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THE CASE FOR A CHANGE IN THE ELECTORAL COLLEGE SYSTEM
For many years there has been increasing popular sentiment favoring abolition
of the present Electoral College system of electing our Presidents and changing it to
more nearly reflect the direct will of the people.
As another Presidential election approaches, many students of government feel
there is a real possibility the next Presidential election could be decided by the
House of Representatives, particularly in view of threats of a third p_m'_‘t;[,_candidate.

Constitutional Provisions

Artiecle II, Section 1, of the United States Constitution prescribes that the
winner in a Presidential election must have an absolute majority of the votes in the
Electoral College--2T0 of the 538 members. If no candidate receives this absolute
majority, a startling procedure is followed. The 435 members of the House of Repre-
sentatives "shall immediately chuse by Ballot" the new President. However, the mem-
bers of the House do not vote to decide the Presidency as individuals; the fifty
states vote as single states, each having one vote.

This system is the epitome of all malapportionment because Nevada's vote equals
California's; Alaska's that of New York. Concern about this situation has triggered
hearings currently under way to change the Constitution to amend or abolish the Elec-
toral College. Yet it is questionable whether this effort will succeed and virtually
certain no change will occur before the next election.

Reform Attempts

Hardly a year has passed in the past 180 or so, when one or more bills were
not introduced to reform the Electoral College. They have had little success because
there is a subtle power balance built into the system between small and large states
go that it is almost impossible to change it when only 13 states voting "no" can
block adoption of a Constitutional amendment.

Some argue that the Electoral College has its merits. It gives great weight
to the large states under the "winner-take-all system." Big states, under this argu-
ment, need something to balance the advantages the small states have in getting two
senators, regardless of population.

Curiously enough, there is nothing in the Constitution to support the 'winner-
take-all system." There is nothing about political parties either. It is all part
of the unwritten constitution, where custom and precedent have the force of law.

It is a critical situation for a democracy in time of international crisis
for nobody to know who the next president will be. Yet in 1968 if Republican and
Democrat strengths are anywhere near balanced, the vote will go into the House. Then
the vote of Vermont will count as much as California’s.





