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[00:00:00] Speaker 1 Well, good. All right. Well, I guess let's start with a little bit of give me some of your your background with elections. You said you started with the city, moved out of the county. So what you've done just about everything I. 

[00:00:11] Speaker 2 Have done just about yeah, just about everything as far as electoral the election hands on election administration go. So I started working with the city mayors and clerk's office in 2012, did that for about seven years before I moved over to the county clerk's office in 2018. So yeah, I've done, you know, basically all the processes that a voter sees. I've had my hands and sat registering voters, sending out absentee ballots, the actual ballot design. So everybody who gets a ballot in Dane County, you know, I've designed that ballot programing, the machines, in order to tabulate the ballots and then reporting results on election night. 

[00:00:42] Speaker 1 What do you enjoy about this job, those aspects. 

[00:00:46] Speaker 2 Of it? Sure. Yeah. I think actually being able to be have that part in democracy. I think one of my the favorite things that I tell people when is like, what do you like about this job? It's I've had conversations with voters where, you know, maybe it's getting close to the election. They are panicking a little bit because they want to vote, but they don't think they're going to be able to vote. And, you know, spending ten or 15 minutes talking with them and coming up with a plan to where at the end of the conversation, yeah, they know what they're going to do. They're going to be able to vote. And, you know, having that just a little bit of a social interaction in order to to make somebody be able to participate in democracy, it's kind of a it's a really satisfying and really powerful thing. 

[00:01:23] Speaker 1 So what does it feel like for you in this time of year between the primary coming up to a big November election? Is it stressful? 

[00:01:30] Speaker 2 Yeah, I mean, elections are always stressful. But obviously when you have an election in November and in a state like Wisconsin where, you know, we're always a pivotal state, you know, national focus is always on Wisconsin. You know, it definitely is a little bit more stressful. There's just so many more moving parts to an election like this and so much more intensity that it really makes you really just have to focus and double down that much more and just make sure that everything is going to go to plan and that, you know, what you needed to do is going to happen. 

[00:02:01] Speaker 1 So broadly speaking, what what are the biggest changes you've seen over your your decade or so? 

[00:02:07] Speaker 2 Sure. So when I started working in elections in 2012, voter ID was still working its way through the courts. So, you know, we had and voters didn't have to show voter ID when they were voting at the polls. That didn't really get implemented until 2016. So I think, you know, from when I started in 2012, almost No. Two elections have been the same. There's always been some sort of court case working its way through the courts that could change the way that we do our job. Sometimes the week before an election, it feels like, you know, so there have been changes to in-person absentee voting. You know, it was two weeks before the election and then it opened up to be like six weeks before the election and now we're back to two weeks before the election. There's changes to what a voter needs to provide in order to get an absentee ballot or what, you know, the witness needs to provide in order to make sure that the absentee ballot is counting. So it always seems like that this job has changed. You know, every year at least there's some other major change that's happening and the way that elections are run in Wisconsin. 

[00:03:03] Speaker 1 And you would have been there when the gab was in. 

[00:03:06] Speaker 2 Existence, right? I was there when the job was in existence, yeah. So I lived through that change from the gab to the elections commission when that you know, when that switchover happened. Yeah. So, you know, it's not even the same agency that's, you know, has that statewide level of power in the state of Wisconsin. 

[00:03:23] Speaker 1 So what has changed about the tone in elections is obviously there's a lot of focus now about the rhetoric and the anger and the vitriol. Was there some of that present when you first got into this? 

[00:03:33] Speaker 2 I think there there's always been a little bit of a sort of that that wing of and it's not even the same party, you know, you would see at the end of 2016. There was, you know, some conspiracy theories or some questioning coming from the left, whereas now it's coming from the right. But I think when we started, you know, we were kind of a a little known agency, if you will. People didn't really you know, they would go on Election Day, they'd vote or they'd get their absentee ballot in the mail. But they didn't really think about the process to, you know, what was involved in making that happen. And while I definitely like that, people are more knowledgeable about how the process works and that they are interested in the actual mechanisms of election administration, I definitely do wish that it would be under circumstances that were a little bit less intense and that that vitriol that you're seeing now wasn't there, that the questioning of everything that we do, it wasn't because of that. 

