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A Cleveland elections board employee has been charged with wrongly marking the ballots of five nursing
home residents in favor of Geroge W. Bush in last year's presidential election.

John V. Jackson, 79, of North Royalton, was indicted Tuesday on five felony counts of
tampering with ballots and one count of misconduct.. Each count carries a possible
18-month prison term.

ackson's lawyer denies that his client did anything wrong.

beat Al Gore in Ohio by about 175,000 votes.
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2 McKees Rocks council candidates charge Election Day
cheating at polls

Tuesday, November 29, 2005

By Jim McKinnon, Pittsburgh Post-Gazette

Two African-American candidates for borough council in McKees Rocks filed a complaint
yesterday, alleging that supporters of their opponent illegally et ntered voting booths to help

voters write in their candidate's name.

Incumbent Democratic Councilwoman Wanda Jones Dixon and newcomer Renee Surgest
have asked Common Pleas Court to declare them both winners of the two available council
seats.

Though not all write-in ballots have been counted, it appeared yesterday that the write-in
candidate, David Rugh, got the most votes with 148.

Mrs. Dixon retained her seat by coming in second. Ms. Surgest missed being elected
because of the write-in campaign.

The two women had been among the Democrats' endorsed slate of candidates and both won
the party's nomination in the primary election last spring.

Mrs. Dixon said in a letter to the Allegheny County Elections Division that she only learned
of the write-in campaign on Election Day, Nov. 8, in a conversation with borough
Councilman Keith Schwab.

Mrs. Dixon, in her letter of complaint, said that Mr. Schwab told her, "The Democratic
Party is running a Mickey Mouse campaign against you and Ms. Surgest."

Ms. Surgest, in a separate letter, said that supporters of Mr. Rugh temporarily blocked her
entrance to the polling place when she went there to vote.

She said that she witnessed a polling judge enter the voting booth with at least one voter.

County Elections Director Mark Wolosik said the petition, filed yesterday at the deadline to
do so, is allowed when a candidate feels an irregularity affected the results of the election.

The two women's opponents have until Friday to respond to the petition.

The plaintiffs also charge racism, arguing that the borough's Democratic Party intentionally
campaigned against them to prevent black candidates from being elected.

A hearing on the complaint had not been set yesterday.
	 029723

http://www.post-gazette.com/pg/pp/05333/614022.stm 	 11/30/2005



. ..............

2,McKS: s Rocks council candidates charge Election Day cheating at polls 	 Page 2 of 2

(Jim McKinnon can be reached at imckinnon@post gazette.com or 412-263-1939.)
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Countywide recount may happen again
News

gQ Straight-line ballots don't jibe, Dries says
Opinion
Weather
APW1re BY SHAWN A. HESSINGER
Classifieds Tamaqua Bureau Chief

shessinger( republicanherald.com

Arts & Entertainment For the second election in a row, the numbers don't add up.Business Extra
Food & Dining
Outdoors & Recreation Whether the result of human error or a technical malfunction, aPerspective Youth
School guide glitch in the results of the Nov. 6 general election in. Schuylkill
Web Guide

County	 likely43,069 y will likel	 lead to a recount of all1143 069 ballots cast.

At issue is a discrepancy in the number of party-line votes:
TodaVs News Ballots are run through the optical-scanning machines at the

Full Archives STS building in Saint Clair twice, and the two reports didn't
match, according to Elizabeth J. Dries, director of the county

` Election/Registration Bureau.
Newsroom
Subscribe Online Dries said she became aware of the problem Election Night
Our	 s when she noticed 271 party-line Republican ballots and 10

Democratic ones had been cast in Eldred Township; however,
only 248 people voted.

There could have been at least two reasons for this, she said:

One, halfway through the night she noticed the technician from
the county machines' supplier, Elections Systems & Software,
Omaha, Neb., was hand-entering data contrary to procedures.

Two, the counting machines have to be reprogrammed for each
precinct; perhaps that didn't happen, particularly since one of
the county machines broke down and three of the other four
malfunctioned at various points in the evening.

The county commissioners, sitting as the county Board of
Elections, were planning to convene a special meeting at 8:30
a.m. Friday where they plan to approve the recount. A recount
of all the ballots was also conducted in the May primary.

"We want to make sure everything is right," said commissioners
Chairman Forrest L. Shadle.

Commissioners Jerome P. Knowles and Edward D. Barket 	 -
concurred when contacted separately. ; 	 029725
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All three said they doubted the glitch had effected the outcome
of the election significantly, but Barket said in isolated
incidences like the passage of an Act 50 referendum in the Blue
Mountain School District by just seven votes, the recount could
make a difference.

"What went wrong? We don't know," said Barket.

All three commissioners have discussed the need to improve the
current vote-tallying situation, but disagree on solutions.

Knowles insists the problem has to do with the technical
support being provided by Elections Systems & Software,
pointing to the fact that for some time the county had no
problems with its machines until the primaries in May when the
company sent a subcontractor to provide technical support.

Though the current technician was an employee of the
company, both Knowles and Barket expressed a lack of
confidence in his performance.

Dries said she didn't stop the technician from hand-entering data
because the machines were malfunctioning and she didn't think
she had much choice but to proceed.

Barket said he would have to wait to see how the newly
reprogrammed machines would handle the recount before
deciding whether he believed the machines or the personnel
were at fault.

The recount will probably be done Friday or Saturday and
Elections Systems & Software has promised to supply two
technicians and special reprogrammed boards for the vote tally
machines, Barket said.
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Keeping it Legal - - Authorities confiscate ballots
from Alamo election

By Ryan Gabrielson
Monitor Staff Writer
roc abrielson themonitor.com

ALAMO – The Hidalgo County Elections Division and District Attorney's Office
impounded ballots and other records from Alamo City Hall Monday amid
allegations that voting in the run-off election was tampered with.
Much of the concerns centered on mail-in, or early, votes,
Commissioner Diana Martinez defeated Alamo attorney Veronica Moncivais by
nearly a two-to-one margin for Place 2 on the Alamo City Commission
Saturday. The runoff was required because neither Martinez nor Moncivais
received 50 percent of the vote in the Nov. 4 general election.
Moncivais and one of her supporters, Joey Lopez, filed complaints with Hidalgo
County District Attorney Rene Guerra on Monday about city officials' actions
during the voting and ballot counting.
Teresa Navarro, Hidalgo County elections administrator, with an order from
Judge Aida Flores of the 398th district court, removed a box of mail-in and
regular ballots. The materials will be examined as part of a criminal
investigation, Navarro said.
An elections clerk and Hidalgo County Sheriffs deputy also participated in the
seizure.
Throughout the runoff there have repeatedly been complaints called in to the
elections division, Navarro said. The seizure Monday was triggered by several
concerns.
"if there is just the slightest indication that an election is compromised," an
investigation is warranted, Navarro said. "The city of Alamo has found itself in
an unfortunate situation."
Last Thursday the election's presiding judge, who oversees voting, resigned
after it was discovered he had authored and distributed a flier supporting
Martinez.
Among the complaints issued by Moncivais were that early, mailed in, ballots
may have been opened before official counting began and that Alamo Mayor
Rudy Villarreal had access to parts of city hall where voting was taking place.
Both Villarreal, who has openly supported Martinez, and Alamo City Secretary
Margot Saenz have denied any wrong doing.
"On (Dec.) 5, 2003, while in the city secretary's office, I noticed an open early
mail-in ballot, and when I questioned Margot Saenz about the open envelope,
she informed me that the main man had delivered the said ballot open,"
Moncivais said in a sworn affidavit.
"As we were talking to her, one of the city's mail men, (Commissioner) Robert
de la Garza, arrived at her office and I asked him if they had delivered any
open main-in ballots. Mr. De la Garza then informed me that no mail-in ballots
had been delivered open," the candidate's affidavit said.
General voting for the commission runoff was Dec. 6. Saenz did not
immediately return a call for comment from The Monitor on Monday.
De la Garza was reelected to the city commission in November; four years ago 	 r
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he shared a campaign ticket with Villarreal and Martinez.
Some of the allegations focus on Villarreal's visit to city hall late Saturday
afternoon as residents continued to vote and ballot counting had begun.
The mayor and city secretary said he came in to fill out a Texas Municipal
League conference registration form, which was already a day past the early
registration deadline, and to check his mail.
Lopez said in his affidavit that he saw Villarreal in Saenz's office going over a
list of Alamo residents that showed who had voted and that there were open
mail-in ballots beneath the mayor's right arm. "When I questioned what he was
doing, I was told by the city secretary, 'He's the mayor, he can be here if he
wants to."
"Oh, he's lying; Villarreal said. "There was no list of voters."
Lopez had also said Saturday night that Villarreal left without any mail, a point
the mayor denies.
"If that's the biggest complaint they have got, they've got nothing. If there was
anything going on I think I would have locked the door," Villarreal said_
Additionally, Villarreal's car was parked Saturday in the city hall's lot. Too
close, Moncivais said, for the elected official.
When the concern was brought to Saenz, the city secretary went outside and
moved the mayor's car.
"My complaint to her and the police was that she should have been inside the
building overseeing the election and the mail-in ballots and not being the
mayor's personal servant," Moncivais' affidavit states.
The mayor said Moncivais' complaints have more to do with the election's
outcome than with anything he or Saenz are accused of doing.
"She's a sore loser, when you lose by that many votes," Villarreal said.
The investigation will be conducted by the District Attorney office and should be
done quickly in about six weeks, Navarro said.
"The residents of Alamo deserve that," she said.
Ryan Gabrielson covers Pharr, San Juan, Alamo and general assignments for
The Monitor. You can reach him at (956) 683-4462.
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Judge throws out election fraud case

By Geon8rown

A judge threw out a court case over an election controversy Tuesday. But the man who filed the lawsuit still Insists
someone may have tampered with election results. John Wllligham alleges fraud and uncounted votes. He was in court
Tuesday asking a judge to force the election commission to turn over raw data from each voting machine. But after two
hours in court, the problem lay in the proof. And the judge said Willingham had none.

The allegations center around the recent city mayoral election. Willingham says there were Indications of fraud and voting
machines that malfunctioned, perhaps playing a part in his 45,000 vote loss to mayor Willie Herenton. Willingham said,
"it caused me a great deal of concern. It actually caused me to go Into hibernation for a day or two." Willingham says exit
polls at one precinct showed he got 43 votes, but only 12 were officially tallied. Asked If he thought there could be a
conspiracy to fix elections, he said he wouldn't rule It out. "There is a lot of money and power invested by constituents of
insiders in this city who want not want to see a change."

Willigham's attorney said he might be able to prove their allegations if the election commission would turn over data it
has withheld. The election commission however said the requests were too broad and some information confidential.
Attorney Robert Spence said, "It's one thing to sit around the coffee table and make wild allegations. It's another to file a
lawsuit in a court of law."

Willingham said his suit was not meant to benefit him, but to dear the air over elections. "It's for the people of Memphis-
Shelby County If there is a wrong we need to know It and if there Is a hole In the dike we need to plug it." Chancery
Judge Walter Evans however felt there was no proof of fraud and threw the case out.

in the hall outside the courtroom, Willingham told me he feels part of the problem is voters don't get a receipt of how
they voted. That will change however In two years when federal laws will require such receipts.

' WORLD Now

AU content ® Copyright 2000 - 2003, WorldNow and WMCTV, a BaycYD-6 Ja station. All Rights Reserved.
For more Information on this site, please read our privacy, P9	 and Thus of service,
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No vote fraud plot found

Inquiry leads to isolated cases, Biskupic says

By STEVE SCHULTZE
sschultze n^j sirnalsentinel com

Posted: Dec. S, 2005

Wr

The nearly yearlong investigation into voter fraud in 2004 has yielded no evidence of a broad conspiracy to try to steal an election, U.S.
Attorney Steve Biskupic said Monday.

He predicted that perhaps "a couple of dozen" isolated cases of suspected fraud might be charged, and he said that
sloppy recordkeeping by election officials was a key impediment to proving such cases.

Nothing in the cases that his office has examined has shown a plot to try to tip an election, Biskupic said during a
meeting with Journal Sentinel editors and reporters.

Critics had raised such fears of partisan voter fraud schemes in the election aftermath. But Biskupic said, "I
wouldn't say that at all."

He said, "We don't see a massive conspiracy to alter the election in Milwaukee, one way or another."

Biskupic, a Republican whom President Bush appointed in 2002, and Milwaukee County District Attorney E.
Michael McCann, a Democrat, announced a joint effort to investigate allegations of illegal voting in January.

Voting Probe

Archived Coverage

t 1J Archive: Previous

coverage of the
Investigation Into
Milwaukee's Nov. 2,

2004 election

SP Se___ctsrn: State
politics

That followed Journal Sentinel stories on widespread problems in Milwaukee, including flawed voter counts, votes cast from invalid addresses,
outdated poll lists and discrepancies between the number of ballots cast and voters listed at dozens of polling places.

The newspaper found similar problems elsewhere in the state.

Four of the 18 people accused of felonies in the investigation have been convicted, officials said Monday.

Here is the breakdown of cases:

• Federal prosecutors have charged 14 people: 10 felons with voting illegally and four people with double voting.

Four of the felons accused of illegal voting were convicted, one was acquitted and five cases are pending, Assistant U.S. Attorney Rick
Frohling said.

None of the four people charged with double voting has been convicted. Charges against one person were dismissed because of mental
incompetence, one person was acquitted, one trial resulted in a hung jury, and one person who agreed initially to plead guilty now wants a trial,

Frohling said.

Two of those charged with double voting were driven to several polling places in the same van, but the driver hasn't been identified, and no
evidence of an organized conspiracy has been uncovered, Frohling said.

• McCann's office has charged four people with felonies in Milwaukee County Circuit Court. Two people affiliated with the Association of
Community Organizations for Reform Now were charged with filing false voter registrations, and two felons were accused of illegal voting.
None of those cases has been resolved.

Biskupic said he had hoped to complete his portion of the investigation this year to avoid dealing with such matters in 2006 - another election

year.

http://www.jsonline.com/news/metro/dec05/375572.asp?format=print	 29	 2/6/2005
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He said, however, that the investigation will likely spill over into next year, which will feature elections for governor, Congress and most of the
state Legislature.

Biskupic declined to estimate when his part of the inquiry might be done.

Assistant District Attorney David Feiss said the district attorney's office also likely won't complete its inquiry this year.

Feiss, too, wouldn't say how much longer the investigation would last.

Biskupic said recordkeeping problems have been rampant.

He said that jurors interviewed after acquittals told prosecutors the record problems created doubt as to whether fraud had occurred.

"I don't know how you are going to prove a case when there is no paper trail," Biskupic said.

In addition, he said, it was "extremely difficult" to prove that felons ineligible to vote did so intentionally.

State law bars felons who haven't completed probation or parole from voting.

Defendants have argued that they didn't know they were barred from voting as felons, Biskupic said,

"Once people hear that argument can get them off in front of a jury, you tend to hear it more," he said.

Partisan split

The 2004 vote problems took on added significance because of the close outcome of the presidential election in Wisconsin. Democrat John
Kerry beat Bush by 11,000 votes, one of the closest margins in the country.

Republicans have argued that fraud appears to be rampant in Milwaukee and that stricter controls must be enacted.

Democrats have said that the main problem is clerical shortcomings, not fraud.

That only 18 voter fraud cases have been charged doesn't mean it's not a major problem in Wisconsin, state Republican Party Chairman Rick
Graber said.

"For anyone to sit back and say our election system doesn't have problems, that is just blatantly false," Graber said. "The questions raised in
2004 still haven't been answered."

He criticized Democratic Gov. Jim Doyle for vetoing legislation that would have required photo identification at the polls.

Milwaukee Mayor Tom Barrett, a Democrat, said the results of the investigation confirm his view of a year ago, that there were only isolated
instances of fraud.

"Initially, there were people painting this picture of some sort of conspiracy where there were bands (of scammers) getting together to try to
defraud the system, and that obviously has not happened," Barrett said.

Barrett said he supports prosecution of lawbreakers and is critical of state officials, who said they're unlikely to complete a statewide voter list
in time for April elections,

Biskupic said he worried that cases of voter fraud could spawn a partisan battle, in which the losing side perceives that the winner had some
unfair advantage and becomes "more inclined to do something" illegal to even the score in the next election.

From the Dec. 6, 2005, editions of the Milwaukee Journal Sentinel
Have an opinion on this story? Write a letter to the editor or start an online forum.

Subscribe today and receive 4 weeks free! Sign upnow.
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HEADLINE: CHAPTER ONE;
THE CAMPAIGN BEGINS

BYLINE: JAMES O'TOOLE, POLITICS EDITOR, POST-GAZETTE

BODY:

"I'm a uniter, not a divider," George W. Bush frequently reminded us.

After the longest, most expensive and, arguably, most unpredictable presidential campaign in history, the Texas
governor, and, at long last, president-elect, will have ample opportunity to prove that.

He will take the oath of office to preside over an electorate divided evenly between its preference for him and his
chief opponent. His ascension follows an election that reflected the nation's sharp divisions along lines of race, gender and
geography.

It was an election waged in the context of a decade-long economic boom that seemed to have anesthetized most
of the country to the toxic partisanship and bitterness that had consumed the political classes of Washington through
impeachment and government shutdowns.

One of the prime arguments for the candidacy of the affable Texan was his vow to shift the tone in Washington, to
discourage the scorched-earth tactics that seemed to make every Washington political dispute degenerate into litigation.

It will not be easy, as Bush takes office after a post-balloting brawl replete with mutual charges of intimidation,
illegitimacy and election theft. The path to confirmation of his crucial Florida victory became a full-employment program
for lawyers.

But at least the equipoise that propelled this election from the ballot boxes to the courts was not the product of
passionate ideological battles or deeply polarizing personalities. Policy differences were confined to a relatively narrow
slice near the center of the political spectrum.

Bush proclaimed himself a conservative, but a "compassionate" one, and he avoided the ideological militancy that
had sent Newt Gingrich's negative numbers soaring. Gore relied on populist rhetoric, but, to the occasional frustration of
more liberal members of his party, advanced the policies of a centrist New Democrat.

From the perspective of arithmetic, the division in Election 2000 is clear. The new president captured the White House
with a bare majority of 271 electoral votes, while losing the popular vote by a small margin. He will work with a Congress
similarly split down the middle: a 50-50 Senate; and a House in which his own party is clinging by its fingernails to a
five-seat advantage.

The stage for that shaky victory was set by a one-vote margin at the U.S. Supreme Court, overruling a one-vote
decision by Florida's high court.

But all this division may be more of a matter of numbers than of conflicting beliefs. In the face of the major parties'
ideological evolution and the competition by two relatively uncharismatic candidates trying to appeal to the middle, many
voters simply seemed to have a hard time making up their minds.

Page I
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The campaign begins

President Clinton ousted the father of the Texas governor in 1992, but the 1990s brought plenty of good news to the
GOP, as well. Republicans took over the Congress for the first time in 40 years in the midterm election of 1994. GOP
strength grew in state legislatures across the country. Nearly two-thirds of Americans lived in states with Republican

governors.

But as the decade wore on, most of the good news for the party came from outside Washington. In 1995, the Gingrich-
led GOP partisans, emboldened by their victory the previous year, shut the federal government down in a budget face-off
with Clinton. They blinked before the president did, and they paid for it at the ballot box.

In 1996, Clinton coasted to re-election, and the strength of the economy that would boom on through his second
administration was a big plus for Gore.

The downside of Gore's Clinton ties was just coming into view in the last weeks of the 1996 campaign, with charges
of fund-raising abuses by the Democrats.

Still to surface were names such as Monica Lewinsky, Linda Tripp and Kenneth Starr. The impeachment scandal
would tarnish Clinton's place in history and serve as a drag on Gore's chances to succeed him. But the issue was a double-
edged sword, as congressional Republicans found when they lost seats in 1998 as their efforts to campaign on the scandal
turned off many voters.

To many members of the Republican establishment outside Washington, Texas Gov. George W. Bush was seen as the
antidote to that politically poisoned atmosphere. The Texas governor didn't have the longest resume in GOP politics. But
he had cultivated a reputation for attracting Democratic support on the way to his landslide election to a second term. As
the son of the former president he had instant name recognition.

Through 1999, Bush continued to attract support from party leaders, notably his fellow governors and the deep
pockets of the GOP's big contributors. He was well on his way to amassing the war chest that would allow him to decline
federal matching funds for the primary season. That, in turn, enabled him to confront his competition unfettered by the
state-by-state limits on primary spending that are imposed on candidates who accept the federal campaign aid.

The Iowa edge

Over the last three decades, Iowa has become the starting blocks for the presidential race.

In 1972, the first year of the early February Iowa caucus schedule, the returns were received without fanfare in a back
room behind the Democratic Party's downtown Des Moines office.

Since then, the caucuses have grown into a gargantuan production attracting millions of dollars, hundreds of reporters,
and candidate pilgrimages that start more than a year in advance.

That's the process that gave former President George Bush what he described as "big mo" in 1980 — and just short of
20 years later, the younger Bush moved quickly to set up the most extensive, sophisticated organization the state had ever
seen.

The Iowa caucus process has long been controversial. Why, its critics ask, should this atypical homogenous state have
such an outsized influence on the selection of the president? But the caucuses are the epitome of fairness and rationality
compared with an even earlier Iowa event — the straw poll — that assumed a crucial role in winnowing the GOP field for
2000.

In the summer of 1999, Bush's high poll numbers and financial advantages were clear, but he had yet to be tested
by voters outside his state. Many observers still saw the GOP contest as relatively fluid — so wide open, in fact, that
it had attracted a dozen formal or informal candidates. They included the millionaire Steve Forbes; Pat Buchanan, the
conservative who had been a force in the previous two GOP nomination battles; Elizabeth Dole, the former transportation
secretary and spouse of the party's last nominee; and, in a gift to political cartoonists and late-night comics everywhere,
former Vice President Dan Quayle.

As a fund-raising and party-building tool, the Iowa GOP appropriated the state fairgrounds in August 1999 for a
presidential straw poll. Any Iowa Republican could vote so long as he or she bought a $25 ticket.

02973It
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Bush won big.

Buchanan would soon migrate to the Reform Party. Quayle and former Tennessee Gov. Lamar Alexander, both of
whom had banked on grass-roots organizations in Iowa, dropped out as well. Dole, her campaign starved for funds, would
soon follow. The straw poll went a long way toward performing the winnowing chore that the caucuses themselves had
performed in previous years. Before a single official vote was cast, the potential GOP field was cut in half.

Gore goes populist

Gore's supporters had started his Iowa groundwork even earlier.

He had skipped the caucuses during his abortive presidential run in 1988. But he devoted plenty of attention to
them this time round. Throughout his vice presidential tenure, Gore cultivated the state's activists, raised money for its
Democratic legislators, sent Christmas cards all over the state.

Several Democrats had made noises about running for the Democratic nomination. But in the end, the only one to
challenge Clinton's heir apparent was former Sen. Bill Bradley of New Jersey. In the Senate, Bradley had compiled a
mainstream centrist record. But in some respects, he ran against Gore from the left, particularly in his call for a system of
tax credits to allow universal health care coverage. 	 .

Bradley criticized the Clinton-Gore health care record. He mocked Gore's wonkish immersion in the details of
policies across the range of government. Instead, Bradley promised to concentrate his presidency on a few Big Ideas, such
as improved race relations and universal health care.

Despite Gore's long cultivation of the state, Bradley clearly thought he could sneak up on the vice president in the
caucuses.

Gore, meanwhile, had suffered continual criticism of his campaign organization and persona throughout the summer

of 1999.

He tried to reinvent his campaign by moving his headquarters from the lobbyist lairs of Washington back to his former
political base in Nashville.

This symbolic return to his roots would not be requited in electoral votes there the following fall, but it seemed to pay
off in the short term. On the stump, Gore became a more aggressive, effective candidate.

Gore made subtle adjustments in his apparel to complement his new sleeves-rolled-up campaign style. Mixed with
the Washington uniform of blue suits and white shirts were fashion-forward earth-toned suits along with khakis and jeans.

Meanwhile, Bradley proved a surprisingly maladroit candidate. In a Des Moines debate just three weeks before the
caucuses. Gore attacked his challenger for voting against rural flood relief. Bradley wasn't able to rebut the criticism, even
though Gore had seized on Bradley's vote against a single amendment to an overall relief bill that Bradley had supported.

Days before the Iowa election on which he had waged so large a bet, Bradley's attempts to get his message out were
obscured by reports that he had suffered a recurrence of an irregular heart beat. The condition was not life-threatening
physically, but it was nearly fatal politically.

Gore, buoyed by newfound energy — along with the backing of the union and Democratic Party establishments -
surged ahead.

Enter John McCain

As the caucuses and primaries drew closer, Bush's evident strength had allowed him, at least for the time being, to
avoid stepping on one of the traditional land mines of the nominating process. Former President Richard Nixon's widely
noted advice to Republican candidates was to run to the right during the primaries and tack back to the center in the
general election. Bush resisted the temptation to cater to the right.

Through the wintry early weeks of 2000, Bush projected a big-tent version of Republicanism. At one of the final
Iowa debates, he shrugged off the taunts of conservative candidate Gary Bauer, who demanded that Bush pledge to make
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opposition to abortion a litmus test for Supreme Court nominees.

Bush's sense of political security was due for a reality check.

The same weekend as that debate, Joe Andrew, chairman of the Democratic Committee, was in Des Moines staging
a bit of political theater. He led a gaggle of reporters and television cameras across a restaurant parking lot to witness
a steamroller labeled, "Bush Tax Cut," steered by a Democrat in a George Bush mask, rolling over a tool box labeled,

"Social Security Lock Box."

On its second try, the steamroller managed to shatter the box.

One of Gore's key Iowa organizers shook his head when the scene was described to him. He faulted the skit not for
its sophomoric tone, but for its target.

"I think those DNC guys are making a mistake attacking Bush," he said. "I'd be more worried about running against
the other guy."

The other guy was Sen. John McCain. Citing a lack of resources, the Vietnam War hero and former POW decided to
skip the Iowa competition and instead concentrate on New Hampshire, which would vote a week later.

New Hampshire, like several of the early Republican primaries, permitted crossover voting by independents and
Democrats. The Arizona senator had compiled a strongly conservative record, but his appeal crossed party lines.

Some analysts noted that as Bradley's Iowa weakness became increasingly apparent, some of his New Hampshire
support from independents migrated not to Gore but to McCain.

That phenomenon proved an omen for the general election. Gore and Bush secured their respective party bases in
both New Hampshire and Iowa, as they would in the general election. But for many independents and swing voters, the
more attractive candidates were Bradley and McCain.

Gore and Bush came out of Iowa buoyed by landslide victories. Gore would beat Bradley again in New Hampshire,
although not by as large a margin. But Bush barely had time to savor his Iowa victory.

Crack in the facade

McCain had spent virtually all his time in New Hampshire. He had carpet-bombed the state with inspirational
biographical videotapes. And it paid off. Buttressed by the support of many independents and Democrats, his campaign
notched a decisive 18-point victory.

A winning personality and a big-tent philosophy had been among the most powerful engines of Bush's candidacy.
Money was another. But until New Hampshire, Bush also had drawn crucial momentum from a sense of inevitability.

For one tense and increasingly bitter month, McCain changed that.

Democratic rules barred any state, except for the traditional gatekeepers of Iowa and New Hampshire, from choosing
delegates before March 7. There were no similar restrictions on the Republican side, where several states would choose
delegates in the weeks between New Hampshire and Super Tuesday.

The result was that the political and media spotlight temporarily shifted almost exclusively to the GOP side.

Delaware held a little-noticed GOP primary the week after New Hampshire, but the prime focus for the campaigns
and the media was South Carolina, where Bush and McCain would face off on Feb 19. By then, every other candidate
except Alan Keyes had dropped out of the Republican field.

A chastened Bush now found it necessary to heed Nixon's advice. His campaign shifted to the right in South Carolina.
Almost his first stop in the state was Bob Jones University, a citadel of Christian fundamentalism where interracial dating
was banned and where a former university president had condemned Roman Catholicism as a cult.

McCain, proclaiming himself a champion of reform, charged around the state giving interview after interview on his

campaign bus, the "Straight Talk Express."

Rebounding from New Hampshire, the Bush campaign tried to preempt the challenger's rhetoric as well as his
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stagecraft. Bush rallies now took place in front of a giant banner sporting his new campaign slogan, "A Reformer with
Results." He rode a bus called the "Victory Express." He suddenly embraced the town meeting format that had brought
success to both McCain and Gore.

Bare knuckles show

Through the winter, the Republican race had remained fairly civil.

South Carolina changed that. Things got rough fast.

Bush professed outrage at a McCain ad comparing his veracity to Clinton's. McCain was the brunt of e-mail and
whispering campaigns charging that he was wavering in his opposition to abortion.

It was the most expensive, hardest-fought primary in the state's history. In the end, Bush rose from the canvas of his
New Hampshire defeat to deliver a body blow to McCain's insurgent candidacy. The senator conceded in a remarkably
bitter speech, full of indignation and invective at Bush's tactics. It seemed his colorful campaign had run out of gas.

But three days later, Michigan's Republican Party had another primary. Bush's forces felt secure there, in part because
of his support from the state's energetic governor, John Engler. But Michigan, like New Hampshire and South Carolina,
allowed crossover voting by independents and Democrats.

Since there was no Democratic contest competing for their attention that day, many chose to vote in the GOP primary,
most of them for McCain.

It was another sharp-elbowed contest. In a controversial speech, McCain denounced Christian conservative icons Pat
Robertson and Jerry Falwell as voices of intolerance. Robertson, himself a former GOP presidential candidate, repaid the
favor with thousands of recorded phone calls critical of McCain. McCain's supporters filled the phone lines with calls
reminding Catholic voters of Bush's appearance at Bob Jones University.

McCain shocked just about everyone and won Michigan — along with a same-day victory in his home state of
Arizona. Recrimination and doubt returned to the Bush campaign.

They would be exorcised by Bush's commanding showing two weeks later.

Until March 7, the nomination fights had been rewarded chiefly in the currencies of momentum and publicity. On
March 7, Super Tuesday, the real prize, convention delegates, came to the fore. Sixteen states conducted primaries or
caucuses for both parties that day.

The balloting fell on Mardi Gras, and was a fat Tuesday indeed for the well-financed frontrunners who could fight on
many fronts simultaneously.

