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Make sure your vote counts
Why Electronic Voting Poses A Very Real Threat to Our Democracy
Katrina Griessman,
Consultant at Forge

“If there is a contested
election or a suspected
breach in one these five
states, there is simply
no way to verify the
election result.”

Above:
A voter access card for an electronic voting Machine

I

f you are reading the Forge newsletter, chances are that I am old enough to be your mother. I live in Atlanta, Georgia, and I happen to have two college

age daughters of my own, and am one of “those women” that chose to pursue a full time career of her own. Over the past twenty-five years, I have worked
in the fast-paced, cutthroat world of Wall Street. For sure, its been a wonderful experience, but what I’ve seen over those past twenty-five years has
transformed me into an outspoken proponent of a women’s rights to vote, to choose and pursue the “American Dream”.
I graduated from American University in DC in the mid 1980s, a period of time in America where vast changes across both the social and political
landscape were occurring at a rapid pace. Despite my special, multi disciplinary degree in Communications, Economics, Law and Government (CLEG),
which should have set me on the path to a career in the legal profession, I landed on a Wall Street trading desk, which is where I have remained for twoand-a half decades, my entire working life.
Over the coruse of those decades, I’ve had to work hard to maneuver the incredibly tough Wall Street politics, but somehow I have managed to survive and
thrive in the fast paced world of trading and sales. I worked my way up from a position as a Sales Assistant on the trading desk, at the age of 24, making
just $14,500, to the title of Managing Director in Institutional Fixed Income, with a specialty in Privatized Military Housing Securitizations. Some days are
difficult, but every single day brings a new experience, and new deal or global news to communicate. I love my job and I am proud that I was able to “forge”
my way thru the male dominated, country club politics of Wall Street. I truly believe that I achieved what everyone would call “The American Dream” .
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Above:
Voting booths in the 2010 Election
I graduated from American University in DC in the mid 1980s, a period

the security of their electronics infrastructure. Electronic trading and

of time in America where vast changes across both the social and

bookkeeping and transfers are undeniably more efficient, but I believe

political landscape were occurring at a rapid pace. Despite my special,
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in the legal profession, I landed on a Wall Street trading desk, which is

Electronic Voting in the United States carries the exact same extreme
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risk of hacking and manipulation, and seeing these issues in the banking

life.

realm, my attention turned earlier this year to the cybersecurity risks in
Georgia’s voting system, specifically the Diebold machines which we use

I’ve had to work hard to maneuver the incredibly tough Wall Street

to exercise our civic duty every election. I have done extensive research
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in the realm of election integrity all around the country, and started

survive and thrive in the fast paced world of trading and sales. I worked

a Facebook group called The Georgia Sunshine Project, which aims to

my way up from a position as a Sales Assistant on the trading desk, at

shine a proverbial light on the issues of election integrity in Georgia.

the age of 24, making just $14,500, to the title of Managing Director
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The issues with the Diebold machines in particular are well-known.

Housing Securitizations. Some days are difficult, but every single day
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brings a new experience, and new deal or global news to communicate.

has demonstrated in many a YouTube video how these machines can be

I love my job and I am proud that I was able to “forge” my way thru the

hacked in as little as two minutes. At the annual DEFCON conference

male dominated, country club politics of Wall Street. I truly believe

in Las Vegas earlier this year, professional cybersecurity specialists and
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hackers hosted a special Electronic Voting Machine Hacking Village.
There, the High School division winner was able to compromise a

