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Abstract 

Electoral systems significantly shape political representation, governance, and democratic 

outcomes. They are categorized into majoritarian, proportional representation (PR), and mixed 

systems. Majoritarian systems like First-Past-the-Post (FPTP) offer stability but often 

underrepresent smaller parties. PR systems ensure inclusive representation but can lead to 

fragmented parliaments and coalition governments. Mixed systems combine both, balancing 

stability with broader representation. Comparative analysis reveals trade-offs between stability, 

inclusivity, and governance effectiveness, with PR promoting gender equality and minority 

representation, while majoritarian systems enhance direct voter-representative relationships. 

Regional trends show North America’s use of FPTP, Europe’s preference for PR, and Asia and 

the Pacific’s growing adoption of mixed systems. Africa and Latin America use PR to address 

fragmentation and instability.FPTP systems, used in the UK, Canada, and India, produce clear 

outcomes but often result in disproportionate representation. PR systems in Sweden and South 

Africa provide equitable representation but cause legislative fragmentation. Mixed systems like 

Germany’s Mixed Member Proportional (MMP) balance local representation and 

proportionality. Ireland’s Single Transferable Vote (STV) promotes proportionality but is 

complex. Both India and the US face underrepresentation of smaller parties despite using FPTP. 

A tailored approach is needed for fair governance, with future research focusing on electoral 

reforms and their effects on political polarization and inclusivity. 
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1. Introduction  

Electoral systems are fundamental in shaping political landscapes and ensuring that citizens' 

votes are translated into effective political representation. These systems vary widely and are 

typically categorized into majoritarian, proportional representation, and mixed systems, each 

with distinct characteristics and implications for governance. Majoritarian systems, such as First-

Past-the-Post (FPTP) and the Two-Round System (TRS), aim to create clear winners by 

allocating seats to candidates who secure the most votes in a constituency. FPTP, used in 

countries like the UK, Canada, and India, is known for its simplicity and ability to form stable 

governments. However, it often leads to disproportional results, where smaller parties or 

minority groups are underrepresented, as seen in the 2015 UK general election, where the UK 

Independence Party secured only one seat despite receiving 12.6% of the vote (Norris, 2004). 

The Two-Round System, used in France for presidential elections, ensures that a winner gains an 

absolute majority, potentially involving a runoff between the top two candidates if no clear 

majority emerges in the first round. While this system offers greater voter choice, it can lead to 

voter fatigue due to the necessity of multiple rounds of voting (Farrell, 2011). 

While majoritarian systems often promote stable, single-party governments and decisive 

policymaking, they can also amplify regional inequalities and sideline minority representation 

(Lijphart, 1999). As a result, these systems have been criticized for fostering political discontent 

and reducing political diversity, as smaller parties find it difficult to gain seats even with 

significant public support. In contrast, proportional representation systems, which allocate seats 

in direct proportion to the number of votes received, aim to ensure broader political inclusivity. 

However, they can result in more fragmented parliaments and coalition governments, potentially 

leading to less efficient decision-making. Understanding the dynamics of these systems is 

essential for evaluating their impact on political stability, representation, and governance. Mixed 

systems, combining features of both majoritarian and proportional systems, attempt to balance 

these trade-offs by offering the stability of majoritarianism while promoting broader 

representation (Shugart & Wattenberg, 2001). This diverse array of systems underscores the 

complexity of electoral design and its profound impact on democratic governance. 

Proportional Representation (PR) systems are designed to allocate legislative seats in proportion 

to the votes received by political parties, ensuring that the distribution of seats mirrors voter 

preferences more accurately than majoritarian systems. One common PR system is Party-List 

PR, which is used in countries like Sweden, South Africa, and Israel. In this system, voters cast 

their votes for parties rather than individual candidates, and seats are distributed according to 

each party's share of the vote. There are variations in how candidates are ranked within the party 

lists, with closed lists where party leaders determine the order and open lists where voters can 

influence the ranking (Reynolds, Reilly, & Ellis, 2005). Another example is the Single 

Transferable Vote (STV), which is used in countries such as Ireland and Malta. STV allows 
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voters to rank candidates in multi-member districts, with votes transferred based on voter 

preferences until all seats are filled, thus ensuring proportionality (Farrell, 2011). The primary 

advantage of PR systems is that they are highly inclusive, giving smaller parties, women, and 

minority groups better representation, which often leads to higher voter turnout and reduced 

wasted votes. However, a significant drawback is the potential for fragmented parliaments and 

coalition governments, which can make decision-making slower and more complex (Gallagher & 

Mitchell, 2005). 