Bush and Gore swept the table. On that day, both parties' nominations were effectively decided.

NOTES:
ONE NATION DIVIDED HOW THE ELECTION OF 2000 UNFOLDED, AND WHAT IT MIGHT MEAN TO
AMERICA'S FUTURE

GRAPHIC: PHOTO: Eric Draper/Associated Press: ON THE MOVE/TEXAS GOV. GEORGE W. BUSH ENTERED
THE CAMPAIGN FLUSH WITH CASH FROM A GOP ESTABLISHMENT THAT SAW HIM AS A PERSONALBE
CANDIDATE UNTAINTED BY THE POISONED POLITICAL ATMOSPHERE IN WASHINGTON. HERE HE
DISPLAYS SOME BODY LANGUAGE WHILE BOWLING IN NASHUA, N.H.
PHOTO: Charles Krupa/Associated Press: HEIR APPARENTNICE PRESIDENT AL GORE FIGURED HIS LONG
EXPERIENCE AND ECONOMIC PROSPERITY WOULD PROPEL HIM EFFORTLESSLY TO THE DEMOCRATIC
NOMINATION. BILL BRADLEY PUT UP A SPIRITED FIGHT, BUT FADED FAST.
PHOTO: Charles Rex Arbogast/Associated Press: FULL COURT PRESS/FORMER KNICKS BASKETBALL STAR

AND NEW JERSEY SEN. BILL BRADLEY RAN AGAINST GORE FROM THE LEFT, PUSHING "BIG IDEAS"
LIKE UNIVERSAL HEALTH CARE COVERAGE. GORE PICKED THEM APART; BRADLEY FOLDED.
PHOTO:: Steve Mellon/Post-Gazette: MUGGING MCCAIN / ARIZONA SEN. JOHN MCCAIN, RIDING

HIS "STRAIGHT TALK EXPRESS" CAMPAIGN BUS AND PROMOTING POLITICAL REFORM, GAVE

029137



Page 6
CHAPTER ONE; THE CAMPAIGN BEGINS Pittsburgh Post-Gazette (Pennsylvania)

FRONTRUNNER GEORGE W. BUSH FITS IN THE EARLY PRIMARIES. BUSH FINALLY CRUSHED
THE POPULAR FORMER POW ON SUPER TUESDAY, THANKS TO HIS OVERWHELMING FINANCIAL
ADVANTAGE. THEY PATCHED THINGS UP IN PITTSBURGH, ABOVE.
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Ex-Legislator Accused Of Vote Fraud

Faces 7 Felony Counts Of Absentee Ballot Fraud

By LYNNE TUGHY
Courant Staff Writer

August 12 2003

Former Hartford state Rep. Barnaby Horton was arrested Monday and charged with seven counts of absentee ballot fraud - all
felonies - in connection with his unsuccessful Democratic primary battle last fall against Kenneth R. Green.

The violations allegedly occurred at the Betty Knox apartment complex on Woodland Street in Hartford, where one resident, Silas
Woodward, told investigators Horton sat at his kitchen table as Woodward completed the ballot, and pointed to his own name and
that of state Sen. Eric Coleman, another Hartford Democrat, as the boxes to check.

"Against his wishes, Woodward checked the box, thereby casting a vote for Horton," the arrest war rant affidavit states. "Woodward
stated he felt compelled to vote for Horton because of Horton's presence while Woodward completed the ballot."

Horton, 34, also was charged with making a false statement to the State Elections Enforcement Commission. In a sworn affidavit he
supplied to the commission dated Sept. 6 - four days before the primary - Horton stated, "At no time did I handle or assist residents
with any absentee ballots, nor did I leave with anyone's absentee ballot."

The arrest war rant affidavit alleges that not only did Horton leave the complex with ballots, but also brought along postage stamps
and affixed them to the envelopes.

Horton, accompanied by his lawyer, Austin J. McGuigan, and several family members, turned himself in to the chief state's
attorney's office in Rocky Hill Monday morning. He was released on his written promise to appear in Hartford Superior Court Aug.
25. Neither Horton nor McGuigan returned phone calls seeking comment.

Horton is perhaps best known as the lead plaintiff in the landmark Horton vs. Meskill lawsuit that led to the 1977 Supreme Court
ruling that forced the state to better equalize school funding.

The chief state's attorney's office's recently formed public integrity bureau is handling the prosecution.

Hartford Democratic Chairman Noel F. McGregor said Horton's arrest "sends a message that you have to play by the rules.
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"I'm not the type of person to pour salt in a wound, but people have to understand that you can't break the law," McGregor said.
"There're no shortcuts."

Horton, a lawyer, was serving his second term as state representative when redistricting forced him into a primary battle with
four-term Democrat Green, of Bloomfield. Their respective districts were now one. Et was Green who launched the elections
enforcement commission investigation last October, with allegations that Horton was present when absentee ballots were being
completed and that he also took possession of some absentee ballots. The residents interviewed by investigators bore out Green's
allegations.

Frances Huckaby said she was in Woodward's apartment when Horton was there, and also filled out her ballot in his presence,
though she shielded it so no one would see which boxes she checked. Horton took the sealed ballot form from her. Huckaby said
she asked fellow resident Rosalind Sailor why she was taking Horton door to door. "Sailor reportedly responded that people let you
in if you're with someone from the building," the affidavit states.

Another resident, Alma Daigle, told investigators that shortly before the primary, Horton knocked on her door and asked if she had
received her absentee ballot. Daigle said she had, but needed help completing it because of her poor vision.

Daigle said Horton left, but returned about half an hour later with another resident. Horton then explained the ballot to Daigle, she
said, and read the names of the candidates. Daigle told him she always voted for the white candidate, according to the affidavit.
Horton, who is white, pointed to the candidate she wanted, and she checked the box. Horton also offered to mail the ballot and left
Daigle's apartment with it, she told the investigators.

Sailor gave conflicting statements to investigators on different occasions, but repeatedly said she did not see Horton handle
absentee ballots. When investigators contacted Sailor again in December, she refused to cooperate. "If you want to do something to
Barnaby Horton, you'll have to do it on your own. I don't want to be bothered anymore," the affidavit quotes her as saying. She also
said "it seems like a witch hunt."

Chief State's Attorney Christopher L. Morano begs to differ.

"The independence of the voter when they're making a decision is paramount in the way we conduct elections," he said Monday.
"The thrust and intent of the law is to make sure the voter is making the decision of their own volition, and not with the sense that
anyone is twisting their arm."

Green said he was not surprised by the arrest.

"These actions were really quite extensive and quite a violation," he said. "I think that these things need to be investigated and dealt
with to the fullest extent. We need to have the public trust."

In September, according to the affidavit, Horton and his lawyer at that time, R. Bartley Halloran, both broached the subject of
reaching a "settlement" with elections enforcement lawyers. Halloran told them Horton "could not unequivocally state that he was
not present when a voter or voters were completing their absentee ballots," the affidavit states.

The state lawyers invited Halloran and Horton to provide the commission with an explanation or defense for Horton's conduct, but
said they heard nothing back.

Morano said the investigation is ongoing, but that he doesn't anticipate additional arrests.

The charges include four counts of unlawful possession of another's absentee ballot and three counts of being present, as a
candidate, when absentee ballots were being filled out. All seven counts are Class D felonies, each punishable by up to five years in
prison and a $5,000 fine. The false statement charge is a Class A misdemeanor, punishable by up to a year in jail and a $1,000 fine.

It's not clear what impact, if any, a felony conviction would have on Horton's license to practice law in the state.

Horton's is the first major absentee ballot scandal to hit Hartford since the 1996 arrest of former 4th District state Rep. Edwin
Garcia, D-Hartford, and six campaign workers. Garcia ultimately resigned his state office and from his job as a Hartford police
sergeant. He was sentenced to a year of home confinement, which a judge lifted after five weeks, and two years' probation after
pleading guilty to three felony counts.

Courant Staff Writer Oshrat Carmiel contributed to this story.

Copyright 2003, Hartford Courant
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Thursday, November 3, 2005
Voting rolls go unchecked in San Bernardino County

By KATHLEEN STINSON

Staff Writer

County elections officials
have no idea how many
non-U.S. citizens may be
voting because no one
checks voter registration
for proof of citizenship.

The main way elections
officials discover non-
citizens who vote Is
through tips from
citizens, said Chief Deputy Registrar Donna Manning.

When filling out the voter registration form, each voter signs a declaration,

under penalty of a felony conviction, that he/she is a U.S. citizen, 18 years

of age or older on or before the next election and not in prison or on parole.

The citizenship information Is only checked randomly.

Once a year the registrar of voters office "bumps" its registration files up
against the jury service forms filled out by people called for jury duty,
Manning said. The two forms are compared for citizenship discrepancies.

"Out of a thousand forms, you get a very small percentage -- one or two --
about a handful a year that don't match," Manning said, adding some say
they are not citizens to get out of jury duty.

Assemblywoman Sharon Runner, R-Antelope Valley, said she "absolutely
believes" voters should have to provide proof of citizenship when registering
to vote. With people being paid to register voters, this leaves open the
potential for voter fraud, Runner said.

The issue of voter fraud was prominent in the 1996 congressional race
between Rep. Robert Dornan and Loretta Sanchez In Orange County. An
investigation by Secretary of State Bill ]ones revealed that Hermandad
Mexicana National had registered 490 documented non-citizens to vote, 303
of which voted in the election.

Assemblyman Mark Wyland, R-Escondido, introduced a bill in the past
legislative session to require voters to provide proof of citizenship when
registering to vote. Assembly Bill 934 failed to pass in the 2005 Legislative
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session but is expected to come up again in the upcoming session, Runner

said.

The Registrar of Voters office also checks for duplicate voter registrations
within the county and against a 57-county statewide list maintained by the

Secretary of State's office when the registration form is initially entered into
the system.
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Man charged with vote fraud 	 CI'

By ERIC STERN
BEE CAPITOL BUREAU

SACRAMENTO — A Tracy man faces five felony counts of forging voter registration cards for the November 2004
election, the California secretary of state's office said Wednesday.

It was the second time prosecutors have filed registration-fraud charges related to last year's election in San Joaquin
County, where the Democratic and Republican parties invested tens of thousands of dollars to increase voter rolls.

The effort was tied to the hotly contested state Senate race between Democratic Sen. Mike Machado of Linden, who
edged out Republican challenger Gary Podesto, the former mayor of Stockton.

"This past election was really rampant" with suspicious voter registrations, said Deborah Hench, the top election
official in San Joaquin. County.

She alerted state election-fraud investigators about her concerns last year as 30,000 new voters were registered
between the June primary and the November general election.

Authorities said they don't believe that any faked voter-registration cards led to fraudulent votes, but orchestrating
phony voter registrations is a crime.

Political parties or their contractors generally pay between $5 and $8 for each registration card filled out.

Hench said her office flags registration cards that don't match addresses, birth dates and other information.

"As long as parties pay for registration, we get some made up," Hench said.

Mathew Cross, 20, of Tracy, could face more than five years in prison, said Scott Fichtner, chief deputy district
attorney in San Joaquin County. Cross is scheduled to be arraigned June 23.

In interviews with state investigators, Cross said soliciting citizens to register was hard work and that forging cards
increased his commissions, according to a news release from Secretary of State Bruce McPherson's office.

Cross did not return a phone call seeking comment. He is on probation after pleading guilty last year to felony
marijuana possession, the district attorney's office said.

Bonnie Fetters, 47, of Stockton pleaded guilty in October to voter registration fraud. She was sentenced to 30 days in
jail and three years of probation, the district attorney's office said.

Bee Capitol Bureau reporter Eric Stern can be reached at 916-326-5544 or estern@inodbee.com.

Posted on 06/16/05 00:00:00
http://www.modbee.com/local/story/10697117p-11479866c.html
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By David Siders
Record Staff Writer
Published Wednesday, March 24, 2004

San Joaquin County has warned the state it is examining 1,500 voter-
registration cards and suspects several are fraudulent, Registrar of
Voters Deborah Hench said Tuesday.

Hench said the cards are being examined after elections officials
discovered a new registration card with an incorrect address for
someone who already had correctly registered to vote.

And several registration cards in the batch have signatures that look
similar, Hench said.

The cards were received after the deadline for voting in the March 2
primary and therefore did not affect that election, she said.

The number of registration cards sent to the state Elections Fraud
Investigations Unit could be much fewer than 1,500. Hench said her
office will determine which ones to send.

The review comes as elections officials continue counting provisional
ballots cast March 2.

"It just causes more work for us,' Hench said.
Advertisement

Meanwhile, in a separate
fraud investigation, a
Stockton woman pleaded
guilty Tuesday to a
misdemeanor charge of
forging six registration cards
in 2001.

Rhonda Kenya Felix, 29,
was paid $4 for each
Republican voter she
registered, according to
court documents. Felix and
five others in 2001 were the
subject of a fraud
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investigation into the
registering of Republicans in
San Joaquin County.

In the case, David Vance,
the owner of the company
that hired Felix, said Felix
was paid $633 for one batch
of registration cards but was
not paid for a second batch,
because it appeared she
forged the cards, court
documents said.

Felix declined to discuss the
case.
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"I don't want my name in the paper," she said.

Vance said his company, Vance Petition Circulators of Stockton, pays
workers to register voters, often outside grocery and department stores.
The completed forms are then given to the office of the registrar of
voters.

The company hasn't had fraudulent registration cards returned to it
since Felix did so in 2001, he said.

"Some of the people that have gone to jail for this have done it for, like,
10 bucks," he said.

Hench said paying collectors per registration encourages fraud. The
practice, however, is legal.

"I think (Vance) hires people that are not always on the up and up," she
said.

Vance said he hires collectors by word of mouth. Most collectors want to
get accurate names on registrations, not collect more money, he said.

"You've got to give everybody a shot, as long as they've got some kind
of intelligence," he said.

Felix was sentenced in San Joaquin County Superior Court to 30 days
in jail.

To reach reporter David Siders, phone (209) 943-8580 or e-mail
dsiders@recordnet_com

"It just causes more work for us."
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California Secretary of State Bill Jones
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Contact: Shad Balch
Thursday, March 9, 2000

	
Beth Miller

Secretary of State Investigation Nabs Husband and Wife
for Elections Fraud

Couple Charged With Submitting Forged Voter Registration Cards

STOCKTON --- Investigators with Secretary of State Bill Jones'
Elections Fraud Investigations Unit (EFIU) and prosecutors from the San
Joaquin County District Attorney's office today arrested Daniel Williams,
Sr. and Carolyn Williams, husband and wife, on charges of submitting
fraudulent voter registration cards to the San Joaquin County Registrar of
Voters.

The couple, who worked for Green Petition Management and Campaign
Services, allegedly submitted eight voter registration cards containing
forged signatures to the San Joaquin County Registrar of Voters. After
examining the cards, the county registrar suspected fraud and requested
that Secretary of State Bill Jones' EFIU open an investigation.

100 percent participation with zero tolerance for fraud – that's been my
message consistently for the last five years," said Secretary of State Bill
Jones. "People think that in a state as large as California, it might be easy
to get away with a small-scale criminal violation of elections law. But my
message can't be more clear: every single allegation of elections
misconduct will be investigated and prosecuted to the fullest extent of the
law," added Jones.

The secretary of state EFIU investigators and prosecutors, with the district
attorney's office arrested Daniel and Carolyn Williams this morning on
charges of violating Elections Code Section 1801 and Penal Code
Sections 115a and 470, submitting a false affidavit and forging
signatures. The pair will be held in custody until their arraignment
tomorrow at the San Joaquin County Courthouse at 1:30 p.m.

Since established by Secretary Jones in 1995, nearly 200 cases of
elections fraud have been referred by the secretary of state's EFIU to
county district attorney's for prosecution, and in 1999, 61 percent of cases
referred have resulted in convictions.	 :.
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WH woman accused of voting fraud

In an investigation by the State Attorney's Office, Amber Moye, of Winter
Haven, was found to have "cast a fraudulent ballot."

According to a complaint affidavit, Moye " knowingly voted a fraudulent
ballot in the November 2003 election held in the town of Dundee after being
advised by the Polk County Supervisor of Elections that it was a felony
violation to vote if she was not a resident of Dundee."

The Polk County Supervisor of Elections Office had received a telephone
request for an absentee ballot for Moye, who reportedly had a Dundee
address. The ballot material was sent and then returned reflecting a Winter
Haven forwarding address.

Barbara Osthoff, assistant supervisor of elections, advised that she contacted
the clerks office for Winter Haven in an attempt to confirm the Winter Haven
address of Moye. Based on the new address being outside of the Dundee city
limits, the ballot was "rejected as illegal."

Moye stated, in the investigation, that she voted because that was where she
was registered ad she never changed the registration because she was only
temporarily living in Winter Haven. Moye said that she would be moving
back to Dundee within 30 days.

Voting fraud is a third.-degree felony, punishable of up to five years in jail,
according to Assistant State Attorney Chip Thullbeny. In this instance Moye
will not serve jail time but will instead have a pre-trial intervention that if she
completes charges will not be filed against her.

According to Thullber y the pre-trial intervention is a diversion program that
generally lasts 18 months and is a contract saying that the person, in violation
of the law, agrees to a contract that they will stay out of trouble.

Click here to return to story:
http://www.polkoiilin.e.coln/stori.es/010604/loc voting.shtml
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Firefighter Arrested, Released for illegally Voting 	 /l^1

V . VOTER FRAUD CHARGES
A firefighter accused of Illegally voting was released on bond Thursday. Police
say 58-year-old Ronny Douglas voted from an Anderson address while actually

	

i	 living 7 miles away in Pendleton.5 'r	 F

Ronny
y	 ;`	 Douglas	 Authorities say Douglas registered under the address of his rental property in

Anderson. His wife told Investigators that they've lived in Pendleton since their
1992 wedding.

Madison County Voters Registration Records show Douglas using the Anderson
address for voting since 1984. He also allegedly filed fraudulent applications for

absentee ballots in the 2000 and 2002 elections.

Douglas faces perjury charges.

(Copyright 2004 Associated Press. All rights reserved. This material may not be published, broadcast, rewritten, or
redistributed.)
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6 face voting-related charges

By BRUCE SCHULTZ

Acadiana bureau

LAFAYETTE -- A federal grand jury has accused St. Martinville City
Councilwoman Pamela Champagne Thibodeaux of conspiracy and
submitting false information for voter registration, while St. Martin Parish
authorities have charged five people with voter irregularities.

The four-count federal indictment, returned last week but unsealed Tuesday,
accuses Thibodeaux of conspiracy and three counts of submitting false
information to register to vote during her 2002 re-election campaign for the
District 3 seat on the St. Martinville City Council.

"It's never going to end," she said Tuesday morning before referring any
questions to attorney Gerald Block of Lafayette.

Block declined to comment.

Under state law, Thibodeaux will not have to step down from office unless
she is convicted of any of the four felony charges.

In state court, Assistant District Attorney Chester Cedars said he has charged
Lillian Bernard., Thibodeaux's brother Burton Champagne, Albert Decuir,
Reid Foti and Hardy "Joey" Theriot, former St. Martinville Section 8 housing
administrator. Cedars said more people will be charged, but he would not say
who they will be.

The federal indictment claims Thibodeaux persuaded three people, Stacy
Richard, Carrie Fruge and Decuir, to fill out voter registration cards on March
5, 2002.

"It was part of the conspiracy that, in order to increase the likelihood of being
elected to the City Council ... Thibodeaux would ask persons living in the St.
Martinville, Louisiana, area but not in her district to agree to falsely register
in her district," the indictment reads.

She brought voter registration cards to the co-conspirators and asked them to
fill out the cards with everything but their address, the indictment indicates,
and Thibodeaux wrote the address of 320 Oliver St. in St. Martinville for
Richard, Fruge and Decuir. None of the three are charged in the federal case,
which has been assigned to U.S. District Judge Richard Haik.

029750
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Cedars said Bernard is charged with two misdemeanors for voting on April 6,
2002, and on May 4, 2002, knowing she was unqualified to vote in the
District 3 race.

Decuir and Champagne are each accused of a felony for filing their voter
registration cards with an address within District 3, and two misdemeanors
for voting in the primary and runoff with improper registrations, Cedars said.

Foti, an electrician for the city of St. Martinville, is accused of two felony
counts of filing two false voter registrations, one for himself and one for
Bernard, the prosecutor said, and two misdemeanors for voting in the two
District 3 elections based on those improper registrations.

Theriot, former director of the St. Martinville Housing Authority, is accused
of a misdemeanor for voting absentee in March 2002, knowing he was not
qualified to vote in the municipal election.

Cedars said the cases will be vigorously prosecuted.

"It's going to be addressed with the severity of the offenses," he said.

Click here to return to story:
ht̀ pt ://www 2theadvocate.com/stories/121703/n.ew face0Ol .shtml
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Voter fraud in Worcester City Council election being investigated

WORCESTER, Mass. Voter fraud has been alleged In a Worcester City council race.

Candice Mero Carlson lost the November eighth District Two election by 102 votes to Councilor
Philip Palmieri.

However Carlson charges that two prominent Palmieri supporters -- bar owner and Worcester
magazine publisher Paul Giorgio and Boston lobbyist Paul Pezzella -- voted for Palmieri, although
they don't live in the district. And she has asked Worcester District Attorney John Conte to
investigate her allegations.

Carlson said her charges are not about changing the results of the election, which she says she
clearly lost. She says the state's voter fraud statute carries criminal fines and penalties, and she
wants them carried out If the law was violated.

A spokeswoman for Conte told the Telegram and Gazette of Worcester the matter Is under
investigation.

Palmieri says he is happy with the election results, and says Carlson's complaint is an Election
Commission matter.

Copyright 2005 Associated Press. All rights reserved. This material may not be published,
broadcast, rewritten, or redistributed.
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St. Louis Sees Specter of Vote Fraud

By B. DRUMMOND AYRES Jr.

S T. LOUIS, March 3 — When it comes to American cities with a notorious history of
election fraud, St. Louis can hold its own. Its political past is replete with instances in

which people no longer alive got to vote, not to mention people who never lived.

In last November's presidential election, some voters filed a lawsuit midway through
Election Day demanding that voting hours be extended. They said that election officials had
permitted polling places to become chaotically crowded, possibly in a deliberate effort to
depress the city's heavy black vote.

The hours were extended, then it was discovered that the chief plaintiff in the lawsuit had
been dead the better part of a year.

Come Tuesday, the people of St. Louis will head to the polls again, this time to nominate
candidates for the April 3 mayoral election. And once again the integrity of the city's voting
system is as much at issue as what the various candidates have to say about the city's
economic and social problems. Once again, there are bold headlines and live-at-6 broadcasts
about scores of bogus registrations, secret grand jury investigations and accusations of
blatant race-based disenfranchisement.

"It's the same old never-ending St. Louis story," said James Shrewsbury, a city alderman and
veteran of the city's political wars. "It's what happens when you have an old city that insists
on hanging on to the bad old political ways. I know. At one point, somebody out there
reregistered my long-dead mother."

None of Tuesday's mayoral candidates have been accused of wrongdoing. But there is no
shortage of whispering — unsubstantiated — that some of them have supporters who would
not hesitate to write down a bogus name or address. There also is plenty of talk -
unsubstantiated — that Republican election officials are intent on making it difficult for
blacks to vote, while Democratic election officials are intent on making it too easy for blacks
to vote.

And, some election officials and political professionals say, there is always the real
possibility that some of the fraud and disenfranchisement exists only in the imagination of
those who want to make an opponent or another party look bad. Likewise, it is said that
some of the most egregious fraud, like registering dead aldermen, may well have been
perpetrated by people hired to sign up new voters and paid on a per- person basis.

Whatever the case, this much is certain:

A grand jury is investigating a report by election officials that hundreds of fraudulent names
and nonexistent addresses were found on about 3,800 voter registration cards turned in last
month just hours before the deadline for signing up for Tuesday's election. 029753
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"It's just incredible what we've uncovered," Kevin Coan, an election official, said. "Would
you believe the names of three dead aldermen? Of course you would. This is St. Louis."

A coalition of civic and church groups, Citizens Concerned with African-American Voter
Disenfranchisement, says that although voting fraud is a problem in St. Louis, the city's
election officials have gone overboard on tightening voting regulations. The group is
contemplating legal action if election officials do not take steps to make it easier for St.
Louis residents to vote, particularly blacks, who account for half of the city's 333,960
residents.

"We're not charging specific fraud or specific partisan politics or specific racism, though we
aren't nave," Richard Gaines, a coalition official, said. "What we are charging is that it is not
easy to vote in this town if you are black. There's always another form to fill out or another
official to see or another office to visit. That has to change."

The city prosecutor, Jennifer Joyce, and state election officials say they are so concerned
about voting irregularities that they will send poll observers on Tuesday to keep an eye on
things. "We're going to make sure that the process is not tainted in any way," Ms. Joyce
promised a few days ago.

And the United States attorney general, John Ashcroft, a Missourian, says he will send in
several Justice Department "monitors" and take "appropriate action" should there be any
violations of voting rights or instances of voter fraud.

The mayoral candidates seeking nomination on Tuesday — four Democrats and two
Republicans — are saying little about voting irregularities other than to call for a clean
election. Instead, they are trying to keep the focus on improving the sometimes marginal
quality of health care, schooling and economic opportunity in the city.

St. Louis is one of the country's most heavily Democratic cities. So only the Democratic
primary is being watched carefully, since winning it is tantamount to winning office. And
that primary, if the polls have it right, seems most likely to end up as a down-to-the-wire race
between a former mayor, Freeman Bosley Jr., and the president of the city's Board of
Aldermen, Francis Slay.

The incumbent mayor, Clarence Harmon, has disappointed many voters over the past four
years and appears to have little chance of being re-elected.

Mr. Bosley, who is black, has the support of one of the city's most influential blacks,
Representative William Lacy Clay Jr., and probably will get most of the black vote.

Mr. Slay is white and probably will get most of the white vote.

Mr. Hannon, who is black, captured the mayor's job four years ago by unseating Mr. Bosley.
He did it with the help of white votes. Where the now disenchanted Harmon supporters go
on Tuesday — blacks and whites — could decide the race.

The other Democratic candidate is Bill Hass, a school board member. The Republican
candidates are Michael Chance and Francis Wildhaber.
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FBI subpoenas records from Election Board

:.:Of the Post-Dispatch
® 2001 St. Louis Post-Dispatch

The Federal Bureau of Investigation has
subpoenaed St. Louis Election Board records on
all people who registered to vote , oast ballots or i.qr
whose,efforts were rejected from Oct. 1 through
March 6.

The FBI subpoena also seeks all Internal board
correspondence, including Memos and e-mail. St. Louis Police Officer

Craig Bonwp condors

The action, taken Monday. is the first indication the crowd outside the
Board of Electionthat the Justice Department or its agencies appear Commissioners building

to be launching a federal investigation into Nov. 7, 2000.
accusations of vote fraud or attempted fraud in the 
Nov. 7 general election and the city's March 6
mayoral primary.

A federal inquiry would be in addition to an investigation by a St. Louis grand
jury. ordered by city Circuit Attorney Jennifer Joyce. into 3,800 suspect
voter-registration cards turned in at the deadline for the March 6 primary.

Some of those cards sought to register prominent people already on the
rolls, as well as several deceased aldermen and a dog.

Regarding Mondays action, local FBI spokesman Peter Krusing would say
only that "a subpoena was served."

He declined further comment. The Justice Department also declined to
comment Monday, as did the office of U.S. Attorney Audrey Fleiss.g

However, sources with some of the agencies confirmed that the serving of
the subpoena signals involvement by an arm of the Justice Depanment or
one of its task forces.

The Post-Dispatch witnessed the serving of the subpoena, which occurred
about 3:30 p.m. Monday when an FBI agent, accompanied by a uniformed
officer, walked into the Election Board headquarters at 208 South Tucker

Boulevard.

The agent read aloud from the two-page subpoena, which was given to one
of the employees. None of the board's officials or commissioners were
present. Afterward, no workers would comment and none of the
commissioners could be reached.

The FBI subpoena gives the Election Board until 9:30 a.m. on May 6 to turn
over mandated documents to the Eastern District Circuit Court at the
Eagleson federal courthousp. The subpoena states the documents wilt be
given to a federal grand jury.

The subpoena seeks all records pertaining to any person who registered to
vote between Oct. 1 and March 6, or whose voter-registration application
was rejected.

It also demands all records of anyone who cast absentee ballots or regular
ballots during that period, as well as anyone who was turned away at the
polls and barred from voting.

The scope of that demand is enormous. The city residents affected would
include:

Voters who cast absentee or regular ballots - almost 125.000 on Nov. 7 and
close to 83,000 on March 6.

At least 143 unregistered people who, according to former Missouri
Secretary of State Bekki Cook, were illegally allowed to cast ballots on Nov.
7.

202 501 3283	 P.10
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Hundreds of registered voters who, according a postelection investigation by
Cook, were improperly prevented from voting on Nov. 7.

At least 15.000 people who registered to vote, or attempted to do so,
between Oct. 1 and March 6. That includes the 3,800 suspect voter cards.

Sources say U.S. Attorney General John Ashcroft might recuse himself from
the investigation - as may some of his aides - because city voters played a
role in Ashcroft's Nov. 7 defeat in his bid for a second term in the U.S.
Senate.

Sen. Christopher "tit" Bond. R-Mo„ said Monday, "All St. Louis voters
should support this law-enforcement investigation because it may be our
city's best chance to clean up our elections and our image."

Earlier this month, Bond called for further investigations because his office
had learned from state election officials that 24,000 registered voters in the
city, and 33,000 in St, Louis County, also were registered to vote elsewhere
in the city or state.

Missouri Secretary of State Matt Blunt says he is collecting voter records to
determine whether any of those voters illegally cast multiple ballots in the
Nov, 7 or March 6 elections.

Bond has been calling for federal involvement since he and other
Republicans alleged vote fraud In St. Louis in the Nov. 7 elections. They.
were upset by Democratic efforts to keep St. Louis' polls open an extra three
hours, until 10 p.m. A local judge approved the request. but a state appeals
court ordered the polls closed about 7:45 p.m.

Democrats blamed crowds at the polls on Nov. 7 and confusion over an
"inactive voter list" of more than 30.000 registered voters. That list was not
distributed to poll workers, causing a crush of angry would-be voters at the
downtown Election Board shortly before the polls dosed.

