
THE GOP LAWSUIT IN
MICHIGAN MAY INCLUDE
SWORN ADMISSIONS
FROM PEOPLE WHO
WERE ILLEGALLY
PRESENT
The reporting on the GOP lawsuits continues to
be problematic with regards to election law.
Take this Washington Post story, by otherwise
credible journalists. It uses the word
“challenger” three times — once in a caption,
once in a direct quote from an affidavit, and
once in a paragraph observing that people don’t
understand Michigan election law.

They often seemed hampered by a lack of
knowledge about Michigan’s election
system. One challenger noted with
concern that a group of absentee ballots
“appeared in pristine condition, as if
they had never gone through the U.S.
Postal Service.” Michigan allows voters
to drop off absentee ballots in drop
boxes or at clerks’ offices, avoiding
the mail, although it is not clear the
circumstances around those ballots.

It uses the word “watcher” 18 times.

There are both poll “challengers” and “watchers”
in Michigan. The former must be credentialed and
are very limited in terms of number and actions
at the polls. The latter are limited in where
they can go in a regular precinct and cannot go
into non-public areas (which the vote counting
at TCF in Detroit would have been after it was
closed for overcrowding). Here’s a quick guide
for the difference during elections.

https://www.emptywheel.net/2020/11/12/the-gop-lawsuit-in-michigan-includes-numerous-signed-admissions-that-suggest-people-were-illegally-present/
https://www.emptywheel.net/2020/11/12/the-gop-lawsuit-in-michigan-includes-numerous-signed-admissions-that-suggest-people-were-illegally-present/
https://www.emptywheel.net/2020/11/12/the-gop-lawsuit-in-michigan-includes-numerous-signed-admissions-that-suggest-people-were-illegally-present/
https://www.emptywheel.net/2020/11/12/the-gop-lawsuit-in-michigan-includes-numerous-signed-admissions-that-suggest-people-were-illegally-present/
https://www.emptywheel.net/2020/11/12/the-gop-lawsuit-in-michigan-includes-numerous-signed-admissions-that-suggest-people-were-illegally-present/
https://www.emptywheel.net/2020/11/12/the-gop-lawsuit-in-michigan-includes-numerous-signed-admissions-that-suggest-people-were-illegally-present/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/michigan--poll-watcher-affidavits/2020/11/11/4d073d7a-2447-11eb-a688-5298ad5d580a_story.html
https://www.lansingmi.gov/DocumentCenter/View/129/Election-Challengers-and-Poll-Watchers-Guide-?bidId=


Generally, poll “watchers” are people from the
party who monitor whether they’re getting their
own voters out. “Challengers” are the only ones
who are permitted to monitor the conduct of the
election (they’re often lawyers, but sometimes
bossy people like me perform the function).

According to the affidavits submitted as part of
the MI lawsuit, a significant number of the
affiants do not claim to have been poll
“challengers.” Others do and include both
descriptions of the training they received and
the hours they were credentialed to be
“challengers,” which suggests the ones that
don’t mention being challengers probably
weren’t.

A big part of the faux scandal in Detroit was
that the GOP “watchers” were prohibited from
being in the room, but in fact, they already had
their designated number of “challengers” and
many of the people clamoring at the door to be
admitted weren’t “challengers” at all.
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Any responsible report on these affidavits,
then, must distinguish between the claims made
by people who claim to have had a legal right to
be in the room  or behind a table (in the case
of normal polling locations), and those who make
no such claim. Indeed, if someone who doesn’t
claim to be a challenger complains that they
weren’t permitted into the TCF count or got
booted from it, they are effectively complaining
that the law was properly enforced. For example,
that appears to be the case for this complaint.

If someone writes an affidavit that she walked
in off the street to observe the vote count and
saw blue dogshit on a ballot, the story should
not be “watcher alleges ballots were covered in
blue dogshit,” but instead be that, “person
filed sworn affidavit that she was illegally in
the vote count room.”

There’s a lot of blue dogshit flying around when
there should be more focus on people who seem to
have admitted they were illegally in a room
demanding the right to interfere with vote
counting.

Update: Here’s the full MI guide to being a poll
challenger. Note the limit on numbers of
challengers in rooms counting absentee ballots.

In the absent voter counting board. Only
one challenger per political party or
sponsoring organization may serve in an
absent voter counting board.
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