At the start of my career, Wall Street’s day-to-day operations were, by

voting machine in just twenty minutes. On the international front, US

todays’ standards, archaic; stocks were traded on hand written tickets,

Intelligence organizations and the national press alike have reported

and securities were delivered on physical pieces of paper. Today, Wall

that advanced, aggressive cyber hacking schemes targeting the United

Street operates completely in the digital space, using computerized

State’s electoral infrastructure from state actors such as Russia and

electronic trading and sales and exclusively wirable securities. These

China ran rampant during the 2016 Presidential election and continue

changes allow traders and investors alike greater granularity in

to this day. Indeed, many remain convinced that the reason that

their investments, and allows for much quicker reactions to market

Donald Trump was elected President in 2016 was due to a clandestine

trends. But, as with anything that is computerized, this system is

collaboration between the GOP and Russia to influence the electoral

still vulnerable to hacking and manipulation, something which many

outcome of the Presidential election.

executives at domestic banks in particular recognize. I speak with
many CEOs and CFOs of major domestic banking institutions, and
I’ve found that the issue that keeps them up at night is invariably
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Above:
A Paper Ballot
In 2002, Georgia moved to electronic voting, spurred in no small part by the hotly contested 2000 Presidential election. In that election, the ambiguity
of paper ballot chads were responsible for what seemed to be an eternity of recounts to determine the next President. On the follow, Congress enacted
and funded HAVA (Help America Vote Act), which allowed states to purchase brand new electronic voting machines, almost all exclusively built, serviced
and monitored by one company, Diebold, one of four major players in the electronic voting arena. Along with their other competitors, namely Dominion,
ES&S, Hart and Diebold, electronic voting companies have provided the backbone for elections in the United States for the past fifteen years.
Of the twenty-five states which conduct their elections electronically, there are five without a paper trail of votes: Georgia, South Carolina, Louisiana,
New Jersey, and Delaware. Consider a very real scenario: a foreign nation, such as Russia, hacks into these voting systems, which have already been
proven to be very susceptible to hacking, and influences the electoral outcome of a key state. If there is a contested election or a suspected breach in one
these five states, there is simply no way to verify the election result. When news of the vulnerability in Diebold voting machines broke last year, Virginia
switched to different, newer machines which produce a paper trail along with an electronic record. Georgia, however, is still using the very same Diebold
machines, purchased in 2002, which leave nary a paper trail, even despite their well-known, establish flaws.
Further complicating matters is the conflicts of interest surrounding Brian Kemp. Mr. Kemp, the current Secretary of State and Republican gubernatorial
candidate opposing Democrat Stacy Abrams, has been in his current position for eight years. His predecessor, Karen Handel, the current Congresswoman
from District 11, stepped down from her position as Secretary of State to avoid any potential conflicts of interest. Mr. Kemp, despite knowing about the
very real flaws in Georgia’s electronic voting systems, has persisted in asserting that the Diebold systems are secure, contrary to established evidence.
This, combined with the glaring conflict of interest inherent in Mr. Kemp overseeing the results of his own election, certainly presents a very concerning
reality for many Georgia voters this election cycle.

So, now we wait for the results of tomorrow’s very important midterm election. In Georgia, voting on a paper absentee ballots is the only way
that I believe that it is safe to assure that my vote wont be switched. My entire family, and all of my friends will be voting absentee. Cybersecurity experts
all over the country insist that paper ballots are the only way to assure that our votes are safe. I implore all young voters to demand that the election
systems in their states provide them with the ability and reassurance of hand counting their votes. This sacred right, and the right to choose what your
future looks like is under severe attack.
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news | ENdorsements
UPCOMING ELECTIONS

Governor’s Race
This election cycle, Forge will not endorse either incumbent Governor Henry McMaster or Representative
James Smith. Neither candidate has committed themselves to helping all South Carolinians. Instead, both
sides have used partisan tactics to scare voters to the polls. Gov. McMaster’s commitment to education is
severely lacking, seeing that South Carolina is one of the worst states to get educated. James Smith’s time
in the state house has not yielded any meaningful legislation that has shown an impact in South Carolina.

