
Hello, my name is Sara Wolk and I'm testifying today that the explanatory statement and ballot
title for LR 403 are misleading, omit critical information voters need, and that they are setting
Oregon up for massive backlash and buyers remorse when voters realize that the claims made
by advocates, the legislature, and even the Attorney General are false or misleading.

RCV has now been banned in 10 states, and has been repealed by 19 jurisdictions that had
adopted it. False and misleading claims are a central reason cited for these repeals and bans.

I used to be an advocate for RCV, but changed my position and now oppose the reform after
learning that many of the common claims made in voter education and advocacy materials were
incorrect. Worse, this is not an accident by advocates. It's a tactical decision that telling voters
what they want to hear is worth it when the claims are persuasive, and that the more groups
repeat these claims, the more likely they are to pass as true.

I know that calling a statement written by the Legislative Council or the Attorney General false is
a strong statement, and I don't make it lightly. I've been working in this field for over 10 years
now and am a peer reviewed author on this subject, but you don't have to take it from me.

The Oregon Supreme Court has also weighed in to rule that the Ballot Title as written is
misleading and that the way the word "Majority" is used is false, and it's clear that the
explanatory statement is closely based on the first draft of the ballot title.

Unfortunately, the Supreme Court no longer has the power to enforce its rulings on legislative
referrals due to recent procedural changes. Without that mechanism for checks and balances
regarding the Ballot Title, it becomes even more critical that the explanatory statement be
revised to make all the disclosures voters deserve so that they can cast an informed vote this
November.

The RCV measure's Explanatory Statement says: "The candidate receiving the fewest votes
in each round is defeated and the defeated candidate’s votes are assigned to the voter’s next
highest-ranked candidate. This process continues until a candidate receives a majority of
votes."

* The claim that the winner will have a majority of votes is false. Some voters will have been
eliminated/exhausted/spoiled in the tabulation process and RCV only ensures the winner has a
majority of REMAINING votes. Studies have shown that over 60% of RCV elections that have
more than one round of tabulation do not result in a true majority winner.

* Some voters whose other down ballot preferences could have made a difference if they'd been
counted are ignored and the ultimate RCV winner may be opposed by a majority of voters who
preferred another candidate over the RCV winner.

* The explanatory statement makes no mention of the fact that the measure would revoke the
authority to tabulate elections from the county's and would require centralized tabulation under



the SOS, which undermines trust in elections, undermines chain of custody, and makes errors
more likely to happen and harder to catch.

* The OR Supreme Court has ruled that the RCV ballot title is false and misleading in its use of
the word majority and that they need to make it clear that it's a "majority" of remaining active
votes in the final round - not counting exhausted ballots.

* It's VERY important to note and to explain that not all exhausted ballots were just left blank for
the down ballot rankings. Voters who did rank all the candidates or whose ignored rankings
could have been relevant can have their ballot exhausted too.

Recommendation: I recommend that the Explanatory Statement be amended to clearly
disclose that RCV has high rates of ballots voided by voter errors, high rates of exhausted
ballots (which are ballots that cannot be counted in the deciding round), and that winners will
have a majority of remaining non-exhausted votes only.

A better wording would be that "the Ranked Choice Voting winner will have the most votes after
the elimination of some candidates and some voters from the tally.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
- Sara Wolk
Eugene, OR
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