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Should We Keep or Abolish the US Electoral College?
[bookmark: _Hlk83909722]Enshrined in Article II of the constitution, the Electoral College is the legal process that the US uses to elect the President and his/her Vice.  The College consists of 538 electors (Marlowe, 2020). To elect the president, a majority of 270 electoral votes are required. “When voters cast their ballot for president in the popular vote, they elect a slate of electors” (Marlowe, 2020, p. 24).  The elected electors now must cast the votes that determine who emerges as the US president. The founders of the College aimed at getting a representative president for the expansive US. The paper argues that we should abolish the US electoral college.
To start with, the US Electoral College is a vestigial framework engineered in a bygone regime that thwarts the American people to choose America’s number one at will. The system robs citizens of such a crucial role and vests it in the hands of a few lucky people constitutionally referred to as electors. The worst part of it is that the electors have a rare chance of hijacking the results aimed at choosing the president.  For the past years, it has been presumed that the electors will affirm the results reflected in their states (Black, 2012).  On the contrary, there exists a lack of assurance that the electors can hold to the promise.  About 40 states have structured rules to cement their electors to choose a presidential candidate in line with their state’s popular vote. Unfortunately, some of them don’t abide by the binding clause, for they end up making the final decision as they dim fit. The most pressing reality is that such electors face a small penalty in the form of a fine. 
It is also constitutionally unclear whether a court can impose heavy penalties. There exist about 20 states that have never tried to bind their popular presidential vote. An example is Washington state's Democratic elector, who announced openly that he would not vote for Hillary Clinton if she won his state. The system opens the door for the loser to sneak into the White House via the electoral vote. The trend has happened more than seven times in the history of presidential elections in the United States of America. An excellent example can be traced to 2000 “when Al Gore (a Democrat) won half a million more votes than his rival, George Bush (a Republican)” (Black 2012, p. 3).  Al Gore ended up losing via the electoral College with 267 votes, while Bush emerged with 271 votes. 
Another issue with the Electoral College system is that even though it has sky-high hurdles for the small political entities to achieve in elections and almost next to impossibility for a small political party to secure the top seat, the system creates loopholes for a little-known small political party in a one or fewer state to have a significant impact of the whole federal election. The scenario happened in 2000 when a Green Party nominee named Ralph Nader emerged third in the popular vote with 2.74%. He got only 1.6 % in Florida, with the votes shifting the state from Al Gore to Republican George Bush (Black, 2012). Based on the winner- take- it -all principle, that single state impacted the final result of the national election. 
Another darker side of the Electoral College is that it designs room for a tie vote of 269-269.  The recent presidential elections reveal such a possibility, as indicated by the narrow margins between contesters. The system has scary and bizarre rules for breaking the tie. The scenario happened in 1800 when Thomas Jefferson tied with Aaron Burr, leading to the ratification of the constitution by creating the 12th amendment in which every elector needed to indicate that candidate they supported. When a presidential candidate fails to get a majority of the electoral votes or in case of a presidential tie, the House of Representatives is tasked to unlock the stalemate using a state-by-state principle.  A state like Wyoming, with 563 000 people as per the 2010 census, will have an equal say, just like California with 37 million people (Black, 2012). The winner is also required to garner support from a majority of the states. Unfortunately, states with a homogenous figure of House members are likely to snib. 
A deadlocked state cannot participate in the presidential vote. Despite the huddle, “a winner would still have to win 26 states, even though several states would presumably be deadlocked” (Black, 2012, p. 2). The most worrying part is that if neither of the candidates gets 26, there is a lack of a legal framework put in place to produce a winner. In this case, the door opens for the Vice President to take the presidential mantle. The selection of the vice president is moved to the doorstep of the Senate to mandate a Vice President an indefinite service as the president (Black, 2012). Even though the scenario has never happened, it is likely to take place just like the 2000 presidential tie that was least expected. 
Besides, the antiquated system hurts individual voters in various states as opposed to the notion that the system hurts Democrats as it favors Republicans. The forefathers of the system failed to consider the widening voting power discrepancies among citizens of various states.  The scenario has metastasized into a   bizarre unfairness between citizens pegged on the time of election and where a person resides (Hundt, 2019). There is an increasing mismatch between voters and electors. This can be spotted in the recent election where an elector for Trump in Wyoming stood in for about  57 000 voters (Prokop, 2016). The system also overrides the will of a segment of the population. In 2016, more women voted for Hillary compared to Trump, only for the College to shortchange them.
To conclude, the Electoral College is the formal process that elects the Vice President and the President of the US. The system needs to be abolished, for it robs citizens the power to choose their president as it hands over the mandate to electors who can hijack the election. Also, it gives smaller parties a chance to influence the federal elections, may result in a presidential tie, and hurts individual voters in various states.
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