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Farbod Faraji 
Richard Winger 
June 3, 2022
Expert Report on Minor Parties and New Jersey

To:
From:
Date:
Re:

I have been asked to assess the role of ballot access and other laws in New Jersey on the1.

ability of minor parties and independent candidates to compete for election. My conclusion is

that New Jersey law is uniquely anti-competitive in favor of the Democratic Party and

Republican Party, and at the expense of all others and the voting public writ large. No minor

parties have been ballot-qualified in New Jersey since the state legislature prohibited fusion

balloting a century ago.

Qualifications: I am the founding Editor of Ballot Access News, a print and online2.

newsletter that has covered legal, legislative, and political developments of interest to minor

parties and independent candidates since 1985. In this role, I frequently research ballot access

laws of all 50 states dating back into the nineteenth century, and I therefore am well versed in

how ballot access laws of each state work historically and how they compare to each other. Since

2001,1 have served on the Editorial Board of the Election Law Journal. I have published

extensively on issues relating to ballot access, minor parties, and independent candidates. I have

provided written and/or oral testimony on these issues in dozens of cases. My curriculum vitae is

attached as an appendix to this report.

Opinion: Citizens seeking to form a minor party in America face a variety of barriers.3.

Chief among them is that, unlike most other advanced democracies, we do not use proportional

representation in our elections. Most political scientists agree that democracies (especially

pluralistic ones like the United States) are best served with electoral systems designed to provide

proportional representation, which ensures that citizen preferences are more accurately reflected

in electoral outcomes, and in turn strengthens the legitimacy of governmental decision-making.
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Unlike most other advanced democracies, America instead uses plurality voting-single member

districts in most partisan elections, and layers on top of that strict and often unfair rules

governing ballot access. These choices have produced the brittle two-party system that

dominates partisan elections in America today.

Nevertheless, and despite these barriers, in every state in the country groups of citizens4.

routinely try to build minor parties that can project different values and ideas into public

discourse. While minor parties may be disdained by or even scoffed at by the major parties,

historians have long noted that “third parties” often spur public awareness of new issues and

crises, and over time their positions may be adopted in part or in whole by one or both of the two

major parties. Consider abolition of slavery (Liberty Party), temperance (Prohibition Party), 10-

hour day (Workingmen’s Party), railroad regulation and occupational safety and health standards

(Grenback Party), and financial regulation (People’s Party, usually called the Populists) to name

some of the more prominent ideas that have migrated from the “fringes” of politics to the

mainstream via social awareness and minor fusion party activism before fusion was banned in

New Jersey and most other states.

Access to the ballot for minor parties is therefore of enormous consequence to the5.

substantial number of citizens who do not feel at home in one of the major parties. Lawmakers in

each of the 50 states recognize that such citizens must be permitted to form new parties. Most

commonly, states require minor party supporters and leaders who wish to create a new political

party to take two steps: first, they must demonstrate a level of support amongst the public in

order to gain access to the ballot for their candidates; and second, they must cross a threshold set

by the state to maintain the status of a “ballot-qualified” party enjoying the rights that the major

parties have.
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New Jersey is one of only three states in which the definition of a qualified party is so6.

severe that no party other than the Democratic and Republican Parties has ever satisfied it. In

1920, New Jersey defined a qualified party to be a group that had polled a number of votes for its

candidates for Assembly that equaled at least 10% of all the votes cast for that office. [State

session laws of 1920, chapter 349, p. 675.] The Republican Party and Democratic Party are the

only parties that have ever crossed that threshold. No minor party has come close, and thus no

minor party has ever been recognized by the election authorities in New Jersey as “qualified.”

Under New Jersey law, a “qualified party” is presumptively entitled to place its nominees on the

general election ballot, appearing no different than the Republican Party and Democratic Party

and their respective nominees.

This kind of recognition is fundamentally different from a candidate who appears on the7.

ballot via what’s usually called an “independent nominating petition” that includes a minor party

label. That happens routinely in most states, including New Jersey. But politics is not merely

about candidates. It is also crucially about parties - meaning citizens who self-organize to project

their values and ideals, and I believe it is wrong that citizens in minor parties do not enjoy the

same rights to freedom of association afforded the supporters of the two major parties.

New Jersey’s unique hostility to minor parties becomes crystal clear when one considers8.

how often minor parties become “qualified” for automatic ballot status. In 47 of the 50 states,

while minor parties are burdened in certain respects, one routinely sees minor parties achieve

such “qualified” status. This is very important as it allows for continuity, visibility and growth.
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But in three states, the rules are so deeply discriminatory as to functionally prevent the 

formation of a ballot qualified party.1 The last time a minor party qualified in each of these states 

is listed in the parentheses: Virginia (1994), Pennsylvania (1984), and New Jersey (1913).

9.

It has been more than 100 years since a minor party has “made ” the ballot in New10.

Jersey. Top Democrats and Republicans might assert that this is only evidence that the voters see

no need for minor parties. But a more diligent observer would explore if something else made

New Jersey’s voters uniquely uninterested in any form of political expression and organization

beyond Democrat and Republican. In a state where more than one-third of voters register as

unaffiliated, this seems highly unlikely.

A year after drastically raising the threshold for a party to become “ballot qualified,” the11.

New Jersey State Legislature banned fusion voting in 1921. Without the ability to cross-endorse

candidates, the ability of a minor party to grow to the point where it might satisfy the new 1920

vote threshold was reduced, as the subsequent 102 years has demonstrated, to zero.

NJ’s successful elimination of fusion balloting specifically and minor parties generally12.

stands in stark contrast to what took place in the neighboring states of New York and

Connecticut. In New York, the State Legislature also passed a ban on fusion balloting (in 1910),

but the ban was successfully challenged under the NYS Constitution in 1911, and the NYS Court

of Appeals ruling has protected it ever since. In Connecticut, fusion was never banned though it

did fall into disuse until being revived in the late 1980s, and continuing to the present time.

Connecticut and New York continue to have qualified minor parties in every election.

1 A fourth state, Georgia, allows minor parties to become ballot-qualified for statewide races but 
makes it much more difficult for down-ballot elections. The last time a minor party was fully 
qualified in Georgia was 1943.
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I certify that the foregoing statements made by me are true. I am aware that if any of the

foregoing statements made by me are willfully false, that I am subject to punishment.

Ti

Richard Winger

Signed on: June^. 2022
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Richard Winger Curriculae Vitae 
3201 Baker Street 

San Francisco, California 94123 
Updated August 7, 2021

EDUCATION
BA, Political Science, University of California, Berkeley, 1966 
Graduate study, Political Science, UCLA, 1966-67

EMPLOYMENT
Ballot Access News, Editor 1985-Present
Editor of newsletter covering legal, legislative and political developments of interest to 
minor parties and independent candidates. Researcher of ballot access laws of all 50 states 
from years 1888-present; well versed in how ballot access laws of each state work 
historically and how they compare to each other. Responsible for reading all statutes, 
regulations, legal opinions, and state attorney general opinions on rights of political parties 
and the publications of minor parties.

On the Editorial Board of Election Law Journal, published by Mary Ann Liebert, Inc., 
Larchmont, N.Y., since 2001.

PUBLICATIONS
Wrote a chapter or two in each of these books:

The Best Candidate: The Law of Presidential Nomination in Polarized Times, Cambridge 
University Press, 2020, editors Eugene D. Mazo and Michael R. Dimino. My chapter is 
“The Nomination of Presidential Candidates by Minor Parties.”

America Votes! A Guide to Modern Election Law and Voting Rights, 2nd edition, 2012, 
published by the American Bar Association’s Section of State and Local Government Law, 
editor Benjamin E. Griffith. My chapter is “Significant Ballot Access Issues.”

Others, Vol. 2, Third Parties During The Populist Period, by Darcy G. Richardson (2007: 
iUniverse, Inc., New York). Wrote the book’s Appendix, “Early Ballot Access Laws for 
New and Minor Parties.”

Democracy's Moment
edited by Ronald Hayduk and Kevin Mattson (2002: Rowman & Littlefield, Lanham, 
Md.). My chapter is, “More Choice Please! Why U.S. Ballot Access Laws are 
Discriminatory and How Independent Parties and Candidaes Challenge Them.”

The Encyclopedia of Third Parties in America
edited by Immanuel Ness and James Ciment (2000: M.E. Sharpe, Inc., Armonk, N.Y.). 
My article is “History of U.S. Ballot Access Law for New and Minor Parties.”

Multiparty Politics in America
edited by Paul S. Hermson (1997: Rowman & Littlefield, Lanham, Md.). My chapter is 
“Institutional Obstacles to a Multi-Party System.

1
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The New Populist Reader
edited by Karl Trautman (1997: Praeger, Westport, Ct.)

Additional articles published in these periodicals:
Fordham Law Review, Vol. 90, #2, November 2021
University of Arkansas Little Rock Law Review, Vol. 29, #4, summer 2007
Wall Street Journal, October 26, 1984 and also November 2, 1988.
The Long Term View, Mass. Sch. of Law, vol. 2 #2 (spring 1994)
American Review of Politics, U. of Akron, vol. 16, Winter 1995 
California Journal, July 1977
Election Law Journal (two articles), Vol. 1 #2 (2002) and Vol. 5 #2 (2006) 
Cleveland State Law Review, Vol. 45 #1 (1997)
Chronicles Magazine, November 1994
Price Costco Connection, Dec. 1995
Fordham Urban Law Journal, Vol. 32 #3 (May 2005)
Fordham Law Review, Vol. 85 #3 (December 2016)
Oklahoma Politics, Vol. 8 (October 1999)
Harvard Law Record, internet, April 25, 2016

Also, I wrote “Election Law Decisions” in all issues of the newsletter of the American 
Political Science Association’s Section on Representation and Electoral Systems, 2005
2014. The publication appeared twice each year.

I wrote articles for “Voice for Democracy”, the newsletter of Californians for Electoral 
Reform, in these issues: Spring 2012, February 2014, August 2014, November 2014, and 
February 2015.

NATIONAL INTERVIEWS on Minor Parties, Independents, Ballots and Ballot Access 
NBC National Public Radio

Pacifica Radio 
MSNBC

ABC
CNN
C-SPAN

CASES: TESTIMONY or AFFIDAVITS (political party or candidate prevailing, or case pending) 
Alabama: Hall v Bennett, U.S. Dist. Ct., 212 F.Supp.3d 1148 (m.d. 2016).
Alaska: Libertarian Party v Coghill, state superior court, 3rd dist., 3AN-92-08181, 1992: 
court enjoined petition deadline for minor party presidential petitions.
Arizona: Campbell v Hull, 73 F Supp 2d 1081 (1999). Az. Libt. Party v Hull, superior ct., 
Maricopa Co. 96-13996, 1996: deadline for submitting presidential elector candidates too 
early. Nader v Brewer, 531 F 3d 1028 (9th cir., 2008). De La Fuente v Hobbs, 19-16868 
(pending in 9th circuit): signature requirement for independent candidates.
Arkansas: Citizens to Establish a Reform Party v Priest, 970 F Supp 690 (E.D. Ark. 
1996). Green Party of Ark. v Priest, 159 F.Supp.2d (E.D. Ark. 2001). Green Party of Ark. 
v Daniels, U.S. District Court, 448 F.Supp 2d 1056 (E.D.Ark. 2006). Moore v Martin, 854 
F 3d 1021. Libertarian Party of Arkansas v Thurston, e.d., 4:19cv-214 (2019): signature 
requirement for new parties.
California: California Democratic Party v Jones, 530 US 567 (2000). California Justice 
Committee v Bowen, 2012 WL 5057625 (C.D.Cal.): deadline for new party qualification 
too early.

