
	

https://muzixi.bebopim.com/151027956518666088449789361070804139990121?momogemururijelerevanabuwovuwejuzapiwowizigaredakaboguzerefeberapopalog=xikimirelofemaritomanexabapawiwijatixirotojikilegimafarawimadudomubidugasomijevivunorekisepabujepikazifawifonegovowulegarixejaxibowujazunapimijikiwowulorexubiledekokazexirejezumufifirutabejerevufijabizodogi&utm_kwd=at-large+election+example&wodasojuzewapasajunupejarojovubedezejovawaverufirojidasifezimokinuwaxemamozenobojomakimi=pidisuvezagufubozuvejatuzipemokegotalabalewetirogerexibukapuropazejijixexipotovaburorofajusesifipoduwemamugejekeliridexegikabazov


















At-large	election	example

The	Bias	of	At-Large	Elections:	How	it	Works	At-Large	elections,	often	referred	to	as	the	"oldest	trick	in	the	book,"	can	be	a	more	subtle	yet	effective	way	to	manipulate	local	elections.	Instead	of	gerrymandering	or	amassing	campaign	funds,	jurisdictions	can	adopt	winner-take-all	At-Large	voting	systems	where	candidates	run	citywide	or	countywide,
not	within	specific	districts.	This	method	has	been	criticized	for	its	discriminatory	impact	on	minority	voters	and	candidates.	Supreme	Court	Justice	Ginsburg	noted	that	it	is	a	preeminent	way	to	deny	equal	opportunity,	along	with	racial	gerrymandering.	Congress	has	banned	At-Large	voting	for	federal	elections,	and	most	states	have	eliminated	it
from	state	elections.	Despite	its	controversial	history,	At-Large	voting	persists	in	hundreds	of	local	jurisdictions.	The	practice	dates	back	to	1788	when	the	first	states	elected	their	members	of	Congress	At-Large,	or	statewide.	Initially,	this	led	to	a	lack	of	representation	in	significant	regions,	prompting	the	adoption	of	regionally	based	districts	by
1842.	Some	states	and	jurisdictions	continued	to	use	At-Large	voting	as	a	means	of	controlling	seats,	with	six	of	the	original	28	states	dominated	by	one	party	adopting	the	method.	Congress	banned	At-Large	voting	several	times	before	making	it	permanent	through	the	1965	Voting	Rights	Act.	At-Large	elections	are	characterized	by	multi-seat
contests	where	voters	elect	multiple	candidates	at	once	to	the	same	office.	The	most	common	scenario	is	when	all	seats	are	contested	jurisdiction-wide,	allowing	a	single	voting	block	to	potentially	win	all	available	seats	and	not	just	its	proportionate	share.	At-Large	Voting	Systems:	A	System	Vulnerable	to	Majority	Control	Lowell,	Massachusetts,	has
seen	a	school	committee	and	city	council	where	the	majority	of	the	seats	were	held	by	one	neighborhood	with	all-white	members	despite	minority	students	comprising	75%	of	the	student	body.	This	is	due	to	At-Large	voting	systems	allowing	voters	in	dominant	blocks	to	concentrate	their	votes	on	the	same	candidates,	potentially	leading	to	majority
control	over	local	elections.	Candidates	frequently	lose	elections,	but	what	about	voters	using	"bullet"	voting	strategies?	Allowing	them	to	use	a	fraction	of	their	nine	votes	could	give	their	preferred	candidate	an	advantage,	but	this	rarely	succeeds.	More	importantly,	why	should	some	voters	be	limited	in	their	voting	power	while	the	majority	block
uses	all	theirs?	Wouldn't	proportional	representation	solve	this	issue?	Some	jurisdictions	already	use	proportional	voting	methods	for	multi-winner	at-large	elections.	Ranked	Choice	Voting	is	fair,	but	easier	to	implement	in	single-winner	elections	like	mayor	or	governor.	Other	systems,	like	Cumulative	Voting	and	Limited	Voting,	have	challenges	that
favor	candidates	with	resources	and	time.	The	high	cost	of	running	citywide	campaigns,	combined	with	fundraising	burdens	and	the	need	for	media	presence,	makes	it	difficult	for	candidates.	Additionally,	the	focus	on	affluent	neighborhoods	reinforces	a	cycle	of	higher	turnout	in	those	areas.	At-Large	voting	systems	have	been	largely	replaced	by
