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Abstract:

This study explores the impact of different electoral systems on how effectively diverse voter
preferences are represented in legislative bodies. Electoral systems are pivotal in shaping political
representation and influencing democratic governance. Electoral systems, which determine how votes are
converted into political power, vary widely in their design and outcomes, each with distinct implications for
representation and governance. Proportional Representation (PR) systems, such as those used in many
European countries, aim to match the proportion of seats a party receives with its share of the popular vote,
thereby fostering a more inclusive and representative legislature. These systems often result in multi-party
environments and coalition governments, which can enhance representation but may also introduce

governance challenges.

In contrast, Majoritarian systems like First-Past-The-Post (FPTP) tend to produce clear, decisive
outcomes by awarding seats to the candidate or party with the most votes in each constituency. While this
can lead to stable, single-party governments, it often distorts representation, disadvantaging smaller parties
and potentially leading to disproportionality where the distribution of seats does not reflect the overall vote
share. Mixed Electoral Systems combine elements of both PR and Majoritarian systems, aiming to balance
fairness with stability. These systems can improve proportionality while maintaining a degree of local
representation. Additionally, the Single Transferable Vote (STV) system, used in some local elections,
enhances voter choice and representation by allowing ranked preferences and transferring votes
accordingly. Overall, the choice of electoral system profoundly affects the representation of political
interests, the stability of governments, and the engagement of voters. Understanding these impacts is crucial

for evaluating the effectiveness and fairness of democratic processes.
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INTRODUCTION:

Electoral systems are fundamental frameworks that govern how votes are translated into political
power, shaping the structure and function of democratic governance. These systems are crucial in
determining the composition of legislative bodies and influencing the nature of political representation
within a country. At their core, electoral systems establish the rules for how citizens' preferences are counted
and how these preferences determine the allocation of political office. Different electoral systems are
designed with varying priorities in mind, such as fairness, simplicity, or stability. For instance, Proportional

Representation (PR) aims to ensure that the distribution of seats in a legislature closely matches the
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distribution of votes among parties, fostering a more inclusive and representative democracy. Conversely,

Majoritarian systems like First-Past-The-Post (FPTP) focus on producing clear and stable outcomes, often
leading to single-party majority governments but at the cost of proportionality. Mixed systems seek to
combine the benefits of both PR and majoritarian approaches, aiming for a balance between fair
representation and effective governance. Additionally, systems like the Single Transferable Vote (STV)
offer unique methods to enhance voter choice and proportionality through ranked preferences. The choice
of electoral system significantly impacts political dynamics, party systems, and voter engagement. It affects
how effectively diverse political voices are represented and how stable and effective the resulting
governments are. Understanding these systems is essential for evaluating their implications on democratic

processes and governance outcomes.
OBJECTIVE OF THE STUDY:

This study explores the impact of different electoral systems on how effectively diverse voter
preferences are represented in legislative bodies.

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY:

This study is based on secondary sources of data such as articles, books, journals, research papers,
websites and other sources.

THE INFLUENCE OF ELECTORAL SYSTEMS ON POLITICAL REPRESENTATION

Electoral systems are fundamental to the functioning of democratic governments, influencing how votes are
translated into political power. These systems determine who gets elected, how many seats each party or
candidate receives, and ultimately shape the nature of political representation. The choice of an electoral

system affects political stability, party dynamics, and the inclusivity of governance.
Proportional Representation (PR)

Proportional Representation is a system designed to reflect the diverse preferences of the electorate
as accurately as possible. In PR systems, seats in the legislature are allocated to parties based on the
percentage of votes each party receives. This approach aims to create a legislative body that mirrors the
diversity of the electorate. For instance, if a party receives 30% of the votes, it should ideally receive around
30% of the seats. The main advantage of PR is its capacity for fair representation. It allows minor parties
and smaller political groups to gain seats in proportion to their share of the vote. This inclusivity can lead to
a more representative government, where different viewpoints and interests are reflected in the legislature.
For example, countries with PR systems, like the Netherlands and Sweden, have multiple parties in their
legislatures, which can lead to more nuanced debates and policymaking that considers a wider array of

perspectives.

