"This is the most amazing proposition that has ever been brought forward by a non-lawyer , and if it

is accurate, it could change the whole outcome of the voting process in the United States."
Rep. John Conyers (D-MI), Dec. 8th, 2004, Congressional Hearings on Ohio Voting.

""A Civil Action to Democratize the Electoral College"
Gordon vs Cheney/Biden. { http://www.electors.us/}.

Asa Gordon
Exe. Dir. Douglass Institute of Government (DIG)
Chair, DCSGP_Electoral College Task Force

| A civil action to protect the voting rights of presidential electors and the voters they represent. The Civil Action
Gordon vs Cheney was filed on July 28th, 2008, to commemorate the Century and Two Score years anniversary
of the adoption of the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution of the United States to enforce the Mal-
4 Apportionment Penalty' provided in Section 2 of the 14th Amendment to the US Constitution.

When we vote for the President of the United States, we are actually voting for a
slate of our state's presidential electors that have pledged to cast their votes for a party
Presidential Candidate. Each state's presidential electors are equal to the number of
representatives it is entitled to in Congress. All but two states, award all of their
presidential electors to the party candidate who receives a majority of the votes cast in
the state on a "winner take all" basis. This means, unless a vote 1s for the candidate
receiving the most votes within a state, that vote is effectively disregarded as null and
void and does not help the candidate for whom it was cast in a national tally of the
electoral votes. "Winner take All" is not required by the constitution, and in nearly half of
the states where it is applied, it is not even based on state law. This lecture will provide a
historical context and report on recent developments in a Civil Action to reform and
Democratize the Electoral College. The Civil Action seeks a Federal court order for
proportional allocation of a state's presidential electors to reflect the popular vote split for
presidential candidates in states without a "Winner take all" provision in the state's
election law.

"[T]abulation in the Hall of the House of Representatives of majority polled presidential electors from
unbounded southern states ungrounded in either state or federal law, constitutes a discriminatory
abridgment of the voting rights of minority polled presidential electors based on race and/or party
affiliation in violation of the mal-apportionment penalty clause pursuant to the United States
Constitution (Amend. XIV§2) and statutory Code (2U.S.C.§6)".  Gordon vs Cheney/Biden.

The Congressional Research Service (CRS) report: "The Voting Rights Act of 1965, As Amended: Its History and Current Issues" (Order
Code 95-896 GOV); prepared for members and committees of Congress, highlights the arguments raised in the Electoral College Lawsuit
by Washington's Douglass Institute of Government, (Gordon_Jamison v Gore) over all the Presidential Election civil actions filed by the
NAACP_LDF, Lawyers Committee For Civil Rights Under Law and other civil rights organizations including the ACLU.

*Asa Gordon is the Chair of DC Statehood Green Party Electoral College Task Force, and is the founder and executive director of the
Douglass Institute of Government (DIG). His work spans from studies on democratizing the Electoral College, constitutional penalty for
voter disfranchisement, 14th Amendment right to vote provision, to neo-confederate culture in American politics. As a NASA
Astrodynamicist (retired), Gordon is published in international scientific journals. His research has been employed by private industry,
domestic and foreign, for tracking satellites in space. He served two terms as President of the Goddard Engineers Scientists and
Technicians Association (GESTA). His work in science is referenced in lvan Van Sertima's "Blacks in Science: Ancient and Modern."
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Disfranchisement by Race and Party in Presidential Elections
Malapportionment in the Electoral College and Congress
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""May it please the court."

| With apologies to Albert Einstein for modifying the meaning of his quotation:
“Everything that can be counted does not necessarily count; everything that counts
~ cannot necessarily be counted.”

The true measure of a Democracy is not in counting how many votes are
cast, but in how many of those votes that are cast truly count.

At-large voting denies voters an equally effective vote. At-large voting always operates to “minimize
or cancel out the voting strength of racial or political elements of the voting population”[Fortson v.
Dorsey, 379 U.S. 433,439 (1965)] . At-large voting clearly operates to suppress the representation of
minority groups, whether racial, economic, political, or otherwise.

{ Winner-Take-All is At Large Voting on Steroids }

This is a Civil Action to Democratize the Electoral College, to the extent that the
Electoral College can be democratized. This is a Civil Action to protect the citizen right
to vote for minority polled presidential electors from any abridgment in the counting of
their votes. This is a Civil Action, to resurrect from legal purgatory, to resurrect from
historical purgatory, that provision of the constitution that gave full expression to the
founding principle of our nation for which that "band of brothers" of European and
African descent "gave the last full measure of devotion" to perfect our "more perfect
union" , "that this nation shall have a new birth of freedom" as realized in the second
section of the Fourteenth Amendment to the Constitution of the United States of America
"dedicated to the proposition that all men are created equal" and so created, your
honors, are "endowed" in a "government of the people, by the people, for the people" with
a "self- evident" right to an equal and effective vote. - Gordon v. Cheney/Biden .

Gordon v. Cheney/Biden (1/28/2008-10), addressed Electoral College malapportionment (see Green
Party press releases: http://www.gp.org/press/pr-national.php?ID=275). The current action Gordon et al
v. Clerk, US House of Representatives, 1:11-cv-00003 ( Jan. 3rd, 2011) addresses the malapportionment
of Congress. (see Green Party press releases: (http://www.gp.org/press/pr-national.php?ID=412).

http://www.hotsalsa.org/index.php?InstructorID=107

*Asa Gordon is the Chair of DC Statehood Green Party Electoral College Task Force, a member of Delegate Apportionment Committee of
the Green Party of the United States, and is the founder and executive director of the Douglass Institute of Government (DIG). His work
spans from studies on democratizing the Electoral College, constitutional penalty for voter disfranchisement, 14th Amendment right to vote
provision, to neo-confederate culture in American politics. Gordon's work has been celebrated by officials such as Rep. John Conyers, who
in response to a proposed solution brought forward by Gordon on voting rights remedy declared,"This is the most amazing proposition that
has ever been brought forward, and if it is accurate, it could change the whole outcome of the voting process in the United States."
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The Malapportionment Penalty Initiative
(to democratize the electoral college)

\ A

The National Popular Vote Initiative

(to circumvent the electoral College)

(MAP vs NPV)
Asa Gordon

The Malapportionment Penalty MAP initiative is to "Democratize the
Electoral College" by enforcement of "the right to vote" Reconstruction amendment
(Amend. XIV§2 ) that mandates a state's proportional allocation of presidential
electors based on the popular vote split or suffer a "Reduction of Representation" in
the electoral college / members to congress (2USC§6) .

See: http://www.electors.us

Under a National Popular Vote NPV bill, all of a state's electoral votes would
be awarded to the presidential candidate who receives the most popular votes in all
50 states and the District of Columbia.

See: http://www.nationalpopularvote.com/

This presentation will explain why the Greenparty's initiative to Democratize
the Electoral College by enforcement of the malapportionment penalty MAP clause
of the constitution is the correct progressive choice for the popular election of the
president, and why the National Popular Vote NPV initiative is not. The MAP
initiative is grounded in the abolitionist post civil war reconstruction amendments
to reconstitute the constitution with the DECLARATION, whereas the NPV
initiative is grounded in the Constitution's original franchise by racial quotas and
the Redemption era politics that overturned reconstruction to reestablish white
supremacy. The MAP is Constitutional, the NPV is not.
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