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Why are liberal partisans trying to change the rules for presidential elections? And why 
have some right-leaning legislators, even here in Oklahoma, jumped on board? 
Unsurprisingly, the answer to the first question goes back to Al Gore’s loss to George W. 
Bush in 2000. 

Gore got the most individual votes, but his support was concentrated in big cities. With 
his voters more evenly distributed around the country, Bush won a majority of Electoral 
College votes and thus the presidency. 

The Electoral College rewards candidates who have broad, national support. 
Presidential elections are really 51 separate elections, one in each state and in the 
District of Columbia. The Constitution gives each state the same number of electoral 
votes as it has members of the U.S. House and Senate (Oklahoma, with five House 
members plus two senators, has seven electoral votes). To win the presidency, a 
candidate must win a majority of electoral votes. 

In the wake of the 2000 election, a wealthy Gore supporter from California named John 
Koza made it his mission to get rid of the Electoral College. He created a group and a 
plan, both called National Popular Vote (NPV). 

Koza’s proposal is unique because it would leave the constitutional structure in place, 
but manipulate how it works in order to render it meaningless. 

Under the current system, when Oklahomans vote for president, their votes together 
decide who wins Oklahoma’s electoral votes. Under NPV, the votes of Oklahomans 
wouldn’t matter — at least not in the same way. Instead, Oklahoma’s electoral votes 
would go to the candidate with the most votes nationwide, regardless of how 
Oklahomans actually voted. In 2012, Oklahoma’s electoral votes would have gone to 
Barack Obama even though two-thirds of Oklahomans voted against him. 

NPV is an attempt to undo the constitutional system of electing the president state by 
state — without going through the difficult and deliberate process of actually changing 
the Constitution. 

The plan is fitting revenge for Gore’s loss, since NPV would shift political power toward 
urban areas. This is one practical reason liberals, the beneficiaries of urban political 
machines, support it. 



NPV is also part of a long-term agenda to move away from constitutional checks and 

balances and toward more direct democracy, departing from American principles and 

the Founders’ design. 

So far only the deepest blue states, such as Massachusetts and California, have adopted 

NPV. Yet it can’t succeed by blue states alone. Nearly all of NPV’s lobbying is now 

directed at Republican legislators in red states — places like Oklahoma. 

The lobbying budget is immense, and many legislators have been taken on expenses-

paid trips where well-paid NPV lobbyists (a few are former Republican legislators) 

pressure them to sign on. This is hardly how citizens expect their representatives to 

handle constitutional issues. 

The Founders intended presidents to be elected by a state-by-state process, which is 

how we’ve done it since George Washington. Koza’s National Popular Vote plan would 

throw all that out, diminishing the voice of Oklahomans and undermining our 

constitutional system of states. 

England is vice president for strategic initiatives at the Oklahoma Council of Public 

Affairs, a free-market think tank based in Oklahoma City (ocpathink.org). NVP 

(nationalpopularvote.com) says 11 states representing 61 percent of electoral votes 

needed to trigger the plan have approved the measure. In February, the Oklahoma 

Senate approved the idea but the House didn’t concur. 

 


