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Introduction: Understanding the Electoral
College

The Electoral College has been a fundamental part of the United States
presidential elections since the nation's founding. It is a unique system
designed to elect the president indirectly through electors chosen by voters
in each state. While the system was originally intended to balance power
between smaller and larger states and to serve as a safeguard against popular
whims, it has become a subject of intense debate. Critics argue that it is
outdated and undemocratic, while supporters believe it preserves a federalist
balance. This article explores the arguments on both sides, examining the
reasons for and against abolishing the Electoral College, as discussed in the
Newsela article "PRO/CON: Should We Abolish The Electoral College?"

The Purpose and Function of the Electoral
College

Historical Origins

The Electoral College was established during the Constitutional Convention of
1787 as a compromise between those who wanted Congress to select the
president and those who preferred a direct popular vote. The founders aimed
to create a system that would prevent any single group or region from having
too much influence, ensuring a balance of power across states.

How It Works Today

Currently, each state is allocated a number of electors based on its total
congressional representation (Senators + Representatives). When voters cast
their ballots, they are technically voting for a slate of electors pledged to
a particular candidate. The candidate who wins the popular vote in a state



usually receives all of that state's electoral votes (except in Maine and
Nebraska, which use a proportional system). To win the presidency, a
candidate must secure at least 270 out of 538 electoral votes.

Arguments in Favor of Abolishing the Electoral
College

Democratic Fairness

One of the strongest arguments against the Electoral College is that it can
produce outcomes that do not reflect the national popular vote. There have
been instances, such as in 2000 and 2016, where a candidate won the
presidency despite losing the popular vote. Critics argue this undermines the
democratic principle of one person, one vote.

It can lead to "faithless electors" who do not vote according to the
popular vote.

The system disproportionately favors swing states, making candidates
focus only on a few key areas.

Voters in heavily Democratic or Republican states may feel their votes
are less impactful, leading to voter apathy.

Equal Representation

Some argue that the Electoral College gives smaller states more influence
than their population warrants, while others say it overrepresents rural
areas. Abolishing the system could lead to a more equitable representation of
all voters, regardless of their state.

Modernizing the Election Process

Advances in communication and technology have made nationwide popular votes
more feasible. Critics contend that the original reasons for the Electoral
College are no longer relevant, and a direct election would better suit the
contemporary political landscape.



Arguments in Favor of Retaining the Electoral
College

Protection of Federalism

Supporters argue that the Electoral College maintains the federal structure
of the United States by ensuring that states have a role in selecting the
president. It prevents larger states from dominating the election and
encourages candidates to campaign across the entire country.

Stability and Preventing Fraud

The system has historically provided stability by requiring broad geographic
support for a candidate. Proponents believe it reduces the likelihood of
regional or populist candidates winning solely based on concentrated urban or
coastal support.

Encouragement of Broad Campaign Strategies

Because candidates must secure electoral votes across diverse regions, they
are encouraged to develop comprehensive platforms appealing to a wide range
of voters, rather than focusing on specific demographics.

Historical Precedent and Constitutional Safeguards

Many supporters emphasize that the Electoral College is embedded in the
Constitution and has functioned effectively for over two centuries. Changing
or abolishing it would require a constitutional amendment, which is a complex
and challenging process.

Possible Alternatives to the Electoral College

National Popular Vote Interstate Compact (NPVIC)

This is an agreement among some states to award their electoral votes to the
candidate who wins the national popular vote. When enough states (at least
270 electoral votes) join the compact, the presidential candidate with the
most votes nationwide would automatically win. This approach seeks to



preserve the states' role while ensuring the winner reflects the popular
vote.

Proportional Electoral Vote System

Instead of a winner-takes-all approach, states could allocate their electoral
votes proportionally based on the vote share each candidate receives. This
could make elections more representative of voters' preferences within
states.

Direct Election of the President

A straightforward solution would be to abolish the Electoral College
altogether and switch to a direct popular vote. This would ensure that every
vote counts equally and the candidate with the most votes wins.

Challenges and Considerations in Reforming the
System

Constitutional Amendments

Abolishing or significantly reforming the Electoral College requires a
constitutional amendment, which demands approval by two-thirds of Congress
and three-fourths of state legislatures. This high threshold makes change
difficult.

Potential for Increased Disputes

Switching to a popular vote could lead to more nationwide recounts and
disputes, especially in close elections, possibly undermining stability.

Impact on Smaller States

Some argue that abolishing the Electoral College could diminish the influence
of smaller states, which currently have a proportionally larger voice.