district	elections	due	to	concerns	over	discrimination	and	underrepresentation.	The	Voting	Rights	Act	of	1965	and	its	amendments	in	1982	established	standards	for	legal	challenges	to	At-Large	voting	methods,	leading	many	jurisdictions	to	switch	to	district-based	systems	or	semi-proportional	methods	like	ranked	choice	voting.	While	At-Large
systems	may	be	suitable	for	small,	single-winner	elections	where	everyone	knows	the	candidates,	they	are	less	effective	in	larger	jurisdictions	prone	to	block	voting	and	underrepresentation	of	neighborhoods.	Despite	the	problems	with	At-Large	voting,	many	local	jurisdictions	still	use	this	system,	often	with	incumbents	opposing	reforms.	Instead,
voters	themselves	or	civic	groups	drive	efforts	to	achieve	equal	opportunity	voting	rights,	ultimately	strengthening	democratic	participation	and	long-term	voter	engagement.	At-large	elections	allow	candidates	to	win	without	receiving	an	absolute	majority	of	votes	cast.	Voters	can	only	use	one	of	their	allocated	votes	per	candidate.	Unlike	ranked-
choice	or	cumulative	voting	methods,	at-large	systems	don't	permit	voters	to	show	preference	among	the	list	of	candidates	they	vote	for.	According	to	Chris	Hayes,	the	at-large	election	system	is	often	overlooked	but	has	significant	implications.	In	some	cases,	this	method	can	silence	communities	of	color	and	deprive	them	of	equal	participation	in	the
political	process,	particularly	in	areas	where	voting	patterns	are	racially	polarized.	Courts	have	repeatedly	acknowledged	that	at-large	elections	can	discriminate	against	minority	groups,	leading	to	many	systems	being	struck	down	for	violating	Section	2	of	the	Voting	Rights	Act.	This	provision	aims	to	protect	voters	of	color	from	election	systems	that
weaken	their	voting	strength.	At-large	seats	represent	entire	jurisdictions	and	are	voted	on	by	everyone	within	it,	with	candidates	winning	based	on	a	plurality	of	votes	from	the	entire	city	rather	than	a	specific	district.	In	at-large	elections	with	residency	districts,	candidates	must	reside	in	the	district	they	aim	to	represent	but	are	elected	by	voters
across	the	entire	city,	not	just	those	living	in	their	district.	This	system	can	still	lead	to	communities	of	color	being	overshadowed	by	white-majority	votes	if	voting	patterns	remain	racially	polarized.	In	cities	across	the	US,	at-large	elections	allow	all	voters	to	cast	a	vote	for	seats	in	multiple	districts.	However,	this	system	often	leads	to	issues	such	as
underrepresentation	of	minority	groups.	Given	article	text	here	A	system	where	voters	from	different	demographics	have	equal	voice	is	essential	for	fair	governance.	The	city	council	election	in	2022	showcased	the	benefits	of	diverse	representation.	Proportional	representation	is	a	common	electoral	system	used	globally	and	has	been	gaining	traction
among	US	local	governments,	such	as	Portland	Oregon	which	recently	adopted	it.	CLC	continues	to	advocate	for	fair	representation	that	allows	voters	of	color	to	elect	candidates	who	serve	their	community	best.	Equal	voice	for	all	is	crucial	in	a	democratic	system.	Critics	of	single-member	districts	worry	that	representatives	will	solely	focus	on	their
district's	interests,	a	phenomenon	known	as	parochialism.	This	can	lead	to	conflicts	between	districts	and	a	lack	of	citywide	perspective.	However,	proponents	argue	that	this	localized	focus	ensures	each	area's	unique	needs	are	addressed.	One	potential	problem	is	when	one	representative	secures	a	benefit	for	their	district,	others	might	demand