[00:04:32] Speaker 1 So what is the the knowledge difference between those who are most intense in questioning what's going on? Because I'm assuming those who understand a little more probably have a different tone or approach to criticism or critique than those who have no clue. 

[00:04:45] Speaker 2 Yeah, I think some of the the most intense sort of critics are really the ones who honestly don't understand the process as well, that, you know, they will see something something benign and they will completely misinterpret it. You know what? That. But. Generally means or something that's a little bit unusual, but, you know, to them but is completely common and totally understandable to folks who run elections. And it just gets wildly misinterpreted in the, you know, the way that they see it. I remember an example from 2016 when we were doing the recount in 2016. So in Wisconsin law, the the clerk or the deputy clerk has to initial all the absentee ballots before they go out in the mail and before the error, before they see a voter. And we had observers who were questioning why all of these ballots were on or all of these you know, all these ballots had the same sets of initials because they were confusing that set of initials with the witness requirement that is required for an absentee ballot to be counted. So they were thinking, well, why? Who is all this person who's witnessing all this absentee ballots? And, you know, it took 30 minutes before an article was on Gateway Pundit and being completely misinterpreted, you know, and then threats and harassment were happening because of just this very little benign misunderstanding that got completely blown out of proportion. 

[00:06:01] Speaker 1 So what kind of shift occurred after 2020? I guess in the lead up during 2020, obviously there was enough going on to make everything crazy. Were you anticipating how bad it would get afterwards or did that surprise you? 

[00:06:14] Speaker 2 I think it surprised most election administrators just about how how bad it got and how long it would last. I think, you know, prior to 2020, there were definitely people who would misinterpret something about the election process or, you know, where maybe mistrusting of how the tabulators work. But, you know, if you were to show them how the tests work or maybe they become a poll worker and, you know, they understand how the process works, there was at least a level of reasoning that, you know, people that you were talking to now it just seems like you could explain until you're blue in the face. But, you know, you'll you'll get these explanations. And the person I'll just come back to you and be like, well, yeah, but I just I feel like something was wrong. And so even though they can't necessarily identify it, you don't ever totally get through to them because they just cannot be convinced that everything is working properly. 

[00:07:02] Speaker 1 So when the first I guess when Trump lost and there were the first recounts and then, you know, some of the first, you know, conspiracies were coming out, did you think, well, once we finish the recount, this will all die down or once the inauguration was, you're just putting the deadline out of. 

[00:07:19] Speaker 2 Yeah, I definitely didn't anticipate that. Two years later, you know, we'd still be getting open records requests for materials for 2020. And I think I responded to two or three during the recount where it was like, you know, they're still looking for something that they can get, you know, sink their teeth into and think that this is, you know, they're going to break it all wide open if they look at this particular piece of thing that they hadn't asked for before yet. So, you know, yeah, I thought, you know, okay, we did the recount. We we we showed everybody that look like you've seen all the ballots. This is this is what the result was. But there's still just yeah, two years later, we're still not convinced that the ballots were counted the way that they were supposed to be counted or if they were counted. But then there's some other fraud somewhere, somewhere else in the process that, you know, it happened. And every time you think you have put one conspiracy theory to bed, it seems like another different one just pops up in its place. 

[00:08:16] Speaker 1 So when the the assembly first started some of these hearings and pointed my cable man, what did you think? I mean, were you following that at all? Did you anticipate what a circus fiasco it would be? 

