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The Address—Mr. Guthrie

tion to abstract what consolation they may
from the fact that while numerically in the
minority in the chamber, they were in an
actual majority in the country., I am not
bringing up that question now with the idea
of taking any consolation from the figures,
nor do I make any complaint whatever in
regard to the result. My only object in
mentioning the matter now is to draw to the
attention of the House as forcibly as I can
the condition which actually exists in Can-
ada to-day in respect to the representation
in this chamber and to show, by the quota-
tion of a few figures, that public opinion as
it exists among the people of this country is
naot fairly reflected in this House to-day. I
made that statement publicly about three
weeks ago. It evidently received some notice
from the editor of the Winnipeg Free Press,
who sent me a newspaper containing an
editorial upon the subject, His cure-all for
the present situation, of course, is the adop-
tion in this country of a system of propor-
tional representation. Amother suggestion is
that the single transferable vote would cure
the difficulty which now exists. I am not a
believer in the system of proportional repre-
sentation; in any country where it has been
tried I think the system has proved a failure.
I have heard discussions upon the question;
I have read books and pamphlets dealing
with it, and I am not convinced that any
satisfactory change would result from the
adoption of that system in Canada. It leads
to all sorts of pre-election combinations,
many of which are not very meritorious; it
leads to great uncertainty in results, and like-
wise to great instability in the elected cham-
bers in countries where proportional repre-
sentation is in force. For these reasons and
others I do not support that proposal, but I
do submit that something must be done to
remedy the inequality existing in Canada to-
day.

What is the situation? From the report
of the Chief Electoral Officer I take some
figures, and from them I find that in the
Dominion of Canada, at the general election
of last September, straight Conservative can-
didates throughout Canada polled 1,476,000
odd votes, while straight Liberal candidates
throughout Canada polled 1,361,000 odd votes.
The Conservative candidates throughout
Canada polled approximately 115,000 more
votes than did the Liberal candidates, yet in
this House the Conservative candidates have
91 representatives, while the Liberal candi-
dates have 115 or 116. Although there was a
popular: majority of 115000 in our favour,
there is a difference in the representation in
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this House of 24 or 25 seats, the minority
having the largest representation, My friend
who sent me the paper from Winnipeg re-
marked that the figures in western Canada
are even more glaring. Straight Conserva-
tive candidates in the three prairie provinces
polled 200,000 odd votes, and secured one
representative in the person of the hon.
member for West Calgary (Mr. Bennett).
All other parties and all other combinations
in the three prairie provinces polled 400,000
votes, in round figures, and secured 53 repre-
sentatives. The disparity there is very glar-
ing, and one must admit that public opinion
as it exists in the three prairie provinces is
not reflected in this chamber, although good
democratic government insists that the will
of the people be fairly represented. In the
province of Quebec the figures show that
40 per cent of the electors voted for straight
Conservative candidates, while our repre-
sentation in this House amounts to six per
cent. I know it can be urged on the other
hand that if I take the figures for Nova
Scotia and British Columbia, an inequality
just as great will appear, but that is no
answer to the charge I make. I maintain
that this disparity should disappear, and it
can be made to disappear if we adopt a
reasonable system of representation by popu-
lation. That is the principle upon which our
forefathers acted when they established con-
federation. We have wandered far from that
principle to-day, with the result that there
are hon. members sitting on the government
side of the House representing constituencies
with a population of 80,000, and other hon.
members sitting opposite representing rural
constituencies containing less than 20,000
people. We have the same thing on this
side of the House; a representative from the
city of Toronto represents 60,000 odd people,
while another from my own county of Well-
ington represents less than 20,000 people.

Why should there be a disparity as between
the voter in urban and in rural districts? It
should not exist; there is no reason for it to-
day. Perhaps there was a reason in the
early days, when means of communication
were difficult in rural communities; when they
had no telephones, no good roads, few rail-
ways, and slow mails, but that is all changed
to-day. ‘The average rural community now
has means of communication equal to those
of our urban centres. Therefore 1 say it is
the duty of parliament to take notice of this
situation. I believe it can be remedied and
d believe it to be the duty of parliament to
consider the situation with a view to finding
that remedy.
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