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See what you think

Small parties are under-
represented. Those who
vote for these parties

remain unheard

The current government
was only elected by a

around 1/3 of the voters

Outcomes do not reflect

society’s political makeup

A minority of voters can

elect a Government

The current system generally

leads to stable Governments

Why

This aMap visually represents the ongoing debate on
whether the UK should reform its electoral system.
Since the last general election, when the current
government was elected by around 1/3 of voters,
electoral reform has become an important issue.

The current electoral system is called “first past the
post” (i.e. winner takes all). The main alternative
system is Proportional Representation (PR).

There are a number of different electoral systems
under PR, but generally PR is based around the
notion that seats in Parliament are divided to directly
represent the number of votes cast for each party.

This aMap provides an overview of the main for/
against arguments around the issue as a whole.

We have broken the overall Electoral Reform debate
into 3 sections.
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What to do

Start by reading the
propositions at the
center of each section.

Proposition

Argument

Work your way outward
from each proposition
by following the lines,
to discover supporting
arguments and facts.

Fact
Since
For

Electoral
Reform

If you agree/disagree
with a point, circle it or
cross it out.

Against
Electoral
Reform

Within 10 minutes you
should start to develop
your own thoughts on
the issue.

But
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Use the space on the back of this aMap
to add your thoughts.

Local MPs are a quick and

the highest

Assigning a constituency
to an MP makes them feel

responsible for it
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Not all votes are equal
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We have very
effective single

party governance
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The strength of the MP-constituency

link is often exaggerated

In the last election, 1.5
million votes were cast
for parties which did

not win seats

Less time is spent adjusting

— Unwanted Governments

programmes to accommodate
can be voted out easily

If you live in a constituency with

a large majority, your vote is

Parties concentrate their

efforts on marginal seats

other parties wishes

In practice, some PR
Systems are more

proportional than others

Checks and balances can

lead to inefficiency

With grave decisions,
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Coalitions provide more checks

and balances. Large parties can

be ‘checked’ by small parties

such as going to war, the

Government would have

to SCCk consensus from its

coalition partner

Electoral systems in
continental Europe have
shown that coalitions are

very frequent under PR

For half of the time in
the last 150 years, Britain
was not ruled by the
traditionally strong single

party government

Italy has had
nearly 60 different
Governments over
the last 60 years,
under PR

(every 5 years)

generally wasted

Seats in Parliament are
V/@’/// allocated according to the
number of votes cast

PR is more
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democratic than

the current system

Voters have more choice

Each vote is equal to another

vote. Its value does not depend
on whether it is cast in a

marginal or safe seat

Minority groups are better

represen
Parties often

form coalitions to

achieve a majority
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This encourages consensus

Electoral Reform may put
a end to the tradition of

single party governments
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mm There is no such thing as a

British tradition of single

party governments

PR may produce unstable

Coalitions make it difficult for parties to push their

legislation through, making them less effective

A list system can reduce @

the link between an MP

and their constituency
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Electoral Reform
involves political risks
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Experiments can

g0 wrong

governments because of

inevitable coalitions
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A new electoral system

may confuse the electorate

ted under PR
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In Germany, for many
years the power was
held by the small
party, FDP.

Smaller parties may carry

disproportionate influence

This should not stop us if
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we believe that Electoral

Reform is necessary

PR systems have proved to

work in devolved governments
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PR is used in the Welsh

Despite frequent coalitions, PR can
In Germany between 1949 and 1998 there

were only six different Chancellors

s produce very stable governments

PR Systems may not work in Assembly, Scottish

the UK. The historical context Parliament and the European

is very different in each country Parliament elections.



So, do you
think Electoral

Reform will

benefit or harm

the UK?

Share and Grow

By now we hope this
aMap has helped you
initiate / develop /
confirm / change /
expand your views on the
Electoral Reform debate.

With this new ammo
we’d love you to go
out and share your
thoughts with other
people: friends, family,
neighbours, milkmen,
strangers . . . whoever!

Ideally you’d share
your thoughts and also
listen to other people’s
perspectives to help
challenge and develop
your thoughts further.

Developing thoughts

on issues is an ongoing
process, and it’s
important for you to
continually question,
build, tear apart your
position to make sure it’s
as strong as possible.

About aMap

Expressing your point
of view helps build a
common understanding
of the issue being
debated. Throw your
thoughts into a melting
pot, and see what comes
out at the end.

To help you do this, we’d
love you to share your
thoughts with us and the
world by posting them
online here:

www.aMap.org.uk

aMap has been developed to help people to understand
and promote debate on important and often
complicated issues. aMap is short for “argument map”
and the idea behind it is very simple: to map out
complex arguments to allow people who know very
little about an issue to start to form opinions on it.

Using an aMap you should be able to start to form an
opinion about something you previously knew nothing
about in around 10 minutes.

aMap has been developed by a collaborative team led
by Chris Quigley of Delib and Perry Walker of the
new economics foundation, and supported by the
London School of Economics.

Special thanks goes to Sara Rehman, Alicia Garcia,
Cecile Emery, Dan Egan & Ollie Lindsey without
whom aMap would still be a few sketches on the back

of an envelope.

Benefit

Harm |:|

Draw your own conclusions

Other Opinion

Use the space below to add any additional thoughts or rationale behind your position

Further information

The following is a list of links to additional information
resources and related news stories to help you dig deeper
into the issue:

Explanations of different voting systems:
www.whoshouldyouvotefor.com/st/content/erfaq

Make Votes Count campaign for electoral reform:
www.makemyvotecount.org.uk

The Electoral Reform society:
www.electoral-reform.org.uk

X-Change. Engaging young people in Electoral Reform:
www.x-change.org.uk

Wikipedia’s entry on Electoral Reform:
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/electoral_reform

Contact Information

To find out more, visit:
www.amap.org.uk
This is version 1.1 of aMap. If you’ve got any

feedback on how to improve aMap then please get in
contact as we’d love to hear from you.

To commission an aMap

E-mail either Chris Quigley, chris@delib.co.uk

Or Perry Walker, perry.walker@neweconomics.org
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