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Electoral College
Summary 
The US Electoral College is a historic anachronism established back in the era when the federal government did not allow or rather did not trust its citizens to directly vote for Senators or president. Even though we now vote for our senators directly, we still elect our president through an indirect process. This antiquated and indirect process complicates the presidential politics and also violates the basic democratic principles. It is important to note that the Electoral College was established at a period when women and the African-Americans were not allowed to vote. Further, the Electoral College had its impacts on preventing individual states to gain more power by letting them vote. It would be prudent to argue that there exist no legitimate reasons for the existence of the Electoral College but there exists numerous reasons to abolish it. The most important of the reasons is that the Electoral College stands in the way of effective electoral reforms and the presidential level. 
Background 
The US Electoral College is a group of presidential electors which is required by the constitution to form after every four years for the purpose of electing the president and the vice president. Every state in the US appoints its electors based on the regulations put in place by its legislature. This is equal in number to its congressional delegation. However, the federal office holders in any state cannot be electors. It is an absolute majority of the electoral votes that is supposed to elect the president and the vice president. In the event no candidate achieves an absolute majority, then a contingent election is held by the congress to elect the president and the vice president. The Electoral College appropriateness is an ongoing debate. Its supporters argue that it is important because it preserves the constitutional role. Critics argue that the winner take all arrangement does not align with the one person one vote principle. 
Analysis
With little and minor exceptions, the Electoral College gives all the votes of every state to the plurality winner in that state[footnoteRef:2].  The Electoral College gives no regards to the margin of the victory margin. The “winner take all” strategy at the state level can elect the president who happens to lose the popular vote. This is evident to what happened in 1824, 1876 1888 and 2000. The same can also be said to have happened in 1960 because the popular vote for the Democratic electors in Alabama was all counted for Kennedy, but the truth is only about half of democrats were actually pledged to Kennedy. It is prudent to argue that such a split decision is undesirable. In simple terms, the Electoral College goes against the basic democratic principles by making a single citizen’s vote be or look more valuable than that of another depending on the state of resident’s population and the closeness of race in that state.  [2:  Garrett, R. Sam. "Choosing a President: the Electoral College and Beyond." White House Studies 4, no. 3 (2004): 425-428.] 

Another reason why the Electoral College should be abolished is because it distorts or rather complicates politics at the presidential level. When a presidential candidate appears to have a strong lead in some states, then the other candidates will not have many incentives or afford to campaign in those particular states.  They happen to spend most of their money on few states that are tightly contested while ignoring the other states. Individuals supporting the Electoral College often argue that this arrangement of winner take all give more attention to a state[footnoteRef:3]. I argue that the opposite is actually the truth for states that have one sided races. If the Electoral College is abolished, all voters will be treated the same and will be equally important. Also, presidential candidates will have more incentives to afford to campaign in as many states they think they can persuade people to vote for them. Equally important, they will have fewer distractions from the statewide polls hence ability to pay more attention to the issues.  [3:  Garrett, R. Sam. "Choosing a President: the Electoral College and Beyond." White House Studies 4, no. 3 (2004): 425-428.] 

The major reason why the Electoral College needs to be dumped is because it blocks effective electoral reforms. It is important to note that as long as the Electoral College is in place, it is impossible to have alternative methods of election such as Approval voting, Condorcet voting or Instant Runoff voting implemented at the presidential level. Though these alternative voting methods could be implemented at state level, they would be ineffective when combined with the Electoral College because the Electoral College is a majoritarian system. As such, the minority parties would still have the same disadvantages that they still have. Generally, the US two-party duopoly is not likely to get effective competition at the presidential level as long as the Electoral College is still in place. Further, if effective competition is not achieved, there is a likelihood of political instability that would erupt as a result of vote splitting. 
The proponents of Electoral College argue that it forces the candidates to pay more attention to states that are sparsely populated which they would otherwise have ignored[footnoteRef:4]. I argue that this argument is only true because the Electoral College only gives more weight and consideration to votes from those states.  This can be illustrated by a simple analysis using a state California and Wyoming. From a simple analysis, seven states get more than twice the electoral votes per citizen as California. A Wyoming resident on the other hand is considered over three times more important than a California voter. Perhaps the Wyoming Voters do not have any issue with this inequity but the question that remains is; how long would California voters stand for it if they were aware of it?  It is important to note that the states that are less populated already have more presentation per citizen in the senate in the US. However, this is as a result of the structure of the federal government and not a twisted voting scheme that has some votes weighed more than others.   [4:  Garrett, R. Sam. "Choosing a President: the Electoral College and Beyond." White House Studies 4, no. 3 (2004): 425-428.] 

Recommendations  
The US policy makers should pass a constitutional amendment to have the Electoral College abolished. It is recommendable that the individuals responsible for such significant changes put national interests first and not their narrow ones first. Further, the smaller states can have a significant contribution towards this change by refusing to be intimidated by potential loss of power and agree to have the Electoral College abolished.  This would help to have all voters perceived as equally important and would also enhance the principle of one person one vote. Generally, it would give the country’s two part system an effective competition.
Conclusion 
Overall, the Electoral College distorts and makes presidential politics complicated. Further, it violates the basic principles of democracy. The arguments put forward by the proponents of the Electoral College are baseless. It is prudent to argue that the Electoral College blocks effective electoral reforms. The country’s two-party duopoly will continue to have infective competition at the presidential level until the Electoral College is eliminated. A constitutional amendment should be put in place to abolish Electoral College. However, this is quite a difficult thing to achieve because for it to happen, 38 states have to agree. Additionally, some smaller states may also want to preserve their share of power even though it is disproportionate.  It can only be hoped that those responsible for making such a significant change will put democracy and national interests ahead of their self interest to have the Electoral College abolished. This will give the country’s two-party system an effective competition that it requires desperately.  Further, it will help to have all voters treated the same and also be considered as equally important as all other voters either from smaller or larger states. 
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