2

189a



Colorado: Ptak v Meyer, 94-N-2250, U.S. Dist. Ct., 1994. Signature requirement for 
independent legislative candidates.
Florida: Libt. Party of Fla. v Mortham, 4:96cv258-RH, n.d. 1996: Libertarian vice- 
presidential candidate put on ballot even though he was not on the petition. Reform Party 
v Black, 885 So.2d 303 (Fla. 2004).
Georgia: Bergland v Flarris, 767 F 2d 1551 (11th cir., 1985). Remanded case back to 
U.S. District Court; before District Court acted, legislature substantially eased law, so case 
became moot. Green Party of Georgia v Kemp, 171 F Supp 3d 1340 (n.d. 2016), affirmed, 
674 F.Appx. 974 (11th cir., 2017). Libertarian Party of Georgia v Raffensperger, n.d., 
1:17cv-4660: number of signatures for U.S. House.
Hawaii: Libt. Party of Hi. v Waihee, cv 86-439, U.S. Dist. Ct., 1986: petition deadline for 
new parties.
Illinois: Nader v 111. State Bd. of Elections, 00-cv-4401, U.S. Dist. Ct., N.D., 2000: 
petition deadline enjoined. Lee v 111. State Bd. of Elections, 463 F.3d 763 (7th cir. 2006). 
Jones v McGuffage, 921 F Supp 2d 888 (N.D.. II, 2013). Libertarian Party of Illinois v 
Scholz, 164 F Supp 3d 1023 (n.d. 2016), affirmed 872 F.3d 518 (7th cir., 2017). Gill v 
Scholz, central dist., 3:16cv-3221: case pending in 7th circuit on 5% petition requirement 
for independent candidates for U.S. House; U.S. District Court put candidate on ballot, but 
7th circuit stayed that action. Jones v McGuffage, n.d., 1:12cv-9997: number of signatures 
in special U.S. House elections; judge reduced number of signatures.
Iowa: Oviatt v Baxter, 4:92-10513, U.S. Dist. Ct., 1992: signature requirement for U.S. 
House candidates.
Kansas: Merritt v Graves, 87-4264-R, U.S. Dist. Ct., 1988: independent petition
deadline, requirement that independent petitions not be circulated outside of circulator's 
home precinct, and requirement that voters could only register in qualified parties. This 
case should not be confused with another by the same name decided in December, 1988. 
Kentucky: Libt. Pty. of Ky. v Ehrler, 776 F Supp 1200 (E.D. 1991). Sweeney v Crigler, 
e.d., 2:19cv-46 (2019): deadline for declaration of candidacy.
Maine: Libertarian Party of Me v Dunlap, 2:16cv-2: deadline for new party.
Maryland: Dixon v Md. State Adm. Bd. of Elec. Laws, 878 F 2d 776 (1989, 4th cir.). 
Green Party v Bd. of Elections, 832 A 2d 214 (Md. 2003).
Michigan: Graveline v Johnson, 336 F.Supp.3d 801 (e.d. 2018), affirmed, 747 F Appx 
408 (6th circuit 2018). Number of signatures for independent candidates.
Montana: Kelly v Johnson, U.S. Dist. Ct. 08-25 (2012): independent candidate petition 
deadline. Breck v Stapleton, 259 F.Supp.3d 1126 (2017). Montana Green Party v 
Stapleton, 9th circuit, 20-35340. Unequal distribution requirement for petitions for party 
status.
Nebraska: Bembeck v Gale, 4:18cv-3073 (2018). Number of signatures for independent 
candidates.
Nevada: Libt Pty. of Nev. v Swackhamer, 638 F Supp 565 (1986); Fulani v Lau, cv-N-92- 
535, U.S. Dist. Ct., 1992: minor party and independent petition deadline.
New Jersey: Council of Alternative Political Parties v Hooks, 999 F Supp 607 (1998); 
Council of Alternative Political Parties v State Div. of Elections, 781 A 2d 1041 
(N.J.Super. A.D. 2001).
New York: Molinari v Powers, 82 F Supp 57 (E.D.N.Y. 2000). Schulz w Williams, 44 F 
3d 48 (2nd cir., 1994). Green Party of N.Y. v N.Y. State Bd. of Elections, 389 F.3d 411 
(2nd cir., 2004).
North Carolina: Obie v N.C. Bd. of Elections, 762 F Supp 119 (E.D. 1991). DeLaney v 
Bartlett, 370 F.Supp.2d 373 (M.D. 2004). Edwards v Berger, Wake County

3
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Superior Court, 18-cvs-9749 (2018): state could not give party labels to some candidates, 
but not all candidates, for the same office.
Ohio: Libertarian Party of Ohio v Blackwell, 462 F.3d 579 (6th cir. 2006). Libertarian 
Party of Ohio v Husted, U.S. Dist. Ct., middle district, 2:13cv-935 (2014): state could not 
create a new petition in September of odd year before election and expect it to be used in 
following year.
Oklahoma: Atherton v Ward, 22 F Supp 2d 1265 (W.D. Ok. 1998). De La Fuente v 
Ziriax, had been pending in 10th circuit, 17-6010, then legislature eased requirement for 
independent presidential candidates so case became moot.
Pennsylvania: Patriot Party of Pa. v Mitchell, 826 F Supp 926 (E.D. 1993).
South Dakota: Nader v Hazeltine, 110 F Supp 2d 1201 (2000). Libertarian Party of 
South Dakota v Krebs, 2018, 4:15cv-4111.
Tennessee: Libt Party v Goins, U.S. Dist. Ct., 793 F Supp 1064 (M.D. 2010). Green 
Party of Tennessee v Hargett, 7 F.Supp.3d 772 (m.d. 2014), affm, 791 F.3d 684 (6th cir. 
2015): this is the case that struck down the law on how a party remains on the ballot, and 
should not be confused with the case of the same name on the requirements for a party 
getting on the ballot.
Texas: Pilcher v Rains, 853 F 2d 334 (5th cir., 1988).
Virginia: Libt. Pty of Va. v Quinn, 3:01-cv-468, U.S. Dist. Ct., E.D. (2001): court 
ordered state to print "Libertarian" party label on ballot next to names of candidates.
West Virginia: State ex rel Browne v Hechler, 476 SE 2d 559 (Supreme Court 1996). 
Nader v Hechler, 112 F.Supp.2d 575 (S.D.W.V., 2000). McClure v Manchin, 301 F Supp 
2d 564 (2003).

CASES: TESTIMONY or AFFIDAVITS (political party or candidate not prevailing)
Alabama: Swanson v Bennett, 490 F.3d 894 (11th cit. 2007). Stein v Chapman, 774 F.3d 
689 (11th cir., 2014). De La Fuente v Merrill, m.d., 2:16cv-755: whether sore loser law 
applies to presidential primaries.
Arizona: Indp. Amer. Party v Hull, civ 96-1240, U.S. Dist. Ct., 1996: petition deadline 
for new parties. Browne v Bayless, 46 P 3d 416 (2002). Arizona Libertarian Party v 
Hobbs, 925 F.3d.l085 (2019).
Arkansas: Langguth v McKuen, LR-C-92-466, U.S. Dist. Ct., E.D., 1992: petition 
deadline for independent candidates. Christian Populist Party v Sec. of State, 650 F Supp 
1205 (E.D. 1987). Green Party of Ark. V Martin, 649 F.3d 675 (8th cir. 2011).
California: Socialist Workers Party v Eu, 591 F 2d 1252 (9th cir., 1978). Independent 
Party v Padilla, 184 F.Supp.3d 791 (Cal.,e.d. 2016). De La Fuente v Padilla, 930 F.3d 
1101 (9th cir. 2019).
D.C.: Libertarian Party v D.C. Bd. of Elections, 682 F.3d 72 (D.C. Cir. 2012).
Florida: Fulani v Smith, 92-4629, Leon Co. Circuit Court, 1992: deadline for write-in 
filing. Libertarian Party of Fla. v State of Fla., 710 F 2d 790 (11th cir., 1983). U.S. 
Taxpayers Party v Smith, 871 F.Supp. 426 (n.d. Fla. 1993).
Georgia: Libertarian Party of Ga. v Cleland, U.S. Dist. Ct., n.d., l:94-cv-1503-CC, U.S. 
Dist. Ct., N.D. (1994): number of signatures. Amendola v Miller, U.S. Dist. Ct, n.d., 
l:96cv-2103 (1997): number of signatures. Esco v Secretary of State, E-53493, Fulton 
Co. Superior Court, 1998: number of signatures. Cartwright v Barnes, 304 F 3d 1138 
(11th cir., 2002): number of signatures. Coffield v Kemp, 599 F.3d 1276 (2010): number 
of signatures.

4

191a



Idaho: Nader v Cenarrusa, cv 00-503, U.S. Dist. Ct., 2000: number of signatures.
Illinois: Libt Party v Rednour, 108 F 3d 768 (7th cir., 1997). Nader v Keith, 385 F.3d 729 
(7th cir. 2006). Summers v Smart, 65 F.Supp. 3d 556 (n.d. 111. 2014).
Kansas: Hagelin for President Committee v Graves, 804 F Supp 1377 (1992).
Maine: Maine Green Party v Diamond, 95-318, U.S. Dist. Ct., 1995: definition of 
qualified party. Maine Green Party v Secretary of State, 96-cv-261, U.S. Dist. Ct., 1996: 
definition of political party.
Maryland: Ahmad v Raynor, R-88-869, U.S. Dist. Ct., 1988: number of signatures. 
Creager v State Adm. Bd. of Election Laws, AW-96-2612, U.S. Dist. Ct., 1996: number of 
signatures.
Missouri: Manifold v Blunt, 863 F 2d 1368 (8th cir. 1988).
New Hampshire: Werme v Gov. of N.H., 84 F 3d 479 (1st cir., 1996).
New Mexico: Parker v Duran, 180 F Supp 3d 851 (2014).
North Carolina: Nader v Bartlett, 00-2040, 4th cir., 2000: number of signatures.
North Dakota: Libertarian Party of N.D. v Jaeger, 659 F 3d 689 (2011).
Ohio: Schrader v Blackwell, 241 F 2d 783 (6th cir., 2001). State ex rel Fockler v Husted, 
State Supreme Court, 2016-1863: rules for primary ballot access. Libertarian Party of 
Ohio v Ohio Secretary of State, state appeals court, 10th dist., 16APE-07-496: definition of 
political party.
Oklahoma: Rainbow Coalition v Okla. State Elec. Bd., 844 F 2d 740 (1988). Nader v 
Ward, 00-1340, U.S. Dist. Ct., 1996: number of signatures. Clingman v Beaver, 544 
U.S.581.
Oregon: Libt Party v Roberts, 737 P 2d 137 (Ore. Ct. of Appeals, 1987).
Tennessee: Green Party of Tennessee v Hargett, 882 F.Supp.2d 959 (m.d. 2012) and 953 
F.Supp.2d 816 (m.d. 2013) (not to be confused with the case of the same name on how a 
party remains on the ballot). The final decisions are not reported and are 2016 US Dist 
Lexis 109161 (2016) and Sixth Circuit case 16-6299 (2017).
Texas: Texas Indp. Party v Kirk, 84 F 3d 178 (5th cir., 1996). Nat. Comm, of U.S. 
Taxpayers Party v Garza, 924 F Supp 71 (W.D. 1996). Kennedy v Cascos, 214 F.Supp.3d 
559 (w.d. Tex, 2016).
Virginia: Wood v Meadows, 207 F 3d 708 (4th cir., 2000).
Washington: Washington State Republican Party v Washington State Grange, 876 F.3d 
794 (2012).
West Virginia: Fishbeck v Hechler, 85 F 3d 162 (4th cir., 1996).
Wyoming: Spiegel v State of Wyoming, 96-cv-1028, U.S. Dist. Ct., 1996: petition 
deadline.

QUALIFIED EXPERT WITNESS
Fishbeck v Hechler, 85 F 3d 162 (4th cir. 1996, West Virginia case)
Council of Alternative Political Parties v Hooks, 999 F Supp 607 (1998, N.J.)
Citizens to Establish Reform Party v Priest, 970 F Supp 690 (E.D. Ark, 1996) 
Atherton v Ward, 22 F Supp 2d 1265 (W.D.Ok. 1998)
Calif. Democratic Party v Jones, 530 US 567 (2000)
Swanson v Bennett, not reported, U.S. Dist. Ct., m.d.Ala. (02-T-644-N)
Clingman v Beaver, 544 U.S. 581.
Green Pty v N.Y. Bd. Elec., 267 F Supp 2d 342 (EDNY 2003), 389 F.3d 411 (2nd 2004) 
Lawrence v Blackwell, 430 F.3d 368 (6th cir. 2005)
Hall v Merrill, 212 F.Supp.3d 1148 (Alabama m.d. 2016)
Graveline v Johnson, 336 F.Supp.3d 801 (e.d. Mi. 2018), affm 747 F Appx

5
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408 (6th cir. 2018)
Green Party of Tennessee v Hargett, 882 F.Supp.2d 959 (m.d. Tn. 2012); also 953 
F.Supp.2d 816 (same)
DeLa Fuente v Padilla, 930 F.3d 1101 (9th cir. 2019)
De La Fuente v State of Arizona, 2:16cv-2419 (2019)

