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Advantages and Disadvantages of Mixed Member Proportional (MMP)
New Zealand and Germany use Mixed Member proportion electoral system for representation. The MMP has proportionality benefits similar to those of the Proportional Representation (PR). MMP makes sure elected representatives have a link with their administrative districts. So, the people typically need to have two separate votes. One vote for the party while the one should be casted for a local representative. MMP helps develop two legislators’ classes, with one class being accountable as well as responsible to the constituency (Dickovick, Eastwood, & MacDonald, 2016). However, the next vote is given by the National party list, does not have location link since it is obliged to the party. It commonly affects the cohesiveness of groups of elected party representatives (Linhart, Raabe, & Statsch, 2019).  When translating votes into seats, MMP is likely to be a proportional electoral system like the PR, making them share a variety of advantages and disadvantages. But, one reason making MMP less preferable when compared to straight List PR is that MMP leads to an increase in "strategic voting" anomalies. For example, in 1996, in New Zealand, some National party strategists asked voters not to vote for the National Party candidate. The reason behind this was that according to their calculations, voting for the candidate would not have given the National Party another seat. This would have resulted in a replacement of that seat with one elected from the party list. Therefore, it was more significant for the National party to ensure that the candidate elected from another party works with them by adhering to the party’s ideologies. This would save the voters from wasting their votes to support their own candidate who would not win. Nevertheless, MMP remains one of the best and accountable models that can work best for the United States. 
Why do you support the New Zealand model and why do you think it’s better for US?
There are various reasons as to why The New Zealand’s model (MMP) is the best. First, it ensures that every candidate who wins at district level gets a seat. Then, it ensures that more seats are given out to make sure the parties are well-represented considering the share of votes the party receives. It is unlike the Party list representation since citizens still have representatives who have ties with their localities. However, the model requires parties to be well-organized to engage in a decent competition as a way of discouraging excessive party formations that happen with the PR and having smaller parties acquire same shares (Karp, 2006). In New Zealand, it appears that the National party gets an outright majority since it has enough ideological associates in variety of the smaller parties that form part of the government. This way, New Zealand’s system works the best even when there is no much bipartisan alliance. Therefore, the country does not face problems with forming the government since it uses a purer party list system. To be honest, there would be trouble having the MMP in a hypothetical U.S considering the relationships between the two antagonistic parties that cannot be willing to work together and form a collaborative government. 
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