IJRAR19D5820 International Journal of Research and Analytical Reviews (IJRAR) ‘ 414



© 2018 IJRAR June 2018, Volume 5, Issue 2 www.ijrar.org (E-ISSN 2348-1269, P- ISSN 2349-5138)
However, PR systems also come with trade-offs. One significant issue is the tendency to produce

coalition governments. Since no single party may secure a majority, multiple parties must work together to
form a government. While this can lead to more consensus-driven policies and broader representation, it can
also result in less stable governments. Coalition governments may struggle with internal disagreements,
leading to potential inefficiencies and frequent changes in leadership. Additionally, the presence of multiple
parties can sometimes result in fragmented legislatures, where decision-making becomes more complex and
slow. PR systems also encourage the growth of smaller parties, which can be both a strength and a
weakness. On the one hand, this diversity allows for a greater range of voices and opinions to be heard. On
the other hand, it can lead to a situation where smaller parties with minimal support wield disproportionate
influence, potentially skewing the policy agenda. This influence can be particularly pronounced in coalition
governments, where smaller parties may have significant bargaining power despite their limited overall vote

share.
Majoritarian Systems

Majoritarian electoral systems, such as First-Past-The-Post (FPTP), operate on a different principle.
In these systems, the candidate or party with the most votes in a constituency or electoral district wins. This
winner-takes-all approach often leads to single-party majority governments, where one party controls most
of the seats in the legislature. Majoritarian systems are known for their simplicity and the clarity they
provide in terms of election results. One of the primary benefits of majoritarian systems is their ability to
produce stable governments. Since the system tends to favor larger parties, it is more likely to result in a
single party winning a majority of seats and thus being able to form a government without the need for
coalition partners. This stability can lead to more decisive governance and consistent policy implementation,
which can be beneficial for long-term planning and development. However, majoritarian systems also have
significant drawbacks. One major issue is disproportionality in representation. Under FPTP, a party can win
a large number of seats without receiving a corresponding share of the national vote. For example, a party
may win 40% of the vote but secure 60% of the seats, while other parties with smaller vote shares might be
underrepresented or even excluded from the legislature. This can result in a situation where the
representation of voters does not accurately reflect their preferences, leading to feelings of
disenfranchisement among those who support smaller parties. The winner-takes-all nature of majoritarian
systems can also discourage voter turnout. Voters in constituencies where one party is overwhelmingly
dominant may feel that their votes are wasted, as their preferred candidate or party is unlikely to win. This

can lead to lower engagement in the electoral process and a less representative sample of the electorate.

Majoritarian systems tend to favor the development of a two-party system, where two major parties
dominate the political landscape. This can simplify the political process and make it easier for voters to
understand their choices. However, it can also limit the diversity of political opinions and reduce the
representation of minority viewpoints. In countries like the United States and the United Kingdom, this two-
party dominance can stifle the emergence of alternative voices and lead to a less vibrant and less

representative political discourse.

IJRAR19D5820 ‘ International Journal of Research and Analytical Reviews (IJRAR) ‘ 415



© 2018 IJRAR June 2018, Volume 5, Issue 2 www.ijrar.org (E-ISSN 2348-1269, P- ISSN 2349-5138)
Mixed Electoral Systems

Mixed electoral systems combine elements of both proportional representation and majoritarian
systems, aiming to balance the benefits and mitigate the drawbacks of each approach. These systems
generally use two different methods to elect representatives: one part of the legislature may be elected
through a majoritarian system, while the other part is elected through a proportional system. This hybrid
approach seeks to achieve a balance between fair representation and stable governance. One of the main
advantages of mixed systems is their ability to provide more balanced representation. By incorporating
elements of both PR and majoritarian systems, mixed systems can ensure that both the proportional
distribution of seats and the representation of local constituencies are addressed. This can lead to a more
representative and inclusive legislature, where different political voices are heard and local interests are
represented. Mixed systems also allow voters to have more nuanced choices. Voters can cast a vote for a
party and a separate vote for a local representative, which can provide a better reflection of their preferences.
This dual-vote approach can also encourage greater voter participation, as individuals may feel that their
votes have a more meaningful impact on both the overall composition of the legislature and their local

representation.