But in February. some Democrats alleged attempted vote fraud when the
3,800 suspect voter-registration cards turned up at the registration deadline
for the March 6 Democratic mayoral primary.

As a result of the allegations swirling around those cards, the hotly
contested primary was conducted under the scrutiny of an unprecedented
number of observers dispatched by federal. state and local election officials.
or law enforcement agencies.

The Election Board also has been reeling from the arrest on March 1 in
Alton of the city's then-top GOP elections official, Kevin Coan. He stands
accused of attempting to solicit a minor over the Internet; the "minor' turned
out to be fictitious and part of an Alton sex-sting operation.

Several of the board's key employees or commissioners have resigned or
are on leave. Gov. Bob Holden, who appoints the four-person board of
commissioners, has said he plans to name a new board soon.

Reporter Jo Mannies:
E-mail: jmartniea@post-dispatch.com

Phone: 314-340-8334
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FBI advances Missouri voter fraud probe
By Jerry Seper

THE WASI KG*Off TW.ES

The FBI has ratcheted 'up its
investigation into Missouri's Nov. 7
presidential election and a separate
March 6 mayoral primary in St.
Louis, ordering local election com-
missioners to hand over thousands
of documents in an ongoing search
for voter fraud.

A subpoena in the FBI's continu-
ing probe, issued without statement
Monday, calls for the St. Louis Elec.
tion Board of Commssioners to sur-
render voter registration records
and other documents. The records
ere expected to show, among other
things, that dead people and a dog
were able to cast ballots in one or
both of the elections.

The FBI, along with a state grand
jury, is looking to examine 3,800
potentially fraudulent voter regis-
tration records. Federal and state
investigators also want to review all
election documents relating to peo-
ple who registered to vote between
Oct. 1 and March 6; records show-
ing whose voter registration appli-
cations were rejected; documents
showing who cast absentee ballots;
and records of those who were
turned away from the polls or oth-
erwise barred from voting.

Investigators also are examining
documents relating to 143 unregis-
tered voters known to have voted in
the Nov. 7 election.

The Board of Commissioners,
which also has been asked by the
FBI to turn over all of its related
internal correspondence and e-
mail, has until May 6 to hand over
the documents.

"Voter confidence in the outcome
of elections is essential to our dem-
ocratic system;" said Sen. Christo-
pher S. Bond, the Missouri Repub-
lican who initially called for the
probe. "Events in St. Louis remind
us once again how important it is to
guard rigorously against any and all
attempts to exploit voting laws far
political purposes.

'Apparent attempts to break the
law in St. Louis are an affront to cit-
izens who follow the law and under-
mine our faith in the election
process;' he said.

The.FBI and the grand jury ini-
tially focused on accusations of
widespread voter registration and
balloting irregularities during the
Nov. 7 election, including a petition
prompted by Democratic Party offl-
cials to keep the polls open in St.
Louis for an additional three hours.
The petition, signed by a voter'who
died in 1999, was later overturned

by an appellate court, although the
polls remained open an additional
45 minutes.

Texas Gov. George W. Bush won
the Nov. 7 presidential election in
Missouri over Vice President Al
Gore with 52 percent afthe vote. But
John Ashcroft, note attorney geuar•
al, lost his Senate seat to the late
Gov Mel Carnahan, who had died In
a plane crash a month earlier. Mr.
Carnahao's widow, Jean, was;
appointed to his seat. Despite que8-'
dons about the vote and suspected
irregularities, Mr. Ashcroft did net
challenge the results. St. Louis' high
Democratic totals figured yrorni-,
nently in Mr..Ashcrott's defeat

Questions also surfaced of erdie
March 6 mayoral primary, when it
was reported that at least thi ee dead
aldermen had registered to vote in
the election, The primary was won
by Alderman Francis G. Slay, ensur-
ing. that St. Louis would get a new
chief executive for the third time in
the past eight years.

Mr. Bond, along with the Land-
mark Legal Foundation, a Washing-
ton-based public-interest law firm,
initially sought the investigation in
November. They told the Justice
Department that widespread voter
irregularities by Democrats had
tainted both elections. Rep. William.

L. Clay, Missouri Democrat, later
charged that thousands of regis-
tered voters — mostly minorities -
were turned away from the polls by
Republicans.

Landmark's president, Mark
Levin, said in a letter last month to
Lee J. Radek, head of the Justice
Department's public-Integrity. sec-
tion, that shortly after a St. Louis
udge ordered the polls to stay open
onger on Nov. 7, prerecorded tele!
phone messages from the Rev. Jessd
Jackson informing residents they
could vote late "began ringing into
St. Louis households." He also said
Mr. Gore personally called a popu-
lar radid talk show to say the polls
Would stay open late.

"If the citizens of Missouri are to
have any confidence at all in the
integrity of their elections, then the
U.S. Justice Department must hold
the St. Louis Election Board and
anyone else responsible under the
U.S. Voting Rights Act;' Mn Levin
Said.

FBI officials in St. Louis can-
firmed that a subpoena was issued
but declined to comment on the
investigation. U.S. Attorney Audrey
Fleissig in St. Louis and Justice
Department officials in Washington
also have declined to comment.
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Political activist seeks vindication as ruling nears

By Darryl McGrath, Globe Correspondent, 1/8/2004

ALBANY, N.Y. -- A disbarred Wall Street lawyer, convicted of the almost unheard-of felony charge of illegal
voting, is seeking vindication through a last-ditch appeal to the US Supreme Court.

The appellant is John Kennedy O'Hara, a longtime Brooklyn political activist who ran several insurgent
campaigns against the Brooklyn Democratic machine until 1996, when he was convicted of voting using an
address that was not his permanent residence. He says party bosses targeted him for prosecution to silence
him.

The Supreme Court is scheduled to decide tomorrow whether it will accept the appeal. The case has wended
through state and federal courts, an odyssey that has included a conviction, a reversal on appeal, a hung jury
in a second trial, and then another conviction. A state appeals court in Albany upheld the second conviction.

O'Hara has made a full-time pursuit out of seeking an overturn of his conviction and reinstating his right to vote
and his ability to practice law. He faced up to 28 years in prison on seven charges of illegal voting, but instead
was sentenced to 1,500 hours of community service. He has spent that time picking up garbage in Brooklyn
parks. His appeals have cost him tens of thousands of dollars, but he said he has persevered on behalf of
other activists who might be intimidated by fears of similar prosecutions.

"If you're going to start prosecuting people for voting, there's not much left after that," he said. "You don't have
much choice when you're a convicted felon and a disbarred attorney, because you're wrecked."

He said Brooklyn District Attorney Charles Hynes, backed by the Brooklyn Democratic Party, selectively
prosecuted him for voting using the address he shared for a year with his then-girlfriend, even as he
maintained his longtime apartment 14 blocks away in Brooklyn.

O'Hara practiced at a Wall Street law firm while also following his political passions. He thinks mainstream
Democrats wanted to silence him because of his habit of running for office and also running the campaigns of
insurgent candidates.

In 1996, O'Hara was among several people who filed a federal lawsuit seeking new primaries in elections for
legislative offices and judgeships. In such races in Brooklyn and much of New York City, the primaries almost
always decide the winner. O'Hara, an unsuccessful candidate for a state Assembly seat that year, was
charged with illegal voting a few weeks later. The elections from which the criminal charges stemmed had
occurred four years earlier.

A spokesman for Hynes dismissed O'Hara's accusation of selective prosecution.

"Mr. O'Hara has had a day and a half in court, and the district attorney's position has been consistently
upheld," spokesman Jerry Schmetterer said. "We've been commenting on this for a long time, and going to the
Supreme Court — he's certainly entitled to do it, but this case has already been adjudicated three times."

O'Hara is the first person convicted of Illegal voting in New York since Susan B. Anthony, who voted in a
federal election in Rochester in 1872, when only men had the right, said O'Hara's attorney, Barry Fallick.
Others have noted the rarity of O'Hara's conviction.

"Usually cases like this aren't prosecuted," said Lee Daghlian, a spokesman for the New York State Board of
Elections. "They're not high on most DAs' lists, this sort of thing."
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Illegal voting was seldom prosecuted in New York City even when it was a blatant part of politics, said Dan
Lorello, a state archivist. "Illegal voting happened all the time in New York City in the 19th century. You voted
early and often. Dead people, ballot stuffing – it was like Chicago. But nobody really got convicted_"

Given that history, and the brutal style of Brooklyn politics, the prosecution of O'Hara has raised some
eyebrows. The David-vs.-Goliath nature of O'Hara's battle against the Brooklyn District Attorney's office also
has won O'Hara the support from the editorial pages of several New York newspapers.

"From the Brooklyn DA's perspective, it's proven to be a mistake to have prosecuted the case, even though he
won, because he's gotten so much bad publicity over it," said Erik Engquist, a political columnist for Courier
Life Publications, a group of Brooklyn community newspapers.

"The suggestion that it wasn't politically motivated is just absurd. Brooklyn politics is not for the fainthearted.
There is retribution, there is recrimination if you cross certain lines. John O'Hara did cross those lines, but on
the other hand, he was never important enough to justify the response he got. He has suffered greatly.from,
this experience. And he is clutching to the thinnest thread of legal hope."

The New York State Court of Appeals in Albany upheld O'Hara's conviction in a 5-to-2 vote in 2001. The::
Second Circuit Court of Appeals subsequently refused to grant him an appeal.

O'Hara, who participated in his first political campaign at age 12 by handing . out fliers for George McGovern,
said waiting for the Supreme Court's decision is relatively easier because he. has suffered many defeats. "You
have to hang in there," he said. "You have to give it a shot."

© Copyright 2004 Globe Newspaper Company.

m Copyright 2004 The New York Times Company
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Fake Votes From Rikers?

Sources say bosses used inmate IDs
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Probers in the widening city Correction Department political scandal have been told of alleged efforts by Rikers Island supervisors
to falsify voter registrations and absentee ballots, Newsday has learned.

The Bronx district attorney's office and a grand jury investigating the case have interviewed jail supervisors and officers who
allegedly did campaign work on city time last year, Rikers sources said.

A key figure in the probe is Anthony Serra, the former three-star Rikers chief with Republican Party ties who is already facing
grand-larceny and false-filing charges related to allegedly diverting cor rection personnel and equipment for work on his suburban
home.

One theory under investigation, sources say, is that the registrations were made in the name of inmates to help election candidates
favored by bosses - either with or without the inmates' knowledge.

Inmates are not barred from voting unless serving time for felony convictions. Most city jail inmates - a constantly churning
population of as many as 14,000 at a time - are detainees awaiting trial.

City voting scandals of the past have involved the use of absentee ballots to cast phantom votes, such as nursing-home officials who
• filled in clients' ballots.

Correction Department spokesman Tom Antenen said that in all of last year's election cycle, there were 48 requests from city
inmates for absentee ballots.

"We pick up the ballots at the Board of Elections and deliver them to inmates requesting them," he said. "When they fill them out,
we deliver them to the Board of Elections."

Of the 48 delivered to the board in the last election, however, 1.6 were certified, meaning accepted as valid by the board, according
to the department.

"The rest were not certified," Antenen said. "Either they failed to sign the form or they were not registered, that type of stuff." 	 n0-29156
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Antenen said he had no knowledge of a vote probe. The city Department of Investigation declined to comment. Board of Elections
officials had no comment.

After months of scandals in the city's massive jail system, no criminal charges have been filed regarding the campaign operations.

When Serra was indicted in February, Bronx prosecutors said the counts of grand larceny, defrauding the government and
falsifying business records filed against him involved his personal use of jail personnel and resources to run errands and work on
his Putnam County house.

Most of the indictment's 89 counts strictly hold Serra responsible for false sign-in sheets and overtime reports filed on behalf of an
aide. These counts cite allegedly false department reports filed bi-weekly between June 2002 until October 2002.

One key period was omitted from the charges: Aug. 31 to Sept. 16. That's the period surrounding the statewide party primaries,
which were Sept. 10. At the time, Sena was a "security consultant" by the state GOP to help Gov. George Pataki win a second
ballot line, the Independence Party nomination.

Officers were surreptitiously videotaped, reportedly doing campaign work, on that day, as shown weeks later on WABC-TV. Serra,
dropped as a consultant, has pleaded not guilty to the charges. He has resigned from the department.

A key question is whether prosecutors will account for the missing 17-day period by adding charges involving the campaign
operations allegedly conducted from Rikers Island.

"During that period, people under Serra's control were rolling their eyes and grumbling that they had to pick up campaign and
election-related items," said an official who declined to be identified, recalling September's primary effort.

"They were talking about having to pick up absentee ballots and voter registration forms," the official said. "Apparently they
needed to get people registered to vote in the Independence primary."

Sources said Serra conducted campaign business out of the trailer on Rikers that served as his office at the time. Two wardens
under Serra's command allegedly directed submission of voter-registration cards, informants said.

The review has arisen along with other allegations of partisan abuse within the department. Deputy Warden Lionel Lorquet stated
in court papers that he found an official of the department's investigations unit videotaping his house, where he was to host a
mayoral campaign fund-raiser for Democrat Mark Green in 2001.

Copyright ® 2003, Newsday, Inc.
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American Center for Voting Rights Refers Voter Fraud 	 US. Newswire
Investigation to Department of Justice, Congressional Oversight Nedleunkft,ld,^de

Panel

7 hour, 52 minutes ago

To: State Desk

Contact: Jim Dyke for American Center for Voting Rights, 843-722-9670

COLUMBUS, Ohio, March 21 /U.S. Newswire/ – Today the American Center for Voting Rights (ACVR) referred a compendium of
preliminary findings of registration fraud, intimidation, vote fraud and litigation to the U.S. Department of Justice news - web
sites). The report was previously made available to the House Administration Committee who will hold a field hearing on election
fraud in Columbus today.

A report focused on similar fraudulent activity in Florida will be made available to the public in the coming weeks. Among the
Florida report's findings were a box of 180 ACORN voter registrations surfacing just one week before election day that prompted a
statewide investigation into the group's practices.

The Ohio report states, "Third party organizations, especially ACT, ACORN and NAACP engaged in a coordinated "Get Out the
Vote" effort. A significant component of this effort appears to be registering individuals who would cast ballots for the candidate
supported by these organizations. This voter registration effort was not limited to the registration of legal voters but, criminal
Investigations and news reports suggest, that this voter registration effort also involved the registration of thousands of fictional
voters such as the now infamous Jive F. Turkey, Sr., Dick Tracy and Mary Poppins. Those individuals registering these fictional
voters were reportedly paid not just money to do so but were, in at least one instance, paid in crack cocaine."

After giving the report to the Department of Justice (news - web sites), ACVR General Counsel Thor Hearne stated in testimony
prepared for delivery before the House Administration Committee, "there can be no doubt that election safeguards are critical to
protecting our elections. When Dick Tracy's fraudulent vote is counted, an honest Ohio voter is disenfranchised. So I find it is
beyond the pale that the same organizations who unsuccessfully sought to remove election safeguards by judicial fiat during the
election are once again seeking to eliminate these safeguards by state and federal legislation while continuing their battle in the
courts." Hearne will testify on this issue today before the House Administration Committee.

ACVR is a non-partisan 501 (c)(3) legal and education center committed to defending the rights of voters and working to increase
public confidence in the fairness and outcome of elections. The group is compiling similar reports for the states of Pennsylvania
and Wisconsin which will be released in the coming weeks. To download a copy of the report or for more information on ACVR,
please visit http://www.ac4vr.com

http://www.usnewswire.com/
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Four local residents are charged with election fraud
Times Staff

EAST PROVIDENCE — A father and son duo and a Seekonk husband and wife have been charged with election fraud stemming from
last fall's primary race in East Providence, the state Attorney General's Office announced Friday.
C. Richard Costa, 77, of Bristol, his son Keith Costa, 45, of East Providence; and Antonio Arruda, 51 and Aida Arruda, 50, both of Seekonk, are
accused of fraudulently casting or attempting to cast ballots in a voting district other than where they lived in the Sept. 14 East Providence
Primary.

The four individuals reportedly face a total of 15 counts, both felonies and
misdemeanors, according to published reports.

Last fall, Thomas Reilly, a member of the East Providence Board of Canvassers,
filed a complaint alleging voter fraud, and the Rhode Island State Police conducted
an investigation. Both the Costas and the Arrudas were originally charged last
October with voting illegally.

According to police, the Costas are alleged to have registered for the East
Providence Democratic Primary using the business address of Keith Costa's auto
body shop, James Auto Body, 175 Taunton Ave., East Providence.

Police also allege the Arrudas used the address of a Dunkin Donuts that they own in
East Providence when they registered to vote in the primary.

AtI of the defendants are scheduled for a pre-arraignment conference in Providence
County Superior Court on Aug. 30.
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Voter Fraud Suspect Reaches
Agreement

RAPID CITY (AP) -- A Rapid City man, who has been accused of voter
fraud, will make a plea agreement.

Lyle Nichols had been accused of falsifying voter registration cards during
last year's campaign. He faced up to five years in prison on each of five
counts of fraud.

But his attorney said Thursday that a plea agreement has been reached with
the state Attorney General's Office which would lessen the charges to class
six felonies.

The agreement is expected be finalized in court next week.

Nichols was arrested last October after the Pennington County auditor's office
noticed irregularities in registration cards that were submitted. Authorities
said at the time that more than 230 registrations were pulled because of
accuracy concerns.

All Contents ©Copyright Yankton Daily Press & Dakotan . Please read our Privacy
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Vote fraud suspected in House District 137

Loser in primary suspected in bogus registration swaps

By JOE STINEBAKER
Copyright 2005 Houston Chronicle

Harris County officials are investigating allegations of vote fraud in connection with a 	 RESOURCES
legislative primary in southwest Houston last year.

• Complete coverage: See
more stories and resources

County Tax Assessor-Collector Paul Bettencourt, who serves as the county's voter registrar, 	 on the 79th Texas

asked the district attorney to investigate after discovering what he thinks was a pattern of 	 Legislature from the

improper voter registrations in state House District 137. 	
Houston Chronicle.

Neither District Attorney Chuck Rosenthal nor the investigator in the case could be reached for comment Friday.

Bettencourt and state Rep. Scott Hochberg, D-Houston, the incumbent, said the investigation is a continuation of one
begun last year and is focused on Bernardo Chike Amadi, who unsuccessfully challenged Hochberg in the March
Democratic primary. Amadi could not be reached for comment Friday.

Bettencourt said he has given the district attorney information about at least 157 voters, and perhaps hundreds more,
whose addresses were changed to make it look as if they were residents of District 137.

Officials think the registrations were moved into the district without the voters' knowledge in the hope that they would
support Amadi, a Nigerian immigrant, because they also were African immigrants.

The initial investigation began early last year based on complaints from voters, Bettencourt and Hochberg said, but
stalled after investigators were unable to question Amadi.

More evidence surfaced recently in connection with the election challenge filed by former state Rep. Talmadge Heflin, a
Republican who is contesting his 33-vote loss in District 149 to Hubert Vo.

joe.stinebaker@chron.com
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Hamilton Co. Election Chief Suspects Fraud

December 18, 2002

CHATTANOOGA (AP) -- Hamilton County's elections chief says a review of records from a county
commission primary show some voters used other names to cast ballots.

County election administrator Fran Dzik said she has advised District Attorney Bill Cox that about
possible voter fraud.

Dzik made the comment Wednesday in chancery court, where a judge held a hearing on a dispute
over the county election commission's denial of records to the Chattanooga Times Free Press.

Judge Frank Brown did not Immediately rule on the newspaper's request for records.

Incumbent William Cotton won the county commission District four primary by 34 votes on May
seventh. Cotton could not be reached by telephone for comment.

(Copyright 2002 by The Associated Press. All Rights Reserved.)
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Hidalgo County voting rolls will not be
subpoenaed

By Andrea Hauser

The Monitor

McALLEN — A controversial study alleging that 16,000
potentially dead and ineligible people are still registered on
Hidalgo County voter rolls will not be subpoenaed, Hidalgo
County District Attorney Rene Guerra said.

County Elections Administrator Teresa Navarro requested on
Monday that the list of potentially dead voters be subpoenaed
by the attorney general's office and Guerra so that names could
be examined and taken off election rolls immediately to prevent
possible voter fraud.

But Guerra said he thinks the study, paid for by the Hidalgo
County Republican Party, is not credible and is part of a
Republican agenda to discredit the elections department and
Navarro.

"I cannot issue a subpoena on a witch hunt," he said. "I don't
believe that these people are being righteous about their claim.
Show me one document that shows a dead person voted, then
I can issue a grand jury subpoena for a private company."

Compiled by Austin-based Voter Views Information Systems,
the study was released Oct. 22 by Hidalgo County Republican
Party Chairman Hollis Rutledge and claims that approximately
4,223 names Included in the sampled voter rolls are of dead
people, some from as far back as 1982.

Study results from 912 of those names also claim that 130
deceased voters cast ballots in the March primary election. If
the study is valid, it would indicate substantial voter fraud.

The Hidalgo County Republican Party on Saturday decided not
to release details from the study immediately, opting instead to
form a task force to discuss the matter. No one outside the
party has seen the study or been able to verify its claims
independently.

"He's (Rutledge) made allegations. Those are strong
allegations, and I've got to turn them over," Navarro said. "I
wouldn't be doing my job if I didn't turn it over the attorney
general or the D.A. based on allegations that they made. It's my
job to turn it over to them and they do with it what they need to
do."
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Jane Shepperd, spokesperson for Attorney General John
Cornyn's office, said the office has not received the request yet
or made any decision regarding it.

Information from the Texas Ethics Commission indicates that a
large part of Voter Views clientele is made up of Republican
candidates or groups, which Democratic party officials said
discredits the study because it is not a non-partisan business.

But Robert Edwards, general manager and a partner in Voter
Views, said public records available about the company do not
indicate all of its clientele, which Includes a number of groups
and consultants for both the Democratic and Republican
parties.

Edwards said public records used by Voter Views to determine
whether the names were of eligible voters are also not
accepted by the elections department because the elections
code process of verifying a death is more detailed and
work-intensive.

"We're talking massive amounts of information coming through
the hole every month and she (Navarro) has to process it,"
Edwards said. "I'm waiting to see how things are going. I would
love to be an active part of helping the county assimilate the
information on a monthly basis because we definitely could do
it. We don't want it to be a situation like it's turning into. We
don't want it to be a finger-pointing situation.

"We simply were asked to analyze the voter rolls. Once we did
that job, we walked away."

Officials urge Valleyites to participate in elections
-Hidalgo County voting rolls will not be subpoenaed
Reservoirs reap the rewards of the rain
Rainy days can trigger the 'blahs'
Removal of polluted soil begins in Mission
Site of convention center to be decided today
Mission officials move into new city hall
Public buildings undergo electoral makeover
Work continues in prepartion for'NAFTA Superhighway'

© Copyright The Monitor and Freedom Interactive Newspapers of
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Texas, Inc.
Contents of this website may not be reproduced without written
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Arrests sought in election fraud

2 accused of falsifying voter registration cards

By DERRICK NUNNALLY and GREG J. BOROWSKI
lnunnally® i ournalsentinel.com

Posted: May 11, 2005

Two arrest warrants were issued Wednesday alleging election fraud by two voter-registration workers employed last year to sign up new
voters.

According to warrants filed by the Milwaukee County district attorney's office, Urelene Lilly, 48, and Marcus L.
Lewis, 23, both admitted to authorities that they filled out multiple voter-registration cards using fictitious Election
information to earn money from Project Vote, which paid workers such as them $40 per day plus $1.75 for each Investigation
registration above the daily quota of 24 new voters.

Quotable
Project Vote registered about 40,800 names in Milwaukee County alone, according to a national spokesman.

"We We are proud
District Attorney E. Michael McCann would not say when or if more information on other allegations of voter of what we did,
fraud might be available, and we think we

caught virtually all
The warrant filed for Lilly says she was addicted to crack cocaine when the alleged fraud happened, and that she the cards that may
handed in "approximately 75 f audulent voter registration cards," using names taken from the phone book, made- have been
up birthdates and Social Security numbers, then had her 15-year-old daughter sign each card. She turned in no allegedly created
valid registrations, the warrant says, and is charged in connection with nine registrations for people who didn't by these
vote in the November presidential election. people. 7

- Brian Mellor,
Lewis' warrant says he was fired by Project Vote for submitting a registration card in the name of a dead person, national coordinator for
but before he did that, he allegedly turned in duplicate cards for the same voter on "numerous" occasions. He Project Vote

— — - ----admitted turning in multiple entries for some family members, the warrant says.
Recent Coverage

Lilly and Lewis were charged with five felonies each: three counts of forgery, one count of election fraud and one
count of misconduct in public office, because they had been sworn in as deputy voter registrars for the registration 	 5/1/0/05: inquiry

effort. If convicted as charged, each could face a maximum possible sentence of 25 years in prison. 	
innds evidence nce of fraud

1105/1/0105: Editorial:
The charges came a day after McCann and U.S. Attorney Steve Biskupic announced that their probe into election 	 what's the fraud
irregularities in the city of Milwaukee had turned up clear evidence of voter fraud. 	 threshold?

'5/1U/O5:  Video:
The probe, launched in January after reports by the Journal Sentinel detailed widespread election problems, found 	 TM74 report

more than 200 felons who illegally voted in the city, while still on probation or parole, and at least another 100 	 Archived Coverage
cases in which people voted twice, or used fake names, false addresses or the names of dead people to vote.

	

	 -;

M Archive: Previous
Investigators also said officials had been unable to eliminate a 7,000-vote gap cited by the newspaper, in which 	 coverage of the
more ballots were counted than people who had been recorded as voting. City officials had resolved some of the 	 investigation Into
questions, but investigators said a gap of about 4,600 remains. 	 Milwaukee's Nov. 2,

2004 election

Biskupic and McCann also said they had found about 65 false names that had been submitted by deputy registrars,
such as the two charged Wednesday.

Additional charges are expected to be filed. Prosecutors have warned, however, that the cases may be hard to prove because the®it {e^ 76 are
so sloppy.

The issue of fraudulent registrations came up even before the Nov. 2 election, as various groups made major pushes to get likely supporters
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signed up to vote.

Project Vote is a national non-profit group headed by the former head of the Ohio Democratic Party. It was one of several groups that ran large-
scale registration drives in Wisconsin, a key battleground state.

"We are proud of what we did, and we think we caught virtually all the cards that may have been allegedly created by these people," said Brian
Mellor, a national coordinator for Project Vote.

In October, the Journal Sentinel reported that two of Project Vote's workers in Milwaukee were felons on probation, which makes it illegal for
them to vote and, thus, to register voters. A week later, before the Nov. 2 election, Racine County officials issued felony charges against two
Project Vote workers on allegations of falsifying registration cards.

The charges are similar to those filed Wednesday by McCann.

In the Racine case, charges were filed against Robert Marquise Blakely, 24, and Damien D. Jones, 25, both of Milwaukee. Both men pleaded
not guilty.

Jones had been fired as the group's leader for Racine and Kenosha counties after the Racine clerk's office raised questions about registration
cards he had submitted. As in the Milwaukee cases, the pay for the two was based, in part, on how many signatures they submitted.

Earlier this year, Gov. Jim Doyle called for a state law that would bar groups from paying registration workers on a per-signature basis, or
basing pay on meeting a signature quota. That proposal, part of a broader reform package, has not been acted on by the state Legislature.

Sheila Laiwani of the Journal Sentinel staff contributed to this report from Racine.

From the May 12, 2005, editions of the Milwaukee Journal Sentinel
Have an opinion on this story? Write a letter to the editor or start an online forum.

Subscribe today and receive 4 weeks free! Sign up now.
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2 accused of falsifying voter registration cards

By DERRICK NUNNALLY and GREG J. BOROWSKI
dnunnallyJ7i=_ journalsentinel com

Posted: May 11, 2005

Two arrest warrants were issued Wednesday alleging election fraud by two voter-registration workers employed last year to sign up new
voters.

According to warrants filed by the Milwaukee County district attorney's office, Urelene Lilly, 48, and Marcus L.
Lewis, 23, both admitted to authorities that they filled out multiple voter-registration cards using fictitious
information to earn money from Project Vote, which paid workers such as them $40 per day plus $1.75 for each
registration above the daily quota of 24 new voters.

Project Vote registered about 40,800 names in Milwaukee County alone, according to a national spokesman.

District Attorney E. Michael McCann would not say when or if more information on other allegations of voter
fraud might be available.

The warrant filed for Lilly says she was addicted to crack cocaine when the alleged fraud happened, and that she
handed in "approximately 75 fraudulent voter registration cards," using names taken from the phone book, made-
up birthdates and Social Security numbers, then had her 15-year-old daughter sign each card, She turned in no
valid registrations, the warrant says, and is charged in connection with nine registrations for people who didn't
vote in the November presidential election.

Lewis' warrant says he was fired by Project Vote for submitting a registration card in the name of a dead person,
but before he did that, he allegedly turned in duplicate cards for the same voter on "numerous" occasions. He
admitted turning in multiple entries for some family members, the warrant says.

Lilly and Lewis were charged with five felonies each: three counts of forgery, one count of election fraud and one
count of misconduct in public office, because they had been sworn in as deputy voter registrars for the registration
effort. If convicted as charged, each could face a maximum possible sentence of 25 years in prison.

The charges came a day after McCann and U.S. Attorney Steve Biskupic announced that their probe into election
irregularities in the city of Milwaukee had turned up clear evidence of voter fraud.

The probe, launched in January after reports by the Journal Sentinel detailed widespread election problems, found
more than 200 felons who illegally voted in the city, while still on probation or parole, and at least another 100
cases in which people voted twice, or used fake names, false addresses or the names of dead people to vote.

Investigators also said officials had been unable to eliminate a 7,000-vote gap cited by the newspaper, in which
more ballots were counted than people who had been recorded as voting. City officials had resolved some of the
questions, but investigators said a gap of about 4,600 remains.

Bisicupic and McCann also said they had .found about 65 false names that had been submitted by deputy registrars,
such as the two charged Wednesday.

Election
Investigation

I Quotable

"We are proud
of what we did,
and we think we
caught virtually all
the cards that may
have been
allegedly created
by these
people. 9 7

- Brian Mellor,
national coordinator for

Project Vote
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Additional charges are expected to be filed. Prosecutors have warned, however, that the cases may be hard to prove because the city records are
so sloppy.	 029769
The issue of fraudulent registrations came up even before the Nov. 2 election, as various groups made major pushes to get likely supporters
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signed up to vote.

