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that both of the two larger parties—the Conservatives and Labour—won about 20 percent 

more seats than their percentage of votes would suggest they should have won. In the case of the 

Conservative Party, this “electoral bonus,” which resulted from the mechanical way in which 

the SMDP system translates votes into seats, was enough to turn an electoral plurality into a leg-

islative majority. This type of legislative majority is sometimes referred to as a “manufactured” 

majority. The other thing to notice is that the smaller party—the Liberal Democrats—won 

only 3.1 percent of the seats even though it won 17.8 percent of the vote. In Figure 13.7, we 

show how the mechanical effect of the SMDP electoral system used in the 1992 UK elections 

rewarded the larger parties and punished the smaller ones.

A quick comparison of the hypothetical case of Duvergerland and the real-world example 

from the 1992 UK elections reveals that the extent to which disproportional electoral systems, 

such as SMDP, punish small parties depends on the way the votes for these parties are distrib-

uted across electoral districts. In Duvergerland, we assumed that the support for the Green 

Party was evenly distributed across all of the electoral districts. This particular distribution of 

support resulted in the Green Party’s failing to win a single seat. Contrast this with the fact that 

the Liberal Democrats managed to win twenty seats (3.1 percent) in the 1992 UK elections even 

though they won a smaller share of the national vote than the Greens won in Duvergerland. The 

reason for this is that the size of the support for the Liberal Democrats varied across different 

districts. Although the support for the Liberal Democrats wasn’t sufficient to produce victory in 

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

TABLE 13.10 ■    Legislative Elections Results, St. Ives Constituency, United 

Kingdom, 1992

Votes Seats

Conservative 41.9 51.6

Labour 34.9 41.6

Liberal Democrats 17.8 3.1

Others 5.4 3.7

Total 100 100

TABLE 13.11 ■    Legislative Elections Results, National Totals, United Kingdom, 

1992 (Percentages)