[00:08:29] Speaker 2 Yeah. I mean, I followed it quite closely. I was. I knew it wasn't going to be probably the sort of hard hitting truth getting to the facts sort of investigation that I think some people may have wanted. I mean, Mike Gabelman was making comments even prior to when he was hired post-election that the election was stolen. And if the person that you're going to hire somebody who's already said that they think that the election was stolen, I just don't you know, there's just no way that you're going to get sort of an unbiased investigation into it. And then as more information came out about who he was hiring and who he was working with, it became pretty apparent pretty quickly that he wasn't really interested in getting to to actual facts. It was more just trying to rehash those old conspiracy theories or create new conspiracy theories in some cases. You know, the folks that Representative Brinton had before her committee, I mean, they had absolutely no experience in elections. And you could you could anybody who does have experience in elections, it was readily apparent within minutes that the experts that they were trotting out had absolutely no expertize in actual elections because they were asking questions that any election administrator could answer right then and there. But it became some sort of conspiracy theory about, well, what if this or what if that? And I was like, Well, yeah, here's all the information we've shown to you before, and it just never gets presented in a way that or they just choose not to believe it. 

[00:10:04] Speaker 1 When you think about how many clerks and court staff around the state administer elections, would you say that every single one of them was more qualified than Mike Ableman or just most of them would have been more qualified to run that investigation? 

[00:10:17] Speaker 2 I think every single one of them, even the most part time clerk in Wisconsin, knew more about elections going into it than Mike Ableman. I mean, Mike Ableman said he knew absolutely nothing about elections. He would at least, you know, they would at least be able to recognize that some of the claims that he were making, he was making were completely outlandish. And they had absolutely no basis in reality that at least knowing how to interpret the data that he had in a way that was realistic. So yeah, you know, I think just of just about any clerk would have been better suited to run that investigation than Mike Ableman. 

[00:10:48] Speaker 1 So at what point did you were you always on Twitter? Is that an old account or. 

[00:10:52] Speaker 2 Yeah, I think it was. I think my wife had a Twitter account for like 13 years or something like that. It's been a really long time. I think it was really 2016 is when it kind of started picking up a little bit, but it was really the like the spring of 2020 when COVID really started hitting that. I think people really started paying attention to it. 

[00:11:11] Speaker 1 And so when you started getting into the investigations, you you decided I mean, how did you decide, I need to live tweet some of this or I need to actively. 

[00:11:19] Speaker 2 I think it was actually more of just a way to to vent and some sort of like catharsis for me when I you know, I felt like I needed to watch it so I could at least be informed of what was being said about elections and what the investigation was entailing. I think the live tweeting was a way for me. Yeah, just to kind of to vent about the process. I am a little bit surprised at how many people were paying attention to it, but I think people were really looking for sort of a, you know, that other side of it, the actual expert side of because that wasn't happening at the hearings. You know, the assembly wasn't inviting back to the hearings, you know, whether that was, you know, an oversight or purposeful, you know, I don't know exactly which email branch and its motivations were there, but, you know, you didn't have an expert voice in the room. And so it kind of became to the point where I felt like I needed to lend that expert voice to at least have that sort of conversation. 

[00:12:16] Speaker 1 So how quickly did you go from catharsis? Do you feel like I'm doing a public service? 

[00:12:21] Speaker 2 Yeah, I think, you know, when I had the chair of the elections commission asking me to, like, make sure I was live tweeting one meeting because she wasn't going to be able to watch it. It was like, okay, well, people are actually paying attention to this now. So I guess people are finding this to be a valuable service, at least on social media. 

[00:12:40] Speaker 1 Because you could see your retweets and replies. I mean, were you getting a lot of feedback? Was it mostly positive or whether people attacking you, too? Yeah. 

[00:12:47] Speaker 2 I mean, there were definitely you know, I mean, social media is just a haven for sometimes for those conspiracy theorists. So, you know, most of it was definitely positive. I think that's kind of sometimes the way that Twitter works is you're able to sort of mold your circles out a little bit enough to, you know, get the people who are interested and the ones who are following you. I do still get the some some right wing conspiracy theories and trolls that will respond or people that are listening to them. I gave them into the world or listening to the gateway pundits of the world and think that whatever information I'm putting out there is just or yeah, not correct. And they would much rather believe the all branches of the world. 

