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' HAMIRQ P DNQJ 3 IRFHW
' HAMRQ P DNQJ WP HIH

| was pleased to see in White Paper on Democratic Renewal (p21) that this Committee will
be working on defining a plebiscite question. I'm concerned that you only have until
November 30, two short weeks away, to come up with it, and would urge you to take the
winter to continue to think it over and ensure it is properly formulated.

3GEMIW B\ 3 UHHUBHQWDO/DWRNP HKRG

| was also pleased to see the proposal in the White Paper (p21) that the plebiscite question
be guided by a preferential ballot. It is a little ironic that the 2005 referendum itself used a
first past the post’ voting model to choose between three options. This directly led to
vote-splitting - effectively silencing the voices of those who wanted change, but not the
particular model proposed, as noted on page 9 of the White Paper. This is known as the
“separability problem” and is easily avoided by separating the ballot into two sequential
questions, and using a Preferential Ballot if more than two options are presented for any
individual question.
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6 SHFLLIE SBELVAW TXHWRQY DQG IRWP DW

, GIVDI UHHVWRQI® Z W WH: KW 3DSHW VXIJHAIRY S \WDVWKH DGYVRY  SBELVAW Z IO
LQFOGH \WH RSWRQ R D *SUH HUHQIDCEDTGRAVDV DQ DIMIDWYH \R D) 373 RU3 URSRMRGDO

5 HSUMVHQIBMRQ 7KLV IV KLIK® P MBDAQ) $V, Z GHDERIDW XSRQ OWUIQ KLY SUHVHQIMRQ
D |BUH HHQIDCEDGRZ KIQ D ) 373 W KWP IV \VAMID) 373 VW IMP  FRP S Z W DOWKH

Z HDNGHWHV R D QRQ SURSRWIRGDOA AP

$VQRWGRQSDIH R WH: KM 3 DSHU \WH IMXH Rl 3\WH EDVIE YRUQ) VA VWP~ SOUDONV
P DIRUW RUSURSRMIRCDO 1 D VHSDUDWM IVWXH \R 2\KH AKFUYUH R \WH EDGBRW  VIQ) B FKRIEH
GXDOFKRIEH RUIDQNHG FKRIEH 7R SURSRVH D SBELVFWM \WDWDVNY SHRS®! \R FKRRVH EHE HHQ
WUHH RSMRQY R R Z KIFK DUH*EDVE YRIQJ VM\MMP V) 373 3 URSRIMIRCDCS HSUAVHQUIMRQ
DQGRQH R Z KIFK IV D *EDEBWAKFM  $ SUHHUHQIDCED@RW Z RX@ EH D YHY VHURXV
FRQI@MRQ R \& R VHSDUDW IM/XHV DQG, Z RX@ DU XH Z RX@ EH LOMOUMRQD@® P VODGLQ)
FDXVIQJ J UHDWARQIXVIRQ DQG P DNQI IWALIEXOVRUFLYIO/RFHW VR HGXFDW \WH SXETF RQ\WH
FKREH \WH\ 1DFH EHIRUH SDUFLSDUY 1Q\WH SBENVAWM |, THDUWWDVIKH UHVXOR \WH SOELVFW
Z RX@ \WHQ | DI \R DFFXUDIMO FDSWUH WH YIHZ V Rl \WH SXETF

, DP IQMIHVMG IQVHHQ) D QHZ YRIQU A WP LQWRGXFHG RQ WH IMDQG IO WP H IRUWH QH W
3 RVIGADCHBPMRY , \WHUHRUH EHOHYH DQDGYMVRY SBEIVAW  RU 1L WA/ UHTXILHG I RUHBIRRUDO
WHRP DEQAQI HHHEGXP  VKRXG EH KHG IQ\WH IDOR

,Q REHUMDWKH UHRUP V FRX@ EH SDWHGIQ D MQI BT WS |, Z RX@ SURSRVH D\ R SDIW
UHHWHQGXP Z W \KH IRBZ 1) IRP IRUTXHWIRQY 7KLV IV P RGHBIGRQWH 1 HZ =HDDQG
H SHIHQRH Z W \WH DCAMRQR! D 3 UH HIHQNDS/DTRWARKRXUH | RUMH VHRRQG TXHWIRQ