Conclusion: Balancing Democracy and Federalism

The debate over the Electoral College reflects fundamental questions about
democracy, representation, and federalism in the United States. Supporters
see it as a safeguard that preserves the balance of power among states, while
opponents view it as an outdated system that can distort the will of the
people. As discussions continue, many advocate for reforms that make the
electoral process more equitable and reflective of the popular vote, such as
the National Popular Vote Interstate Compact or other proposals. Ultimately,
any change to this system must weigh the principles of democratic fairness
against the constitutional and structural foundations of American government.
Whether the Electoral College remains or is abolished, the goal remains to
ensure that every vote counts and that the presidency truly reflects the
choice of the American people.

Frequently Asked Questions

What is the main argument in favor of abolishing the
Electoral College?
Proponents argue that the Electoral College is outdated and undemocratic
because it can result in a candidate winning the presidency without winning
the popular vote.

What is the primary concern of those who want to
keep the Electoral College?
Supporters believe the Electoral College protects smaller states' interests
and maintains a federal system by ensuring all states have a voice in
presidential elections.

How does the Electoral College impact the outcome of
U.S. presidential elections?
It can cause a candidate to win the presidency through electoral votes even
if they do not have the majority of the national popular vote.

What are some proposed alternatives to the Electoral
College?
Suggestions include adopting a national popular vote or implementing a
proportional electoral vote system.



What are the potential benefits of abolishing the
Electoral College?
It could make elections more democratic by ensuring the winner has the
majority of the popular vote and increase voter turnout.

What are the challenges or drawbacks of eliminating
the Electoral College?
Some argue it could diminish the influence of smaller states and make
election campaigns focus mainly on highly populated urban areas.

How does the Electoral College influence campaign
strategies?
Candidates often focus their campaigns on swing states and regions that can
sway electoral votes, rather than nationwide appeal.

Why is the debate over the Electoral College
considered a 'Pro/Con' issue?
Because there are strong arguments both for preserving it, to protect
federalism, and for abolishing it, to promote democratic fairness.

Additional Resources
Electoral College: A Critical Examination of Its Role and Relevance

The debate over the Electoral College has persisted for centuries, with
passionate arguments on both sides. As the United States continues to evolve
politically and socially, the question remains: should we abolish the
Electoral College? The Newsela article “PRO/CON: Should We Abolish The
Electoral College?” offers a comprehensive look into this contentious issue,
presenting the perspectives of supporters and opponents. In this review, I
will explore the key points discussed in the article, analyze the underlying
arguments, and examine the broader implications of maintaining or eliminating
this unique electoral system.

Understanding the Electoral College: A
Historical Perspective



Origins and Purpose
The Electoral College was established by the U.S. Constitution in 1787 as a
compromise between electing the president by direct popular vote and having
Congress choose the president. Its primary purpose was to create a buffer
that would prevent unqualified candidates from ascending to power while
balancing the influence of smaller states against larger ones.

- Historical Context: During the Constitutional Convention, there was concern
over direct democracy, which was believed to potentially lead to mob rule.
- Design: The system assigns each state a number of electors equal to its
total congressional delegation (Senators + Representatives).
- Function: Electors cast votes based on the popular vote within their state,
with the majority determining the state's electoral vote.

Evolution Over Time
While originally conceived as a deliberative body, the Electoral College has
largely become a mechanism for translating state-level popular votes into a
national outcome, with most states employing a “winner-takes-all” approach.

- Changes: Various amendments and legal rulings have shaped how electors
function, but the core structure remains.
- Criticisms: Over time, critics have argued that the system distorts the
democratic process and produces outcomes misaligned with the popular vote.

Arguments in Favor of Abolishing the Electoral
College

The Newsela article highlights several compelling reasons why many believe
the Electoral College should be abolished, emphasizing the importance of a
truly democratic process.

1. It Undermines Democratic Principles
One of the strongest arguments against the Electoral College is that it can
produce presidents who do not win the popular vote. This disconnect
challenges the fundamental democratic principle that every vote should carry
equal weight.

- Historical Examples: In 2000 (George W. Bush) and 2016 (Donald Trump),
candidates won the presidency despite losing the national popular vote.
- Implication: This phenomenon diminishes the voice of the majority and can
lead to legitimacy issues.



2. Disproportionate Influence of Small States
The structure gives disproportionate power to less populous states because
each state’s electoral votes are not strictly proportional to their
population.

- Example: Smaller states like Wyoming and Vermont have a higher electoral
vote per capita than larger states like California or Texas.
- Impact: Candidates may campaign more heavily in small states or focus on
issues relevant to their interests, skewing national priorities.

3. Encourages Electoral College “Battlegrounds” and
Voter Suppression
The system incentivizes candidates to focus on “swing states” where the
outcome is uncertain, often neglecting voters in states perceived as safe for
one party.

