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Canadian democracy is a widely debated topic of discussion amongst many political scholars. One specific area of democracy that is consistently questioned and analyzed is how Canadian political parties’ actions affect Canadian democracy. Political parties are used to bring forth the interests of the people, and ultimately represent the average citizen in government actions. With multiple parties in Canada and different mandates for each one, voters are able to choose from an array of candidates, but even with this variety of options, not everyone’s political opinions are able to be expressed. 
	Canada’s party system has evolved into a ‘two party plus’ system as described by Rand Dyck in his 2011 book titled Canadian Politics, Critical Approaches. This system he says is centered on the democratic election of only two major parties that are centered around brokering to the public while the other two parties are focused more on an ideology (Dyck, 2011, p. 338). But when a party does achieve power, the actions they may take while being in power can be undemocratic. Utilizing party discipline to ‘whip’ party members into voting on a bill that conflicts with their personal, or riding they represents’ view, is common in the political sphere. This silencing of opinion for members also leads to question whether or not political parties are the best method of articulating and aggregating issues that matter to the Canadian public. These two actions in the Canadian political spectrum have led to questions being debates on whether or not political parties are good or bad for Canadian democracy.
	This essay will be arguing that political parties are ultimately good for Canadian democracy, as they provide a system of formal representation for citizens, but there are still many controversial actions that parties commit which are not democratic. Expanding on this argument, this paper will firstly describe how party discipline is used to silence opinions within interparty conflicts, but is needed to have an efficiently run a party. It will then discuss how political parties articulate and aggregate issues for the public, but the lack of voting turnouts has negative implications for this method of addressing public issues to the government. Lastly, this paper will conclude with suggestions for electoral change in an attempt to better Canada’s political parties. 
	Political parties within Canada promote democracy by allowing party members within Parliament vote on policies and bills. The vote though for each party is almost always uniform, but occasionally one member may vote against the party’s view. Breaking away from ‘towing the party’s line’ can lead to expulsion from the party’s caucus, or a reduction in job responsibility (Dyck, 2011, p. 624). However, these actions do not often occur as members of parliament join parties to exemplify their own views and mandates on topics through the parties overall platform.												Party discipline can be considered undemocratic due to the silencing of interparty conflictions, and the callous job demotions that follow to a member that crosses the party’s line. Enforcing members to follow the party’s line is undemocratic as it can make politicians choose between representing their constituency or the party values, if the two differ from one another. An example of this was seen in 2007 when Liberal leader Stephane Dion said Joe Comuzzi was no longer part of the Liberal caucus, as Mr. Comuzzi had supported a Conservative budget bill. The reasoning Mr. Comuzzi had behind his support for the budget was because it contained funding for a molecular cancer research center that employs 300 people in his riding (CBC News Ottawa - Liberals oust Ontario MP for supporting budget, 2007). The actions of disbarring Mr. Comuzzi from the party caucus because of his support for another party’s bill can be seen as undemocratic, as it does not allow the party member to act on his role of being a responsible representative for the people of his constituency. 							With the negativity that party discipline brings to democracy, there are also some positive aspects that it holds. Party disciple allows for PMs to vote to their party’s mandates, and not be influence by a lobbyists or single pressure groups. The growing number of third party influences in the political sphere like lobbyists and single pressure groups can be a burden for MPs to deal with, and party disciple protects them from being hounded by interest groups. Political scholar C.E.S. Frank argues that interest group pressures are very high on controversial issues like gay marriage and abortion (Franks, 1987, p. 96). This enforces why party discipline is beneficial to the efficiency of political parties, as it does not let outside interest affect the policy making within government.												Party discipline is also essential in assisting parties pass bills as it enforces members to vote uniformly. The enforcement on party members to vote unanimously on legislature results in an efficient government where decisions can be made faster with less time spent in consulting other interests. Dyck notes that this efficiency has allowed Canada to pursue a collective public interest, as the party in power is elected through the people thus making it democratic (Dyck, 2011, p. 625). The benefit for party members who follow the party line is quite substantial too. Job promotions and increasing the responsibilities for members are the ultimate rewards for demonstrating their loyalty to the party. 									These discussed aspects of party discipline explain why political parties are good for democracy in Canada. They provide security for MPs against the large numbers of single interest groups that seek to change policy to benefit their cause. As well, it is crucial in keeping party’s votes intact as a unit, thus making government more effective in passing through bills in the House of Commons. But political discipline can also be seen as a hinder to democracy, which was shown in the use of sanctions against disloyal behaviour. This discipline can be very harsh, including total removal of party affiliation for MPs who commit actions that go against their party’s line.													Ensuring that citizens are able to voice their issues to the government is a central element of proper democracy. In Canada, political parties are used as the main vehicle of moving issues from the voter level to the legislative and executive branches of government. But this process is viewed by a large part of the electorates as one which takes place behind closed doors and is rife with elitism (Carty, Cross, & Young, 2010, p. 107).							Important issues to citizens can change according to many factors. Demographics, the economy and foreign pressures are just a few elements that can cause Canadians to put pressure on the government to address issues that are important to them. Political parties include these issues and give forth resolutions within their party platforms in election times. They do so in hopes of gaining support from the population to gain power, and fix the issues they have addressed. In 1988 the topic of free trade was central to the Progressive Conservative party’s win (Dyck, 2011, p. 387). The party platform of the PC party at that time was to endorse NAFTA, the only party to do. This demonstrates that party platforms are important for bringing forth issues that pertain to the Canadian public, because the economy is directly related to the position the government would take on free trade.										Having political parties hold the most amount of power in enacting change within the government does not sit well with some electorates, as they view the political parties as a closed door system of elitists who are looking out for their own opinion and not for the benefit of the population. This has led to parties changing their leadership selection and making it more open to demonstrate its commitment to populist and democratic principles (Carty, Cross, & Young, 2010, p. 107). In hopes of doing this, parties can gain the trust of all citizens by being more transparent and democratic with their methods of leadership and platform formation. The Liberal party of Canada has reformed this critique of the party system into how they establish a leader and platform of their federal party (Liberal Party of Canada Leadership, 2012). If all parties adopted this democratization into their party structures this may help doubtful Canadians gain more trust in parties articulating and aggregating issues of everyday Canadians.  				Canadian democracy is shaped by how political parties function and represent the Canadian population. The use of party discipline helps keep party’s efficient and from prolonging decisions on votes within the House of Commons. Party’s platforms in elections are also methods in which issues that matter to Canadians can be addressed, and solved if the party gets into power. To increase the amount of democracy in Canadian politics, a reform of the way in which parties are elected to power must be established. The current “first past the post” system in Canada enforces regionalism that gives unfair advantages to areas within Canada as it is based upon the number of votes and thus is population based (Young, 2010, p. 101). A proposed proportional representation would equalize the amount of power each province would have when electing a party, thus putting more pressure on parties to establish platforms that appeal to all citizens, and include more specific issues and resolutions within it. 
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