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EXPOSING MYTHS AND 
ACKNOWLEDGING REALITY 

SHOWS WHY STATES SHOULD 
BAN R ANKED-CHOICE VOTING 



T H E  B O T T O M  L I N E :

SEPARATING MYTH FROM REALITY REVEALS  
RANKED-CHOICE VOTING TO BE A SCAM ELECTION  

PROCESS THAT STATES SHOULD BAN. 

1 MYTH:

RANKED-CHOICE VOTING 
ENSURES AN ELECTION 

WINNER RECEIVES 
MAJORITY SUPPORT. 

REALITY:

IT REACHES A FAKE 
MAJORITY BY THROWING 

VALID BALLOTS IN  
THE TRASH. 

2 MYTH:

RANKED-CHOICE VOTING 
ALLOWS CITIZENS 

TO VOTE WITH THEIR 
CONSCIENCE.  

REALITY:
TO GUARANTEE THEIR VOTE 

COUNTS, VOTERS MUST VOTE  
FOR EVERY CANDIDATE, 
INCLUDING THOSE THAT  
OPPOSE THEIR VALUES. 

3 MYTH:

RANKED-CHOICE 
VOTING HELPS TO ELECT 

THE MOST POPULAR 
CANDIDATE. 

REALITY:

HIGH-PROFILE RANKED-CHOICE 
VOTING ELECTIONS HAVE 

ALREADY RESULTED IN LESS 
POPULAR CANDIDATES WINNING. 

4 MYTH:

 RANKED-CHOICE  
VOTING HAS STRONG 

BIPARTISAN  
SUPPORT.

REALITY:

IT IS STRONGLY 
PREFERRED  

BY DEMOCRATS.

5 MYTH:

RANKED-CHOICE  
VOTING WOULD  

RESTORE CONFIDENCE  
IN ELECTIONS.  

REALITY:

IT CONFUSES, 
AND ULTIMATELY 

DISCOURAGES,  
VOTERS. 
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Overview   
To listen to politicians, pundits, and policy wonks on the Left, ranked-choice voting is not only 
a better process to elect political leaders but also the key to saving American democracy.1-3 But 
talking points like these are not based in reality, instead, they are part of a growing number of 
myths around ranked-choice voting. 

Unfortunately, some states have fallen for the empty promises of ranked-choice voting, with three 
states using it in statewide elections and another 14 allowing ranked-choice voting to be used 
in local elections.4 Democrats have been pushing pro-ranked-choice voting bills in statehouses 
across the country in the last couple of years.5-7 With this partisan push of ranked-choice voting, it 
is important to separate the myth from the reality of this voting process. 

DEMOCRATS HAVE BEEN PUSHING PRO-RANKED-
CHOICE VOTING BILLS IN STATEHOUSES ACROSS 
THE COUNTRY IN THE LAST COUPLE OF YEARS.

There are several common misconceptions and misrepresentations about ranked-choice voting. 
Once the myths are exposed, states are left with a clear decision to ban the voting scheme from 
use in statewide or local elections. 

MYTH: Ranked-choice voting ensures an election 
winner receives majority support. 
REALITY: It reaches a fake majority by throwing valid 
ballots in the trash.   
A popular argument for ranked-choice voting is that it ensures that an election winner receives 
the majority support of the electorate.8-9 This may seem to make sense, since if no candidate 
receives a majority of the votes in the first round of voting under ranked-choice voting, tabulation 
continues until a candidate does receive a majority of the remaining votes. But the winner never 
reaches an actual majority of the ballots cast. 

In reality, ranked-choice voting only ensures a concocted majority by throwing valid ballots in the 
trash.10 The only time a winner of a ranked-choice voting election receives a true majority is if it 
happens after the initial round of tabulation—when the candidate would have received a majority 
under traditional election rules as well. 

IN REALITY, RANKED-CHOICE VOTING ONLY 
ENSURES A CONCOCTED MAJORITY BY  

THROWING VALID BALLOTS IN THE TRASH.
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Ranked-choice voting does nothing to increase the likelihood of a true majority winner. Instead, it 
creates a situation where voters’ ballots are tossed in the trash to create a false majority.

