Dear Chair Ms. Sharon Ray, Vice Chair Jeff LaRe, and Ranking Members Ms. Juanita Brent, Mr.
Adam Bird, Ms. Ashley Bailey, Ms. Marilyn John, Ms. Gayle Manning, Mr. Riordan McClain, Mr.
Kevin Miller, Mr. Scott Oelslager, Mr. Phil Plummer, Ms. C. Allison Russo, Mr. Eric Syenberg:

Thank you for your time and the opportunity to submit testimony on SB 63 - Prohibit use of
ranked choice voting; withhold funding for use .

My name is Janice Flahiff and | am a resident of Toledo, a retired health science librarian, and
an Area Office on Aging

As | look over SB 63 | have one thing in mind. How is disallowing ranked choice voting helping
Ohio voters? How is it protecting our vote?

Laws are meant for the common good. SB 63 does not help or protect voters. Nor is it for the
common good.

SB 63 goes against Ohio constitutional enshrined home rule. If local communities have ranked
voting, state funding is withheld.

Why should the state decide what form of voting local communities believe what is best for
them? Is this fair?

Rank choice voting is election reform for the common good.
RCV allows voters to rank candidates in order of their preference, ensuring no candidate wins
office without receiving a majority of votes.

RCV ensures the best possible representation while vastly reducing partisanship and negative
campaigning.

RCV is currently used successfully in 46 cities across the US, 3 counties, absentee military
ballots and two state and general elections.

Five cities, Ashtabula, Cleveland, Cincinnati, Hamilton and Toledo have all used RCV at one
point to elect their city councils. It was extremely successful and was only repealed because of
corrupt politicians and big

party bosses.

Other points in RCV favor

*RCV results are largely known the next day. Only absentee votes slow the process.
*Over 80% of Alaska, Utah, and Minnesota voters find RCV simple to use

*RCV is driven by Ohio volunteers. Opposition is by outside interests.

*RCV is in line with our founders “one person, one vote”.

Consensus is fortified by voting ensuring majority rule

In summary, SB 137 doesn’t aim to protect or help any Ohio voters. It aims to protect those who
have

the potential of losing power. Anything that puts more power into voters' hands should be
celebrated

and protected. Is banning an election reform that helps voters what the General Assembly
should

stand for?

Sincerely,
Janice Flahiff

2032 Lehman Ave
Toledo, OH 43611






