
Thursday, June 24, 2004

Good for Ferndale. 

The small Oakland County community is taking the lead on an issue most others either are ignorant of or prefer to dither over - instant-runoff voting. 

The Ferndale City Council unanimously has given the go-ahead for the drafting of ballot language on the issue for the November general election. 

In this type of voting, the resident ranks the candidates for one office in order of preference. If no candidate gets a majority of first-place votes, the one with the fewest such votes is eliminated and the votes are recounted. The process continues until someone has a majority. 

In the computer age, this happens in less time than it took to read that paragraph. 

What we do now is call the highest vote-getter the winner, even if his or her total is far less than a majority. Or, in some cases, we send everyone back to the polls for a run-off, a costly and time-consuming procedure. 

But the impetus behind instant-runoff voting is not to save money or improve convenience. It is to enhance our democracy. 

Perhaps most important, the procedure eliminates spoiler candidates - the ones who have no chance of winning but siphon votes from someone who might. 

Think Ross Perot, who enabled Bill Clinton to serve two terms in the White House without winning a majority of the votes. Or ponder the role of Ralph Nader in the 2000 election in which he, as much as any other factor, made George Bush president. Now he's back and is looming as an obvious threat to the presumed candidacy of Sen. John Kerry. 

Instant runoffs also would enhance third-party candidacies by making it easier to vote for one without the risk of helping the major-party candidate you like the least. Under the runoff system, the third-party vote totals would be a more accurate reflection of their appeal and would increase their power in the political marketplace in elections to come. 

Where this system is in place, voter turnout tends to be substantially higher than in this country, perhaps because of the sense that no vote is thrown away. If your first choice doesn't win, your second choice, rather than your nemesis, just might. 

What's not to like about this idea, especially in comparison to the too frequent absurdity of what we do now? 

Consider the fact that Jesse Ventura was elected governor of Minnesota by just 37 percent of those who went to the polls. And for two decades, third-party candidates have dominated the outcomes of our presidential campaigns. All you need is a fool or a knave to get on the ballot and do the deed. Sincere and sensible third-party hopefuls play an inescapably nasty role. 

Sen. John McCain likes instant-runoff voting. So does Howard Dean. Remember him? 

The change is being put in place here and there across the country and is commonplace overseas. 

Hat's off to Ferndale, where they most likely will show us the way here in Oakland County and in Michigan. 

http://www.theoaklandpress.com/stories/062404/opi_062485.shtml
* Paid for by Ferndale for Instant Runoff Voting, Box 20076, Ferndale, MI 48220
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Instant-runoff voting would eliminate spoiler candidates
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