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February 17, 2026 
 

House General Government Committee 
 

Chair Ray, Vice-Chair LaRe, Ranking Member Brent and Members of the General Government 
Committee: 
 
My name is Dr. Jonathan Madison, and I am a governance fellow at the R Street Institute, a 
nonprofit, nonpartisan public policy research organization. Our mission is to engage in policy 
analysis and outreach to promote free markets and limited, effective government in many 
areas, including election administration. This is why we have an interest in SB 63. 
SB 63 would broadly prohibit the use of ranked-choice voting (RCV) in Ohio and withhold Local 
Government Fund distributions from any municipality or chartered county that uses this 
method. By effectively banning local experimentation with ranked choice voting, the bill takes 
away options for communities that might benefit from this alternative voting method. 
Many jurisdictions nationwide have adopted ranked choice voting with positive results. Where 
implemented, RCV has helped ensure that winning candidates enjoy majority support, 
encourages more civil campaigning, and produces winners who enjoy greater legitimacy.1 
Contrary to the notion that ranked choice voting “confuses” voters, evidence from real-world 
use shows that voters generally understand the system and participate successfully in it.2 
Furthermore, arguments that RCV biases one political party or orientation over others do not 

2 Matt Germer, An Analysis of Ranked Choice Voting in Maine (R Street Institute, 2021), 
https://www.rstreet.org/research/an-analysis-of-ranked-choice-voting-in-maine/. 

1 Jonathan Madison, “R Street on RCV,” R Street Institute, February 3, 2026, 
https://www.rstreet.org/commentary/r-street-on-rcv/. 
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stand up to scrutiny. Instead, RCV benefits the candidates who are more representative of their 
individual constituency.3 
 
Ohio communities should be entrusted to make their own determinations about what voting 
method best serves their citizens. Banning ranked choice voting statewide undermines local 
control and innovation in election administration. If residents in cities or counties wish to 
explore alternative voting systems that may strengthen representation and voter engagement, 
they should have the freedom to do so without fear of financial penalties or state prohibition. 
Preserving local authority over election methods respects the principle that communities are 
often best positioned to decide how to structure their own elections. For these reasons, we 
encourage a negative report of SB 63. 
Thank you, 
 
Dr. Jonathan Madison 
Governance Fellow 
R Street Institute 
385-500-7537 
jmadison@rstreet.org  
 
 

3 Jonathan Madison, “R Street on RCV,” R Street Institute, February 3, 2026, 
https://www.rstreet.org/commentary/r-street-on-rcv/. 
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