- Result: Voters in heavily partisan states may feel their votes are less
impactful, leading to voter apathy.
- Voter Suppression: Campaign strategies may marginalize certain populations
or suppress votes in states deemed unwinnable.

4. Complexity and Lack of Transparency
The Electoral College’s complex process can be confusing for voters, who may
not understand how their votes translate into electoral votes.

- Elector Behavior: Electors are sometimes free to vote contrary to their
state’s popular vote, leading to “faithless electors.”
- Transparency: The convoluted process can undermine trust in the electoral
system.

Arguments in Favor of Maintaining the Electoral
College

Supporters argue that the Electoral College has preserved the federal
character of the nation, balanced interests between large and small states,
and contributed to stability.

1. Protects the Federal System
The Electoral College reinforces the federal nature of the United States by
giving states a role in selecting the president.



- State Sovereignty: States retain significant influence over national
elections, preserving their importance.
- Balance of Power: It prevents larger states from dominating presidential
elections.

2. Promotes Stability and Clear Outcomes
Proponents argue that the system helps produce decisive results, reducing the
likelihood of contested elections.

- Majority Support: The Electoral College generally ensures that the winner
has broad support across multiple states.
- Historical Stability: The system has functioned for over two centuries,
providing continuity.

3. Prevents Urban Dominance
Without the Electoral College, candidates might focus primarily on densely
populated urban centers, neglecting rural and less populated regions.

- Regional Balance: The system encourages candidates to campaign nationwide
to secure electoral votes from diverse geographic areas.

4. Encourages Broader Campaign Strategies
Candidates must appeal to a wider electorate, not just the most populous
regions, fostering more inclusive campaigning.

Broader Implications of Abolishing the
Electoral College

The debate extends beyond procedural concerns; it touches on the essence of
American democracy, representation, and the potential consequences of reform.

1. Impact on Voter Representation
A direct popular vote system would mean every vote counts equally,
potentially increasing voter turnout and engagement.

- Equal Voice: Citizens in all states would have their votes equally
influential.
- Voter Motivation: People might feel more motivated to participate if they
believe their vote directly affects the outcome.



2. Campaign Dynamics
Eliminating the Electoral College would likely lead to candidates focusing on
populous urban areas, as their votes would carry more weight.

- Strategic Changes:
- Campaigns might concentrate on large cities and battleground districts.
- Rural and less populated areas could be marginalized.

3. Potential for Increased Partisanship
A direct election could intensify partisan divides, as candidates might
appeal more strongly to the majority populations within densely populated
regions.

- Polarization: Without the need to appeal to small states, candidates could
adopt more extreme positions to mobilize urban voters.

4. Constitutional and Legal Challenges
Abolishing the Electoral College would require a constitutional amendment, a
complex and arduous process demanding broad political consensus.

- Amendment Process:
- Proposed by two-thirds of Congress.
- Ratified by three-fourths of states.
- Political Feasibility: Given the entrenched interests and political
divides, such a change faces significant hurdles.

Current Trends and Public Opinion

Public opinion on the Electoral College has shifted over the years, often
influenced by recent elections where the popular vote winner did not become
president.

- Poll Data: Surveys consistently show that a majority of Americans favor the
abolition of the Electoral College in favor of a direct popular vote.
- Recent Elections: The 2000 and 2016 elections intensified calls for reform
due to the disconnect between popular and electoral votes.

Possible Alternatives to the Electoral College

If abolition is pursued, several alternative systems could replace it:

- National Popular Vote Interstate Compact (NPVIC): States agree to award



their electoral votes to the candidate who wins the national popular vote,
effectively ensuring the winner of the popular vote becomes president without
a constitutional amendment.
- Proportional Electoral Vote System: Electoral votes are allocated
proportionally based on the percentage of votes each candidate wins within a
state.
- Direct Election: A straightforward system where the candidate with the most
votes nationwide wins.

Conclusion: Balancing Democracy and Federalism

The debate over the Electoral College is ultimately a debate about the core
principles of American democracy versus federalism. Supporters emphasize its
role in preserving state influence and stability, while opponents highlight
its democratic deficits and potential for misrepresentation.

While reform efforts face significant legal and political challenges, the
ongoing dissatisfaction with the current system indicates a pressing need to
reconsider how the nation elects its leader. Whether through abolition or
reform, the goal should be to create a system that is transparent, fair, and
representative of the will of the American people.

In conclusion, the Newsela article “PRO/CON: Should We Abolish The Electoral
College?” provides a nuanced overview of this critical issue, encouraging
readers to weigh the historical context, practical implications, and
democratic ideals at stake. As discussions continue, Americans must decide
whether the Electoral College remains a safeguard of federalism or an
obstacle to true democratic representation.
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