Mixed electoral systems combine elements of both majoritarian and proportional systems, 

aiming to balance the strengths of each. The Mixed Member Proportional (MMP) system, used 

in Germany and New Zealand, allows voters to cast two votes: one for a candidate in a single-

member district and another for a party. This ensures proportional representation while retaining 

the local constituency link typical of majoritorian systems (Shugart & Wattenberg, 2001). 

Another example is the parallel system, used in countries like Japan and South Korea, which also 

combines majoritarian and proportional elements but does not fully compensate for 

disproportionality. While parallel systems are simpler and more stable, they tend to be less 

proportional than MMP (Farrell, 2011). The advantages of mixed systems are their ability to 

enhance proportionality while maintaining strong local representation. However, these systems 

can be complex for voters to understand and often require more comprehensive voter education 

(Lijphart, 1999). Overall, mixed systems are seen as a compromise that seeks to combine the 

benefits of both majoritarian and proportional representation, though they come with their own 

set of challenges in terms of implementation and voter understanding. 

 

Importance of Comparative Analysis: 

Comparative analysis of electoral systems plays a crucial role in understanding the broader 

impact of different electoral designs on political, social, and economic outcomes. By examining 

various systems, scholars and policymakers can assess the effectiveness of their own electoral 

models and identify areas for improvement. For instance, proportional representation (PR) 

systems have been shown to enhance the representation of women and minorities, fostering more 

inclusive legislatures compared to majoritarian systems like First Past the Post (FPTP), which 

often fail to represent smaller parties adequately (Norris, 2004). In addition, majoritarian systems 

tend to promote political stability by leading to single-party governments that can implement 

policies decisively. In contrast, PR systems often result in coalition governments that require 

greater compromise and can be more reflective of diverse political ideologies (Blais& Carty, 

1990). This comparative perspective allows policymakers to determine how well their electoral 

systems align with their political goals, such as stability, inclusivity, and fairness. 
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The importance of comparative analysis also extends to understanding voter behavior and 

informing electoral reforms. Electoral systems like FPTP can encourage tactical voting, where 

voters support candidates not because they are their first choice, but because they believe it is 

necessary to avoid a less desirable outcome. PR systems, on the other hand, allow voters to 

express genuine preferences without fear of wasting their vote (Blais& Carty, 1990). 

Comparative studies have informed debates on electoral reforms in various countries, such as the 

UK and Canada, where models from countries like New Zealand and Germany are often 

referenced to create more inclusive and representative systems (Reynolds et al., 2005). 

Furthermore, global challenges, such as declining voter turnout and the rise of populism, can be 

better addressed through comparative analysis, helping democracies adapt by adopting best 

practices from successful electoral systems across the world. 

 

2. Theoretical Framework 

Electoral systems are essential institutional frameworks that go beyond translating votes into 

seats, aiming to uphold democratic principles such as representation, accountability, and 

inclusivity. Representation is a key feature, as electoral systems must ensure that the preferences 

of voters are accurately reflected in legislative bodies. Proportional Representation (PR) systems, 

such as party-list and Single Transferable Vote (STV), are lauded for their ability to provide 

more accurate reflection of voter preferences, allowing for better inclusion of smaller parties and 

minority groups (Lijphart, 1999). On the other hand, majoritarian systems like First-Past-the-Post 

(FPTP) tend to favor larger parties, often leading to underrepresentation of minorities (Norris, 

2004). Accountability is another significant factor, with majoritarian systems fostering a more 

direct relationship between voters and their representatives, while PR systems, despite promoting 

broader representation, may dilute personal accountability due to the complexity of party-based 

proportionality (Shugart & Carey, 1992). Furthermore, inclusivity is bolstered in PR systems 

through mechanisms like gender quotas and reserved seats, which increase the representation of 

marginalized groups, particularly women (Reynolds, Reilly, & Ellis, 2005). These systems often 

come with trade-offs, such as complexity and reduced transparency, as seen in STV, which may 

cause voter confusion and reduce trust in the electoral process (Farrell, 2011). 