Project Vote is a national non-profit group headed by the former head of the Ohio Democratic Party. It was one of several groups that ran large-
scale registration drives in Wisconsin, a key battleground state.

"We are proud of what we did, and we think we caught virtually all the cards that may have been allegedly created by these people," said Brian
Mellor, a national coordinator for Project Vote.

In October, the Journal Sentinel reported that two of Project Vote's workers in Milwaukee were felons on probation, which makes it illegal for
them to vote and, thus, to register voters. A week later, before the Nov. 2 election, Racine County officials issued felony charges against two
Project Vote workers on allegations of falsifying registration cards.

The charges are similar to those filed Wednesday by McCann.

In the Racine case, charges were filed against Robert Marquise Blakely, 24, and Damien D. Jones, 25, both of Milwaukee. Both men pleaded
not guilty.

Jones had been fired as the group's leader for Racine and Kenosha counties after the Racine clerk's office raised questions about registration
cards he had submitted. As in the Milwaukee cases, the pay for the two was based, in part, on how many signatures they submitted.

Earlier this year, Gov. Jim Doyle called for a state law that would bar groups from paying registration workers on a per-signature basis, or
basing pay on meeting a signature quota. That proposal, part of a broader reform package, has not been acted on by the state Legislature.

Sheila Lalwani of the Journal Sentinel staff 	 to this report from Racine.

From the May 12, 2005, editions of the Milwaukee Journal Sentinel
Have an opinion on this story? Write a letter to the editor or start an online forum.

Subscribe today and receive 4 weeks free? Siren u p now.
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Voter to face fraud
charges

By MAGGIE O'BRIEN and 	 Since 1928

JEFF ZELENY	 Extra
Register Staff Writer
04/25/2000

• Other News Seattle sex columnist Dan Savage will be 
® Sports charged with felony voter fraud for
• Entertainment allegedly casting a vote in Iowa's

first-in-the-nation presidential caucuses, a
• Marketplaces Des Moines attorney said Monday.e Cars

• Employment
• Real Estate The Polk County attorney's office is
a Apartments poised to charge Savage with two counts
N Shopping of voter fraud, according to attorney Mark
• Classifieds Weinhardt, who is representing Savage.

Savage faces a felony charge and a serious
misdemeanor charge, which could land
him behind bars for a total of six years if
he's convicted, Weinhardt said.
Weinhardt, who said he hadn't seen
official court documents, declined to
comment further.

Savage claimed that he used his temporary
address at Des Moines' Kirkwood Hotel to
vote in the January caucuses. In the days
after the caucuses, he wrote an article for
online magazine Salon.com called
"Stalking Gary Bauer." Savage, who is
gay, wrote that he tried to infiltrate the
conservative Republican's Iowa campaign
as an act of protest. He also claimed that
he attempted to infect Bauer with the flu
bug by licking door knobs at the campaign
headquarters.

Loras Schulte, who headed Bauer's Iowa
campaign, said he was pleased to hear that
Savage would be charged. "The reason it
was important to me was because the
whole process of our caucuses and voting
is very dear to my heart," Schulte said.
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"For someone.. . with so careless
disregard for the privilege one has in
voting.. . it didn't sit well with me."

Deputy Polk County Attorney Joe Weeg
declined to comment on the Savage case,
saying the matter remained under
investigation.

Savage could not be reached for comment.

• Navigation: Headlines: Crime & Courts : Report

Copyright © 2000, The Des Moines Register.
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Health district member faces vote-
fraud charges

Christina Leonard	 .t
The Arizona Republic
Jan. 4, 2005 12:00 AM

A Maricopa County grand jury has indicted a member of the county's new special
health care district on a dozen charges related to election fraud.

James J, Chavez, 50, faces felony charges ranging from fraudulent schemes to false
voter registration. He is scheduled to appear In court for his ar raignment Jan. 12.

In November, Chavez narrowly beat out three competitors for the District 5 seat of
the Maricopa County Special Health District board. District 5 encompasses the
southwest Valley.

Chavez said Monday that the accusations are false. And he said he is confident that
justice will prevail.

'We'll have to let this play out," he said. "This is politically motivated. Unfortunately,
got more votes than anyone else."

County officials declined comment Monday.

The indictment, returned Dec. 29, alleges that Chavez provided nominating
documents knowing they contained false information and improperly voted in several
elections, among other charges.

Campaign opponent Sylvia Moreno challenged Chavez's standing by claiming that
he did not live within the proper district boundaries in the southwest Valley and that
he provided health care services through his organization.

A Maricopa County Superior Court judge in December dismissed the civil suit
against Chavez because there wasn't enough evidence to move forward with the
case.

Chavez said the latest allegations revolve around the same issues, and he hopes
"the same thing happens here."

Chavez is former president and chief executive officer of Corazon de Oro
Community Services.

He said people should know the other side of the story: "People voted for me
because they know I've served the community of District 5 with my heart and soul."

Reach the reporter at christina.leonard@arizonarepublic.com or (602) 444-
4845.
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By Michael Baker
The Fresno Bee
Publ,Shcd 09118/03 05:20:28

A judge denied requests from a former Mendota mayor and an alleged
accomplice to be released without posting bail after the two men pleaded
innocent Wednesday to voter fraud charges.

Robert Rasmussen, 54, who served on the Mendota City Council from 1992
until he was voted out in 2000, faces five charges related to forging
signatures on petitions to recall Mendota's mayor and mayor pro tempore in
2001.

Steve Burrola, a former employee at Rasmussen's security company, faces
three charges related to the fraud.

A conviction on one of the election fraud counts is punishable by up to three
years in prison.

Rasmussen's attorney, Randall Shrout, cited his client's heart problems and
depression when asking for his release.

Shrout said Rasmussen has no other criminal history except for a no-contest
plea to a misdemeanor charge of theft from an elderly person.

Burrola's attorney, George Herman, noted that the incident dates back to
2001.

Burrola told the judge that he has stayed out of trouble since his 1996 parole
on a drug-related conviction.

Fresno County Superior Court Judge Alan M. Simpson denied both men's
requests.

Rasmussen's bail remained at $22,000 and Burrola's at $12,000. He
scheduled Sept. 30 for the defendants' preliminary hearing, when a judge
determines whether there is sufficient evidence to hold suspects for trial.

Authorities say Burrola forged several signatures at the direction of
Rasmussen, who knew he didn't have enough signatures to qualify the recall.

In July 2001, the Fresno County Clerk/Registrar of Voters Victor Salazar
disqualified the last recall attempt, saying 61% of the signatures on one
petition and 57% on another were not valid.

He said the most prevalent violation was information completed by the
petition circulator instead of the petition signer.

The reporter can be reached at mbaker@fresnobee.com or 441-6465.

© 2002 ,The Fresno Bee
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U.S. Attorney staff to hear midstate votercomplaints
By Debbie Rhyne
Telegraph Staff Writer

Middle Georgia voters who encounter Election Day problems can pass their complaints on to federal
prosecutors.

Middle District of Georgia U.S. Attorney Max Wood announced Monday that he will staff the district's
six federal courthouses Nov. 5 and again Nov. 6 for voters who want to report suspected election
fraud or problems with election procedure.

"We want to make every effort to be available should there be any problems on Election Day," Wood
said. "We are not poll watching, nor do we have a significant history of election fraud on the Macon
Division.

"However, in light of the problems Florida had in their transition to electronic voting, we must be
prepared in case problems arise."

Georgia is using statewide electronic voting machines for the first time - a move that was pushed
through after the country watched Florida's problems with paper ballots In the 2000 presidential
election. Florida switched to the electronic voting for this year's primary, but again experienced a
number of problems, including complaints of poorly trained poll workers and voters being turned away
because machines weren't working.

Wood said his staffs role will not be the same as those of election monitors or poll watchers, who are
typically personnel from the U.S. Department of Justice and get involved "when there is a documented
history of election abuse."

An example of a county that would warrant Justice Department scrutiny is Dodge County, where a
vote-buying scandal in the mid-1990s ultimately netted 30 convictions. An investigation found
problems with votes being cast multiple times by the same person as well as votes being cast by both
dead people and convicted felons.

Dodge County is part of the Southern District, which announced earlier this month it too will have
staff available at its federal courthouses.

While based in Macon, the middle district covers a 70-county area and also has offices in Albany,
Athens, Columbus, Thomasville and Valdosta. The courthouses in all of these cities will be staffed for
the election.

O 2001 macon and wire service sources. All Rights Reserved.
http://www.macon.com
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Election board confronts rep for voting equipment
February 6, 2004

Greenwood -- Members of the Johnson County Election Board on
Thursday blasted a representative from Election Systems & Software for
providing allegedly illegal voting equipment during last year's general
election. The state's election commission had not certified the software used
in the machines as reliable and accurate, which meant counties should not
have used it.

The company left Johnson County officials with the impression that
they had	 approved by the	 election boardeverything	 received was	 state,

member Jean Harmon said. Voters in Wayne and Henry counties also used
the machines. k`

iES&S representative Wesley Wiley read a statement from the company J	 Q
standing by the reliability of machines but saying that the equipment had all
been returned to a previous version of the software that was certified by the
state.

"That reinstallation is complete," he said. "Our focus now is to make
sure voters, election administrators and poll workers are educated about the
systems."

That may not be enough, Harmon said.
"When you sold the equipment to the county, you told us the equipment

was certified," she told Wiley. "We held an illegal election. We have every
reason to doubt this company and their equipment, its integrity."

Wiley said he hopes the state will still approve the most recent version
of the software in time for this year's election. There is no penalty under
Indiana law for using illegal equipment to conduct an a ec ion.
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State, federal officials launch
anti-fraud effort
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By Michele McNeil Solida
michele.mcnel.solida©indystar,com

October 30, 2002
With less than a week to go before Tuesday's election,
state and federal officials stepped up their efforts to catch
and deter voter fraud.
Indiana Secretary of State Sue Anne Gilroy and U.S.
Attorney Susan Brooks announced their voter integrity
effort Tuesday, when they urged voters to be on the
lookout for election corruption.
They asked voters to be vigilant and to call state or
federal officials with complaints.
"I spend a lot of time encouraging people to vote, and I
don't want voters to lose their voice. We're asking voters
to not let that happen," said Gilroy, who is Indiana's chief
election officer.
Just a phone call away are lawyers with the secretary of
state's election division, officials with the U.S. attorney's
office and FBI agents. Staffers from each office will be on
duty Election Day to take complaints.
Gilroy touted this as an improved and better-publicized
partnership between federal and state officials -- one that
will allow election complaints to be handled better and
resolved more quickly.
Election fraud is a federal offense that can bring up to five
years in prison, said Brooks, who represents the southern
district of Indiana. Election crimes include failing to count
all votes, providing false information to poll workers,
buying votes and threatening people not to vote.
On the same day Indiana announced its effort, President
Bush signed into law election reform legislation. It
requires each state to maintain a statewide voter
registration list,, to make polling places accessible for
people with disabilities and set up a voter fraud hotline.
Indiana is already undertaking these initiatives, Gilroy
said.
"Again, we're ahead of the curve," she said.

Call Michele McNeil Solida at 1-317-615-2381.

•029777

of 2	 10/30/2002 12:03 PM



kJ	 ^S

`^^' .BLSState, federal officials to monitor Kansas elections
By JOHN L. PETTERSON
The Kansas City Star

TOPEKA - Kansas and federal officials announced Wednesday they will team up to protect the rights
of Kansas voters as they go to the polls on Tuesday.

Secretary of State Ron Thornburgh and U.S. Attorney Eric Melgren said at a joint press conference
they will be prepared to protect Kansans from election fraud.

"We will be proactive to ensure public confidence in the integrity of the election process by protecting
voting rights and prosecuting voting crimes," Melgren said.

"This is in no way suggesting that we anticipate problems with the state of Kansas election officials."

The U.S. attorney said most election crimes are easily recognized. They include voter bribery, voter
intimidation and ballot forgery.

Other forms are more subtle. For example, it is a crime to seek out the elderly, socially disadvantaged
or the illiterate to unfairly influence their votes.

Leon Patton, an assistant U.S. attorney, has been assigned to be the person who will field voting
complaints and initiate investigations in conjunction with the FBI.

Reports of possible violations of state voting laws will be forwarded to the Kansas attorney general.

Patton can be reached in Kansas City, Kan., at (913) 551-6730. The U.S. attorney's office also may be
reached on Tuesday in Topeka at (785) 295-2850 and in Wichita at (316) 269-6481.

FBI agents can be reached on Tuesday in Kansas City at (816) 512-8200, in Topeka at (785)
235-3811 and in Wichita at (316) 262-0031.

In Topeka, the secretary of state's telephone number is (785) 296-4564.

"It should be easier to vote and harder to cheat," Thornburgh said. "If any Kansan has a problem or
question between now and Election Day, pick up the phone and let us know."

To reach John L. Petterson, who covers Kansas government and politics, call (785) 354-1388 or
send e-mail to jpetterson@kcstar.com.

© 2001 kansascity and wire service sources. All Rights Reserved.
http://www.kansascity.com
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District election officer appointed
HE WILL SUPERVISE OFFICIALS RECEIVING REPORTS OF FRAUD
By Louise Taylor
HERALD-LEADER STAFF WRITER

If you suspect or see skulduggery at the polls on Tuesday, a special team of G-men will be available to
look into your complaint.

U.S. Attorney Gregory Van Tatenhove appointed his assistant Thomas Self as district election officer
yesterday for the eastern half of Kentucky. The move was made in the wake of U.S. Attorney General
John Ashcroft's Oct. 8 announcement that the government was bucking up its efforts to prosecute
election crime.

Self, a federal prosecutor for 23 years who specializes in election fraud, will serve two years in the
position. He will supervise a team of FBI agents and U.S. postal inspectors who will be on duty election
day to receive complaints of fraud.

Van Tatenhove said election crimes such as vote buying and ballot forgery are easy to recognize, but
others — such as seeking out the elderly, illiterate or disadvantaged to badger for votes'-- are more
subtle.

"Election fraud dilutes the worth of votes honestly cast," Van Tatenhove said. "It also corrupts the
essence of our representative form of government."

If you suspect election fraud, there are several numbers to call: The U.S. attorney at (859) 233-2661;
the FBI at (502) 583-3941; the U.S. Postal Inspection Service at (859) 231-6778; or the state
attorney general at 1-800-328-8683 (VOTE).

© 2001 kentucky and wire service sources. All Rights Reserved.
http://www.kentucky.com
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Pundits blame apathy for the decline in voter turnout that has become a fact of life in the United States in the last
several decades. But not everyone who skips the polls on Election Day does so by choice. This November, for example,
an estimated five million people — roughly 2.3 percent of the number of people eligible to vote — will be bar red from
voting by state laws that strip convicted felons of the franchise, often temporarily but sometimes for life.

These laws cast a permanent shadow over the poor minority communities where disenfranchised people typically
live. Children grow up with the unfortunate example of neighbors, parents and grandparents who never vote and never
engage in the political process, even superficially.

As a consequence, the struggling communities that need political leadership most of all are trapped within a posture
of disengagement that deepens from one generation to the next.

While many things will need to change before the country can reinvigorate the electorate, doing away with postprison
sanctions — the most punitive in the democratic world — has to be near the top of the list.

The case for doing so has recently been laid out in a deluge of lawsuits, reports and studies that document the
corrosive effects of disenfranchisement on the civic life of this country.

The most startling of these studies, published by Christopher Uggen of the University of Minnesota and Jeff Manza
at Northwestern University, shows that the number of people touched by these laws far exceeds the five or so million who
have officially and directly lost the right to vote.

For starters, hundreds of thousands of people who are still eligible to vote will not do so this year because they will
be locked up in local jails, awaiting processing or trials for minor offenses.

An even larger group of eligible voters, numbering perhaps in the millions, may stay away from the polls because
they are confused by the law and mistakenly believe that they have lost the right to vote.

Republican operatives have deliberated used scare tactics with this group of voters — most of them Democrats — in
the hope of keeping them home on Election Day. Taken together, the truly disenfranchised, who are actually barred from
voting under the law, and the de facto disenfranchised, who don't vote because they are confused about the law, could
account for 5 percent of the voting-age population.

A vast majority of the disenfranchised in this country would meet the qualifications for voting if they were citizens of
Britain, France, Germany or Australia. Indeed, many nations value the franchise so much that they arrange for people to
vote even from prison.

Why does America treat ex-felons so much worse than other democracies? Legal scholars attribute the problem to
this country's difficulties with race.

In particular, they cite the racist backlash in the South during Reconstruction, when former slaveowners were forced
to endure the sight of former slaves' lining up to vote at polling places and actually holding seats in state legislatures.

Page I
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How Denying the Vote to Ex-Offenders Undermines Democracy The New York T

Led by Mississippi, the Southern states eventually adopted a series of measures that wrote black citizens right out of
the state constitutions. New statutes barred black Americans from the ballot box with poll taxes, literacy tests, grandfather
clauses and laws that took the vote away from people who committed certain crimes.

The crimes were carefully selected so they would affect the maximum number of black Americans while exempting as
many whites as possible. For example, new state laws sometimes disenfranchised people for petty theft, minor swindling
and wife-beating — crimes that were more likely to be prosecuted among blacks — while omitting murder and robbery.
The legislative intent relied heavily on the unequal enforcement of the law.

The disenfranchisement campaign swept black Americans from elected office and knocked them off the voting rolls.
There were suddenly counties in the South where black people outnumbered their white neighbors by four to one but
where not a single black name could be found on the voting rolls.

Black people who fled the South found that the states in the North had also begun to adopt disenfranchisement laws
as their black populations grew.

This shameful legacy is plainly visible today in statistics showing that black people represent 40 percent of the
disenfranchisement cases but only about 12 percent of the national population. The broader community, which was once
indifferent to this problem, has begun to take notice since the states have embraced new sentencing policies that transform
drug misdemeanors into felonies, driving up the prison population sevenfold, to an eye-popping 1.4 million today from a
mere 200,000 in the 1970s.

With the population of ex-felons at more than 13 million and growing, the country has no choice but to revisit laws
that strip people of the right to vote while permanently consigning them to the margins of society.

Neither Republicans nor Democrats are rushing to associate themselves with a campaign to restore the vote to former
felons. The general public, however, understands clearly that the right to vote is a basic human right. Restoring voting
rights to former felons would move the United States closer to its peers in the democratic world — and closer to its founding
ideals. It would also drive a stake through one of the last relics of an ugly racist past.

URL: http://www.nytimes.com
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Justice cracks down on voter fraud

Audrey Hudson
THE WASHINGTON TIMES

Published 10/31/2002

The Justice Department has ordered investigations and close monitoring of polls this EIection Day
because of increased reports of voter fraud throughout the country.

Attorney General John Ashcroft has directed U.S. attorneys to appoint election officers to deter
discrimination and voter fraud and to prosecute violators vigorously under the Voting Integrity Initiative.

"Our goal here is to work hand in hand with civil rights leaders and state and local election officials to
prevent violations and bring offenders to justice," said Jorge Martinez, spokesman for the Justice
Department.

Voter fraud has been reported this year in Arkansas, South Dakota, California, Louisiana, Nevada,
Kentucky, Iowa, Arizona, Rhode Island, New York and Minnesota in federal and local elections.

One of the most bizarre cases occurred in the Minnesota town of Coates, population 163, where 94 voter
registration forms had false addresses matching that of Jake's Strip Club. Patrons and dancers registered to
vote to oust City Council members who had shut down the club, authorities said.

In Arkansas, Democrats said a former staffer hired two teenagers to recruit voters, but then used a phone
book to register hundreds of unwary residents, including dead people and businesses.

Republicans say election fraud is rampant and county clerks often are not requiring identification.
Democrats say demand for identification amounts to harassment and that Republicans are intimidating

voters.
"With Election Day a week away, we have already seen a disturbing number of incidents in which

Republican operatives are working to chill voter turnout," said Terry McAuliffe, chairman of the
Democratic National Committee.

Senate Majority Leader Tom Daschle said Republicans have targeted minority groups for intimidation.
"In my state of South Dakota, we are now seeing a concerted Republican effort to make allegations and
launch initiatives intended to suppress Native American voting," he said. "These efforts appear to be
motivated more by partisan politics than a concern with clean elections."

Marc Racicot, chairman of the Republican National Committee, called the assertions by Mr. DaschIe
and Mr. McAuliffe "absurd and racially charged."

"They have set about to twist and pervert a normal and traditional effort to assure voter integrity,
routinely undertaken by both parties, into something that would be outrageous and illegal if it were true,"
Mr. Racicot said.

In 25 South Dakota counties, state and federal officials are investigating suspected voter fraud and
believe one Democratic operative is linked to 1,750 applications for absentee ballots. Becky Red
Earth-Villeda was fired by the Democratic Party after the charges surfaced.

"A dead woman signed up twice to vote in two different counties — very active this woman," said
Christine Iverson, spokeswoman for Republican Rep. John Thune, who is challenging Democratic Sen. Tim
Johnson.

Justice Department officials Tuesday will monitor polls in Alabama, Arizona, Georgia, Louisiana,
Mississippi, New York, North Carolina, South Carolina, West Virginia and Texas.

In other published reports of voter fraud:
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•A Louisiana parish (county) councilman is under investigation in a suspected vote-buying scheme and
three other elected officials may be linked, Baton Rouge's the Advocate reported.

•FBI agents seized voter records from Nye County, Nev., offices to investigate suspected voter fraud.
•Two Republicans in California have been sentenced to four months in jail after pleading guilty to voter

fraud for forging signatures, the Los Angeles Times reported.
•Iowa residents are receiving absentee ballots unsolicited in the mail.
•A Connecticut state representative who lost the Democratic primary last month was placed under

investigation for supposedly helping seniors fill out absentee ballots in violation of state law, the Hartford
Courant reported.

•The Oklahoma State Bureau of Investigation is examining suspected voter fraud in a Democratic race
for Adair County commissioner.

'Three Arizona county officials have been indicted on charges of election fraud and helping illegal
aliens to vote.

•In Rhode Island, Providence police are investigating a complaint by a senior citizen who said she was
forced to turn over her ballot at a home for the elderly.

•In Texas, 16,000 dead or ineligible voters remain on the voting rolls, "creating an environment that is
ripe for fraud and abuse," said Ted Royer, spokesman for the Texas Republican Party.

Copyright © 2002 News World Communications, Inc. All rights reserved.
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Vote Fraud:
Back to the Future

Well, everybody knows that election officials never cheat,
and after all, nittunly can prove they cheat. The only thing
that we know is that they're all from the same political
party. And nobody would ever think that they would dare
violate their oaths cif office. Anti if I sound cynical about it,
Iam.

—.4norn y Albc t Jordan

ush-polling, like street money, gives an unsavory taint to the
already maligned field of politics. But if there is any corrup-
tion that goes straight to the foundations of American democ-

racy, it is vote fraud—a catchall term that includes ballot-box
stuffing, phony voter registrations, and the manufacture of absentee
ballot submissions. Nothing else in this book so convincingly proves
that a free system such as ours, with its bias toward minimal control
of the electoral process, keeps generating the same kinds of corrup-
tions every few decades. This study of current vote fraud will re-
mind us that we can never declare victory over, and we must be
ever-vigilant about, corruption—particularly those practices that
tempt politicians with the promise of power while operating in the
shadows and on the hidden periphery of politics.

The idea of progress is fundamental to understanding the Ameri-
can character. As a people, we have always wanted to believe that the
future is destined to be better than the past by dint of our unceasing

Vote Fraud

efforts at improvement, which we have usually managed to bring
about. Unsavory practices such as election fraud belong in the dust-
bin of our discarded and long outgrown history. Surely, the ballot
boxes in Texas are no longer stuffed! Votes are not stolen or manu-
factured anymore in Alabama( Elections in Philadelphia and Cali-
fornia are certainly clean now! The press does not look for what it
does not expect to find, and the public ignores the occasional
muffled sounds emanating from ballot boxes hither and yon.

But the press and the public are in for a rude shock. Voting fraud
is back, is becoming more serious with each passing election cycle,
and soon—because of recent changes in the law—is destined to be-
come even worse.' For our purposes here, we define voting fraud as
any serious violation of election laws controlling the registration of
voters or the casting of absentee, mail-in, or polling-site ballots.
Many of the examples in this chapter are derived from local elec-
tions, but the corrupt practices certainly extend to elections for dis-
trict, state, and national offices. After all, generally the same group
of political party organizers, consultants, and precinct workers are

•employed at all levels. Christmas past and Christmas future are
merging for those who profit from such perfidy. And it is past time
for the press and public to receive a loud wake-up call, lest the ulti-
mate corruption in a democratic system---the stealing ofelections-
becomes widespread, corroding trust in the essential process of

•	 democracy itself.
In this chapter, we focus on four U.S. locales—Philadelphia, Ala-

` bama, Texas, and California—to illustrate the current slide back to
the bad old days of election fraud. Our interviews and other research
have convinced us that we could just as easily have selected at least a
dozen other states or many dozens of sizable cities to prove our the-
sis. The quartet we have chosen demonstrate the problem dramati-
cally—maybe fulsomely. The scale of fraud may sometimes be small
compared with the anything-goes days of a century ago, but several
kinds of fraud are clearly ingrained and resurgent, and this trend
ought to be of immediate and pressing concern to all people who
care about the integrity of the American political system.
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America's Sordid History of Voting Fraud

Our nation has a long and depressing history as a happy haven for
the vote thief. For much of the last century and a good part of this
one, elections in many states and localities became contests of the
voting fraud capacities of various factions and parties. The chief
question on Election Day sometimes was: who could manufacture
the requisite number of votes most easily and shrewdly, giving the
other side insufficient time to make necessary adjustments to its tal-
lies and insufficient evidence to cry foul convincingly.

Sometimes no specific evidence of fraud was required to know it
had taken place. For the 1844 election, New York City had a rea-
sonably large voter pool 0141,000, but the turnout on Election Day
was far more spectacular: 55,000, or 135 percent of the entire pool of
voters! As one observer put it, "the dead filled in for the sick," and
the city's dogs and cats must have been imbued with irresistible civic
spirit, too.2

The nation as a whole got a taste of this kind of election snake oil
in the 1876 presidential election, arguably the most corrupt in
America's history before or since. On Election Day, Democrat
Samuel J. Tilden of New York garnered about a quarter million
more popular votes than Republican Rutherford B. Hayes of Ohio,
and Tilden was the undisputed leader in states with 184 electoral
votes (with 185 required for victory). 3 However, twenty electoral
votes in Florida, Louisiana, South Carolina, and Oregon were in
dispute. Tilden had actually carried the first three of these states, but
GOP-controlled election boards disqualified enough Democratic
votes, for dubious reasons, to potentially tip the states to Hayes. Con-
gress established a fifteen-member electoral commission, suppos-
edly nonpartisan, to arbitrate the disputes, but the commission's
partisan breakdown turned out to be eight Republicans to seven
Democrats. As a result, every single controversial electoral vote was
awarded to Hayes by a vote of eight-to-seven, and Hayes took office
in 1877—and was called "His Fraudulency" by Democrats through-
out his one term.

Historians and political scientists faithfully cataloged the abom-
inable arts that were practiced at America's polls throughout the
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centuries. Not long after the Hayes—Tilden election, for example,
the "use of direct bribery in the United States" became "wide-
spread."' Most states and large localities began formally registering':.
voters in this period, and it thus became more difficult to simply;=,_,:
stuff the ballot box or hire so-called floaters or repeaters to vote twice
or thrice' Resourceful political organizers changed tactics and
began to buy votes on a large scale. One study in 1892 concluded that
almost 16 percent of all voters in Connecticut were "purchasable."6
In 1910, a judge in Adams County, Ohio, convicted 1,679 persons of
selling their votes—more than a quarter of all the electors; further,
his inquiries showed that fully 85 percent of the county's voters had
engaged in buying or selling their votes at some time in their lives!'

Ballot-box stuffing was not abandoned everywhere, of course, as
suggested by the exceedingly close 1960 presidential election, which
I)emocrat John F. Kennedy won over Republican Richard M.
Nixon by only 118,574 votcs. K Strong suspicions exist that the Illinois
electoral votes were stolen for Kennedy by Mayor Richard J. Daley,
who late on election night magically produced just enough of a mas-
sive margin in Chicago to overcome Nixon's large lead in the rest of
the state. (Thanks to a 319,000-vote advantage in Chicago, Ken-
nedy won a paper-thin victory of 8,858 out of more than 4.7 million
votes cast in the state—and thus captured all twenty-seven Illinois

electors.)
The loss of Illinois would have reduced Kennedy's Electoral Col-

lege majority edge to just six, and had he lost Texas as well, the elec-
tion would have been Nixon's. In Texas, too, substantial voter fraud
may well have occurred, though it is impossible to say whether fraud
accounted for Kennedy's entire 46,242-vote majority out of over 2.3
million votes cast. One thing is for certain, though: Kennedy's run-
ning mate, U.S. Senator Lyndon B. Johnson of Texas, knew where
all the votes were buried, and he had practiced electoral skuldug-
gery before.' Having lost an agonizingly close U.S. Senate race in
1941 to former Governor Pappy O'Daniel, whose supporters may
have stolen it, Johnson was determined to turn the tables when he
ran again in 1948. LBJ's alliance with South Texas's political boss,
Judge George Parr, known as the "Duke of Duval County," helped
him do it. As in 1941, the Democratic primary battle between Con-
gressman Johnson and former Governor Coke Stevenson was as
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tight as a tick, and the vote was so close it all came down to Voting
Box 13 in Alice, 'Texas, in the heart of Parr's territory. Several days
after the election, Parr's precinct man in charge of Box 13, Luis
Salas, "found" 203 more votes, 202 of them for Johnson. 1 ) Arnaz-
ingly, these good citizens had voted in alphabetical order, with the
same handwriting and blue pen. 11 Moreover, the discovered ballots
gave the victory to LBJ by a statewide margin of only 87 votes. Thus
was a U.S. senator created by corruption and sent on his path to the
Oval Office.

While there is little to admire in the low standards Johnson set,
his sins must be interpreted in context. Voting fraud was a way of
life in parts of Texas in the 19.10s, just as it has been, at various times,
in Chicago, Louisiana, West Virginia, New Jersey, and many other
places. For much of our history vote fraud has been as American as
(sour) apple pie. This is a humbling and sobering reality, and we
need to remember this whenever we feel the urge to sanctitmt-
niously condemn wide-scale fraud in other countries' elections.
Election reformers still have a full plate right here in the United
States.

