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Our Founding Fathers, framers of the Constitution, created the Electoral College in 1788 
as a way of electing the President of the United States. It currently has 538 electors.  Each of 
the 50 states is allowed one elector for each Representative and Senator. Washington D.C., our 
nation’s capital, is allowed three electors. On Election Day, voters choosing a president are 
actually casting a vote for electors, whose job in turn is to cast votes based on their states’ 
popular vote. A candidate requires at least 270 Electoral College votes to win.  Debate and 
criticism surround the effectiveness of this system. Some argue the Electoral College is 
antiquated and should be replaced by a National Popular Vote. I believe it is still relevant today 
and should remain intact. 
 
  The Electoral College was put in the Constitution because our Founding Fathers believed 
it was the best mechanism to select the President. They thought by using electors it would 
protect against uneducated or misinformed voters. The final decision is placed in the hands of 
individuals who were considered more educated and likely to make the best decision. This 
method likely prevented large states from excessive influence and tyranny on the minorities by 
the majority. An Electoral College would give fair representation allowing a majority vote 
without overpowering smaller states, thus creating a “democratic republic.”. Without this, we 
would have a majority-rule country controlled by largely populated states such as California and 
Texas. Smaller states would never be heard and overlooked, forcing them to secede from the 
United States to form their own new country within a country.  
 

The Electoral College guarantees the entire country is involved in choosing the 
President. Having a National Popular Vote system would change the way candidates campaign. 
If an election depended on popular vote, the candidate could limit campaigning to specific 
highly populated areas bypassing smaller states like Wyoming and Montana. In an Electoral 
College system, candidates must address the needs of the entire country to gain electoral 
votes. Candidates must appeal to a wider range of voters. The needs of small towns/rural areas 
are not ignored in favor of densely populated metropolitan areas. However, smaller states are 
still not truly equal to larger states. Putting this into perspective, California has a population of 
around 40 million people while Wyoming has around 500,000, resulting in an 80:1 ratio. This 
allows California to dominate in representation while Wyoming votes mean almost nothing. In 
contrast, Electoral College odds are much improved with a ratio of 18:1-- still a smaller voice for 
small states, but definitely a fairer outcome for all.  
 

The Electoral College was purposely designed to protect the nation from dangers 
inherent in a democracy. It is not a useless outdated institution, but rather a mechanism for 
liberty, stability and legitimacy helping to preserve our Constitution. It symbolizes we are a 
“federal republic”, a country governed by elected representatives and an elected leader. For 
these reasons, it should never be replaced. 
 