[00:13:29] Speaker 1 So as time went on, did you see spikes or did you. Like mean with your boss saying, Hey, keep going. Or what was what was the broader feedback? Like what? Yeah. Yeah. And Jacob saying I please. Yeah. 

[00:13:44] Speaker 2 Right. Yeah. So Scott definitely, you know, was encouraging of it. I think he understood that social media, in a way, is where a lot of this sort of debate is playing out so that you need to have a presence there in order to be able to sort of combat or at least, you know, be able to answer questions that folks might have. And, you know, so some of my, you know, interactions I have on Twitter there, you know, I do interact people with who have genuine questions about the election administration process or maybe they've seen something on Fox News or whatever, and they're a little bit more reasonable about it. And I can explain exactly how the process works for them, and they might actually be convinced after the end of it. But I think it's one of those things where clerks and election administrators sometimes are afraid of kind of getting into the fray a little bit because they don't I mean, I get it. They don't want to have to have those interactions with conspiracy theories. But I think it is important to be able to at least tell our story in a way that, you know, is compelling but also is fact driven. 

[00:14:53] Speaker 1 Did it feel partizan in any way? Because obviously Republicans are pushing this. This is a Republican led panel, Republican investigation and you're pushing back with facts. But did that make it feel partizan? 

[00:15:07] Speaker 2 It is a tough line, I think, for some clerks to and me in particular to try to sort of thread this line between not being partizan, but also coming through with the actual facts and, you know, the information that voters need. And I think where the problem is right now is that when you have one party who you know and it is one party who is driving all of this misinformation and all of the conspiracies and all of the doubt when you take the side of actual facts and truth, which is opposite to that, it's going to look like it's one party over the other or one party versus the other. And, you know, when I say to folks who are like, well, aren't you being partizan by, you know, going after Republicans who are, you know, perpetuating misinformation? I'm like, is it partizan to just come back with facts and truth? I don't know that it is. And but if it's one party all the time, who is they? The folks who are, you know, spewing all of this information, this misinformation? I don't know that I can necessarily help it, that it looks like I am going after Republicans when I'm just trying to combat the misinformation that they are the ones who are responsible for. 

[00:16:21] Speaker 1 I mean, I'm sure there's a lot of people that make assumptions like, well, your clerk in the Dane County office and of course, you're a flaming liberal and probably I'm like Gabaldon's list. 

[00:16:31] Speaker 2 I would be surprised if somebody in his office was paying attention to my Twitter account. 

[00:16:37] Speaker 1 So what effect do you think all of this will have as we get towards the fall? I mean, was August maybe a trial run to get a sense of will we see increased turnout? Are people more activated? Other people? I mean, there is a fear among Republicans and leading up to 2020 that the number of conspiracy theories telling people that their votes don't count would actually depress turnout on the Republican side. I mean, is there any evidence from what you've seen or what you can tell, that this is changing whether people will vote at all? 

