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Chairman Rulli, Ranking Member DeMora and members of the Senate General Government 

Committee, my name is Frank Strigari, and I am testifying on behalf of Opportunity Solutions 

Project (OSP). OSP is a non-partisan, non-profit organization that, among other things, 

advocates for election integrity reforms across the country. Thank you for the opportunity 

to testify today in support of SB137. 

  

I would like to first start out by commending Senators Gavarone and DeMora for bringing 

forward this bipartisan legislation. In such politically charged times, it is gratifying to see a 

Republican and Democrat join together to work on elections legislation. In fact, even though 

some may find this hard to believe, there is growing bipartisan support across the country 

for preventing the adoption of ranked choice voting, which is what SB137 is all about. For 

example, Democrats in the District of Columbia and Republicans in Florida, Tennessee, 

Idaho, Montana and South Dakota have all recently banned ranked choice voting in their 

respective jurisdictions. Although voters in Nevada will consider a ranked choice voting ballot 

question in 2024, several top Democratic officials in the state oppose it. Finally, while 

Republican-led legislatures approved proposals to ban it in Arizona and North Dakota, those 

bills were vetoed by, respectively, a Democratic and Republican governor. 

 

On the flip side, there are a couple states that for some reason have chosen to adopt ranked 

choice voting. Not surprisingly, these states are already feeling the effects of this flawed 

voting method. For example, Maine was the first state to use ranked choice voting in a highly 

contested congressional race in 2018. In the end, 8,253 voters (approximately 5% of the total 

votes cast) showed up on Election Day, cast their ballots, only to have them discarded.  That 

same year, in the Maine Gubernatorial Democratic primary, nearly 9,000 voters (7%) had 

their ballots removed from the final vote tally. Just recently in a congressional special election 

in Alaska in 2022, nearly 15,000 ballots were tossed from consideration. This includes more 

than 11,000 ballots that were trashed because they voted for only one Republican candidate 

and no one else. Fortunately, Democratically controlled Arlington, VA realized their own folly 

and scrapped their ranked choice voting system for the November 2023 general election. 

They did that after more than 60% of Arlington voters came out opposed to having to use 

the same ranked choice voting system in the June 2023 primary election. 

 

I give you this backdrop from across the country to provide greater context to what SB137 is 

all about. Ultimately, the bill is pretty simple: it prohibits the adoption of ranked choice voting 

in this state, except for a local government that uses its home rule authority to adopt a 

ranked choice voting system. And if a local government chooses to do that? SB137 would 

require that local government to forfeit its local government funds provided by the State of 

Ohio. I want to stress that second part because there appears to be some confusion in 

certain news outlets in Ohio about what SB137 actually does. In an editorial piece from July 

of this year, an editorial board in Ohio wrote the following:  

 

“In what can best be described as a publicity stunt, a Republican 

lawmaker from Bowling Green has moved ahead briskly to 
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introduce a bill to ban ranked choice voting in Ohio -- violating 

(once again) the home rule powers the Ohio Constitution 

guarantees the state’s cities, villages, and charter counties.” 

 

Let me be clear, SB137 does NOT violate the home rule authority of any city, village or charter 

county in this state. In fact, it does quite the opposite. If a local government foolishly chooses 

to adopt a ranked choice voting system, SB137 permits that, and simply says that the 

particular local government forfeits its ability to receive local government funds from the 

State of Ohio. If, as this news outlet suggested, the General Assembly tried to expressly ban 

local governments from adopting ranked choice voting, such a law would run afoul of what 

the Ohio Supreme Court instructed us way back in 1923. That year, the Court held that the 

City of Cleveland’s ranked choice voting system for municipal elections (back then, it was 

called a “proportional representation system of voting”) was properly enacted pursuant to 

the City’s home rule authority.  

 

If you take the time to do a deeper dive into that court case, what becomes evident is that 

ranked choice voting actually has a rather checkered history in Ohio. Even more importantly, 

Ohioans have previously tried, and later rejected, ranked choice voting in various parts of 

the state. After a brief stint of ranked choice voting systems popping up across the state, 

Ashtabula was the first to repeal its ranked choice voting system in 1929. Two years later, in 

November of 1931, voters in Cleveland repealed their ranked choice voting system (i.e., the 

issue of the 1923 Ohio Supreme Court case). The final dagger came in 1957 when voters in 

Cincinnati repealed their ranked choice voting system. Although the issue resurfaced in 1988 

as a ballot measure in Cincinnati, voters rejected the re-adoption of ranked choice voting. 

 

Yet, here we are again in 2023, and there is movement in Ohio and in other states to try and 

uproot our election system and adopt one that has – in Ohio at least – historically been kicked 

to the curb by voters. Proponents try to suggest that ranked choice voting would somehow 

benefit minority communities. I guess they must not have talked to their friends at the 

NAACP.  Just 2 years ago, Hazel Dukes, president of the New York chapter of the NAACP, said 

that “ranked choice voting is not beneficial to minorities. It’s voter suppression.”  

 

In the end, ranked choice voting is nothing more than a fad. If you’ve never seen a ranked 

choice voting ballot, I urge you to review the attached examples. The ballots are confusing, 

complex, and force voters to rank candidates they would never otherwise support.  And if 

they don’t? Their votes will be thrown in the trash if no candidate receives a majority of the 

vote. Plus, ranked choice voting leads to delayed results lasting weeks, or even months. Does 

all this sound like a solution to restore civility? Certainly not.  

 

For all these reasons, we strongly urge the Senate to pass SB137.  

 

I am happy to answer any questions the Committee may have. 



EXHIBIT 

2013 Minneapolis Mayoral Ballot (40,495 possible combinations of candidates) 

  

Source: MPRNews; Minnesota Secretary of State  

https://www.mprnews.org/story/2013/11/04/minneapolis-mayoral-candidates-flip-flop-on-filing-fees


2018 Maine General Election Sample Ballot 

 

Source: Maine Secretary of State 



Oakland 2022 Mayoral Election Sample Ballot 

 

 

  



Alaska 2022 Special General Election Sample Ballot 

 

 

 

  



Alaska 2022 General Election HD15 Sample Ballot 

 


