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National News  

THE GUARDIAN  

Do Votes Equal Democracy?   
 

 2185 ND  

  What REALLY happens with our votes? 

1 As this article goes to press, local elections will be taking place 
across the UK, with all London borough councils and all local 
authorities in Wales and Scotland being voted on. 
 

 

2 But can we trust our voting system?  An investigation by The 
Guardian found that, in the USA and Canada, the answer is no - 
democracy is in the hands of businesses that are neither 
transparent nor accountable.   
What does this mean for our voting system in the UK?  
   

 

3 America's new voting machines bring new fears of election tampering was 
published in The Guardian just over three years ago.   
 
In the first article in a two=part investigation of the voting system that was 
then in place in the United States and Canada, Jordan Wilkie reported that - 
by design - votes across America were cast on machines that could not be 
audited.  The votes could not be verified.  There was also an absence of a 
meaningful paper trail to catch any problems – such as, a major error or a 
hack. 
 
These machines had been repeatedly shown as being vulnerable to hacking, 
errors and breakdowns.  There was also no proof that the votes that were 
counted matched the votes that were cast. 
 
American states and counties were, at that time, planning to replace the 
machines with new ones to make the 2020 elections secure since there had 
been an alleged interference in the voting system, via cyber-attack, in the 
2016 election.   
By Russia – we heard???.   
 
A heinous offence indeed, interfering in another country’s elections...  unless, 
of course, the interference is by the USA, whose interference in the 
democratic processes of other countries is reported by teleSUR, a Latin 
American media platform, in A Brief History of the US Interference in the 
Caribbean Basin.   
 
So, why was it that it took almost 17 years of use for, suddenly, the machines 
to need replacing?  How could it be that all the previous elections were all 
above board and legit but - when Donald Trump won the election in 2016 – 
there must have been Russian interference? 

https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2019/apr/22/us-voting-machines-paper-ballots-2020-hacking
https://www.telesurenglish.net/analysis/A-Brief-History-of-the-US-Interference-in-the-Caribbean-Basin-20191205-0004.html
https://www.telesurenglish.net/analysis/A-Brief-History-of-the-US-Interference-in-the-Caribbean-Basin-20191205-0004.html
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In any event - the new machines would solve the problems, right? 
Wrong, it seems.   
 
The new machines gave people [I refuse to use that obscene term “voters” 
that our mis-leaders and the mainstream media call us by] a touchscreen to 
vote on, followed by which the machine printing the votes and the person 
who voted checked to make sure their vote was correct.  
 
Concerns over the integrity of every stage of the paper trail from the new 
machines remained.  One problem is that in certain circumstances, the 
machines could - in theory - fill in ballot papers and the changes would be 
undetectable.  Another problem is that in some cases, there would be no 
way to confirm that what the person intended to vote was what was counted. 
 
In short, if errors occur, nobody will know.  If the system is hacked, nobody 
will know. 
 
Jordan Wilkie reported:   

“After all, thousands of complaints were made about the old machines in 
Texas and Georgia in the 2018 mid-terms.  Neither the results nor the 
machines in either election have been investigated.” 
 

How reassuring. 
 

4 In the second part of his investigation, They think they are above the law: the 
firms that own America's voting system, Jordan Wilkie reported that in 2015 
Maryland’s main election system business was bought by a company with 
“ties to a Russian oligarch.”  Although the FBI did not find any evidence of any 
election tampering, a Maryland congressman, Jamie Raskin, is quoted as 
saying: 
 

“To say that they don’t have any evidence of any wrongdoing is not to 
say that nothing untoward happened.  It’s simply to say that we don’t 
have the evidence of it.” 

 
As an aside - without evidence, the allegation that the US had interfered in 
Russian democracy would be labelled a conspiracy theory.  Yet, The Guardian 
published this unevidenced allegation that Russia had interfered in US 
democracy.  It is clear, of course, to a growing number of us that the term 
conspiracy theory only applies in one direction – this lack of journalistic rigour 
by The Guardian is merely further proof. 
 
