‘ ‘the electorate were equal in all respects. as in the first case referred to, the: qnestxon would|

- eligiblé pvrsom Tt may be t: aken for grantod that under the circumstances no one woal 1§
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usage regarded bv thom as a means of obtammg the dwxne mmd They determmed by
~lot who shotild be' the -twelfth- apostle; and’ ‘thus . they made a selectlon to ‘which a
e hovrful acquiescence w.w unanimously given. ~ - S

I have assumed a vase of two’ ‘electors, and pointed out, tho coursé whxch xmght be- -

tolloWed-—mdeed the only rational covirse which ‘could be followed. = If the. principle laid |
down bé sound, *ould ‘it not be . applmd in other cases? - Let us assume that the elec-.
- torate consists of. twenty voters, what. could be done in this case? I f mdxv:dual voters in

. be i very smple one; as it might, be- eettled by casting’ lots for otie of the twenty equally/

- object to” make the se lection in this ‘way, as being " the’ sxmplest aud best mode of
) '.-m:kag a (‘hon o, Tt would remove antagenidin and- promote unanimity ; and, by the very -
. act.of .casting lots‘ each one of the twenty taking’ part. therem would be an assenting
party to the & ‘hoice made. Men as we ordinarily find them are, however not alike ; they’

. differ much in then qualifieations, and. their | oplmons are not the same ; we rhust. therefoye -

consxder cases m wlurh equa] ehmbahtv and umfonmty of mmd in the whole electora o -
Is not the rale, : R : : : .

v " First, let us suppoao that amon«v the twentv electors ﬁve voiers favor the choxce of

A, another five B, another” C:-and the. rem'underD We should .thus. havv "A B C’
“each equa]lv dm)red and prvterred asthe representat:ve .of the twenty. -

'A+B-1-C+D) 4 would therefore be: the’ repre*sentatzw unit of the whole .

~ -cannot. howevet. take .one qnart: rof 4,'B. €. and D, and:. combine these guarters soagto .-
~ formi-one individaal, but we .can roduro ﬂw four ‘to one by the principle of ‘casting lpts. *

- One of the four can be selec ted - bv what may be termed the H Apostohc” ‘method, nd

, H.thn prrson so sele( ted would be ree ogmzed as (hosen by the twenty electors as/)the;

vommon rppr»-wnt'xtu‘v of-' the who]e ' : S
.. Seeondly, let us suppose z case in- whn ‘h there is Ieas du ersxtv of opxmon two grdnps

10! five électors each favor A. one rrronp of five prefx,r B:: another C “The selected. Fx

vsould ‘thas mmd 4.4 Band C..and the. representatwe ‘unit: of the whole would be -
12 A-+BLCy: 4 As in thn previous case, this (omp]ex unit would ‘be reducible jto'a -

‘single individual by casting lots,. .md it ls ob\ lou~ that. ﬁw probablhty of the lot fa Imo'
“,upou 4, would be as'twato one

. Thirdty. ~appose. three "l'O'ﬂpb of hvv -‘Ie< tors desire to be represented by A and one -

group by B. In this vase we should have (3 A+B) -4, as the. representatwe umf
selecting one of them by lot there is undoubtedly a pOSSbehty of the lot lelhn° upon B :
.but the- prob.szhtv of A's bemv ‘hown would be three times greater than the probability . -

o : in B's case. True it may be said -that there should be: no pomblhty of. B's being chosen |

- f_"_.‘_mto whn h fc.r conwemence the whole nstxon may ,be dxvxded xt wonld be found as a.

.in 3 oonmtncnev v.herc three-fourths of the electors desn'e A We must however bear E

“in mind that the primary ob_]eLt is not so much to have partlcular secuohs of the country. .
~as to have the whele nation, fairly represented in Parhament If we 1ook a little farther, -
if we take four o onstlmencxes precisely similar to the one under consxderatxon, a.ccordm"-i g
- to the mathematu al theory of - probabilities, there .would be returned ‘out of the four,:
~ three members in sympathy with A and one ‘member in sympathy thh B. Agam, if we
carry the matter still farther if we taLe into consxderatlon -every-one of the constxtuencxes '
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