Lieutenant Governor’s Race
In the Lieutenant Gov. race, Forge has decided to endorse democrat Mandy Powers Norrell. Her time in the
state house has provided some major pieces of legislation including HB 4837 (2017-2018) and HB4822 (20152016). She continues to be available for constituents and is another South Carolinian that wishes to make
our state better. Forge does not consider Pamela Evette to have the proper experience for her role. While
her business acumen has been proven, she lacks expertise in other critical areas. In an interview, Evette
stated, ““We are so fortunate to have such a great educational system. The governor and I have been going
around all over the state talking about how great our educational system is,” said Evette, who added that
she and McMaster “are trying to fight the stereotypes” that high school graduates need four-year degrees.”
South Carolina is ranked dead last in education by numerous studies. Such a comment whether a mistake
or not, exposes the McMaster campaign for not having adequate knowledge on issues and a lack of willingness to change them.
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news | Endorsements
SC Amendment 1
Amendment 1 is the only referendum on the ballot for South Carolina this election cycle. The amendment
would make the Superintendent of Education an appointable position by the Governor with the consent of
the senate. The amendment, if approved, would take effect in 2023. Making the position appointable would
increase government accountability, especially over controlling the state’s education budget. It would also
rid the state of another hyper partisan election where candidates are more focused on being a candidate
then actually the Superintendent of Education. However, the amendment isn’t without its issues. Appointment processes can still be full of partisanship and being appointed means there is no longer any accountability to the voters. Forge endorses Amendment 1 since it would allow the state to appoint those with
actual job skill not who can run a campaign better.

SC State House
The state house elections will finish with Republicans still holding on to their majority. Republicans need 3
more seats to obtain 2/3 majority. However, Forge predicts that Republicans will fail to obtain 2/3 majority
in the house.
In a rare case for Forge, we have decided to endorse republican Rep Chip Huggins, current Chairman of
Ways and Means, from District 85. Chairman Huggins is a model politician who constantly makes himself available for all South Carolinians. Even during election season, he is at the State Capital helping his
constituents. Forge has partnered with Chairman Huggins to push 3 new pieces of legislation dealing with
curriculum requirements to voter rights. He continues to inspire those around him and we at Forge cannot
wait to see what else the Chairman will accomplish.

SC House of Representatives
Forge predicts the 7 districts will not change party hands. SC-06 is considered safe democrat while the other 6 districts will remain republican. Interestingly in SC-01, former incumbent Mark Sanford was defeated
in the Republican primary. Primary-winner state representative Katie Arrington will represent the Republican party.
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The kavanaugh matter:
the erosion of the integrity of the supreme court
Farhan Hoodbhoy, Chief
Media Officer

