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Significance:
The controversial nature of the Electoral College is not new to the American political system. Since its inception the Electoral College has always been a lightning rod of political controversy, designed to help protect the rights of small states from being excluded in helping decide the Presidency. This concern was a real and substantial threat at beginning of this nation, but as the country has grown this threat has decreased dramatically and has been replaced by the threat that the Electoral College is an anachronism that no longer ensures that the candidate chosen by the populace will be elected. The most recent and profound example of this debate occurred during the conclusion of the 2000 presidential election when Vice President Al Gore received the majority of the popular vote, but failed to secure the needed electoral votes after the controversial conclusion of the election in Florida. While most Americans are familiar with the controversy of the 2000 election, what most don’t consider is that had John Kerry received just a few thousand more votes in Ohio in 2004 he ironically would have won the election without winning the popular vote. While this has only been an issue a few times during the course of the nation, the fact that two of the last three elections have been ones where the Electoral College has played a large role demonstrates the growing significance of revisiting this issue, particularly with the 2012 election looming on the horizon. 
Proposition/Government
The proposition should present a case that argues that because the Electoral College has served its purpose, but no longer adequately reflects the interests of the population of the United States that it should be eliminated and that instead that the presidency should be decided based on the results of the popular vote. The first advantage area would be ensuring that the will of the people in electing the president of the nation would be served. The primary purpose of the American election system is to choose the individuals that best represent the majority views of the nation. In no other election in America is a system like the Electoral College used, and instead direct voting is used to determine who the winner of the various elections are. This insures that the fundamental goal of allowing voters to determine who they want to lead the nation and represent them in political decisions will be. While the people have the direct ability to help determine who their political representatives will be in Congress, this power is removed via the electoral process. Allowing the presidency to be determined based on a direct popular vote would help eliminate this problem and achieve the fundamental goal of democracy. The second advantage area would be to increase voter turnout. One of the many problems cited as being endemic to the American political process is that of voter apathy and the growing trend of decreased voter turnout, particularly for a decision as important as the election of the American president. One of the most important factors that causes voter apathy is the idea that a particular person’s vote will not matter due to the process. For example, a Democratic voter in a traditionally Republican won state may feel that there is no need for that person to cast their vote on election day as the state will likely follow tradition and the winner of the state will receive that state’s electoral votes regardless of how that individual votes, or more often chooses not to vote. By switching to a popular vote, that individual’s vote would matter even if a Republican candidate were to win that specific state in a landslide as the election would be determined by the outcome of the popular vote on a nation as a whole. This would help provide an incentive for all people to vote, regardless of their political affiliation and where they may currently reside.

Opposition 
The opposition would first want to argue about the historical reasons for the inclusion of the Electoral College in the Constitution. The first argument is that by switching to a popular vote it would harm small states because with the limited number of persons living in those states there is not an incentive to campaign in those states, and instead would increase the pressure to campaign only in those states with high populations. While this pressure exists to an extent in the current electoral system, it would be greatly magnified by a switch to a popular vote. The second opposition argument would be that switching to a popular vote would greatly increase complications associated with the election of a president and could result in great delays in determining the outcome of the presidential election. While the 2000 election is a cautionary tale of the potential concerns with the Electoral College and showed that the results could be delayed for weeks as the American public waited on the recount of votes in Florida, this result would be minor compared to that which could occur in a popular vote. If the 2000 election had occurred without the Electoral College than a recount on an unprecedented scale would likely have been triggered as the difference in the popular vote throughout the nation was miniscule and would have necessitated recounts in every district throughout the whole country. This would have dwarfed the political controversy and expense needed to resolve the problem in Florida. The final opposition argument would be a counterplan for the states that currently award their electoral votes on a winner takes all approach to instead proportionately award the votes based on the number of votes the person receives in that state. This approach, would ensure that a person’s vote would count, but would also prevent the unnecessary complication of a popular vote and still provide an incentive for candidates to visit smaller states.
How To Use This Strategy Efficiently in the MG and MO:
MG
The MG will want to first argue that the importance of all voters being allowed access to the political process is the most important consideration. The opposition’s counterplan initially appears to do that, but the MG would need to argue that even dividing the electoral votes up in the state would not be enough to ensure that the voices of the individuals within that state would be heard, and to argue that it would not increase voter turnout in those states as many would still perceive that their vote would not have much weight in those states, which can only be reversed by switching wholesale to a popular vote as opposed to a hybrid system. In order to answer the small states argument the MG should argue that there would still be an incentive to campaign in those states, that in some instances may be magnified in particularly close races as opposed to the current system where those states did not have enough electoral votes to sway the election, but if a candidate were able to win those states decisively enough that it may be enough for them to win the overall popular vote. Finally the complications arising from a nationwide popular vote may increase, however complications already exist as the Florida example demonstrates, and this would only be a problem in elections where the outcome is close enough that the recount would be required, however the ability for all persons to have a say in the election is a better outcome even if it may occasionally require an additional expenditure of money, labor and time to achieve.
MO
The MO will want to center its argument around the opposition counterplan. In deploying this argument, the MO will want to demonstrate that the majority of the reasons why voters feel disenfranchised and thus apathetic is because of the way the current electoral system is structured and not as an inherent component of the Electoral College. This reform to the system would be a better solution in achieving the goal of the system as it was originally envisioned by the Founding Fathers, while simultaneously avoiding the real concern of small states being ignored completely in the election process. The MO would also want to argue that a wholesale elimination of the system would be a financial and logistic nightmare for the nation, and that if a full-scale recall vote of the entire country were to occur that it would result in wide-scale panic as the country may not be able to complete the necessary recall prior to the time when the next president is to take office, which would create a constitutional crisis that the nation has never before had to face, and that this result is one that should be avoided at all cost, even if the opposition’s counterplan does not ensure that absolutely every vote is meaningful, it is enough of an improvement over the status quo that it is worth it to avoid the potential disaster of a popular vote. 