Question 1:
6 KRX@ 3 UQFH ( &Z DG, MDQG NHHS WH ) LWAAB DV KH 3 RAWMQI B RSVIRQ ) 373
YRIQJ VA VAMP ™
Choose one:
[] Yes
[]No

Question 2:
| 3UCHH ( &Z DU, MDQG Z HUH W FKDQI H W DQRWHUYRUWQ VA VMP Z KIEK YR
VMR Z RXG\ RX FKRRWH'
Rank all options from 1-5.
Use “1” for your most-preferred option
Use “5” for your least-preferred option
[ ] Multi-Member Proportional (MMP)
[ ] Dual-Member Mixed Proportional (DMP)
[ ] Single Transferable Vote (STV) Proportional
[ ] Supplementary Member (SM)
[ ] Alternative Vote (AV)



As a further effort in making the plebiscite as democratic as possible, multiple versions of the
ballots could be printed, with the options presented randomly, to remove the effect of a
donkey-vote, in which some voters would simply order the given options 1-5 from top to
bottom.

For the purposes of the example, | have included five options above. However, | would
support the idea that WH &RP P MMH FRX@ VIP S@\ WH EDA@RVE\ HP RYLQJ VRP HRI
WHVH RSMRQV L WHH Z DV D XQDQIP RXV FRQVHQVXVamongst Committee members that
some of these options are not viable or desirable for the island. If only two options were
included on the plebiscite ballot, | would recommend adding a “None of the Above” option.

Personally, | do not feel that the Single Transferable Vote (STV), Supplementary Member
(SM), Alternative Vote (AV) or Mixed-Member Proportional (MMP) systems are adequate for
the Island, and | would remove them from the second ballot question, leaving only one
option remaining, Dual-Member Mixed Proportional (DMP).

In the event that the Committee agrees (by consensus) that only one alternative (non-FPTP)
option is feasible for the Island (for example, Dual-Member Mixed Proportional (DMP)) then |
would phrase Question Two of the plebiscite/referendum as follows:

Question 2:
If Prince Edward Island were to change to another voting system, would you support
the Dual-Member Mixed Proportional (DMP) System, as proposed by the Committee
on Democratic Renewal?
Choose one:

[] Yes

[]No

2. Objections to Plurality and Majority models

2.1 Problems with Plurality (FPTP) or Majority (50%+1)
systems

Briefly, | greatly support the work of this Committee on Democratic Renewal, to reform the
Island’s outdated Plurality (FPTP) system. | believe both FPTP and Majority systems is
highly inadequate, for the following reasons:
e Many Islander’s views remain unrepresented in parliament
o For example, in a three-party FPTP system, up to 66% of voters could be
unrepresented.
o In a majority system, up to 49% of voters could be unrepresented.
e Many Islanders, particularly youth, are frustrated with and disenfranchised by a
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YR A VWP WDWERHY QRWHVXENQ | DIUUHSUAVHQIBMIRY 7 KLV UMNY GHSUAWMQ) YRMU
MURXW
0 DIRUMW J RYHUP HQN FDQ EH HBIPWG Z MY RQD D P IQRUMW Rl SXEQF VXSSRW

70 ICRUIW JRYHUCP HQW DQG FRDOMRQY DUH DU Z KIFK 1Q W0 J HDW GHRBHDVHY WH

LOFHQIYH | RUFRQAKRYH DQG FRRSHUDYH GIDEI XH DQG QHI RIDMRQ EHE HHQ SDUAV
| 7KV QWD GDGV \R JHDMUSROUWDMRQ DQG D BZ HUTXDMW R UVSHRRKOFLYIO

QAVFRXWH DQG SROFDAEHEDW 10Q J RYHWP HOVZ KIFK , HDUIXUKHUGU MP IVHV
GQAVUHVSHRAIKADQG XCAYIOEHEDW DP RQIWVWAYKH EURDGHUSXEMF

| was dismayed when reading the White Paper to see that the proposed alternative
(Dual Member) system remains based on a Majority (50%+1) basic voting system

: Ki®! D 3 BHHHUHQIDCS/D@WY SUIRSRVHG IQWH : - KW 3 DSHU \WH EDME YRUQJ VA WMP [V CRWD
3 URSRUMRCDARGH  WRQD WKIW IURP D (3 GUDOMTWVR D [0 DRI WP Z KIFK VIOUMNY
AVHQUDQRKIVHP HOAR XS W R \WH YRIMY RQ WLV, MDQG