However, mixed electoral systems can be complex to administer and understand. The combination of
different methods can make the electoral process more complicated, both for voters and for election
administrators. This complexity can lead to confusion and potential errors in the counting process, and may
also require more resources to manage effectively. In practice, mixed systems can vary widely in their
implementation. For example, Germany uses a mixed-member proportional system, where voters have two
votes: one for a party and one for a local candidate. In contrast, New Zealand employs a mixed-member
proportional system with a slightly different structure. The specific design of the mixed system can influence
its effectiveness and the extent to which it achieves its goals of balanced representation and stable

governance.
Single Transferable Vote (STV)

The Single Transferable Vote (STV) is another electoral system designed to provide proportional
representation, but it operates differently from other PR systems. In STV, voters rank candidates in order of
preference rather than voting for a single candidate or party. Seats are allocated based on these preferences
through a process of transferring votes to other candidates as needed. One of the key benefits of STV is its
ability to deliver highly representative outcomes. By allowing voters to express preferences among multiple
candidates and parties, STV can more accurately reflect the diversity of voter opinions. This can result in a
legislature that better represents the electorate's views, with a more proportional distribution of seats among
different parties and groups. STV also provides voters with greater choice and flexibility. VVoters can rank
candidates according to their preferences, which can reduce the impact of tactical voting and encourage
more genuine expressions of voter sentiment. This can lead to a more engaged and satisfied electorate, as

voters feel that their preferences are more likely to be reflected in the final election results.

IJRAR19D5820 ‘ International Journal of Research and Analytical Reviews (IJRAR) ‘ 416



© 2018 IJRAR June 2018, Volume 5, Issue 2 www.ijrar.org (E-ISSN 2348-1269, P- ISSN 2349-5138)
However, STV systems can be complex to administer and understand. The process of counting votes

and transferring preferences can be intricate and time-consuming, requiring careful management and clear
communication to ensure transparency and accuracy. This complexity can also make the system more
difficult for voters to grasp, potentially leading to confusion or errors. Additionally, while STV can enhance
representation and voter choice, it may not always lead to stable governments. The proportional nature of
STV can result in fragmented legislatures with no clear majority party, which may necessitate coalition
agreements and negotiations. This can lead to challenges in forming stable and effective governments,

similar to the issues faced in PR systems.
Case Study 1: The Lok Sabha Elections

The Lok Sabha, or the House of the People, is the lower house of India’s Parliament and is elected
through a First-Past-The-Post (FPTP) system. In this system, the country is divided into 543 constituencies,
each electing one Member of Parliament (MP). The candidate with the most votes in each constituency wins,

regardless of whether they achieve an absolute majority.
Impact on Political Representation:

1. Majoritarian Bias: The FPTP system often leads to a disproportional representation where a party
can secure a majority of seats without a corresponding majority of the popular vote. For example, in
the 2014 Lok Sabha elections, the Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) won 282 out of 543 seats with about
31% of the popular vote. This over-representation occurs because the system rewards parties that can
win the most votes in individual constituencies rather than those that win a broad distribution of

votes nationwide.

2. Two-Party Dominance: The FPTP system has contributed to the dominance of major national
parties like the BJP and the Indian National Congress, often sidelining smaller and regional parties.
This dominance can limit the diversity of political representation, as smaller parties struggle to win

seats despite having significant support in certain regions.