The article continues by raising concerns about threats to the election 
system that do not come from outside the USA, with Jordan Wilkie reporting: 

 
“The fact is that democracy in the United States is now largely a secretive 
and privately-run affair conducted out of the public eye with little 
oversight. The corporations that run every aspect of American elections, 
from voter registration to casting and counting votes by machine, are 
subject to limited state and federal regulation.” 

https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2019/apr/22/us-voting-machine-private-companies-voter-registration
https://www.theguardian.com/us-news/2019/apr/22/us-voting-machine-private-companies-voter-registration
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Information about the ownership and financial stability of these companies is 
difficult to get hold of – and the systems’ software source code and 
hardware design are trade secrets.   
 
Another aside - I’ve heard the same recently about what’s in the Covid-19 
vaccines.  Disclosure of the full ingredient list, including contents that could 
potentially harm some people, isn’t possible - because it would breach 
commercial confidentiality.   
 
How informed consent is possible is beyond me and maybe you too - but 
perhaps the method by which someone can give informed consent without 
the full information is clear to someone, somewhere.   
I’d love to know how that works. 
 
These election system businesses, Jordan Wilkie explained, 

“have long histories of errors that affected elections, of obstructing 
politicians and the public from seeking information, of corruption, 
suspect foreign influence, false statements of security and business 
dishonesty… And these companies are the safekeepers of American 
democracy.” 

 
But foreign ownership of an election vendor isn’t the only potential security 
problem.  Voting machines are vulnerable to insider malfeasance - even 
American ownership of the systems can be affected by partisan ties.   
Knock me down with a feather! 
 
Apparently, in 2003, for example, when voting machines were rapidly 
spreading across the country, the CEO of one of the largest companies and a 
top fundraiser for then-President George W Bush said he was “committed to 
helping Ohio deliver its electoral votes to the president”. 
    
I always think it’s nice when people are honest, don’t you? 
 
Other scandals have included leaving an internet-facing server unprotected 
and revealing the source code for its machines and installing unapproved 
software patches on machines just before an election. 
 
It gets worse.  In the interests of more transparency, computer scientists and 
academics have bought voting machines and attempted to hack them.  They 
succeeded and found serious issues - as a result.  
Virginia went back to paper ballots. 
 
Voting machine companies have been appreciative of and grateful for this 
scrutiny of their systems.  No, they haven’t really - rather, they have 
threatened academics who researched their machines with legal action and 
lied to journalists and officials about the fact that some machines could be 
accessed remotely.   
 
It gets worse still. 
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There is a scarcity of available information about contracts and relationships 
between states and election service businesses.    
 
The US government has not set any technical standards or best practices for 
the security of election systems. 
The companies provide their own industry data, with little oversight. 
It is also not clear how true their information is. 
These companies are largely free from public records requests. 
They often investigate or police themselves. 
US counties do not have the expertise or funding to do investigations and 
there is little infrastructure in place to solve this problem. 
People who are able to vote, civil rights groups and activists, have taken to 
the courts but they need evidence to file a lawsuit - and they cannot get 
evidence because it is held by the businesses themselves - unless a judge 
allows it. 
 
Jordan Wilkie reported in the article that these businesses literally act as if 
they are above the law and accountable to nobody.   
 
Given all the above - I ask this. 
ARE they above the law and accountable to nobody? 
In effect – yes, they are.  
 

“Transparency and trust in every stage of election systems is important 
because it affects how well voters trust that the system is fair,”  

Jordan Wilkie says. 
 
I wouldn’t put it that way, myself.  I’d put it this way: 
 
Transparency and trust in every stage of election systems are essential.  
Without it, we, the People, cannot trust the system - and we shouldn’t trust it. 
 
Besides, we are not “voters,” whose role is to vote people into positions of 
power.   
 
We are the PEOPLE – and leaders SERVE us.  They aren’t leaders – but 
Servant Leaders - as opposed to Self-Serving Leaders. 
 

