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A Study on the Electoral Reform in Canada

Shane Lee

Abstract

The “Multi-member Plurality” electoral system for the Taiwan’s
national legislature has long been denounced and the Legislative Yuan
recently passed a constitutional amendment proposal to change it to a mixed
system of “Single Member Plurality” and Proportional Representation.

Canada has used “Single Member Plurality” electoral system for years.
This system has been under severe criticism and a reform movement is
underway. The reformists believe that the “Single Member Plurality” system
gravely twists the results of elections, granting more parliamentary seats to
some political parties than their popular votes warrant, on the one hand, and
impeding small and disadvantaged groups to gain parliamentary seats, on the
other. It also seriously violates the paramount democratic principle of equality.

The electoral reform movement has been undergoing in Canada for
some 30 years and in the fall of 2000 “Fair Vote Canada” was formed to
promote a “proportional representation” system to replace the current system.

So far no success has come of the reform. There are several reasons for
it: (1) Electoral reform involves constitutional revision which is highly
difficult; (2) Well established political parties have been benefited by the
system and do not want to have it reformed; (3) The public has long placed
little trust on political parties and politicians and this reflects on the electoral
reform; (4) The issues of Quebec independence and federal system reform
have dominated the political agenda in Canada and the issue of electoral
reform has been overshadowed; (5) It is difficult to mobilize the public
which lacks adequate knowledge about electoral systems to support the
reform; and (6) The political party and private groups which lead the reform
have rather limited resources to push the reform.

Some scholars believe, and electoral reform experiences in various
countries have demonstrated, that gradual reforms have a better chance of
success. Canada’s electoral reform may have a better chance of success if it
adopts a compromise of combining the current “Single Member Plurality”
system with the proportional representation system that reformers desire.
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