For the record…

MCCL is just plain wrong about Instant Runoff Voting

In its 2005 local candidate questionnaire, Minnesota Citizens Concerned for Life (MCCL) reserved two of eleven questions for issues unrelated to its stated mission. MCCL opposes attempts to reduce the influence of special interest money in politics and proposals to restore democracy to the people. It used those two questions to make its point and brow beat candidates into agreeing with its position. Besides the heavy-handed tactics toward an antidemocratic objective, MCCL is just plain wrong when it comes to its description of a better voting method known as “Instant Runoff Voting.”

MCCL: “Instant run-off voting would allow voters to rank candidates when they go to vote, rather than simply voting for their top choice.”
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FOR THE RECORD: If only it were that simple. Today, many voters frequently are torn between voting their conscience and voting ‘strategically’ for a less-preferred candidate who has a better chance of winning. Instant Runoff Voting, used in pro-life Roman Catholic Ireland since the founding of the republic, empowers voters to vote sincerely for their first choice candidate while also indicating one or more runoff choices to receive their vote if their first choice cannot win.

MCCL: “If implemented, this would represent a significant change in voting methods in our state and could result in major changes in election outcomes.”

FOR THE RECORD: In general elections from 1998 to 2004, Minnesotans voted on 13 statewide federal and constitutional offices. Eleven of those 13 were decided by less than a majority (less than 50%) of the voters. Instant Runoff Voting would assure that the winner of these elections has the support of the majority. Majority rule is a fundamental principle of democracy that must be defended from special interest attacks by MCCL.

MCCL: “MCCL believes strongly in the principle of ‘one man one vote.’”

FOR THE RECORD: “One man one vote” is a U.S. Supreme Court principle that says legislators elected from districts must represent equal populations. It does not address voting methods and MCCL is mistaken in citing it as an argument on this issue. Ironically, the better voting methods used in Ireland and Latin American democracies would better serve the American principle of equal representation – a reason to support Instant Runoff Voting, not oppose it.

MCCL: “Instant runoff elections would dilute a person’s vote and would essentially pro-rate it by the number of persons they support in such a run off.”

FOR THE RECORD: This is the heart of MCCL’s critique and it is here that they stray farthest from the truth. Instant Runoff Voting makes every vote count as much as possible – much more so than the first-past-the-post voting method with which we are familiar. In 1998, Jesse Ventura was elected governor with 37 percent of the vote, while 63 percent voted for other candidates. This is the voting method that MCCL defends. Instant Runoff Voting would make sure that election winners had the backing of the majority of voters.


MCCL: “MCCL believes that voting is a privilege and that it should be taken very seriously. We believe citizens can--and do--look at all aspects of voting for candidates before casting their votes.”

FOR THE RECORD: We agree that voting is a privilege and should be taken very seriously. But that’s a reason to support better voting methods such as Instant Runoff Voting, not oppose them as MCCL does. We believe Minnesotans take on their civic duties responsibly. And that is the reason why a growing number of Minnesotans want to know more about how we can improve our democracy through better voting methods such as Instant Runoff Voting. 


MCCL: “Instant run-off voting is also very confusing to voters.  Some citizens may become so frustrated with alterations to the election process that they give up and don't vote at all.”

FOR THE RECORD: We disagree with MCCL’s contention that Irish voters are smarter than Minnesota voters. In countries that use Instant Runoff Voting, the spoiled ballot rate is lower and voter turnout is higher than it is here in America. They’re not smarter. But they know something that we don’t. They know that Instant Runoff Voting makes voting important enough to turn out to vote and cast effective ballots in higher numbers.


MCCL: “For these reasons, MCCL opposes instant run-off voting.”
FOR THE RECORD: MCCL opposes the better voting method because Instant Runoff Voting would restore democracy to the people. MCCL has become a big-money, special interest political machine that takes advantage of people who support the pro-life cause, but may not have information about other issues on MCCL’s list that are unrelated to its mission. MCCL can hold candidates hostage on these unrelated issues under the threat that the MCCL will tell voters the candidates are not pro-life enough to deserve election. MCCL has alienated itself from the larger pro-life community due to this practice of political extortion. It is time good Minnesotans stood up to this bully. If you are pro-life, you can be pro-life and pro-better democracy through Instant Runoff Voting.


For more information about Instant Runoff Voting (and about MCCL’s anti-democracy antics at the legislature), see www.fairvotemn.org. 
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