and the Democratic Party, under the growing leadership of
Lyndon LaRouche and the LaRouche movement, is going to
once again fight like the party of Franklin Roosevelt, for the
general welfare of all Americans.

Documentation

Historic Debate in Congress

Here are excerpts from four speakers at the Jan. 6 debate: 1)
the challenge initiator, Ohio Rep. Stephanie Tubbs Jones;
2) her co-challenger, California Sen. Barbara Boxer; 3) the
Congressman who led the investigation of the Ohio irregular-
ities, Rep. John Conyers, and 4) Republican House Majority
leader Tom DeLay, who went ballistic at the conclusion of
the two-hour discussion in the House of Representatives.

Rep. Stephanie Tubbs Jones (D-Ohio)

I, thank God, have a Senator joining me in this objection,
and I appreciate Senator Boxer’s willingness to listen to the
plight of hundreds, and even thousands of Ohio voters, that
for a variety of reasons were denied the right to vote.

Unfortunately, objecting to the electoral votes from Ohio
is the only immediate avenue to bring these issues to light.
While some have called our cause foolish, I can assure you
that my parents, Mary and Andrew Tubbs, did not raise any
fools. They raised a lawyer, they raised a former judge, they
raised a prosecutor; and thank God they live to see me serve
as aMember of the House of Representatives. [ am duty bound
to follow the law and apply the law to the facts as I find them,
and it is on behalf of those millions of Americans who believe
in and value our democratic process and the right to vote that
I put forth this objection today. If they are willing to stand at
polls for countless hours in the rain, as many did in Ohio, then
I'should surely stand up for them here in the halls of Congress.

This objection does not have at its root the hope or even
the hint of overturning the victory of the President; but itis a
necessary, timely, and appropriate opportunity to review and
remedy the most precious process in our democracy. I raise
this objection neither to put the Nation in the turmoil of a
proposed overturned election nor to provide cannon fodder or
partisan demagoguery for my fellow Members of Congress. I
raise this objection because I am convinced that we as a body
must conduct a formal and legitimate debate about election
irregularities. I raise this objection to debate the process and
protect the integrity of the true will of the people. . . .

There are serious allegations in two lawsuits pending in
Ohio that debate the constitutionality of the denial of provi-
sional ballots to voters: One, the Sandusky County Demo-
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cratic Partyv. J. Kenneth Blackwell and Ohio’s vote recount,
Yostv. David Cobb, et al. These legitimate questions brought
forward by the lawsuits, which go to the core of our voting
and democratic process, should be resolved before Ohio’s
electoral votes are certified. . . .

What happened in Ohio in Cuyahoga County? There are
just over 1 million registered voters in Cuyahoga County
which, of course, includes my Congressional District. Regis-
tration increased approximately 10%. The beauty of the 2004
election was that more people were fully prepared to exercise
their right to vote; however, on Election Day, hundreds and
even thousands of individuals went to the voting polls and
were denied the opportunity.

In my own county where citizen volunteers put forth a
Herculean effort to register, educate, mobilize, and protect,
there were long lines, 4- to 5-hour waits. Election Protection
Coalition testified that more than half of the complaints about
long lines they received came from Columbus and Cleveland
where a huge proportion of the State’s Democratic voters live.
One entire polling place in Cuyahoga County had to shut
down at 9:25 a.m. on Election Day because there were no
working machines. On provisional balloting, Cuyahoga
County had over-all provisional ballot rejection of 32%. Re-
jection rates for provisional ballots in African-American pre-
cincts and wards in Cleveland averaged 37% and in some as
high as 51%. Significant flaws in registration process and
procedures. Initial research identified at least 600 individuals
purged from the Cuyahoga County voting rolls without a due
process. Cuyahoga County analysis of 10,900 voter applica-
tions showed that almost 3,000 were never entered; address
updates received but never updated; mistakes in entering ad-
dresses.

I thank the Speaker for the opportunity to be heard, and
I raise the objection on behalf of the electors of the State
of Ohio.

Sen. Barbara Boxer (D-Calif.)

For most of us in the Senate and the House, we have spent
our lives fighting for things we believe in—always fighting
to make our nation better. We have fought for social justice.
We have fought for economic justice. We have fought for
environmental justice. We have fought for criminal justice.

Now we must add a new fight—the fight for electoral
justice.

Every citizen of this country who is registered to vote
should be guaranteed that their vote matters, that their vote is
counted, and that in the voting booth of their community, their
vote has as much weight as the vote of any Senator, any
Congressperson, any President, any Cabinet member, or any
CEO of any Fortune 500 Corporation.

I am sure that every one of my colleagues—Democrat,
Republican, and Independent—agrees with that statement.
That in the voting booth, every one is equal.
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So now it seems to me that under the Constitution of the
United States, which guarantees the right to vote, we must ask:

Why did voters in Ohio wait hours in the rain to vote?
Why were voters at Kenyan College, for example, made to
wait in line until nearly 4 a.m. to vote because there were only
two machines for 1,300 voters?