Comparative analysis of electoral systems involves evaluating various variables that shape their 

performance and outcomes, which is crucial for understanding how well these systems achieve 

democratic goals. Proportionality, which refers to how closely the distribution of seats reflects 

the vote share of political parties, is a defining characteristic of PR systems, offering a fairer 

representation of all parties (Taagepera & Shugart, 1989). Other important factors include district 

magnitude, which impacts proportionality and the voter-representative link, as well as the role of 

thresholds, which balance the need for representation with governability (Katz, 1997). Ballot 

structure also plays a critical role, influencing voter behavior and the degree of strategic voting. 
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Systems like STV, which allow voters to rank candidates, provide more choice, while FPTP may 

constrain voter preferences by incentivizing tactical voting (Farrell, 2011). Additionally, 

electoral systems shape party systems, with majoritarian systems favoring two-party competition 

and PR systems encouraging multi-party systems (Duverger, 1954). Voter turnout is often higher 

in PR systems, as they are perceived to offer fairer representation (Blais & Carty, 1990), and the 

electoral model in place influences governance outcomes, such as the likelihood of single-party 

versus coalition governments. These variables provide a comprehensive framework for 

evaluating electoral systems, helping scholars and policymakers understand their implications for 

democratic governance (Powell, 2000). 

 

3. Electoral Systems 

Electoral systems are essential components of democratic governance, determining how votes 

are translated into seats in a legislature. These systems significantly influence the nature of 

representation, governance, and political competition. Electoral systems can be broadly 

categorized into majoritarian systems, proportional representation systems, and mixed systems 

and hybrids. 

 

Majoritarian Systems: 

Majoritarian systems are designed to ensure clear winners in elections, typically focusing on 

simplicity and fostering accountability. These systems are especially prominent in single-

member constituencies, where the candidate or party with the most votes wins the seat, making 

the relationship between voters and their representatives direct and transparent. However, this 

simplicity often leads to disproportionate outcomes, where smaller parties and minority groups 

are underrepresented. The First-Past-the-Post (FPTP) system, used in countries like the United 

States, Canada, and the United Kingdom, is a common example of a majoritarian system, but it is 

often criticized for producing "winner-takes-all" results that marginalize smaller parties (Farrell, 

2011). Another example is the Alternative Vote (AV), which is used in Australia, where voters 

rank candidates in order of preference. AV addresses some of the issues in FPTP by ensuring 

that winners have broader support and reducing the incidence of strategic voting (Reynolds, 

Reilly, & Ellis, 2005). While majoritarian systems are praised for producing stable governments 

and reducing the likelihood of coalition governments, they can distort proportionality by 

allowing a party to secure a majority of seats with less than a majority of the vote, as seen in 

FPTP, which can lead to "manufactured majorities" (Lijphart, 1999). 
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Proportional Representation Systems: 

Proportional Representation (PR) systems are designed to allocate legislative seats in proportion 

to the votes each political party receives, promoting inclusivity and fairness. These systems, 

commonly used in multi-member constituencies, ensure that a party's share of the vote translates 

closely into its share of legislative seats, fostering more representative and diverse legislatures 

(Gallagher & Mitchell, 2005). Key examples include Party-List PR, used in countries such as 

South Africa and Sweden, where voters select party lists rather than individual candidates, with 

seats allocated based on the party's vote share. Variants like closed-list and open-list systems 

differ in the degree to which voters can influence the candidate rankings (Reynolds et al., 2005). 

Another example is the Single Transferable Vote (STV), used in Ireland and Malta, which allows 

voters to rank candidates in multi-member districts, ensuring proportional representation through 

a quota system (Farrell, 2011). While PR systems enhance fairness by providing better 

representation for smaller parties and minority groups, they can also lead to fragmented 

legislatures and unstable coalition governments, which may struggle with policy decisiveness 

(Lijphart, 1999). Moreover, these systems often reduce the number of wasted votes, encouraging 

higher voter turnout (Blais& Carty, 1990). 