The Philadelphia Story

The city where the American democracy was born is now proof of
America's continuing corruption of the electoral process.' 2 In 1993,
a special election was held to fill the vacated 2nd Senatorial District
seat in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. The contestants for the seat,
which would determine the balance of power in the state Senate,
were Republican Bruce Marks and Democrat William Stin-
son. Even though the district was substantially Democratic, Marks
had come close to winning it in 1990 against veteran state senator
Francis Lynch, and after Lynch's death in May 1993, Marks decided
to try again. His new opponent, Stinson, was often described as a
classic Philly Democratic poi, a deputy mayor who lost a 1991 Dem-
ocratic primary for a city council seat by a there seventeen votes.

The battle was fierce, and the campaign attracted statewide at-
tention because the Senate was then divided evenly, twenty-four
Democrats to twenty-four Republicans. With a pro-GOP, anti-
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Clinton tide running across the country in fall 1993, Marks appeared
to surge. Sure enough, Marks received more Election Day votes C^3
(those cast in polling places on the day of the election) than hisop-
ponent-19,691 to Stinson's 19,127. Yet Stinson garnered an ex ra-
ordinary proportion of the absentee ballots to turn the tide-1,396 to
Marks's 371, yielding totals of 20,523 and 20,062, respectively. The
Philadelphia County Commissioners (Democrats Margaret
Tartaglione and Alexander Talmadge Jr., and Republican John F.
Kane), sitting in their capacity as the County Board of Elections, cer-
tified Stinson as the victor of the race on November 18, 1993. State
Democrats arranged for Stinson to be sworn into office quickly, be-
fore a court could issue an injunction to stop it.

While the board's imprimatur ordinarily would have marked the
conclusion of the election, in the case of the Second District it
marked the beginning ofa lengthy inquiry, by the end of which Stin-
son was indicted (though not convicted) and Judge Clarence New-
corner of the U.S. District Court for the Eastern District of
Pennsylvania condemned the commissioners for permitting blatant
violations of state election law and overturned the result of the spe-
cial election. Stinson was eventually cleared of criminal charges of
absentee ballot fraud, but in the civil proceedings, Newcomer found
sufficient proof to implicate Stinson in a conspiracy to steal the elec-
tion, and Stinson was ousted from office. (Several Stinson staffers
were even less fortunate; their involvement in the fraud resulted in
criminal prosecution and conviction) 3) Marks v. Stlnson, 11 the con-
clusion of candidate Marks's civil challenge to Stinson's victory,
marked an extraordinary but necessary intervention of a federal
judge into the state's political process to redress claims of civil and
voting rights violations. Newcomer's order to certify Marks as the
winner on the basis of the machine vote total without considering the
absentee ballots cast appears to be unprecedented in modern titnes.15

The vote fraud was documented beyond question.' 6 Despite
Pennsylvania's strict laws regarding application for, completion, and
return of absentee ballots, 17 the Stinson campaign and related orga-
nizations engaged in the systematic distribution and collection of
absentee ballots, which circumvented the normal process. More re-
markably, the Democratic members of the Board of Elections them-
selves were implicated in the conspiracy, despite the procedural



"EVERYBODY'S DOIN' IT": BIPARTISAN CORRUPTION

safeguards they were legally required to observe in order to prevent
absentee voting fraud. The electoral process was corrupted not just
by a campaign but by those charged with overseeing it.

The competition for the Second District seat was tight enough to
convince members of the Stinson organization that fraud was re-
quired to ensure victory. In both predominantly white and minority
areas, Stinson's campaign and related Democratic Party organiza-
tions engaged in a widespread effort to file fraudulent applications
for absentee ballots and then ensure the proper choice was made
when applicants returned their ballots. Some of the applicants did
not realize what they were doing, some were not even registered,
anti others were browbeaten and intimidated. The Democratic
commissioners played a key role in the plot; as Marks recalled, they
and their staffs "illegally (gave) absentee ballots directly to my oppo-
nent's campaign and to (I)emocraticl committee people. "1K

Absentee voting in Pennsylvania is not unlike that of most states:
exacting statutory guidelines determine the method of application,
completion, return, and processing of an absentee ballot. Absence
from the state or county of residence, or disability, are legitimate rea-
sons to vote absentee. An absentee ballot cannot be requested more
than fifty days prior to the election anti must he requested at least
seven days before the election. A voter is required to submit an ab-
sentee ballot request to his or her local board of elections by the
Tuesday prior to the election. Although the Philadelphia board's of-
ficial policy required a check of each applicant's signature against
the file copy, in actual practice it did not do so. When any absentee
application is approved, statutory language requires the board of
elections to return an absentee ballot only to the applicant, who must
mail or return the ballot to the board in person prior to the Friday
preceding the election.

The Stinson campaign used two distinct ploys to put illegally ob-
tained absentee votes in its column. First, from July through Sep-
tember of 1993, campaign workers solicited hundreds of absentee
applications as part of a canvass and registration effort in predomi-
nately white Democratic precincts. Contrary to election law, "many
persons who were hesitant to register because they simply did riot
want to go to the polls were told that they could fill out an absentee
ballot application and obtain a ballot out of con v enience." 1 " The
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dates of the applications were left blank to conceal the fact that they
were requested either before or after the filing deadline. When
William Jones, a Stinson worker, approached the candidate to ex-
press his concerti over the scheme, Stinson told him "that he was
never going to lose another election because of absentee ballots. "2Q

Robert O'Brien, a campaign staffer, instructed subordinates to de-
liver the completed applications to the election board's office. As a
result, the board sent over 500 ballots to the campaign, which
O'Brien then distributed to workers, who proceeded to take them to
homes of voters. As Stinson had instructed, the workers directed
voters to "either check off the straight Democratic box, or to check
off the individual Democratic names, and then, to return- the com-
pleted absentee ballot to O'Brien." I ' About 450 ballots supporting
Stinson found their way hack in this manner.

More dubious still was the Stinson effort to elicit absentee appli-
cations and "correctly" complete ballot packages in Hispanic and
African-American precincts. Late in the campaign, polling results
provided by the Democratic State Committee indicated Stinson was
trailing Marks. The decision was made to target minority precincts
in a last-ditch effort to turn the tide in his favor. In essence, the Stin-
son campaign workers convinced some minority voters that, in
Marks's words, "if they wanted to vote from the convenience of their
own home that they could do so, and they could just fill out the ap-
plication and say that they were out of town or make up some medi-
cal reason."22 Ruth Birchett, who directed the Stinson campaign in
minority areas, was explicitly assured by both the candidate and one
of the election board's Democratic commissioners that the scheme
was legitimate, although others in the Stinson organization recalled
that a hard-edged cynicism permeated the effort. For example, one
staffer. reported that the not-funny " 'joke' in the Stinson campaign
was that the Hispanics would sign anything," a problem exacer-
bated by the fact that the absentee ballot application included no
Spanish language instructions. Some Hispanics were apparently not
even aware they were voting. Lydia Colon, for example, thought she
was signing a form to request removal of a pile of refuse from her
back yard. However, the Democratic canvasser who connived her
into signing the ballot did not count on her subsequent decision to
go to her polling place on election day and attempt to vote.23

O
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The execution of the minority plan mirrored the one used for the
majority white precincts: applications were solicited and submitted
by the Stinson workers, who then received, distributed, and re-
turned about 600 ballots. Likewise, campaign workers instructed
voters to mark their ballots for Stinson. The special twist was that
the held staffers were paid one dollar per correctly marked ballot re-
turned. In other words, the Stinson workers distributing the appli-
cations and ballots took the supposedly neutral polling place to the
voters while serving simultaneously as remunerated Rushers and
haulers.

The Stinson organization received the funds to implement this
plan from several sources, including the Committee for a Derno-
cratic Majority PAC ($4,000) and a PAC associated with I)emo-
cratic State Senator Vincent Fumo ($4,000). 24 The money also paid

• for a phone bank operated in English and Spanish, to inform voters
of the "new way to vote." From direct testimony, the dates of the
street money contributions, and the receipts retained for payments
to workers, Judge Newcomer determined that the ballots—cast
overwhelmingly for Stinson—could nut have been returned prior to
the absentee ballot deadline. Further, it was clear to the court that
campaign workers aided completion of the ballots "in the homes of
voters and often directed, coerced, and/or intimidated voters to vote
for Stinson; ... land) the campaign workers had a political and fi-
nancial interest in obtaining votes for Stinson." 25•

	

	
Compounding this disturbing pattern was the active assistance

given the Stinson campaign by two election commissioners, both
• Democrats. These officials casually waived normal procedures,

helped to process absentee applications for unregistered citizens,
and permitted campaign workers to distribute ballots—all in con-
travention of the rules, and all consciously designed to result in a
Stinson victory.2 Judge Newcomer reserved some of his harshest
language for Democratic commissioners Talmadge and Tar-
taglione, since they "could have prevented much of the illegal activ-
ity that occurred even if the Stinson campaign had acted illegally."-'
If the commissioners had required that existing written procedures
be followed, for example, the wrongdoing that altered the outcome
of the election could not have happened. As Republican election at-
torney Jack Connors, who worked on this case, suggested, "You had
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built-in arrogance of power in a local board of elections that had
been in one party's control for over twenty years. The reason why
this case is so outrageous ... was that they thought they were going
to get away with this. "5

This particular instance of fraud, unlike so many others, had a
just ending that served as a powerful warning to vote-tamperers.
After concluding that nearly 600 absentee ballots had been cast after
the deadline by unregistered people, Judge Newcomer stated firmly
that "Bruce Marks would have won the 1993 Special Election in the
Second Senatorial District" had it not been for the Stinson organi-
zation's violation of state election law.' '' Newcomer then evicted
Stinson from the state Senate, gave his seat to Marks, and with it,
control of the Senate to the Republican Party.

Rut we need to remember that the Philadelphia fraud was wide-
spread, well established, relatively easy to accomplish, and stayed
hidden fir a good while. ( )nly an aggressive, generously financed,
and thoroughly politicized legal assault on the system that stole an
election managed to right the balloting wrong. Most candidates are
not so well positioned to pursue suspected fraud—and as a conse-
quence, one suspects, similar or more subtle shenanigans elsewhere
may go undetected and unexposed.

Sweet Home Alabama:
Southern Fried Voting Fraud

As Philadelphia's state Senate election suggests, it is the close elec-
tion that often leads to revelations about voting fraud. (The candi-
dates in close or disputed races are almost inevitably involved in
court brawls, and their investigations can turn over rocks that hide
sleazy shenanigans.)

Such has recently proved to be the case in Alabama as well. The
1994 election for chief justice of the state Supreme Court yielded a
(lead heat, with Democratic incumbent Sonny Hornsby losing to
Republican Perry Hooper Sr. by fewer than 300 votes out of 1.2 mil-
liun cast. It had been a high-stakes race, with the trial lawyers back-
ing their former association president (Hornsby) with at least
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$198,519 in campaign expenditures and Alabama business persons
and groups spending many tens of thousands of dollars on their fa-
vorite son (Hooper). 3ti To maintain his narrow lead, Hooper and his
supporters launched a preemptive legal challenge after suspecting
widespread fraud. Hooper's legal maneuvers were aimed at pre-
venting the counting of 1,700 disputed absentee ballots—ballots that
came disproportionately from solidly Democratic counties. The liti-
gation was ultimately successful, permitting Hooper to finally be
sworn in as the state's chief justice on October 20, 1995—eleven
months after the election. 31 And along the way to this belated vic-
tory, the Hooper forces uncovered some disturbing facts about Ala-
batna's electoral process.

Once again, it is the absentee ballots that present an occasion for
sin. In Greene County, a heavily Democratic part of Alabama's
"black belt," almost a third of the vote was cast absentee, compared
to well under 10 percent just about everywhere else. Dozens of ab-
sentee ballots were mailed by elections officials to a nonexistent post
office box, with many of the ballots allegedly being picked tip at the
post office by an unknown individual. i2 Local resident Paul Har-
rington readily observed the telltale signs of absentee fraud. During
a meeting with the clerk of the Circuit Court of Greene County
(who served as the manager of absentee ballots), Harrington found
the clerk had discovered that

approximately 60 applications for absentee ballots were re-
ceived requesting that the absentee ballots be sent to Post Of-
fice Box 115, Eutaw, Alabama, 35462. According to [the clerk,
however, she later learned that no such post office box existed.
However, as absentee election manager, she was unable to re-
cover all the ballots.... Approximately 10 to 20 were ... picked
up by someone from the post office and the post office was un-
able to identify the individual or individuals retrieving the
ballots 33

Several dozen other absentees were sent to two Democratic officials,
with the party chairman's home listed as the "permanent address"
for many of the absentee voters. 34 Other absentee ballots went to the
local sewer and water authority, a woman who had moved out of
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the county six months earlier, and a man who had died well before
the absentee balloting period began. This dead man somehow voted,
by the way, while other legitimate voters showed, up at. Greene
County polls on Election Day only to be told they were ineligible be-
cause they had supposedly already voted by absentee.35

Similar problems cropped up in other Alabama localities. In
Houston County, in the far southeast corner of Alabama, a man
"dead for seven years," according to his wife, has regularly been
recorded as voting by absentee, despite the difficulties in delivering
a ballot to the afterlife. Reportedly, political activists would also pro-
vide absentees to eligible persons and then take them away after the
ballot had been signed, with candidate choices marked only in pen-
cil (or not marked by the presumed voter at all).

Then there were the helpful visits to nursing homes in Mont-
gomery and elsewhere. For example, a young woman observed with
absentee ballot materials showed up at the capital city's Tyson
Manor Nursing Home shortly before the 1994 elections and "as-
sisted" incapacitated anti even comatose patients with their ballots.
As one visitor reported: "I had seen Ia particular patients in the bed
many times in the past ... land Ii thought she was comatose ... Ishel
was incapable of filling out the fortns or even making a mark on the
papers. She died three days after this event, which would have been
before the election on November 8, 1994." 37 A patient with severe
Alzheimer's disease supposedly cast a ballot in another nursing
home even though her daughter testified that this was not possible
and the woman had been removed from the voting rolls at the
family's request the previous summer." As the daughter recalled,
"her name still appeared on the list in November, 1994," even
though "no member of the family" had applied for an absentee
ballot.;"

Suspicious circumstances were identified all over the Alabama
map. Some voting machines were apparently programmed to facili-
tate voting for Democratic candidates and to discourage GOP
votes, according to an affidavit of John Russell Campbell:

You could vote the straight Republican ticket by punching one
button at the top of the Republican column and it would light
u l) all of the officials' names in the Republican column. And
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then you could reach over and punch the button of individual
Democratic candidates or independent candidates and it
would light up and cancel the lindividuall light on the Repub-
lican side and then ... the votes would be cast. You could not
do that if you were voting the straight Democratic ticket. Ifyou
punched the light at the top of the Democratic ticket, it would
light up the entire Democratic ticket. But if you reached over
and tried to vote individual Republican candidates, nothing
would happen. The light wouldn't come on and it wouldn't
cancel the light on the individual Democratic candidate.

Many absentee ballots from unregistered individuals and other un-
qualified people were counted by local election officials even though
the ballots were challenge(] by authorized poll workers. Under state
law, these suspect ballots are supposed to he separated out from un-
challenged ballots so that they can be carefully reviewed; instead, the
signed cover sheets were removed and they were mixed in with all
other ballots—so it was impossible to identify and retrieve them.',
The situation apparently approached the proportions of a parody,
Campbell said:

Despite my requests (over about a thirty-minute period of
time), the Committee continued to open affidavit envelopes
and separate them from the ballots at a feverish pace. When-
ever I was able to stop the process of opening the affidavit en-
velopes at one end of the table, the Committee members at the
other end would frantically begin ripping envelopes open and
separating the ballots.

And despite the closeness of the election, which was obvious to
everyone on election evening, the ballots were not secured in many
counties. Some ballot boxes were missing, votes from one precinct
were combined with another, seals on various containers of votes
had been broken, and ballot boxes were openly available in un-
watched public rooms.i2

John Campbell, the dumbstruck Alabama poll watcher, summed
up his reactions after a long election day of observing arbitrary,
capricious, and downright illegal actions by local officials charged
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with safeguarding the electoral process: "When I was asked to serve
as a Ballot Security Attorney, I could not believe that the election of-
ficials in Wilcox County would be capable of tolerating, much less
participating in, the type of activities that were described to me as
having occurred in the past. Not only was it as bad as it had been de-
scribed to me, it was worse. I was shocked. "43

Somewhat surprisingly, Campbell's description of Wilcox County's
elections received backing from Dan Warren of the county's own
Board of Registrars. When we contacted Warren, he refused to ad-
dress Campbell's specific allegations but said they were "the tip of the
iceberg" and that "there will never be a fair election in Wilcox
County."44

Of course, there is no mystery about the systemic source of Ala-
bama voting corruption. Election laws and procedures are fol-
lowed—or ignored—in each county at the discretion of a board
comprised of the local sheriff, the probate judge, and the circuit
court clerk. Frequently, these individuals are all members of the
same political party. An experienced Alabama attorney, currently
involved in the search for voting fraud in his state's 1994 elections,
offered us an overview of the state's election system:

Do y'all understand how the system is rigged to begin with?
Basically what happens is that you're not going to second-guess
elections in the absence of strict proof. And then what you do
is make sure the people who control the proof are in the inner
circle of your party. And therefore, as the process unwinds in
the wee hours of the [election) night, based on the information
that's available from the media outlets, the inner circle comes
up with what [votes) they need. Who's going to rat on them?
Who's going to tell on them? Well, everybody knows that elec-
tion officials never cheat, and after all, nobody can prove they
cheat. The only thing that we know is that they're all from the
same political party. And nobody would ever think that they
would dare violate their oaths of office. And if I sound cynical
about it, I am a5

All in all, the Alabama electoral process does not seem likely to be
included in the state's promotional brochures. Vote fraud seems to
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be another deeply ingrained custom in a traditional state slow to
change.

California: The Golden State for Vote Fraud

if mega-state California, as advertised, is the trendsetter for the rest
of America, voting fraud will truly be a Malibu-sized wave of the fu-
ture. For the Golden State has exceptionally serious difficulties in its
system of registration, absentee balloting, and election-day voting.

The fundamental difference between California and Philadel-
phia or Alabama is that the breakdown of the electoral process be-
gins at a much earlier stage than absentee balloting. The voter
registration setup is the first source of trouble; not to put too fine a
point on it, it is nothing short of a disgraceful mess. California has
not thoroughly purged its voting rolls of those who are no longer eli-
gible to vote since 1979, when advocates of greater political partic-
ipation secured passage of a law permitting the removal of voters'
names from the rolls only by means of an inconclusive "negative
purge." Voters who have not cast a ballot in two consecutive general
elections are sent a postcard asking whether they still live at the
listed address. Only if the card is returned as undeliverable is the
name stricken. So long as the card is not returned, for whatever rea-
son, the name stays.

Many voters who have died or moved are thus retained on the
registration rolls, and as a result there are literally millions of inac-
curate or wrongful registrations on file. Many voters have moved
out of California but remain on the rolls. Some have simply changed
addresses within the state and have duplicate registrations (one each
in the new and old locations). In many localities of California, a du-
plicate registration is recorded if a voter who has moved within a
city or county makes the slightest addition or deletion (for example,
of an initial or nickname) when he re-registers. A sample of 940 vot-
ers requesting absentee ballots in Tulare County discovered, for ex-
ample, that 92 people had relocated (according to other voters
currently residing at each address). Partial voter files showed 20 of
this group were recorded as voting in the 1994 general election at
their old address. It is not clear whether they returned to vote there,
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or they had voted twice (at an old and new address), or there wad''
some other explanation. 46 Other voters have died or been convictet
of felonies; either condition normally makes a person ineligible=
(though a Chicagoan might disagree). And at least a few indiviijt5als
register twice in order to vote twice. In 1994, there were cases of
people (1) voting both absentee and on Election Day, (2) voting two
absentee ballots, and (3) voting at two different polling places on
Election Day.17

Phony registrations encourage shenanigans in any place, and
California's massively erroneous voter list is an engraved invitation
to commit fraud. Incredibly, the most recent official estimates of the
"deadwood" on the California voter rolls range from 14 percent to
24 percent of the more than 14 million registered voter total—
meaning between 2 million and 3.4 million phony registrations
crowd the books. a" Every election cycle, deadwood voters cause state
and local governments to waste $5 to $8 million of taxpayers' money
printing and mailing voter pamphlets, unneeded ballots, and the
like."'

Among the many factors responsible for this monumental inepti-
tude is the failure of bureaucrats at various levels to share death and
incarceration records with registrars, as they are supposed to do;50
the appalling lack of a centralized statewide voter registration list
that could at least reduce or eliminate the extraordinary number of
duplicate registrations; and most important for our purposes, the ex-
istence of a burgeoning, legal campaign industry whose raison d'etre
is the registration of citizens. Political parties, individual campaigns,
and ideological interest groups contract with the consulting organi-
zations to find and register eligible persons at a per-head price that
ranges from $1 to $10. The profit incentive demands a large volume
of registrants, obviously, and so the paid solicitors avariciously sign
up whoever they can find, often without regard to the legal niceties,
including illegal and legal aliens, some juveniles and infants, ficti-
tious individuals, companion animals (known in less sensitive states
as "pets"), and even the dead (or "life-challenged" voters). As
one California elections official asserted, "You're just asking for
trouble.... Anytime you pay to register people, you're going to have
fraud. "51

Because California registrars have "a ministerial duty to accept a
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registration without investigation, absent any challenge to its va-
lidity," the state's registration system is "a system ofself-certification,
with no( certainty that a registrant is who he or she claims to be."sz

Since it is widely acknowledged that prosecution for registration
fraud is given a very low priority by law enforcement agencies, this
is yet another green light to sloppy or unethical work by paid voter
solicitors."

The lamentable results of widespread registration solicitation are
to be found all over California. In the city of Los Angeles, paid so-
licitors added over 4,000 fraudulent registrations just in 1992. 5; In
Glendale, bounty hunters "found" 191) unregistered voters in a
single apartment building, and signed them up (along with a dog)—
even though many were apparently already registered. SS Jailed
felons have registered while incarcerated, and other new voters have
illegally listed business addresses (including department stores) as
their supposed place of aboede. 5e Illegal and legal aliens arc, without
question, on the rolls in many areas. A single precinct in San Diego
County was found to have 3(1 verifiable legal aliens out of just
313 registered voters 5 7 Illegals voted in Fresno and Tulare County
in November 1994; 5" and a prominent legal alien—a Mexican
businessman and a publisher of a Spanish language newspaper—
registered to vote in 1987, while in the United States on a tourist visa,
and cast a ballot in both 1992 and I994 despite his lack of American
citizenship.59 Even Mario Aburto Martinez, the Mexican citizen
who assassinated the ruling party's 1994 presidential nominee Luis
Donaldo Colosio in Tijuana, was a registered voter in San Pedro.61?

The use of paid solicitors for partisan registration efforts has
plagued California for a decade or longer. The Republican Party,
finding its share of the registration rolls lacking, engaged in a year-
round registration drive as early as 1986. During that year, the party
employed approximately 2,000 bounty hunters and paid them $1 to
$4 per Republican registrant as part of its centralized, coordinated
registration campaign. The simultaneous Democratic Party regis-
tration drive, though less organized, also utilized paid workers, em-
ploying 250 bounty hunters in Orange County alone.',l In one recent
case of bounty hunter abuse, two workers retained by political con-
sultant Michael Long for Republican Brooks Firestone's campaign
for the state assembly were arrested for registering the inhabitants of
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a graveyard and were actually charged with election fraud. Long's
firm paid the two, ant] approximately fifty others, about $3 per com-
pleted Republican registration card. Unlike their companions, the;
two copied names from tombstones and submitted the cards to their
employer, who reviewed the cards and then forwarded them to the
Firestone campaign, which in turn submitted the cards to county
officials.

Neither Firestone nor Long's firm was apparently aware the reg-
istration cards were fraudulent, and Firestone noted, "We had no
intention of engaging in fraudulent registration whatsoever.... It
wouldn't do us any good, because dead people don't vote."(' Z Of
course, while the dead logically cannot vote, neither should they be
able to register. No evidence suggests that the Firestone campaign
intended to capitalize on the life-challenged registrants, but less
scrupulous candidates may not find the legal or ethical principles in-
volved very compelling.

The tried-and-true fraud associated with absentee balloting is
part of the California picture, too, mirroring the conditions already
identified in Philadelphia and Alabama. Jim Boren, reporter for the
Fresno Bee, described the bold and "sophisticated" pattern of activ-
ity by campaign staffers and candidates: "They know what the exact
turnaround should be in neighborhoods. The campaigns mail the
absentee requests to the elections office, and then they literally fol-
low around the postmen and women as they deliver the absentee
ballots back to the residences. They go up to the residences, offer
people a stamp, and make sure they vote."

This harvesting of absentees (sometimes called "ballot farming")
may simply seem like savvy politics, but violations of law are in-
volved. h3 A recent San Francisco Chronicle investigation of one
county's elections found that signatures on dozens of absentee ballot
request forms did not match the registration signatures on file, yet
the ballots were still mailed; and that 1,500 suspect absentee ballots
were simply filed away and never referred to the district attorney for
investigation 64 At times, local candidates have directly obtained ab-
sentee ballots from the elections office and personally delivered the
ballots to voters, entering their homes while the voters were casting
them. Campaign workers have also punched holes in the ballots for
voters, instructed people who to vote for, handed out free postage
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Stamps, or simply taken the completed ballots away with them, and
occasionally engaged in intimidation of voters during the balloting
process. ti5 All of these activities can result in misdemeanor or felony
charges under existing law. Two recent city council elections in
Stockton and Inglewood have been overturned because of absentee
ballot hanky-panky of this sort.",

Of course, the ultimate forth of absentee balloting is voting by the
dead. Many years ago, if you planned to remain politically active
once deceased, you had to arrange burial in Chicago or Louisiana.
Now, apparently, California is an acceptable alternative. For ex-
ample, in Alameda County a deceased woman's 1994 absentee ballot
was cast—the registrar suspects that either her daughter or room-
mate did it,' and in San Francisco one Lazarus who had passed•

•	 away twelve years earlier (in April 1982) came back to vote in 1994.R
The dead are not the only unexpectedly energetic voters on elec-

tion days in California. Some registered Golden Staters are such
• good citizens they vote twice—this a result of the widespread dupli-

cate registrations mentioned earlier. In one study of five Central
Valley counties following the 1994 general election, 3,300 voters
were found to have registered twice. With only very partial records
available on some of these voters, 90 were identified as having cast at
least two ballots" (Had all data been accessible, the number of
"vote-early-and-often" citizens would almost certainly have been
higher.) A number of people may also be voting under the names of
registered voters who, for whatever reason, are not expected to show
up at the polls. On general Election Day 1994 at a Kern County
precinct, for instance, a woman was in the process of casting her bal-
lot when another women (with two female friends) entered the
polling place and requested a ballot under the name of the woman
who by chance was already in the voting booth. As the legitimate
voter objected and stared in disbelief, the impersonator and her ac-
complices fled the area.70

As if all this were not enough to malign California's unsecured
electoral system, the record-keeping and vote certification are so
sloppy that almost nothing adds up correctly. When the state's Fair
Elections Foundation, a nonprofit watchdog group, examined the
November 1994 returns from seven counties, the county registrars
inexplicably reported totals that differed by many thousands from
the vote totals certified by the California secretary of state.'' In 0r
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ange County, the registrar claimed 627,223 votes had been cast but
the secretary of state's office released a final count of 618,448. To
make matters worse, the tallies by poll workers of votes cast in each
precinct frequently differed from the tallies recorded by the county
registrars. In Los Angeles County, fully 40 percent of the 6,104
precincts showed a disparity between the counts of the poll workers
and the registrars.72

Computer software glitches may well account for some (though
not all) of these errors. Still, the mistabulations add to the seeming
haphazardness of the laid-back California elections process. When
combined with the abundant evidence of voter fraud (both potential
and actual), there is but one reasonable conclusion: let honest Cali-
fornia elections officials beware, and let concerned citizens be about
the business of reform.

These recent California experiences also point to a noteworthy
irony that applies to other states and the nation as a whole: laws in-
tended to encourage voting have sometimes become an entree for
vote fraud. The last quarter-century has seen an opening up of the
electoral process almost everywhere, as regulations concerning reg-
istration and balloting were eased to maximize convenience and
turnout. But undeniably there is a hidden cost to these benefits: the
resurgence of fraud apparent around the country. Remedies that
neatly cure one ill frequently and surprisingly cause another. Just as
with well-intentioned campaign finance schemes, the "law" of un-
intended consequences prevails—and it is a rule rarely given much
thought when many reforms are first designed.73

Vote Fraud in Texas: The Wild, Wild Southwest

As we have already demonstrated in this chapter, the Lone Star
state—whatever the extent of its electoral hijinks—will never walk
alone in the field of voting fraud. Nevertheless, fraud in contempo-
rary Texas is still breathtaking in its boldness and scope, amply ful-
filling the state's "bigger and better" stereotype. Reformers bent on
cleaning up political excesses had best hope that the state's informal
slogan, "Don't Mess with Texas," does not extend to the registration
and voting system.

One region or another of Texas features almost every breed of
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fraud found in Philadelphia, Alabama, and California: voting by il-
legal aliens, ballots from the living dead, manipulation of the
elderly, double voting, absentee ballot shenanigans, street money in-
centives, and so on. In addition, some traditions and laws unique to

	

•	 Texas create conditions that spawn even more corruption.
The most egregious of the state's election law provisions permits

•people to come to the polls on Election Day, and without a recorded
registration, to cast a ballot as long as they sign a sworn statement
swearing that they arc in fact registered in that precinct. 71 These bal.-
lots are not kept separate so that they can he challenged or checked
later. just in Harris County (the Houston area), 6,707 individuals
who were actually ineligible voted this way in the 1992 presidential

	

•	 election.75 Of this substantial total, 1,262 had never been registered
• anywhere, and twenty-five of the illegal voters were convicted felons

not permitted to vote because of their crimes. %" It took Harris
County seven months to conduct the check, long after the election

	

•	 results had been certified. And of course, once again no one knows
• whether the illegal ballots affected the election since these provi-

sional votes were not segregated from the clearly legal ones. Inci-
dentally, even though it is a felony for a person to "vote or attempt

	

•
•	 to vote in an election in which the person knows he is not eligible to

	

•	 vote," no punishment is designated for those who "unintentionally"

	

•	 violate the law. Surprise: not a single one of the 6,707 illegal voters
was prosecuted because it is very difficult to prove criminal intent.77

• Nor was this merely a localized problem affecting Houston. In the
same 1992 general election, over 3,000 unregistered, ineligible
people cast a ballot in Tarrant County (the Fort Worth area).78

Moreover, Texas has an extraordinarily generous "early voting"
system79 that permits anyone age 65 or older, for instance, to use a
mail-in ballot (the same kind of ballot as the absentee, except that
senior citizens need not be away from home on Election Day or in-
capacitated to use it). Generally, as Texas examples will show, the
more substitutes there are for in-person voting, and the more fre-
quently they are used, the greater the opportunities for voter fraud.

