
Chairwoman Ray, Vice Chair LaRe, Ranking Member Brent, and members of the General 
Government Committee, my name is Elizabeth Schumacher-Berger. Thank you for reading this 
today. I wish I could tell you that I was someone important, but I’m just an average citizen. I work 
in Marketing and serve on several non-profit boards. The reason why I’m writing to oppose 
SB63 is because I feel disaffected. 

I voted for Kamala Harris in the 2024 election. I wasn’t happy about it because she didn’t have 
any other platform other than “I am a Democrat.” In local elections, I’ve voted for any Democrat 
candidate because I was told “Vote blue, no matter who” all my life. I’m a little ashamed that it 
took me nearly 30 years to realize that this phrase means absolutely nothing. I don’t feel like I’m 
being represented by either party, and every election, it seems like both candidates’ platforms 
are “I’m not like the other person.” I want a candidate with an actual platform.  

Are we not concerned that voter turnout is consistently low in Ohio? Even in last year’s election, 
the voter turnout was only 71.71%. I know several people who refused to vote altogether last 
year because they felt that neither candidate was a good option.  

Ranked choice voting is critical to ensuring that the disaffected feel represented. 

What Is Ranked Choice Voting? 

Ranked choice voting is an alternate system that would allows me to rank candidates by 
preference. If my candidate receives the majority of the votes (50%), then they win.If the 
election is close and there is no clear majority winner, the person with the least amount of votes 
is eliminated from the election. If my first choice ends up being eliminated, my vote goes toward 
my second/backup option. My vote wouldn’t get thrown out. This is a big myth I’ve seen 
circulating regarding ranked choice voting. It’s simply a system that allows more voices to be 
heard and gives people more choices. I don’t know about you, but I like having options in life.  

Yes, there would still be people who might be upset that their first choice didn’t win, but it’s 
better than being forced to vote for one candidate. If ranked choice voting isn’t implemented, I’m 
simply not going to vote for a candidate I don’t believe in anymore, even if people think that I’m 
wasting my vote. I’m tired of choosing the lesser of the two evils. If I was given one dollar for 
every time I heard “Well, I don’t really like Kamala Harris, but she’s better than Donald Trump so 
she has my vote,” I would’ve paid off my student loans by now.  

Instead of being forced to agree with the candidate that my registered party has chosen, I 
actually have more options. With ranked choice voting, there wouldn’t be a situation like what 
happened in 2016 when Bernie Sanders was encouraged to drop out because he didn’t fit into 
the Democratic box as much as Joe Biden did. It’s time for other people to be in the 
spotlight—there are many people who attempt to run for office but don’t get the time of day, 
even if they’re highly qualified and come to the table with many years of political experience. 

Ranked Choice Voting Is Working 

Yes, several states have banned ranked choice voting—but not because it doesn’t work. Many 
of those states, including Missouri, have banned it before giving it a proper chance, just like 



what Ohio is trying to do now. The primary complaint I’ve heard against ranked choice voting is 
that it is just plain confusing, chaotic, and will result in more ballot errors. Why are we saying this 
without giving it an opportunity? There’s no reason for Ohio to join these other states in 
preemptively banning something that isn’t even widely implemented throughout the state.  

In Maine specifically, newspapers have reported that voters find the ranked choice voting 
system (which was implemented in 2016) easy and empowering. Likewise, in New York City, a 
report published by SurveyUSA found that 96% of voters found the ballot easy to complete and 
the voter turnout was the largest the city had seen since 1989.  

The American Bar Association even published a report with findings that indicate ranked choice 
voting increases turnout and decreases negative campaigning, which brings me to my next 
point. 

Ranked Choice Voting Encourages a Friendlier Political Landscape 

I avoid debates because they turn into finger-pointing shouting matches. It’s frankly 
embarrassing to watch two adults behave that way. Even to this day, I still receive emails from 
Senator Jon Husted that can all be boiled down to the phrase “Well, everyone, the Republicans 
tried to solve the state’s problems, but the Democrats just wouldn’t let us.” I don’t like reading 
emails like this. They’re aggressive, unnecessary, and don’t accomplish anything.  

When I saw the initial cross-endorsement video with Zohran Mamdani and Brad Lander, I 
thought “Wow, sure, it’s a little cheesy, but I didn’t know it was possible for people to run for the 
same position and not run smear campaigns.”  

In our current system, the Democrats and the Republicans are not interested in winning over 
voters. It’s all about which party is “better” and which candidate is “better” ethically and morally. 
With ranked choice voting, candidates can also compete for second-choice support. It’s about 
getting support from the majority, which means having a platform that the majority of voters can 
get behind. 

More Voices, More Representation 

I need to believe in someone again. I need to feel like I can trust a politician. I need to believe 
that a candidate cares more about me than corporate sponsorship. With ranked choice voting, 
more people can run and don’t necessarily have be fully backed by the Democratic or 
Republican Party. I know many Republicans who voted for Trump and Democrats who voted for 
Harris that didn’t really want to but felt forced to because “voting is a privilege.” How can we say 
our current system is working in our favor? Unless...it’s not about doing what’s right for the 
people?  

Withholding Funds Is Unfair  

I was shocked when I discovered that Ohio lawmakers want to withhold funding from 
municipalities that choose to implement ranked choice voting. Withholding funds because a city 
has decided to offer their residents more choices just seems like bullying to me. I believe the 



two primary sponsors of this bill know fully well that municipalities need funds to support ranked 
choice voting. The two biggest hurdles in its implementation are a) voter education and b) 
equipment and software upgrades, both of which require resources. It’s possible to implement 
ranked choice voting. Other cities and states have done so. I have to wonder, is it truly a fear of 
“We shouldn’t implement ranked choice voting because it’s confusing,” or “I am afraid of losing 
my power and if there is ranked choice voting, I won’t be re-elected”? Just food for thought.  

Vote No 

If you actually care about your constituents, I urge you to vote no to SB63, which seems more of 
a fear-based bill than one based around facts. Just take a moment to review how many people 
oppose SB63 and compare it to those who are proponents. There is a stark difference. I hope 
you’ll make the right decision. 

Respectfully, 

Elizabeth Schumacher-Berger 

 

 


