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Replace the Senate 
with more MPs

I think the best solution to 
the Senate problem would be to 
replace it with some members-
at-large for the House of Com-
mons.

There is a simple proce-
dure that would not change the 
method of voting. The alloca-
tion of the members-at-large 
would be to parties that got a 
lower percentage of seats than 
their percentage of the popu-
lar vote.

Differing from previous pro-
portional representation pro-
posals by BC and Ontario, 
the members should NOT 
be from prepared par-
ty lists but from the oth-
er candidates who ran 
but were not the first-
place finishers. There 
is no need to vote 
for more than one 
name on one bal-
lot. Part of 

the purpose is to make the pro-
cess more democratic; prepared 
lists would give more power 
to the party elite who have too 
much power now.

Another advantage would 
be to reward candidates who 
had already worked hard in a 
campaign and may even have 
got almost as many votes as 
the winner. The members-at-
large for a party which would 
be awarded, for example, five 
more seats would be that par-
ty’s five losers who got the 
most votes.

This would have a 
third benefit in that con-
stituencies that had a 

large number of voters 
would be the most likely to 
have losing candidates who re-
ceived a large number of votes. 
That would help to reduce the 
inequity where some constitu-
encies have a large number of 
voters while others have fewer. 

This may result in fewer 
majority governments but 

cooperation with a 
smaller party would 
be more representa-
tive of voters’ wish-
es.

Fred Raaflaub
Magnetawan, 

ON

Income 
splitting
I don’t believe 

Prime Minister 
Harper will get re-
elected if he fol-
lows through with 
his income split-
ting plan. If he 
does, he will be 
putting women 
back 100 years. 

His plan is for 
women to quit 
work and stay at 

home at great expense to the 
taxpayer. It appears that he 
believes that women are on-
ly good for having babies and 
cleaning floors. When the child 
turns 18, the woman is too far 
removed from the workforce. 
No company will want some-
one who has been sitting at 
home for 20 years. She is then 
dependent on the taxpayer for 
the next 40 or 50 years.

My objection does not ap-
ply to a family situation where 
there are four kids. Someone 
should stay at home when there 
are more than two children; 
but the income splitting benefit 
should stop when the last child 
turns six.

Bob Egli
Grand Forks, BC

Government taking 
and giving away 
private property?

Our firm, Geophysical Ser-
vice Incorporated, creates seis-
mic data, which is our intellec-
tual property.

In Alberta and Saskatchewan 
if you pay for a permit, follow 
all the rules, and work with sur-
face landowners for access, you 
can invest in collecting this da-
ta. These governments do not 
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require you to give them a copy 
they can use for free. They un-
derstand this would be like tell-
ing Microsoft that because they 
do business in Canada they 
must allow the government 
free copies of all their software. 
It would obviously be ridicu-
lous to do this. 

Unfortunately, we have state 
control-minded bureaucrats 
in Newfoundland, Nova Sco-
tia and Ottawa who think this 
is a good deal and a reasona-
ble proposition. When seismic 
companies invest, risk, and ap-
ply hard work and effort to cre-
ate valuable seismic data to 
promote Canada in the North-
west Territories, Arctic and At-
lantic offshore areas, they de-
mand a free copy with no li-
cense restrictions! 

Perversely and even worse, 

they feel entitled to be able to 
give it away to the current and 
prospective customers that the 
seismic company lawfully li-
censes or seeks to license this 
data to. This illogical and il-
legal activity is sold as the 
“greater good” and as a neces-
sity to promote the offshore of 
Canada. They act as if the data 
is not available at all for license 
from the lawful owner. 

I ask, is it really for the 
“greater good” to take from 
small Canadian data owners 
and give millions of dollars 
of data to very wealthy, most-
ly foreign, oil companies for 
free? Is it really an incentive 
and necessary to do this when 
wells cost hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars to drill with 
a five per cent chance of suc-
cess, and the seismic is con-

siderably less expensive to li-
cense? 

Is it really worth destroy-
ing the incentive for seismic da-
ta investors to invest in data? Is 
it really worth destroying Can-
ada’s reputation as a nation of 
laws, private property, fair peo-
ple, fair and honest govern-
ment? Is it worth trampling on 
Canadians’ rights, undermin-
ing all intellectual property and 
showing the world that Canada 
will attack companies and indi-
viduals that try to defend their 
rights? 

I am from Alberta and 
proud of it. I will seek justice 
from those who have lost their 
way and seek to take Canada in 
the wrong direction. 

Paul Einarsson
COO and Chairman, GSI 

Calgary, AB
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