[00:17:06] Speaker 2 I don't think it's changing whether people will vote. I think we can have seen I mean, Wisconsin had one of the highest turnouts for a primary election that they've had since like the last 40 years or something like that as a percentage of eligible voters. So I don't think it's depressing turnout. I think the political environment that we're in right now, people are still really active and engaged. I think we did see more interest from observers there. We've experienced many more observers at the polls than we normally would for a August partizan primary, which isn't a bad thing. You know, I encourage people who are interested in the process to yeah. If you're, you know, want to see how it works, definitely you're more than welcome to come and observe. And so I would encourage that. As long as you're being respectful of the poll workers and the voters, I think a better way for them to get involved in the process would actually be to sign up as a poll worker instead, because then you can actually have your hands on it and get a little bit more involved in the process. So I do I don't think we're at a point where people are disengaged because of the, you know, some of the misinformation that they don't necessarily know what to believe. And I do hear that sometimes for people who will get information from one source and information from another source, and then they just throw up their hands and they're just like, I don't know what to believe. I'm just going to, you know, not going to listen to any of it. I don't think we're at that point necessarily with at least participating in the voting process. I do think it has changed since 2020, how people vote. You know, there never used to be any sort of a partizan difference in the vote who were really, you know, not a market one as far as people who are voting early or people who are voting Election Day and if there was one. It used to be that, you know, people who had traditionally vote Republican were the ones who were actually casting ballots, you know, before Election Day. And I think we've seen a little bit of a flip from of that, just based on some of the rhetoric that, you know, things like President Trump have and other Republicans have infused into questioning absentee ballots are questioning early voting. But I don't think it's going to have a large effect on turnout. I think Wisconsin elections are just too important locally and nationally for for most folks to stay at home. 

[00:19:16] Speaker 1 We we were in West Bend when they tested their machines. Mm hmm. And there were a number of observers we actually ran into a man who a Republican who had signed up to become a poll observer because and he had actually said that he had more faith in the machines, even though they were dominion. So now he could honestly say to his people, like, no, the machines aren't the problem, you know, the maybe fraud elsewhere in those other counties, but nothing here in West Bend. Are you seeing more of that? Are there any of those little stories of like an observer or a poll worker here or there who actually has become educated and go, hey, maybe this isn't as bad as I thought? 

[00:19:52] Speaker 2 Yeah, I do think, you know, the more that folks actually get involved in the actual workings of the process and maybe, you know, step outside of social media for a minute and talk to their local clerk or talk to their poll workers on Election Day. And actually, you can see how that works. Go to a public test, work the polls or just this past weekend, like I was saying earlier, we had a recount for the Republican congressional primary. And I think there were definitely some of those Republican observers or Republican representatives that were questioning of maybe especially in Dane County, how some of that process runs. But once they had the opportunity to review all the absentee envelopes, review all of the apps, the actual ballots, you know, and we hand-counted them all. And the results were not markedly different than they were on election night. I think that definitely instilled some of that confidence in not only the candidates, but also, you know, they're the representatives and they're their voters as well. 

[00:20:46] Speaker 1 I mean charity very went for saying that rampant fraud and to she conceded the race. 

[00:20:51] Speaker 2 Yeah yeah you know I think you know she was at our recount the last two days and now so she was there I was talking to her, you know, throughout the weekend. And she was able to see that, you know, she actually picked up ballots or picked up some votes in Dane County and could see, you know, maybe the actual instances and why that what was happening. And so, yeah, you know, she seemed satisfied at the end of the process even though that she was the one who wound up on the losing end of it. 

[00:21:14] Speaker 1 So one of the things that we've talked about is, you know, right now it's one party specifically that is focused on the misinformation and that's obviously being driven by their leader. And then some of the other people that figured, hey, I can monopolize that for my own political gain. But in the past, there have been Democrats that have. Talked about conspiracies of their own. We can go all the way back to 2004 and the Diebold voting machines in Ohio, flipping votes from Kerry to Bush. So do you think there'll be a flip back at some point or the next time Republicans win an election? And that was a good election and it'll be Democrats who are on the other side. 

[00:21:48] Speaker 2 Yeah, election conspiracies have are not limited to one party and it's one party right now. But I mean, even in 2016, you don't have to go back that far to look and see that there were folks on the the left who were questioning the results of that election. And I can understand that sort of feeling. You know, your candidate of choice has lost and you may have been heavily invested in that election. And, you know, then they didn't come out on top. And you want to be able to come to some explanation other than just that more people liked the other person. So I get the impulse to to want to really scrutinize the process. So yeah, I but, you know, I kind of say it's it's sort of a horseshoe in a way that, you know, we get both ends of the party are it's not a line. They're coming together sometimes at the same sort of point. They're there at the end of the year. Cross Crossroads is not very far from each other and both ends of the party. And so, yeah, I don't I don't think it's going to be always the Republican Party who's going to be the one who are questioning election results. I just hope that which part, you know, both parties, no matter who it is, that they can actually learn something from the process even through that questioning. And, you know, election administrators love to talk about elections, so we're always happy to explain the process to anybody who's willing to listen. 