None of the representational weaknesses of the FPTP system would be removed by
the proposal in the current White Paper \KH FXWHQAZ HONCHWHV Z RX@ RQD EH
MHGXFHAT ,I ZHDUWH Dv DQ,MDQG FRP P XQW R HQJIDIH VR P XFK R RXUFR@RYH HCHU\ 1Q
WLV SIRFHW R HP RAUDWF 5 HQHZ DO Z H VKRX@ HQUXUH \WWDW H JHWD JRRG GHP RAUDIF
UHMLD RQ RXUIQYHWR HOARI HQHU\  $ WKIWURP 33WDA@Y ) 373 R P DIRUNW D P DRUMY
VWWWP  DEHW W D P RHFRP SG ED@RWDQG GXDAAWMEW IV CRA RRG HQRXIK

7KH: KMM3DSHUP HQIRQY RQSDIH  WDVWRP H SURSRMRQDOA WWP V' VXFK DV

0 [ HG 0 HP EHU3 IRSRMRCDO0 0 3 FUHDWM IHDWY/ R D \& R \WHUGL IMDWMUH DQG \WH XVH R SDWW
QW , DIUHH Z KRBKHDUWMED + RZ HYHU WLV Z HDNGHW R \WHO 0 3 M VWWP  Z KIEK IV RQD
RQH YDUDQAR! 3 URSRMRQDOYRAQY  VKRX@ QRWEH XVHG DV DQ H FXVH R GVP W SURSRMRCDO
UHSUAVHQEMRQ DQG LOAMDG GH DXOVR D Z HDN' 0 DIRUMY EDVHG YRIZU VA \ARP

3 URSRMRQDON VKRX@ AMDEH RQ\WH FDUBV DV DQ RSURQ | RUWH IMDQG \R AUYH |RU 7 KHUH DUA
RKHUM WMP V' DQG, DGYRFDIM IRU XDOD HP EHUO I HG 3 URSRMRQDO' 03 DV SIRSRVHG B\
6 HDQ* UDKDP  Z KIFK GR CRAHD RQ SDWV @AV RUFUHDIM D \& R \IHUHG BU IVDWUA

3 UREGP V Z WY \WH 3 UH HIHQIDO/D@RWLL HWHUD 3 DD RU
0 DIRUW YRUQ A VWP 1V UABIGQHG

$V) DUYRM 3 ( , P HQMRQHG LQWHUVXEP MMRQ 2, XUH WH FRP P WH IRUWH VDNH RE FOUMY
R FROMGHUUHDP 1Q) \WH |SUH HUHQIDCEDTGRAA VMP \R Z KDWVWKRX@ P RUH FRUMA® EH
FD®IG + DQGWDWY $ GMEDIHORMRUS9 $9 UHHY \R IQI B! Z IQQHUUGQ)V RUGMMEW

Z KHUH D UDQNHG RUSUH HIHQIDCED@RAY XVHG VR HQUXUH WDWRQH FDQAGDW KDV R WH
YRM3



TKYV$OADWHIRM $9  IVH DR® WH \VMKPMUH WDWY SURSRVHG IQWH : - KIW 3 DSHU SDIH
DQG MWKRX@ EH UKHHWHG R DV VXFK ViR DYRIG FRQXVIRQ Z M D 3 UHHHQUDOYO@W WIQ D

SURSRMRCDOYRMY) WA VAP

, ZRX@ O\H R VSHDNWR P\ H SHIHQRH YRIZY 1Q$XWIDID Z KHUH \WH $ GMCDIYH 9 RM \KDVWY
D 3 UH HHQIDOYDTRZ W D 0 DIRUNY YRIQI VWP 1V XVHG IRUKH + RXVH Rl 5 HSURVHQRAYHV
DQG FROMDVWMAR Z KDVW REVHIYHG GXUQ) OVWP RNV [HGHDCHBIRIRQ KHUH 1Q & DQDAD Z KHUA
ZHVDZ VI QUEDQADXP EHY R SHRSG! YRUQY \WIDWJ [EDDY] IDKHUWDQ YRIDJ |RUKHUIGHDO
[IYMBUH HHQFH SDWV WH RQH P RAMWFBVHD DO GHG Z W \WHUYDOHV 1Q RBHUR DYRIG \WH
UMN R \WHUGDVSUH HUHG RSWRQ EHQI HBIPMG