• To make matters worse, Texas does not require mail-ins and absen-
tee ballots to be accompanied by a witness or notary signature on the
sealed envelope that actually contains the completed ballot. 80 Nor is
even a full signature by the voter necessary on this en v elope, even
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though a space is provided. Many elections officials permit any markCD
(an "X" or a check) to suffice—making it impossible to verify the
voter's signature and easing fraudulent efforts by people who come
into possession of absentee or mail-in ballots. In addition, some reg-
istrars do not seem to match and carefully compare the signatures on
the mail-in ballot application and the actual ballot envelope. One
watchdog group counts over 200 instances of apparently differing
signatures on the applications and envelopes in the 1994 Demo-
cratic primaries just in Galveston County; several races were de-
cided by fewer than 200 votes. st A follow-up investigation by the
Galveston district attorney's office found "some violations of the
Texas Election Code," including a mentally and physically incapac-
itated voter's ballot being cast by a caretaker who lived in the voter's
home.82

Some of the elderly—especially the infirm and the poor—are vul-
nerable to manipulation under this Texas regime. A Lone Star state
form of street money pays individuals to organize absentee and
mail-in voters." ; (In Hispanic areas these activists, each paid around
$100 per week, are referred to as the politlqueras.) Typical of these ac-
tivists' targets in recent elections was Edward Taylor of Houston, a
seventy-nine-year-old retiree. Prior to a 1993 municipal election, a
woman Taylor had never met before arrived at his home and pre-
sented him with an absentee ballot application, which she mailed
after Taylor signed it. Very shortly after the postman delivered the
ballot to Taylor's mailbox, the woman returned. Taylor related the
events that followed in a sworn affidavit:

Shortly after I received the ballot, the same woman, in the
company of a man, came to my house.... She used a hole
punch to vote my ballot. She then told me to sign my ballot.
This woman then put my ballot in the envelope as I was not al-
lowed to mail in my ballot. The woman then took my ballot
with her when she left a'

As is needless to point out, this entire procedure is not just unortho-
dox but blatantly illegal.85

Compared with some others, Taylor was well treated, and actu-
ally given a role—however inferior—in the requesting anti casting
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of his ballot. One married couple, Maria and Jesus Casteneda, were
misled when a "helper" showed up at their house. 86 Instead of aid-
ing them in marking their ballots for an independent candidate for
city clerk, David Pena, as the couple requested, the helper tricked
them into checking the "straight Democratic" ticket box. As Jesus
Casteneda recalled, "I later found out that I had not actually voted
for David Pena and that {the helperl made me believe I did."' An-
other "helper" aided a husband and wife, Charles and Gloria Scott,
by voting their ballots and falsifying the certificate signatures on the
carrier envelopes." Even more remarkable was the story of Mr. and
Mrs. Jim Cheney Jr.s'> Neither of the Cheneys applied for an absen-
tee ballot in 1993, but two arrived anyway. (Someone unknown to
them did the application paperwork.) Soon after, Mrs. Cheney re-
ceived a woman visitor who offered to take her to the polls on Elec-
tion [.)ay. She declined, indicating she did not plan to vote; she also
pointed out the two unrequested ballots, which the visitor cheerfully
took off Mrs. Cheney's hands. Of course, the ballots were cast and
counted in the election. This was particularly noteworthy in the case
of' Mr. Cheney, who had died in September 1992. Mr. Cheney came
back again to his old home in March 1994, when he seemingly could
not resist applying for an absentee ballot to vote in the federal and
state primary elections. (Fortunately, the bogus application was
rejected this time by an alert registrar.)

In South Texas, meanwhile, remarkably little has changed politi-
cally since the days of LBJ's vote stealing. The sheriff is still the pre-
miere power in most counties, with great influence over the electoral
process. Some public officials (especially sheriffs) are again on the
take, with drugs rather than moonshine being the source of their ill-
gotten gains 9° And all kinds of fraudulent shenanigans remain a
staple of political life there. In recent elections, substantial charges
included voting by non-citizens, the mailing of blocks of absentee
ballots directly to a political party's headquarters, voting twice, in-
timidation of voters at the polling places, and campaign workers fol-
lowing around postal delivery persons in order to take mail-in
ballots from voters' mailboxes shortly after they were delivered.'
Poll workers have also observed official election judges—
supposedly neutral arbiters—exhorting voters in line at the polling
places to support a favored candidate or party. 2 And the beat goes
on....

To paraphrase John Donne, no state (except Hawaii) is an island,
so Texas shares vote abuse practices with other parts of America. As
in Philadelphia, fraud in Texas is bold. As in Alabama, Texas fraud
is traditional and institutionalized. As in California, vote fraud in
the Lone Star state is assisted by lax state laws that practically invite
trouble. But as long-time residents of the state are fond of bragging
to outsiders, everything is bigger in Texas, where vote fraud com-
bines all of the polling problems observed elsewhere on our Ameri-
can journey.

Election Fraud in Perspective

What conclusions are reasonable, now that this electoral tour of
some diverse precincts is over? As we asserted at the outset, contrary
to the belief of some that voter fraud is a thing of the past existing
today only in isolated pockets, if at all, the evidence accumulated in
this chapter's case studies strongly suggests a persistent pattern of
criminal fraud that is well organized and a continuing part of the
political culture in some areas. The fact that fraud is generally not
recognized as a serious problem by press, public, and law enforce-
ment creates the perfect environment for it to flourish.

The role played by the news media deserves a special comment.
Many of the stories we have just reviewed received little or no na-
tional press attention, even when the local media carried news ac-
counts. Perhaps they were seen merely as "isolated" incidents of
interest only to the citizens directly affected. Remarkably, though,
some of these cases of fraud attracted amazingly light attention from
the local news organizations themselves. Partly, as noted at the out-
set, this results from the mistaken belief among journalists that vote
fraud is no longer a serious problem. But it also reflects a lack of
knowledge even among opinion makers about vote fraud's resur-
gence. Less charitably, the coverage vacuum may also be another
indication of a disease some reporters may have contracted from ex-
tended contact with political professionals: a blase attitude about
some unsavory aspects of the electoral sausage-making process.

In contrast to the absence of the press, the alert reader has prob-
ably already noticed that Democrats feature prominently in almost
all of the insranrec of voter fra irl featured in this rhanrer. Before
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Democrats take umbrage, and the Republicans mount a high horse,
an explanation is in order. First, the GOP is fully capable of voting
hijinks when circumstances permit. For example, the two Ventura
County workers who were arrested in October 1994 for collecting
the names of newly registered voters from tombstones were work-
ing on behalf cif a Republican candidate for the legislature.

Another hotbed of Republican vote fraud is rural southeastern
Kentucky, where a sizable number of GOP local candidates, con-
sultants, and precinct workers have recently been caught paying off
voters to cast their absentee ballots "correctly," among other of-
fenses.'0 Several decades later, the price of a vote was still reason-
able--five dollars or a half-pint of whiskey—but by the 1980s and
1990s a combination of inflation and candidate competition had
driven the per-vote cost to about $5(1.''4 Despite the substantial in-
crease, various local Republican politicians and their absentee-ballot
"brokers"--fronttnen who give people cash in exchange for their
marked and signed absentees—were snore than willing to pay the
price."

"It's a way of life," commented former assistant state attorney
general Dale Wright, who was assigned to the vote fraud hotline in
his office. "It is basically conceded in Kentucky that people have a
constitutional right to sell their vote. We laugh about there being
three Kentucky cash crops: tobacco, marijuana, and votes."'
Wright describes a particularly blatant form of vote-buying in some
Kentucky precincts:

Sometimes the buying or selling (of votes) is done right at the
door of the polling place. The Ivote-buyersl are stationed at
the end of the road leading to the [precinct], and trucks stop
and the drivers are given a kind of business card. Then these
(bought] voters go into the polls and the 1partisanl election
judges see the card, know exactly where it came from, and
watch to see that the voter votes correctly ... Then one of the
judges will tear off a certain corner of the card. When the voter
drives off, he stops to see the vote buyer at the end of the road,
presents the torn card, and is paid:'?

Moreover, in some parts of the state, says Wright, "The patriarch or
the matriarch of a very large family may commit the whole damn
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family to the highest bidder, and once (he or she's) been paid, fall
family members J file for absentee ballots, sign them, and turn them
over" to the party or candidate's agent. By the way, Wright knows
whereof he speaks, and not just because he worked in law enforce-
ment. "Hell, I was part of it. My first year out of law school, in 1971,
I hauled half-pint whiskey bottles all (election) day around the
polling places, and I took the money to the family patriarchs" at a
time when he was active in partisan politics.

Kentucky and a few other places aside, Republicans have fewer
opportunities for vote fraud available to them. In many states, par-
ticularly in the South and some border states, the GOP has rarely if
ever controlled the local and legislative offices necessary to set the
rules and manipulate the election process. Alabama and Texas
clearly demonstrate this, although in those states and elsewhere in
Dixie, Republicans are beginning to make the necessary gains at the
ballot box that will change the balance of power in many localities.

In and out of the South, another factor is also at work: the hard
reality of economic and class politics. In most areas, the Republican
base consists primarily of white-collar, managerial professionals, as
well as Christian conservatives. Neither group is easily induced to
commit fraud; community standards, cultural values, "clean gov-
ernment" orientation, high education level, and/or the lack of a fi-
nancial incentive to commit fraud for just a few dollars work against
any Republican Party operative who seeks to draft them into any il-
legal schemes.

By contrast, the pool of people who appear to be available and
more vulnerable to an invitation to participate in vote fraud tend to
lean Democratic in their partisan predisposition, such as low-
income minorities.'tx The usual turnout among African Americans
and Hispanics is disproportionately low, and Democratic organizers
are often desperate to boost their participation rate. Some liberal
activists have even partly justified fraudulent endeavors on this
basis; those making this case say it is unfair that the voices of the
poor and dispossessed are muted at the ballot box, and therefore ex-
traordinary measures (for example, stretching the absentee ballot or
registration rules) are required to compensate 99 To most observers,
though, the rationalization that the end justifies the means is not
very convincing. The I993 passage of the "motor-voter" bill that
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reduced whatever cogency such an argument possessed. (This bill,
which also potentially increases the opportunities for vote fraud, is
discussed in chapter 11.)

Less partisan readers might wonder more about the breadth of
election fraud. Are polling problems restricted just to the four hot
spots we investigated, or do they characterize the American elec-
toral process generally and range more widely? Our strong suspi-
cion—based on dozens of unexplored tips from political observers
and interviewees—is that some degree of vote fraud can be found al-
most everywhere, and serious outbreaks can and do occur in every
region of the country. In New Jersey, for instance, nearly 1,000 ille-
gal votes were cast in Hudson County (Jersey City) in a 1989 elec-
tion, including some by people who were unregistered and others
who were dead."") In addition, several dozen psychiatric patients—
some of whom believed Franklin Roosevelt or Harry Truman was
still president—managed to cast absentee ballots in a local 1993 elec-
tion in Secaucus.""" And, one of our interviewees, Republican polit-
ical consultant Ed Rollins, claimed in a session with us that in the
1993 New Jersey gubernatorial election, there were precincts with
100 to 200 votes recorded for the Democratic candidate, Governor
James Florio, before the polls opened. Rollins blamed "Democratic
sheriffs in control of the machines. "1o2

Granted, vote fraud has been a staple of New Jersey's history; as
one chronicler wrote, "What Renaissance Italy was to art, the old-
time Garden State was to vote fraud."°3 However, places with rela-
tively spotless records, where the authorities are convinced that the
electoral process is clean, may be especially vulnerable to fraud. Vir-
ginia is a perfect example. Though administratively well run, the
elections process in the prideful Old Dominion may be too reliant on
an outdated "honor system" and sense of civic security. One can cast
a ballot in Virginia on Election Day without displaying any identifi-
cation. All one must do is give a name and an address to a poll
worker who then checks the official voter list—a procedure poten-
tially wide open to fraudulent manipulation.

Whether fraud is Democratic or Republican, or located in the
North or the South or the West, the effect on American democracy
is similar. While electoral hanky-panky affects the outcome in only
a small proportion of elections (mainly in very tight races), even one

Vote Fraud

fraudulent ballot is too many. The superstructure of any representa-
tive democracy ultimately rests on the soundness and integrity of the
elections that produce its governors. Most important of all, citizens
must have complete confidence that the declared winners are the ac-
tual winners; otherwise, the motivation to participate in elections is
destroyed. Millions of citizens are already convinced that their one
vote matters too little to exercise the franchise. Once the pattern of
election fraud becomes too obvious for the media to ignore, and the
public begins to suspect or believe elections can be stolen, then
American democracy's currently tenuous hold on many individuals
may well dissipate.

Therefore, the need fir reform is urgent and clear. Voter turnout
in the United States is traditionally too low, and cynicism among
citizens too high, to permit the malodorous malady of election fraud
to continue unchecked—q tr to spread. Fortunately, some simple
procedural changes, combined with newly advanced technology,
can make a real difference in this corrupt province, and proposals in
both categories will be set forth in chapter II.
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callers

Charles G. Rose over Republican Robert Anderson by 3,82) votes out of

A14; Laurie Kellman, "North Says Recent Troubles Won't Keep Him
121,519 cast; and a California U.S. House race in District 36 between in-

out of the Senate," Washington Times, October 29, 1994, p. Al; and Mar- cumbent Democrat Jane Harman and GOP challenger Susan Brooks,

Edds, "Get-Out-the-Vote Efforts Crucial in Close Senate Race,"garet
which Harman won by only 812 votes of 195,808 cast. In this chapter,

Virginian-Pilot. October 30, 1994, p. A2.
however, we have chosen to focus on less well-known examples that are

52. News Staff, "Bird Says Benson 'Survey' Is Just a Dirty Political Trick,"
indicative of systemic corruption.

2, Bruce L. Felknor, Political Mischief Smear, Sabotage, and Reform in U.S.
RockyAlou»terin News, July 23, 1994, p. AS.	

""in Waning Campaign Hours."
Elections (New York: Praeger, 1992), p. 160; see also pp. I55-82.
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Notes

3. For a classic treatment, see Paul Leland Hayworth, The Hayes-Tilden Dis-

puted Election of 1876 (Cleveland: Burrows Brothers, 1906).

4. Louise Overacker, Money in Elections (New York: Macmillan, 1932),

p.31.
5. Many "floaters"—individuals who would roam from precinct to precinct,

casting a ballot at each one—were imported from other cities and towns
to perform this extraordinary civic "duty." The practice may be the ori-
gin of the old aphorism, "Vote early and often."

6. J. J. McCook, "Venal Voting: Methods and Remedies," Forum	 14

(September/October 1892): pp. 1, 159; as cited in Overacker, Money in

Elections. p. 32.
7. A. Z. Blair, "Seventeen Hundred Rural Vote-Sellers," McClure's 38 (No-

vember 1911): 33; as cited in Overacker, Monty in Elections, p.33.

8. For further details on the 1960 election, see Theodore C. Sorensen,

Kennedy (New York: l larper and Row, 1965), chap. 8, pp. 211-23;

Stephen E. Ambrose, Nixon (New York: Simon & Schuster, 1987),

chap. 26, pp. 584-608; and Theodore White, The Making of the President

1960 (New York: Pocket Books, 1961).
9. As Johnson underling L. E. Jones later reported, LBJ had an early intro-

duction to the (under) world of voter fraud. Working for the left-leaning
Maury Maverick in his winning 1934 congressional campaign, Johnson
sat at a table covered with money and paid barely bilingual Mexican-
Americans in multiples of $5 bills. Jones realized that Johnson was pay-
ing each man $5 for each eligible voter in his family. See Robert A. Caro,
The Years of Lyndon Johnson: The Path to Power (New York: Alfred A.
Knop(, 1982), pp. 276-77. Johnson put this experience to good personal
use in 1937, campaigning in his successful bid to fill Texas's Tenth Con-
gressional District seat, which had been vacated by the death of James P.
Buchanan. Caro reports that Johnson bought votes in African-American
and Czech communities.

10. Parr ordered Salas to come up with the needed votes in a meeting attended
by Johnson himself, according to Salas. Decades later, Safas admitted that
two deputy sheriffs added the extra names to the voter list, at his direction.
Most observers at the time strongly suspected this skulduggery, but efforts
in the Democratic state committee and in the courts to change the results

• failed. See James W. Mangan, Associated Press interview, July 30, 1977.
• For a more extensive account of Johnson's Box 13 shenanigans, see Caro,

The Years of Lyndon Johnson, chaps. 14 and 15,pp. 318-412.

11. The hundreds of previous signatures were written in different color inks,
and were clearly signed by each individual voter separately.

12. The first draft of the Philadelphia section was researched and written by
University of Virginia graduate student Charles H. Woodcock.

Notes

13. See "Stinson Cleared of Election Fraud," United Press International re-
gional news, June 22, 1994. There was insufficient evidence to tie Stinson
directly to the fraudulent efforts made on his behalf. The Democrat had
been specifically charged with unsealing and counting absentee ballots, as
well as unlocking voting machines in his own precinct. For a description
of the pretrial proceedings, see Marc Duvoisin, Daniel Rubin, and Henry
Goldman, "Stinson, 2 Aides Are Indicted; Charges Center on Absentee
Ballots," Philadelphia Inquirer, March 13, 1994, p. A1.

14. Newcomer's final opinion in the Marks v. Stinson case (1994 U.S. Dist.
LEXIS 5273; hereafter, Marks v. Stinson) was actually the second time he
ordered Stinson stripped of the seat and certified Marks. The proceedings
occurring prior to his April 26, 1994, decision are complicated, and an ac-
counting of the entire obstacle course Marks was forced to run in order to
gain redress would require a chapter in itself.

Marks's appeal through the state court system proved futile. The
Marks campaign was actually aware that absentee malfeasance had oc-
curred prior to election night. Even so, Steve MacNett, a Pennsylvania
lawyer who worked on Marks's appeal, explained that at each of several
stages of the appeal process, "the apparent over-politicization of the
Pennsylvania Courts, especially in Philadelphia," prevented successful
action. MacNett continued, "{They three judges he was before in
Philadelphia, each of them has deep ties to the Democratic party estab-
lishment" (interview with Steve MacNett, July 18, 1995).

Marks's inability to gain redress quickly was compounded by the ac-
tions of the County Board of Elections, which prompted Judge Clarence
Newcomer to note that "the actions of the board (of Elections) were de-
signed to, and did in fact, prevent any realistic opportunity to appeal the
certification in the State court system.... Defendants allege plaintiffs con-
sistently failed to avail themselves of the proper appeal procedures. Plain-
tiffs were never given the opportunity to present their claims because the
safeguards failed at every level" (1994 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 5273, 58).

With his appeal to the State Supreme Court pending, Marks filed for
redress in federal court. Judge Newcomer found his claims compelling,
and on February 18, 1994, delivered his initial injunction stripping Stin-
son of the seat, threw out all absentee ballots, and ordered the Board of
Elections to certify the victor of the machine vote, that is, Marks. While
federal judges have in the past overturned the results of state elections on
civil and voting rights grounds, this was the first occasion a federal judge
simply installed the opposing candidate in office rather than ordering a
new election.

However, Newcomer was found to have exceeded his authority by the
court of appeals. (See his original opinion, Marks v. Stinson, 1994 U.S. Dist.
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O
LEXIS 1586, order overturned.) The Third Circuit Court of Appeals up-
held the portion of Newcomer's order stripping Stinson of the seat, but•	
vacated his order to install Marks. While the Circuit Court agreed the
District Court was correct to claim jurisdiction, proof of voter fraud was

• not sufficient to award the seat. Writing for the court, Judge Stapleton,
stated, "The district court should not direct the certification of a candi-
date, unless it finds, on the basis of record evidence, that the designated

•	 candidate would have won the election but for wrongdoing"
• (19 F.3d 873, 889 13d Cir. 19941). The appellate judges relied on Griffin V.

Burns (570 F.3d 1(165 j 1st Cir. 19781) to suggest that Newcomer's order to
install Marks might be unconstitutional, creating an opportunity for vot-
ers to challenge the decision under the Federal Voting Rights Act. Iie-
cause Newcomer's order voided all absentee ballots cast, it inevitably
voided some that were lawfully anti properly cast. The First Circuit in

Griffin "concluded that rejection of a ballot where the voter has been ef.
fectively deprived of the ability to cast a legal vote implicated federal due
process concerns" and possible Fourteenth Amendment violations (Marls

v. Stinson, 19 F.3d at 889).
The second opinion, which we discuss in the text, was the result of the

circuit court's remand to Newcomer. See particularly Newcomer's analy-
sis of the number of illegal absentee ballots and the statistical tests used to
corroborate his findings. Newcomer went to great pains to show that the
Stinson campaign's "dollar a ballot" drive produced approximately 60(1
fraudulent votes (greater than the 461 needed to change the election re-
sults). He also found via expert testimony that Stinson received approxi-
(nately l,(lOt) more absentee votes than expected.

The story does not end here, however. Stinson unsuccessfully appealed
• Newcomer's second opinion to the Third Circuit in August 1994, and

then in January 1995, to the U.S. Supreme Court, which declined to over-
turn or comment upon the judgment. In the (presumably) final chapter of•	
the story, Marks ironically lost his hard-won seat in the regular 1994 gen-
eral election to Nina Tartaglione, the daughter of Democratic County

• Commissioner Margaret Tartaglione, who had been implicated in the
scandal that denied Marks the seat to begin with. (See "Recount Shows
Marks Still a Loser," United Press International regional news, Novem-
ber 14, 1994.)

15. See, for example, Griffin v. Burns (570 F.2d. 1065, 1st Cir. 1978), the case
cited by the Third Circuit panel to justify remanding the case to the dis-
trict court. In this case, Providence election officials distributed absentee
ballots for a primary city council contest, although Rhode Island law only
provides for absentee voting in general elections. The Rhode Island
Supreme Court found the statutory omission precluded the use ofabsen-

tees in primary elections, decertified the primary victor, and ordered re-
certification based only on machine votes—which also changed the out-
come of the election. However, the circuit court agreed with absentee
voters' claims that the lower court ruling effectively disenfranchised
them, vacated the order to certify on the basis of the machine count, and
ordered a special election. Note, however, that the Burns case did not in-
volve fraud per se, anti the Third Circuit left Newcomer the option to
certify Marks if he found the Republican would have been elected but for
the wrongdoing.

10. See "Improper Ballots Turned Election," Philadelphia Inquirer. March 25,
1995, p. Al. The Inquirer's investigation, which required a massive effort,
indicated that at least 540 absentee ballots cast for Stinson were tainted, a
number that exceeded his margin of victory.

17. PA Stat. Tit. 25, 3146.1-3146.6 (1994).
18. Interview with Bruce Marks, July 18, 1995. In addition, several hundred

rejected applications (some of which were for unregistered individuals,
and some of which were simply fraudulent) were covertly returned to the
Stinson campaign to prevent their discovery. These documents are public
records, and should have been preserved for two years.

19. Mark, es Stinson, 1994 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 5273 p. 23.
20. Ibid., p. 26. As noted above, Stinson had narrowly lost an election for a

Philadelphia city council seat in a June 1991 Democratic primary. For
a fuller account of Jones's recollections of his work for Stinson, see also
Henry Goldman and Sergio Bustos, "Campaign Worker Says Stinson Ig-
nored Warning on Ballots," Philadelphia Inquirer, February 8, 1994,
p. AI. Stinson, on the other hand, challenged Jones's credibility and
claimed that he deliberately maintained his ignorance of many details of
his campaign, including the absentee ballot program. See Mark Faalol-
lah, "Stinson Said He Stayed Clear of Details," Philadelphia Inquirei; Feb-
ruary 8, 1994, p. Al. Stinson's argument, however, contradicts the
testimony of many of those who worked on his campaign; see Marc Du-
voisin, "Absentee-ballot Quest Described as Obsessive; Aides Say Stinson
Discussed It Frequently," Philadelphia Inquirer, March 13, 1994, p. A1.

Ironically, Marks later recalled that Daniel McElhatton, Stinson's op-
ponent in the 1991 city council primary, was one of the sources who sug-
gested•he investigate Stinson's use of absentee ballots: "I ran into [Daniel
McElhatton I who had run against my opponent in a 1991) primary,. . . and
he just recommended tome that I look into the absentee ballots" (inter-
view with Bruce Marks; July 18, 1995).

21. Marks v. Stinson, p. 23. _.
22. Ibid. See also tllur4s v. Stinson, p. 31, where Judge Newcomer notes the

scheme; Hispanic and black voters were alt, told "that the law hard hrrn
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changed and there was a 'new way to vote' from the convenience of one's
home."

23. For a more complete account, see "Voters Say Ballots Were Forged,"
Philadelphia Inquirer November 21, 1993, p. A1; and John F. Dickerson,
"Is This Seat Stolen? Angry Republicans Contend That Dirty Tricks at
the Polls Tipped the Balance of Power in Pennsylvania," Time, Febru-
ary 7, 1994, p. 34.

24. Marks v. Stinson, p. 36.
25. Ibid., p. 39.
26. One of the 1)etnocratic commissioners even gave an order to "stay out of

it" to an elections board employee who ascertained that unregistered
citizens had applied for absentee ballots anti so informed the commis-
sioner.

27. Marks v. Stinson. p. 55.

28. Interview with Jack Connors, July 18, 1995.
29. Marks v. Stinson, p. 47.
3D. Office of Alabama Secretary of State, Elections Division. As was the case

with the Philadelphia story, where party control of the Pennsylvania state
senate was at stake, the significance of the Alabama election was tied to a
larger issue current in the state at the time. Tort reform, which gained na-
tional prominence in the Republican Party's "Contract with America," is
an especially significant issue in Alabama, as in many states where judges
are elected. Plaintiff trial lawyers categorically oppose regulatory efforts
to limit jury awards for punitive damages and pain and suffering in civil
liability suits. Alabama is distinguished by the large dollar amounts that
juries award to plaintiffs, and by the fact that the state appeals courts, in-
cluding the Supreme Court, often maintain the amounts set by juries.
Hornsby is the past president of the Alabama Trial Lawyers Association
and is critical of tort reform. Hooper and the Alabama Business Coun-
cil are outspoken proponents of reforming tort award limits. The
Hornsby–Hooper race is therefore symbolic of the wider issue.

31. The United States Court of Appeals for the 11th Circuit requested that
the state Supreme Court clarify the status of the 1,700 absentee ballots
under Alabama electoral law prior to ruling on the merits of Hooper's
supporters' claims. A five-judge panel of the state Supreme Court (not in-
cluding Hornsby), all Democrats, ruled on March 15, 1995, that by Ala-
bama Code 17-10-7, the ballots were in substantial compliance with
Alabama electoral law and should be counted despite the fact that the af-
fidavits attached to the ballots were not notarized or witnessed by two in-
dividuals, as required. This ruling would place their colleague Hornsby
back on the bench. The circuit court is currently considering the panel's
opinion, and as Hooper note([, "This isn't even close to being over." (See

Notes

Ronald Smothers, "Court Orders Votes Counted in Alabama," New York
Times, March 16, 1995, p. A23.) However, in September 1995 a U.S. dis-
trict court judge in Mobile threw out the disputed absentee ballots, and
the U.S. Court of Appeals then upheld the judge's decision, thereby clear-
ing the way for Hooper's swearing-in, at long last. (See "Chief Justice
Takes Office in Alabama," New York Times, October 22, 1995, p. A25.)

32. Affidavit of Paul J. Harrington, November 20, 1994. All affidavits cited in
this section are public record, and were submitted as documentation for
Larry Roe et al. v. Mobile County Appointing Board ct aL (Civil Action 94-
885-AH-S).

33. Affidavit of Paul J. Harripgton, November 20, 1994,
34. Affidavit of Pam Montgomery, November 11, 1994,
35. Affidavit of H. U. Kirksey, November 21, 1994.
36. Affidavit of Anthony J. Keith, November 14, 1994. See also affidavit of

Juanita Crawford, November 1994.
37. Affidavit of Jacquelyn (sandy, November 22, 1994.
38. Testimony of Helen Watts, from transcript ofCivil Action94.885-AH-S,

Merry Roe et al. v. Mobile County Appointing Boarder al. (preliminary in-
junction hearing before Judge Alex Howard U.S. District Court, South-
ern District of Alabama I), pp. 122-28.

39. ibid.
40. Affidavit of John Russell Campbell, November 1S, 1995.
41. Ibid. See also affidavit of John Modris Grads, November 14, 1994,
42. Testimonies of William Moulton and Murphy Gewin, from transcript of

Civil Action 94-885-AH-S, Larry Roe et al. v. Mobile County Appointing
Board, et a1. (request for temporary restraining order before Judge Alex
Howard U.S. District Court, Southern District of Alabaman), pp. 48-63
and 109–I I.

43. Affidavit of John Russell Campbell, November 15, 1994.
44. Telephone interview with Dan Warren, July 20, 1995. Warren is a mem-

ber of the Board of Registrars.
45. Telephone interview with attorney Albert Jordan (of Wallace, Jordan,

Ratliff, Byers, & Brandt), March 27, 1995.
46. See Doug Haaland and Doug Swordstrom, "A Report on Election Law

Irregularities: California 16th Senate District," personally published re-
port, January 27, 1995, p. 8.

