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Brief Post-Election Summary 

 

On Election Day, Voter Action engaged in election protection and monitoring efforts 

in targeted states across the country.  With the support of volunteer monitors and 

legal support working out of our Seattle and New York headquarters, we reviewed 

data from InfoVoter Technologies being fed by two national hotlines: the 

MYVOTE1 hotline and the CNN hotline (877-GOCNN08). This volunteer base 

identified problematic trends, as well as unique and specific problems in polling 

locations and worked with state leaders and legal partners to resolve the variety of 

issues as they were reported. 
 

 With this monitoring, and with the support of volunteer lawyers from law firms 

such as Anderson & Kreiger; Emery Celli Brinckerhoff & Abady; and Garcia & 

Vargas, Voter Action was able to reach out to local and state election officials in a 

number of states to further report these voting problems and to seek remedies on 

Election Day.  Visit http://voteraction.org/node/749 for more information.   

 

 Citizens from a variety of backgrounds became a key component in reclaiming 

their elections process and in working with local elections officials in order to serve 

the voters and deal with problems on Election Day. Voter Action partnerships with 

state-based groups in New Mexico (Voter Action volunteers), Colorado (through a 

partnership with Common Cause), Maryland (Save Our Votes), Pennsylvania 

(through Voter Action networks and Common Cause), North Carolina, Indiana, and 

Florida (through Common Cause), created on-the-ground verification networks that 

assisted in following up on data reported to the hotlines and that identified voting 

problems from the field.  In New Mexico alone, there were over 120 volunteers 

recruited covering 6 counties.   

 

 Examples of our Election Day protection work include: accessing dry ballots for a 

polling location so that they could be scanned and people could continue to vote 

(NC); clarifying voting rules and regulations regarding absentee and provisional 

ballots (NM); ensuring voters were able to vote on paper ballots when machines 

were down (PA); providing voters and poll workers with advice on how to find 

voters’ names in the county voter rolls when there was exclusion in the state 

database (NM); addressing voter intimidation tactics towards Hispanic voters (CO); 

and alerting the public safety board when a polling location was shut down because 

of a gas leak (PA).  This on-the-ground verification network served as a critical 

resource for our overall election protection work and helped to demonstrate the value 

of citizen oversight of our election process.  
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Prior to Election Day 

 

 On October 23, 2008, Voter Action, along with the Public Interest Law Center of 

Philadelphia and the New York law firm of Emery Celli Brinckerhoff & Abady, 

filed a federal lawsuit in Philadelphia on behalf of a coalition of civil rights groups 

and individual voters seeking emergency paper ballots for Pennsylvania voters when 

50% or more electronic voting machines break down in any precinct in the state.  

Following an eight hour evidentiary hearing on October 28, 2008, Federal Judge 

Harvey Bartle III, the chief judge for the US District Court for the Eastern District of 

Pennsylvania, ruled in favor of our clients, which included the NAACP State 

Conference of Pennsylvania and voters who had reported to the MYVOTE1 hotline 

(866-MYVOTE1) about long lines and machine breakdowns during the April 2008 

primary election in Pennsylvania.  The ruling serves as important court precedent for 

the constitutional principle that the burden of long lines in an election can amount to 

a deprivation of the fundamental right to vote.   

 

More information can be found at: http://voteraction.org/case/naacp-vs-cortes-pa 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 


