Resolution to restore Election Integrity by 

Opposing Instant Runoff Voting (IRV)

WHEREAS, supporters of Instant Runoff Voting (hereinafter “IRV”), a form of Ranked Choice Voting (hereinafter “RCV”), succeeded in getting an IRV pilot program passed in 2006, allowing IRV to be used in up to 10 municipal elections in 2007 and up to 10 county elections in 2008, and that said law further requiring that the State Board of Elections set up closely monitor the program and report on the results to the General Assembly; and 

WHEREAS, supporters have been advocating IRV as election reform for years, claiming that it is “easy as 1-2-3” and superior to traditional voting methods because, among other things, it saves money over holding separate runoff elections while still ensuring majority winners; and 

WHEREAS, there was no additional money either asked for by the State Board of Elections (hereinafter “SBOE”) or provided by the General Assembly to set up and evaluate IRV during the pilot program; and

WHEREAS, because there was no money for the IRV pilot, outside advocacy groups that lobbied for passage of the IRV pilot had enormous amount of influence over the establishment of procedures for counting IRV votes, setting up and implementing voter education methods and performing exit poll surveys using partisan IRV supporters as pollsters; and

WHEREAS, one outside advocacy group provided “scholarship” money to send a SBOE staffer to Scotland in May 2007 to observe the Scottish Ranked Choice Voting, which had a national average 5% rate of spoiled ballots because of factors that included the complexity of the Scottish Ranked Choice ballot; and

WHEREAS, the SBOE staffer with no previous training or observation of RCV methods participated in the writing of a report of the May 2007 Scottish election that included an successful evaluation of the RCV method she was being sent over to learn about; and

WHEREAS, the SBOE staffer that was sent to Scotland was based in Raleigh and at no time observed IRV counting procedures for the Cary IRV election at the Wake County Board of Elections; and 

WHEREAS, there was no real unbiased attempt made using scientific methodology to study the effectiveness of IRV compared to other voting methods, leaving voter education to be done under the table with volunteer labor provided by IRV supporters, with no accounting for costs for voter education and the more complicated IRV ballots casting and counting procedures; and

WHEREAS, even though many pro-IRV supporters claimed that IRV was a success in North Carolina, the informal survey conducted by IRV supporters still showed that 25% of Cary voters and 35% of Hendersonville voters – the only two NC municipalities that used IRV in 2007 elections - didn’t know they would be expected to rank more than one candidate per race before coming to vote; and 

WHEREAS, the only place where IRV was used to count votes and declare a winner was in Cary, NC, where the declared winner did not achieve a majority (50% plus 1 vote); and

WHEREAS, the IRV sort/stack and count procedures were so complex that the Wake County Board of Elections, one of the most professional and respected in the state, could not follow the procedures to accurately count hand-count the second and third choices out of approximately 3,000 first-choice votes, and later had to re-sort and recount said ballots out of the public eye; and
WHEREAS, IRV is so complex a method of casting and counting votes that it required the State Board of Elections to design work-arounds and other apparent violations of North Carolina elections law, (including the Public Confidence in Elections Act), in order to make IRV appear to be easy, and 
WHEREAS, county participation in the IRV pilot for 2008 might mean two different ballots for some counties, resulting in the same sort of confusion and spoiled ballots that occurred in Scotland in May 2007; and 

WHEREAS, the three and one-half hours it took Wake County to process 3,000 IRV vote would translate to over 9 weeks in a county-wide election of 300,000 votes for Wake County Commissioner; and 

WHEREAS, there are thankfully no counties that are going to participate in the IRV pilot project for 2008, 

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED THAT the North Carolina Democratic Party and elected and appointed Democratic officials urge the North Carolina General Assembly not to extend the IRV pilot project beyond 2008, and 
THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the North Carolina Democratic Party and elected and appointed Democratic officials urge the North Carolina General Assembly hereby withhold any further endorsement of IRV and oppose IRV because it has endangered Public Confidence in Elections in North Carolina.
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