CASES IN WHICH DECISION MENTIONED MY EVIDENCE AND EITHER STRUCK 
DOWN OR ENJOINED THE LAW

Hall v Merrill, 212 F.Supp.3d 1148 (m.d. Ala. 2016), footnote 10. Eleventh Circuit later 
ruled that case was moot when it was decided and therefore vacated the decision, 902 F.3d 
1294.
Citizens to Establish a Reform Party in Arkansas v Priest, 970 F.Supp.690 (e.d. 1996) 
at 695.
Green Party of Arkansas v Priest, 159 F.Supp.2d 1140 (e.d. 2001). Decision cites my 
evidence at p. 1143 but doesn’t name me.
Green Party of Arkansas v Daniels, 445 F.Supp.2d 1056 (e.d. 2006) at 1059ff 
Libertarian Party of Arkansas v Thurston, e.d. 4:19cv-214 (July 3, 2019)
California Justice Committee v Bowen, 2012 WL 5057625 (Oct. 18, 2012)
Green Party of Georgia v Kemp, 171 F.Supp.3d 1340 (n.d. 2016); affm, 674 F Appx 
974 (11th cir. 2017)
Gill v Scholz, U.S. Dist. Ct., n.d. 111. 16cv-3221. Court enjoined law and put candidate on 
ballot. Then the 7th circuit issued a one-sentence order removing the candidate from the 
ballot but not explaining why. Then another U.S. District Court Judge upheld law. Case is 
pending in the 7th circuit.
Jones v McGuffage, 921 F.Supp.2d 888 (2017) at 893.
Lee v Keith, 463 F.3d 763 (7th cir. 2006) at 766 (decision uses my evidence but does not 
name me)
Libertarian Party of Illinois v Illinois State Bd. of Elections, 164 F.Supp.3d 1023 (n.d. 
2016). See footnote four.
Graveline v Johnson, 336 F.Supp.3d 801, affm 747 F Appx 408 
(6th cir. 2018)
Breck v Stapleton, 6:18cv-87 (2017).
Green Party of N.Y. v N.Y. State Board of Elections, 389 F.3d 411 (2004) at 421 
Libertarian Party of Ohio v Blackwell, 462 F.3d 579 (6th cir. 2006) at 589 
Libertarian Party of Ohio v Husted, 2014 WL 11515569 (s.d. Oh. Jan. 7, 2014)(opinion 
misspells my surname as “Wagner”)
Libertarian Party of South Dakota v Krebs, 290 F.Supp.3d 902 (2018)
Libertarian Party of Tennessee v Goins, 793 F.Supp.2d 1064 (m.d. 2010) at 1068 
Green Party of Tennessee v Hargett, 882 F.Supp.2d 959 (m.d. 2012) at 976ff; on 
remand, 953 F.Supp.2d 816 (m.d. 2013) under heading “Parties’ Expert Proof)

LIST OF ALL CASES IN LAST FOUR YEARS IN WHICH I TESTIFIED AT TRIAL OR AT 
DEPOSITION

Green Party of Georgia v Kemp (deposition 2015) 
Green Party of Tennessee v Hargett (trial 2016) 
Libertarian Party of Illinois v Illinois State Election Board (deposition 2017)

6
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De La Fuente v Padilla (deposition 2017, California)
Kennedy v Cascos (court hearing 2016, Texas)
Libertarian Party of South Dakota v Krebs (trial 2018) 
Libertarian Party of Georgia v Raffensperger (deposition 2019) 
Montana Green Party v Stapleton (deposition 2019)
Sweeney v Crigler (deposition 2019)

SPEAKING ENGAGEMENTS: Colleges and Scholarly Meetings
Panel of New York City Bar Association, 1994. Ballot access.
Amer. Political Science Assn., nat. conventions of August 1995 and August 1996. Papers. 
Capital University School, law school class, Columbus, Ohio, 1996. Guest lecturer.
Cal. State U., course in political science, Hayward, 1993 and 1996. Guest lecturer.
San Francisco City College, course in political science, 1996 and 1997. Guest 
Providence College, R.I., Oct. 1997, seminar on ballot access.
Harvard U., JFK School of Gov't, Oct. 18, 1995, guest lecturer, ballot access.
Voting Integrity Project national conference, Apr. 1, 2000, speaker on ballot access. 
Center for Voting & Democracy nat. conference, Nov. 30, 2003, speaker on ballot access. 
Robert Dole Institute of Politics, U. of Kansas, one of 5 panel members, Oct. 25, 2007.

lecturer.
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BEFORE THE NEW JERSEY

In re: Nominating Petition of Hon. Tom SECRETARY OF STATE,

Malinowski for Congressional District 7 DIVISION OF ELECTIONS

WILLIAM LIPTON, of full age, certifies as follows:

I am currently a Senior Strategist with the Working Families Party (WFP), though I have1.

served in various roles with the WFP since being one of the original members of the party’s

“organizing committee” in 1998.1 served as Deputy Director of the WFP from 1999 to 2014, and

then as WFP’s New York State Director through 2019. Before founding the WFP in 1998,1

worked for another minor political party, the New Party, for more than two years. For nearly

three decades, I have dedicated myself to building, growing, and sustaining these minor political

parties in order to improve the lives of working-class and poor people. Through this work, I’ve

seen firsthand the profound effects of empowering voters and candidates alike to break free from

the rigid two-party system—whether it’s by engaging voters otherwise too disillusioned by two-

party politics, or forcing the major parties to pay attention to the urgent but unglamorous issues

that matter to ordinary voters, if not donors and consultants.

The New Party wanted to be different from the most prominent minor parties, the Green2.

Party and Libertarian Party, who then (as now) would run standalone candidates in a (vain)

attempt to bring attention to their issues. We wanted to play a serious and constructive role in
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politics—the stakes were too high to indulge in efforts that had little or no possibility of

impacting policy. We were realists, and we knew we had zero chance of winning elections in a

system so long dominated by two major parties. And we weren’t interested in playing spoiler.

Instead, we believed that selectively and strategically cross-endorsing candidates put forward by

the major parties was the real way for us to effectively advance our views and make our elected

officials pay attention.

Yet, in May 1997, we suffered a huge setback. After a federal appellate court agreed with3.

us that Minnesota’s ban on fusion was unconstitutional, the U.S. Supreme Court surprisingly

reversed and upheld the ban in the Timmons case. Minnesota’s ban on fusion, like similar rules in

other states, forced voters to either vote Democratic, Republican, throw away their vote on a

standalone minor party candidate with no chance of winning, or stay at home on Election Day.

Not much of a choice, in my view. I’m no lawyer, but I know that some of the smartest election

law experts shared my surprise (and dismay) when this ruling was announced.

Shortly thereafter, the New Party shut its doors, after 7 long years of work in 12 states,4.

because the Timmons decision stuck a knife in the heart of our strategy to first expose the

unlawful nature of state fusion bans and then revive the fusion tradition that once dominated U.S.

politics. We knew the courts were our only chance, as Democratic Party and Republican Party

leaders in state capitols throughout the country would never voluntarily bring back fusion.

Yet hope remained in New York, where fusion was still legal despite the Timmons ruling.5.

A few New Party alumni, myself included, decided to regroup as the Working Families Party.

And precisely because fusion was legal in New York, and minor parties who take themselves and

politics seriously have the potential to be serious players, we succeeded in recruiting heavy-
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hitters to serve on the WFP Organizing Committee: United Auto Workers, Citizen Action of

New York, ACORN, the Communications Workers of America, etc.

Our rationale for creating the NY WFP was straightforward. We believed that the6.

Democratic Party was subservient to big money lobbyists and was failing to represent the

interests of the broader public. So we thought that forming a new left-of-center political party not

controlled by those same deep pockets was a good idea. We thought there were a lot of people in

the state who wanted reforms focusing on the needs of working-class and poor people. Things

like paid family leave, better wages, fair taxes, workers compensation benefits, and so on. Kind

of like the New Democratic Party of Canada. I’d be remiss to highlight one important fact: we

weren’t trying to reinvent the wheel. No, in our own way, we were looking to build a mirror

image of the NY Conservative Party, which had for decades used fusion to strategically cross-

endorse Republicans (and some Democrats) in order to move state policy in a more conservative

direction.

We did the hard and thankless work of collecting signatures and convinced a number of7.

major party candidates to accept our cross-endorsement. (That year, it was all Democratic

candidates, but our NY chapters would go on to cross-endorse plenty of Republicans as well in

the years to come). Come Election Day, we earned just enough votes on the WFP “line” to

become “ballot-qualified,” meaning we were formally recognized by the state and allowed to

nominate candidates for the ballot just as the Democrats and Republicans do.

Year after year, we worked hard to convince voters, including scores who were not dues8.

paying members, to support our nominees. “Help us raise the minimum wage,” we would say,
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“by voting on the WFP line in November.” And the WFP line itself was key. Without a place on

the ballot, we would have just been shouting into the wind.

Year after year, our numbers increased, and so did our standing with elected officials in9.

Albany and county seats and city halls throughout the state. We often “delivered” 8-10% of a

winning Democratic-Working Families candidate’s total vote, and in some places, it could rise to

15-20% or more. It is a political law of nature that elected officials pay attention to groups that

produce an identifiable number of votes, and we could feel our stature increasing. When our

members traveled to Albany to meet with legislators on “lobby days,” it was clear that their

views mattered. Not because we were louder than others or because many officials had always

agreed with our views, but had been stymied by leadership or opposition propped up by

corporate contributions. No, it was because we had a ballot line and we used it judiciously, not to

howl at the moon, but to help our preferred candidates win.

10. Things took off at the end of our first decade. In a series of elections for State Senate

between 2007 and 2009, the WFP, its army of door knockers, and its ballot line produced several

victories that flipped control of the State Senate from Republican to Democrat for the first time

in 40 years. These were races in the key “swing” districts where general elections are close, and

the WFP’s energy “on the doors” and votes on Election Day were widely understood by the

“political class” as having made the difference.

In the 2009 legislative session, we converted that newfound leverage into legislative11.

accomplishments. The two most prominent were: (1) legislation that established new tax

brackets and rates for the wealthiest New Yorkers, who had enjoyed wildly regressive marginal

tax rates for decades (New York is by far the most unequal state in terms of income in America);
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and (2) legislation to undo the counterproductive and functionally racist Rockefeller Drug Laws

from the early 1970s. These were proud accomplishments that were eleven years in the making,

and none of it would have been possible without the fusion system that makes it possible for a

minor party to grow in stature with the decision makers and grow in popularity with voters,.

As noted above, while WFP generally cross-endorsed candidates also receiving the12.

Democratic Party nomination, we were always looking for opportunities to endorse pro-labor

Republicans. Not only would this ensure that the Democratic Party did not simply take us for

granted, but there were Republican candidates who were good on our issues and deserved our

support. This speaks to a common misconception about the WFP and fusion voting generally-

that we simply try to tip the scales in favor of whatever Democratic candidate is running in the

general election. Wrong. We make a clear and sober assessment of each race, and if we see a

candidate who reflects our values and has a credible shot at winning, we offer our nomination

and work hard to get them elected. In many cases, that candidate has or will go on to earn a

major party’s nomination too. But not always. That we could be prevented from putting our

preferred candidates on the ballot simply because some other group of voters also endorsed them

defies logic or common sense. Sadly, that’s the reality in so many other states.

Any institution worth keeping around is bhilt by serious people doing serious work.13.

Creating a new political party is no exception. Party-building is unglamorous—volunteer training

sessions, house parties, phone banks, weekend door knocking days, candidate screening

interviews, lobby days, fundraising, press conferences, and so on and so forth. But a living,

breathing politics is the lifeblood of a healthy democracy, the perpetual project each generation

must embrace and nurture and protect. I harbor no false hope that, even in places like New York

and Connecticut with a robust tradition of fusion and influential minor parties, our predominantly
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two-party system is going anywhere anytime soon. But I think it’s fair to expect that our laws

shouldn’t prevent engaged and active citizens from coming together to try to elect their preferred

candidates and make their preferences known to their elected officials. Nor should they place

such a heavy thumb on the scale in favor of two major parties, making it all but impossible for

those engaged and active citizens to take on the challenge of building a new party worth

preserving. Fusion doesn’t hand out political power to any group of voters or candidates—it

makes everyone compete harder to earn it. But banning fusion, well, that’s little more than

political welfare for Democratic and Republican party leaders.

I certify that the foregoing statements made by me are true. I am aware that if any of the

foregoing statements made by me are willfully false, that I am subject to punishment.

ASM Sbb
,9

William Upton

Dated; June?, 2022
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BEFORE THE NEW JERSEY

In re: Nominating Petition of Hon. Tom SECRETARY OF STATE,

Malinowski for Congressional District 7 DIVISION OF ELECTIONS

MILES RAPOPORT, of full age, certifies as follows:

I am currently a Senior Practice Fellow in American Democracy at the Harvard Kennedy1.

School’s Ash Center for Democratic Governance and Innovation, where I draw from more than

four decades of experience working to strengthen democracy and democratic institutions in the

United States. From 1985 to 1994,1 served as a State Representative in the Connecticut General

Assembly. I was a member of the Government Administration and Elections Committee for the

duration of my service in the General Assembly, and I had the privilege of chairing this

committee during my final two years in office. From 1995 to 1999,1 served as Connecticut’s

Secretary of State, where I was the state’s chief election officer. After my career in Connecticut

state government, I spent nearly two decades leading the non-profit organizations Demos and

Common Cause.