3HRS®! Z KRVH YDAHV Z RX@ KDYH WHP  YRWM |RUMILEG RUIRXWK SDAY DUH ICFHQIWVHG B\ D
) 373 WP R IOAMVDG YRWM |RUZ KIEKHYHUP DRUSDWY WH  DUH GDWARSSRVHG R 3 RGJ

SXECFDVRQ LQ DGYDGFH R HBIFIRQ GD\ \WHUH RUH KDV DQ XQGXH IQ GHQPH RQ HBIFURQ UHVXOV
DQG OUH QXP EHY R YRIMY DUH GIVEVHQ UDQRKIVHG RUGMDWALHG Z WK \KH UHVXOV

, ZRX@ @\H \R SROARXVKDVWH $ GMCDIYH O RM $9 P DIRUW A VWP 1Q\WH W& DQDADQ
IHGHUIDCHBIPIRQ Z RXG UHVXEONQ QHDL® H DAV® WH VDP H RXWRP HV DV \WH) 373 VW \VMWP Z W
ZIGHVSUHDG VWDMI IE YRIQ) ,Q$XWIDID YRMY | RUKILE DQG IRXWK DUH P DU ICDQ/MHG DV WHU
YRMV DWHFRQG DQG WILG SUIHHHQAH 16Z \RZ DUBV \WH GDVWRSSRVHG P DIRUSDIAY W
UHQRUHV D IDOH \ER SDUWWV W WP 7 KH RQD GLIHHQFH EMZHHQ DQWH $9 A VWP DQG Z KDW
3(, DQG&DDED KDV QRZ IV WDVWKQGHUWH $ GMECDUYH 9 RM - SHRSBHY (IGHDAIAMBUH HIHQRHW
DUH SXEGF® UHFREHG EH RUH WHUYRWM GH DXV R Z KDWZ RX@ KDYH EHHQ \WHUWWDWM) IE
YRMT $VVXFK XQGHUWH $ GMCDYH 9 RM VXSSRUMY R WILG DQG |RXUW SDUAV VWOKDYH
WHUIIASUH HIHQFH YRMV GMUIHI DUEHG DQG DUH GIVZ MYRX\WIHSUAVHQEMRQ LQ SDUDP HQV

, ZRX@ @\H \R QRM \WDVWKH $ GMIDWYH 9 RM IV IQGHHG D JUHDWA WP LQVIQI® FDQACDM RU
VIQI B TXHIRQ FROMAV  IRUH DP SBI BDGHYKLS EDTRW Z WIQ D SDW RUIQD

VIQI B TXHIRQ SBEIVAMM HHWHQGXP  + RZ HYHU LQ P XGVP HP EHUSDUDP HQW Z WK HBIRIRQY
KDSSHQQJ QP X@$® VHDW 1L \WH$9 IV HP SB HG IWZ LGDA D\ V BDG\R D QRQ SURSRMRDO
RX\WRP H

$VQRWGIQWH: KMWM3DSHURQSDIH — WH$9 VAP SURSRVHG 3GRHV QRIWVALHA®
DQVOW YRW VKDUH QR VHDWAKDUH DQG KHQFH P D' QRAVXFFHHG LQ P DNQJ HBIPIRQ

RXWWRP HV UHVXEV P RUH SURSRMIRGDO 7 KLY GRHV UHGXFH \WH SRMEIDV « Rl TUHTXHQAP LQRUNV
RUFRDDMRQJRYHUP HON  VRP H YRMY P D\ AMDEH XQGHUUHSUHVHOMG RUXQUASUAVHQMG LQ
\WH/ HI IMDWUH DQG VP DIURUGHZ HUSDUWAV P D \AOH, SHUHQRH J UHDWUFKDODIQI HV 1Q
Z1QQQ) VHDW* 7 KHVH DUH H WHP HO VHURXY FRQFHV DQG DV DQ , MDIQG FRP P XQW Z H FDQ
@GR P XFK EHWHU

