
foist on this country? They must agree on
sornething, and so tliey advocate tlie Albierta
and Manitobia systern, whîcli call, for voting
for one candidate on ly. and then you cen do
wliat you like with the uthers. That is out-
lawed in the state of Connecticut, in the state
of Michigan, in the state of California, and I
do not know in how rnany other states,, liecause,
according to the United States constitution,
every vote must have the sarne value and it
does not have the saine value wben in the one
case you can vote for only one candidate, in
another casqe you can vote for two, and in
another case vote for three candidates or more.
Tliat makes a differentiation in the value of
the votes, of one vote aýý against another.'Therefore it is riglitlv outlan cd, and it sliould
lie outlawed liere.

The other systern, the proportional transfer-
abile vote systern is superior. It lias some
merit. But it, too, lias been tnied in many
different places and tlirown out; for instance,
tbrown out in Kalarnazoo, Michigan; ia New
Southi Wales, Australia; in Toledo, in New
York, in Cleveland and ia Edmonton. It bas
lieca tlirown out of Saskatoon, out of Nortli
Battieford. out of New Westminster, out of
France and out oj- inany other places.* Wliy
do we want te bolher witli this thing, Mr.
Chairman? Anvbody going in to vote does
not waot to lie pestered witli one. two, three,
four cho:,-es. 1 always know for wliom I arn
going tb vote. I arn not going to vote for
free trade and protection at tlie sarne time.
The pecple sliould know for wliorn tliey are
going to vote. I could go on indefinitely.' I
have a lot more to say but I sall keep it in
case sornelody else speaks on this matter.

Mr. SMITHI (Calgary West) : I arn sure it
rnust lie very interesting for those of us who
corne frorn Allierta to find how badly our
system la working. As a matter of fact, I
know of no one in Albierta wlio thinks it is
working liadly. But perliaps it is necessary
for us to corne bore and listen to the experts
tell ue that we are ahl crazy and that we do flot
know what we are doing. However, we shahl
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plod along in Our own usuel way, in apite of
tlie experts and tlie kindly advice tliat we get
liere. 1 think it cannot lie said of me, in any
event, that 1 have become concerned because
of recent political events in tlie elections in
the Dominion of Canada and in tlie province
of Albierta, because I did, standing wliere I
aow arn, advocate this system of voting long
before any of those electiona were ever
thouglit of.

I waot to p 1 tliis to lion. members, liecause
we now lave ail these fractions, 70 odd per
cent, 17 per cent and so on introduced, and
I make tliis liroad atatement. Except for
those of us wlio wvere nominated liy acclama-
tion liv oui parties, or wliere there was only
a two-person cootest. we were ail nornated
liy the very principle emliodied in the single
transferable vote. Io otlier words, if four
people stand for nomination at a convention
of any of our parties, tlie systemn invariably
adopted is that the low mon drops. We vote
again and the next man drops, and we vote
agein until anme person lias received a mini-
mu.n of 50 per cent, plus one vote of tliose
in attendance. It miglit lie said that you will
got more than 50 per cent. Yes, you do.
Therefore I empliasize tlie word "minimum".
That is what the single transferable vote is,
aithougli in this case vou have a liallot givea
yoiu whicli givea you tliose alternative choices,
witliout gong througli four or five votinga as
we do in aoy party convention tliat any of
us liave ever attended. Tliat is the principle
of tlie single tra.nsferable vote. It undertakes
that ail persoas voting bave a clioice between
the lest two persons to lie voted on. That ia
w-bat it is. It means tliat every peran vnting
bas a choice between the winner and the rua-
fier-up. Cao anyone auggest anything wrong
witli it? I do ot, mean these complicated
fr-actions and -rer(eotages; but if we reduce
the thing to its bnc. te its verv simple fora,
that la exactly wbat it is.

I do not intend to discuss or compare pro-
portional representation with the single trans-
ferabie vote. It d-oes fot eppiy to the saine
circumastanccs at ail. Proportional nepresenta-
tion la usedi only wbere you bave a multiple-
inember constituencv. Tbe býeat example is
any city wlic blas ot adopted the ward
systern. We iîeard that it w-as tlirown out of
liere and tbrowa out of thýere. Tlie answer is
that the liurgliers and the votera of that city
went liack to the ward ayatern and preferred to
elect their membera by that metbod. I will go
along with my hion. friends over hýere that in
multiple constituencies it dûes guarantee that
the minorities bave representation. I amrnfot
quarreling witb that. We have it in our city,
but it is something- whicli is complicated.


