" Attachment H

Testimony of Senator John F.Kennedy
Defending the Electoral College

(Congressional Record, 84'h Congress, 2" Sess. March 20, 1956)

John F. Kennedy's plea: (see full testimony wi'thin):

-“(Direct Election) would greatly increase the likelihood of a minority
president...it would break down the federal system under which the states
entered the union, which provides a system of checks and balances that insure
that no AREA or GROUP shall obtain too much power....” (Emphasis added)

“(Quoting Madison): this government is not completely consalidated, nor is it
entirely federal... Who are the parties to it? The people—not as the people
_ comprising one great body, but the people comprising 13 sovereignties...”

“Today we have an electoral system which gives both large and small states
certain advantages that offset each other...”

“(Direct election), while purporting to be more democratic would increase the
power and encourage {extremist) splinter parties...”

[Every ten years or so, attempts are made to undermine democracy and federalism by
proposing a Russian-style “direct election” that would abolish the both the U.S. Senate and the
allocation of elector votes in the Electoral College that is based on equal suffrage in the Senate. These
cynical attempts are made despite Article V of the U. S. Constitution which guarantees that “no state,
without its consent, shall be deprived of its equal suffrage the Senate” (upon which every state’s weight
in presidential elections is based).

Senator John f. Kennedy’s valiant defense of our federalist-system for electing a president
succinctly sets forth all the most important reasons to preserve our constitutional system that has
provided this country with the democratic structure and stability that-undergirds the United States of
America, without which this nation would never have been created, must less have been preserved for
our posterity. (Transcript of Congressional Record infra). )

For those truly desiring a Russian-style direct elect in pursuit of “Every Vote Equal”, the first step
must be to abolish the U.S. Senate, in which decisions affecting American law and society are made on a
daily. basis, and upon which the weight of states in the presidéntial election are based. It would be
putting the “cart before the horse” to attempt to eliminate the Electoral College first, since the Electoral
College is based on equal suffrage in the Senate. ]
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