$VQRMGIQ7KHIVD' R BV VXEP MRQ?) 373 IV EOVIQ® DQNGHP RADIF 3 UHHUHQIDO
EDBVWRQpretends R DEGHW \KLY FUMY 1Q GHP RADA *

$V QRWG Q6 HDQ* UDKDP ¥ VXEP MRQ 37 KHWSH Rl SUHHHQIDCEDGRWA WP EHQJ
SURSRVHG Z RX@ FUHDM D QHZ WSH R! IQHTXDOW EHE HHQ YRMY W RX@ DBZ VRP H YRIMY
\R HBPWKHUILWAWKRIEH Z KIB! RHLY Z RX@ RQD EH DEGH\R HBPAKHUVHFRQG \MILG HF



FKREH : RWH VMDY VA VWP Z RXG UHVXAHQ VRP H YRIMY HBIRIY QR RQH DWD@ 7 KHUHRWA
\KHUH Z RX@ AMDEH DP S®! SRIMQIDARUKH SURSRVHG A VP \R Z DV D OU H QXP EHUR
YRMV ) 1QD® WH VXJ I HMG SUH HHQIDCEDGRWA VMP - Z RX@S UHVXONQ HBIFURQ RXRRP HV \KDW
GRQP DK SDUHVISRSXDUVXSSRWWDQG VIGRH WIV WSH R VA MP XVXD® UHVXOV 1Q GHDUD
LGHQUFDOUHVX@V \R WRVH REBIGHG E\ 60 3 3WH FXUWHQNA VWP @WWZ RXG RQD JLYH DQ IGBMRQ
R IP SIRYIQJ G-P RADR 1Q3( ,

3 URSRMRCDO® RIQY 6 \WHQ) \WV RYHIDO®
HDNCHWHYV [Q P RGHY

7 KH \VWHQI WV RE SURSRMRCDOYRIY

| believe that Proportional Voting systems bring the following benefits:

e The composition of the House more closely reflecting the popular vote

e No one’s votes are “wasted”. This minimises disenfranchisement of voters,
maximises electoral participation.

e |t would maximise political engagement in between elections, as each citizen would
feel that they have as much of a voice as any other, and a true representative of their
views in parliament.

e Results in stronger oppositions and more diverse Legislatures.

o This would greatly increase the incentive for civil, respectful political
discourse, debate and negotiation across party lines, and would make
Governments more responsible to the people rather than parties.

e Reduces the risk of majority governments, which can enable a party to unilaterally
push through undemocratic legislation, without adequate public debate, especially
early in their terms.

e Proportional Representation has is now the norm rather than the exception around
the world. PEI risks starting to look outdated if we continue to stubbornly hold on to a
FPTP system.

| believe that PEI can and should grasp this current opportunity to be a leader and set an
example for Canada and other nations to follow, by making real reforms, and moving to a
proportional system.

Addressing the myth of ‘coalition risk’.

A common argument in favour of FPTP is that it provides stable, majority governments. |
would argue that this is, instead, a great argument DIDIQWFPTP systems - a majority
government risks authoritarian behaviour - especially early on during its term when electoral
consequences for its actions are many years away.

As noted in Mike Redmond’s presentation to Democratic Renewal Committee, there is
nothing to fear from coalition governments. In fact, having observed coalition governments
frequently during my time living and working in Europe, | can confidently say that coalition
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governments, rather than absolute majorities, lead to enhanced civility in political discourse,
better negotiation between parties and greater democratic engagement. There are currently
84 countries in the world functioning as coalition governments, 36 of which are in Europe. In
my opinion, they function well.

I want to echo the sentiments expressed by Lynne Lund in her written submission to this
Committee: “People what collaboration in government. We want politicians to work across
party lines and we know that no one party has a monopoly on good ideas. We know that we
are not well represented when one party has the gift of a majority government, and all other
ideas are disregarded.”

It is disingenuous to say that minority governments and coalitions can’t be effective.
However, this is only the truth if the parties and politicians elected are unskilled at
compromise and negotiation. | frequently hear that “you can’t trust politicians, they don’t
listen, they are only in it for themselves.“ However, believe that Island politicians can do
better - | believe that they have the capacity to negotiate skillfully, to hear diverse
perspectives, and to be civil and collaborative with each other on an issue-by-issue basis,
across party lines. Under a Proportional Representation system, the incentive for politicians
to be better listeners, and better negotiators, would only increase. This is good for
democracy.

