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

 
 

My name is Kelly Campvell, and I am a resident of Beavercreek (Dayton area), Ohio. I am 
submitting testimony because I believe Ohio voters deserve policies that expand 
participation and strengthen confidence in our elections — not measures that limit local 
choice or preemptively ban reforms before communities have the chance to consider 
them. 

 

As I review SB 63, I keep coming back to one central question: How does prohibiting a 
voting option improve democracy for Ohioans? Ranked choice voting does not remove 
anyone’s voice — it simply gives voters the opportunity to express their preferences more 
fully. Preventing local governments from even exploring this system seems inconsistent 
with Ohio’s long-standing tradition of home rule and local decision-making. 

 

Ranked choice voting is used in cities and states across the country and has been 
implemented in Ohio communities in the past. Wherever it is used, the goal is the same: to 
ensure that winners reflect majority support and that voters feel their participation matters, 
even when their first-choice candidate does not prevail. 

 

Supporters of SB 63 argue that the current system should remain unchanged. However, 
banning a reform outright — and threatening to withhold funding from communities that 
pursue it — sends the message that innovation in election administration is unwelcome. 
Ohio’s local governments are capable of evaluating what works best for their voters. The 
state should not penalize communities simply for exploring new ways to engage their 
citizens. 

 

At its core, democracy works best when voters feel heard and represented. Ranked choice 
voting is one approach that many Americans view as a way to encourage more positive 
campaigning, broaden participation, and ensure that elected officials have broad support. 

 



Whether or not every Ohio community ultimately chooses to adopt ranked choice voting, 
SB 63 removes that choice entirely. I respectfully urge the committee to consider whether 
banning a locally driven election reform truly serves the interests of Ohio voters, and urge 
you to vote NO. 

 

Thank you for your time and for your service to our state. 

Kelly campbell 

Beavercreek, oh  

 