 

Mixed Systems and Hybrids: 

Mixed electoral systems combine elements of both majoritarian and proportional systems, 

aiming to strike a balance between proportionality and direct accountability to constituents. In 

these systems, voters typically cast two votes—one for a candidate in a single-member district 

and another for a party in a multi-member district—ensuring both local representation and 

proportionality (Shugart& Wattenberg, 2001). Notable examples include Mixed Member 

Proportional (MMP), used in Germany and New Zealand, where some seats are filled through 

single-member districts and others through proportional party lists, ensuring a more accurate 

reflection of voter preferences (Reynolds et al., 2005). Parallel systems, used in Japan and South 

Korea, combine both components but without compensating for disproportionality, offering a 

balance of inclusivity and stability (Farrell, 2011). Mixed systems have the advantage of 

maintaining direct links between voters and representatives while providing a more inclusive 

representation than pure majoritarian systems. However, they can be complex and difficult for 

voters to understand, and the proportionality achieved may still fall short compared to fully 

proportional systems like PR (Gallagher & Mitchell, 2005). 
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4. Regional Trends in Electoral Systems 

Electoral systems vary significantly across regions, reflecting diverse political, cultural, and 

historical contexts. Understanding regional trends provides insights into how different systems 

function in practice and adapt to evolving political dynamics. This section explores electoral 

systems in North America and Europe, Asia and the Pacific, andAfrica and Latin America, 

highlighting regional patterns, innovations, and challenges. 

North America and Europe feature a diverse range of electoral systems, shaped by historical and 

political contexts, with many systems undergoing reforms in recent years. In North America, the 

United States predominantly uses the First Past the Post (FPTP) system, which is a majoritarian 

approach where the candidate with the most votes in a constituency, wins, leading to a two-party 

system and often marginalizing smaller parties (Norris, 2004). The U.S. also employs the 

Electoral College for presidential elections, which combines a winner-takes-all system at the 

state level with a proportional influence based on state populations, further contributing to 

disproportional outcomes. In Canada, FPTP is also used for federal and provincial elections, and 

despite its simplicity, it has been criticized for leading to disproportionate results, as 

demonstrated in the 2019 federal election, where the Liberal Party won a majority of seats with 

only 33% of the popular vote (Farrell, 2011). In Europe, electoral systems vary widely, with 

many countries using proportional representation (PR) systems, such as in Sweden or the 

Netherlands, which are seen as more inclusive and representative of voter preferences. However, 

even in Europe, majoritarian systems such as FPTP are employed in the UK, leading to similar 

criticisms regarding the underrepresentation of smaller parties and minority groups (Lijphart, 

1999). 

 

Europe:  

Europe exhibits a wide variety of electoral systems, with many countries adopting proportional 

representation (PR) to ensure fairer and more inclusive representation. In Northern and Western 

Europe, countries like Sweden and Germany use PR systems, which are praised for providing a 

more accurate reflection of voter preferences. Germany’s Mixed Member Proportional (MMP) 

system, in particular, has been lauded for balancing proportionality with constituency 

representation, fostering stable coalition governments and accommodating diverse political 

parties (Reynolds, Reilly, & Ellis, 2005). In Eastern Europe, post-communist states such as 

Poland and Hungary have experimented with hybrid systems that attempt to balance 

representation with preventing political fragmentation. However, these countries sometimes face 
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challenges with electoral fairness, particularly due to political interference and the influence of 

powerful parties (Gallagher & Mitchell, 2005). Trends in European electoral reforms often 

emphasize inclusivity, such as the introduction of gender quotas and lowering voting thresholds 

for smaller parties, aiming to improve representation. In contrast, electoral reforms in North 

America have been slower, partly due to deeply entrenched political systems and resistance to 

change (Blais& Carty, 1990). 

 

Electoral Dynamics in Asia and the Pacific: 

The Asia and Pacific region highlights a diverse array of electoral systems, shaped by historical 

influences, cultural diversity, and the ongoing processes of democratization. In South Asia, 

India, the world’s largest democracy, employs the First Past the Post (FPTP) system for 

parliamentary elections. This system enables strong majority governments but often 

underrepresents regional and minority parties, leading to criticism of its lack of proportionality 

(Norris, 2004). In East Asia, Japan uses a parallel voting system that combines FPTP and 

proportional representation (PR) to balance local representation with broader proportionality. 

South Korea has also adopted a parallel system, though recent reforms aim to address imbalances 

in the PR component (Farrell, 2011). Southeast Asia presents a different picture, with countries 

like Indonesia utilizing open-list PR systems, promoting inclusivity, though electoral 

manipulation remains a concern in some parts of the region (Reynolds et al., 2005). 