5 But we in the UK have the Electoral Commission to oversee the system, I 
hear you say. 
 
And our Electoral Commission, being British, is as pure as the you-know-
what, right?     
 
Let’s take a look at the Electoral Commission, which Wikipedia describes as 
an independent agency.  It seems the word “independent” is one of those 
words that means something else.  The Wikipedia article explains how, since 
2010, additional Commissioners for the Electoral Commission are appointed.  
These people are nominated by the leaders of political parties and approved 
by the House of Commons through Address to the Queen requesting their 
appointment.  

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Electoral_Commission_(United_Kingdom)
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Sorry – independent from what precisely? 
 
Also, Commissioners who are nominated by the three largest political parties 
serve for four years, while Commissioners nominated by smaller parties 
serve for just two years. 
 
Again – independent from what precisely? 
 
The widespread controversy surrounding the 2010 UK general election 
included some concerning allegations about the Electoral Commission.  
Fraudulent postal voting, polling stations being under-prepared for how 
many people would vote in the evening [doesn’t the Commission understand 
people have to work?] and there not being enough ballot papers were 
among the issues.   
 
The Electoral Commission’s 2010 fiasco - which resulted in many people 
losing out on their right to vote – suggests that the EC is not on top of this 
voting malarkey.   
 
With some electoral stations having even called the police “to calm things 
down” – or to arrest anyone who stood up for their right to vote? – it is clear 
that not only do We, the People, get criticised by our mis-leaders for NOT 
voting.   
 
We also, sometimes, get criticised FOR voting.   
 
We know our place.  
 

6 But all this is about the election process in the USA and Canada. 
What does it have to do with us in the UK? 
 
Plenty. 
 
If this situation of lack of transparency and accountability – and in which 
anyone who tests the system’s integrity gets threatened - exists in the USA, 
how can we in the UK be sure that we can trust the election system here? 
 
Even if the current voting machines in use in the USA are fit for purpose – if – 
the old ones were used for nearly 17 years before they “needed” to be 
replaced.   
 
But it isn’t just the machines.   
It’s the people, too. 
The electoral system depends on trust – trust, that everybody involved is 
acting with integrity.   
 
Since it’s becoming increasingly clear that our mis-leaders are not – and it is 
of course the mis-leaders who control the electoral system – how can we 
trust the system?  There is so much at stake for the current mis-leaders - the 
stakes are rising all the time. 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Electoral_Commission_(United_Kingdom)#History


Magazine: Tetbury CONNECT  
 

6 | P a g e  
 

 
The mis-leaders need to retain the power they hold, not only to achieve their 
objectives, but to prevent the investigations against their actions and 
inactions that loom ever larger, held at bay only by the latest distractions and 
“emergencies.”   
 
So, what will the local elections in the United Kingdom bring on 5 May 2022?   
The Wikipedia article says that in 2018, Labour made gains in London at the 
expense of the Conservatives, who in turn made gains in the rest of England 
at the expense of UKIP – and that few councils changed overall control. 
 
But what do all these “facts” from the 2018 elections matter – and what will 
the “facts” from the 2022 election matter - if we can’t be sure of the integrity 
of the voting system?   
 
Which means we need to be sure of the integrity of the people who run it. 
 
The electoral system has always depended on trust.  And as we at CONNECT 
are fond of saying, trust is like virginity – when it’s lost, it’s lost for good. 
 

 CONNECT’S Maxim and Oath 
Connect is only interested in finding and sharing the TRUTH. 

In search of that TRUTH, we only pose questions – we have no answers. 
 

 By: Helen King 

 Source: Tetbury CONNECT: Magazine 

3 LINK: The Guardian: America's new voting machines bring new fears of 
election tampering 
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 FURTHER READING 

 LINK: Wikipedia: Electronic Voting 

 LINK: Democratic Audit: Are UK elections conducted with integrity, with 
sufficient turnout? 
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