February 16, 2026

Dorothy S. Farris
70 Wonderlust Court
Painesville Township, Ohio 44077

Dear Chairperson Ray, Vice Chair LaRe, Ranking Member Brent, and members of the Ohio House
of Representatives General Government Committee,

Thank you for your time and the opportunity to submit testimony regarding SB 63.

My name is Dorothy Farris. | am a resident of Painesville Township in Lake County. | am a retired
Administrator from the State of Ohio Department of Agriculture’s Division of Soil and Water
Conservation (SWCD). Much of my career was spent supporting local government - Ohio’s 88
locally elected boards of SWCD supervisors. Prior to my state service, | was an ag journalistand a
board member of the Lake County SWCD. Currently, | volunteer for local organizations and
regularly serve as a precinct election official in my community.

| am writing today to voice my personal opposition to the passage of Senate Bill 63.

As you read in my introduction, | am no stranger to the constructive collaboration created by local
and state government fiscal partnerships and the benefits of local self-government. So, at the
heart of my personal opposition to Senate Bill 63 is how its passage will negatively affect local
self-government effectiveness with not only the gross punitive fiscal mandate it includes, but also
the general top-down attack on local government’s lawful ability to establish its own framework
for elections.

Furthermore, language in SB 63 suggests something notorious about Ranked Choice Voting (RCV).
My common sense and my research tell me the opposite:

e Ranked Choice Voting is a smarter approach to the way we already vote. Voters benefit
from having a larger voice as to who will represent them, and those winners are selected by
a true majority of over 50%.

e Ranked Choice Voting eliminates separate and expensive runoff elections using an
instant runoff process - another win for local government and its citizens.

e Ranked Choice Voting supports more candidate participation — of any affiliation -
running more issued focused campaigns with a goal to not only be the top vote getter but
also to garner as many of the second or subsequent choice votes as possible.

Nothing notorious at play here; not when voters have a stronger voice in elections and successful
candidates win confidently with a mandate.

And just as compelling is the fact that RCV is a well-tested and time-tested method within a
variety of jurisdictions. Ranked choice voting is currently reaching 14 million voters in 48 cities,



counties, and states in the United States. In the widely covered 2025 New York Mayoral race, exit
polling found RCV growing as a voter preference. Key findings of the poll include:

e 96% of New York City voters say their ballot was simple to complete, including at least 94%
of each racial group surveyed.

e 76% saythey want to keep or expand RCV, with 42% wanting to expand it to general
elections.

e 81% saythey understand RCV extremely or very well.
e 82% saythey ranked two or more mayoral candidates; with 45% reporting they ranked five.

¢ Among voters who ranked two or more candidates, 58% say “ranking allowed me to vote for
candidates who aligned with my values.”

In Ohio, prior to 1960, Ashtabula, Cleveland, Cincinnati, Hamilton, and Toledo used RCV for city
council elections. Its use diminished only when power grabbing politicians sought to subvert the
will of the people.

So, Ohioans know better. Let us act better. Banning RCV for local elections violates the spirit of
Ohioans’right to self-government. SB 63 undermines home rule by dangling the loss of State local
government funds for those communities wanting to lawfully enact RCV. There is no benefit to
either entity or Ohioans in general if SB 63 passes. But the losses are significant in terms of peeling
away at local government autonomy and Ohio citizens only becoming more disillusioned when
they see their voices in voting and government marginalized.

Please act to save Ranked Choice Voting as a viable option for local Ohio communities and Ohio
voters. Reject SB 63.

Thank you for your sincere consideration of my testimony,

Doroth@ S. Farrls
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