Government shutdown: Trump says he ‘won’t be extorted’ by Democrats. A6
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ELECTIONS

POPULAR VOTE VS.
ELECTORAL COLLEGE

Speaker: Pa. is key to effort to choose presidents by popular vote
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Jack Nagel, University of Pennsylvania Political Science professor emeritus spoke Oct. 30 at the Henrietta Hankin Library in West

Vincent. EVAN BRANDT/MEDIANEWS GROUP

By Evan Brandt
EBRANDT@POTTSMERC.COM

CHESTER SPRINGS — Every four years
or so, at about this time of year, the nation
engages in an intense but brief discus-
sion about whether we should keep the
Electoral College, the Constitutionally
mandated method by which the U.S. elects
apresident.

One immediately visible problem with
the Electoral College is that it allows pres-
idential candidates to focus their efforts on
“swing states.”

Reliably Blue states like New York and
California, and reliably Red states like
Texas and Indiana, get ignored because
how the majority in those states will vote
is considered a given, guaranteeing that
state’s electoral votes in the college, accord-
ing to Jack Nagel, a professor emeritus of
political science from the University of
Pennsylvania.

As aresult, the votes that matter most
in choosing the next president often come
from just a few states whose populations do
notrepresent anything close to the majority
of voters in the entire country.

“It shouldn’t matter whether you live in
California or Pennsylvania how much vote
counts,” says Nagel.

But perhaps the primary argument
against the Electoral College is that it often
allows a candidate to lose more votes than
his or her opponent and still win the elec-
tion.

In just the last 25 years, it’s happened
twice — In 2000, Al Gore won the popular
vote, but not the election, which introduced
the phrase “hanging chad” to the national
vocabulary; and in 2016, Hillary Clinton
won the popular vote but not the election
— all thanks to the quirks and vagaries of
the Electoral College.

But wait, there’s still more!

In 1960, Richard Nixon likely won more
votes than John F. Kennedy. The Electoral
College also gave us the election debacle of

Presidents who did not win
the popular vote

Popular
Vote
Winner

Electoral
College
Winner

Percent
Margin

2016 H.Clinton 2,868,519 2.09%  Trump
2000 Gore 517,398 0.51% G.W. Bush
[1960? ?Nixon? 758,181  ?0.001% Kennedy]
1888 Cleveland 94,530 0.83% Harrison
1876 Tilden 252,666 3.00% Hayes
1824* Jackson 38,221 10.44% J.Q. Adams

At least six U.S. presidents have been elected without winning the popular vote. EVAN
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1800 in which Thomas Jefferson and Aaron
Burr tied for electoral votes, throwing the
decision into a chaotic House of Repre-
sentatives, where it took 36 separate votes
before Alexander Hamilton engineered the
swing vote and the victory of Jefferson, his
political enemy.

The Electoral College is so problematic
that Alabama Gov. George Wallace came
close to winning the presidency with a
third-party candidacy that was designed
to succeed by causing a deadlock in the
college and throwing the election to the
House of Representatives, where the South
commanded a solid block of votes against
desegregation, putting him in the White
House.

With six failures and seven near failures,
Nagel asks a very reasonable question: Why
do we keep such an unreliable system that
skews so many aspects of what should be a

free and fair election, adhering to the prin-
ciple of “one man, one vote”

“Would we accept an engineering design
that has a bridge that fails ‘only 10 to 20
percent of the time?”” he asks.

Nagel most recently asked that question
on Oct. 30 when he was at the Henrietta
Hankin Library giving a talk about how we
change this situation for the better.

Because the Electoral College is based
in the Constitution, the only way to miti-
gate its effects is through a Constitutional
Amendment, a process so onerous that it
seems impossible to achieve in these politi-
cally divided times that few people are even
willing to try, he said.

But what if there was another way?

Asitturns out, there is, and Pennsylvania
iskeytoits success.

See ELECTIONS on Page A3
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The alternative is some-
thing called the National
Popular Vote Interstate
Compact.

Think of multi-state
agreements like the one
that created the Delaware
River Basin Commission or,
perhaps more appropriately,
one that allows states to all
participate in the Powerball
lottery. It’s an appropriate
comparison because of the
manwhois pushingthisidea,

His name is John Koza, a
computer scientist, venture
capitalist, and the founder
of the organization National
Popular Vote. He is also
co-founder of the Scientific
Games Corp., acompany that
builds computer systems
to run state lotteries in the
United States.
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John Koza is the person behind the organization seeking
to reform how the Electoral College works. EVAN BRANDT/
MEDIANEWS GROUP

Being familiar with the
compact that puts Powerball
chancesinthe handsofpeople
inmany states, Kozaasked the
basic question: What if we did
thattoget out of this Electoral
College mess?

Just as the Constitution
gaveus the Electoral College
White Elephant, it also
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provides the basis for awork-
around, Koza figured out.
The Constitution gives the
power of how electors to the
college are chosen to state
legislatures. Begun with a
serious rollout in 2006, the
National Popular Vote plan
urges state legislatures to
pass identical bills, pledg-

ing to assign their electors
to the winner of the national
popular vote, not the popular
vote-winnerin theirstate. The
compactonlytakes effect after
itis adopted by enough states
whose electoral votes add up
to 270, which is a winner in
the Electoral College.

“Once that happens, the
Electoral College majority
will always go to the winner

| of the popular vote;” Nagel

explained.

While the conceptsounds
simple, the path to achieving
itisnot. It began as a biparti-
san effort with endorsements
from such political oppo-
sites as Barack Obama and
Newt Gingrich. Already, the
compacthasbeenadopted in
such Republican strongholds
as Oklahoma and Arizona.
But even though Donald
Trump has said he favors the
elimination of the Electoral
College, after he won the 2016

election without winningthe
popular vote, thanks to the
Electoral College, Republican
support for the compact has
“softened,” Nagel said.

Since 2016, the compact
has been adopted in
Connecticut, Colorado, Dela-
ware, New Mexico, Oregon,
Minnesota, Maine and New
York. In Colorado, it survived
an attempt to rescind it by

Currently, 209 of the 270
electoral votes needed to
win the presidency are from
states that have adopted the
compact, Nagel said.

If Democrats win control
of governorships and state
legislatures in Virginia and
Nevada this year, supporters
of the compact will see that
as a sign that the plan can
be put into action without
further support from Repub-
lican controlled states, even
though Republican buy-in
is preferable. “No one wants

this to be a partisan move-
ment,” said Nagel.

Should those states sign
on, the electoral vote count
based on the national popu-
lar vote would stand at 228,
Nagel said.

And that’s where Penn-
sylvania, which has not yet
adopted the compact, comes
in, said Nagel. “Even with a
bipartisan path, Pennsylvania
is crucial to success withits 19
electoral votes,” he said.

The four crucial states
remaining are Pennsylvania,
Wisconsin, Michigan and
Arizona, all states where the
margin of victory for both
parties has been thin. A total
combined 21 state House and
state Senate seats in those
states would throw control
to Democrats who could
then adopt the compact and
make winning the popu-
lar vote the new path to the
presidency, said Nagel.

e 1In 1968 George Wallace did not come close to winning the presidency, and that was not his

goal. Instead, he wanted to win enough electoral votes so that neither Nixon nor Humphrey would

reach the required 270. That would trigger the contingent procedure, making Southern
delegations the kingmakers in return for rolling back the civil rights bills.
e The Compact has not been adopted by Oklahoma and Arizona. In each state, one branch of the
legislature passed it, but the other didn't.
e New York adopted the Compact before Trump's victory in 2016. That was a highwater mark for
Republican support, as the GOP controlled the NY State Senate then.