Why did poor and predominantly African-American com-
munities have disproportionately long waits?

Why in Franklin County did election officials use only
2,798 machines when they said they needed 5,000? Why did
they hold back 68 machines in warehouses? Why were 42 of
those machines in predominantly African-American dis-
tricts?

Why did, in Columbus area alone, an estimated 5,000 to
10,000 voters leave polling places, out of frustration, without
having voted? How many more never bothered to vote after
they heard about this? . . .

Because of this, and voting machine irregularities in so
many other places, I am joining with Congresswoman Ste-
phanie Tubbs Jones to cast the light of truth on a flawed system
which must be fixed now.

Our democracy is the centerpiece of who we are as a
nation. And it is the fondest hope of all Americans that we
can help bring democracy to every corner of the world. As
we try to do that, and as we are shedding the blood of our
military to this end, we must realize that we lost so much
credibility when our own electoral system needs so much
improvement. Yet, in the past four years, this Congress has
not done everything it should to give confidence to all of our
people their votes matter. . . .

Rep. John Conyers (D-Mich.)

.. .The debate we have today will not change the outcome
of November’s election. We know that. But out of today’s
debate, I hope this Congress will response to our challenge:

e A challenge to hold true bipartisan hearings to get to
the bottom of what went wrong in Ohio and around the Nation
on Election Day.

e A challenge to show the same concern about voter dis-
enfranchisement in this country that we show in Afghanistan,
and the Ukraine, and Iraq.

e A challenge to enact real election reform; that gives all
citizens the right to a provisional ballot; that gives all voters
a verifiable paper trail; and that bans election officials from
serving as campaign chairs.

The thing we should never fear in Congress is a debate,
and the thing we should never fear in a democracy is the
voters. [ hope that today we have a fair deabte and four years
from now, we have an election all our citizens can be proud of.

Rep. Tom DeLay (R-Tex.)
Mr. Speaker, what is happening here today is amazing but
not surprising. Mr. Speaker, what we are witnessing here

EIR January 14, 2005

today is a shame. A shame. The issues at stake in this petition
are gravely, gravely serious. This is not just having a debate.
But the specific charges, as any objective observer must ac-
knowledge, are not. That is because the purpose of this peti-
tion is not justice but noise.

It is a warning to Democrats across the country, now in
the midst of soul searching after their historic losses in No-
vember, not to moderate their party’s message.

Itis just the second day of the 109th Congress and the first
chance of the Democrat congressional leadership to show
the American people what they have learned since President
Bush’s historic re-election, and they can show that, but they
have turned to what might be called the “X-Files Wing” of
the Democrat Party to make their first impression.

Rather than substantive debate, Democrat leaders are still
adhering to a failed strategy of spite, obstruction, and conspir-
acy theories. They accuse the President, who we are told is
apparently a closet computer nerd, of personally overseeing
the development of vote-stealing software. We are told, with-
out any evidence, that unknown Republican agents stole the
Ohio election and that its electoral votes should be awarded
to the winner of an exit poll instead. Many observers will
discard today’s petition as a partisan waste of time, but it is
much worse than that. It is an assault against the institutions
of our representative democracy. It is a threat to the very
ideals it ostensibly defends. No one is served by this petition,
notin the long run. And in the short term, its only beneficiaries
are its proponents themselves. Democrats around the country
have asked since Election Day, and will no doubt ask again
today, how it came to this. The Democrat Party, the party that
was once an idealistic, forward-looking, policy colossus. The
New Deal, the Marshall Plan, the Great Society, the space
program, civil rights. And yet today one is hard pressed to
find a single positive substantive idea coming from the left.
Instead, the Democrats have replaced statecraft with stage-
craft, substance with style, and not a very fashionable style at
that. The petitioners claim that they act on behalf of disenfran-
chised voters, but no such voter disenfranchisement occurred
in this election of 2004 and for that matter the election of 2000.

Everybody knows it. The voters know it, the candidates
know it, the courts know it, and the evidence proves it. We
are not here to debate evidence, but to act our roles in some
scripted, insincere morality play. . . . Remember, neither of
the Democrat candidates supposedly robbed in Ohio endorse
this petition. It is a crime against the dignity of American
democracy, and that crime is not victimless. The Democrat
leadership came down to the floor and said this is a good
debate; we ought to be having a debate on this issue. . . .

A dangerous precedent is being set here today, and itneeds
to be curbed, because Democrat leaders are not just hurting
themselves. By their irresponsible tactics, they hurt the
House, they hurt the Nation, and they hurt rank-and-file Dem-
ocrats at kitchen tables all around this country. . . .
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