[00:23:08] Speaker 1 Are you do you have do you ever have time to think down the road about the big changes that are being talked about or I mean, a Republican governor wins, they've already talked. They're going to abolish work. They're going to change all these things, all these bills that pass that and more. I mean, does that do you have time right now to think of like what, the next set of elections? 

[00:23:26] Speaker 2 Yeah. I mean, I think election administrators are you know, yes, they're always focused on the the moment right in front of them. But I do think that, you know, they're always trying to figure out what's coming down the pipeline, too. I mean, I think way back in the the voter ID era, you know, clerks were trying to figure out how are we going to implement that? And so if it becomes to the, you know, the point where we have a Republican governor and maybe now, you know, we have some more onerous processes for absentee voters where they've got to provide more information or they've got to provide the same information more frequently. Yet clerks are definitely trying to figure out how they're going to be able to modify their processes in order to make sure that they, you know, that everybody still has the same ability and then the right to vote that they would have normally. 

[00:24:12] Speaker 1 One of the the the phrase of the Wisconsin Center for Tech and Life or Liberty or they call them the Zucker box or whatever the seal. Yes. So that money the Dane County got some of that money. 

[00:24:25] Speaker 2 Dane County didn't get any of that money. But municipalities within Dane County did. The city of Madison got quite a few, you know, quite a large amount of money. But there were other municipalities, too, that got smaller amounts of money, and they were able to buy things like a second tabulator so that they could have another tabulator where they were running their absentee ballots through on Election Day, or they were able to use it to maybe pay their poll workers a little bit more in order to be able to incentivize people to work on Election Day when, you know, when they were when everybody was struggling in order to come up with poll workers. 

[00:24:59] Speaker 1 So you would haven't had to feel the effect of actually having a drop off in any funds in that in that regard? 

[00:25:03] Speaker 2 No. Yeah. We don't I mean, the county we're not the ones who are sending out absentee ballots. We're not sending out we're not paying poll workers or staffing polling places. So our costs are relatively fixed from election to election. But we were still involved in the process of helping municipalities source some of those material. Like, you know, there was a huge demand for absentee envelopes like in April that we nobody had anticipated when they were placing their orders at the beginning of the year. So it was trying to find new suppliers who could, you know, get absentee envelopes printed in a quick manner, or at that point, finding PPE and hand sanitizer and just, you know, all of those sorts of things. So we have to provide that, you know, pay for them. But we were definitely involved in trying to to locate them for the 60 municipalities that we have in Dane County, because those clerks were you know, that was one other thing that we could take off their plate, know they were appreciative of. 

[00:26:00] Speaker 1 So when you think through the long roster of conspiracy theories, are there some that are more pernicious than others? That those are the ones that if I can stamp that one out, then I will feel better because that is more damaging than like bamboo, Nicaragua and Chinese. 

[00:26:17] Speaker 2 Hacking. I think the one that is sticking around is that I think has the potential to do the most damage. Is that the idea that there is any sort of fraud inherent or that absentee? Outlets are just that much more ripe for fraud than in-person voting is. I think that, you know, that if you're looking at absentee ballot absentee voting as something that is as potentially, you know, that much more fraudulent, if you know from a legislative perspective, then, yeah, you're going to want to make a whole bunch of changes to try to make in your way, try to make it more secure. But really, it's not making it more secure. It's just making it more difficult for people to obtain an absentee ballot. And there truly are people who can't vote. You can't go to the polls. I am one of them. I haven't voted in person in ten years because I live in a different county than I ran elections. And so I'm never around on election day. I always vote absentee. And so, you know, I think sometimes people don't think through the process of who they're potentially disenfranchizing if you say that we need to limit absentee voting or we need to limit early voting. So, you know, yeah, if there's anything that I think is the one that's the really the most dangerous, it's this idea that there's something inherently problematic with voting by mail or voting before Election Day. 