W

e live in troubling times. The ascencion of Donald Trump, a man who espouses rascism towards Mexicans and
Muslims, who has little regard for such incovenient things as “facts,” a man who by his own admission grabs women
by their genetalia, to the the most hallowed of offices, the Presidency, was cause for great concern. His comportment
and demeanor over the past two years has shown him to be even less qualified for the Presidency than otherwise
thought; his foreign policy ineptitude is comedic at best and downright dangerous, such as his capitualtions to North
Korea, at his worst. He has shown himself to be self-serving and willing to trade the broader intersts of the nation
in favor of his own. Brett Kavanaugh’s ascention to the Supreme Court is nothing more than another example of this
President’s staggering ineptitude and selfishness.
The Supreme Court is perhaps the most important of the three branches of government. Of the three, only Supreme
Court Justices are appointed for life; removal of a Supreme Court Justice, much like the removal of a President, is a
virtually impossible affair and has never been sucessful. Cases which appear before the Court have lasting impacts;
the Dredd Scott decision in 1857 set the state for the Civil War in 1861, the Brown v. Board of Education verdict in
1954 startred the long, ardous porcess of undowing the horrors of slavery, and Roe v. Wade in 1973 hearlded in a new
era of women’s rights. Justices of the Court must be viewed as not only having the nation’s best interests at heart but
also as individuals of sound mind and judgment; they must be viewed as being Americans first and never partisian.
Brett Kavanuagh is anything but. His conduct is hardly unimpeachable; in an interview with the Washington Post,
his classmates at Yale painted a picture of a “sloppy drunk,” someone who could, in “no way remember that night.”
Indeed, during the confmation process, Kavanuagh let his emotions rule his testimony, hardly the quality of a respectable, even-keeled Supreme Court Justice. Consider who had the most to loose: Brett Kavanaugh, who at worst
would be welcomed with the proverbial slap on the back by a party who gives lip service to women’s rights, or Dr.
Christine Blasey Ford, who was quite literally terrified for her life during the entirety of the proceedings, and, indeed, has been taunted by Trump at his campaign rallys and who has had death threats lobbied at her in the aftermath of the confirmation process. Some will argue that the presumption of innocence is tantamount, and that Brett
Kavanaugh must thus remain innocent, and I agree. In a legal sense. But, when it comes to sexual assault allegations,
in the court of pubic opinion, in the court of morality, in the arena of judging him as a person, one must always
believe the accuser. For too long have women been silenced, both outright and by the internal sense that no one will
believe their allegations.
My collegue on the facing page argues that to have believed Ms. Ford would have introduced a scenario whereby the
confoirmation process could be hijacked by partisans bent on obstructing the democratic process. Well, it already
has - the Republicans traded the good of the nation for their own small, self-centered interestes when they refused
to even consider the eminently more qualified Merrick Garland.
The end result of the Republicans allowing for such a morally, and even legally flawed candidate (there is still a great
deal the American public does not know about Mr. Kavanaugh’s time in the Bush White House) is a Supreme Court
which has lost a great deal of its legitimacy and integrity as an upholder of the Constitution, and as a bedrock of our
Democracy.
Forge was founded to try to change and shape our nation for the better, and it is decisions like this that make me
ever more committed, ever more passionate about our mission. The Trump presidency is a dark chapter for America,
but we can move one, and we shall, towards a brighter future of tolerance. Above all, we must continue to hold those
in power responsible for their actions. The Washington Post’s slogan is most apt:
Democracy dies in darkness.
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defending kavanaugh
how america lost the idea of due process
James Bronsted, member of the
Board of Directors at Forge

T

he present day is a tumultuous time; for any event that tosses and tumbles through the never-ending news cycle,
it seems that any opinion one holds will be viewed as controversial and vilified by some substantial portion of the
general population. Yet, the controversy over the confirmation hearings of now-Justice Brett Kavanaugh stands
out. For just over a month, nearly every major news organization in the United States covered events related to
the confirmation hearings and the subsequent sexual misconduct investigation with utmost scrutiny and few days
passed with the controversy not being at least mentioned. Now that the dust has settled to some degree, I consider it
prudent to review some of the key events of the confirmation and consider ways to move forward in the interest of
maintaining the integrity of our institutions of government.
Perhaps the most pressing question on the minds of Senators as they took a vote on October 6 to decide whether to
confirm Kavanaugh to the Supreme Court was how to weigh the sexual misconduct allegations against him made by
Dr. Christine Blasey Ford and others as a factor in determining his eligibility to serve on our nation’s highest court.
The matter is still not settled as a matter of fact or even as a matter of legal judgment. No evidence has emerged to
completely exonerate Kavanaugh from the allegations and no evidence has yet been produced to corroborate Ford’s
allegation, or anyone else’s for that matter. Some contend that these allegations would never hold water in court
since they do not meet the standard of “guilt beyond a reasonable doubt;” others have suggested that such a standard
is inapplicable because the confirmation hearings are more comparable to a job interview than legal proceedings.
To believe that the allegations against Kavanaugh were sufficient to disqualify him from confirmation to the Supreme Court, one would have to begin from the presumption of guilt rather than innocence and one would have to
accept uncorroborated testimony as sufficient to be a disqualifying factor. The use of such a standard to determine
the eligibility of a Supreme Court Justice nominee would have far-reaching impacts on the future of the confirmation process. People may begin to bring untruthful accusations against future nominees. Investigations into nominees would proliferate to accommodate such allegations, adding unnecessary burden to the confirmation process.
Whether Ford’s uncorroborated testimony was truthful, its acceptance as a disqualifying factor in the determination
of Kavanaugh’s eligibility to serve on the court may set a precedent that would allow abuse of the system by those
who simply disagree with a nominee’s confirmation; such abuse would damage the efficiency and integrity of the
confirmation process. In light of these considerations, I believe it was appropriate to confirm Justice Kavanaugh, if
for nothing else, to prevent the emergence of a potentially very dangerous precedence.
Beyond the result of the Kavanaugh confirmation process, it would be prudent to examine the actions taken by the
Senate during the confirmation process and identify problematic behaviors. First, we can examine the questions
asked during confirmation hearings prior to the release of the sexual misconduct allegations. While the Republicans
on the Judiciary Committee asked about Kavanaugh’s judicial temperament and philosophy, Democrats honed in
on his opinions on specific decisions he made in the past. There was a clear and consistent attempt to reveal some
partiality Kavanaugh had towards some inherently partisan issue. In his responses, which he repeated to several
Democrat members, Kavanaugh explained that judges cannot in good conscience discuss how they would rule on
hypothetical cases, a precedent established by several previous nominees who now serve on the Supreme Court.
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“Asking a Supreme Court
Justice to state their political opinion is troubling
because such a request treats
the judiciary as a legislative
body”

