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in four states carry
the most weight ..

By Seth Bosenstein
Associated Press

WASHINGTON~When it comes to

glecting the president, not all-

votes are created equal, And
chances are yours will count
less than those of a select few.

For example, the vote.of

Dave Smith in Sheridan, Wyo.,
counts almost three-and-a~half
times as much mathematically
as those of his wife’s aunts in
northeastern Ohio.

Why? FElectoral College -

math, S

A statistical analysis of the
state-by-state voting-eligible
population by The Associated
Press . shows that Wyoming
has 139,000 eligible voters -
those 18 and older, 11,5, citizens
and non-felons, — for every
presidential elector chosen in
the stdte. In Ohig, it’s almost
476,000 per elector, and it’s

nearly 478,000 inneighboring

Pennsylvania.

But there’s mathematical
weight and then there’s the
reality of political power in
a-system where the president
is decided not by the national
popular vote but by an 18th cen-
tury political compromise: the
Electoral College.

Smith figures hisvote in sol-
id Republican Wyoming really
doesn’t count that much be-
cause it’s a sure Mitt Romney
state. The same could be said
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Each state’s Electoral Coliege votes are based on the size of its congres-
sionai defegation, notits population. Because of that, a presidential vote in
Wyoming mathematically counts more than three times as much as a vote
in Ohio, at teast ir terms of choosing electors.

for ballots cast in solid Demo-

cratic states like New York or
Vermont. In Ohio, one of the
biggest battleground states,
Smith's relatives are bombard-

. ed with political ads, In Wyo-

ming, Smith says, “The candi-
dates don’t care about my vote
because we only see election’
commertials from out-of-state
TV stations.”

The nine barttieground
states where Romney and
Barack Obama are spending
a lot of time and money —
Ohio, Florida, Virginia, Colo-
rado, New Hampshire, lowa,
Nevada, North Carolina and
Wisconsin — have 44,1 mil-
lion people eligible to vote,
That’s only 20.7 percent of
the nation’s 212.6 miilion eli-
gible voters. 50 nearly four of

_erage ratios of voters to eléc-

1

five eligible voters are pretty
much being ignored by the two

. campaigns.

When you combine voter-to-
elector comparisons and battle-
ground state populations, there
are clear winners and losers.in
the upcoming election.

More than half the nation’s

eligible votérs live in states

contested and have above-ay-
tors, This is true for people in
14 states with 51 percent of the
nation’s eligible voters: Califor-
nia, New York, Texas, Illinois,
Michigan, Georgia, New Jersey,
Massachusetts, Indiana, Ten-
nessee, Missouri, Maryland,
Louisiana and Kentucky. Their
votes count the least.

The biggest winners in the
system; those whose votes
count the most, live in just four
states: Colorado, Néew Hamp-
shire, Iowa and Nevada. They

_have low voter-to-elector ra-
tios and are in battleground
states. )

" Only 4 percent of the na-
tion’s eligible voters — 1 in 25
— live in those states.

It’s all dictated by the U.S.
Constitution, which set up
‘the Electoral College. The

- ‘number .of electors each state

gets depends on the size -
of its congressional del- £
egation. Even the least
populated states — like
Wyoming — get a mini-
mum of three, meaning
mote crowded states get less
proportionally,

If the nation’s Electoral Col-
lege votes were apportioned in
a strict one-person, one-vote
manner, each state would get
one elector for every 395,000
eligible voters. Some 156 mil-
liorvoters live in the 20 states
that have a larger ratio than
that average: That’s 73 percent

— nearly three out of foui. “it’s.

“ aterrible system,; it’s the most
that are losers in both catego-

_ ries. Their states are not closef§

A

undemocraticway of electing a
chief executive in the'world, “

said Paul Finkelman, a- 18w jro-
fessor -at. Albany Ldw School
whto téaches#t:Dukd Universi-
ty; “There’s do‘othef electoral

system in the
. doesn'twin,” <0 v
The statistical analysis @

voter eligibility fighres. for

2010 calculated by pdlitical
science professor Michaél Mc-

world where the
person with the most votes,

Donald at George Mason Uni-
versity. MeDonald is a teader
in the field of voter turnout.
.~ Yormer Sen. Alan Simpson
of Wyoming defends the Elec-
toral College system for pro-
tecting small states in elec-
tions, which otherwise might
be overrun by big city cam-
paigning: “Once you get rid
of the Electoral College, the
election will be conducted in
New York and San Francisco.”
Sure it gives small states
more power, but at what price?
asks Douglas Amy, a polit-

T ical science professor'at
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Mount Holyoke College
in Massachusetts: “This
" clearly violates thatba-
- sic democratic principle of
one person, one vote, Indeed,
many constitutional scholars
point out that this unfair ar-
rangement would almost cer-
taindy be declared unconstitu-
tional by the Supreme Court
on those grounds-ifit were not
actually in the Constitution.”
Article 2-of the Constitution
says presidents are voted on by
electors (it doesn’t mention the
word college) with each state
having a number equalto its U.S.
senators and representatives,
.., While representatives are
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“dilocated among the states

proportional by population,
semdtors are not. Every state
‘gets two. _
So Wyoming has 0.2 percent
of the nation’s voting-eligible
.population but almost 0.6 per-
‘cent of the Electoral College.
And since the number of eléc-
tors is limited to 538, some
States get less proportionatély.
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Should We Keep, Reform or Abolish The Electoral College?
[Minimum 3 Reasons Per Column]
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