 

Pacific: 

In the Pacific, small island nations like Papua New Guinea use Limited Preferential Voting 

(LPV), a form of ranked-choice voting designed to ensure broader representation in fragmented 

societies. New Zealand’s Mixed Member Proportional (MMP) system, often cited as a model for 

balancing proportionality with constituency accountability, stands as a regional reference for 

effective governance (Gallagher & Mitchell, 2005). Across Asia, there is an increasing trend 

toward adopting mixed electoral systems to improve proportionality, with a focus on 

accommodating diverse political landscapes. In the Pacific, systems like LPV are tailored to 

address the unique challenges of small, often fragmented electorates. These diverse approaches 

reflect the ongoing evolution of electoral systems to better reflect voter preferences and improve 

political representation. 
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Africa and Latin America: Trends and Challenges: 

Africa and Latin America present diverse electoral systems, influenced by historical legacies, 

efforts to strengthen democracy, and the need to address social inequalities. In Africa, Sub-

Saharan countries like South Africa use proportional representation (PR) systems to ensure 

inclusivity in ethnically diverse societies, promoting broad-based political representation 

(Reynolds et al., 2005). However, many former British colonies, including Kenya and Nigeria, 

still rely on majoritarian systems such as First Past the Post (FPTP), which have been criticized 

for exacerbating ethnic divisions and fostering political instability (Reynolds et al., 2005). North 

African countries, notably Tunisia, have recently adopted PR systems following the Arab Spring 

to foster inclusive representation, though challenges such as low voter turnout and public distrust 

in political institutions persist (Farrell, 2011). 

 

Latin America: 

In Latin America, many countries use closed-list PR systems, aiming to enhance proportionality 

and inclusivity. Brazil, for example, employs an open-list PR system that encourages vibrant but 

fragmented party systems, which can sometimes lead to political instability (Lijphart, 1999). 

Mexico, on the other hand, has adopted a mixed system combining FPTP and PR for its 

congressional elections, balancing local representation with proportionality to stabilize its 

democracy. Despite these efforts, both regions face challenges such as political fragmentation, 

electoral inefficiencies, corruption, and the influence of money in politics (Norris, 2004; 

Gallagher & Mitchell, 2005). Electoral reforms in Africa are focused on improving transparency 

and reducing post-election violence, while Latin American reforms aim to tackle political 

fragmentation and voter apathy, reflecting the regions' ongoing struggles to strengthen 

democratic processes. 

 

5. Case Studies in Electoral System Implementation 

Examining case studies of electoral systems, helps highlight how different systems operate in 

practice, their strengths, and their weaknesses. This section delves into comparisons between 

First Past the Post (FPTP) and Proportional Representation (PR), the mixed systems of Germany 

and Japan, unique systems such as the Single Transferable Vote (STV) in Ireland, and the 

electoral experiences of India and the United States. 

First Past the Post (FPTP) and Proportional Representation (PR) are two distinct electoral 

systems with varying strengths and weaknesses. FPTP, commonly used in countries like the 

United Kingdom, Canada, and India, is a straightforward system where the candidate with the 

most votes in a single-member district wins (Farrell, 2011). The primary advantages of FPTP are 

its simplicity and clarity in producing decisive outcomes, which often lead to single-party 
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governments that are perceived to be more stable and capable of enacting policies efficiently. 

However, FPTP is criticized for its disproportionality, as smaller parties and minority groups are 

often underrepresented, leading to wasted votes, where votes for losing candidates do not 

influence the result (Lijphart, 1999). For instance, the 2019 UK general election saw the 

Conservative Party win 56% of the seats with only 43.6% of the popular vote, demonstrating the 

system's failure to reflect the actual distribution of voter preferences (Farrell, 2011). 

