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Abstract
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A Method to increase the Proportional Representation of the 

current National Assembly Electionsystem

JUNG, Yon-Ju*29)

This article addresses a method to increase the proportional representation 

of the current National Assembly electionsystem. The current mixed member 

system of the National Assembly Election cannot reflect the exact 

proportional representation of ballots of Electors. That is, the proportional 

number of members of Parliament according to the acquired ballots cannot 

be distributed to the relevant political parties. This violates the equal ballots 

principle, the proportional representation, and diverse democracy based on the 

political party system of Article 8 of the Constitution. Such a problem comes 

from the mixed member majoritarian system of the Public Official Elections 

Act, too small number of the proportional representation law makers of the 

National Assembly, inappropriate combination rate of the district members 

and the proportional representation members, etc. Therefore, the German 

mixed member proportional system should be introduced to solve the 

problems. Furthermore, the number of members of the National Assembly 

has to be enhanced dramatically up to 400 to 500. Besides, the combination 

rate of the district members and the proportional representation members 

should be 1:1. The German mixed member proportional system, however,  

can result in so called overhang seats. To eliminate this side effect, the 

constituency of the proportional representation should be a single-national 

constituency. On the other hand, multi-member district system do not have to 

be adopted to strengthen the proportional representation.

* Professor at the College of Law, Sungshin Women’s University.
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