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March 3, 2023

Greetings Ways and Means Committee Members,

This Letter of Information is exclusively regarding the provisions allowing for municipal Ranked Choice
Voting (RCV) in HB 1104. Our Center for Election Integrity has done research on the subject and would like to
provide you with educational materials you might find useful for your hearing. Our published fact sheet and
issue brief on RCV are here:

Fact Sheet: Ranked Choice Voting. | Latest | America First Policy Institute

Issue Brief: The American People Will Not Benefit From Ranked Choice Voting | Latest | America First Policy
Institute

I’ve also highlighted the facts below.
e Current Utilization: The states of Maine and Alaska currently utilize RCV.

e Americans’ View of RCV: Americans do not approve of RCV. A new Rasmussen poll shows
that 42% of respondents had never heard of RCV, but once the concept was explained, 60% of
those polled did not agree with RCV, and only 23% agreed with it. Furthermore, when the
possibility that one candidate could have received the most first-preference votes in the election
but that another candidate could win the election with the second-preference votes, only 8% of
Americans viewed RCV very favorably.

e Secondary Impacts: A 2021 Massachusetts Institute of Technology study on RCV in Maine
revealed that it “produced significantly lower levels of voter confidence, voter satisfaction, and
ease of use. It also increased the perception that the voting process was slanted against the
respondent’s party. Similarly, [the study] found that it increased the amount of time it took to
vote by nearly 12 seconds per candidate than voting using a plurality ballot”. The study also
found that negative campaign ad spending increased after implementation of RCV, in contrast to
the claim that it increases civility in campaigning. RCV often results in the candidate who
receives the most first-round votes losing the election.

e Erosion of Transparency & Voter Empowerment: RCV prohibits a voter from knowing which
candidates remain in subsequent rounds and therefore makes it impossible for voters to be able to
reassess the field accurately and consistently. Under RCV, the voter does not have the ability to
explicitly say whom they would like to win compared to the other candidates because they do not
know until after their only ballot is cast which candidates will be eliminated and which will
remain.

e Longer Election Cycles: Implementing RCV prolongs the election results counting process.
States and counties already struggle to deliver election results within a reasonable timeframe,
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and this currently contributes to the lack of public trust in elections. RCV adds in several more
rounds of tabulating ballots, leading to longer waiting periods before election results are
announced, and opening the door for more errors in the tabulation process, while placing even
greater a strain on the election workers and poll watchers. As recently seen in lowa, there can
be discrepancies in just one round of counting. More rounds will amplify the opportunity for
these discrepancies to compound.

Thank you for your time and consideration of this material.

Best,

Anna Pingel

Policy Analyst

Center for Election Integrity
America First Policy Institute
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