3.2 Weaknesses of common proportional models

| am a proponent of Proportional Voting, however | strongly favour the Dual-Member Mixed
Proportional (DMP) model proposed by Sean Graham in his submission to the Committee.
The following models for Proportional representation - while substantially better than a FPTP
or Majority-based voting system - all have substantial weaknesses that can be greatly
improved upon.

0 I HG9 HP EHU3LRSRUARQDG:00 3 -

MMP is a strongly proportional system and the ballot form required is not overly complex or
confusing. For this reason, it is a common form of Proportional voting.

However, as noted on page 9 of the White Paper, opponents of the MMP system are
concerned about the way that the system necessitates the use of ‘party lists’ rather than
locally-known and accountable candidates, for half of the seats in parliament. There are real
risks that “party insiders” would be picked on these lists, and that those lists would be highly
biased towards urban areas or certain demographic groups.

I understand that it is largely this concern - in addition to the ‘supermajority’ threshold, which
led to the failure of PEI's 2005 referendum. | think we can do better.

Another, less significant weakness of MMP is that the ‘party list’ seats are permanently
off-limits to independent candidates, so it does reinforce the role of parties.
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BLQIB! 7 DOV HUDE®! 9RW-679 -3LRSRUARQDG:
7KHHDHER P DIQZ HONOHWHV R \WWH 6 79 \A \AMP

First, STV reduces local representation, EHFDXVH WV EDVHG RQ @UHU P XGv/P HP EHU
AWIEW Z IWKIQ Z KIFK SURSRURCDOHSUHVHOIMROQV \BNH SOFH 7 KHUH LV D QUHRAWIDGH R
EHE HHQ SURSRMRCDOY DQG BFDAHSURVHQAIMRQ  \WH QL) HAH GMUMEW \KH P RUH
SURSRMRADAHVXOV Z RXG EH KRZ HYHUZ W GMW GFDAHSUHVHOIMRQ ,WDOR GRHV QRW
UHP RYH \WH FRCFHLQ DERXVWKH XVH Rl SDWW @AV ZKIFK IV DORD SUREGP ZIW 0 0 3

) RUH DP S®! 1L 3( , ZHWH R P DIQBQ D SDUDP HQAR DSSWR IPDMO  VHDW DQGXVH 679
WHUH Z RX@ GHHGWR EH D GHAMRQ  Z RXG IMEH EHVWR
D 8VH HORRDOGMUEW SUHVXP DEO® P DFKIQ) \WH IHGHUIDCERXQEDUHY  HDFK Z W
UHSUVHQIMYHV' 5IMNWWDWKS\WR R YRIMY Z RX@ QRAKDYH \WH SDUWV WH. YRWNG

| RUUHSUAVHQNG LO \WH G IMDWUH

E 8VHDVQ® HBRRDOAMMEWZ M UBHSUAVHQEBMYHY' 2 QD DP D[ IP XP R
YRMY Z RX@ EH GQVHQUDQRKIVHG XQEHMIY M WP KRZ HYHUWHUH IV QR @FDO
UHSUHVHOIMRQ

Second, STV necessitates a complex and confusing ballot.
7KV IV KRZ \WH $ XMIDIDQ 6 HODW IV HBIRMG |, FDQ DWW \WWH | DPVWKDWAY D YHUY
FRQXMQJ ED@ANEDSHUMR EH SUHVHQMG Z W

VDOR UHTXILHAY YRWY VR P XFK P RUH DERXVD P XFK BQJ HUOMR IQAYIGXDOFDQACDMY UDWHU

\WDQIRPXMQI RQ SDWV SRIFIHV DQG NQRZ LQ) GFDAFDQACDWY 1Q RGHUWR P DNH DQ HGXFDIMG

YRM ,Q$XVDID VHCDM EDTRWV Z LOR\WQ FROMI) R RYHU  QDP HV FRP SHUQ) IRURQD
VHDW 1Q D GMNEW

$ XVADID J HW DURXQG KLY UHTXIUHP HOWE\ DXBZ 1QJ IQAYIGXDS DWKH 6 HQDW VDR \R
FKRRVH EH® HHQ D IX@6 79 EDIRW RUR IR B\ XVQJ D URXS 9 RI) 7IENHW * 97
EDTRVR \WDWKHUYRW\ FDQ DV QHG DXVRP DIWWFD® DFFRWEQ] \R IRP SUH VXEP MKGE\ D
SROFDCSDWY WD YHY P HWA DQG FRQXVIQ) VWP VR FRQXVIQU 1Q I DPVWAKDWDERXW