As a voter, candidate, legislator, chief election administrator, and advocate, I have had2.

countless opportunities to participate in electoral fusion and understand its effects on politics and

government. Fusion is not only simple to understand, use, and administer, but it is a wildly

effective tool for empowering voters to meaningfully participate in the political process,

encouraging the formation and growth of cross-ideological coalitions, facilitating a constructive
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(non-spoiler) role for minor political parties, and eroding the corrosive effects of an otherwise

rigidly binary political system. I have yet to learn of any legitimate reasons a state government

could put forward to justify a prohibition on fusion. Commonly cited concerns, such as ballot

overcrowding or party fragmentation, are unwarranted and have never, in my decades of

experience with fusion, materialized. Even if these were serious concerns, they could easily be

addressed through reasonable ballot access rules and other common sense regulations, such as

heightened petition requirements, that do not fundamentally distort the political process and

carry the enormous collateral consequences wrought by banning fusion, e.g., compelling voters

to associate with a major party in order to cast a meaningful ballot.

Connecticut has always permitted more than one political party to nominate the same3.

candidate on the ballot, though for many years, fusion candidacies were relatively uncommon. I

do not have a firm view on why, but maybe it had something to do with the substantial

ideological overlap between the Democratic Party and Republican Party for much of the

twentieth century—that is, the number of liberal Republicans and conservative Democrats, both

in elected office and the voting public. Perhaps not coincidentally, the ideological alignment of

the Democratic Party as the unquestionably liberal party and the Republican Party as the

unquestionably conservative party picked up substantial momentum in the early 1990s, right

around the time when fusion re-emerged as a key feature of Connecticut politics.

In my campaign for re-election to the General Assembly in 1992,1 eagerly accepted the4.

nominations of both the Democratic Party and a new centrist minor party, A Connecticut Party.

While I did not agree with every position taken by this new party, we were completely aligned

on the importance of the newly adopted state income tax, a hard-won reform that was the result

of my close collaboration with A Connecticut Party leaders the year before. I won a decisive
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victory, with more than one-third of my votes coming on the A Connecticut Party line. This

overwhelming demonstration of support on the minor party line sent a clear message that voters

in my district stood behind our push for tax reform and the need to vigorously defend it against

persistent calls for repeal. While the vote totals confirmed that much of my electorate held left-

of-center views, I also understood that many of these voters nonetheless believed that

unquestioning fidelity to Democratic Party orthodoxy was not in the public interest. I thought so

too, and this clear, collective message from my voters helped to further steel my spine.

Unsurprisingly, not all of my colleagues in the General Assembly welcomed the5.

resurgence of minor party cross-endorsements. It was evident that a number of my colleagues,

especially Democrats closely aligned with the state party machine, viewed fusion as a threat to

the status quo, which worked just fine for major party insiders. They were smart enough to not

say the quiet part out loud, but the rationale was unmistakably clear: more influence and power

for minor parties meant less influence and power for major parties. The constitutional rights of

the voting public and the well-being of the state were conspicuously absent from their calculus,

and as bills seeking to eliminate fusion were referred to the Government Administration and

Elections Committee, I worked hard to ensure none were signed into law. Once I was elevated to

Chairman of the Government Administration and Elections Committee, I made sure of it.

After a decade in the General Assembly, I decided to run for Secretary of State in 1994.5.

Again, I eagerly sought out and obtained the nominations of the Democratic Party and the A

Connecticut Party. This time, the minor party cross-endorsement wasn’t just a helpful way to

more clearly convey my views and understand the preferences of the electorate—it was, without

any shred of doubt, essential to winning the election. In a head-to-head race with the Republican

candidate, I squeaked by with 50.1% of the vote. Out of nearly one million votes cast, I won by
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less than 2,300. By contrast, more than 127,000 of my votes (more than a quarter of my entire

vote total) came on the A Connecticut Party line. In my first race outside of my West Hartford

district, having this cross-endorsement on the ballot was the only way I could demonstrate to the

entire electorate, including hundreds of thousands of new voters, that I was not simply a machine

Democrat. Public support from interest groups, labor unions, and other citizen groups were

helpful in highlighting my views on certain policy issues, but their endorsements were different

in kind than the A Connecticut Party’s imprimatur on the ballot itself. Crucially, the option to

support me on a centrist minor party line, and not just on the Democratic line, made it possible

for a substantial number of Republicans to vote for me without having to forsake their core

political identity.

During my four years as Secretary of State, I shouldered the ultimate responsibility for6.

election administration throughout the state. As minor parties (including but not limited to the A

Connecticut Party) continued to cross-endorse candidates also nominated by the two major

parties, our elections continued to operate smoothly. Our ballots never grew overcrowded with

candidates or cross-endorsements. While some candidates continued to run on a single party line,

and others were cross-endorsed and had two nominations on the ballot, voters understood what

was going on. Voter confusion simply wasn’t an issue. Nor was administration of elections with

cross-endorsements, as administrators from local registrars of voters up to state-wide officials

were able to accurately and easily count and verify vote totals in the dozens of races in the 1996

and 1998 elections featuring cross-endorsements. Notwithstanding the administrative ease of

fusion balloting, its venerable benefits for Connecticut’s politics, and the obvious

unconstitutionality of their proposals, certain major party insiders continued their efforts to

prohibit fusion. In my consultative role as the state’s leading elections officer, I did what I could
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to oppose these pretextual attempts at “reform.” The will of the public prevailed, and fusion

remained lawful and commonplace in Connecticut, as it is today.

After leaving public office in 1999, my roles with Demos and Common Cause allowed7.

me to continue studying and advocating for election reforms that increase civic participation and

strengthen the fabric of our nation’s democracy. In turning my focus outside of Connecticut, I

came to better appreciate how, in states like New Jersey that prohibit fusion voting, the

(increasingly) substantial number of voters disillusioned with both major parties are presented a

false choice between associating with a major party they loathe, casting a protest vote for a

spoiler third party candidate, or abstaining from voting altogether. That New Jersey voters are

categorically denied the opportunity to register their support for a party reflecting their values

and a candidate who has an actual chance of winning is regrettable and hard to reconcile with

our core ideals of free association, political expression, and effective self-government. By

banning fusion, states systematically prevent energized and informed groups of voters from

working together to effectively and constructively influence our politics and make their

preferences known to their elected officials. That these bans have always been and remain today

mere pretext for major party protectionism makes these severe costs even harder to stomach.

During my tenure with Demos, a number of states evaluating their anti-fusion statutes8.

asked for our input on how fusion worked in the places where it was practiced. In 2007, we

published a report (attached as Ex. A) setting forth our findings, and in the report’s introduction,

I stated that “we have come to believe that the re-introduction of fusion voting is likely to have

beneficial effects on the democratic process in any state where such legislation is enacted.” In the

report, we set forth at least three key reasons why fusion is good for democracy: it makes the

ballot more informative, it gives a greater voice to citizens who feel alienated from the political
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process, and it solves the “spoiler” problem facing minor parties and their supporters. Fifteen

years later, our democracy stands on even weaker footing, as hyper-polarization and political

extremism have soared to new heights. The case for fusion is stronger now that it’s ever been.
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I certify that the foregoing statements made by me are true. I am aware that if any of the

foregoing statements made by me are willfully false, that I am subject to punishment.

/.s’/ Miles Rapoport

Miles Rapoport

Dated: June 3, 2022
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I Fusion Voting: An Analysis
Benjamin Healey, Massachusetts Public Policy Institute 

Myriah Pahl, Demos<uOh
<73 IntroductionOh At the request of state legislators in Maine and other states, Demos - a non

partisan public policy research and advocacy organization - has conducted 
extensive research on the implications of re-legalizing fusion voting in states 
across the nation. This research included:

♦ Interviews with election administration officials in states where fusion is 
currently legal.

♦ Legal analyses prepared by election lawyers in both fusion-legal states 
and in states where fusion revival bills now sit before legislative commit
tees.

♦ On-the-ground examination of voting technology in states that currently 
have fusion voting.

In this briefing paper, we address the following issues regarding the revival of 
fusion voting:

I. Fusion: Is It Good For Democracy?

II. Technical Considerations

biD
a
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O III. Financial Costs

IV. Public Education

Our research has examined a number of technical concerns raised about fu
sion voting and found that each can be addressed easily and at relatively low 
cost. In addition, in the course of conducting this project, we have come to be
lieve that the re-introduction of fusion voting is likely to have beneficial effects 
on the democratic process in any state where such legislation is enacted.

We hope this paper is useful to you. We wish to thank lead author and re
searcher Ben Healey of our Massachusetts partner organization, the Public 
Policy Institute; and Myriah Pahl of Demos for her important interviewing and 
research contributions. Readers with any technical, fiscal or other questions or 
concerns about fusion voting should feel free to contact Ben Healey at (617) 
275-2855.
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Miles Rapoport 
President, Demos

Stuart Comstock-Gay
Director, Democracy Program, Demos
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L Fusion: Is It Good For Democracy? 

What is Fusion Voting?
Fusion is a simple reform that gives candidates for elected office the freedom to run 
with the endorsement of more than one political party.

Throughout the 19th and into the early 20th century, fusion was legal in nearly ev
ery state of the union. Today, fusion voting remains technically legal in seven states, 
though only still implemented in a few. It is part of common electoral practice in New 
York, and is enjoying a revival in Connecticut and South Carolina. Fusion proponents 
argue that legislators should consider fusion voting as a tool for invigorating our elec
tions and as an antidote to sinking levels of voter participation and citizens’ increasing 
alienation from the political process.

As an election reform, fusion voting is straightforward to understand and implement: 
voters get a choice of candidate and a choice of party - and costs and technological 
changes - based on our survey of fusion states - are extremely modest.

The mechanics are simple. Parties gain ballot status and nominate candidates exactly 
as they do now. But candidates are no longer limited to seeking the nomination of the 
party in which they are enrolled, and may gain the nomination of more than one po
litical party if they wish and if members of other parties support them. Candidates ap
pear on the ballot once for each party that nominates them, and voters may choose to 
vote for their candidate of choice on any one of those party lines. Votes for each party 
are tallied separately, but all of a candidate’s votes are added together to determine the 
winner of the election.

How Fusion Strengthens Democracy
There are several advantages to fusion voting.

First, fusion makes for a more informative ballot. Today, voters do not always know 
where candidates stand, especially with regard to down-ballot races. With fusion, a 
candidate will typically have one major party endorsement, just as today, but may also 
have one or more minor-party lines. An endorsement from a minor party can clarify 
a candidate’s positions and allow voters to cast a more informed vote. While it is true 
that organizational endorsements convey the same information, endorsements which 
appear right on the ballot are accessible to every voter, making the job of casting an 
informed vote much easier.

Second, it gives a greater voice to citizens who feel alienated from the political 
process. Other voters may be better informed but don’t vote because they don’t feel 
well-represented by either of the major parties. In addition, a significant minority of 
voters choose to support independent third party candidates instead of the Democrats 
or Republicans in many elections. Today, those votes only rarely—if ever—help to 
elect candidates or influence policy. Minor party supporters are a smaller group, it is 
true, but many of them are highly motivated and engaged, and may have valuable ideas 
that would enrich our public life. Moreover, all are citizens who deserve a voice in 
government. By allowing minor parties to support candidates who have a real chance
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of winning, and allowing all voters to vote on their own party’s line for their candidate 
of choice, fusion voting gives them a more constructive role to play in state and local 
politics.

And third, it solves the “spoiler” problem facing minor parties and their supporters 
under the system that most states currently have in place. Under the current (non
fusion) system, minor parties sometimes become “spoilers,” allowing a candidate to 
win even when they’re opposed by the majority of the electorate. Obviously, this is bad 
for democracy. Fusion voting solves this problem, because it allows everyone to vote 
for the party they believe in and for a candidate with a real chance of winning.

II. Technical Considerations
How Fusion Votes Are Counted
We spoke to officials in three states that currently have fusion voting in place, and 
each assured us that counting votes for a single candidate who enjoys support from 
more than one party has not required significantly more work in their offices. Because 
voting technology varies in different states, these three responses do not address all 
eventualities. What is clear, however, is that the addition of fusion voting does not 
necessarily include additional work or expense.

New York: Anna Sivicero, Director of Election Operations for New York State, de
scribed the election-reporting process as requiring no more work on the part of the 
local or state election agencies in New York. Local election inspectors fill in a canvass 
report with spaces for the total under each party and office (as of the 2006 election, 
voting was still done on mechanical lever machines, with emergency paper ballots 
used in cases of machine malfunction). The reports are sent to the county board of 
elections where they are entered into a computer and tabulated. She can be reached at 
(518) 473-5086 and would be happy to answer any questions and/or share any of their 
materials.

Connecticut: Michael Kozik, the Managing Attorney for the Legislation and Elec
tions Administration Division of the Secretary of State’s office, said that there has 
been no additional cost to the state resulting from the recent reemergence of fusion 
candidacies. Although fusion was never outlawed in Connecticut, it had been used 
infrequently until 2002. In 2006, the State began switching from mechanical lever to 
AccuVote optical scan machines, which were used in 36 municipalities. According to 
Kozik, fusion candidacies did not cause any additional cost or hardship in any munici
pality. Their machines produced subtotals for each cross-endorsed candidate by party 
as well as totals for each candidate. Kozik can be reached at (860) 509-6100.

