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An Election with 3 Candidates

45% 40%

Blue Purple Red

11%4% 15%

If Purple doesn’t run, Red with 51% beats Blue with 49% 

Blue 4%

Red 11%

2nd Choice

Purple Voters

Red 51%Blue 49%

Same result in a run-off (for races requiring a majority winner)
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% of voters First choice Second choice Third choice 

45 Blue Purple Red

4 Purple Blue Red

11 Purple Red Blue

40 Red Purple Blue

Ranked Choice Ballots with same voter preferences

Instant Runoff Voting (IRV)

Purple is eliminated first: Blue picks up 4%; Red picks up 11% 

Red with 51% beats Blue with 49% 
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IRV: Final Round results
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An Election with 3 Candidates
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45% 40%11%4%

A “Condorcet” Election with the same voter preferences

Blue v Purple

Purple v Red

Blue v Red

Blue Purple

45% 55%

RedPurple

40%60%

Blue Red

49% 51%

An Election with 3 Candidates

Blue Purple Red

Purple is the “Condorcet winner” because Purple beats each opponent one-on-one
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