47. See "Report of the Fair Elections Foundation (II)" (Costa Mesa, Calif.:
self-published, winter 1995), pp. 34-48.

48. See "Report of the 1995 Elections Summit" (Sacramento, Calif.: Office of
the California Secretary of State, April 18, 1995), pp. 11 -14. Karen
Saranita, of the nonpartisan watchdog group Fair Elections Foundation,
estimated that the deadwood clogging the registration rolls was in the
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dent to Democrat. There is no record of Martinez actually casting a bal-
lot. His intention may have been to gain documentation in order to qual-
ify for welfare benefits, as Congressman Steve Horn pointed put. (See
Congressional Record, April 20, 1994.) Or like other illegals, he could have
been seeking a voter registration card in order to obtain a separate bor-
der-crossing card that facilitates transit across the border and qualifies the
holder far a California driver's license. (A notarized voter card can be
used to secure the border document–see the "Report of the Fair Elections
Foundation (I I," p. 4.)

Ironically, Luis I)onaldo Colosio, the man Aburto assassinated, had
pledged to depart from the fraudulent electoral practices that have se-
verely damaged the credibility of the Institutional Revolutionary Party
(PRI), including massive, systemic voter fraud. Zo his credit, as president
of the PRI, Colosio conceded his party's loss to the right wing National
Action Party (PAN) candidate in the gubernatorial race in Baja Califor-
nia Norte, the first such defeat in 60 years. (See Larry Rather, "Mexico's
Ruling Party Concedes First Defeat in a Governor's Race," New York
Times, July 6, 1989, p. A 1.) However, C olosio was also the campaign man-
ager of former President Carlos Salinas's 1988 presidential campaign, the
conclusion of which was marred by widespread evidence that the PRI
stole the election from Salinas's opponent, Cuauhtemoc Cardenas. See
David Gardner, "Mexico's New Man Bows to the Past; Mexican Elec-
tions," Financial Times, May 22, 1988, p. 4.

61. See Lanie Jones, "Veteran GOP Director Leads Charge in Voter Regis-
tration Campaign," Los Angeles Times, October 5, 1986, pt. 2, p. 1.

62. See Matthew Mosk, "Two Accused of Voter Registration Fraud," Los
Angeles Times, October 28,1994, p. BI. This case is also mentioned later in
the chapter. In another example of registration excess, twenty-six tran-
sient residents of a Salvation Army shelter were registered and requested
absentee ballots, but left before the election. See Robert B. Gunnison and
Susan Yoachum, "Abuses Cast Doubt on State Voting System," San Fran-
cisco Chronicle, February 22, 1995, p. A1; and Robert B. Gunnison, "Reg-
istrars Call for State Voting Reform," San Francisco Chronicle, March 27,
1995, p. A 15.

63. Under California election law, a "helper's punching holes in other people's
absentee ballots, his or her instructing voters in their choice of candidates,
or handing out free stamps are misdemeanors, and his or her handling or
mailing of another individual's absentee ballot is a felony offense." Now
a sophisticated process, absentee "farming" skirts the law, and in some
cases violates it.

64. See Gunnison and Yoachum, "Abuses Cast Doubt on State Voting Sys-
tem," p. Al.
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Notes

range of 14-17 percent, while Trudy Shaffer, of the California League of
Women Voters, cited an estimate of 24 percent from a study conducted in

the 1980s.
• 49. Secretary of State hones estimated "deadwood" costs for the state of Cali-

lornia at between Si and $5 million. Similarly, Associated Press reporter
Doug Willis estimated that registration inaccuracies cost the state gov-
ernment $5 million and local governments an additional $3 million. See
"Report of the 1995 Elect ions Summit," h. 14; and Doug Willis, "Dead-
wood on Voter Registration Rolls Wastes Millions for Taxpayers," AP

News Analysis, May 1, 1995.

50. The lists have apparently been lost in the shuffle of bureaucracy, and the
names of dead voters who passed away in the early 1980s are still on the
rolls in good standing. This problem was discussed at length at the Elec-
tion Summit. (See the "Report of the 1995 Elections Summit," p. 13.)

51. Ventura County elections head Bruce Bradley, as quoted in the Los'Inge-

les Times, October 28, 1994, p. Ill.

•	 52. 
See "Report of the 1995 Elections Summit," p. 16.

•	 53. Ibid.
54. See "Report of the Fair Elections Foundation (I)," p. 4. The Los Angeles

County registrar's office disputes this figure. In an interview with the au-
thors on July 20, 1995, Wendell Patterson, manager of the records divi-
sion, said there is "no positve proof" that 4,00(1 people illegally registered
to vote, and he stressed that under California law, when a person signs the
affidavit on the registration card, the registrar cannot challenge its au-
thenticity or any information on the card. Of course, this provision of the

law in itself may be a problem.

55. Robert B. Gunnison, "Registrars Seek Voting Reform," San Francisco

Chronicle, February 23, 1995, p. A 16.

56. See Haaland and Swordstrom, "A Report on Election Law Irregulari-

ties," p. 9.
57. See "Report of the Fair Elections Foundation (I)," p. 61.

58. Haaland and Swordstrom, "A Report on Election Law Irregularities,"
pp. 7, 9. In a letter to us dated July 13, 1995, Norma Logan, assistant reg-
istrar in Fresno County, wrote that while she has "no direct knowledge or

•	 proof that illegal aliens are voting," there are "many allegations about it,
and the possibility is that some may be voting.'

•	 59. See "Report of the Fair Elections Foundation (1)," p. 62. The man in

question is Eduardo Rivera, who publishes Nuestra Genre.

60, See Shawn Hubler, "County Ordered to Tighten Rules for Voter Regis-

tration," Los Angeles Times, March 30, 1994, p. B3. He registered in Sep-

tember 1990, when he was nineteen years old, and re-registered in 1993,
changing his address and his party affiliation from American Indepen-



65.
66.

67.

68.

Notes

Ibid.
Ibid. According to the article, although it is illegal for a candidate to elec-
tioncer "while in the residence or in the immediate presence of the voter, 7
and during the time he or she knows the absentee voter is voting." candi-
dates have admitted on the record to engaging voters completing absen-
tee	 ha lots,	 As	 explained	 by	 Fresno	 City	 Council	 candidate	 I)an
Ronquillo, "there was nothing wrong with entering voters' homes and
answering their questions while they voter]." (Quoted in Ibid.) However,
evidence existed that Ronyuillo tlidl more than answer questions; as Gun-
nison and Yuachum firunrl, "Scone voters said in interviews that they felt
pressures! by Ronquillo. 'He wanted to help me fill out my ballot,' sail
one elderly voter. 'You know, that's as private as my purse."' 75

Runyuillo's actions certainly had precedents in Fresno. City council-
man Humero Espinoza, elected in I )92, was found guilty of voter fraud
in 1995. Among other offenses during his campaign, Espinoza personally
took and cast other people's absentee ballots. in some cases having the un- 7('.
marked ballots mailed to his own post office box. Espinoza won by just
thirty-four votes in an election where an extraordinarily high .35 percent 77.

of the ballots were cast by absentee voters. (Probation report off 3rmteroo
Espinoza, Fresno County Superior Court Case No. 5113088-7, released to
us by letter on May 30, 1995, by County Counsel Phillip S. Cronin.)
Letter	 to the authors	 from	 Bradley	 1. Clark, Registrar, County of
Alameda, dated July 31, 1995. Mr. Clark painted Out two loopholes in the 78•
California process for removing the deceased from the voting rolls:
"Alameda County residents who die outside the county have their death
records reported in the county of death. These records arc then ii,r- 7`^
warded to the state registrar of vital statistics who in turn sends reports
back to the county of residence. There can he a lag of six months to a year
to receive this information. Alameda county residents who (lie outside the
state have their death recorded in the state of death. Due to confidential-
ity laws in many states, these records are never provided to us."
See "Report of the Fair Elections Foundation (11)," p. 15. This San Fran-
cisco man somehow awoke from a severe case of methadone poisoning, 80.

which left him in rigor mortis on April 1, 1982. 	 But he stiffly registered
as a Democrat on September 29, 1991, and cast his ballot via coffin in the
1994 general election.
Haaland and Swortlstrom, "A Report on Election Law Irregularities," p. 6. 81.

Ibid., p. 10. The legitimate voter was interviewed and signed an affidavit
for the report's authors. 82•

See "Report of the Fair Elections Foundation (11)," p. 51.
Ibid., p. 24. 83.

This "law" is applied to the world nfcamlrnign finance in Larry 1. Sahatu,

69.
70.

71.
72.
73.

Notes

C)
Paying fur Elections: The Campaign Finance Thicf(ct (New York: Priô4it
Press, 1989), pp. 19-24.

4. Texas election law hermits "election officers, watchers, or any other
person lawfully in the polling Place" to challenge any voter's eligibility, in-
cluding absence frorn registration rolls. Following the challenge, the
voter is given the opportunity to rebut the reasons given by executing an
..affidavit that states the facts necessary to support the voter's eligibility to
vote." if such an affidavit is produced, the voter may proceed to vote and
his or her ballot is not separated from those of unchallenged voters. lithe
voter refuses to execute the affidavit, he or she is simply not permitted to
vote. See Tex, Elec. Code Ann. 63.010 (West, 1994).
See Alan Bernstein, "Thousands Voted in 1992 Sans Registration," Hous-
ton chronic/c, ( ktoher 24, 1994, p. Al. The total voter turnout in Harris
County (including the 6,71)7 ineligible persons) in November of 1992 was
958,234.

Note that 5,277 registrations hail expired, and 143 were living in anuther
county.

As Alan Bernstein ul the I touston Chronicle explained it to us in a tele-
1'1 ne interview on April 2t1, 1995, "The registrar's office took Ithe 6,707
illegal case% in I larris (:ou city j en masse to the district attorney's office,
who took them to a grand jury, and l the grant] jury said, 'To hell with that,
we have gat jserious crimesf going on to worry about.' "
See Selwyn Crawfitrtl, "Vote Fraud Allegations are Probed; Registration
of 3,0011 in Tarrant Doubted," Dallas Morning News, May 27, 1993,
P' A33.

Early voting is available to all voters twenty days before Election Day, al-
though most voters must appear at a designated polling site in person. Ex-
ceptions are made for certain individuals and groups, such as the elderly;
this is explained in the text following. In 1992, over 40 percent of the reg-
istered voters cast an early ballot in some of Texas's most populous coun-
ties. See Edwina Rogers, "Election Daze: Is Early Voting Corning to a
State Near You?" Campaigns and Elections 15 (September, 1994): 36-37.
The signature of a witness is required on the mail-in-ballot application
and the certification on the carrier envelope only if another signs for the
voter, perhaps if he or she is illiterate or otherwise incapacitated. See Tex.
Elec. Code Ann. § 87.041.(b)(2) (West, 1994).

See Kevin Moran and Bob Sablatura, "Mail-in Fraud Allegations
Probed," Houston Chronicle, October 5, 1994, P. A 1.
Press release, Office ufthe Criminal District Attorney, Galveston County,
Texas, December 20, 1994, pp. 1-3.

For example, the campaign of U.S. Representative Craig Washington of
Houston made five separate payments in February and March 1994 total-
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ing 522,5115 to the "Acres Home Community Relations" group for an

"early voting drive" (I=etleral Election (.omission). This group has been
suspected of orchestrating some of the mail-in abuses involving early Vot-
ers, accortling to reporter Alan Bernstein of the Houston Chronicle. but

"nobody has ever proved anything on them." (Telephone interview with

Alan Bernstein. April 2(1, 1995.)
Affidavit of Edward Taylor, subscribed December 7, 1993, by R. M. Sim-
moos, Harris County, Texas.
According to Texas elections law, it is a niisakcmeanot to "prepare thee
voter's ballot in a way other than the voter directs," or "suggest by word,
sign, or gesture how the voter should vote." (See Tex. Eke. Code Ann.
§ (4.U6, JaJ12-3I {West. 19941.) These stipulations apply to both the
polling place and early voting by mail.
Affitfavits of Maria (luria Castenctla, subscribed by Debra Ann Garza,
( )ctoher 27, 1992, and Jesus C:astenecla, subscribed by Debra Ann
Garza, October 29, 19)2. Mr. and Mrs. Castcnetla, who intended to vote
for I)avId Pena, were toles by "helper" Pet lcrjet Pitt ,n that marking the
ballot in the straight Democratic ticket oval would cast their vote for Mr.
Pena. Pena was an independent candidate.
Affidavit of Jesus Casteneda, subscribed by Debra Ann Garza, ( )cto-

ber 28, 1992.
Affidavit of Celia Seymour, subscribed by I ienry Rodriguez, I)ccemhcr
3, 1994. Ms. Seymour interviewed Mr. Charles Scott and his son and dis-
covered that Mr. Scott and his wife did not prepare the ballots, nor did
they sign the carrier envelopes as required, Mr. Scott had signed his mail
in application, and his wife placed her "mark" on the signature line,
which would have been appropriate only if she were visually disabled or
if a language barrier existed. The interloper, a neighbor, requested the
Scotts' absentee ballots and indicated which candidate should be selected.
Once the ballots were scaled in the carrier envelopes, the "helper" signed
Mr. Scott's name on the envelope certification and requested that the
Scotts' son sign for Mrs. Scott. The discrepancy in signatures should have

rendered the ballots invalid.
Affidavit of Curley Cheney, subscribed by Catherine A. Platt, Decem-
her 17, 1994; interview with A. Glenn I)iddel, April 24, 1995; the death
certificate of James Cheney Jr., dated September 17,1992; and the falsified
applications for mail-in ballots for both Curley and James Chancy Jr.,
dated November 23, 1993, and February 17, 1994. Although the spellings
of the names differ by one letter, the applications were matched to the

Cheneys by address.
In the past two years, sheriffs in two South Texas counties have been im-
plicated. anti other counties officials arc undergoing investigation.

Notes

I3rigidu Marnu,feju, sheriff of Hidalgo County for twenty years, was
prosecuted and convicted for accepting bribes from a drug dealer. (See
)antes Pinkerton, "Rrihes Cost Sheriff His Job, Respect," Hourain Chron-
icle, November 13, 199.1, p. 1.) In Zapata County, Judge Jose Luis Guev-
era, Sheriff Romeo Ramirez, and County Clerk Arnuldo Flores were
either convicted of or pleaded guilty to drug related charges. Interest-
ingly, Judge Gtievera's opponent alleged vote fraud in a primary election,
the results of which were overturned by a state judge. See David
McLemore. "Fallout from Drug Sting Has County in Quandary; Zapata
officials Cuing to Prison, Who'll Lead?" Dallas Morning News, July 3,
1994, p. Al; also, James Pinkerton, "Trafficking and the Long Arm of the
l.aw," Houston Chronic/c, July 31, 1994, p. I.

91. See 1)avid McL-emore, "Starr County Denies Election Irregularities,"
Dallas Morning News, August 21, 1994, p. A47. Also, telephone interviews
with I)avid Mcl,rrnore, April I8. 1995; Bruce Sherbert, Dallas County
election administrator, April 20, 1995; anti I)avid Pena, April 20, 1995.
Pena was an unsuccessful candidate fur city clerk in Starr County. These
kinds of fraudulent activities, it should he noted, are not limited to South
Texas in the Lore Star state. See Sylvia Martinez and Frank Trejo,
., Hopefuls, Backers Accused of Frauti, Document 'Tittupering in Two
Districts," Dallas Morning News, May 5, 1995, lt. A30; and Todd J.
Gillman, "Dallas JP Loser Alleges Voting Fraud," Dallas Morning
Nervs, May 17, 1994, p. A2 1. Also see the affidavit of Victor Cantu, Au-
gust 25, 1992, regarding favoritism in the mailing of absentee ballots.

92. Affidavits of Mary Ram irez, November 12, 1992; and of Sonia Garza, No-
vember 15, 1992.

93. Political scientist Louise Overacker, in her Money in Elections p. 34, ex-
plained the Kentucky operation this way: "The Republican organization
in Louisville, Kentucky, has worked out a novel method of payment Ifor
votesi. In the local election of 1925 aluminum discs the size of a half eful-
lar hearing the imprint of a bulldog were distributed to the faithful by
precinct workers. These bulldog checks were then taken to a district pay-
master and redeemed for $2.110. By this plan the use of money around
polling places was avoided and only a few persons were entrusted with
cash."

94. These estimates were given by veteran Kentucky journalist Al Cross of
the Courier-Journal in an interview with the authors, June 29, 1995. An-
other prosecutorial source told us the usual price was "more like $211 .. .
but the highest that I heard was $150.... It depends on the market anti
how tight the race is."

95. The absentee ballots were either sent directly to the voters, who marked
theta in the presence nil the broker, or were sent to the broker. who th,•n
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•	 Notes Notes	 Cq

•	 simply had the voter sign pre-marked ballots. Once the voters signed lenge to Just's Victory to Proceed," Bergen Record, January 22, 1994, p.
off, they would receive the payoff. A4.

The Kentucky legislature had attempted to curb vote fraud by passing 102. Interview with Ed Rollins, May 26, 1995.
•	 reform legislation in 1988 that made purchasing or selling votes a felony 11)3. The author of the observation is journalist Marc Mappen. See the

offense. (Rigging election machinery and electioneering within 500 feetof retelling of a classic 1889 ballot-box stuffing in Hudson County in Marc
the Bulls were also severely punished.) (See Kentucky Revised Statutes, Mappen, "Jersey-ana," New York Times, November 13, 1994, section 13,
Title X, at 117.235.) The new law apparently did indeed stem fraud at the  p, 17.
polling places, where illicit activity is easily observable, but it may simply

•	 have channeled more fraud into the relatively hidden absentee process. As
a result of the recent disclosures of absentee fraud, the legislature ha NOTES TO CHAPTER II

passed still more reforms, including two mandates directly affecting ab- The quotation at the beginning of the chapter is from Merrill I). Pe-
sentee voting. Now, no individual is permitted to assist more than two vot- tersen (ed.), The Portable Thomas Jefferson (New York: Penguin Books,
ers, and citizens are allowed to vote by mailed absentee ballot only if they 1977), P. 198. We have now come full circle. The first part of this Jeffer-
are certifiably disabled, or living outside their county, or serving in the mil- son citation appeared in the introductory discussion of corruption.

•	 itary. (Kentucky Revised Statutes, Title X, at 117.075.) Other people who I. As did a number of other candidates, none of whom was ever called to
wish to vote prior to the election day must do so in person at their county account by the IRS.
courthouse. (Kentucky Revised Statutes, Title X, at 117.077.) 2. Title 26, Internal Revenue Cock, Sec. 527.

Unlike some of the other states we have investigated. Kentucky has 3.	 President Nixon anti high-ranking members of his administration at-
taken vote fraud seriously. As George Russell, executive director of the tempted to use the Internal Revenue Service to retaliate against critics
State Board of Elections commented, "I think you'll find that the Attor- anti opponents. As John Dean explained in a memo made public during
ney General, Secretary of State, and the General Assembly are con- his explosive testimony before the 1973 Senate Watergate hearings be-
pletely committed to eliminate vote fraud. Of course, that's the present tween June 25 and 27, the goal was to "maximize the fact of our incum-

•	 Attorney General, Secretary of State, and General Assembly" (interview hency with persons known to be active in their opposition to the
with George Russell, July 27, 1995). The state election system is well ad - administration. Stated a bit more bluntly—how we can use the available
ministered; statewide registration records are computerized, and voters federal machinery to screw our political enemies." Grants, contracts, lit-
are identified by a unique number to prevent duplicate registration. igation, prosecution, and audits were possibilities Dean raised.
Sources differed on whether the revisions of the election code, or a more In addition, attempts were made to gain access to IRS information for
active, aggressive approach to combating electoral abuses on the part of use against "enemies." When initial attempts to gather the "dirt" failed,
the State Board of Elections, secretary of state, and the state attorney gen- Nixon brought pressure to bear on both Internal Revenue Service Corn-
eral have contributed to a decrease in election fraud. In any case, there missioner Johnnie Waters (who was later replaced) and Treasury Secre-
was a significant decrease in the number of calls made to the attorney tary George Shultz.
general's statewide vote fraud hotline in 1994 and 1995. See, for example, Another document Dean made public was the actual "priority list" of

•	 John Voskuhl, "Primary '95: State's Vote-Fraud Hot Line Rings Only opponents (compiled by then-special White House counsel Charles Col-
Three Times," Cornier-Journal, May 24, 1995, p. 135. son), which included prominent corporate executives (such as Arnold M.

96. Interview with Dale Wright, July 19, 1995. Picker of the United Artists Corporation), labor union officials (such as
•	 97. Ibid. Alexander Barkan of AFL-CIO COPE and Leonard Woodcock of the

98. The same class and economic distinctions can explain the presence or ab- UAW), Democratic congressmen (such as Ronald Dellums and John
sence of "street money" in any community. Conyers), and media figures and entertainment personalities (such as

99. A couple of our Democratic interviewees alluded to this reasoning in off- Daniel Schorr, Mary McCrory, and Paul Newman).
the-record comments. For a fuller account, see Bob Woodward and Carl Bernstein, The

100. United Press International, "Election Officials: Four Dead People Cast Final Days (New York: Simon and Schuster, 1976), p. 89; anti Mercer
•	 Ballots in Hudson," January 12, 1989. Cross and Elder Witt (eds.), Watergate: Chronology ofa Crisis (Washing-

1(11.	 Peter J. Sampson, "Judge's Ruling Leaves Secaucus Mayorless: Chal- i	 ton, D.C.: Congressional Quarterly, 1975), pp. 151-5.3.
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proven incou rt,	moderate measures such as the ones we suggest are not possible or

iolators who ar 	 successful, the more drastic remedies may have to he tried in some

mm or sponsoring	 fi ►rm-l1
penalty.	 Legal niceties are not likely to temper all boiler-room telephone

eeform accom-	
operations. so it W0uld be helpful if each major state and local news

' Frc backlash fi,l_	
t,rl*ctnlzatlnn established .toil publicized a toll-free "campaign cor-

,dvance that an%.	 ru fption hotline'* telephone number for citizens to use during the

r ma }• he clearly.	
peal month of election campaigns. It is far easier to piece together

be info rtrtation	 the story of corrupt practices While the phones are still %% , arm than

t,r precisely that	 .otter Election l)a y. "hen the boiler-rooms have been dismantled. As

pa ying sponso r	•• will thscu.. •hnrth, these hotlines can do double-dut y, allowing;

^•a campaign n„	 citizen' to report their suspicions of voter fraud as well.

CTS—liftrrn sec.
charges will be	 Vote Fraud

rIl y too burden.
.{ntalit y of survey	 philadelpht.i. Alabama. (:allli ► rnla, and Texas make it obvious that

oorr is not neces-	 the solutions required for %liter fraud must necessaril y be adapted to

ig the biasing of	 eeach h ►caht}'s culture and practice. But one imperative unites all the

f the y knew the	 c.tscs: while registration anti voting should be as eas y as possible, the

it the interview.	 process ought also to he .1% t raud-prop as possible.

,g "blind" Inter-	 With the enactment of the federal "motor .Dior" law in May

wcrs are not told	 1 ►19i, ease tit registration ss•.I% guarantced. l " The major provisions of

ails' realize that	 the legislation required •t.uc• tt ► permit people to register when ap-

.ponsorshlp am -	 plying ti ►r .t drr. rr'. license or using other governmental offices that

	

potential can.	 I►r„%ulr public aat '.t.tnce. =' Fr« would argue with the intent of this

	

run the risk	 jggrr%%i%c approach 	 incrc.l. ► ng America's ab ysmally bows• levels ofwill 
Lent'.. Yet again.	 rcgistratinn and %,,ter turnout.
c.:Inrl the sacrl-	 F-lowe%rr. sonic ,tsp t'cth ,it the motor-voter law also augment the

mall price to ► psis

	

	 poicnli.i) fur fraud. Registr.ttum h% mail 1% mandated for every state:

thu%. the s.rfegu.tni+ that can Ix' present during in-person registra-

►.rcl more intru-	 tlom (such .t, the •h,,%%Ing ut picture identification cards) are re-

Luurveltsclmurr	 I	 tnu ► '.ed. \Yorker% .► t gui'.crntttrntil offices are forbidden from

.I to regular con-	 challenging an% registrant. rsen it they have good reason to suspect

I Election Corn-	 an rndlt%ulu.tl ts inc•hgihfr to % ► Its. Under the motor-voter law, it has

registration and	 become more ihttti alt ti ' Ledo the voting rolls clean of "deadwood'

-hank organiza-	 I	 voters woo ha'.c tnu'.e ► 1 or died. making fraudulent voting easier

necessary. but if	 anti therefore more tempting for those soo Inclined.-" A "(.ail-safe
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provision in the law also permits voters who have moved within the
same county and congressional district to vote at either their old or
new address—potentially inv iting "extra-diligent" citizen% (or their
unknown substitutes) to cast a ballot at both locations.:,

Motor-voter is not the only ness• wrinkle in the election process
that could complicate the system's integrity. In its December 19)5
party primaries and. January 19% special election for the U.S. Sen-
ate held to fill the unexpired term of the disgraced Robert Pack-
svood. Oregon became the first state to hold a congressional contest
entirely by mail. Ballots ss•cre mailed to registered voters about three
weeks before both the primaries and general election. with citizens
able to return them by mail or drop them off at designated sites in
each locality up until the technical "election cla y." ( )fticials went n+
considerable lengths to prevent fraud, including checking ever y srn-
} to ballot signature against the registration card origin.tl. A progrr+-
sive state with a history of clean elections. Oregon was not a likely
site for Voting irregularities in any event. But it is eas y to imagine the
potential for electoral mischief in states with less squeak y -clean tra-
elrtions or careful procedures. Mail-in-balloting—which b y dchnt-
nun includes ever yone on the registration rolls, rather than the
fraction voiing 1w mail absentee in regular electrons—exponential!`'
increases the chances for fraud.

Add these ingredients to the already boiling pot of fraud in !cart`
of America. and the cooling balm of reform becomes absolutel y "
sential. So what can reasonabl y he done to minimize. if not rltrn^'
note. voter fraud.' No system is absolutely toi)lprcK)(, but 'rnr
Icing-term solution made possible by advanced technology st•'t"t^
out from all others: the use of thumbprint scanners to rrct>nf •'n`t
Identify each voter. =' At the time of registration. ,in in,lis'i'lu''f'
thumbprint—unique to every human bring—could be scans ," 1 I"
this reliable machine (which is already used at motor %chicle t1h``^

to some states). If registration is being done by mail, a print-srn`ht^"
ac.lhestve square (covered by a thin removable pla%tic sheet) i.' t ' lx

afhxcd to the form for the same purpose. The print tntr^rt^^•'t',^^^
would he digitized and stored statewide, and transferred re}arl''rl.̂I^
to each locality so that registered citizens can be instantanr''`i• r
%canned and cleared to vote at their precinct on Election 1):1}' 

hl

same thumbprint technology can also make safe the ah5rntrr 
'it
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early -voting/mail-in halloo process; in
lion requirements, ever y absentee an
should be sealed with a thumb imprir
counting.

( )hviously, before this high-tech Visi.
vestment in the scanner hardware and
convert from the current s ystem ss• ilI he
costly election in a democracy is a ,to,:
polling place ought to he the goal even

Until that objective is reached. otht
Lured. At the Very least, a photo icfen
ough t to be produced by each voter at t
IDs can certainly he manufactured,
money to do so by an y organization alley
number of fraudulent votes. Second, v(
registration to give a number unique
n umber, a driver's license number—tha
Voter list provided each precinct's wo;
should have to sign his name on the vot
the signature can he compared to the ont
err if they match up.'s This comparisnt
only in the event the results of a close el,
though again, the computer technology
nroush• scrolling, side by side, the poll sig
Signature) '• Finally, all potential voters
polls, whether orally by an elections offin
Statement, of the eligibility requirements
Iles for fraudulent voting.' , (A similar v
tenth' featured on all absentee and car
There four overlapping safeguards are nc,
Crs ' o r pol lworkcrs, but they would goa Ice
tog Fraud at the precinct stations on Elect,

Many other commonsense remedies :,
neut ralize voter fraud, all of which should

n early -w)ting/mail-in and absentee ha
rated from its cover sheet and counted unto

cn carefully checked against the registr:i
tri°elope containing the marked absentee
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emits voters who have moved

iraal district to vote at either K Ole rhr
vwIting "extra diligent" ent.,	 tl1eir	 lcit izens (
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• 1996 special election fur thr	 c, t^^',5
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An elections. Oregon Was not a Ill.rl^
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Mail-in-balloting--which b cIctin,.
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`ww he done to minimize, if not rl,m1•
err is absolutek ti,.tlpruof, bu t „nc
•i6lc by advanced technology stjnd.,
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being clone by mail, a print-senstt,c
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lc•-voting/mail-in ballot process; in addition to current certifica-
tic ^ rI requirements, every absentee and earl y-voting/mail-in ballot
^h„trl,l he sealed with a thumb imprint that can be scanned before
r,,trnttng.

t thv i ously. before this high-tech vision conies to pass, financial in-
^ 1.' rr,x• nr in the scanner hardware and a length y transition period to

,n ^rrt from the current system will be required. But since the most
election in a democracy is a stolen one, the scanner-secured

,Ilini: place ought to be the goal everywhere.
L:nrrl that objective is reached, other measures should be ins(i-

t „te,1. At the very least, a photo identification card (of an y sort)
, , r , V ht to be produced by each voter at the polls. While phony photo
1 1 ), c;,n cert:unh- he manufactured, it takes time, trouble, and
,,,,rnr}• to do so hr any organization attempting to generate a sizable
, umlx• r of fraudulent votes. Second, voters should also be asked at
rrgrstratic,n to give a number unique to them—a social security

t ,rntx r, a driver's license nu mber—that can be prerecorded on the
„itrr list provided each precinct's workers.” Third, every voter
,h„ulcl have to sign his name on the voting roll at the polls, so that
the signature can be compared to the one on the registration form to
err rl the%- match up.'' This comparison would probably be made
unlr in the event the results of a close election were challenged (al-
thrstigh .igain, the computer technology already exists for instanta-
nruu.l y scrolling, side b y side, the poll signature and the registration
si nature).='- Finall y, all potential voters ought to he advised at the
roll, whether orall y b.• an elections official or by means ofa printed
statement, of the eligibility requirements for voting and the penal-
ties for fraudulent voting.=- (A similar warning should be promi-
nrntl y featured eon all absentee and ea rl y-voting/mail-in ballots.)
These- tour overlapping safeguards are not too burdensome for vot-
ers or 1%,Ihs,irkcrs. but the y would go a long way toward discourag-
ing fraud .it the precinct stations on Election Day.

