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Andrea Gyger

From: thebrokenladder@gmail.com on behalf of Clay Shentrup 
[clay@electology.org]

Sent: Wednesday, January 12, 2011 10:21 PM
To: Andrea Gyger
Cc: Scott Gessler (Away)
Subject: Request for written comment regarding ranked voting methods

Dear Secretary of State et al., 

 

My name is Clay Shentrup and I am a resident of San Francisco, where we use a form of ranked 

voting called Instant Runoff Voting. Our particular variant of Instant Runoff Voting, which 

allows ranking a maximum of three candidates, is known as Ranked Choice Voting. I also serve 

on the board of an election methods research non-profit, called The Center for Election Science. 

We are currently in the process of filing for 501(c)3 status. 

 

Here are a few assessments of Ranked Choice Voting elections since August 5, 2008, within the 

USA. 

 

Aspen, Colorado - November 2010 

http://www.aspentimes.com/article/20101003/ASPENWEEKLY/101009972 

 

Burlington, Vermont - March 2009 

http://ScoreVoting.net/Burlington.html 

 

Pierce County, Washington - November 2008 

http://www.thenewstribune.com/2008/12/06/559306/results-are-in-63-percent-disliked.html 

 

Some noteworthy implications of RCV, which we have experienced here in San Francisco, are: 

 

1) IRV/RCV cannot be counted in precincts, because it is not "additive". This is explained by a 

Princeton math Ph.D. here: 

http://ScoreVoting.net/IrvNonAdd.html 

 

A more layman-friendly description of the implication of this fact comes from the San Francisco 

city elections page: 

 

"Due to the requirement that all ballots must be centrally tallied in City Hall and not at the 

polling places, the Department of Elections has not set a date for releasing any 

preliminary results using the ranked-choice voting method." (This appeared on their website for 

several weeks after their 2008 RCV elections.) 

 

2) IRV/RCV typically causes around 7 times as many spoiled ballots. 

http://ScoreVoting.net/SPRates.html 

 

3) IRV/RCV increase the probability of "near-tie" scenarios (i.e. recounts are more probable) 

http://ScoreVoting.net/TieRisk.html 

 

* I would like to point out some particularly interesting points about the Burlington election. In 

that election, the winner was the Progressive, although a majority of voters preferred the 
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Democrat to the Progressive. This refutes a common claim by RCV proponent that it ensures a 

"majority winner". 

 

Another type of "ranked" voting method, which is much simpler, is Score Voting. The simplest 

form of Score Voting is called Approval Voting. The first four US presidential elections were 

conducted using Approval Voting. 

 

Approval Voting uses an ordinary Plurality Voting ballot, but allows voters to vote for as many 

candidates as they choose to. The candidate with the most votes wins. 

 

Compared to IRV/RCV, Approval Voting.... 

 

1) Is additive, and therefore can be subtotaled in precincts. 

 

2) Experimentally REDUCES the rate of spoiled ballots. 

 

3) REDUCES the probability of ties and "near"-ties 

 

Voting Machines 

 

Ranked Choice Voting cannot be done on ordinary mechanical voting machines. And even with 

electronic machines, it cannot be done without software upgrades. 

 

Approval Voting can be conducted on all ordinary non-electronic voting machines, with only the 

minor modification that multiple votes per race are allowed. (Approval Voting changes the 

definition of "overvote" to mean "more than one vote for the same candidate in the same race" as 

opposed to the Plurality Voting definition of "more than one vote for the same race".) 

 

Here is an explanation of the voting machine issue, by the aforementioned Princeton math Ph.D. 

http://ScoreVoting.net/VotMach.html 

 

Regards, 

Clay Shentrup 

 

--  

Clay Shentrup 

Secretary, Director 

The Center for Election Science 

http://www.electology.org/ 

206.801.0484 


