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Why is our 
current voting 

system so 
messed up?
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Pendulum 
swings in 
policy



Voter dissatisfaction



How can pro-
rep fix what 

ails us?





COOPERATION







“Countries with 
proportional systems 
had considerably lower 
levels of income 
inequality.”

Prof. Arend Lijphart



Economic policy: PR countries…
1. Orellana & Lijphart found no significant relationship 

between electoral systems and economic growth. 
Knutsen found PR countries had about 1% per 
year higher economic growth than non-PR 
countries.

2. Have lower corporate tax rates.
3. Have lower debt levels [Orellana 2015]
4. Were less likely to have deficits and more likely to 

have fiscal surpluses [Carey and Hix, LSE, 2009]
5. But PR countries do have more robust social 

welfare systems.





All three options…
1. Are a huge improvement over what we now have.
2. Produce a proportional outcome reflecting what we 

actually vote for.
3. Not only preserve, but enhance, local representation.
4. Improve diversity of the Legislature.
5. Ensure no region will have fewer MLAs.
6. Are innovative “made-in-BC” models that reflect our 

unique needs and geography.
7. Will not significantly increase the size of the 

Legislature.
8. Include minimum threshold of 5%.



All three options…
• Still not feeing sure?
• A “fail-safe” road-test: AG 

David Eby has committed to 
2nd confirmation referendum 
after two election cycles.
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Our special referendum 
webpage: 
policynote.ca/pr4bc/



British Columbians 
deserve to be liberated 

to vote our values.

When we do so, the 
outcome will serve us 

all well.







Exaggerated 
regional differences



What will be on 
the ballot in 

the fall 
referendum?









How do the 
three options 

work?



Dual 
Member 

• Neighbouring pairs of ridings would 
be merged into two-member 
constituencies, except for the 
largest rural ridings

• Parties nominate two candidates for 
each riding.

• People vote for the team.
• The first seat goes to the first 

candidate of the party with the 
most votes. 

• The second seat would be allocated 
based on the popular vote.



Dual 
Member 



Mixed 
Member 

• Mixed because MLA’s are 
elected in two ways.

• 60% of MLAs elected as they 
are now, in somewhat larger 
ridings (2/3 larger). 

• The other 40% are elected 
from regional party lists, such 
that each party gets a total 
number of seats in the 
legislature that corresponds to 
their share of the popular vote.



Mixed 
Member 



Rural Urban
• Combines two PR systems.
• Rural areas would vote using Mixed 

Member.
• But for the majority of us who live in 

cities and suburbs, we would vote using 
STV – the Single Transferrable Vote – the 
same system we had on the referendum 
ballot in 2005 and 2009. 

• Urban ridings would be combined into 
larger ridings and elect 4-7 MLAs by 
ranking candidates in order of preference.
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