R $XVWDIDQ YRMY FKRRVH WH VP SOIHG* 97 RSMRQ HIHAIYHO KDQAQ) SHYRQDO
GHP RAUDWE SRZ HUIQR \WH KDQGV Ri SRONFDCSDUA



$ QIGHDOSURSRWMRCDCP RGHO ' XDO0 HP EHU
0 [ HG 3 URSRWMRDO' 0 3

, P RVWHYYHOW WHFRP P HQGWH' XDO0 HP EHUO L[ HG 3 IRSRUARQDO' 03 W\ VWP
VXIIHWMG 1Q 6 HDQ * WDKDP Vv Z UWHQ VXEP WVIRQV VR WH &RP P WHH XMQJ
GXDCP HP EHUGWIRW DRIRW WH IMDQG

4.1 A summary of DMP

%DVIF 9 RWQJ 6\ VWP  GXDOP HP EHUGMUEW Z MW GFDOFDQACDMY RQ® QR
SURYIGFH Z IGH SDWV @AV DUH XVHG
| ) WAWBRMG FDQAGDM HBPMG E\ GFDCSCUDDN
| 6HRQGHBPMG FDQAGDW VHBIFWG IURP GFDAFDQACDMY QRAD SDIW O \R
IXQ@UHTXIHP HQN IRUSURYIGFH Z IGH SURSRMRQDONV
61 HRI HOFVRWDOGMMFW
| 1 ZHDUHWRNHHS \WH FXUHQADSSWR] [P DMV HR WH GUMDWUWH — RU XQEHU
WIVVAVMP  UHSUVHOBAYHY  WHQ GMMEW Z RX@ GHHG R EH GRXEBIGLQ
VIH VR  QWNEW HDFK Z W \BR P HP EHY
| 7KHRYHDOV] HR \WH GU IMDWUH FRX@ RSMRQD® EH IQFBHDVHG KRZ HYHU,
GROVKION KLY IV GHFHWDW
/DTRNG WKFVXUH
| ( WHUD 16 QB & KREHTED@RW Z KIEK GRNV DQG IHHY YHU VP LOUWR \WH
FXUHQMNEDGRWRIP  UHTXILIQ) YRMY \R P DUN D MQI®1 11 DI DIQAKHUSDIW R
FKRFH RUD j) UDPURQDCEDERIM WP FRX@ EH XVHGXQGHU 03 +RZHYHU
\WHUH Z RX@ RQD EH RQD D VI KWKHRUHAIFDODGYDQMU H\R XMQJ \WH ) UDFIRQDO
YDBRNAKPMUH Z M VXEWBQIDADGGHG FRP SO W DQG AYIE HGXFDIRQ
UHTXIWHG , Z RX@ UHFRP P HQG UMBAQIQ) D VIQI®1 FKRIFH EDBRWZ K D' 0 3
P RGHO 6 HH SDIHV DQG R 6HDQ* UDKDP 1 Z UMKQ VXEP MMRQ

4.2 Advantages of DMP

$ WUDWHWMQJ 6 HDQ* UDKDP W VXEP IWIRQ , IHHOKDW 0 3 KDV D@KH DGYDQMIHV Rl \KH
003 MWMP  7WXH SURSRMRCDON YD@RWAP STHW  Z MRXWWKH Z HONCHWHV 1 R VHURXV
AW R GFDOHSUHVHQABMRQ DAFDQACHWY UHP DIQ GFDO DQG WHUH LV QR BHIDQRH RQ SDUW
ow

,QDGAMRQ \R \WHVH EHQHIW  DQG \R \WH J HGHIDCEHQHIW R D SIRSRMRQDOA WP \WHUH
DUH D QXP EHUR QHZ DGYDQEUHV EURXIKWE\ \KWH SURSRVHG' 0 3 A VAP

