
My name is Sara Wolk, executive director at the Equal Vote Coalition.

I'd like to focus my time on two facts and three recent events that
should give us pause.

● Most people would assume otherwise, but most of the rankings
given under RCV are never counted. As a result, it requires
centralized tabulation and election officials can't know which
ballot data is relevant until the order of elimination has been
determined. This makes it much harder for election officials to
check their work as they go and can allow errors to go
undiscovered, as happened in two recent major RCV elections:

○ In the 2021 New York City mayor's race, the Board of
Elections added 135,000 "test" ballots to the official count
and failed to catch the error.

○ In the 2022 general, Alameda County, California (which
includes Oakland,) tallied every single RCV election wrong,
conducting the steps, and eliminating candidates in the
wrong order. They also failed to catch this error and went
on to certify the wrong winner in one race. The error was
only uncovered 50 days later, by a 3rd party doing data
analysis.

○ Both of these errors could have been avoided if STAR Voting
was used instead. STAR Voting is counted using simple
addition and allows for all of the same security protocols
and audits as the current system.

Now, let's focus on outcomes:

● RCV ignores most voters' rankings, so it can eliminate a
candidate who was actually preferred overall. This happened in
the 2022 Alaska Special Election, where despite claims that the
problem had been solved, the election was spoiled by Sarah
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Palin, flipping the seat blue rather than electing the moderate
Republican who was preferred over all others according to the
ballots cast.

● For Palin voters, ranking her 1st choice actually backfired and
ironically helped elect their last choice instead. In Oregon a
similar spoiler effect scenario could easily flip a seat from Blue to
Red.

For years the electoral science community has warned about a number
of serious pathologies with RCV specifically that have the potential to
cause huge problems, especially when it's used at larger scales and in
competitive elections like we have here in Oregon.

Unfortunately, recent events have proven us right, and we are now
facing unprecedented backlash towards voting reform in general. Our
fear is that this reform is a Trojan horse with the potential and means
to set the reform movement back a generation.

Again, Please vote no on HB 2004 and 3509.
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