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[bookmark: _GoBack]The electoral system
1The uninominal majoritarian system (first-past-the-post).
2- Current and past debates on the electoral system. 
3-Effects of FPP (First-past-the-post)
- favours big parties at the expense of small parties.
- favours regional parties at the expense of national parties.
- loses a lot of votes
- tends to produce two-party or two-party-plus systems and, therefore, favours majority governments.
Effects of proportional representation systems 
 -more representative of popular votes
-every vote counts which can possibly encourage participation.
-favours national parties at the expense of regional parties.
- usually leads to multiparty systems and, therefore, minority or coalition governments
- weaker link between citizens and representatives


· Electoral system translates number of votes to number of seats
· How is this done? Depends on electoral system
· We will examine Canadian electoral system and in addition a simple alternative 
· How electoral systems affect representation and other variables will be examined 
· The liberals have made promise in last election that they are going to change electoral system
· What is  wrong with system that they want to change?
· In our electoral system there is problem that percentage of vote and percentage of seat won by a party can be disproportionate 
· Right now liberals have formed committee to look at this, might act upon it and might not 
· Most Canadians don’t seem to have problems with electoral system
· BC has formed a citizens assembly to look at differences among political systems and they are going to evaluate them and then do a referendum
· Rationale is when you change electoral system you change rules of game 
· Referendum 
· Liberals want a preferential vote: when you go to vote at local ballot you order the candidates in order of those you like the most 
· This is a system that favours the centralist parties 
· Effects of FPP (first past the vote)
· As a voter can only vote for person in your riding 
· Person who wins most votes in a riding, wins seat for that riding 
· End of election night we just calculate which party has won the most ridings
· Winning a riding represents a seat, party with most seats wins election
· Riding structure is crucial for conservatives in Canada 
· Preferential voting doesn’t favour conservatives because they don’t tend to be people’s second choice, either first or near bottom
· In a pure proportionate represenation system if you win 29% of votes then in Canada you have 29% 
· This system eliminates the riding system
· Each party lists lets say 100 people with potential of going to parliament, this is the order in which they go to parliament 
· So if you have 29% vote then first 29 people on list from party gets to go to parliament 
· What needs to be considered with preferential system is that parties that would normally either first or last choice will adapt their strategies to better suit the system
· Our current system distorts the vote 
· We can have a party with more seats in the house but less votes across the country 
· Our system also favours regionally based parties 
· For example Bloc Quebecois has done well in past elections because Quebec has large voter turnout and a large chunk of ridings, Bloc Quebecois is regionally strong 
· If greens have 7-8% of vote and have no representation in house this is example of problem with riding
· Our system favours two party system, favours majority government 
· In a proportionate representation government system because people realize their vote for smaller parties counts there will be a multiparty system due to more votes for smaller parties 
· This might encourage more coalitions because there is a bunch of parties with increased popularity, one party on their own has less chance of forming majority government
· A proportionate representation system might encourage more gender equality because while parties nowadays include females more and more often plenty of times they are put in ridings where they likely stand no chance because of popular candidates they are up against to limit amount of women in house of commons 
· A proportionate representation system might favour more women in house of commons because on a party list if there are more women they are put in house of commons dependent on where they sit on list, parties might refrain from putting all women candidates at bottom of list because then their intentions become obvious to public eye- which might hurt their reputation
· Citizens don’t have the same amount of input on who they see put in parliament because the order of list is determined by party, voters cannot vote solely on the riding candidate they like more but only get option of voting for a party in general 
· Voters don’t get as much choice in who they want to see in parliament aside from top candidates on list 
· 
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