Prime Minister’s Constructive

Plan: The United States Federal Government should amend the United States Constitution to abolish the Electoral College in favor of a popular vote to determine the presidency of the United States

Observation One: Ensuring Democracy

A. The Electoral College No Longer Serves Its Designed Purpose
The Electoral College was initially designed as a necessity in a time when counting the votes of persons throughout the country was considered a physical impossibility and to help ensure that voters in small and large states would be heard in the presidential election. The first problem of counting the votes is no longer a problem in today’s technological world where the votes can be counted quickly and with ease. The current system also no longer protects the smaller states as candidates have learned that the winner of the elections must win certain swing states and then are able to largely ignore the other states. Fife, Richard. “The time has come to abolish the Electoral College” New York Daily News. December 16, 2008. http://www.nydailynews.com/opinions/2008/12/15/2008-12-15_the_time_has_come_to_abolish_the_elector.html

B. The Electoral College Does Not Ensure The Correct Candidate Wins
The President is supposed to be elected based on the desires of the majority of American citizens; however as the 2000 election shows the voices of all American citizens no longer determine the outcome of the presidency and instead it is only the votes of the 270 necessary electoral voters that are needed to win the election that matter. This allows for the potential, and sometimes reality that the President can be elected even if they do not receive the majority of the popular vote. 
C. Abolishing the Electoral College Allows All Votes To Count
The current electoral system provides a disincentive for some voters to exercise their right to vote in the election as they may perceive that their vote will not count. However, by eliminating the ability of a person to be elected president without a majority of the popular vote, it will restore the value of all person’s votes and ensure that the democratic ideals of the nation are best served. Garibaldi-Frick, Mike, “Eliminate the Electoral College” October 22, 2007 http://www.huffingtonpost.com/mike-garibaldi-frick/eliminate-the-electoral-c_b_69457.html

Observation Two: Increasing Voter Turnout
A. Voter Turnout Continues to Decrease
One of the largest problems facing the American political system is the fact that voters are no longer turning out at levels that they once did, even in situations as important as the presidential election. With low voter turnout this magnifies the risk that a minority of persons in the country can elect the leader of the US. Hansford, Thomas “Estimating the Electoral Effects of Voter Turnout” American Political Science Review Vol. 104. No. 2. May 2010 http://faculty.ucmerced.edu/thansford/Articles/Estimating%20the%20Electoral%20Effects%20of%20Voter%20Turnout.pdf
B. The Electoral College Contributes to This Problem
Voters who live in a state where they are not of the political majority do not have an incentive to vote in elections as their votes ultimately do not help determine the outcome of the presidency. By abolishing the Electoral College this individuals will perceive the increased power their vote has in changing the outcome of the national election and will be more likely to cast a vote, which will contribute to an overall increase in the number of votes cast and help reverse the longstanding trend of voter apathy, further contributing to the democratic ideal the country was founded upon. Garibaldi-Frick, Mike, “Eliminate the Electoral College” October 22, 2007 http://www.huffingtonpost.com/mike-garibaldi-frick/eliminate-the-electoral-c_b_69457.html


Leader of the Opposition’s Constructive 
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Observation One: States Counterplan

Text: All fifty states should amend the process of distributing electoral votes from a winner takes all approach and instead award them proportionately to the number of votes a candidate received in that state. 