$@Z VIRUWH \VDP H QRP LODURQ SURFHW FXUHQ® IQXVH E\ SDUWHV

) URP WH YRMIATSHY/SHAMH \WH EDERASDSHUGRNY QHDUD [GHQIFDOR WH FXUWHOW
YRIQ) Vi VIMP  IHTXLUHV QR VSHALDCFLYLE HGXFDMRQ\\R KDYH SHRS®HY YREHV EH
KHDUG



e Decreases the incentive for Strategic Voting - voters can always, confidently, vote for
the party that best represents their values

e No exclusion of independent candidates if that is the option most preferred by local
voters, while still embracing the role that political parties play in a representative
democracy.
PEI could return to its tradition of using dual member districts
The majority of districts would be represented by two parties, not only one, which
would encourage greater inter-partisan dialogue at the local, district level, as well as
at the provincial one.
An accurate balance between rural and urban representation would be maintained
Linguistic and religious minorities would be protected
Reduces the chances of ‘coin toss’ tie-break situations.

As a mathematics graduate | can say that his proposal is sound, and as a passionate
supporter of participatory democracy, | can find no hidden disenfranchised groups or
perverse, anti-democratic incentives resulting from his proposed model.

In fact, | was about to sit down to draft a similar albeit ‘back of the envelope’ proposal, when
I read his submission and was pleased to see that the work had already been done for me,
and to a much higher standard than | would have been capable of, without dedicating the
years of academic study & research that Mr Graham has undertaken.

Mr Graham states in his submission: “Two years ago, | received funding from the University
of Alberta’s Undergraduate Research Initiative to develop a new electoral formula that would
address the shortcomings of SMP while satisfying Canada’s unique needs.“ His research on
the history of electoral reform in Canada led him to understand the reasons why many past
reform referendums have failed, and to develop his new DMP model.

His submitted papers include sound explanations and references and , FDQ RQ®

WHFRP P HQG WDWKH EH LQYIWG VR WDYHOR WH ,V@QG VR SIHVHQVKLY Z RN VR WLV
FRP P MHH LQ SHYWRQ DQG VR KDYH KLV WDYHOFRWV ILRP $ @HUR FRYHUHG | feel that |
cannot do his work justice by simply reiterating it here - it should be represented by the
researcher himself. (Disclaimer: | don’'t know Sean Graham, | have only read his work.)

Conclusion

DMP is a system that is not yet in use anywhere else in the world, however it has been
designed by a Canadian, for the Canadian context, in the last two years. It has never been
considered in a referendum anywhere, and it is a strong proposal, so should be given the
chance of public consideration. | believe that introducing DMP could be an exciting
opportunity for PEI to do something new, and good, to lead Canada and the world forward.

Perhaps the ‘Birthplace of Canada’ could also be the ‘Birthplace of Democratic Renewal’ in
this country.
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Distribution of the Popular Vote by Major Party
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Figure 1
Seat Distribution by Party Under DMP
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Seat Distribution by Party in a Pure Single Member District Plurality System
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District Results of the 2015 PEI Election Under DMP
District # \‘Cf".inner of | Winner of | Place of ISecond
First Seat | Second Seat Seat Winner
1 'PC' 'Liberal' 2
2 'PC 'Liberal’ 2
3 'Liberal’ PC 2
4 'PC' 'Liberal’ 2
5 'Liberal' PC 2
6 '"PC 'NDP' 4
7 'PC’ 'Liberal’ 2
8 'Liberal' 'NDP' 4
9 'Liberal’ PC 2
10 'Liberal PC 2
11 'Liberal’ 'Green' 4
12 'Liberal' 'Green' 4
13 'Liberal’ PC 2
14 'Liberal' 'NDP' 2
15 'Liberal' PC 2
16 'Liberal' PC 2
17 'Green' 'Green' 3
18 "BC' 'NDP' 5
19 PC 'Green' 4
20 P 'Green' 4
21 'Liberal' PC 2
22 'Liberal' PC 2
23 'Liberal' 'NDP' 4
24 'Liberal' '"NDP' 4
25 'Liberal' PC 2
26 'Liberal' PC 2
27 'Liberal' PC 2

1 RWMWDW Z RX@ SLIRSRVH VR LHGXFH WH OXP EHURI GMMFW \R LOWDGRI
NHHS WH RYHID@VL] H Rl WH G LVOMYKH DW

Districts With Single Party Representation vs. Districts With Dual Party Representation
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Figure 6
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