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They, quite simply and blatantly, do not
want certain people to have their votes
counted.

This Supreme Court decision is not a
matter of some hair-splitting quibble
over arcane legal theories. Both the ma-
jority and the authors of the dissent in-
voke a very straightforward and well es-
tablished principle of relative harms. The
simple fact is that the authors of the ma-
jority opinion are only pretending to ap-
ply it, and the dissenters actually do.

I suppose we should not be surprised.
The vast majority of discussions and po-
litical crusade that emanate from above
in the name of “defending democracy”
and “making every vote count” are put
forth in the interest of subverting democ-
racy. When, for instance, Hillary Clinton
wants to “count the votes” in the Florida
and Michigan primaries, which she ini-
tially agreed would not count (as did
everyone else in the DNC), it’s not
“democracy” that motivates her, but
rather opportunism at the cost of dem-
ocratic fairness. 

In the disputed 2000 presidential elec-
tion, both George W. Bush and Al Gore
lobbied the Court, not for “democracy”
or “making sure every vote counted, “
though both disingenuously claimed
that this was their goal, but for a stan-
dard of vote-counting that would sup-
posedly work out in their favor (neither
candidate actually proposed a state-
wide recount of all votes – which not
only would have been the most fair
proposition, but which, we now know,
would have resulted in a Gore victory). 

In the case of “voter fraud” the non
sequitur between illness and remedy is
even more “non.” More and more dis-
crepancies between exit polls and out-

comes, and reports of long lines, accessi-
bility problems, and other forms of dis-
enfranchisement abound on live televi-
sion each and every election eve. Yet,
where does the discussion always turn,
within hours, just as the tension and
frustration reaches a crescendo? It’s that
bogeyman du jour, voter fraud. It’s al-
most as if they want us to believe that
the reason the lines are so long, and that
so many ballots are thrown out, is that
there are so many impostors out there. 

Commonsense solutions
If the State of Indiana was truly inter-
ested in preventing voter fraud, it would
have passed a law that actually ad-
dresses it. There are a few common-
sense methods for doing this. If the state
feels that it needs to lay down stricter re-
quirements, these requirements should
be applied to new registrants at the point
of registration, not to previously regis-
tered, legitimate voters, and they should
be phased in over a reasonable period of
time. 

Furthermore, the burden is on the
state to maintain the integrity of its own
records by, for instance, updating the reg-
istry database to match it against a list of
recent death certificates. Furthermore,
any further legal restrictions on voter
registration and identification should
logically attempt to minimize reliance
on those methods of voting most fre-
quently defrauded, not encourage them,
which is essentially what Indiana’s law
actually does. 

Even if one were to defend Indiana’s
Voter ID law as constitutional, one
would still be faced with the fact that it
is, in practice, counterproductive, since it
discourages the use of the least-de-
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frauded form of voting (in-person poll at-
tendance) and encourages the use of
methods known to be more easily and
more commonly defrauded.

But such incompetence, it appears, is
not unusual for the government of the
State of Indiana, about which the Na-
tional Government filed a complaint:

“Indiana has failed to conduct a gen-
eral program that makes a reasonable ef-
fort to identify and remove ineligible vot-
ers from the State’s  registration list; has
failed to remove such ineligible voters;
and has failed  to engage in oversight ac-
tions sufficient to ensure that local elec-
tion jurisdictions identify and remove
such ineligible voters.”

In other words, because Indiana has
failed in its obligation to remove dead-
people and non-residents from its voter

rolls, it has decided to make voting more
restrictive for legal, living residents. This
is looking-glass legislation at its best.

Thanks to the Indiana government’s
laziness, incompetence, and disregard for
the needs of its most vulnerable citizens,
the most right-wing Supreme Court in
memory has been handed the means
render “constitutional” the most restric-
tive voter ID law in the country, a de
facto poll tax, thus setting a precedent
for the rest of the country to follow. CT

Andrew Taylor is the Associate Editor of
the online literary magazine Menda City
Review, and a senior contributing editor
at Cyrano's Journal. He is the author of
numerous short stories, published both
online and in print. His political blog is
http://oni-bh.blogspot.com

http://oni-bh.blogspot.com


June 2008   | TheREADER 71

THE BIG PICTURE

The US housing crisis explained in a glance                    
by Mark Hurwitt

www.hurwittgraphics.com

http://www.hurwittgraphics.com


coldtype

WRITING WORTH 
READING FROM

AROUND THE WORLD




