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"Why you should vote...
By Member Mary Rooney

On Ballot Question 1 & Question 3

The following questions will appear on our ballots in November.
STATE QUESTION NO. 1: Senate Joint Resolution No. of the 80th Session:
Shall the Nevada Constitution be amended by adding a specific guarantee that equality of rights
under the law shall not be denied or abridged by this State or any of its cities, counties, or other
political subdivisions on account of race, color, creed, sex, sexual orientation, gender identity or
expression, age, disability, ancestry, or national origin?
While this question may sound harmless in that equality of rights under the law is a worthy goal,
it is not. The addition of “gender Identity or expression” complicates the issue. Including this
group as a protected class runs the risk of undoing many of the gains women have made since
the civil rights era that began in the last century. This is most evident in the arena of women’s
sports.
A ”yes” to this question will allow males to compete in female sports. It is well established that
males are superior to females in many sports which is why we have traditionally had separate
leagues for men and women. Allowing men who have gone through puberty as males to
compete with females because they identify as females now puts them at a tremendous physical
advantage. Female athletes will lose millions of dollars in awards, scholarships, and
endorsements.
A real-life example illustrates the gravity of this situation. Lia Thomas, a transgender
championship swimmer, began her swimming career at UPenn as a man and finished it as a
woman. By the conclusion of her career at UPenn, her rank had moved from 65th on the men’s
team to 1st on the woman’s team in the 500-yard freestyle, and 554th on the men’s team to 5th
on the women’s team in the 200-yard freestyle.
Answering this question affirmatively can also lead to the following consequences:
It will allow minor children to receive puberty blockers or gender change surgery
without parental knowledge or consent
It will require schools, colleges, and other government owned facilities to allow males
in women’s bathrooms, showers, and locker rooms putting the safety and privacy
of women and girls at risk
It will force taxpayers to pay for abortions
Additionally, excluding religious beliefs as a protected class threatens religious liberty
which will affect funding to faith-based organizations with traditional views on marriage
and gender.
Vote NO on Question 1!

WHY YOU SHOULD VOTE NO (CONT)
STATE QUESTION NO. 3 CONDENSATION (Ballot Question)
Shall the Nevada Constitution be amended to allow all Nevada voters the right to participate
in open primary elections to choose candidates for the general election in which all voters may
then rank the remaining candidates by preference for the offices of U.S. Senators, U.S.
Representatives, Governor, LieutenantGovernor, Secretary of State, State Treasurer, State
Controller, Attorney General,
and State Legislators?
This constitutional initiative proposes to amend various sections of the Nevada Constitution to
make the following changes to the state’s election process:
1. All primary elections for partisan offices shall be held as open primaries.
2. The five candidates receiving the most votes at the primary election shall advance to the
general election, regardless of the candidate’s party affiliation.
3. General elections for partisan offices, which include United States Senator, United States
Representative, Governor, Lieutenant Governor, Attorney General, Secretary of State, State
Treasurer, State Controller, and state legislators, but excludes the offices of the President and
Vice President of the United States, shall be conducted by a ranked-choice ballot.
A ranked-choice voting system (RCV) is an electoral system in which voters rank candidates by
preference on their ballots. If a candidate wins a majority of first-preference votes, he or she is
declared the winner. If no candidate wins a majority of first-preference votes, the candidate
with the fewest first-preference votes is eliminated. First-preference votes cast for the failed
candidate are eliminated, lifting the second-preference choices indicated on those ballots. A
new tally is conducted to determine whether any candidate has won a majority of the adjusted
votes. The process is repeated until a candidate wins an outright majority.
This voting system is difficult to critique because it is so difficult to understand. Both sides, Pro
and Con, claim the same benefits and drawbacks and produce mind numbing
scenarios to prove their points.
It is unfortunate that the average voter does not have the time nor the inclination to absorb
the various steps in this process. Along that line of reasoning, many voters will not do research
on the expanded slates of all parties combined into one. Many don’t do it now but this only
exacerbates the problem.
This system eliminates closed primaries which many Nevadans prefer. It makes it easier for all
parties to interfere and cause more mischief in opposing parties by recruiting shill candidates
and fragmenting votes.
Counting the votes and determining winners will take more time and effort. It will not be
readily apparent to voters how winners are determined due to the reallocations of votes.
The numbers of disqualified ballots will skyrocket. Recounts and challenges will be very
complicated.
We need more transparency in our voting processes, not less. We need more confidence in
our voting processes which will not happen if we do not understand them.
Vote NO on Question 3!
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