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Eliminating the Electoral College
The process of determining and selecting the president and vice president differs in every country. In the United States, the process is provided in the constitution through the Electoral College. Electoral College is a process used by the government to conciliate the election of the president by the Congress and by the majority of votes from citizens who participated in the election (Arlington & Saul 237). This election is conducted after four years as provided by the constitution. The process involves two phases to determine the winner of the presidential election. However, most Americans assume that the process is simple and that the president is determined by the majority of votes he or she receives from the election. The Electoral College is faced with several shortcomings as most people feel that their votes are neglected, based on favour on competitive states,  candidates with the majority votes may not be declared as the winner and the relying on the electoral college might jeopardize the focus on the public, and therefore, it needs to be eliminated. 
The Electoral College Process.
To understand the shortcomings of the Electoral College, one has to familiarize himself or herself with the process involved. After every four years, citizens from each state in America align themselves to cast a vote for the president and vice president. The first phase of this election is conducted in November. Majority of the citizens assume that the result of these votes alone will determine the new president. However, this is not the case. Citizens meet on this date to vote for electors who will represent their votes on the second phase of election which is done on December (Feerick 37). All states elect a total of 538 electors. These electoral members are rarely known and represent the political parties of the presidential candidates. This phase of election is not affirmed by the constitution but rather governed by the state law. 
Once the 538 electors are determined, they meet on Monday that follows the second Tuesday of December. The electors then vote for presidential candidates from the different political parties. Most of these electors end up voting for members of their political parties. Additionally, the process involved in casting votes is not discrete as provided in the U.S constitution. Instead, the electors can announce the name of the presidential candidate they are voting for. Once the election is done, the results of the election are sent for calculation. The presidential candidate who attained 270 Electoral votes as required by law is determined as the winner. 
Reasons for Eliminating the Electoral College
The Electoral College has existed in the U.S for an extended period and has determined the candidates who have occupied the presidential seat. This system has not always been effective as it is faced with a series of defects. Most of these elections controlled by the system are not accurate and do not seem to favour the will of the people. Some counties also feel neglected when determining the position of the president. Therefore, it seems effective that we do away with the Electoral College. 
Most people feel like their votes do not matter.
Most Americans align on the day of elections to vote for a president they feel will address their issues. Therefore, these voters expect that the leader with the majority of votes will be determined as the president. However, this is not always the case. Majority of citizens are now aware that their votes are actually to determine the actual electors of the president. This indirect mode of voting creates a negative attitude towards the Electoral College. As a result, most people feel like their ideas of deciding the next president is not respected. 
When citizens feel neglected from decision making, they tend to withdraw themselves from the process. Consequently, the number of people involved in the election process decreases. In fact, Arlington & Saul (250) explain the Electoral College is the main reason for the decreasing number of voter turn-out in America. This shows the ineffectiveness of the system. Therefore, the system should be abolished to incorporate a system that improves citizen participation in electing their president.
The Electoral College Creates Favour on the Competitive States.
Electoral College tends to push politicians to competitive states such as Michigan, Florida, and Ohio (Arlington & Saul 245). This is based on the fact that these states have a higher influence on the number of electors from political parties. Therefore, most campaigns focus on these states to increase chances of winning. Other states feel left out since they rarely receive this kind of involvement in influencing the next president. This means that the process creates unfairness of power distribution in the states of the country. 
Contrary, if this system was not applied, all states would be involved in the campaign process. Politicians would focus on all counties since the votes of each citizen would influence their position in power. As a result, this would also encourage the contribution of these states in supporting their agenda of developing the country. Additionally, this would also reduce the number of conflicts that are likely to arise when these counties feel left out in significant projects (Feerick 37). 


A Candidate with Majority Votes Fails to Win the Election.
Electoral College seems to be providing more power to the electors when determining the position of president and vice-president. The total votes form the final election conducted by the electors determines the final winner of the presidential election. Therefore, it is possible for a leader who won majority votes from the public to fail in the election. This is evident in the presidential election conducted in the year 2000 when Al Gore failed to secure the presidential seat. Al Gore had the majority of support from the public votes but did not win the election due to the final decision made by the electors (Arlington & Saul 246). Instead, his competitor George W Bush was sworn as the president for winning the electoral votes. 