South Carolina: In South Carolina, fusion had rarely been used until last year, when 
five candidates ran with two party endorsements. Garry Baum, the Public Information 
Director at the State Elections Commission, reports that South Carolina began using 
ES&S iVotronic machines in every precinct in the state in 2006. Absentee voters that 
vote by mail used optical scan ballots. Baum savs there was no additional cost or dif
ficulty in counting votes. The machines automatically count the votes that are cast for 
each party. Both Baum and Chris Whitmire, the Public Information Officer, are avail
able to discuss this issue further at (803) 734-9060.
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Double Votes
As we all know, people do not always read instructions. Voters occasionally try to vote 
more than once for the same office, and if their preferred candidate shows up multiple 
times, you might expect them to make that mistake with greater frequency.

Officials in the three states where fusion voting is now used report that double-voting 
does not happen frequently. Nevertheless, the question of how to count double-votes 
when they do occur remains a concern. There are three ways these states have dealt 
with the double-vote issue.

♦ In New York, a ballot that has two votes for the same candidate gets recorded as 
a vote for the candidate but for no party.

♦ In Connecticut, the Secretary of State this year instructed clerks to count double
votes as votes for the candidate under the smaller party, on the assumption that 
the voter intended to vote for the smaller party.

♦ In South Carolina, the new machines do not permit double votes. The machine 
requires the voter to cast but one vote, or to not vote at all.

In all three states, the current systems ensure that the voter’s choice of candidate is 
counted.

Furthermore, it is worth relating here the views of John Silvestro, President of LHS 
Associates. Mr. Silvestro’s company, based in Methuen, Massachusetts, is the largest 
provider of automated election services in the Northeast, serving over 400 municipali
ties across Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts and Connecticut. When 
asked to comment on the problem of double-votes with the optical scan machines he 
now provides, Mr. Silvestro offered this comment: “The wav the system is designed, 
the wav the software is written, the individual only gets one vote. Using the technology 
we have, double-voting is not a problem.”

Mr. Silvestro, whose company was universally praised by every town clerk and state 
election official with whom we spoke, offered to make himself available to anyone with 
further concerns at (888) 547-8683.

It should be noted that while election administrators can address double voting by 
pointing out to the voter that he has voted twice and asking the voter to make a cor
rection before leaving the polling place, clear guidelines and policies need to be ad
dressed where voting is done through absentee ballots or vote-by-mail systems.

Upgrading Machines
We also addressed concerns about the perceived need to upgrade machines.

As Demos staff has already testified before the Maine legislature, the legalization of 
fusion presents no reason for precincts that currently count votes by hand to switch 
to electronic machines. Also, adopting this reform would not require the machines 
to accept multiple votes for a candidate if they currently do not; any provision in any 
piece of legislation for counting double-votes would only refer to hand-counted paper 
ballots (or other ballot types) where such double-voting cannot be prevented.
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In this survey of fusion states, we came across no machines that prevent a candidate’s 
name from being listed under more than one party. Connecticut and South Carolina 
have had no problems with AccuVote Optical Scan or with ES&S iVotronic machines. 
Likewise, in New York’s exploration of electronic voting machines for HAVA compli
ance, they have not found any that are incompatible with fusion voting.

How Parties Nominate Candidates

Another concern articulated has been about the procedure for nominating candidates 
from different parties, and whether it would greatly increase the workload of clerks. 
Different states handle nominations of candidates from different parties in distinct 
ways, but in every fusion state, fusion voting adds no more work for local or state 
agencies or clerks than that which accompanies any independent or third-party candi
date nomination.

♦ In New York, candidates must file petitions signed by five percent of the voters in 
the nominating party who reside in the relevant district. A candidate nominated 
by more than one party must file separate petitions signed by registrants in each 
party. Also, in order for candidates to appear on the ballot line of a party in which 
they are not registered, they must also file a “certificate of authorization” signed 
by the officers of the other party.

♦ In Connecticut, minor parties must hold a publicly announced meeting and file a 
statement of nomination with the Secretary of State’s office by a certain deadline. 
There is no special paperwork that the party needs to fill out when nominating a 
candidate from a different party.

♦ In South Carolina, candidates file statements of intention of candidacy for each 
of the parties by which they wish to be nominated. Parties hold publicly an
nounced nominating conventions, and each party files its certificate of candidates 
with county and state election commissions by the required dates. There is no 
party registration in South Carolina.

In all three states, fusion nominations are entirely voluntary—that is, the candidate 
must want the minor party nomination, just as the minor party must want the can
didate to be its standard-bearer. This protects both the candidates and the parties, be 
they major or minor.

Fusion and Nominations: Does Fusion Increase Electoral 
Administrative Burdens?
A final technical concern is whether the legalization of fusion would create many more 
candidacies, thereby increasing the costs of printing ballots and the workloads of local 
clerks. When we raised this concern to the elections officials in New York and South 
Carolina, both thought that any such cost increase would be negligible.

In South Carolina, where a new party recently began using fusion, the state added a 
space to the ballots for the new party, just as they would for any other new party, but 
the cost of doing so was miniscule.
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In New York, election officials explain that most of the burden is on candidates, who 
need to collect many more petition signatures to qualify as the nominee of more than 
one party. “It’s more work for the candidates, but not for the Board of Elections,” said 
one Board of Elections official. Of course, candidates undertake this work voluntarily 
as a means of communicating their issue positions and breadth of support to the elec
torate.

III. Financial Costs
Election officials are understandably concerned about any legislative changes that 
could increase public costs in any significant way. We investigated how a fusion voting 
system affects:

♦ the cost of printing ballots,
♦ the cost of arranging ballot layouts,
♦ printing longer ballots,
♦ tallying the votes, and
♦ the cost of programming machines that tally the votes.

Each official with whom we spoke during the course of our research said that the costs 
relating to fusion voting were minimal, and in some cases a one-time only expense.

Gary Baum of the State Election Commission in South Carolina suggested that the 
primary cost would be the programming of the machines to count fusion ballots. 
However, he immediately noted that there are ballots with independent candidacies 
whether there is fusion or not, and he therefore believes the additional cost of allowing 
fusion voting is negligible.

Michael Kozik of the Legislation and Election Administration Division in the Con
necticut Secretary of State’s office discussed the costs associated with fusion in a 
similar way, suggesting that it was hard to pinpoint any actual costs because they were 
so small. Nonetheless, the primary cost he could think of would be the possibility of 
longer ballots increasing printing costs slightly. Because machines do the tallying, he 
made clear that there would not be an additional cost associated with that phase of the 
election.

Also in Connecticut, A1 Lenge of the State Election Enforcement Commission dis
counted the prospect of any major costs associated with fusion. He thought that a 
more complicated ballot layout might increase the printing costs. Furthermore, he 
guessed that the cost of programming the machines so that a single name could ap
pear in multiple places but not get counted twice could be greater than the cost of an 
election in states without fusion.

Given that state officials could give us no accurate dollar figure on costs—because they 
appeared so very minor—we asked John Silvestro of LHS Associates if he could give us 
an actual dollar figure.

According to Silvestro, each new candidate “key" associated with a fusion candidacy 
costs only $6.50 per town. However, he insisted that we understand that if an indepen
dent third party was going to run its own candidate anyway, this would not represent a 
new cost at all.
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For clarity’s sake, it is important to note that the costs Silvestro cites apply to his busi
ness specifically, and their use of certain optical scan voting machines that his com
pany provides (chiefly the Optech IIIp and the AccuVote OS Model D). There seems 
to be no reason to assume that those costs would be different for any other companies, 
though states contemplating fusion would want to discuss the matter with their ma
chine provider, and/or raise the question before purchasing new voting machines.

IV. Voter Education
Beyond the costs of technology, implementation of fusion voting seems remarkably 
inexpensive on the implementation side. Neither Connecticut nor South Carolina has 
incurred any fusion-related expenses that officials could identify in terms of either ad
ditional staff training or voter education.

Last year in South Carolina, after fusion candidacies occurred for the first time in 
some years, the State Elections Commission received calls from voters who wondered 
why some candidates were appearing more than once on the ballot, whether it was 
legal, and whether the votes from two ballot lines would be added together to get the 
candidate’s total. In each case they were able to explain it, but officials agree that it 
would help to publish a fact sheet that informs voters and candidates about the new 
law at the outset—perhaps for inclusion in existing voter guide materials.

Therefore, in response to inquiries about how hard it might be to educate voters about 
fusion voting, we have worked with a small group of election lawyers to come up with 
some basic language. What follows below is, of course, simply draft language, but it 
does convey the ease with which voter education on this subject could be conducted.

1. Sample Public Education Language

The following, or a version thereof, could easily appear as instructions to voters at 
polling places, on a postcard mailed to every household, or as part of a larger package 
such as a state voter guide:

“A state law passed in 2007 allows candidates for public office to accept the nomi
nation of more than one political party. This means that some candidates’ names 
might appear on the ballot multiple times, once for each party nomination that 
they have received. The votes that the candidate receives on each party’s ballot line 
are tallied separately but then added together to determine the outcome of the 
election.

IN EACH RACE, YOU SHOULD VOTE ONCE FOR THE CANDIDATE OF YOUR 
CHOICE ON THE BALLOT LINE OF YOUR CHOICE.”

2, Sample Ballot Instructions

Furthermore, the following, or a version thereof, could easily appear as instructions to 
voters on the ballot itself (for an optical scan voting machine, for example):

“Completely fill in ONE circle to indicate the candidate of your choice, on the bal
lot line of your choice. If your preferred candidate appears on the ballot multiple 
times, still fill in only ONE circle, which will indicate both your candidate and your 
party of choice.”
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CONCLUSION
The question of electoral reform is by now a constant in American political life. This 
is a healthy development, as it demonstrates that elected officials, election adminis
trators and the voting public now appreciate, as never before, how the very rules of 
democracy are important.

Fusion Voting is a simple and inexpensive reform that state legislators should consider 
as they try to improve electoral rules in their states. This year, legislators in several 
states are examining the possibility of reviving fusion voting. We hope this report aids 
in that process.
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BEFORE THE NEW JERSEY
In re: Nominating Petition of Hon. Tom 

Malinowski for Congressional District 7
SECRETARY OF STATE, 
DIVISION OF ELECTIONS

WHITNEY QUESENBERY, of full age, certifies as follows in support of the nominating 
petition of Hon. Tom Malinowski as the nominee of the Moderate Party:

1. My name is Whitney Quesenbery, and I serve as the Executive Director for the Center for 
Civic Design (“CCD”), which I co-founded nearly a decade ago.

2. It is my professional opinion that fusion voting can be implemented with neither voter 
confusion nor any meaningful disruption to election administration. As with all methods of 
voting, whether in-person, absentee, or provisional voting, successful implementation of 
fusion voting requires careful attention to the ballot design detail (best practices for 
typography, layout, and avoiding bias); ballot instructions so that voters can make an 
independent decision about how to express their intent; and voter education, including 
opportunities to use demonstration systems, as described in further detail below. There is 
already a wide range of published material available to election officials and the general 
public with text and illustrations showing how to implement these concepts in voting 
materials, including voting materials in jurisdictions with fusion voting.

3. CCD is a nonprofit 501(c)(3) organization that believes that democracy is a design problem. 
CCD works with elections offices and advocates across the country to apply good design 
principles to voter information and forms, ballots, and other election materials to help more 
people vote. CCD also conducts research to understand the voter journey and to invite 
participation.

4. CCD’s work is often part of making a change in elections, such as when states expand voting 
by mail, introduce a new voting system or method of voting (such as ranked choice voting), 
introduce changes in procedures (such as automatic voter registration), or improved 
information to promote confidence in elections. Whether these changes are small or large, 
success turns on thoughtful use of design principles applied to all of the materials, especially 
the design of the ballot and voting instructions. In addition to qualitative research with voters 
before changes are launched, the real test of an innovation comes after the election has taken 
place in the impact on voters and the results of the election. Principles for ballot design on 
which CCD’s work is based are an adaptation of general principles of design, including 
layout, typography, instruction, interaction, and navigation, to the specific context of voting 
in an election.

5. Two important sets of guidelines are (1) the EAC’s best practices for Designing Polling 
Place Materials and (2) the requirements for usability and accessibility in the Voluntary

1
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Voting System Guidelines (WSG) 2.0. The WSG 2.0 also draws on federal accessibility 
standards in the Web Content Accessibility Guidelines (WCAG) 2.0. These sources are all 
mature bodies of work, drawing on research and established practice. See U.S. Election 
Assistance Commission, Clearinghouse Resources for Election Officials: Designing Polling 
Place Materials, https://www.eac.gov/election-officials/designing-polling-place-materials 
(last accessed June 1, 2022.)

6. The goal of following ballot design principles is to create ballots that support people in 
voting according to their intent and to confidently selecting the candidates of their choice.

7. The primary difference in fusion voting and non-fusion voting is that a candidate may appear 
more than once on the ballot, so voters have to find their preferred candidates and nominating 
parties and then make an additional decision about which opportunity they want to use to 
make their selection.