The trashing of ballots is not an idle threat—it happens often and with a surprisingly high number 
of ballots in ranked-choice voting elections. In the 2021 New York City Democratic Mayoral Primary, 
more than 140,000 ballots were tossed aside to reach a fake majority.11 A mayoral race in Sandy, 
Utah was decided by just 21 votes after nearly one-fifth of the original ballots were discarded.12-13 

A great example of how ranked-choice voting creates fake majority winners is a 2010 Board 
of Supervisors race in San Francisco, where more ballots were trashed than counted.14 In that 
election, a total of 20,550 ballots were cast with the winner ultimately receiving 4,321 votes after 
20 rounds of counting.15 While this vote total only amounts to roughly 20 percent of the total vote, 
under ranked-choice voting it magically becomes a majority.16 

 

In the 2021 New York City Democratic Mayoral 
Primary, more than 140,000 ballots were  

tossed aside to reach a fake majority.

In no practical sense does ranked-choice voting ensure a winning candidate receives the majority 
support of the electorate. It just creates a false impression of this by tossing voters’ ballots in the 
trash until a candidate receives the majority of votes of the remaining ballots. 

MYTH: Ranked-choice voting allows citizens to vote 
with their conscience. 

REALITY: To guarantee their vote counts, voters must 
vote for every candidate, including those that oppose 
their values. 
Another argument proponents of ranked-choice voting make is that it encourages more sincere 
voting, or that it allows voters to vote with their conscience.17 The idea behind this is it allows 
voters to vote for who they want to represent them, instead of against the person they do not 
want to represent them. 

But this is not borne out by academic studies. Instead, ranked-choice voting leads to voter 
uncertainty and more people who “appear to be neither sincere nor strategic” in their voting.18 

Rather than allowing voters to vote with their conscience, ranked-choice voting often forces voters 
to vote for candidates who oppose their values. Because not voting for every candidate creates 
the risk that the ballot will be trashed, voters in ranked-choice voting elections must vote for every 
candidate to ensure their vote is counted. 
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This creates a scenario where a candidate would have to vote for their opponents to ensure their 
ballot is not trashed. Even a candidate’s spouse, children, parents, and close friends would have 
to vote for their loved one’s opponents to ensure their vote counts. 

To think of it another way, imagine a person with a shellfish allergy having to vote for a shrimp 
dinner to ensure that their preference for chicken counts. This is the dilemma people face with 
ranked-choice voting. Do they vote for the candidate they oppose, and who may harm at least 
their pocketbook, to ensure their vote for their true preference counts? 

Ranked-choice voting is not a system that allows people to vote with their conscience—the reality 
is the opposite.

MYTH: Ranked-choice voting helps to elect the most 
popular candidate. 
REALITY: High-profile elections have already resulted 
in less popular candidates winning. 
A popular myth of ranked-choice voting is that it allows the most popular candidate to win. An easier 
way to accomplish this is with traditional election rules where the candidate with the most votes wins. 

Regardless, the short history of ranked-choice voting has already shown that the winner is often 
not the most popular candidate. 

 

THE SHORT HISTORY OF RANKED-CHOICE VOTING HAS 
ALREADY SHOWN THAT THE WINNER IS OFTEN  

NOT THE MOST POPULAR CANDIDATE. 

In the 2018 race for Maine’s Second Congressional District, the Republican candidate led his 
Democrat opponent by slightly more than 2,000 votes.19 But after more than 23,000 votes were 
taken from other candidates and more than 8,000 ballots were trashed, the less popular candidate 
ended up winning.20-21 

Likewise, in Alaska’s 2022 Congressional Special Election, Republican candidates received more 
than 110,000 votes in the first round, whereas the Democrat candidate received fewer than 75,000 
votes.22 But more than two weeks after Election Day, the candidate from the less popular party 
was declared the winner thanks to ranked-choice voting.23 

A 2021 Charter Commission race in Portland, Maine used ranked-choice voting, which 
allowed a candidate that originally received just four percent of the vote to be elected.24 
The candidate had left an election party assuming that with her 367 votes trailing an opponent 
with more than 1,800 votes, she had no chance at winning.25  

When a voting process allows a candidate that just one in 25 voters want to represent them to 
beat a candidate with roughly five times as many votes, it is not the system to use if the goal is to 
elect the most popular candidate.
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MYTH: Ranked-choice voting has strong bipartisan 
support. 
REALITY: It is strongly preferred by Democrats. 
Supporters also promulgate the myth that ranked-choice voting is non-partisan and will help to 
elect more moderate candidates.26-28 However, this is not supported by bills introduced across  
the country. 

