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M. Duverger 1951

Duverger, 1969 203-205
Duverger’s Law

Duverger’s hypothesis

Joseph A. Schumpeter
Schumpeter, 1987 269

 
1853 1907 1907

1950 2008
217 1908 1911

1914 1996
plurality with 

single-member-district system first-past-the-post FPP
1996 10 12

mixed member proportional system MMP

 

 

MMP 1990
MMP
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Bawn, 1999 490-91
FPP  

 
1936 Labour Party National 

Party FPP
1978 40.4% 40

39.8% 51 1981
40.4% 43 38.8%

47
1993 44 32

Vowles, Karp, & Banducci, 2000 2  
FPP disproportionality

2006 45

1954 Social Credit Political League
11.1% 1978 1981

16.1% 20.7% 1 2 Levine & Roberts, 1997 26

1985
Royal Commission on the Electoral System

Miller, 1997 43 MMP
MMP

Vowels, Banducci, & Karp, 2006 271 MMP
 

 
 

FPP 1957-1993  
               

     %   %    %

1957 39 44.2 41 48.3 0  7.5 
1960 46 47.6 34 43.4 0  9.0 
1963 45 47.1 35 43.7 0  9.2 
1966 44 43.6 35 41.4 1 14.9 
1969 45 45.2 39 44.2 0 10.6 
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     %   %    %

1972 32 41.5 55 48.4 0 10.3 
1975 55 47.6 32 39.6 0 12.8 
1978 51 39.8 40 40.4 1 19.8 
1981 47 38.8 43 39.9 2 22.3 
1984 37 35.9 56 43.0 2 21.1 
1987 40 44.0 57 48.0 0  8.0 
1990 67 47.8 29 35.1 1 17.1 
1993 50 35.1 45 34.7 4 30.3 

Electoral Commission, New Zealand. New Zealand Election Results: General 
Elections 1890-1993.  
http://www.elections.org.nz/events/past-events/general-elections-1890-1993 
 

 

Arend Lijphart
virtually perfect example of the Westminster model of democracy

Lijphart, 1984 16 1970

1950
FPP

50% Vowels, Banducci, & Karp, 2006
268

Karp & Bowler, 2001 57
Levine & Roberts, 1997 25

Miller, 1997 43-44
Wood 

& Rudd, 2004 209-210  
1985

Towards a Better 
Democracy

FPP Boston, Levine, McLeay & Roberts, 1997 1-14
MMP

Wood & Rudd, 2004 208 FPP
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MMP
 

1987 David Lange
MMP 1987

1989
Geoffrey Palmer

1990 Wood 
& Rudd, 2004 208-9

1990
1993

Levine & Roberts, 1997 29  
1990 1992 9

indicative referendum
FPP

FPP
55.2% 84.7% FPP

70.5% MMP
1993 11 6

MMP FPP
85.2% MMP 53.9% FPP 46.1%

1996 MMP Levine & Roberts, 1997
31-33  

MMP  

mixed-member system

party 
list

2008
MMP
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MMP
120

55
65

Lijphart, 1984 152
1998 143

25%
25%

1 

Wood & Rudd, 2004 211
Überhangmandate

120 1996 MMP
2005 2008 2011 121 122

121  
 

MMP
party vote 

threshold 5% electorate seat 
threshold Vowles, Banducci & Karp, 2006 267

2008 220
5%

A 4.9%
A B

2% B
2% 1

5%

1993 FPP

25% 120 30
12 18
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MMP 40%

Mulgan, 2004 283
…

1999
New Zealand First 4.3%

Winston Peters 63
4.3% 2002

Anderton’s Progressive Coalition, APC 2005
United Future Act NZ Coalition

 
1949

2006 31 Grundmandatsklauseal
1956 3

2008 179-82

 
 

 
MMP 1996-2011  

        
(%) (%)   

1996 

National Party 33.8 14 33.9 30 44 
Labour Party 28.2 11 31.1 26 37 
NZ First 13.4 11 13.5  6 17 
Alliance 10.1 12 11.3  1 13 
Act NZ  6.1  7  3.8  1  8 
United NZ  0.9  0  2.1  1  1 
Christian Coalition  4.3  0  1.6  0  0 

  3.2  0  2.9  0  0 

1999 

Labour Party 38.7  8 41.8 41 49 
National Party 30.5 17 31.3 42 39 
Alliance  7.7  9  6.9  1 10 
Act NZ  7.0  9  4.5  0  9 
Green Party  5.2  6  4.2  1  7 
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(%) (%)   

NZ First  4.3  4  4.2  1  5 
United NZ  0.5  0  1.1  1  1 
Christian Heritage  2.4  0  2.2  0  0 
Future NZ  1.1  0  0.9  0  0 

  2.5  0  2.9  0  0 

2002 

Labour Party 41.3  7 44.7 45 52 
National Party 20.9  6 30.5 21 27 
NZ First 10.4 12  4.0  1 13 
Act NZ  7.1  9  3.6  0  9 
Green Party  7.0  9  5.4  0  9 
United Future  6.7  7  4.6  1  8 
APC  1.7  1  1.8  1  2 
Christian Heritage  1.4  0  2.1  0  0 
Alliance  1.3  0  1.7  0  0 