From the scenario of the 2000 election, it can be determined that the Electoral College is an unfair process. It is true to say that the process does not demonstrate democracy. According to Diamond (67), democracy is felt when the citizens of a country are allowed to participate in influencing the leaders to rule the country. However, the Electoral College system does not seem to be supporting this phenomenon as provided in the constitution. Instead, this reflects badly on the government as it is seen to dictate the type of leaders a country should have since most of these electors belong to influential members of the government. 
Additionally, the chances of winning the elections are also influenced by the distribution of the population (Bennett 16). The population in America is not fairly distributed. Some states tend to have a higher population as compared to some such as Alaska. It is also worth noting that each state is expected to contribute a number of electors. Therefore, the states with higher populations are more likely to influence the number of electors which increases the chances of winning. The exact population of a state is also used to determine the number of electors that a state should contribute an election. However, the population census does not always fall near these elections (Diamond 63). As a result, states with a high population growth do not receive the advantage. This means that even though the majority vote is high, their contribution to final electors will decrease the chances of that state to contribute to electing the leader of their choice.
Eliminating the Electoral College is more likely to reduce the scenarios explained above. The election of the president and vice-president would be a fair and democratic process. In addition, the majority vote from citizens will influence the result of the election. As a result, citizens of the country would feel more involved in electing the leader of their own choosing. This will in the long run influence the exercise of democracy in the country. 
Electors are Likely to Frustrate the Expectations of the Public.
The electors voted by the people on the day of election belong to political parties of candidates running for the election. This means that most voters choose electors who belong to the political party of their preferred candidate. However, the constitution does not govern this process. Instead, these electors have the freedom to choose to vote for a candidate they wish to see in office (Diamond 75). Nevertheless, most of these electors always choose the candidates from their political parties. The electors may also choose to vote for a different candidate which could compromise the final results of the election. 
The result of such an act may frustrate the public. They may feel powerless considering the Electoral College involves them indirectly in the election process. This frustration could result in anger that can be pushed to public demonstrations. The government may fail to control these demonstrations which may lead to the injury and possible death of those involved. Doing away with the Electoral College could reduce such kind of cases. Citizens will be able to exercise their right to vote by influencing the position of the president directly (Arlington & Saul 240). 
The House of Representative can determine the president
According to the Electoral College, if none of the candidates receives the recommended 270 votes, the House of Representative can decide the president by choosing between the two top candidates (Arlington & Saul 243). This decision may disadvantage the majority of votes from the public. This is because the decision of the House does not consider the population in each state. As a result, all states are given common voting power even though they made a different contribution to the first election. This is viewed as unfair since it decreases the chances of winning of the popular candidate. If the Electoral College is abolished, the public would be given an opportunity to re-elect the leader they consider fit as president. Furthermore, a new system would more likely reduce the chances of such a scenario from occurring. 
Conclusion
Conclusively, it can be identified that the Electoral College has proven to be ineffective and should be done away with as it does not provide citizens with a chance to exercise their democratic rights directly. The use of electors to determine the candidate who qualifies as different scholars as well as citizens have criticized a president. This has also influenced the decision of the public to participate in the process of election. Most citizens choose to stay at home during elections since they feel like their vote does not influence the decision of the presidential seat. Additionally, the lack of direct involvement in the decision pushes citizens to withdraw their support for the government (Feerick 37). As a result, this slows down the development process. Arguably, the historical failure of the Electoral College proves that the system needs to be eliminated sooner rather than later. A new system should be developed to replace the Electoral College. The system should allow the vote of the majority to determine the candidates who should be the president and the vice-president. Additionally, the system should also be supported in the constitution to ensure effectiveness in exercising the power of those involved. This will create fairness in the country where citizens from all states can influence the position of the president and the vice president. Population distribution will also not disadvantage the will of the people. In the long run, this will boost the socio-economic development of America.
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