In contrast, Proportional Representation (PR) systems, used in countries like Sweden, South 

Africa, and Brazil, allocate seats in proportion to the votes received, ensuring a more accurate 

reflection of political diversity and broader representation of minority groups (Norris, 2004). PR 

systems tend to generate higher voter turnout, as fewer votes are wasted, and encourage the 

participation of smaller parties. However, PR can lead to fragmented parliaments and coalition 

governments, which may complicate decision-making and policymaking. The complexity of vote 

counting and interpretation can also be a disadvantage (Gallagher & Mitchell, 2005). For 

example, while Sweden’s PR system produced a more proportional representation in the 2019 

elections, the need for coalition governments can slow down legislative processes compared to 

the more decisive outcomes often produced by FPTP systems. Both systems have their merits, 

but they present contrasting challenges in terms of fairness, stability, and governance. 

 

Mixed Systems: Germany and Japan: 

Germany’s Mixed Member Proportional (MMP) system is a hybrid electoral model that 

combines the majoritarian First Past the Post (FPTP) system with Proportional Representation 

(PR). Voters cast two ballots: one for a constituency candidate and another for a political party. 

This dual vote system allows for local representation while maintaining proportionality in the 

allocation of seats, ensuring that the distribution of legislative power closely reflects the voting 

preferences of the population (Shugart& Wattenberg, 2001). The MMP system is praised for 

fostering stable coalition governments, which encourage collaboration and compromise among 

political parties. However, the system is not without challenges. Its complexity can make it 

difficult for voters to understand and for electoral bodies to implement efficiently. Furthermore, 

there are ongoing debates about the allocation of compensatory seats, which are designed to 

correct imbalances created by the FPTP component of the system (Reynolds, Reilly, & Ellis, 

2005). 

Japan’s electoral system, known as Parallel Voting, similarly combines FPTP and PR, but 

without compensatory mechanisms to adjust for any disproportionality caused by the FPTP 

component. This system allows for local representation through FPTP while offering 

proportionality through PR for multi-member districts. However, the lack of compensatory seats 

results in a tendency for the system to produce majoritarian outcomes, thus favoring larger 

political parties. The system has contributed to the dominance of the Liberal Democratic Party 
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(LDP), which has maintained significant political influence for decades (Farrell, 2011). Despite 

its advantages in balancing local and proportional representation, the dual nature of the system 

creates imbalances, as the PR component does not adequately counteract the disproportionality 

introduced by FPTP. These features reflect the inherent tension in mixed systems between 

achieving proportionality and maintaining local accountability. 

 

Unique Systems: The Single Transferable Vote in Ireland: 

Ireland employs the Single Transferable Vote (STV), a preferential voting system used in multi-

member districts where voters rank candidates in order of preference. This system aims to 

promote proportionality by ensuring that candidates are elected based on the proportion of votes 

they receive, reducing wasted votes and allowing for more accurate representation of voter 

preferences (Gallagher & Mitchell, 2005). One of the key strengths of the STV system is its 

ability to offer voters a wide range of choices, promoting competition within parties and ensuring 

accountability, as candidates must cater to a broad constituency (Lijphart, 1999). However, STV 

is not without its challenges. The vote-counting process can be complex and time-consuming, 

which may deter some voters from fully engaging in the system. Additionally, the competition 

within parties can sometimes lead to fragmentation, as candidates from the same party compete 

for limited seats, potentially weakening party cohesion (Farrell, 2011). Despite these challenges, 

STV has been praised for accurately reflecting voter preferences, though it requires a politically 

informed electorate to navigate its intricacies effectively. 

 

Case Studies: India and the United States; 

India and the United States both employ the First Past the Post (FPTP) system, which, while 

providing clear electoral outcomes, presents challenges in large and diverse democracies. In 

India, FPTP fosters strong constituency ties between representatives and voters, which is 

essential in such a populous and culturally diverse nation (Norris, 2004). However, the system's 

disproportional outcomes have raised concerns. For example, in the 2019 general elections, the 

Bharatiya Janata Party (BJP) won 55% of the seats with only 37.4% of the vote share, illustrating 

how FPTP tends to underrepresent smaller parties and minorities (Farrell, 2011). Despite this, 

FPTP remains entrenched in India due to its perceived simplicity and the stable government it 

fosters. Similarly, in the United States, FPTP supports a stable two-party system that aligns well 

with the country's federal structure (Lijphart, 1999). The system, however, faces significant 

criticisms, such as the discrepancy between the popular vote and the outcome of the Electoral 

College, as seen in the 2016 presidential election. Furthermore, issues like gerrymandering and 

voter suppression have been highlighted as significant barriers to democratic fairness (Reynolds 

et al., 2005). 
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Both India and the United States showcase the resilience of FPTP in providing clear electoral 

results, but their experiences also highlight the system's flaws, especially in ensuring 

proportionality and inclusivity. In India, the lack of representation for smaller parties and 

minorities has sparked discussions on electoral reform to enhance fairness (Norris, 2004). 

