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THIRD PARTIES 

By Raymond White 

 

 I know, you want what you want, and it would be nice to have anything you want. 

But even if you could, you couldn’t have everything you want. Everything has a cost, and 

to get what you want, you have to forgo something else.  

That is true in politics as well, and in particular, party politics. No matter how 

closely you and your favorite party see eye-to-eye, there will always be something they 

do to aggravate you, something you wish they would do your way. 

 The problem is, of course, that the major parties have to try to please everybody, 

and that, they never can do because of our diverse opinions. 

 So, what are you to do if neither major party is quite close enough to your own 

political bent? That, in theory, is what third parties are for, and why we need them, so 

that when a major party drifts far from its rank-and-file’s core beliefs, the rank-and-file 

has the alternative to vote for a third party closer to their liking. 

 The problem with that theory, however, is the throw-your-vote-away conundrum.  

It is inescapably true that if you are so conservative that you will vote Libertarian 

or Constitution, then you are in fact helping the Democrats win because your party of 

choice, a third party, can’t win and your vote is therefore, in any practical sense, voided.  

“But,” you protest, “I want to make a statement!” Well, you make your statement 

and the Democrats win. Is that what you have in mind? For most conservatives, that 

answer is: Of course not. So most conservatives, rather than cede the election to the 

Democrats vote Republican even if their heart is more aligned with a third party. 

 That is exactly what happened in the 1992 election, Bush versus Clinton. Ross 

Perot ran as the candidate for the Reform Party and sucked away 19% of the popular 

votes so that no one had a majority — (Clinton had 43% and Bush had 37%). Many 

believe, and I believe, that had Perot not run, Bush would have won that election handily. 

As it was, Clinton won without anything like a majority which is unfair. 

 So a running third party plays the spoiler — ruining the chance of the major party 

that should have won.  

But the throw-your-vote-away conundrum also has another bad effect: it deprives 

the third party of the votes they deserve because sympathetic votes are keenly aware of 

the conundrum and don’t want to throw their vote away, and so hold their nose and pull 

the lever for the “lesser of two evils.” 

 Yes, we need our third parties, if for no other reason than to keep the major 

parties honest. But how do we avoid the throw-your-vote-away conundrum?  

 Simple: Runoff elections. Then we can require the leading candidate to have a 

majority to win. 

 Had the Bush/Clinton election had a proper runoff, then the Perot votes would 

have been properly distribute to Bush or Clinton and we would know who the proper 

winner was because he would have had a proper majority (50% plus). Or maybe Perot 

would have won because with a proper runoff, maybe Perot would have gotten a lot more 

votes than he did since voters would not have been afraid of the throw-your-vote-away 

conundrum. As it is, though, we’ll never know. 

 But wait a minute. Elections, especially presidential elections, are long, arduous, 

and expensive. We The People wouldn’t even consider having a second election, a runoff 
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election, in an election year. And we simply could not wait that long to declare a winner 

— we need the winner to take office on inauguration day. 

 All that is true. But we can mimic a runoff election without having an actual 

runoff election. 

 How? 

 Simple: Second choice on the ballot and software sophisticated enough to do the 

job; that is, count the election results in two passes. 

 How marvelous it is to live in the age of computers where so much heavy work 

can be done with the click of a mouse. We can do today what our founding fathers could 

never have dreamt of doing. 

 Here’s how it all would work — (runoff rules are very simple whether you have 

three candidates or a hundred). 

On the first run, the computer assigns all the First Choice votes to the correct 

candidates. If the first place candidate has 50% plus, he or she is the winner, the 

computer is done and the election is called. If not, then add the votes together of the first 

and second place candidates. If together they have 50% plus then the computer initiates a 

runoff between those two candidates and eliminates everyone else. If those two together 

do not comprise 50% plus, then add the votes of the third, and so on until you have a 50% 

plus, then start your runoff.  

On the second run, the runoff run, the high scoring candidates (whose aggregate 

exceeds 50%) remain in the race for the runoff and everyone else is eliminated. All the 

second choice votes of those eliminated are now applied to the runoff candidates and it 

must necessarily happen that one of those, and only one, has 50% plus votes, and that is 

the winner. 

 Now you have a real winner (50% plus), and the major parties lost no votes 

because of the throw-your-vote-away conundrum, and the third parties lost no votes 

because of the throw-your-vote-away conundrum — they had their say and they had their 

fair shot, and, who knows, one of them could actually have won. 

 Could this really happen? Well, the Republican and Democrat parties would resist 

tooth and nail because it would break their monopoly. But if all the third parties banded 

together, even though they are mortal enemies of each other, on this one issue they have a 

common cause, and if they could collectively interest the American voters, who knows, 

maybe it could happen: runoff elections and second choice balloting. 

 In the meantime, I recommend that you do what I do: decide which issue is your 

die-on-the-hill issue and vote for the major party that is on your side of that issue and 

ignore everything else. For me, I vote straight pro-life, and will, even if my candidate is 

wrong on all other issues. Babies are that important — to me anyway. It makes my 

politics very simple.  

Now, what issue is important enough to you that would cause you to surrender to 

one of the major parties? Or throw your vote away to “make your point”? Because those 

are the only two choices you have — for now, anyway. 