3. Strategic Voting: Voters may engage in strategic voting, where they choose a less preferred but
more viable candidate to prevent the election of their least preferred candidate. This can distort the

expression of voter preferences and impact the overall representation of diverse viewpoints.
Case Study 2: State Legislative Assembly Elections in Delhi

The Delhi Legislative Assembly elections use a Mixed-Member Proportional (MMP) system. Delhi is
divided into 70 constituencies, each electing one member through a First-Past-The-Post (FPTP) method,
while an additional 14 members are elected through proportional representation based on the party’s share of

the vote.

IJRAR19D5820 International Journal of Research and Analytical Reviews (IJRAR) ‘ 417



© 2018 IJRAR June 2018, Volume 5, Issue 2 www.ijrar.org (E-ISSN 2348-1269, P- ISSN 2349-5138)
Impact on Political Representation:

1. Enhanced Proportionality: The use of a proportional representation system for a portion of the
seats helps to correct some of the disproportionality inherent in the FPTP system. For instance, in the
2017 Delhi Assembly elections, the Aam Aadmi Party (AAP) won 62 out of 70 seats, despite
receiving about 53% of the vote. The proportional representation element helps ensure that smaller
parties and independent candidates have a better chance of gaining representation, even if they do not

win a majority in individual constituencies.

2. Balanced Representation: By combining FPTP with proportional representation, the Delhi system
aims to balance local representation with overall proportionality. This approach allows for a
legislature that reflects both individual constituencies and the broader vote distribution, providing a

more nuanced representation of the electorate’s preferences.

3. Coalition Dynamics: The proportional representation component can reduce the likelihood of
extreme disproportionality and encourage a more collaborative approach among parties. It helps in
mitigating the winner-takes-all effect of the FPTP system, leading to potentially more stable and

representative governance.
Case Study 3: Panchayat Elections in Karnataka

In Karnataka, the Panchayat elections for rural local governance are conducted using a system of single
transferable vote (STV). This system is designed to elect members to the Panchayat Raj institutions, which

are the local government bodies at the village, taluka, and district levels.
Impact on Political Representation:

1. Greater Inclusivity: The STV system enhances proportionality and allows for more inclusive
representation at the local level. Voters rank candidates by preference, and seats are allocated based
on these rankings. This ensures that minority groups and smaller parties have a better chance of
securing representation, as votes are transferred according to voter preferences until all seats are
filled.

2. Reduced Vote Wastage: Unlike FPTP, where votes for losing candidates do not contribute to the
final result, STV reduces the wastage of votes. By transferring votes according to preferences, STV
ensures that more votes contribute to the election outcome, leading to a more representative

allocation of seats.

3. Complexity and Administration: The STV system is more complex than simple majority systems,
requiring detailed vote counting and transfer processes. This complexity can pose challenges for
election administration, especially in rural areas where resources and administrative capabilities may

be limited.
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CONCLUSION:

Electoral systems are foundational to the structure and effectiveness of democratic governance,
significantly influencing political representation and the functionality of legislatures. Each system—whether
Proportional Representation, Majoritarian, Mixed, or Single Transferable VVote—brings unique benefits and
challenges. PR systems promote inclusivity and reflect a broader range of voter preferences but can lead to
coalition governments that may struggle with stability. Majoritarian systems, like First-Past-The-Post,
provide clear outcomes and stable governments but often result in disproportional representation and the
marginalization of smaller parties. Mixed systems attempt to blend the advantages of proportionality with
the stability of majoritarian approaches, offering a balanced representation but introducing complexity. The
Single Transferable Vote system enhances voter choice and proportionality, though it can be

administratively complex.

The choice of electoral system affects not only the fairness of representation but also the efficiency
and stability of governance. Understanding the implications of different electoral systems is essential for
assessing their impact on democratic processes and ensuring that they align with the values of fair
representation and effective government. As democratic systems evolve, thoughtful consideration of these

impacts will be crucial for fostering responsive and representative governance.
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