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The Rutgers-Eagleton Institute of Politics Polls into Voter 
Experiences under Ranked Choice Voting 

To explore the experiences of voters with RCV elections, the Rutgers-Eagleton Institute 
of Politics has conducted two polls—one in 2013 and another in 2014—that explore the 
impact of RCV on city elections in the United States. As part of a broader project, funded 
by the Democracy Fund, these surveys were designed and analyzed by Professors 
Caroline Tolbert (University of Iowa) and Todd Donovan (Western Washington University). 
Kellen Gracey (University of Iowa) also contributed to the data analysis for this study. Each 
survey asked a random sample of more than 2,400 likely voters about their perceptions 
of local campaigns and their understanding of ballot instructions and voting systems.  

For each of the seven US cities that used RCV elections in 2013 or 2014, multiple 
comparative cases—cities that were demographically similar to RCV cities and were 
scheduled to hold elections (using plurality) on the same date—were identified and used 
to create the survey sample. In 2013, three cities held RCV elections (Minneapolis and St. 
Paul, Minnesota and Cambridge, Massachusetts) on 5 November 2013. The seven plurality 
control cities samples were in the Midwest, Washington state and Massachusetts. All four 
cities holding RCV elections on 4 November 2014, and the seven control cities holding 
plurality elections were in California. RCV cities and their respective control cities are 
listed below. 

RCV Cities and Control Cities for Telephone Survey Sample 
RCV cities Matched plurality cities 

2014 Survey (elections 4 November 2014) 
Berkeley (n=114) Alameda* (n=101) 
San Francisco (n=151) San Jose* (n=203) 
San Leandro* (n=395)   
  

Richmond* (n=349) 

Oakland * (n=685) Anaheim* (n=100) 
 Santa Clara* (n=147)  
 Santa Ana* (n=100) 
 Stockton (n=111) 

2013 Survey (elections 5 November 2013) 
Cambridge, MA (n=202)   Lowell, MA (n=100) 
 Worcester, MA (n=100) 
Minneapolis, MN* (n=812)     Boston, MA* (n=268) 
 Seattle, WA* (n=270) 
 Tulsa, OK* (n=269) 
St. Paul, MN (n=203)   Cedar Rapids, IA (n=108) 

 Des Monies, IA (n=100) 

Notes:   

*City had a competitive mayoral election       

Number of respondents per jurisdiction in parentheses. 
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Post-election, the Rutgers-Eagleton Institute of Politics conducted random registered 
voter listed sample-based telephone surveys (to both landlines and cellphones, in English 
and in Spanish) in the selected RCV and plurality cities. In November 2013, 2432 likely 
voters were surveyed: 1,217 in RCV cities and 1,215 in plurality cities. In November 2014, 
the telephone survey was fielded November 6-18, 2014 and screened for only self-
reported registered voters. Interviews were terminated if respondents indicated they 
rarely follow local news or were otherwise uninterested in local elections.  The great 
majority of respondents had voted in their local election that year.  

Target sample size was 2,400 respondents. Actual respondent count totaled 2,456 
registered voters in eleven cities. In the four cities that utilize ranked choice voting rules 
in local elections for mayor and city council members—Berkeley, Oakland, San Leandro, 
and San Francisco—1,345 respondents were surveyed. In the seven control cities that 
utilize plurality voting rules in local elections for mayor and city council members—
Alameda, Anaheim, Richmond, Stockton, San Jose, Santa Ana, and Santa Clara—1,111 
respondents were surveyed (Table A.1). Quota sampling was set for each city in order to 
gather a roughly equal number of respondents from both RCV and non-RCV cities.1 Larger 
samples were typically taken in cities holding competitive city-wide mayoral elections 
than in cities holding council elections in a handful of wards (Table A1).  

Survey weights were used for the analysis that account for differences in demographic 
distributions among survey respondents with demographic distributions among the 
population they are drawn from. Separate survey weights were used for analyses of RCV 
cities, non-RCV cities and the combined sample of RCV and non-RCV cities. In addition, 
city-by-city breakups were weighted using a city-specific weight. Each weight is 
constructed using race, age and education variables. 

For more information on survey methodology, please contact Professor Caroline Tolbert 
at the University of Iowa. 

 

                                                   
1 Quotas for each city are as follows: Alameda (100), Anaheim (100), Berkeley (100), Oakland (650), 
Richmond (350), Stockton (100), San Leandro (400), San Francisco (150), San Jose (200), Santa Ana (100), 
Santa Clara (150). 
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