SUBMISSION TO THE CITIZENS ASSEMBLY
ON ELECTORAL REFORM

INTRODUCTION

| support the Assembly’ s effort to consider a new and better voting system for B.C. Our present system
has much to recommend it, but some modifications or a mgor change could greatly improve the

governance of British Columbia

| am firg going to present my vaues asthey rdate to avoting system. Then | will discuss those priorities
one by one in more detail, and describe my proposed voting system and how it attempts to meet those

vaues.

My first vadue would be locd representation and accountability. Here | would pretty much echo the
wording in the Assembly’ s Prdiminary Statement. The second val ue would be that the government should
be chosen from that party which wins the mogt ridings. Thirdly, there should be familiarity, smplicity and
trangparent counting.

Fourthly, the voter should have the freedom to vote for that party and/or candidate which most closely
mirrors his or her politica views, and freedom from having to choose between dtrategic voting and voting
for the party they likethe most. Findly, anew voting system should provide greater opportunity for smaler
parties to dect candidates, and thereby to have their voices heard in the legidature and to grow over time.



LOCAL REPRESENTATION AND ACCOUNTABILITY

For me, loca representation and accountability are a very strong priority. This vaue is well described in
the Assembly’ s Prdiminary Statement. | will quote just two sentences: “ Citizens bdlieveit isimportant that
the interests of their particular communities be represented in public debate and policy-making. Thisis
accomplished when MLAshave anintimate knowledge of the communitiesthey represent and the concerns
of the people in them.”

Thisisadrength of the current system. | amopposed to any change which would decrease this member-
congtituency tie, and that isone reason | do not favour aproportiond representation system. Even with our
current system members are far too greatly influenced by the party, especidly the governing party, and |
am concerned that members eected from aligt, any kind of list, would be even more dominated by the

party.

VOTING SYSTEM

The voting system which | favour is aranked ballot, but with the voter able to indicate only his or her top
two preferences. There would therefore be only amaximum of two counts. In each riding, if one candidate
won at least 50% + 1 of the votes on the first count (i.e., the count of first preferences), that candidate
would be declared elected. Otherwise, all candidates except the top two would be removed from the
count, the second preference votes from the dropped candidates would be alocated to the remaining two

as appropriate, and the candidate with the mogt first and second preference votes would be the winner.

In the Assembly’s materias, this system has aso been referred to as an dternative vote, and the balot
cdled a preferentia balot. | believe it would aso be valid to cdl it a Sngle transferable vote (STV). It
would not be STV intheserviceof PR, but | think STV neverthel ess. Successful candidateswould be able
to dlam they had won with amgority.
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Thissystem is Smilar to that used to eect the French National Assembly, except that in that case citizens
in many congtituencieswill haveto goto the balot box twice. It hasa so been used in Canadato el ect party
leaders (e.g., therecent Conservative Party of Canadaleadership race), except that in those el ectionsmore
than two candidates have been alowed.

PRIORITY OF RIDINGS

How would this method support my vaues for a voting sysem? Clearly, it would maintain loca
representation very much asit is now. The exiging riding system would be maintained, with no need to
increasethe sze of ridings at dl.

The government would continue to amost aways be chasen from that party winning the mogt ridings, not
the highest percentage of the popular vote province-wide. Why isthisso important to me?| think it ispartly
agut feding based on governments having been formed this way for such a very long time. Also, | think
that in a PR system the voters' recognition that it is the province-wide party vote which will determine
government would wesken alittle further the member-condtituency tie.

Thisway of thinking excludes the concept of awrong winner. Therefore | don’t agree with the statement
that “The 1996 BC eection generated a‘wrong winner’ government.” The system was based on ridings,
the NDP won the most ridings, hence the NDP legitimately formed government. (These thoughtsarein no
way acomment on the quality, good or poor, of the government so formed.)



THE BALLOT

The balot would be changed only alittle. The candidates would belisted asthey are now, but there would
be two columns for votersto register their choices, obvioudy the first column for the first preference and
the second column for the second preference. The voter would mark one X in the first column and one X

in the second.

This would maintain the smplicity and largely the familiarity of the bdlot. It dso has the advantage of
keeping the present criteria for spoiled ballots, compared to a balot requiring the voter to actudly write
in numbers 1, 2, 3, eic.

There would be amaximum of only two counts, thereby keeping the counting procedure rlatively sSmple,
certainly compared to say aPR-STV system. The result would be transparent to the voter, so that voters
aren't likely to think they have been had by a complex counting procedure which they can’t understand.
The result might take two days to be known, requiring votersto exercise their patience muscle abit more

than now.

VOTER CHOICE

This system would greetly improve voter choice. For example, | suspect that in the last two dectionsalot
of voters would like to have voted for the Green Party than actualy did. Insteed, they voted strategically
for the NDP, ether to keep the Liberas out or, in the last eection, to try to maintain a reasonable
opposition. Under this system the voters would be free to vote Green as their first preference, and NDP
second. | would podiulate thet in the last dection one or two Greens would have been eected, and well
more than two NDP; perhaps even one or two from the Unity Party.



BENEFITSTO SMALLER PARTIES

Theresultsof thefirst preference count would be required by law to be published. Thiswould dlow voters
to seethetrue support for each party. Let ussay that in the next e ection, under thisnew system, the Greens
got 20% of first preference votes and Unity 13%. Seeing that, in a subsequent eection more voters might
consider oneor other of these partiesamore viable option, giving them agreater opportunity to grow than

they have now.

It is probably desirable that there be more than one party of the “right” and more than one party of the
“left.” This could be one consequence of adopting this system.

My primary point hereisthat, under this system, voting patterns would dmaost certainly change. It would,
of course, not beredly correct to take the votes from a previous eection, apply this system, and conclude
that that would have been the result. The benefit to smdler parties would come from people taking the
opportunity to vote in a different way. Hopefully this would dso lead to a reduction of the great swings
between parties of widdly differing policies which have become the normin B.C.

SUMMARY

To summarize, | am recommending a system which could be caled a Mgority-AV system. | would
highlight the fact that here “Mgority” refers to each candidate requiring at least 50% + 1 of theriding vote
to win — amgority government is by no means guaranteed. The variant of this syssem | am proposing
dlows the voter to register only hisor her top two preferences, and therefore there would be a maximum

of only two countsin each riding.

Thisvoting system would maintain the present close tie between the citizens of aparticular geographic area
and their MLA. 1t would continue to choose government as that party winning the most ridings. 1t would
be smple, relatively familiar, and transparent.
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This system would greetly improve voters freedom to vote for that party they most want to vote for, and
reduce — not diminate but reduce — the need for srategic voting. It would improve smaller parties
opportunity to eect candidates and, if they perform well, to increase their sanding in the legidature with
time. It hasthe advantage of being ardatively minor change, and | think gradua change isthe best way to

go.