8. Our experience is that with good design and a public education campaign, voters are able to 
vote successfully, even when voting rules or methods change.

9. New York State and nearly all counties in New Jersey including Hunterdon County use what 
are known as “full face” ballots, in which the entire ballot is laid out in one page, with offices 
presented in columns with candidates arrayed in rows below the contest title (or vice versa). 
These voting systems may have an electronic or electro-mechanical interface for marking the 
ballot.

10. In the aforementioned New York State ballots, a candidate nominated by more than one party 
is typically presented once for each nomination.

11. An example of this style of ballot featuring fusion voting comes from the 2020 general 
election in Sullivan County, New York. The ballot is attached as Exhibit A.1 A voter can 
vote for the presidential ticket endorsed by the Conservative Party and listed on the 
Conservative Party line, even while those same candidates are also endorsed by the 
Republican Party, and listed on its line. Similarly, voters can vote for certain candidates 
endorsed by the Working Families Party and listed on the Working Families Party line, even 
while those same candidates are also endorsed by the Democratic Party and listed on its line. 
In this manner, candidates may be listed multiple times on the general ballot, in affiliation 
with party-designated rows:

Portions of Exhibits A through F are presented in-line in this Certification. Larger scale versions are attached as 
Exhibits to enhance visibility.

2
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12. The Flemington Borough, Hunterdon County, New Jersey 2018 General Election ballot 
attached as Exhibit B is similarly designed, but, because there is no fusion voting available, 
no candidate is nominated by more than one party. Currently, when a candidate is nominated 
by petition, an additional row is added below the ballot qualified (that is, major party) 
candidates. Each additional row states the name of a candidate nominated by petition, 
accompanied by the candidate’s identification (i.e., “Green Party”).

UJ, HOUSE OF 
REPRESE1TFATWES BOARD OF CHOSEN FREESURROGATEU.S. SENATEOFFICE TITLE lfrre= (3) Year IcnnRre{6| Tear fern 

MeteBoeti)Vote far (he tt) T»(2}ferfcna 
Vote for On: {1} [jiMfEmev 

1HOIX
liTTMumtrISmCEREPUBLICAN d iSOLOWi□ □ nHUGH HOFFMAN

DEMOCRATIC HE lEIlHE ___McCUKrOCX□ □Imbiehdez HALffiQWSKl nrsnosHftOC

I HQlHATiOtl BY PETIIIOM □□FUJMGAN MISSUS

BOSBUnOSfffPETIflQH □«g§W-E

!8S^HahHOJBffliQSBYPEnnOff □dMOXLET

KO&BUTOBYPETITlOfl dSCHKOEOEH

NOIfflSIlOHflJPEnnQH d
SQiHHflQiirrEnnQH □ISABfUN

" tn-iwrj

WRITE-IN □! □ □□
Source: https://www.co.hunterdon.ni.us/election/2018/General/ballots/Flemington.pdf
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13. The Hunterdon County ballot shown above could easily adjust for fusion voting akin to the 
New York model using the same framework as exists now in New Jersey, except with the 
opportunity for a candidate’s name to be listed more than once. As the ballot diagram 
showing one scenario, attached as Exhibit C illustrates, the same row already in place 
whenever a candidate is nominated by petition could be used, together with the fusion party’s 
slogan, to allow voters who do not wish to show support for the Republican or Democratic 
parties to vote for a candidate independent of those identifications. Exhibit C offers a sample 
ballot diagram based on the major party candidates associated with Exhibit B above, and 
illustrates how this would apply to a Moderate Party nomination by petition:

U. S. HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES

Two (2) Year Term 
Vote for One (1)

U.S. SENATE
Six (6) Year Term 
Vote for One(1)

OFFICE TITLE

□□REPUBLICAN BOB HUGIN LEONARD LANCE

TOM MALINOWSKI ^ROBERT MENENDEZ DDEMOCRATIC

TOM MALINOWSKI □
Moderate Party□NOMINATION 

BY PETITION

□□WRITE-IN

14. Another common ballot layout is known as a “contest block” ballot. In this layout, each 
contest is placed in its own clearly defined area on a paper ballot or on its own screen on an 
electronic ballot marking system. There are several counties in New Jersey that use this 
design for their in-person voting systems. It is also commonly used for voting by mail and 
provisional voting.

15. Hunterdon County uses this style of ballot for its provisional ballots as shown below. It is 
conceptually similar to the “full face” ballot in that the candidates for each contest are 
displayed in a column under the office title, but without the grid feature of full-face ballots. 
A copy of this type of ballot is attached as Exhibit D:

i"------- ' - v-----T1______________ - r 1 -
Tom MALINOWSKI
Democratic________ -+o

-►oThomas H. KEAN Jr.
Republican__________

-+oWrite-In

4

Patrick D. HELLER
Democratic_________ -+o

-*oShaun C.VAN DOREN
Republican___________

-+oWrite-In

4
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Source:
https:/ /www.co .hunterdon.ni .us/ election/2020/General/S ampleB allots/135 %20Flemingto 
n%20PRQ35.pdf

16. This “contest block” style of ballot can also be used for fusion voting with party selection. 
Just as in the New York example, the candidate name can be repeated for each party. Exhibit 
E offers a sample contest block ballot diagram with fusion, based on the major party 
candidates associated with Exhibit B above, and illustrates how this would apply to a 
Moderate Party nomination by petition:

Bob HUGIN
Republican O
Robert MENENDEZ
Democratic O

O
Write-In O

OLeonard LANCE 
Republican

OTom MALINOWSKI
Democratic
Tom MALINOWSKI
Moderate Party O

OWrite-In

17. Alternatively, the candidate name can be displayed once, with the name of each nominating 
party listed underneath such that the voter can indicate their preferred candidate and 
association.

5
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Conclusion
18. It would not be difficult to adapt the ballot designs in Hunterdon County and across New 

Jersey to accommodate fusion voting, whether on the “full-face” ballot format or the “contest 
block” format, nor would it cause voter confusion or meaningful disruption in election 
administration. Successful implementation requires careful attention to the ballot design 
detail, ballot instructions, and voter education.

I certify that the foregoing statements made by me are true. I am aware that if any of the 
foregoing statements made by me are willfully false, that I am subject to punishment.

Dated: June 6, 2022

6
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Exhibit A Sullivan County, NY – 2020 General Election
Full-face ballot, fusion permitted

Source: https://townofhighlandny.com/wp-content/uploads/Sample-Ballot.pdf227a



Exhibit B – Hunterdon County, NJ – 2018 General Election
Full-face ballot / touch screen. Fusion not permitted

Source: https://www.co.hunterdon.nj.us/election/2018/General/ballots/Flemington.pdf228a



Exhibit C – Scenario: Full-Face Touchscreen ballot
2018 Hunterdon County Ballot
If fusion were permitted:
Moderate Party fusing with 1 candidate
from each major party

OFFICE TITLE

REPUBLICAN

DEMOCRATIC

WRITE-IN

U. S. SENATE
Six (6) Year Term
Vote for One (1)

BOB HUGIN

ROBERT MENENDEZ

U. S. HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES

Two (2) Year Term
Vote for One (1)

LEONARD LANCE

TOM MALINOWSKI

TOM MALINOWSKI
Moderate Party

NOMINATION 
BY PETITION
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Exhibit D – Hunterdon County, NJ – 2020 
Provisional Paper Ballot (Mail-In Ballots Similar)

Source: https://www.co.hunterdon.nj.us/election/2020/General/SampleBallots/135%20Flemington%20PRO35.pdf

BALLOT CONTINUES IN NEXT COLUMN BALLOT CONTINUES IN NEXT COLUMN BALLOT CONTINUES ON OTHER SIDE

OFFICIAL PROVISIONAL BALLOT
GENERAL ELECTION • November 3, 2020 • Hunterdon County, NJ • 7th Congressional District

FLEMINGTON BOROUGH

IMPORTANT INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS

Please read the following before marking your
ballot:
1. Use ONLY a pencil or ink pen (black or blue) to

mark your ballot. Do not use red ink.
2. Completely fill in oval to the right of each of your

selections.
MARK BALLOT LIKE THIS:

John DOE ! 
3. To vote for any person whose name is not

printed on this ballot, darken the oval by the
words “write-in” for the office in which you
want to write-in. Write the name of the person
for which you wish to vote on the blank line.

4. If you tear, deface or incorrectly mark this ballot,
return it to the Hunterdon County Clerk’s
Election Office and obtain a new ballot.

Mary H. Melfi
Hunterdon County Clerk

PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS FOR
Vote for One (1) Pair

JOSEPH R. BIDEN/KAMALA D. HARRIS !!
Democratic
DONALD J. TRUMP/MICHAEL R. PENCE !!
Republican
HOWIE HAWKINS/ANGELA WALKER !!
Green Party
DON BLANKENSHIP/WILLIAM MOHR !!
Constitution Party
JO JORGENSEN/SPIKE COHEN !!
Libertarian Party
BILL HAMMONS/ERIC BODENSTAB !!
Unity Party America
ROQUE “ROCKY” DE LA FUENTE/DARCY G. RICHARDSON !!
Alliance Party
GLORIA ESTELA LA RIVA/SUNIL FREEMAN !!
Socialism and Liberation
WRITE-IN !!

UNITED STATES SENATE
Vote for One (1) • Six (6) Year Term

CORY BOOKER !!
Democratic
RIKIN “RIK” MEHTA !!
Republican
MADELYN R. HOFFMAN !!
Green Party
DANIEL BURKE !!
Larouche Was Right
VERONICA FERNANDEZ !!
Of, By, For!
WRITE-IN !!

UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Vote for One (1) • Two (2) Year Term

TOM MALINOWSKI !!
Democratic  
THOMAS H. KEAN JR. !!
Republican
WRITE-IN !!

BOARD OF CHOSEN FREEHOLDERS
Vote for One (1) • Three (3) Year Term

PATRICK D. HELLER !!
Democratic
SHAUN C. VAN DOREN !!
Republican
WRITE-IN !!

BOROUGH COUNCIL
Vote for Two (2) • Three (3) Year Term 

MALIK JOHNSTON !!
Democratic
ELIZABETH ROSETTI !!
Democratic
KIMBERLY A. TILLY !!
Republican
MARC D. HAIN !!
Republican
WRITE-IN !!

WRITE-IN !!

FLEMINGTON-RARITAN
REGIONAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

MEMBERSHIP TO THE BOARD OF EDUCATION
FLEMINGTON BOROUGH

Vote for One (1) • Two (2) Year Unexpired Term
JEFFREY CAIN !!

WRITE-IN !!

OFFICIAL
SCHOOL ELECTION

SAMPLE BALLOT
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Exhibit E – Scenario: Contest Block 
If fusion were permitted:
Moderate Party fusing with 1 candidate
from each major party

U. S. SENATE
Six (6) Year Term
Vote for One (1)

BOB HUGIN
Republican

WRITE-IN

ROBERTMENENDEZ
Democratic

U. S. HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES
Two (2) Year Term
Vote for One (1)

LEONARD LANCE
Republican

WRITE-IN

TOMMALINOWSKI
Democratic 

TOMMALINOWSKI
Moderate Party
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Whitney Quesenbery
Executive Director, Center for Civic Design

908-617-1122 whitneyq@dvicdesign.org civicdesign.org

Professional Experience
2013-present Center for Civic Design, Co-Founder and Director

Not-for-profit research organization focused on democracy as a design problem 
Projects include: Field Guides to Ensuring Voter Intent, Anywhere Ballot design, best 
practices for voter guides, ranked choice voting design, electronic pollbooks and voter 
registration, and work on federal voting system guidelines Full list: http://civicdesign.org/

Whitney Interactive Design, Principal Consultant
Clients include: National Cancer Institute (NCI), Amtrak, IEEE, The Open University, National 
Institutes of Health (NIH), NIST, Redish & Associates, Sage Software, CareerOneStop, 
National Multiple Sclerosis Society, eBay, NY Times, National Library of Medicine/HHS 
Pearson, Rackspace

Cognetics Corporation, Principal and Senior Vice President for Design 

Theatrical Lighting Designer, New York and regional theatre, dance and opera

2002-2013

1990-2002

1976-1990

Federal Advisory Committees
2004-2009 Member of the Election Assistance Commission's Technical Guidelines Development 

Committee, Chair for human factors standards for voting systems, writing the Voluntary 
Voting System Standards (WSG 1.0 and 1.1)

Member Access Board's Telecommunications and Electronic & Information Technology 
Advisory Committee (TEITAC), co-chair subcommittee on documentation and training, chair 
editorial working group, writing recommendations for updates to "Section 508" federal 
accessibility requirements

2006-2008

Funded Research Projects
2022-2027 The Alliance for Elections Excellence, Center for Tech and Civic Life

Civic Design General Support Grants, from Democracy Fund, Hewlett Foundation, Spitzer 
Trust, Joyce Foundation

Implementing the Voter Choice California Act, Irvine Foundation and the Future of 
California Elections

Best practices for ranked choice voting, Fair Vote

Civic Engagement Toolkit (electiontools.org), Center for Technology and Civic Life and the 
Knight Foundation

Informed voting from start to finish, e.thePeople, Democracy Works and the Knight 
Foundation

2019-2022

2017

2016

2016

2016

232a

mailto:whitneyq@dvicdesign.org
http://civicdesign.org/


The next generation of accessible voting, U.S. Department of Commerce, National Institute 
of Standards and Technology Award 70NANB15H288

GPU - Automatic Personalization Computing Project, University of Maryland

Voter guides in California: Implementation in the counties, Irvine Foundation and the 
Future of California Elections

Guidance for election systems, U.S. Department of Commerce, National Institute of 
Standards and Technology Award 70NANB15H240

A roadmap for usability and accessibility of elections, U.S. Department of Commerce, 
National Institute of Standards and Technology Award 70NANB14H280

Exploring the usability of electronic poll books, U.S. Department of Commerce, National 
Institute of Standards and Technology Award 70NANB14FI278

How voters get information: Voter guides in California, Irvine Foundation and the Future of 
California Elections

Accessible Voting Technology Initiative, Election Assistance Commission, ITIF

Poll workers and election security, National Science Foundation EAGER Grant CNS-1301887, 
University of Minnesota

Field Guides to Determining Voter Intent, funding from MacArthur Foundation and 
Kickstarter, summarizing researched best practices in election design.

