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The American Voting System
Introduction
[bookmark: _GoBack]Elections are held for government at the federal state, and local levels. Therefore the nation's head of state at the federal level is elected indirectly by voters from each state through Electoral College. The voters directly elect all Congress members, and at the same time, there are many officials elected at each state (Carr III et al., 2). As acceptable, the American voting system has been there are several calls to change it or make it more reliable and exclusive. There is a need to increase public confidence in the voting system because there have been fears of ballot manipulation and other elections fraud that does not add up. Long lines in the polling places raise the call to make voting easier and simple while at the same time conducting credible voting. This essay focuses on comparing and contrasting the articles; nationalize oversight and control of elections, and the local officials must remain in control of elections.
Comparison of the Two Articles
There are better ways to conduct oversight and control of elections in the United States of America. Both articles argue that there is a need to address several issues that arise during the voting period. From casting a vote, tallying, and presenting the results, there are calls to make the whole process easier at both federal and local levels. The aim is to overcome elections problems and boost confidence in the public. Hasen, in his opinion, states that every election is faced with stories such as long lines, failure of voting machines, poor identification of voters, and poll watchers being kept off in polling places. In order to eradicate such issues that interfere with the smooth running of elections, Hasen argues there is a need to nationalize the election process (Hasen 2). A national election body consisting of nonpartisan professionals will run the election with integrity, only pledging their alliance to credible elections. In addition, the agency will maintain the registration and voting roles. The administration of the election process will be controlled centrally as opposed to the opinion on Lewis's article that such administration contributes to autocratic control of elections.
 On the other hand, in his article, Lewis argues that local officials must remain in control of elections, a move aimed to foster and strengthen the benefits of locals' diversity. He argues that it makes no sense for the federal government to run local and state elections when all elections are virtually for the local governing bodies. Implementing such strategy will make it difficult to manipulate elections because the systems differ from state to state. Each state would prefer their own method of voting and one that suits its citizens. Besides, the administration of elections is carried out by men and women from the community. In his opinion, Lewis argues that a recent survey indicates that the majority of the voters in the United States have confidence that their vote was accounted for, and this is a strong base for his argument to keep the voting process and administration local (Lewis 3).
Arguably, both articles call for the administration of elections in a way that they will be credible and every vote counts. Few or no issues should arise after the election. In my opinion, I support the argument to nationalize the control and oversight of elections. It is a national election, and the process should be uniform all over to reflect the whole of voters from the United States. An agency made up of bipartisan professionals whose only allegiance is committed to a credible election will serve a better purpose in reflecting people’s will regardless of the diversity in every local state. Hansen's argument that the nationalization of election will ensure that only eligible voters cast and the vote accurately reflected in the result will boost public confidence (Hasen 2) Ideally, I find the opinion to have every local state oversee the administration of their own election ineffective. We should have an approach that solves the problem of how elections are run across all states. The diversity will be eradicated with a precise uniformity on the list of voters and the same rules applied all over.
Conclusion
In conclusion, as efficient as the United States of America's voting system is thought to be, there is still a need to fix the issues that result in election problems. An election is a key part of the administration that oversees the running of the country. Nearly in every election, there are stories of dissatisfaction among electorates and partisans. Such incidences raise the question of whether the voting system should be fixed across the United States. By fixing the issue above, there will be increased voter turnout, and voters' identification will be more comfortable. A fair system that would offer something that is embraced and endorsed by all Americans will be the best solution. From both articles above, in my opinion, having a national agency doing oversight and administration of election will be the first step in building a better voting system. A common system that ties both the federal and local states should be adopted. It starts from automatic voter registration, maintaining a common register online despite any location changes, which will complement the call for credible elections in America.
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