
The Electoral College
in 60 Seconds

What’s at Stake:
Activists who want to select our President the way we choose the winner of American 
Idol are waging an all-out assault on the U.S. electoral system. 

Our Founding Fathers established the Electoral College system to help guard against 
factionalism and the passions of the moment. This system is enshrined in the U.S. 
Constitution, so eliminating the Electoral College requires a constitutional amendment. 
Some Senators have introduced an amendment that would do just that. But because 
proposals to amend the Constitution are rarely successful, a well-financed and stealth 
organization is spearheading an effort to circumvent the amendment process and 
impose a national popular vote by legislative fiat. 

Eliminating the Electoral College would damage our political system and the institution 
of the Presidency. 

The Electoral College...
P �Guards against the tyranny of the majority: Benjamin Franklin once described 

pure democracy as “two wolves and a sheep voting on what’s for lunch.” The 
Framers designed a government of checks and balances to protect the rights of 
political minorities. As with other aspects of our Constitution, our system for 
electing a President ensures that a majority of voters (or even a plurality) won’t 
run roughshod over the interests of voters in the political minority.

P �Encourages coalition-building: Because a candidate must win in various parts 
of the country to obtain a majority in the Electoral College, candidates have an 
incentive to build coalitions and appeal to a range of voters with different 
interests. This is critically important in a nation as large and diverse as ours. 

P �Encourages finality and provides legitimacy: In the United States, the 
nationwide popular vote is often quite close, even when the outcome in the 
Electoral College is clear. A decisive Electoral College victory discourages the 
loser from litigating the outcome of the election and lends legitimacy to 
Presidents (such as Abraham Lincoln, John F. Kennedy, Richard M. Nixon, and 
Bill Clinton) who receive only a plurality of the nationwide vote.



If not for the Electoral College, Hillary Clinton would be President today. 

In 2016, Hillary Clinton received a plurality of votes cast nationwide but lost the 
Electoral College to Donald J. Trump. It is not possible to say how the election 
would have played out under a different set of rules. Had the rules been different, 
both Clinton and Trump would have adopted different electoral strategies.

The Electoral College is undemocratic.

The Electoral College is 51 separate democratic elections (held in the 50 states 
and the District of Columbia). This system is just as democratic as one massive 
nationwide election but has the advantage of securing buy-in from states and 
voters across the country. 

The Electoral College influences public policy in a way that a nationwide popular 
vote would not.

Politics will always influence policy, no matter how elections are structured. 
Scrapping the Electoral College would change political pressures but would not 
eliminate them. With a nationwide popular vote, presidential candidates would 
pander to voters in L.A., New York, and other major metropolitan areas rather 
than take into account a range of constituencies from different regions.

Addressing Misconceptions


