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In changing the Westminster electoral system:  

i)
the referendum should not be a ‘this’-or-‘that’ two-option majority vote, but a multi-option ballot; (after all, New Zealand had a five-option referendum on electoral reform in 1992).
ii)
the ballot should best include qbs.

* * * * *

Something is definitely wrong with the pr-stv count.   In the 2007 Assembly elections, at the eleventh stage of the count in Upper Bann, the dup’s Mr. Moutray was elected with a surplus of 1,423 votes.  Five candidates had already been elected, nine had been eliminated, and only two candidates were still in contention, fighting for the last seat: one was sf, the other uup.  
With three candidates in this constituency, doubtless the advice the party gave to the voters was ‘dup, 1 2 3’.  Doubtless, too, many of their supporters followed this advice.  So, stage 11.   One dup was already elected, one eliminated; Mr. Moutray was the third.  Of those voters who did not follow the party advice, many might not have given preferences to either of the two candidates still standing.  Therefore, in theory, many if not all of the above surplus of 1,423 should have been non-transferable.  
Because of the rather odd rules of pr-stv, however, only 1.92 votes were recorded in this category, (and even this seems to have been a mathematical rounding up of the figures rather than a manifestation of fact).  (So almost) every vote was transferred, most to the uup, but some even to sf.  Something is definitely wrong with the pr-stv count.   
Peter Emerson