  2.3  0  1.7  0  0 

2005 

Labour Party 41.7 19 40.3 31 50 
National Party 39.1 17 40.4 31 48 
NZ First Party  5.7  7  3.5  0  7 
Green Party  5.3  6  4.1  0  6 
Maori Party  2.1  0  3.4  4  4 
United Future   2.7  2  2.8  1  3 
Act NZ Coalition  1.5  1  2.0  1  2 
APC  1.2  0  1.6  1  1 

  1.3  0  1.9  0  0 

2008 

National Party 44.9 17 46.6 41 58 
Labour Party 34.0 22 35.2 21 43 
Green Party  6.7  9  5.6  0  9 
Act NZ   3.7  4  3.0  1  5 
Maori Party  2.4  0  3.3  5  5 
APC  0.9  0  1.1  1  1 
United Future  0.9  0  1.1  1  1 
NZ First  4.1  0  1.7  0  0 

  2.4  0  2.4  0  0 

2011 

National Party 47.3 17 47.3 42 59 
Labour Party 27.5 12 35.1 22 34 
Green Party 11.1 14  7.2  0 14 
NZ First  6.6  8  1.8  0  8 
Maori Party  1.4  0  1.8  3  3 
Mana Party  1.1  0  1.4  1  1 
Act NZ  1.1  0  1.4  1  1 
United Future  0.6  0  0.9  1  1 

  3.4  0  3.1  0  0 
1. Electoral Commission, New Zealand. New Zealand Election Results.

http://www.electionresults.govt.nz/ 
2. APC: Anderton’s Progressive Coalition 
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dual–candidacy provision  

2008 220
dual candidate

2006 111

 
 

MMP 99
MMP

1996
MMP 120 65 55

Maori

65
1867 4

1993
Electoral Act, 1993

2008 217 1995
5 2008 7

Maori Party 2004 6
2011 4 Hone Harawira

Mana Party 2011 6
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MMP
 

MMP  

 
1993

50
45 Alliance

2

MMP 1993 1996
MMP

13 9 4
1995 13

Christian Democrats Conservatives United NZ
1995 5 1920

1996 2

Grame Lee Trevor Rogersm
Ross Meurant

 
MMP 1996 MMP

1930

1957
1993

1
1996 MMP

Green Party United Future 1999
20 35%

MMP
 

 
MMP
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1996 MMP
60

Wood & Rudd, 2004 181 1996
1999 2002

52 Jim Anderton
53

27 9
8

Helen Clark
2005

50 48

Anderton’s Progressive Coalition 2008
58 43 5

5 1
2011

59 2
3 Act NZ 1

1  
MMP

MMP

appropriation bill
1961 1983 1983

2 

MMP
FPP

MMP

1961 1983 1983
1998
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5%
5%

2001 268-69

Arend Lijphart 1991
moderate proportional representation

extreme proportional representation 3 
 

  
MMP  

       
1996  61  
1999  59  
2002  54  
2005  51  
2008  69  
2011  64  

 

1996 2 10

2005

supportive party 4 

2006 303- 4  
2005 Maori Party

3 Arend Lijphart, “Constitutional Choices for New Democracies.”  
4 ( )

 299
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Kaare Strom
5 

 
1999 49 10

7
2002 52

2 54
8 2005

50 1
51 10

7 3
6  

Kaare Strom

Strom, 1990
237-38

policy seeking office 
seeking

2001
1999 2005

 
crisis government

5 Kaare Strom
15 345 125 36.2% 125

46 36.8% Kaare Strom, Minority Government and Majority 
Rule, p.61. 
6
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7 

MMP
 

 
MMP

Vowles, 
Banducci & Karp, 2006 273

1986
MMP

2006 71
Miller, 1997 41

2006 73   
1996

13.5%

1991
Jim Bolger

Boston, Church and Pearse, 2004 586
33.8% 44

28.2% 37 13% 17

  
Karp and Bowler, 2001 61

1998 8 1999
1986

2006 71  

7 Valentine Herman and John Pope “Minority Governments in Western Democracies.” and  Michael Taylor and Valentine 
Herman, “Party Systems and Government Stability.” 
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Jenny Shipley
2005

Vowels, Banducci & Karp, 2006
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Karp, 2006 273-74 2005

6
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The Impact of the Reform of Electoral System  

in New Zealand's Party Politics 

 
Chin-Sheng Lin  

Abstract 

Since its independence in 1907, New Zealand has been a parliamentary 
democratic country which adopted the FPP system to elect members of parliament 
from 1914 to 1996. This paper explores the reason why New Zealand changed its 
electoral system from FPP to MMP in 1996, the specific features of its MMP system, 
and the impact of MMP system on its party politics. This paper finds that there are 
four significant changes in New Zealand's party politics since the implementation of 
MMP: Firstly, its party system changed from two-party system to multi-party one; 
secondly, the formation of coalition cabinet has become normal; thirdly, the minority 
governments are often stable; and lastly, the critical minority parties have enormous 
influence on New Zealand's party politics and they often gain disproportionate 
political benefits. As New Zealand has carried out MMP for merely eighteen years, 
it is worth observing whether these changes will persist, and whether other changes 
will arise. 
 
Keywords: the Reform of Electoral System, New Zealand, Party Politics 
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