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Delegate: n: A person who helps decide who a political party’s presidential candidate will be. Who earns the title of delegate is decided through two known processes: Caucuses and Primaries.
Caucus: n: A type of election in the nomination process of a presidential candidate in which all voters go into rooms, discuss their choices with other voters, and then vote for a delegate for the precinct or county they are voting in. The delegates then go on to compete in a series of elections until they eventually make it to the national convention.
Primaries: n: A type of election in the nomination process of a presidential candidate in which all people in a state (of the party in a closed primary, anyone in an open primary) can vote for a candidate. The candidate with the most votes either receives most of or all of the state’s delegates.

Electoral College: n: The electoral system used in electing the president and vice president, in which voters vote for electors pledged to cast their ballots for a particular candidate.

Political Action Committee (PAC): n: The political arm of an interest group that is legally entitled to raise funds on a voluntary basis from members, stockholders, or employees in order to contribute funds to favored candidates or political parties.
Super PAC: n: A new type of PAC created recently due to the ruling in the famous or infamous (depending on your views) Supreme Court case “Citizens United v. Federal Election Commission”. This type of PAC cannot directly speak with a candidate for office or mention support of any candidate in a commercial, but it can attack an opponent of the candidate they are “associates” of. 
Soft Money: n: Unlimited contributions to political parties to be used for “party building”.

McCain Feingold Act: n: An act passed in the year 2002 by Senators of opposite parties and ideologies John McCain and Russ Feingold to reform campaign contributions, mainly limiting the amount of soft money a candidate could obtain in an election, which, prior to the passage of the bill was unlimited. 
Abstracts
	Before 1971 there were no laws on monetary campaign contributions1
	In 1974 Gerald Ford signed the FEC


	The FEC was thought to be too extreme, so its regulations were loosened with the Buckley v. Valeo decision, which differentiated between campaign spending and campaign contributions.

	Now with Super PACs the FEC is pretty much nulled, as there is no limit on monetary contributions to Super PACs
	It is important to be as moderate as possible in the general election to gain widespread report, and as extreme as possible in the nomination process as to garner support from those in the party one is hoping to be the presidential candidate  of.


	It is important not to split a base of support among multiple candidates as to avoid losing the voice of many people by splitting their vote between two candidates, which allows a third candidate neither of the people support to take office.2


	Sometimes when a president wins by a landslide he carries members of his party into office with him, this effect is known as “Coattails”
	Although extremely rare, sometimes people in the electoral college disregard what the popular vote in their area decides and votes for a candidate of their choice, such as in the 1972 election when an electoral representative in Virginia deferred from the popular vote and supported the Libertarian party.  
	The nomination process is becoming longer and harder every year as the base of parties becomes larger and larger through their absorption of third parties. 3

	Popular vote does not dictate a victory, as Al Gore won the popular vote in the 2000 election but still lost to George W. Bush, who received more electoral votes.
	In American elections, to win the election one must win the majority of the votes out of the people running, but not the majority overall. Popular presidents such as Lincoln and Kennedy received less than half of the overall votes in their respective elections.
	538 electoral votes exist overall, and to win an election a presidential candidate must win at least 270 of these electoral votes.


1) 
Campaign finances have always been a hot issue of debate in the election of public figures. Although not having action taken against it until 1971 when Congress passed the Federal Election Campaign Act (or FEC), many presidents before the legislation passed in 1974 had to give in to the lure of corruption in order to even compete against opponents, such as Hubert Humphrey and his infamous “Hotel bag of cash”. The FEC attempted to change this by putting restrictions on campaign contributions by trying to stop large contributions from individuals as to make sure presidents wouldn’t be doing them any “favors” in office. After being cut down in 1976 to emphasize differentiating between campaign spending and campaign contributions, the FEC remained unchanged for 24 years, until the enactment of the McCain-Feingold Act of 2000, which dealt with the nonexistent at the time issue of “soft money”.
2) 
The 1860 election was a prime example of splitting ones base. In this election the famous Abraham Lincoln was elected, but surprisingly by today’s standards, he probably would have lost had it not been for the rift in the Democratic Party. In this election a man named Frederick Douglas decided to represent a “Northern Democratic Party”, while another Democrat named Breckinridge was proclaimed the leader of the “Southern Democratic Party”. While the rift in the party did not help the Democrats or the south in this election, on top of this a popular third party candidate known as John Bell represented the “Constitution Union”. The split occurred over what would be considered minor differences had each party considered the big picture, as with this ridge in the vote, the south lost what effect it could have had on the election and instead of any of the previous candidates, the north elected Abraham Lincoln, which led to secession, civil war, and the end of slavery as a legal act in the United States. This not only occurred in the 1860 election though, as in the 1912 election the Republican party split, creating the “Progressive Party” headed by Theodor Roosevelt, and the “Republican Party” headed by William Howard Taft, allowing the Democratic president Woodrow Wilson to take the Whitehouse.

3) 
The nomination process of becoming a Party’s candidate is long and hard. Not only does a candidate need to visit many states and establish himself as a dignified, smart, experienced, and integrity-fueled American, but they must prove that they are more so than the many other candidates they face off against. Although once, and still sometimes today, easy, the process is becoming more drawn out and difficult than ever before as now the Republican and Democratic parties not only represent what the stereotypes of them lead one to believe, but they also represent the many third parties they’ve “absorbed” overtime. An example of this would be in the recent Republican primaries in which not one but two Libertarians –Ron Paul and Gary Johnson- actually stood a chance and received a ton of support, and although not currently, I believe that in the future the primaries and caucuses will serve as a preliminary round in which all third parties are represented and the most popular among Americans at the time goes on to face the opposite selection in the Presidential election. Many parties still choose who is the most “electable” or the most widely believed to have a chance at becoming president, but in more recent years the difficulty of nomination has been personified by the “slug-out” between Obama and Hillary in 2008, and more recently the monstrous Republican primary, which went on (and some would say is still going on) for more than a year.
Necessities


If one were to know only a few things about presidential campaigns and elections, the need know about Campaign Financing, and the Nomination Process
Campaign Financing: Although not much remains to be said about campaign financing in presidential elections, in more recent years a major change has taken place. The creation of “Super “PACs” has caused an uproar among many Americans in their blatant disregard for campaign financing laws and regulations. These “Super PACs” may not communicate directly with a candidate (although many people believe that this restriction is a joke and that candidates communicate with their Super PACs all the time) but may receive unlimited donations from anyone to use in political ads that do not endorse a single candidate. I believe Super PACs are constitutional though, and that any campaign financing restrictions are bad, as the first amendment states that “Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press…”, and if we believe campaign contributions to be freedom of speech then they cannot be limited by anyone. Even the restriction of rights has a place in this belief, as contributions incite no violence in anyone.
Nomination Process: One must know about Caucuses, Primaries, and delegates to properly navigate the presidential election process. In this process parties attempt to get behind one candidate as soon as possible, which is why states often complain of the importance of Iowa and New Hampshire, which are the first two states to participate in this process.  In the nomination process one attempts to appeal to as many members of their party as possible, which explains why moderates like Mitt Romney have a hard time in primaries, as usually only fringe-voters turn out for these elections. In the 2000 primaries only 10% of voters turned out for primaries, while around 60% participated in the overall election.
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