[00:27:38] Speaker 1 So I've heard one conspiracy theory lately, and I'm sure you've already debunked it, but I want to get your how to debunk it. So one idea that's been out there is that there are because I asked like, who's committing the fraud. Right. And they it's always them. They but then one of the idea is like, well, it's not all clerks, but maybe one or two clerks trying to steal an election can take a roster of low propensity voters activate and turn on those voters, issue ballots in their names, cast the ballots illegally, and then deactivate the voters. And then no one knows that these low propensity voters had ballots issued in their name. 

[00:28:16] Speaker 2 Yeah, I mean, one low prevent propensity voters don't stay on the voting rolls for all that long. You know, if you haven't voted in a certain number of time or, you know, certain length of time, your name is going to get removed from the voting rolls. I mean, we'll send you a postcard. We'll say, hey, it looks like you haven't vote in a while. Do you want to stay on the rolls? If it comes back undeliverable, if it doesn't get returned, then your voter registration gets inactivated. So you're not going to find a voter who, you know, hasn't voted in like a decade. Two clerks don't have that much time on their hands in order to be able to go and figure out who hasn't voted in the last two years and try to figure out who those people are. Three Somebody is going to notice. I mean, if you are inactivating or reactivating an inactive voter and you're doing it in the numbers, that's going to potentially affect an election, somebody is going to notice like the, you know, the elections commission. They, you know, has the Wisconsin voter registration database. They're going to see that, oh, this one clerk has just reactivated 100 voters and they're going to question it. You're also really counting on like none of those voters, maybe, you know, reviving their interest, especially in a November election where a lot of people are going to be voting, that they're not going to notice that somebody has requested an absentee ballot for them. And clerks aren't the only ones who are involved in this process. Even in the smaller municipalities, they still have poll workers on Election Day who are going to have to process all of these absentee ballots. And if you're a smaller community, the chances that one of those poll workers is going to know one of those voters that a clerk has potentially, you know, submitted a fraudulent absentee ballot for are pretty high. You know, like these communities are small, even in Madison, you know, these neighborhoods are small because you're voting at your own neighborhood polling place. And there's chances are that your neighbors are the ones who are staffing that polling place. There's just too many points in the process where somebody could catch it for something like that to happen in any sort of large numbers that's going to affect the outcome of an election. 

[00:30:21] Speaker 1 Whenever I hear those kind of theories, it's all with them and they inactive voters or low propensity voters. There always seems to be a subtle racism involved, even though it's unspoken. The dog whistles pretty loud. Is that pretty common when they're talking about Milwaukee and Dane County being the hotbeds of voter fraud and low propensity voters like? Is that code for black voters? 

[00:30:45] Speaker 2 I think a lot of times, yeah, it is. I you know, I don't think it's an accident that Milwaukee is the one that seems to get a lot of the focus, even more so than Madison and Dane County. Sometimes, you know that voters in Milwaukee seem to have so much more sort of problems getting access to polling places because the legislators have the trick in their back pocket where they can make rules for first class cities and target Milwaukee without really targeting Milwaukee. So yeah, no, I think it's definitely something that is out there. I don't think it's ever going to go away, though. I think that's something that, you know, has been, you know, I mean, since the Voting Rights Act, you know, we've had to have laws and. And other, you know, sort of processes in place because minority voters or people of color are the ones that seem to have the targets on their back. So, yeah, I think I do think that, you know, it's it's clerks in Milwaukee that or clerks in Madison where the focus gets put on them because of either their voters or how their voters are voting without realizing that it would be way more difficult for a clerk in Madison or a clerk in Milwaukee County to sort of effect any change at any level that's going to affect an outcome than it would be for some smaller, local municipal clerk. There's, you know, dozens of if not hundreds of people who could potentially notice something like that. In Milwaukee, there's maybe three or four in a smaller municipality. 