Similarly, in the U.S., calls for reform focus on the Electoral College and the negative impact of 

gerrymandering and voter suppression, all of which undermine the democratic ideal of one 

person, one vote (Reynolds et al., 2005). In both countries, FPTP’s limitations in reflecting voter 

diversity continue to prompt debates on how to achieve more representative electoral outcomes 

while maintaining stability and simplicity in the political process. 

 

6. Comparative Insights 

Comparative analysis of electoral systems worldwide reveals valuable lessons about the interplay 

between design, representation, and stability. By understanding the strengths and weaknesses of 

different systems, democracies can develop more effective and inclusive frameworks. This 

section explores lessons learned from global practices and identifies best practices for balancing 

representation and stability based on comparative insights. 

Global practices in electoral systems provide valuable lessons on how different designs shape 

political outcomes and influence democratic health. Proportional Representation (PR) systems, 

such as those in Sweden and South Africa, are particularly effective in ensuring inclusivity by 

providing representation to smaller parties and marginalized groups, thus fostering political 

pluralism (Norris, 2004). PR systems, however, can lead to fragmented parliaments and coalition 

governments, which may hinder decisive policymaking and contribute to political instability, as 

seen in countries like Italy. On the other hand, majoritarian systems like First Past the Post 

(FPTP), used in the United States and India, produce clear outcomes, which can enhance 

political stability and policymaking but often at the cost of underrepresentation for smaller 

parties (Gallagher & Mitchell, 2005). These systems tend to encourage strategic voting, 

diminishing voter satisfaction. Mixed systems, such as Germany’s Mixed Member Proportional 

(MMP) system, balance local representation with proportionality, enhancing voter engagement 

and satisfaction by reducing wasted votes and improving overall inclusivity (Farrell, 2011). 

Furthermore, electoral systems must be tailored to a country’s regional and cultural context, as 

seen with Ireland’s Single Transferable Vote (STV) system and Japan’s parallel voting system, 

both of which reflect their unique political needs (Shugart& Wattenberg, 2001). 

Best practices for balancing representation and stability suggest combining electoral systems, 

such as Germany’s MMP, which provides dual representation for both regional and national 

interests (Farrell, 2011). The introduction of electoral thresholds, like the 5% threshold in 

Germany, ensures stability by preventing excessive fragmentation in PR systems while 

maintaining proportionality (Gallagher & Mitchell, 2005). Additionally, gender quotas and 
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reserved seats for marginalized communities, as implemented in Rwanda and India, have proven 

effective in enhancing inclusivity in political participation (Norris, 2004). Strengthening electoral 

integrity through transparent processes, such as independent electoral commissions seen in South 

Africa, is crucial for maintaining public trust and legitimacy (Reynolds et al., 2005). 

Encouraging voter education, as demonstrated in New Zealand during its shift to MMP, and 

promoting adaptive reforms are also key to ensuring the sustainability and responsiveness of 

electoral systems (Shugart& Wattenberg, 2001). By adopting these best practices, countries can 

address the challenges inherent in balancing fairness, stability, and inclusivity within their 

electoral frameworks. Comparative insights into electoral systems demonstrate that no single 

system is universally optimal. Effective electoral systems are those that balance the competing 

demands of representation and stability while addressing the unique needs of a nation. By 

learning from global practices and adopting best practices, democracies can strengthen their 

electoral frameworks and enhance public trust in governance. 