With Democratic candidates snatching victory from Republican candidates for Congress in both 
Maine and Alaska, Democrats have made a national push to implement ranked-choice voting at 
the state level.  

In 2022, there were 33 bills introduced supporting ranked-choice voting, but the next year the 
total more than doubled to 74.29 The party affiliation of bill sponsors shows ranked-choice voting 
is highly partisan, with 57 of these bills only having Democratic sponsors.30 Tellingly, only eight 
percent of the bills received bipartisan support.31 

 

With Democratic candidates snatching victory  
from Republican candidates for Congress in both  

Maine and Alaska, Democrats have made a  
national push to implement ranked-choice  

voting at the state level.  

In response, there were 17 bills opposing ranked-choice voting in 2023, with 16 introduced by 
Republicans and the only other by a committee.32 

This makeup shows that ranked-choice voting is a politically-driven election process. Ranked-
choice voting is generally supported by Democrats and opposed by Republicans. Ranked-choice 
voting is not non-partisan—it is by its nature not just politicizing elections but politicizing the 
election process. 

 

RANKED-CHOICE VOTING IS NOT NON-PARTISAN—IT  
IS BY ITS NATURE NOT JUST POLITICIZING ELECTIONS 

BUT POLITICIZING THE ELECTION PROCESS.



EXPOSING MYTHS AND ACKNOWLEDGING REALITY SHOWS WHY STATES SHOULD BAN RANKED-CHOICE VOTING | JULY 1, 2024 | TheFGA.org

7

MYTH: Ranked-choice voting would restore confidence 
in elections. 
REALITY: It confuses, and ultimately discourages, voters.
Advocates argue that these myths, taken together, would mean that ranked-choice voting would 
restore confidence in elections, and even save democracy itself.33-35 In reality, ranked-choice voting 
leads to a similar or lower turnout than under traditional election rules, and increased errors.36-38 

Since ranked-choice voting is a complex voting process and relies on software, errors occur. 
In a California school board election, a software error was discovered after the election was 
already certified.39 After correcting for the error, the announced third-place finisher had won 
the election, and a recount was necessitated.40 The New York City mayoral primary, which saw 
more than 140,000 ballots trashed, was also thrown into chaos after 135,000 test ballots were 
mistakenly counted.41-42 

The New York City mayoral primary, which  
saw more than 140,000 ballots trashed, was  

also thrown into chaos after 135,000 test  
ballots were mistakenly counted.

Lower turnout is likely the result of voter confusion over the convoluted process of ranked-choice 
voting. A study on the effects of ranked-choice voting in Maine found drops in voter confidence, 
satisfaction, and ease of use, along with an increase in the time necessary to vote.43 Polls of 
voters consistently show a sizeable portion of the electorate, generally one in five or six voters, is 
confused by ranked-choice voting.44-46  

The voting process should be easy to understand by all potential voters. Double-digit confusion 
among voters is much too high, especially when it discourages people from practicing their right 
to vote.47-49

THE BOTTOM LINE: Separating myth from reality reveals 
ranked-choice voting to be a scam election process that 
states should ban. 
Proponents paint a rosy picture of ranked-choice voting—vote with your conscience, winners 
receive a majority of the vote, the most popular candidate is elected, it has bipartisan support, 
and helps restore confidence in elections—but these ideas are generously called myths.  
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The reality is that ranked-choice voting forces voters to vote against their values, creates a fake 
majority by throwing ballots in the trash, results in election losers winning, is a partisan plot to 
politicize the voting process, and confuses voters leading to lower turnout. 

This is why 10 states have banned the practice in the last three years, including five states 
in the 2024 legislative session alone.50-58

SINCE 2022 LEGISLATURES ACROSS THE COUNTRY HAVE  
WORKED TO BAN RANKED-CHOICE VOTING

STATES WITH BAN ENACTED STATES WITH BAN ENACTED IN 2024
STATES WITH BAN VETOED BY GOVERNOR

State legislators must look past the myths of ranked-choice voting and see the reality of the process. 
Doing so leaves states with one clear choice to protect elections and their voters: Implement bans 
to prevent using ranked-choice voting in statewide or local elections. 
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