similar	perks.	While	this	could	result	in	unfair	distribution,	it	also	promotes	fairness	by	acknowledging	everyone	contributes	to	taxes.	District	representatives	are	more	accountable	to	their	constituents,	as	they're	elected	by	and	responsible	for	a	specific	area.	In	contrast,	at-large	elections	can	allow	representatives	to	shirk	responsibility.	Historically,
California	cities	have	had	mixed	systems	of	government.	Initially,	all	cities	used	district	elections	and	strong	mayors	with	veto	power.	However,	many	cities	switched	to	at-large	elections	over	time.	The	author	believes	this	shift	was	driven	by	the	influence	of	government	officials	and	employees	but	is	now	reversing	due	to	the	passage	of	the	California
Voting	Rights	Act.	In	Santa	Barbara,	the	switch	from	at-large	to	district	elections	significantly	reduced	campaign	costs.	Representatives	were	forced	to	focus	on	their	district's	specific	needs	rather	than	just	appealing	to	affluent	areas.	This	shift	also	helped	to	increase	minority	representation	and	ensure	that	every	area	had	a	voice	in	city	government.
The	"golden	triangle"	area	in	our	city	has	become	increasingly	prominent	over	time,	leading	to	a	lack	of	diversity	on	the	City	Council.	As	a	result,	focus	has	been	concentrated	within	this	one	region,	leaving	other	areas	underrepresented.	Interestingly,	there	was	once	a	period	where	all	City	Council	members	lived	in	close	proximity	to	each	other	on	the
mesa.	At-large	elections	tend	to	favor	candidates	from	the	same	area,	party,	and	racial	background,	which	can	lead	to	a	lack	of	representation	for	specific	communities.	The	Santa	Barbara	Tea	Fire	incident	highlighted	these	issues	in	2008,	as	council	members	struggled	to	address	individual	concerns	during	the	crisis.	A	lawsuit	under	the	CVRA	forced
our	city	to	adopt	district	elections,	resulting	in	significant	campaign	cost	savings	and	increased	voter	participation.	Two	majority-minority	districts	were	created,	one	of	which	ensured	more	resources	were	allocated	to	previously	neglected	areas.	Notably,	when	district	elections	returned,	the	city	police	chose	not	to	participate,	likely	due	to	concerns
about	having	an	opponent	in	office.	This	suggests	that	government	employees	may	prefer	at-large	elections	as	it	gives	them	more	power	and	influence	over	the	electoral	process.	However,	this	system	often	denies	minorities	meaningful	choices.	The	California	Voting	Rights	Act	(CVRA)	has	driven	many	cities	in	our	state	to	switch	from	at-large	to
district	elections	by	prohibiting	the	use	of	at-large	systems	if	they	impair	a	protected	class's	ability	to	elect	candidates	of	its	choice	or	influence	election	outcomes.	In	fact,	a	2006	court	ruling	has	led	to	numerous	lawsuits	and	settlements,	resulting	in	many	cities	transitioning	to	district	elections	to	avoid	costly	litigation.	Importantly,	the	CVRA	has
withstood	constitutional	challenges.	In	district	elections,	citizens	can	directly	address	concerns	to	their	representative,	increasing	the	likelihood	of	issues	being	addressed.	Conversely,	at-large	elections	often	overlook	small-scale	problems	as	the	city's	population	grows,	making	it	essential	for	us	to	prioritize	minority	representation	and	access	in	our
electoral	system.	A	more	suitable	approach	would	be	to	adopt	single-member	districts	and	expand	the	number	of	council	representatives.	In	a	republican	system,	it	is	crucial	to	safeguard	minority	rights.	The	American	government	is	designed	as	a	democratic	system,	where	every	individual	should	have	a	role	in	governance	and	not	be	excluded	from
the	process.	Access	to	representative	bodies	is	a	fundamental	right,	as	the	purpose	of	representative	government	is	to	provide	access	to	those	being	represented.	Single-member	district	elections	offer	a	more	equitable	and	accessible	form	of	representation,	particularly	for	minorities	and	underrepresented	groups.	The	California	Voting	Rights	Act	has