Usability testing for "CFFONE, a cell phone accessible informational web site for adolescents 
with cystic fibrosis." SBIR Phase 1 Project, Dawkins Productions.

Usability testing for "IMPACT: A Primary Care Approach to Late Life Depression - a training 
program for primary care providers in DVD format." SBIR Phase 1 Project, Dawkins 
Productions.

Usability/focus groups and usability consulting for "Virtual Reality Augmented Cycling Kit for 
Post-Stroke Mobility Rehabilitation" STTR Grant, Judith Deutch PI, VRehab

2016

2015

2015

2015

2014

2014

2013

2011

2012

2012

2008

2007

2006

Advisory Committees
Current Los Angeles County Voting System Assessment Project (VSAP), Participatory Budgeting 

Project, Center for Tech and Civic Life, Healthy Democracy/Healthy People, Voting Works

Pearson, Education Usability Group

Healthy People 2020, US Department of Health and Human Service 

Electronic Health Records Usability Toolkit, AHRQ

2012

2012

2011

Education
BA, 1976 Bryn Mawr College, English

The Open University, MS in Social Research Methods (Distinguished)MSc, 2014

Professional Organizations

Center for Plain Language (Director, 2009 - 2012)

User Experience Professionals Association (President, 2004, Managing Editor 2011-2017) 

Society for Technical Communication (Fellow 2007)

Design for Democracy (Director of Usability and Accessibility, 2005-2006)
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Selected Publications
Books

A Web for Everyone: Designing accessible user experiences, Rosenfeld Media, 2013

Global UX: Research and Design in a Connected World, Morgan Kaufmann, 2011

Storytelling for User Experience: Crafting Stories for Better Design, Rosenfeld Media, 2010

Book Chapters

"Dimensions of Usability" in Content and Complexity, eds. Michael Albers, Beth Mazur. Erlbaum, 2003

"Personas and Narrative" in The Persona Lifecycle, Albers and Pruitt, Morgan Kauffmann, 2005

"Usability Standards: Connecting Practice Around the World" in Connecting People with Technology: Issues in 
Professional Communication, Hayhoe and Grady, Baywood Publishers, 2008

Quesenbery, W. "Usability Testing" in Usability in Government Systems: User Experience Design for Citizens and 
Public Servants, eds. Buie and Murray, Morgan Kauffman, 2012

Peer Reviewed Articles

Summers, K., Quesenbery, W., Pointer. A. "Making Voting by Mail Usable, Accessible, and Inclusive." Advances 
for Design in Inclusion - AHFE 2016, Orlando, FL. 2016

Quesenbery, W., and Chisnell, D. "Poll Workers and Election Integrity: Security as if People 
Mattered." HAS2015, at HCI International 2015, Los Angeles, CA. 2015

Quesenbery, W. "Why We Vote: A qualitative investigation of attitudes about participation in elections by 
young adults." Dissertation submitted for the MSc in Social Research Methods, Open University, March 
2014

Harrell, C., Fineman, A., Newby, E., Chisnell, D. and Quesenbery, W. "Usability of County Election Websites." HCI 
International, Las Vegas, NV. 2013

Quesenbery, W. "Accessible Voting in 2012." Information Technology and Disabilities Journal, Xlll:l, April 2013.

Rebola, C. B. Sanford, J., Milchus, K., Quesenbery, W. and Castro, D. "Designing New Technologies within a 
Participatory Approach." Design for All. 2012

Norden, L, Kimball, D., Quesenbery, W., "Better Design, Better Elections," Brennan Centerfor Justice, 2012

Swierenga, S. J., Pierce, G. L., Quesenbery, W., Vanderheiden, G. C., Seleski, P. A. "Testing Usability Performance 
of Voting Systems: Screening, Background, and Post-Study Question Bank." National Institute of Standards 
and Technology. Contract # SB1341-10-SE-0985. East Lansing, Ml: Michigan State University. 2011

Massett, H.A., Parreco, L K., Padberg, R.M., Richmond, E.S., Ryan, Leonard, C.E., Quesenbery, W., Killam, H.W, 
Johnson, L.E., Dilts, D.M., "AccrualNet: Addressing Low Accrual Via a Knowledge-Based, Community of 
Practice Platform" Journal of Oncology Practice, vol 7, no. 6 e32-39, 2010

Jarrett, C, Quesenbery, W, Roddis R. et al. "Using measurements to inform development of a complex web site 
used for complex tasks" HCII2009

Norden, L, Kimball, D, Quesenbery, W, Chen, M. "Better Ballots", Brennan Centerfor Justice, 2008

Theofanos, M., Quesenbery W. et al. "Towards the Design of Effective Formative Test Reports" Journal of 
Usability Studies, Issue 1, Volume 1, November 2005, pp. 28-46

Full list of reports and publications: http://civicdesign.org/publications/
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Press and media coverage: http://civicdesign.org/press-and-media/
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In re: Nominating Petition of Hon. Tom

Malinowski for Congressional District 7

BEFORE THE NEW JERSEY

SECRETARY OF STATE,

DIVISION OF ELECTIONS

TOMASZ P. MALINOWSKI, of full age, certifies as follows in support of the nominating petition of
me as the nominee of the Moderate Party:

1. My name IS Tom Malinowski, and I am the United States Representative for New

Jersey's 7th Congressional District. I serve on the Foreign Affairs, Transportation and

Infrastructure, and Homeland Security Committees.

2. I have spent much of my career as a human rights activist and a diplomat promoting

the ideals of democracy around the world, particularly in countries that have experienced political

turmoil, conflict, and human rights abuses. Prior to my 2018 election and 2020 reelection to

represent CD-7, I served as AsSistant Secretary of State for Democracy, Human Rights, and Labor

in the Obama Administration. My prior work Includes serving as a Senior Director on the National

Security Council at the White House (1998 to 2001) and as Washington director for Human Rights

Watch (2001 to 2013).

3. During my work as a human rights advocate and diplomat around the world, I

witnessed political partisanship and polarization so intense in some cases (such as Burma, Libya,

Ethiopia, Sri Lanka, Thailand, and others) that It led to civil wars and/or the dissolution of

democratic systems of government. This can happen when large numbers of people In a society

start placing loyalty to a political party, faction, ethnic group or tribe above loyalty to their country

1 of 5
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and Its institutions. In such situations, politiCS beginS to determine everything In one's daily life,

from advancement In school and work to where one lives and who one socializes with. Elections

become all-or-nothing struggles, in which lOSing entails not Just loss of political office, but loss of

freedom or even one's life, leading each faction to use any means necessary to avoid losing.

Elections almost always are accompanied by violence, and peaceful transfers of power are rare

4. The United States has some of the oldest and strongest democratic institutions In

the world, but we cannot take their permanence for granted. Our politics are becoming

increasingly polarized and tribal. Fnendshlps and families are increasingly being torn apart by

political differences. We have a media environment, particularly social media, that is almost

perfectly designed to divide Americans into angry opposing camps. To some extent, this results In

Americans on different sides of the political spectrum liVing In parallel realities.

5. The attempted insurrection of January 6, 2021 demonstrated that extreme

polarization in the United States can lead to violence. The problems that led to the attack on the

Capitol have only intensified since then. The leaders of one of our major political parties have

conVinced a majonty of their followers that a democratic election in the United States was

illegitimate, and have used that lie to justify efforts to subvert future elections. In many states,

extreme partisans are attempting to do by legislation what the January 6th rioters tried to do With

metal poles and baseball bats - to give themselves the power to install a preSident of their choice

even if that person was not elected by a majority of Amencans. There is talk of civil war in the air.

In my opinion, the majority of Amencans, including the maJonty of voters in New Jersey's 7th

District, are dissatisfied with this state of affairs. They want us to play by the rules and find ways

to bridge our differences. They do not want our political parties to become warring tribes. The
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many Americans who feel like they're somewhere In the middle of the political spectrum want to

have greater influence and leverage on both major political parties.

6. In my Congressional district, most voters hold middle of the road positions on the

big issues of the day. They support the police whether It'S protecting our homes from criminals,

or our Capitol from insurrectiOnists. They think we should enforce our immigration laws, but that

our economy needs and our nation should welcome legal Immigrants. They're pro-business, but

think corporations should pay taxes, and that the success of American bUSiness depends on

leading the world to clean energy. They support the 2nd Amendment, but With reasonable

restrictIOns to protect our kids.

7. In the small towns and suburbs I represent, there is also a yearning for community.

People are tired of being told to hate their neighbors over politics. They want politiCians to focus

on fighting inflation, not on culture wars against women and sexual minorities. When partisans

light political or cultural fires, the majority of Americans prefer leaders who reach for a bucket of

water, not a can of gasoline.

8. It is in our interest to design political arrangements, including the rules and

constitutional guarantees that govern the organization, formation, and association of political

parties, in a way that empowers that reasonable pragmatic middle ground, and that encourages

cross-party cooperation and coalition building.

9. Partisan gerrymandering has contributed to political polarIZation and conflict in our

country. Because of political gerrymandering, most congressional districts are safe for one party

or another, meaning that incumbents can only be defeated by challengers from within their
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parties, and thus have an incentive to appeal to the most extreme partisans In their ranks. New

Jersey's 7th district is one of the very few in the country where the voters can actually sWing a

general election. The latest numbers from FlveThirtyElght show that only 40 of the country's 435

congressional districts (9%) do not have a predetermined outcome. See What Redistricting Looks

Like in Every State, FiveThirtyEight, available at: https:ijprolectsflvethlrtyelght.com!redlstncting

2022-maps! (last updated June 3, 2022) (last accessed June 4, 2022). The only real contest in the

supermajority of the country (88%) happens during the party primaries, and those contests tend

to push the Democrats and the Republicans to the extremes; there is very little Incentive for the

dominant party in those safe districts to even try to appeal to the party on the other Side.

10. Third parties are not a viable solution to this problem because under current rules,

they are spoilers, often subtracting votes from the viable candidates closest to their values. Ralph

Nader and Jill Stein had no chance of winning the presidency, yet took enough votes from AI Gore

in 2000 and Hillary Clinton In 2016 to hand those elections to Republicans. Conversely, Libertarian

candidates tend to take votes away from the GOP.

11. However, fusion parties can have the opposite effect - instead of spOiling their

supporters' votes, they aggregate them to shift election outcomes in their desired direction.

12. The political force most likely to take advantage of fusion voting in America today

is the increasingly homeless political center. A centrist fusion party would have something very

valuable to offer to both major parties, and thus have the leverage to push them to build broader

coalitions from the middle out. In today's political climate, such a party might be particularly

attractive to Republicans and to unaffiliated voters who are disgusted With the GOP's embrace of
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election lies, vaccine denial, and QAnon conspiracy theorres, but who also are turned off by the

left wing of the Democratic Party.

13. Our political system today rewards and encourages diVISiveness that has already

led to violence and could tear our country apart. We need constitutional guarantees and rules that

Incentlvize responsible leadership and cooperation.

Dated: June 6, 2022
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BEFORE THE NEW JERSEY

In re: Nominating Petition of Hon. Tom SECRETARY OF STATE,

Malinowski for Congressional District 7 DIVISION OF ELECTIONS

MICHAEL TELESCA, of full age, certifies as follows:

I am the Chairman of the Independent Party of Connecticut (“Independent Party”). I have1.

served in this role since founding the party as a town committee in Waterbury, Connecticut

approximately twenty years ago. All facts set forth in this Certification have been collected by

me or under my supervision.

The Independent Party is today and has for years been a recognized political party in2.

Connecticut. Based on the number of registered party members, the Independent Party is the

third largest political party in the State, behind only the Democratic Party and Republican Party.

