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two large parties, is a direct result of the mechanical effect of the majoritarian SMDP elec-
toral system employed in Duvergerland.

The mechanical effect of the SMDP electoral system that reduces the number of parties in 
the legislature by penalizing parties that win smaller shares of the vote is not just a matter of 
theoretical interest. In Table 14.13 we report the electoral returns for the St. Ives constituency 
during the 1992 legislative elections in the United Kingdom. In these elections, the 
Conservative Party candidate, David Harris, edges out the Liberal Democrat candidate, 
Andrew George, by fewer than 2,000 votes. Harris, who won just under 43 percent of the vote, 
becomes the sole representative of the St. Ives constituency. In contrast, Andrew George, who 
was supported by 40 percent of the voters in his constituency, is awarded nothing.

If the type of situation that occurred in the St. Ives constituency is repeated in a large 
number of constituencies, the “winner-take-all” logic of SMDP systems can lead to the intro-
duction of a large gap between the share of votes that a party obtains and the share of seats 

Distribution of Seats in Duvergerland under SMDP and 
PR Electoral RulesFigure 14.3

Business

Labor

Green

a. SMDP b. PR

 

Legislative Elections Results, St. Ives Constituency, 
United Kingdom, 1992TaBle 14.13

Votes % of Vote

David Harris (Conservative) 24,528 42.9

Andrew George (Liberal Democrat) 22,883 40.1

Stephen Warr (Labour) 9,144 16.0

Graham Stevens (Liberal) 577  1.0

Harris is elected