[00:32:17] Speaker 1 So the fraud should happen at the small town. 

[00:32:20] Speaker 2 You know, I'm saying that that the organizations in Madison and Milwaukee are the most professional organizations and that we have in the state of Wisconsin. They are the leading election administrators that we have in Wisconsin. They know the most about the process in the state of Wisconsin. If a mistake is going to be made, it's probably not going to be in those two offices. 

[00:32:44] Speaker 1 And that kind of leads to the issue with all of this is for a conspiracy to succeed, you would need to have nearly everyone involved and remain silent, which is if anyone knows anyone, that's impossible, that doesn't happen at any level. Mm hmm. 

[00:32:59] Speaker 2 Yeah. I mean, there are some issues with the way that Wisconsin runs their elections at that sort of hyper decentralized level. But at the same time, it makes committing fraud and or, you know, having that sort of conspiracy that much harder to do because instead of, you know, maybe getting to 72 county clerks in their staffs, you have to somehow get to, you know, 1850 municipal works as well and make sure that they can all either get in and or at least stay quiet. And what you're doing and it's just as thorough, you know, you'll be lucky to get three people to stay quiet about that, let alone that that many people. 

[00:33:34] Speaker 1 Is there anything else that you'd like to add? 

[00:33:36] Speaker 2 I can't think of anything now. 

[00:33:38] Speaker 1 Going to get you to say and spell your name and give your title. Sure. 

[00:33:42] Speaker 2 Yep. My name is Rachel Rodriguez. So it's rhelr0drig easy. And I am the election specialist in Dane County. 

[00:33:51] Speaker 1 All right. And how did you choose your Twitter handle? 

[00:33:55] Speaker 2 It was a nickname I had in high school that like I just when I was setting up a Twitter account. So it's actually the way nobody knows how to pronounce it. It's guy. And it was given to me by a four year old who used to call me Richie bad guy all the time. And like my high school softball teammates heard that and started calling me that. And so I was like, What am I going to make it? I'll make it this. And now it's just I can't change it because too many people notice it. Yeah, but then that clerk, Rachel came about actually in April of 2020 when I was talking about the the election and it was kind of that weird election where a court had ruled that absentee ballots could come in after Election Day. And but we couldn't release any results until the Friday after the election, even though we were getting them in on Tuesday. So we got to talking about, you know, Dane County results and how many absentee ballots. And somebody just made this offhand comment and were like, oh, yeah, well, that clerk told us. And so it just kind of stuck after that. Okay. It's kind of become a brand because I do have people out in the community sometimes to be out of the way. Are you that clerk, Rachel, like? Yeah, that's me. 

[00:35:04] Speaker 1 You can't. Some people change that pretty regularly. Yeah. 

[00:35:07] Speaker 2 No, I know. I feel like at this point I you know, you are. I, I'm that clerk. Yeah, I'm that clerk. Mm hmm. Yep. 

[00:35:14] Speaker 1 That's not a bad it's. 

[00:35:15] Speaker 2 Not a bad thing. No, it's not a bad thing. I don't mind it. 

[00:35:18] Speaker 1 It could have been, you know, the other end could have been the one that front that. 

[00:35:21] Speaker 2 Yeah, yeah, absolutely. So, you know, if I'm going to have a brand or a name, it's I'm okay with this. 

[00:35:27] Speaker 1 One, okay? All right. That's all we have for you here. 

[00:35:30] Speaker 2 Okay, great. 

[00:35:30] Speaker 1 Thank you. That went really well. Good. So what we would like to do is just get some video of you. 