Asking a Supreme Court Justice to state their political opinion is troubling because such a request treats the judiciary as a legislative body and we should not be complicit with the Democrats’ alignment with the belief that the court
should be treated as one. The House and the Senate are to be legislative bodies because its members are elected by
popular vote; the Supreme Court is to be a judicial body that reviews the actions of government in context of its
Constitution. The use of the judiciary as a legislative body is a deep threat to our inherently democratic form of government because it coopts the peoples’ ability to voice dissent with the actions of the whole legislature; we should be
wary of attempts by any partisan group to assert political influence over the judiciary.
Further, it is concerning how Kavanaugh was treated during his testimony in response to Ford’s allegations. Some
observers took issue with the anger and defiance Kavanaugh displayed during his testimony and the lack of cooperation he provided the Senate with during the subsequent questioning, particularly during Democrat members’
questioning and many have pointed to his singling out of Senate Democrats as a partisan statement indicating a lack
of judicial temperament. If we are to consider his testimony problematic and potentially disqualifying, then we must
equally condemn the tactics used by the Democrat members of the Judiciary Committee during their questioning of
Kavanaugh. Attempts were made to further undermine Kavanaugh’s reputation and name by referencing his high
school yearbook and by attempting to link his enjoyment of alcoholic beverages to the possibility that he may be a
sexual offender. Such questions were obviously of no import to an investigation into a specific allegation of sexual
assault; the only rationale for directing such questions at Kavanaugh would be to further cause him and his family
pain and suffering and perhaps to hopefully entice votes against him or dissatisfaction with him amongst the general population. These are unquestionably partisan-motivated character attacks that have no place in the Senate or any
other legislative body for that matter.
At Forge, we care not only about the specific policies implemented by legislative bodies at every level of government, but also about the behaviors of those who represent the people of our great nation and the precedence those
behaviors may set. Maintaining civility and important traditions such as innocence until proven guilty is of utmost
importance to the long-term integrity of our institutions. It is for this reason, that I feel behooved to call out the
actions undertaken by several members of the Democratic party during the Kavanaugh confirmation; the behaviors
and actions detailed above were a problem unique to Democratic members of the Judiciary Committee. As a nonpartisan organization, we will continue to call out behaviors we disagree with on both sides of the aisle in the interest of
maintaining a bright future for our youth and future generations.
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