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INTRODUCTION
Electoral college system is whereby a certain state vote for few electors according to the total number represented by citizens .In united states of America there is total number of  five hundred and thirty eight [538] electoral votes. The winner in election is the one who gets more than half of the candidates. That is, two hundred and seventy (270) votes. If none of the candidate has achieved the required number of votes in election of vice president and president, then election is determined by contingency process enacted by twelfth reformation.
[bookmark: whyec] The constitution need an Electoral College group to form after every four years for the sake of choosing vice president and president. Basically, Parties nominate able member of electoral at their state party. Voters in every state vote for president by choosing their states electors who will later represent them.
HISTORY OF ELECTORAL COLLEGE.
Barzel et al (1973), Electoral College was affirmed in constitution by fathers who found it in part. That is splitting the difference between choosing presidential candidates by congress votes and choosing   of presidential candidate using popularity votes of citizen who have qualified. Electoral College term is not in the constitution, however, in twelfth amendment they refer to it as electors.  
Electoral College being original part in United States of America constitution, it is essential to accept constitution amendment so as to throw away the system by expanding right of voters in the states. Voting process have been changed by popular votes being used in state to determine the elector. 
In consideration of the terms made in choosing of the president, procedure followed might change has the years goes by.  For instance nation or a state may conduct an election using qualified voters; but no one has been sent to federation and was agreed by the state as one of the constitutional reformation. This is required to be agreed by the two-third of the candidate in both senate of federation and agreed by three quarter of the nation.
 Sources shows that along two hundred (200) years ago, above seven hundred ((700) proposals were introduced in federation to throw away the Electoral College. This subject of changing Electoral College in constitution amendment have many proposals more than others.  Electoral College has been reviewed by American Bar Association as old fashioned and unclear. In 1987, its process of voting indicated that sixty eight (68) percent lawyers wanted to do away with it. However, according to the survey political scientists supported prolongation of Electoral College. In 1967, Americans wanted to do wanted to do away by fifty eight (58) percent, in 1968 by eighty one (81) percent and in 1981 by seventy five (75) percent. 
Tullock et al (1967) Basing on the ability of the Electoral College system that is affected by orientation of the third party, these parties are unjust while they serve as an Electoral College person.  For instance the governor Thurmond who served in1948 and Governor Wallace who served in 1968 win as Electoral College suitors though they did not face mega problems by the winning party. However they might destroy general result of the election. 
In 1912, Theodore Roosevelt was the strong candidate during splinter party. In popular votes and Electoral College he ended second by taking eighty eight (88) out of two hundred and sixty six (266) votes to be won at that particular time.  However, in 1992, Ross Perot managed to win with nineteen (19) percent of the popular vote nationally. More so he lacked the Electoral College vote because he was not strong in any state. Gary Johnson who was the Libertarian Party candidate, qualified for the ballot in all 50 States and the District of Columbia in 2016 though he did not win any electoral votes. There is no assurance that any person who wins in majority votes will win the Electoral College.
SUPPORTING POINTS OF ELECTORAL COLLEGE.
It makes inferior states worthwhile in national politics.  It means when united states of America votes without electoral college, that is if vote of popular mattered, candidate will only pay much attention on areas with large population for example New York. Hence citizens from smaller states feel inferior compared to other larger states Therefore, Electoral College motivates candidate to seek attention to inferior states and not only from superior and popular states. This indicate that electoral college allow small states to have power in political process more than popular votes. 
It has a clear ending. Electoral College helps during counting process. Counting is per state and not nationally. Therefore when you have Electoral College, if one state have an issue, recounting may be done only in that state not whole nation. For the candidate to win, he/she must liaise well with the citizen both in small and large states. This indicate that the one who wins the election must neutralize both parties. This then strengthen the bond, confidence, unity and peace among all the citizen. Hence the nation is kept strong and stable politically.
Candidate get it easier during campaign duration period Candidate president spend less time and consume less money during campaign. Every state having a representative makes it simpler and cheaper hence making the campaign to run smoothly. Meaning use of popular votes may be very expensive and time consuming. It helps in keeping the two party’s system connected
The system of two party is kept connected by the Electoral College members.  It is not easy for the third party to intrude or break the bond between them at national level. Third party may lead to spoilage of votes which may reduce chances of winning to the candidate. 
OPPOSSING POINT OF ELECTORAL COLLEGE 
Citizens feels that their vote don’t count or it is unworthy. When under Electoral College all votes do not have meaning. In the Electoral College, it is true that not every vote matters. Since citizens have to vote indirectly for the presidency candidates by electing electors who will later votes on their behalf. United states of America have low rate of participation. Proponent argued that Electoral College should be abolished so as to boost Americans participation in politics.
States are directed with much power. Following with the states elections one is able to surround themselves with people so that it might not bring chaos as the citizens get attracted with the election held for example in Pennsylvania. Though one might to clearly be seen in countries which has fewer people or less competitions as compared to others. 
Some smaller counties are still competitive even with stable state making voters in those counties to become hard. That offend sense of fairness and just. Hence opposing Electoral College. Electoral College can conflict with popular vote. In the year 2000, when Al Gore won the popular elections, but lost the Electoral College, and therefore Presidency, that was enough to turn some Americans off from the Electoral College forever.
Whenever the U.S. do away with the Electoral College that would never happen again. Basically, the potential for Electoral College to conflict with the result of the popular vote is one of the most cited arguments against the Electoral College in US.

 There is a contingency of deceitful electors. Hinich et al (1974) apparently, many states have no law requiring electors to vote the way their state has voted as electors in such states are not tied up. Majorly, the Electoral College is based on a set of traditions that electors vote the way their state votes.
Contrary, it could be possible for the deceitful electors to give vote to the candidate who did not win in the elector’s state this makes the citizens to be worried simply because they are not well represented.
Presidential candidate is chosen indirectly Stigler et al (1972) an aspirant can become president even for not receiving many votes from the population during the US elections. Which at the end we find that the state’s votes may be less than from minor states in US.  Regardless, the Electors has ascertain   aspirant to the candidate with the more votes in 90% of the whole election. The leading aspirant will determine the president to be chosen to lead the state.  Consequently, the outcome may vary from one state to another on whose party the support; they either support the Democrat or Republicans. In addition, the citizens might disvalue the choosing of their representatives since they see it as not voting directly to their desired leader. 
OPINION 
My idea about Electoral College is that when Electoral College it started people were fair and just. But as it reached on its peak, majority of the members became corrupt and this brought about untruthful feeling. On my opinion, electoral college should be abolished because up to date, their services are no longer transparent compared to previous, since they have failed to play the roles accordingly .More so, they have created hatred between leaders and this is because, once an electoral college is chosen, citizens are not satisfied because the electoral college can be bribed by another leader so as to represent his/her interest but not citizens interest.
CONCLUSION
Electoral College should be abolished because; It makes people feel like as if their votes does not matter and this is why some citizens view voting as a wastage of time and energy. It can bring conflict with popular votes and this can bring about crisis in the whole scenario. It gives too much power to swing states thus failing to be equitable which later brings discrimination due to the creation of social classes in one state. Eventually, this brings about stagnation of the state’s social, political and economic factors of the named state. Possibility of deceitful electors ‘this means electors can give vote to a candidate who is not worth the elector’s state.
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