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The electoral college of the US
Question 1
In the United States, the candidate who wins the popular vote in a general election is not guaranteed to become the president. This is because electors from each state are formed to elect the president every four years. For a candidate to become the president, they must get more than half of the 538 college votes. Therefore, even if a candidate wins the popular vote and fails to get at least 270 college votes, that candidate will not become president. The number of electors in the electoral college is based on the total number of representatives in Congress.
When Americans cast their votes for the president in the popular vote, they elect electors who then cast the votes (Amar, 2007). Thus, it is the elector's votes that decide who wins an election. Although college votes align with the popular vote, the candidate who wins the popular vote is not guaranteed to be president. This has brought a lot of controversy in the US election, with most people arguing that the electoral college undermines democracy.
However, even if the election solely relied on the popular vote, many Americans votes would “not count” to the election outcome. 48 states have the winner-take-all rule, which means that the candidate who wins the popular vote wins all the available electoral college votes for that state. Only Nebraska and Maine are exceptional to this rule. For example, a candidate who wins 50.1% of the vote in California will be given all the state’s 55 electoral votes. A candidate who wins by a larger margin (like 90%) will pick the same number of electoral votes. This means that a candidate can become president by winning a few states even if they have few votes nationwide. For example, a candidate can win an election with about 23% of the national popular vote.  Thus, the millions of the other 77% of the popular vote would not determine the election result (Edwards III, 2019).
Additionally, due to population differences, even in the absentia of the electoral college, the small state’s votes would be overpowered by the bigger states. Thus, the supermajority in states like Lowa, North and South Dakota, Delaware, and Montana (all have three electoral college votes) would be overpowered by the high population of people in, say, California. Therefore, these popular votes from the less populated states would still remain “useless” in determining the election outcome. California voters would still have more influence (about four times) than Wyoming voters' influence. 
Question 2
[bookmark: _Hlk76925675]The National Popular Vote Act intends to ensure that the national popular vote winner becomes the president (Chang, 2007). The Electoral College has made sure that a candidate who wins the popular vote is not guaranteed the presidency unless they garner more than 270 electoral college votes. The National Popular Vote Act does not intend to do away with the Electoral College but seeks to ensure that the candidate who wins the popular vote also wins the electoral college votes and becomes president (Muller, 2007).
How will NPV ensure that the winner of the national popular vote becomes president without a doubt? Under the National Popular Vote Act, all states will commit to giving their electoral votes to the national popular vote winner. However, this will only be possible when states controlling at least 270 college votes have merged. The NPV proposes the direct election of the president by an interstate compact (Muller, 2007). Any state that signs the NPV would award all the states' electoral votes to the candidate who wins the popular votes even if they lost in that particular state. 
Supporters of NPV contradict the idea that “even if the election solely relied on the popular vote, many Americans votes would “not count” to the election outcome” because it would make the candidate who wins the popular vote always win the presidency. This would make every vote count towards the winner of the election. Again, NPV would eliminate the winner-take-all rule that sometimes makes the winner of the popular vote failed to win the presidency (Gringer, 2008).  Since the ultimate goal of NPV is to make the candidate who wins the popular vote become the president, every vote will have generally counted, unlike in some circumstances when the popular vote does not guarantee the presidency; hence some votes "do not count" to the election outcome. 
Question 3
First of all, it is important to understand why the electoral college was introduced. The electoral college was meant to protect the small states and give them a voice in deciding who becomes the president due to their small population (Amar, 2007).  This system was mainly favored by the southern states, which had a higher proportion of slaves. The slaves were counted as three-fifths of a person but were not allowed to vote. Note that the size of the population determined the number of electoral votes in the state. This means that with the electoral college, the southern states would have more influence in the election of a president than a direct vote. 
I don’t think the electoral college has lived to its purpose. The purpose of the electoral college is to protect the political influence of the small states and increase their political influence. However, I believe the larger states like California and New York still have an advantage in determining who becomes president. This is because the bigger states still have the highest number of college votes. I concur with the millions of Americans who believe that the electoral college undermines democracy in the United States. With more than 330 million people, only 538 people are used to decide who becomes president. In 2016, Hilary Clinton won the popular vote yet lost the presidency. Despite winning the popular vote by 65,844,610 votes, Hilary Clinton did not become the US president because her closest competitor, Donald Trump, garnered more electoral college votes (304) than Hilary Clinton, who garnered 227 electoral college votes. This can be termed as "going against the will of the people." The will of the huge number of voters is not considered, and only a handful of individuals become the president. 
I, therefore, stand with the millions of Americans who believe that the electoral college should be abolished. The electoral college undermines democracy in the United States and ignores the will of the people. I hold the view that democracy should empower the voters and the citizens. If the voter's decision cannot decide who wins an election, then that is not democracy. Democracy will only prevail if the direct vote of the Americans counts to the outcome of the presidency. 
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