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Submission No. ... B8 .
Date Recelvag
Seoretary

Parliament House
Canberra ACT 2600

Dear Sir,
Thank you for writing twice to me,in reply to a letter I sent in about one

year ago,about Percent&ge Votlng.

:egistlng Pféféféntiéi V6£1ng.Syéﬁem.carriéd.but.S&Mthe major parties.
"Herebye offering an alternative system of voting to reduce the existingi ddvantages which
can in turn eliminate the first most popular candidate..
At the time of my last writing I was not aware of thé'ﬁoy +1 majority  ruling which
could prove difficult to obtain if the value of 2nd preferences 13 reduced,however I
would still like to &ubmlt my papers for. conslderatlon as I stlll believe it to be &
fairer system. ' '
I dida't write my orlgional detter with only the 2001 elections in mind but believe )
that the 1dsa of vote rlgglng was possibly there Prior to those ele¢ti6né there was a
lot of publicity about having the minor perties agree to having their 2nd preferences
directed to the major parties in return for favours prov1ded by them,to help tﬁe'minor.partie$
For instance 1n advertising ,How to vote cards etc etc.
This in itself May seem very generous by the major parties ,but when you analyse the
existing system you realise that they are only buying the value of the éeaoad vote,
which then becomes a first vote. I dont believe the publlck are aware about the practzce.'”
_ I*haveﬁscrm&enized thezexample glven 1n the 1998 Electoral pecket book on the seat of

Bass 1ﬁ'Tasmani& and.flnd that even though the liberal party had the lead with 45. 75 A,

after the first count.Against Labour with 42 jﬁﬁjﬁ,then Labour recieved 4748 2nd preferences-
against the Liberal candidates 2560 votes thenqﬂggpercentages changed to Labour 50,06 /;
against Liberal having hg 94 7/, giving Labour the seat.

Under Percentage Value Voting ;and halving the value of the second preferences then
Liberal would have gained 1280 votes,while Labour gained 2374 votes . The leerals would
then have the higher percentage of 2025% or 47 9 % ,against Labour with 28188 or 4641 Y
with neither party reachiug the 507/, goal. As that is practlcally 1mp0581bl€ but

the highest percentage person ~would . take the seat, '

If necessary the 3rd vatea could also be counted at 25 /. value.

If adopted this whole idea would mean changlng the entire votxng system 8o 50 / 1

would have to go or ba reduced to 4? YA
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T—E:)uuiing the votes for the House of Representatives

A Botise of Reprosentatives candidase i clectad i he or she gains an

absotuse majority or S0% « 1 vote (not 31%).

. First, alt of the number 17 vores are counted for each candidate.
I a candidase gers more thase half the towl formal first preference
vores, that candidute with be elecued,

. if, however, ne candidate has more than balf of the voses, the
candidare with the fowest votes is excluded. This candidate’s
votes are transfened o the other candidases according o the

second preferences shown by vorers on their batlor papers.,

1F still no candidate has more than half the votes, the candidare
whe now has the fewest vores is excluded and the votes we
rranstersed according o the next prefesence shown. This process
continues untl one candidaze has more thaa half the weal voses
ated 15 declared elected,
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A distribution of preferences mkes place in every division, even where a
candidate already has 3 majority of first preference votes. The resule of
chis full distribucion of first prefesences is used w calculate the two
party preferred statistics for divisions that bave the ALP and Coatition
s the final two candidaces.
1 divisions thas do net have she ALP and Coaliton as the final ewo
candidates, a Scrutiny for Information is conducted 1o derermine the
wor panty prefered el A Senniny for Tnformaton, in such cases,
is 2 notional distribusion of preferences 1o find the result of preference
flows to the ALP and Coalidon candidates.
An example of 2 disuibution of preferenees is shown on the
fotlewing page,
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES -
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