A. States Can Choose How to Award Their Electoral Votes
While the Constitution requires the use of the Electoral College to determine who the winner of the presidential election, it does not mandate a particular method of determining how those electoral votes are to be awarded. States therefore are free to determine which method to use to award their allocated electoral votes, and while the majority of states still use a winner takes all approach, some have progressively decided to use alternative methods to help address the problems in the system. Neale, Thomas. “The Electoral College:  How It Works in Contemporary
 Presidential Elections” CRS Report for Congress, September 24, 2004 http://www.au.af.mil/au/awc/awcgate/crs/rl32611.pdf
B. Some States Already Award Their Votes Proportionally
Many states have recognized the problems inherent in the Electoral College and have abandoned the winner takes all approach favored in the majority of states and instead award their electoral votes proportionate to the number of votes that a candidate received in that state. This helps ensure that the electoral vote more closely mirrors the result within the state and allows for individual votes to have increased importance. International Herald Tribune, “Abolish the Electoral College” January 10, 2009 http://www.heraldtribune.com/article/20090110/OPINION/901100323?p=all&tc=pgall&tc=ar

Observation Two:  Recount Disadvantage 

A. Despite the Potential Problems the Electoral College Largely Works
Despite the well publicized problems that occurred during the 2000 election the majority of elections in the country’s history have largely been decided without political controversy. Even though that election caused problems in determining who actually won the election, abolishing the Electoral College would not correct this problem, and instead would magnify this problem on a national-scale. Jacoby, Jeff. “The brilliance of the Electoral College” Boston Globe July 16, 2008. http://www.jeffjacoby.com/414/the-brilliance-of-the-electoral-college
B. Abolishing the Electoral College is a Logistical Nightmare
Even at its worst, the Electoral College produced a delayed outcome of the presidency of a few weeks as one state went through a recount. However, abolishing the Electoral College would not remedy this problem and instead would make it virtually assured that this scenario would be replayed, except this time on a national scale. Due to the close nature of most presidential elections the number of votes that decide the election are small enough that widespread recounts would be triggered often and this time the recount would have to occur in every state of every vote cast, which would be a legal, logistical, and financial nightmare for the whole country that would eclipse on every level the problems caused in 2000. Fink, Howard. Why we shouldn't abolish the Electoral College, Professor of law Ohio State University. April 10, 2011 http://beta2.tbo.com/news/opinion/2011/apr/10/VWOPINO1-why-we-shouldnt-abolish-the-electoral-col-ar-101279/
Member of Government’s Constructive

A. The System Must Be Designed so All Votes Are Counted Equally
A democracy can only exist as long as the voice of the people is represented accurately and they are given the opportunity to be heard. The Electoral College, in any incarnation denies this ability in two ways. First, persons with minority political views in states will not have their vote count as equally as those in the majority even in a system where the votes are counted proportionately in the way that they would be if it was based on the popular will of the nation. Secondarily, by not valuing votes the status quo and the opposition counterplan both encourage voter apathy which further undermines the democratic process. Epps, Garrett. “Let's abolish the Electoral College” Professor of Law, October 12, 2007. http://www.salon.com/news/opinion/feature/2007/10/12/electoral_college
B. A Popular Vote Is Logistically Possible
All other elections that occur within the United States are conducted with a direct vote that reflects the popular will of the population. In addition, almost every nation in the world that have free elections determine the winner based on the popular vote rather than a system like the Electoral College. This shows that while there may occasionally be some problems that arise in this system, the ability to ensure that democracy will continue to flourish in the US is worth the logistical and financial price of having the popular vote determine the presidency. Epps, Garrett. “Let's abolish the Electoral College” Professor of Law, October 12, 2007. http://www.salon.com/news/opinion/feature/2007/10/12/electoral_college
Member of Opposition Constructive 
A. The Counterplan Eliminates All of the Problems of the Electoral College
The primary problem with the Electoral College is both the real and perceived problem that the Electoral College does not allow every vote to count. However, rather than throw out the entire system the remainder of states should   follow the lead of those states which have already addressed this problem by changing the way that electoral votes are awarded and instead of awarding all of the states’ votes to the candidate who wins the state, even if by a single vote, instead the states should apportion the electoral votes proportionally to the number of votes won in each state. Barnett, Arnold. “A Cure for the Electoral College?” Fall 2008 http://sloanweb.mit.edu/alumni/pdf/fall08-ElectoralCollege.pdf
B. Abolishing the Electoral College Would Be a Logistical Nightmare
Transitioning to a popular vote would magnify rather than reduce all of the problems associated with the Electoral College as in a closely contested presidential election rather than having a recount in just the most important states a recount would be required in every single state to ensure that every single vote was counted correctly. This process would be assured to take a vast amount of time, labor, and money to complete, which could be avoided altogether by simple apportioning the electoral votes by the number of votes a person received in the state. Fink, Howard. Why we shouldn't abolish the Electoral College, Professor of law Ohio State University. April 10, 2011 http://beta2.tbo.com/news/opinion/2011/apr/10/VWOPINO1-why-we-shouldnt-abolish-the-electoral-col-ar-101279/
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