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Enhance voter choice. Vote YES on Measure 26-212!
The current system of elect-by-position of City Councilors is the result of a
Council-submitted Charter Amendment placed on the ballot in November
1976. Prior to that, Councilors were elected as proposed in this Measure,
as part of a field of all candidates. The major argument in favor of elect-by-
position was that “if a candidate wanted to challenge the councilman
holding position number 2 he would file for that position. Each council
position would be elected separately.”
From a voter perspective, the downside of this method was immediately
apparent. The 1978 election saw a candidate distribution of 2/2/1, meaning
one candidate ran unopposed. In 1980, the candidate distribution was
1/2/1, with two unopposed candidates. Over the last forty years, on
average, there has been one Position on the ballot where there was only
one candidate. In 2010, there were a total of eight candidates for the three
Positions, yet because of the candidate distribution of 2/1/5, there was still
an unopposed candidate. 2018 saw 1/1/3. The model of two candidates for
each of the three Positions has not held true overall.
The other major downside is that voter choice is severely restricted. Voters
have no say as to who runs against whom for each individual Position
Number. The candidates themselves determine that. This creates a
situation where on one hand, you might be forced to choose between two,
or more, candidates that you like running for the same Position Number, or
on the other hand, choose “the lesser of two, or more, evils” running for
another Position Number. With “Top Three” you have the opportunity to
vote for your three favorites from among all the candidates.

o Elect-by-position: maximizes the potential for unopposed candidates;

severely limits choice.
¢ Top three: eliminates unopposed candidates in most cases;
expands voter choice significantly.

Vote YES on Measure 26-212 for greater voter choice!