been	instrumental	in	promoting	this	transition,	with	courts	upholding	its	constitutionality.	While	at-large	elections	have	some	advantages,	they	can	lead	to	minority	marginalization	and	lack	of	direct	accountability,	making	single-member	districts	a	more	democratic	system.	As	cities	and	counties	address	representation	and	governance	issues,	adopting
single-member	districts	is	a	step	towards	ensuring	fair	and	inclusive	political	participation.	At-large	elections,	where	candidates	represent	an	entire	political	unit	rather	than	a	specific	district,	have	become	prevalent	in	American	politics.	This	type	of	election	is	commonly	used	for	positions	such	as	city	council	members	and	school	board	members.	In
at-large	elections,	voters	can	choose	candidates	from	the	entire	political	unit,	not	just	their	own	district.	The	term	"at	large"	refers	to	an	electoral	system	where	all	candidates	run	for	office	and	are	elected	by	the	entire	electorate	within	a	specified	geographic	area.	At-large	elections	can	promote	diversity	in	representation	and	ensure	regional	balance,
but	they	also	have	drawbacks,	such	as	potential	minority	marginalization.	Single-member	districts,	on	the	other	hand,	offer	a	more	direct	form	of	representation,	where	each	district	has	its	own	representative,	ensuring	that	every	community	has	a	voice	in	government.	By	moving	towards	single-member	districts,	cities	and	counties	can	create	a	more
inclusive	and	representative	system,	where	every	individual	has	access	to	their	elected	representatives.	This	approach	can	help	address	issues	of	representation	and	governance,	leading	to	a	more	democratic	and	equitable	political	process.	In	at-large	elections,	all	voters	across	an	entire	electorate	cast	ballots	for	individual	candidates	without
consideration	for	geographical	location.	This	simplifies	voting,	as	voters	only	need	to	focus	on	local	candidates	rather	than	navigating	complex	district	boundaries.	However,	critics	argue	that	at-large	elections	can	lead	to	limited	representation	of	specific	geographic	communities	and	overrepresentation	of	majority	groups.	Advantages	of	this	system
include	promoting	the	representation	of	minority	groups	by	allowing	them	to	be	elected	from	a	larger	pool	of	voters	and	encouraging	candidates	to	focus	on	policies	appealing	to	the	entire	electorate.	On	the	other	hand,	disadvantages	include	diluting	the	influence	of	voters	in	smaller	geographical	areas	and	making	it	more	difficult	for	independent	or
minority	candidates	to	be	elected.	When	deciding	whether	to	implement	an	at-large	electoral	system,	factors	such	as	the	size	and	diversity	of	the	electorate,	desired	local	representation,	and	potential	for	underrepresented	groups	should	be	taken	into	account.	The	goal	is	to	create	a	fair	and	representative	electoral	system	that	reflects	the	diverse
interests	within	the	community.	At-large	elections	differ	significantly	from	district-based	representation,	where	candidates	serve	specific	geographical	areas.	In	at-large	systems,	each	candidate	represents	the	entire	electorate,	promoting	equal	representation	for	voters	from	all	areas.	I've	found	the	electoral	jargon	really	useful.	Thanks	for	chatting
with	me	and	letting	me	geek	out	about	the	details	of	our	political	system	-	it's	been	enlightening	stuff!	If	you're	curious	to	learn	more	about	the	quirks	of	politics,	just	come	back	and	I'll	be	here	with	more	fun	facts	and	observations	waiting	to	be	shared.	Until	next	time,	stay	up-to-date	and	remember:	every	single	vote	matters!!!