,\Lent rrthrr commonsense remedies are also available to help
neutralize Sorer fraud, all of which should be universall y employed.No e.rrh - suting/mail-in and absentee ballot should ever be sepa-
rated form its cover sheet and counted until the voter's signature has
been caretullc checked against the registration file signature. Every
en,rl"pc• containing the marked absentee or early-voting;/mail-in

i'
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ballot shr,uld :Ilse he signed he .In adult	 cc • unc•.c cc•hfl.r .nklrr.s
T	

authorities do not nt:(kr voter tr: ► u
should also be listed. (ldeall}•, these ballots would hr n ► ,tanierl, but (	 stantial	 legal	 penalties	 against	 rho
this involves too much trouble and ex),cnw.) And full . ► gn.uurr• statutes; and (-I) the news media rlc, n

aught to he written; the Texas "mark •• is clearly unacceptable.Ah^', voter fraud—a probable prerequisite

the number of absentee ballots mailed tr, a •ingle.itklress shoouli 1101 step would be for every news organiv,
exceed the number of voters registered at that address. It might . ► Ik;, a "campaign corruption hotline," me:

he a good Idea to require that an absentee ballot he nt.ulc•d) I-, the the media's exposing push-pullint .

voter's official registration address and no other. unless the ssotr•r

%*.%,car, that he will be absent trtml his locality tnr the entire ilur.(rnm WVr believe that these rrti,rms will he

O,t the absentee voting period . Every state should has • .I meutu- corrupt practices that have been our

Iouslc' maintained, centralized list of registered toter. th,,t ► . Irv- hook, But We have more fundament

quer tiv purged of duplicate registrations, the decejsed. those who operation of the country s political ,r

have moved out ►► t the district and out ut the state. khm.. ,Intl legal the targeted remedies dc, not address

► ,r illegal aliens. (Tlie c ital statistics offices, correcnurts del .rrtmrn t `• must necessarily be greater than the

Jima of hers. ;Intl other appropriate government agencies should f^no reforms.

tole this Information to each state's elections hoard at least t•t i e •, This is usually the point at which

year.)'` !t, as in Texas, voters are permitted to vote without rcc(ard "I nalistie idealists call fur the creation of
registration—a dubious practice—then :It least the h.tll ► ots ought I'' United States, or rigid term limits fol

he cast	 proc•Isionall y, segregated	 from the clearl y leg. ► l o,ne'` I't' I ' ) Year terms ti,r the House of' Represent.

their status can he determined. Election lases should .ilc-.•.Iv% !' r ""`!` "f congressional elections. Rut in our c

stiff penalties fur candidates or campaign workers %vh ► r rrm. ► r( t I' r ` (for nosy) impractical pipe dreams, uns

sent	 while .I	 niter casts an	 absentee ballot. While 	 the „ ► r ( r '^' Parliamentary system's unitary execut
banning of paid voter registration solicitors is crm.uturu,n.,lh ,,,' centuries of American tradition, and I

ten: ► blr, states can eliminate per-person pa yments n, these.' 11chu `

I ''^
`l'tr movement to undertake such a di

hunters (thus taking away some of the incent ► se to register ii manY good arguments against legislan
ble Iniic•Iduals;tnrl animals). States also can .Intl should reclm

rc• sv►,ered
by their proponents, includint

ular disclosure filings by , ► Il such solicitation groups the 	h` !` that	 limits on	 legislative tenure brie:
might include the names And ,uldresses of both the Per""' )^ `taffrrs, bureaucrats, and the exrcutict

pIo yid and the Inds uluals registered. I.. ► aly• the h.ill,,t^ tie c ' I I 
^^

` Ih
terms fir the House, with elections coin

counted in the toll view of all interested Ixirt ►rs, then prtr•^„ ' r ' entr^ 	 , eliminate useful midterm cours

secured. sealed. ,Intl stored. Anti .Ian precinct %h0N' Iti 	m`^^ while ice fas ar certain forms of )t
rhscrrl,ancv^ betss • een the voter sign-u)^ total .,nil the •jcr u. ' 1 t	 r ^ 'tailings forcon^rrssional challengerss

ballots needs to he visited within a da y of the election l'c' ' I 'I” r' I^

t` ' `t ^ t ^ r
Itt'cal contributions, there is enormous
theofficials. Surel y. sill this is not too much to .ISk .Is •s•r prc• 1 1- Ire el ectorate to initiating full taxpayer

the iwenty-tint century.	 ^,,II,
„'Ili	 Ix'	 '	 I

air ca mpaigns in an era of large budget
mentalThese regulations, even it follosveul to the letter. % 	

I'.

.rnd trrr
services,

Wecent it (1) registrars anti elections ;,flees are nut %t.tifc•cl
''

I` J r ^^ • , t ^ ^r prefer more realistic macro-rrmrtIh

dequatelc; (') the st.itutc% do tit)( punish ti—aid	 rrr :	 •r,, next section.

tcli,n ► c, arc' required. riot Iii lilt ir misticme.I ii' ' rc: t	 l L ► SV c•tit^'r``'
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5y an adult witness whose acicl
these ballots would he notarir_rci,
to and expense.) And full s, ,
`mark" is clearly unaccept;thlnaturr,
mailed to a single acldre,s s	 • g a,,;

h^,ull 
nr, tt stered at that address. it Might ;,I%,,

an absentee ballot he mailed ,, th,
Tress and no other, unless t ! >r `„tt r
om his locality for the entire clut,t,,,,,
Every state should have 

:1 n1c•tl,u
list of registered voters th., 

is Iiitstraturn,. the cic-ce.ised clot. w
Ind out of the state. trl.n %. ;	 Igo,anti Ic-^,,I
•ncs offices, ct,rrcctions ticlrtrttt>n1.,
.t e g is ernment agencies shnul t f i,r,
'ate's election% h ,anl at least ht•trc-
• permitted ti, \ utC 55•11hOUt rectgtl,,t
c—then at least the h'1ll111% ,ugh t t 
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nentcc• balll,t. While the outrlgh,
^tm solicitors ts con%tituttc,n.rll u.
r- lu• r%on p.ivrnents to these htour>t\
ntthe Incentna t o regtstc-r Inch};,.

tes al.n can an,l should rryulrc rt-g
.,,hcit.lnt,n groups: the IhSifu.urc,

tthlres.c• tit loth the y lxnr,m cn,-
tcreti. l.,ttitl y, the ballots rtrCJ to he
terested parties. then (lrt,irsstun.tlh
anv precinct sht,wing .t suhtitann.,l
tgn-ul, total and the actual tails m
.1 tl;n ul the elect tun hk super. ttiur%
In uch to ask a. we firep,tre to enter

.owed t,, the letter, will he insufti•
.,Alec•. arc• nut staffed and funded
ent punish fraud %v%crrIv—major
m%(Iclne.inors: (i) law cnforccmrnl

,11rhorities do not make voter fraud a priority and press for sub-

. 1 .1 nti:tl legal penalties against those found violating the fraud

^t , t utcs: and (4) the news media do not begin to look for evidence of
„ter fraud—a probable prerequisite to their finding it. A good first

,.te r would be for every news organization to establish and publicize
campaign corruption hotline,” mentioned earlier in the context of

;hr media's exposing push-polling.

believe that these reforms will help to counteract the individual

corrup t practices that have been our focus in the chapters of this
But we have more fundamental concerns about the current

tu,n of the country's political and governmental system that
rhr targeted remedies do not address. The big-picture reform plan
n,u.t necessarily, be greater than the sum of the specific targeted
-forms.

This 1% usuall y the point at which our fellow academic or jour-
nhltitrc idealists call for the creation of a parliamentary system in the
C, nitcd States, or rigid term limits for all elected officials, or four-
ear terms for the House of Representatives, or full public financing

„t congressional elections. But in our view, these solutions are either
(for now) impractical pipe dreams, unwise alternatives, or both. The
parliamentar y system's unitary executive-legislature is alien to two
rcnturlrs tit American tradition, and there is no serious popular or
elite movement to undertake such a drastic change. In our opinion,
many gcx,cl arguments against legislative term limits remain unan-
swered by their proponents, including the inevitable power shifts
that limits on legislative tenure bring to lobby ists, experienced
ctattcrs. bureaucrats, and the executive branch generally. Four-year
terms for the House. with elections coinciding with the one for pres-
ttlrnt. eliminate useful midterm course corrections by the voters.
And while we favor certain forms of public financing, such as free
mailings for congressional challengers and tax credits for small po-
litical contributions. there is enormous opposition in Congress and
the cicctur.ur to initiating full taxpayer funding of House and Sen-
atc campaigns in an era of large budget deficits and cuts in govern-
mcntal scr%ices.

We prefer more realistic macro-remedies that will he explained in
the next section.
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4.	 All those who stud y the tenets fit 	 parts -re%pon%ihlc • g sernmenr	 in- 15. The Supreme Court ruled
evitahlr• return ILI the landmark report,lt the(:u,rnmtttcc•on I'urhucal ('.tr•

in
anonymous political pamphlc

ttrs afthe Amcrican Political Science Aa„ctan,m (AI'ti:U. T„rturdu.1lnrr mantl:ut,ry disclosure was
Krspunctble Two-Purr y Srctrm (New York: Rinehart. P)St)t. Essentially.

.t
clone reading of the justices'

this :11'SA (:ummtttcc urged the Ixtrnc% t„ he smite issue-1,riv	 reel ht -,t- indicates that it is unlikcl y th:t
taring the voters clear policy chuuices at election time. rhrn tutu scctng up hrrnn(t this narrow
since in power to see that these policies were en.tctr,l.

exception
aril, radio spots. antl - .mc tc

5. See •• No More Cash in New Jerse y.- Pulttr,at Fr, antr and la,/'/'t kr!'nrtn sages would all probably Reiss
15 (Fehruar y ' r ,	 l')')4)::(. See ,t{su Brune, Teule•schi. • I',tscrc•II Paid t tut !{letrnn; f;mmt;;ttm • t,1 LW I
514. 00 to Street Money. hr• Check." lrrgrn h'rrnrd. lone 1. I'N14. I' . (:I (b. Respondents who request ernn
This latter st„ry reports that the new check requirement %%@,rkc•uI %%ell to tng the intcrvtrwc• can hr told it
Its first test. See also, the well-written New lees" statute. t:.l'1:44.'-I I. '. Two members of Cnnfirrss. L'

ti. Lists rat subcontractors should he appended to all cam(s,ngn tin.inct- rIt.- Publican of Wrscumin) ant( (:a
closure tiling. sent to the .trltroprt,tte ticler.il ,tnd nr state r{rctnm t.Imt- ,Ire among those urging strong
missinn..ts currently scheduled. shtrrltsclusurc. wh i le• Petri
I`t US( :5.tt s')-.

wart
yurutnnn.ures, tiled with the 1

`S. In addition tr, our own ex:tminarnm t,t tits issue. .1 I')	 sturh• (on%inc• 18. In addition to the general rimer
inglr- tientnnstrateti the political utility „t the tr.tnk. See .111x• rt I). (:user

there may he two specific Irfia
and Bruce S. Rrumbcrg. "Baby Rooks ,Intl Ballots: The Irnl,.tct „1 (assn I')94, (:nnfirrss rnactcci the Te
firessional Mail on Constituent ( )pinion.•' .lmrrtrun !'n/,(sir! J, tort, r !.'r- •muse PreventionAct (P.L. NI
t rrtt 7b dune I')K?1: r. Ikhed in l9)4 us(:AAN Ili;{ S

'). While Republicans hmitni mailings in the nincts J.n. Ix•tsure • .tn elrrrnm
limit Commercial trlrmarketcr-

.tntl trimmed the budget somewhat, we tic, not count these retu,rms.1% the- (a)mmission to enact rule% that
m.t ) or.urger	 that is required. nest that tekmarkrters ma y no

Ito. We believe the m,t tur Is,trt y camhJ,ttr should bee entnlcrl ill sine or r'.-"
phone calls that the reasonable

»Tots. mailings ti,  the general election. and r,rth tn,lclx n,lcrtt c.tmh,I ll
abusive „f Such consumer's rt l

11

who rect:tsrcl tom whose part\ rccrrsctll,tt Icast In Ixt	 „t the bloc' It' ' r fi
hourours of the clap and night

 line. it they prey '.tnus three genc'r.tl elections should be eligible t,it t('c' to cun^umrra° (arc. 31a I (•;11:1 ^-Ili
A I-IIi

same prisulegr. to push-polling, and they,
II. Former `en.ttnr Hu,ts.trrl (:annnn tl)envo r.tt sit \c• +.0 .0 .,n,1 ReI'rs'''t' tier rl<, not st	 nrticanllt• aFti•ct tl

t.,tne William ('Lot it )rmo,cr.tt sit Misu,unt.sere• both the suhtc'c t "t lilt strict candidates' abilit y to t(issen
s.itc• cntl.urtc.11lc•fitni	 tntsusesit ct.tlt. (:1.ts Is 5t thc•utt.l'.rnmm aun. prevent the worstworstabuse,	 •such a 

I	 . Inter'. sets• with Thnm.ts ( iuterxk.dIrector „t the Lois 	 "t ^'t	 ^n,•^
ix

,
Cha TICr ^I.I

tiurser Research (:enter. Februar y	Ito. I''	 The Njnun.t{ C:^nu nctl "n
Mnrcover, some affected candy",lust

Public ( lulls issued ,r statement in Sl.tc Pots calling Ii1,h•1sudl'n ►:
tort legal claim of tlrtantation

0Ughly unethical." Sec "Beware sit ( lush-Poll.,.. I'ress ReIe.t'.c sit the
a	 tfi

the telephoners are identifirct). !n
ttunal Council, May "• IK,

sI1 '	 61 titr rirfamation against the maker
13. \(anv rrsl><,nurnts hang up (x tore• a .sirs r y is c„rnl,ietrul. t',ullster+

parts' must prove that the statem
not he required rr, rccontact them II, recoil .pi mr,r%hr(r.

('e'tl"	
the'.

`
party anti is defamatory. (Prn;ser.

14. Pollsters should	 henot	 required	 rim ask	 sill	 re.{tum,len t '	 ee
`- 

^ Ir ^ rt Minn.: Wrxr Publishing, 19X41, pp.
sc•r,ulcl like .t cnpv sit the question.. This must he rnttt.ttr J . 11111

for action for slander (verbal star,
teen J hw the respondent. written statements), actual damage
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Notes

IS. The Supreme Court ruled in a recent Ohio case on April 19. 
1995, that

nasible government ttt . anunemoua political pamphleteering teas protected free speech. and that

mmittrr on Political Par. manckaturn disclosure a a'aN a violation of the First Amendment. But a
.l1 ), Tnu •urJu.410" clrnr reading of the t usurc%' var y ing opinions in this fractious 5-4 rulingd rt,

t: ijrt, 195(1 ► .	 Esarnu;t ll indicates th.rt n rs unlikely that the anonymity privilege will he expanded

,nsr icsur-nrirntccl h^ c,t. hc•.t•rmd this narrow exceptum. Required sponsorshipdis clos ure for TV

umr, then frrlivaarng tr l , acl,, r.idr,r %Furl%. and--t^nr would presume—telephone persuasion mes.
t tril. all	 pas% constitutional muster. See ,llrint}'re r ,. Ohio

a;Iyc% "' Milit 	Irrnhabh
mcr and Lnhht Kr(+u,rr, !Jr( two. (.rrnrntt„tu». hl (.\V 4-'7') •

tl	 1'.ucf	 t ► )tune irrrnaon at the start of or dur-
„intlent%	 h,i request cm.urshtlt int 	 nIt,	 Rc, l	to	 lxi.

lone	 .	 I' tx)	 I ,_ t	 IOrd. ing the Intern teas can be told it twill he revealed at the end. .

to 1;	 l'	 „aa	 mcml+c• r, sit (:,,ngrc%%. U.S. Representatives Thomas E. Petri (Re-u statute	 a a •, I	'44
statute. (:n	

-
-1.\• 

Ill

1. r11 \rscnn.rnt and Caroly n Maloney (Democrat ofNew York),
huhlic.in

1fl c.trnt,.rr'	
0U,

„h, t• .1015 so 	 th,1st 	 urging ,(runt; act 1(10. \1ali+nra	 (as tir% lxrllster altun.r+r-
,u-il,	 i

aak r ,r .t .tt r rlccu„n c	 rr, ship diNcl.,%urc• . saheb Cart wants political poll I nformatirin.Including the

I

ks	 In aclihni.nrt 	 remedies tier push-pulling that we discuss here,
bouts c,marnc there mss be r.cr, .I+ecrnc legal remedies that can be applied. First, inwt- `

\1111 `(1 ► t ""' I'r I4 . ( • anger., enacted the Telemarketing and Consumer Fraud and
hi s• Thr Irnl,.rct ,d t „n Abuse l'rc-sentrnn Act tl'.L. lu.i-297. 1U3d Cung.. 2d Ses.s., l')94, pub-s.ua
ze» l'ulrtn .,l.^r,rn,r k.- h.hrd in I'r ►•t USC::\AN 1111}( Stat.) 1545 (194)). Designed primarily to

Innu csintntc•rcr.rl teIcinarketers, the law instructs the Federal Trade
ro else(.	 .irrn I

, 

ccw,nese rt-f
	 m	.,. rh,

(•,irnrnr.•rurn Is. costa rules that include, among other things. '-a require-

c.nnt these	 c e- ic•-
ntc•nt ih.it rcicn ► .ul.rtcr . may not undertake a pattern of unsolicited id

hhuint' cell, that the rr.isonahlr consumer would consider coercive or
rc	 ssbe	 rlJ r,. sun	 ,dr ,sa

rl+uatac • it such i rsmurnc• r -	right ^ht to ftac)." and "restrictions on th

c r 	 t c.rnih.l. sir , hours sit the ci.ra  anti nrLht when unstiltunsolicitedunsolicitedtrlrtelephonehonr calls can an hr madeill	,	
,n .,,Gn Iirt^ rnr ^t n^ (w,	 il.^ l i	 \	 It 1 These restrictions presumably would(	 (I	 I	 I	 I

Ii.,,
I

h 
is	i	

c^v h, oils l h+	 ch}'r	 n
h, cI m.unu • n

,, 1111 1% t„ I ,u•h l"'llrnl ..tntl they ought t o he upheld by the court because

this c1,, n, 
,t %igninc.intl% .tttcct the content of the polling, or undul y re-

.yt \es.,,l.11 .Ind Ri-ptc ru strict c.rn.h,l.ur,' .rbrlits u+ ilisseminatr their message. Such rules should
:.re	 Ix,th nit	 511110 11 r c,t k+n thr assent .rhuar.. such as the midnight phone calls discussed in
.r tilt' sun: ('.inn. n `a"rt

rrrac•nt
chahtrr "

tin L	 .irhrta	 ,
Ms .f 	 ^,a rr. ^^rnc• .rltc•ctrJ cannctl: ► te' nta^• he site to Iturwc asuccessful•	 lihIt

li,	 ,tm,	 ,.r:

j ^u•h

:	 11i0*1 tt.rl
vitro irl;.il .l.nm ••t ,lc • t.rrn.rurrn :cgarmt Ituch•}x+ll trlemarkrtrrs tassummF

il rn;	 l	 i M,llrn	 • iii..,r the rrlrl+hs snrr..rrc ulrnnncc{t. In nrrlrr to ratahhsh an y' {^rta•atr tort c :um

k'rc• , ' 1(cic•.r,c • •.t the \.,
is ii .It t.nu.un ' ii .ry•rin , i the rn.iLer tit a statement, the allegedly defamed

that the statement ha. been disseminated to a third
.Hnl+lctc,I. 1'r,llcrrr, ah.,ubl

I+.rrta	 011551	 k •rr..r
r, ,Ict.rnc.us sn	 ll'rurr and Keaton nn Tr,rti. 5th rots 1St. Paul,

.µr„ir.hrl,
parts .rn.l
\linn	 \1 r,t I i,I'i .huts. (` ►„4l. lilt %' t -Hot?.) In order to establish a cootie

rcsI+c ,rnlcnt	 aa bet hut	 tics
tree	 tin .Lrrnlrr rac•rh.rl ataiemrnta. as ri ltlxisrtl to libel, involving

.un.•n
c,t	 In	 rnul.rtrcl soot anitrn

as nrrr•n . t .rtc•rnc•m,t..+ctn.d damages must be Itrrn•rn, except in the case t+1
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Notes

,crexceptions, however, arc their new address in writing via the reply card. or (2) the y do not confirm
less-, trade, profession, off;  their ness address and fail to appear to vote for two federal general

election+. In the latter case. approximatel y four to five tears could elapse
'Wivan (376 U.S. 254 119(,4Ii, from the time of a voter's relocation to the removal of his or her name.

Li9e^fhcials relating to their A+ one commentator noted. "The provisions of the federal law have
malice" for there to he am cau+cd acnmtrm and confusion in man y states. S i x st:ucs—C;,Iifornia,
itodetermining its truth; a, Lout+t.tn.t, Michigan. Mississippi, Pennss• lc•anra. anti South Carolina

it has proved an exceed- were wci by the Justice Department and voter-advocacy groups to force
canclidates, the court% seem c,impliance with the act. All of these states had failed to pass corrective
rrr,only the most cgrcgtu,u % Ikgislau,sn to bring their voting regulations into compliance with the fed-
crtemplv innuendo ur tea. er.tl I t«." (tire Ann Scott Tyson, "Illinois Court Drives Motor-Voter Dr-

hatc." Chriman Serene •tlonrtor; May 8, 1995, p. 3.) Federal judges in
'X ster Rcgi%traurrn Act sit s- er.tl .Lute+.n}cti with the federal government, and all of the renegade
sr.+..	 X1.1)	 11.	 I'+'1i)	 Set +t.uc.	 entu.illv agreed to comply.

h;rrat. (:Irar.'\tutt,r-Vo t er' In ('.tlttrrrn ►a. Governor Pete Wilson issued an order forbidding state
Iii. 1)911: I"I. agencies (rum complying with the act's provisions until the federal gin-

includethtiw limes 'ding eminent agreed to put up the money to pa y for the changes. estimated to
cot: Children (AFDC). the cent SI million per year in one count y alone. (See Brad Ha y ward. "Battle
prrrgr.lm. tln.tbrhuc•..t+.,. b,innml:.t% State Snubs 'Motor-Voter' Law." Sarrurnrnru tier. Decem-

ber -t, I' ► 5, p . AI; and Gary Pitzer, "Toter Law Could Cost County SI
.-+tttc% are prohibited tram, Million a Year," Sanamento Ike, November Ii'. 1991, p. NI.) None
tells for federal elections tx•- taught hander than Pennsylvania, which claimed that the act was uncon-
>1 § hlbIi2l)- Thus, the lot- stltutmn.il hcc.ruse the stales—and not Congress—have the power to reg-
remusc "r{c.ttlworril" triter. ulalc curter regr.rration. Federal Judge Ronald L. Ruckcc• alter rejected
TFxr. ,% i n spite orf recent rc- this .trguinenl ern March 3(1. 1995, becoming the third federal judge to
ma.. tit the murtuir-+ntrr lass find the jet constitutional. (See U.S. v. Pennn'/t'onru, PICS Case No.
rmn cuter	 regi+tr.tusm	 Sc• c- '6.;tti5 IE.I). Pr...L.trch 30, 19951; "Penns y lvania Loses Constitutional
Lisulence from til,ltc- Le+cl Omni.	 \limier-Voice	 Law	 Held	 Valid."	 Penn;t•ltan,	 Lam'	 lfe,r4lr,
rr:-til I .it siH-i April fu. l'>, 1) ii.

ltll i1I lilt. .t+ will e. thaw slr.tmc lisle. L'cnn+el+anla's failure to conform its voting regulations to
imrnc tarn sir mcni.tl rttc.t• Iericral Llcc c.tu+e•rl ctmflict for count y registrars. who were left with the
,Veil .it their OW it request. rqnu,rn to earls lus h rd • purging voters in violation of lrcicral la 	 . or rio-
frr	 his t•	 rn s icc•d	 tram	 the lanng ..talc l.i s hs rousing to purge tree Frank 1)rvIm, "Candidates

t¢r[Irsss .in esceettnglc cnm \V.lnt rd11NN1 Rack a% Voter.." .-Illentou'n MorningCull, Ma y III. Ir)r>5,
uge.rrt.rehire+.rntnrtn,wurn h (t1..tn'I$.rhIVsItr. "Federal Lice Keeps 2,30))Nun-Voters sin (:arhnn
rwcriter b y trrrcc•.► nLrblr instil Kuril,." .11trnu,u•n .tin ruing Call. April 14. P)95, p. l.;.3). The confusion
Irc.serl return card tilt they crrnitnur+, because a+ oil Man I')t)5 Pennsylvania had complied with the
Lit+ nlmrtl 5,511 nl ,hr toms- mrrtOrr-s. stem pros ...ions for federal elections but retained the old rules for

Ii'. AAm +trier met returning nnntrrlrral ciccuum Thu+ a voter could he purged for state and local
•r•hnlist+l tie present ,Hider++ clrrlt'ms bin rcm.un eligible to core in federal races. These Iw ► cntialh•
Ir rndke+.tn nail err written B%zantrnr cam+ctlucncc% arc hardly what congressional draticrc had in
+ibis h.tsc rnmril trim the mmJ s+nh the mortar-coder act.

the roll+ if the % t 1) confirm '.	 Sri- "Kr l .itr Ill the )'IS Election. Summit," April 1')9.5 	 p. 4U, alhn 3K-41.
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.Votes
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Noter

p.!.fl4. See also Doug Haaland it would not he lawful to distribute any list containing voters' social secu-
tP+^)<t Law Irregularities: Calt_ rits numbers except to precinct workers and elections officials. This rul-
ut4shed report, January ?; , ing would make the proposal above dif(iculr to enact in a state such a. 

l'rrginra. where social security numbers arc in fact used as drivers' license
awed quickl y since the Iii 10 numbers.

f tda[ivd y inexpensive rden_ )5, Thusc unable to sign their names, for reasons of illiteracy or physical in-
..siThe scanners rely upon so, ahthti. should he required to give their mark, so that it can he compared
,tR+et barcode scanners) and with that .vitnc%%rd and attested on their registration form. When done
ir.	 than ink and paper print+ in c,mtunct,nn with a requirement to show a photo identification. tht>
;,tuts government agenc ies at should nut create a significant potential fur fraud.
iaprrpnnt scanners, anti t ,t ls - 't..	 IL.rland and Swt,rdstrum. "A Report on Election Law Irregularities,"
ut scrs have obv ious :rppl i c- p	 II	 This technology. known as signature recognition, utilizes a com-
r	 being	 implemented ar	 11 puler I ,at ,rnrl lien t„ recognize the size, pressure. and direction o('a sir.
lc' istentifving suspects „r tn. n,rcurr	 for rrlrntmcatrnn,	 although an y one irnlietrlu;tl'..,rna t ure mat
bests the process of creating • t errs fur ., numie•r tit reasons, such as natural change me t time. signature
i^sth reduce the rime re- rccognitn,n t+a generally reliable means of determining authenticity. (Sec

rffisnicipalrlcpartmentshas c lief++ 1'r+rl., "'Sm.trt Card' Security: High-Tech IL) System for Future
wcttnulugv. a+ in (:a}tli,rn,.t, Con.umrr+," i u;hingron Times, April I6, 1995, p. All,
(iln ld J. ( )strms,' • Fftl Nah+ This tcchrn,6,g+ "captures" the user's signature on the pressure-sensi-
Li-rs .-(ngrlr• Time-,. April	 i, to r I,.nl, arn1 cons ort+ it into a graphic tile that can easily be stored in a
rd' to Hide Computer c(,mlrutcr rlat.rh.i+c. ( )nc application for which signature recognition is at'
)go Union-Trrbunr. Febru- reads used r+ the familiar UPS clipboard, on which package recipients
€^rprin[ scanning sy stem to it-curd their signature on a small pressure-sensitive pad. A similar system
;t :9crv,cr ha+ recummcnilc,l r+currcntlt a+.uLthlc l,r retail merchants and has been used by companies
;, rho expertment,l such -,+ iw w,I+.rllrr+ lijrnrs & noble. (See Lisa A. Sptel;rlman. "Executive
cc Wat•+ to Defraud Wcl- L'Ixfatc. ( .,mtf,utcr+ ac .Automation," /netstor'; Thtnnes; Duilt •, August M.
:",u,, lanuan 11. I'PIS , l'rr;, It.	 A•t.t
ci•rtchnulugs fur use with .	 11a.,lanul .end Swr,nl+rrom, "A Report on Election Law Irregularities,"
:ktitnc>. p. It..' Ith„ugh this mechanism has been used in the past by Republican
.njrhisticatcrl fraud presen. "hall„t +rcurttt" programs. it is necessary to note several crucial diffcr.
cftctoral +\stet ► . (mnr tit the ruff-+ th.rt ,lt.ungut+h this proposal from knowing attempts to intimidate
riff with a h,dugram, cons- or coerce I>„tcnual %liters. First, the statement would appear on official
rwman. "Anxu,u+	 Icxic,rn. -I,	 urns ms. aril a.,ul,l rlr+clttse rcqurreinents ++-hrch arc, all cc all, the law

:fi ist 21. l')'4. p. oil slit L•ml t.m,l ,err u, he provided with mail registration forms as per
,rush des clo1uny; a multiple - I•. II r llal \Vhtic offering., disincentive ru fraudulent voters, such a no-
'-',ter protnrnn. requiring tccc +.,n,lil not cau+r the law-abiding citizen concern. Second, an y oral
..'ft r(rpartmcnt+.:	 single nuuhiau,m uuulrl lit' tichtrrrd bt• ufhcials of the election board in the
st.nutlement chgththty,'r- ttruiral Iw.lhng rime	 While we ,ire aware that, in extreme cases, even

as separate databases cicciwo, „tor rals could he implicated in attempts to intimidate voters, the
psi hi 	 n,utin	 the %„rurn would pr' sent must mischief (a net crookedof-

vwtzrs' social securit y num- hc,,rl+,f„ Pitt nr•r,1 t„ uipenle intimidate voters in an y case). Further, oral
1,01Z2cl t,44 14th car. I t ')3l), rn,trncarn,n r„ul.l (x- carefully monitored in arras with poor civil rights or



Note

voting rights records, to prevent d i scrimination against minorit y groups. 3y. Must notably the Washrn};t^39. 
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