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

My name is John Michael Harman. | work in the manufacturing industry in Dayton, Ohio. For
my first written testimony, | strongly oppose S.B. 63.

My understanding is that S.B. 63 would withhold funding from municipalities that choose to
implement ranked choice voting. Opposing this bill should be a bi-partisan effort.

| support local government choices!

Local government should be allowed to pass laws like ranked choice voting without being
punished by the loss of state funding. Decisions are often best made at the local level.
Withholding funds if local ideas are implemented are not in the best interest of local
government and their constituents. Give good ideas the chance to succeed, just like in
other U.S. cities with ranked choice voting.

There’s too much negative campaigning! Ranked choice voting reduces it.

This is core to why | and many others support ranked choice voting. | believe this country is
getting more polarized with too much negative campaigning. Ranked choice voting helps
reduce it, because candidates must fight for voter’s second choice. This incentive pushes
campaigns to broaden their appeal instead of just tearing down opponents. Reducing
negative campaigning resonates with many voters.

Majority rules is a simple voting upgrade. Ohio shouldn’t discourage it.

| learned about ranking choices back in high school. It always made sense to me as an
improved voting system that gives voters more ability to express their preferences.
Especially in primaries, the will of the majority is powerful- rather than being elected by a
much smaller minority.

If the Committee has concerns about election administration, there is a better path than a
statewide ban backed by a funding penalty: allow local choice and address any technical
concerns with clear rules and standards rather than financial punishment for exercising
local authority.

For these reasons, | respectfully ask you to vote NO on S.B. 63.

Respectfully,

John Michael Harman



