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[bookmark: _GoBack]According to Brooks, one of the main elements of democracy is a government elected by popular consent and majority rule (Brooks pg.14, 2012). Considering Canada is a democratic country, doesn’t it mean that Canada’s governing party is voted into office based on the most amounts of votes relative to the other parties? It is a valid assumption, but it is incorrect. Canada’s electoral system uses a single-member plurality, otherwise known as “first-past-the-post” which, essentially means that one person is elected to represent the citizens of a single geographical location, otherwise known as a constituency or riding (Brooks p.g 324, 2012). Within these ridings, the candidate who acquires the most votes will become the Member of Parliament for that region. Consequently, the House of Commons is made up of the 308 constituency winners and the party with the most Members of Parliament becomes the governing body with either a minority or majority of seats. Canada has used this electoral method since before confederation and over the course of its use has become the target of critique from advocacy groups such as Fair Vote Canada and political groups, specifically the New Democratic Party. Canada needs to replace its outdated electoral voting process because it is unrepresentative of its diverse population, favors regional political parties, and distorts the display of regional political party support. In saying this, Canadian government officials must to consider the alternatives to single-member constituencies such as the proportional representation electoral systems of single-transferable vote, mixed-member proportionality or senate reform. Inevitably, there are critics to all system and change is difficult to initiate, reform must be made to either the senate or the electoral system in order for Canadian government to be representative of it’s voters.
The Canadian electoral system has been criticized by many for its inability to properly represent Canada’s population, the clear disadvantage to Canada wide political groups and its distortion of political party support.  To begin, the first-past-the-post electoral system elects Members of Parliament (MP) based on riding winnings across the country and as previously mentioned, it is the number seats these MP’s hold that then determine the winning political party. Within each riding, the population votes for their preferred candidate but only one person is elected to represent this constituency. Many believe this to be unrepresentative of the population as “every other voter in that riding loses – their votes elect no one to represent them in Parliament “, in other words, their votes are ineffective or “wasted” (Fair Vote Canada, 2013). To put this into perspective, there are on average, in a typical federal election, more than seven million votes casted that never see representation (Fair Vote Canada, 2013). Furthermore, by the governing political party being decided based on the number of seats they hold in the House of Commons rather than based on actual votes, the single member constituency can, and often does, result in a phony majorities (Lecture 18, Slide 5). To illustrate, in 1993, the Bloc Quebecois was able to “obtain 54 seats in the House of Commons with only 14% of the popular vote while, the national Progressive Conservative Party obtained only 2 seats in the House of Commons, but had 16% of the national vote” (Lecture 18, Slide5). In essence, the highly influential power of the executive is given to the parties that exploit their regional strengths versus pan Canada interests. Building on what has already been mentioned, some academics suggest lack of voter representation due to wasted votes could explain that the feeling of useless voting, especially in highly liberal and conservative regions, has lead to a decrease showing of registered voters at the polls (Seidle, 2012).  Fair Vote Canada suggests that the decrease in voter turn out is because voters feel as though unless they are voting for their regions favorite party, they are simply wasting their vote.” (Fair Vote Canada, 2013). This is seen when “1.9 million NDP votes in Ontario and the Prairies elected just 25 MPs, while just 1.6 million NDP votes in Quebec alone elected a whopping 59 MPs.” (Fair Vote Canada, 2013). This is to say that not all votes are treated equal and overall, a million votes concentrated in one geographic location will more than likely result in more seats than a million voters from the Pacific to the Atlantic. Although, there is no concrete proof that voter turnout reduction is the result of first-to-past-the-post elections it is interesting to note the correlation.  Finally, the current electoral system distorts what the voters are trying to say and makes it seem as though the diverse regions of the country are more opposed in the political views than they really are.  As Stephane Dion said in the National Post, “I no longer want a voting system that gives the impression that certain parties have given up on Quebec, or on the West. On the contrary, the whole spectrum of parties, from Greens to Conservatives, must embrace all the regions of Canada” (National Post, 2012). In summary, the single-member plurality used in Canada does a poor job to represent Canada’s growing diverse population, favors regional parties, and helps to drive regionalism within the country by distorting political support. 
There are many alternatives that could replace the current single member plurality electoral system in Canada. The most common suggested form is proportional representation (PR), which essentially means, “the number of members elected by each party coincides with its share of the popular vote” (Brooks pg.325, 2012). Within PR there are a variety of differing forms of electoral system, all with their own critics, but the three that will be discussed are the mixed-member proportionality and single transferable vote electoral system plus and, a senate reform. To start, the NDP party has proposed mixed-member proportionality as an alternative that will allow voters cast a ballot both for a local candidate and for a party (Grenier, 2014). Members of Parliament would be elected to represent constituencies but the party votes are used to top up representation in the legislature so it is relative to each party's overall support (Grenier, 2014).  Next, the single transferable vote system as suggested by Fair Vote Canada does everything it can to make sure no votes are wasted. Effectively, if a voter’s favourite candidate doesn’t have enough votes to get elected, their vote is transferred to their next-favourite candidate and so on (Fair Vote Canada, 2013). The main benefit to this method would be that every voter would go to the polls knowing that their vote will have an impact on the outcome, leaving no votes wasted. Lastly, as Brooks has deemed it unlikely that the government will implement a PR electoral system and therefore suggests senate reform. Brooks points out that an elected senate whose members are chosen by a proportional representation system within each province determined by popular vote could overcome the issue of unrepresented regional views (Brooks pg. 327, 2012). As a result of reform, the senate will gain legitimacy in the eyes of Canadians and create regional representation in the institution of the Canadian government. Overall, the alternatives suggested by the NDP, Fair Vote Canada, and Brooks would all improve the representation of Canada’s diverse regions but each alternative comes with its own criticisms.
To roundelay discuss alternative electoral methods, the critics and consequences must be mentioned. To begin, proportional representation systems are “renowned for producing unstable governments because it is less likely that one party will obtain a majority of seats “(Lecture 18, Slide 7). The systems discussed above are more likely to lead to the creation of many political parties that will represent minorities of voters, which could result in an even further division of Canadian society (Lecture 18, Slide 7). In regards to the single transferable vote method, ballot counting would become a much more difficult and costly than the current method. Lastly, PR is said to produce unstable governments as the likelihood of a majority government could be formed without coalition is highly unlikely. Brooks explains that the “inter-party relationships necessary to maintain coalition governments may paralyze cabinet decision-making” (Brooks pg. 325, 2012). As stated above, many do not believe that electoral reform is a realistic future for Canada and thus have suggested senate reform. Obstacles to this alternative include the significant reluctance of the major federal parties, as it will threaten the institutional powers of the Prime Minister and the House of Commons. A new dynamic within the Executive could result a more fragmented legislature and impede on the “federal government’s capacity to act decisively on behalf of all Canadians” (Seidle, 2002).
In conclusion, the Canadian electoral system has an inability to properly represent Canada’s population, is clearly disadvantageous to Canada wide parties and distorts Canadian political party support.  The viable alternatives to the single member plurality include not only the proportional representation electoral systems of mixed-member proportionality and single transferable but also a potential for senate reform. Although all alternatives have problems in terms of efficiency, they all result in a parliament that is more representative of the diverse Canadian people. According to Brooks, there is little in recent Canadian political history that would suggest imminent reform to either the electoral system or the senate but change is being demanded and is in the best interest of Canadians (Brooks pg 327, 2012). 
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