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3rd Hearing: General Government Committee- Chair: Rep. Sharon Ray 

 

Chair Sharon Ray, Vice Chair LaRe, Ranking Member Brent, and members of the General Government 
Committee;  My name is Allison Nickolai, a registered elector in Miami County who has researched the 
implications caused by implementation of Rank Choice Voting across the nation. I thank you for the 
opportunity to submit testimony as an Interested Party regarding the implementation of the provisions 
in HB 63 involving funding to jurisdictions who resolve to implement Rank Choice Voting (and all 
naming versions such as “instant runoff voting” applied to this form of vote casting/counting) in Non 
Federal Elections.    

Ohio is the first state attempting to defund the implementation of RCV, rather than BAN it outright in 
our Statewide Elections and primaries.  There are many implications in this legislation that will 
complicate tracking and penalizing jurisdictions opting, by Resolution, to utilize RCV in their local 
elections.  This Bill requires the rewriting of certain tax code requiring the Secretary of state to notify 
the county Tax Commissioner of the implementation of RCV which will trigger a Local General Fund 
(LGF) adjustment.  Likewise, the Secretary of State shall notify the Tax Commissioner if/when the 
resolution is rescinded, so funding is restored.   

Any County choosing to implement RCV in their local or municipal elections will HARM and confuse its 
electors by not having a consistent process for voting statewide.  This confusion is unnecessary and the 
Secretary of State should seek to BAN RCV in its entirety by constitutional amendment instead of this 
legislatively “piecemeal” approach to halt RCV from implementation.  Other considerations NOT 
addressed in this legislation:  Who is responsible, and what is the cost for education on the RCV process 
for localities implementing RCV?  How will audits in these jurisdictions be conducted for contested 
races? How will jurisdictions explain the lack of election night results to candidates and constituents 
when multiple “rounds” of counting occurs with RCV?  

The implementation of this “funding Ban” does not prohibit future resolutions to be adopted by 
counties/jurisdictions or statewide without the full understanding of what this will do to local election 
boards. How will it will impact a county when municipalities adopt resolutions allowing RCV in their 
communities?  Per the Michigan Election Clerk declaration, they are adamantly opposed to the 
implementation of RCV in their jurisdictions and have halted the 2026 ballot initiative requiring RCV for 
all Michigan Elections.  Alaska is actively seeking to repeal the law due to the following: The 2022 US 
House primary race was impacted and the “declared candidate” is still not understood by the Alaska 
Voters. Same with the US Senate race.  NONE of this should be complicated for the voters, the 
candidates, or the election administrators however implementing RCV did exactly that.   

Please see and reference the following study done in MI for any ongoing discussion on implementation 
of RCV in Ohio.  
https://www.mifairelections.org/_files/ugd/aa3979_5dad650ecac44a4db263430c187b5cb7.pdf and 
the following white paper containing Election official response to MI implementation of RCV by ballot 
initiative 
https://www.mifairelections.org/_files/ugd/aa3979_aa429a5f22564a349ad859cba4c3f18e.pdf 

https://www.mifairelections.org/_files/ugd/aa3979_5dad650ecac44a4db263430c187b5cb7.pdf
https://www.mifairelections.org/_files/ugd/aa3979_aa429a5f22564a349ad859cba4c3f18e.pdf


In Conclusion, I understand the provisions of HB 63 as proposed may deter localities from 
implementing Rank Choice Voting. It sets up the possibility for 2 types of elections to be conducted in 
the same county as the opportunity remains for any jurisdiction or race to implement it by resolution.  
It burdens the Secretary of State to track yet another metric of elections that will be time consuming 
and require direct engagement and follow up with a non-election related entity in the County Tax 
Commissioner to determine the amount of adjustment- based percentage of a ballot involved.  It will 
require voter education on HOW to vote, and further explanation of HOW their vote will be counted if 
RCV is used on any given contest. It will delay election results and impose unnecessary burdens on 
County Boards of Elections. It eliminates the ability to Audit or recount any contest where RCV has 
been used.  Ohio can and should do better to simplify the counting process and eliminate the 
confusion, not just threaten to defund it.   

Thank you for your time and consideration of this testimony and would be happy to discuss any of the 
information or attachments presented in greater detail.   
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