 

7. Conclusion and Recommendations 

Electoral systems serve as the backbone of democratic governance, shaping political 

representation, the efficiency of government decision-making, and the overall health of 

democracy. Through a comparative analysis of electoral systems across the globe, it becomes 

clear that there is no one-size-fits-all solution. Each system comes with its own set of advantages 

and challenges, which must be understood in relation to the specific political, cultural, and 

historical contexts of a country. The comparative analysis of electoral systems reveals a delicate 

balance between representation and political stability. Majoritarian systems, such as First-Past-

the-Post (FPTP), offer clear and stable government outcomes, but they often fail to capture the 

diversity of political preferences, as evidenced by disproportional outcomes in countries like the 

United Kingdom and India (Lijphart, 1999). FPTP tends to underrepresent smaller parties, 

leading to a two-party dominance that can stifle political diversity. In contrast, Proportional 

Representation (PR) systems, used in countries like Sweden and South Africa, excel at reflecting 

a broader spectrum of political opinions and ensuring inclusivity, particularly for marginalized 

groups (Norris, 2004). However, the PR systems often create fragmented parliaments and 

coalition governments, which can struggle with decisiveness. Germany’s Mixed Member 

Proportional (MMP) system offers a compromise, balancing local representation with 

proportionality, thereby fostering political stability while better reflecting the electorate's 

diversity (Farrell, 2011). This blend of representation and stability underscores the importance of 

selecting an electoral system that aligns with a nation’s political goals. 

Voter engagement is another critical aspect influenced by electoral systems. In PR systems, 

where the proportion of seats corresponds to the share of votes, voters are less likely to feel their 
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votes are wasted, which can lead to higher turnout and more meaningful political participation 

(Gallagher & Mitchell, 2005). By contrast, FPTP systems encourage strategic voting, where 

voters may choose candidates based on electability rather than preference, undermining the 

legitimacy of the electoral process. The trade-off between political stability and pluralism is also 

evident. While majoritarian systems like FPTP tend to produce stable governments, they often 

marginalize smaller parties and can deepen political polarization, as seen in the U.S. (Reynolds, 

Reilly, & Ellis, 2005). PR systems foster pluralism but may result in fragmented governments, 

which can be less effective during crises. Mixed systems, such as Japan’s parallel voting and 

Germany’s MMP, offer a middle ground, aiming to balance both representation and political 

stability (Shugart& Wattenberg, 2001). Lastly, the integrity of electoral systems is crucial to their 

effectiveness. Electoral malpractice, such as gerrymandering or voter suppression, can 

undermine the democratic process. Countries like South Africa, with independent electoral 

commissions, showcase the importance of transparency and accountability in maintaining 

electoral integrity (Shugart& Wattenberg, 2001). 

 

Suggestions for Future Research: 

Future research on electoral system reforms in established democracies is essential for 

understanding how such reforms might influence political stability, voter engagement, and 

minority representation. Countries like the United Kingdom and Canada, which still utilize First-

Past-the-Post (FPTP), are increasingly debating the adoption of more proportional systems. 

These discussions highlight the growing desire for electoral fairness and inclusivity. Research in 

this area could explore the potential consequences of these reforms, such as how transitioning to 

systems like Proportional Representation (PR) could reshape party systems, improve voter 

satisfaction, and address the underrepresentation of smaller parties and marginalized groups 

(Farrell, 2011). Moreover, comparisons between countries that have already implemented such 

changes, such as New Zealand and Italy, could shed light on the real-world impact of shifting 

from majoritarian to proportional systems. These cross-national comparisons would provide 

valuable insights into the practical challenges of electoral reforms, including how these countries 

adapted to new systems and whether they met the goals of reducing electoral disproportionality 

and enhancing political diversity (Shugart& Wattenberg, 2001). 

Another important avenue for future research is the relationship between electoral systems and 

political polarization. Proportional systems, by encouraging a wider array of political parties, 

might contribute to increased polarization, as observed in countries like Israel and Italy. 

Conversely, majoritarian systems like FPTP tend to suppress political divisions by promoting a 

two-party system, but may also exacerbate ideological extremes by sidelining smaller or 

extremist parties (Lijphart, 1999). Investigating these dynamics would help determine whether 
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electoral systems play a role in fostering or alleviating political fragmentation. Additionally, the 

role of technology in modern electoral systems is an emerging area of research. As digitalization 

advances, new technologies like online voting and artificial intelligence in election monitoring 

raise important questions about security, accessibility, and public trust in the electoral process. 

Lastly, studies on gender and minority quotas in electoral systems could provide deeper insights 

into how such policies impact political equality and the representation of underrepresented 

groups. Countries like Rwanda, India, and France, which have implemented gender and minority 

quotas, offer valuable case studies for understanding the effects of these measures on both 

political participation and policy outcomes (Norris, 2004). 
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