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The Most Reliable Rule for Electing the Candidate Whose Support is Broadest?

Public Choice:  C‑STV: A New Voting System with Low Manipulability to Produce High Condorcet and Utility Efficiencies in Practice.

C‑STV: A New Voting System, Elects the Most Broadly Supported Candidate and is . . .

C‑STV: Condorcet or Successive Eliminations

C‑STV: A NEW VOTING SYSTEM Rarely Manipulable, Reliably Elects the Candidate Whose Support is Broadest

C‑CE Condorcet - Candidate Elimination, C‑SE Condorcet - Successive Elimination, C‑PV Condorcet Preferrencial Vote.  (M‑CE, M‑SE, or M‑PV = Hare.)

Dodgson = C‑BC: Condorcet -Ballot Elimination/Change.  

Kemeny = C‑RC: Condorcet -Rank Changes.
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