The Independent Party currently enjoys statewide enrollment privileges.

The Independent Party is governed by Rules and Bylaws, the operative version of which3.

is attached to this Certification as Exhibit A. As set forth in the Rules and Bylaws, the

Independent Party “has been established to provide all Connecticut residents an alternative

political organization dedicated to ensuring open, honest government, with realistic objectives.”

The Independent Party further “invites and solicits all residents of Connecticut to become active

members and participate in a movement to bring honest, open, non-partisan problem-solving to
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government; to promote responsible and sustainable governmental policies; to fight corruption;

and to promote ballot access for citizens who want to be public servants.”

The Independent Party participates in the political process by nominating candidates on4.

the general election ballot. Indeed, the ability to nominate its preferred candidate in each election

is central to the Independent Party’s—and its members—participation in the political process. It

is through this collective, institutional effort that our members can effectively associate with one

another in order to make their preferences and opinions known to candidates and elected

officials. No forum is an adequate or comparable substitute to a formal nomination on the ballot.

In some cases, the Independent Party nominates candidates who have not yet and who do not

subsequently receive a nomination from any other political party. Thus, such candidates appear

only on the Independent Party line on the general election ballot. Since I founded the

Independent Party in the early 2000s, no candidate for U.S. House, U.S. Senate, Governor,

Lieutenant Governor, Attorney General, Secretary of State, Comptroller, Treasurer, State Senate,

or State House nominated only by the Independent Party has won election.

In other cases, the Independent Party nominates candidates who have already or who will5.

subsequently receive a nomination from another political party. That is, the Independent Party

provides a cross-endorsement, or participates in electoral fusion. The option for the Independent

Party to cross-endorse on the general election ballot candidates also nominated by other political

parties is essential to the Independent Party’s ability to fully participate in the political process.

Prohibiting the Independent Party from nominating a preferred, qualified candidate just because

that candidate happened to receive another party’s nomination but permitting the endorsement of

a lesser preferred candidate is a false choice, severely inhibiting the rights of our members and

our party to associate together in order to seek the election of a preferred candidate. Further,
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without the substantial number of votes cast for cross-endorsed candidates under the Independent

Party line, it would be very difficult, if not impossible, for the Independent Party to retain ballot

status and nominate candidates in subsequent elections. As a result, loss of ballot status would in

many cases prevent the Independent Party from nominating any candidates for office, whether

they were cross-endorsed by another party or not. This would inevitably result in a diminished

role for the Independent Party, depriving the thousands of independent-minded Connecticut

voters of a political party representing their values. In my experience, more voters will cast a

ballot when they have the option of voting for a cross-endorsed candidate under the Independent

Party line. Thus, I would expect fewer voters to participate in our elections if the Independent

Party were barred from cross-endorsing candidates.

In many races, Democratic and Republican candidates are eager to obtain the6.

Independent Party nomination, given its important expressive and signaling value to the

electorate, in light of the important values that the Independent Party stands for. As a result,

competing major party candidates often engage in an intense competition to secure a cross

endorsement from the Independent Party. This dynamic produces an incentive for candidates to

demonstrate, both on the campaign trail and in office, their independent-mindedness and

willingness to set aside conventional partisan considerations for the greater good.

Examples abound of elections where the Independent Party’s cross-endorsement of a7.

candidate also nominated by one of the two major parties provided the decisive margin of

victory. In the 2020 election for State House District 38, the Democratic candidate Baird Welch-

Collins received 48.8% of the vote. Kathleen M. McCarty received 48.1% of the vote on the

Republican ballot line, and a decisive 3.1% of the vote on the Independent Party line. The same

dynamic occurred in the 2020 election for State House District 43, where the Independent Party
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line vote share (3.8%) for the winning candidate cross-endorsed by the Republican Party nearly

doubled his margin of victory (2.0%). These figures, along with ample similar examples in

recent elections, can be found in public records prepared by public officials in the Connecticut

Secretary of State’s Election Results Archive (www.electionhistory.ct.gov).

Minor political parties play a pivotal role in a stable, healthy democracy, by forcing8.

major parties and their candidates to pay attention to issues they might otherwise ignore and by

providing a forum for citizens disillusioned with the two major parties to associate and

effectively make known their preferences and values. I am proud to serve in a leadership role in

Connecticut’s largest minor party.

I certify that the foregoing statements made by me are true. I am aware that if any of the

foregoing statements made by me are willfully false, that I am subject to punishment.

/s/ Michael Telesca

Michael Telesca

Dated: June 5, 2022
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INDEPENDENT PARTY OF CONNECTICUT RULES AND 

BYLAWS

PURPOSE AND OBJECTIVES

The Independent Party has been established to provide all Connecticut residents an alternative political 
organization dedicated to ensuring open, honest government, with realistic objectives.

The Independent Party is open to all electors without discrimination on the grounds of race, color, creed, 
gender, or religious beliefs. We welcome the participation by any and all Connecticut residents who desire to join 
the Independent Party and participate in its goals and objectives.

The Independent Party hereby dedicates itself to ensuring that all regular meetings and conferences will be 
conducted openly, and invites members and nonmembers alike to attend these meetings.

The Independent Party invites and solicits all residents of Connecticut to become active members and 
participate in a movement to bring honest, open, non-partisan problem-solving to government; to promote 
responsible and sustainable governmental policies; to fight corruption; and to promote ballot access for citizens 
who want to be public servants.

The Independent Party provides assurance that it will strive to protect all of Connecticut’s assets; improve 
and maintain them through a continuing, rigorous plan of action designed to enhance the economic well being 
of all Connecticut residents.

The Independent Party is committed to succeed in returning Connecticut to the esteemed position it once 
enjoyed through the proper usage of all its resources and economic potential.

The Independent Party of Connecticut Rules and Bylaws

Article I: Independent Party State Central Committee

Article II: Independent Party Rules for Town Committees

Article III: Independent Party State Caucuses
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Article IV: Independent Party District and Town Caucuses for Nominating Candidates for Public 
Office and Electing State Central Committee Members

ARTICLE 1: INDEPENDENT PARTY STATE CENTRAL COMMITTEE

Section 1. Membership
The State Central Committee shall consist of:
(a) One representative from each state senatorial district that:
(i) has ballot status for the Independent Party in the state senate election in the next even-year election, or:
(ii) contains at least part of one state representative district that has ballot status for the Independent Party in the 
state representative election in the next even-year election.
and
(b) One representative from each town that has an Independent Party Town Committee (see ARTICLE II) and 
has a member of the Independent Party holding an elected municipal public office.
A State Central Committee member may not be both a state senatorial district representative and a town 

representative.

Section 2. Election of Members
State Senatorial District representatives and Town representatives will be elected in district and town caucuses 
(see ARTICLE IV). Other than the first term beginning under these rules in 2010, members will be elected in 
odd numbered years, no later than May 1.

Section 3. Terms of Members
Other than the first term beginning under these rules in 2010, members shall serve for a term of not less than 20 
months or more than 28 months, commencing at the caucus session at which they were elected until the next 
caucus session called to elect the same representative position. Members can be re-elected.

Section 4. Election of Officers
The State Central Committee members will elect a Chair, Vice Chair, Treasurer, Secretary, and Parliamentarian 
at the first State Central Committee meeting after May 1 of each odd number year. In the first term beginning in 
2010, officers shall be elected at the first state caucus of 2010. Officers shall hold office from the time they are 
elected until their successors are elected. Any registered member of the Independent party can be elected by the 
State Central Committee to serve as an officer of the State Central Committee without being an elected member 
of the State Central Committee.

Section 5. Voting at State Central Committee meetings.
Each member of the state committee that represents a Town Committee shall have one vote on the State Central 
Committee. Members that represent state senatorial districts will have voting power based on the number of 
enrolled Independent Party members in the state senatorial district they represent, to be determined as follows:
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Total Number of Enrolled Independent Party Members in Towns Included in State Senatorial District: Number
of votes of representative on state central committee
Less than 500 registered members: 1 vote
500 to 1,000 registered members: 1% votes
Over 1,000 registered members: 2 votes

Any member of the State Central Committee who is unable to attend any State Central Committee meeting 
may appoint in writing any Independent Party member who resides in the member’s representative area to act 
on his or her behalf and the appointed person must be present to vote and can not already be a member of the 
State Central Committee. You can only represent one State Central Committee member at a time. The 
appointment will be dated and signed by the principal and shall be valid only for the specified meeting.

Section 6. Quorum for State Central Committee Meetings.
The presence of 50% of the members eligible to attend shall constitute a quorum.

Section 7. Meetings.
The State Central Committee shall meet at least 3 times a year to discuss Party business. The next meeting date 
will be set at the close of a current meeting by those in attendance. The Chairman may call a meeting at any time 
by notifying all members five days in advance.

ARTICLE 2 INDEPENDENT PARTY RULES FOR TOWN COMMITTEES

Section 1. Composition of Town Committees
The number of membership positions and the basis of representation on each town committee shall be set by 
local rules. However, a town committee shall consist of not less than three (3) members.

Section 2. Election of Town Committee
Town Committee members shall be elected by the enrolled members according to local Independent Party town 
rules. If local rules have not been written, local party members shall form a caucus with at least 15 days notice in 
the local newspaper to elect members at large or by district. Any member of the Independent Party of the State 
of CT may assist local members to form a caucus, but can not vote unless he or she lives within that town.

Section 3. Terms of Members
Town Committee members shall serve for a term of not less than 18 months or more than 26 months, 
commencing at the caucus session they were elected until the next caucus session called to elect town committee 
members.
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Section 4. Increased Membership
A Town Committee, at a meeting called for that purpose with at least 15 days notice to town committee 
members, may by majority vote of a quorum defined by the local town rules, increase its membership anytime 
during a term, provided that they abide by local bylaws written to address those events. Any increased 
membership would serve for only the remainder of the present term.

Section 5. Vacancy
Any vacancy on a town committee arising from any cause, including failure to elect, may be filled by the town 
committee by a majority vote of those present and voting, at a meeting called for that purpose with at least 15 
days notice to town committee members.

Section 6. Election and call of Organizational Meeting
The chairperson in office immediately prior to the election of new town committee members shall call a meeting 
of the newly elected town committee not more than fourteen days after the election, for the purpose of electing 
new officers of the town committee as prescribed in party rules. If the current Chairman fails to act, any three 
members of the newly elected town committee can call for a meeting to elect officers by notifying all members of 
the new town committee.

Section 7. Term of Town Committee Officers
Officers shall hold office for the term of the town committee electing them, and until their successors are elected.

Section 8. Ratification
Town committee rules are not valid until submitted to the State Central Committee, and accepted by the State 
Central Committee by majority vote. State Central Committee must meet within 30 days of submission, or 
rules become effective automatically.

Section 9 Existing Town Committees
Any Independent Party Town Committees that have been formed and have filed Independent Party Town 
Committee By-Laws with the CT Secretary of the State office for their towns or cities before these Independent 
Party State by-laws are filed with the CT Secretary of the State will be accepted by the Independent Party State 
Central Committee without any further review and will be the accepted Town Committee for that Town or 
City. Any changes or updates or any new town committees must be presented to the State Central committee 
for review and approval before going to the CT Secretary of the State for filing.

ARTICLE 3 INDEPENDENT PARTY STATE CAUCUSES

Section 1. Presiding Officer
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The presiding officer of state caucuses will be the chair of the State Central Committee, or the vice chair of the 
State Central Committee if the chair is unable to attend. If neither the chair or the vice chair is present, the State 
Central Committee shall elect a temporary chair for the caucus.

Section 2. Rules of State Caucuses
State Caucuses will follow Robert’s New Rules of Order, Revised; unless otherwise stated in the Independent 
Party State Bylaws.

Section 3. Voting Eligibility
One must be a registered member of the Independent Party for a minimum of 90 continuous days prior to a 
state caucus to have voting rights at that state caucus.

Section 4. Date and Location of State Caucuses
A state caucus will be held a minimum of once per calendar year. In even numbered years, one caucus will be 
held no later than May 1. In odd numbered years, one caucus will be held no later than June 1, and no earlier 
than May 1 or after the election of all new members at district and town caucuses (see ARTICLE IV). 
Additional state caucuses may be called by a majority vote of the State Central Committee. The date and place 
of every state caucus will be determined by majority vote of the State Central Committee. The time and place of 
statewide party caucuses will be announced by the chair of the party a minimum of 21 days in advance through 
email notifications to all members that have provided the secretary with email addresses, and with a notification 
in the Hartford Courant. Notification will also be delivered to the Secretary of the State's office a minimum of 7 
days in advance of the meeting.

Section 5. Nomination of Statewide Candidates for Public Office
Independent Party candidates for statewide public offices (even numbered years) will be determined at the first 
state caucus of the year. The State Central Committee will nominate one candidate for each state wide office 
through majority vote at a State Central Committee meeting at the state caucus. Independent Party members 
with voting eligibility (see Section 3) may nominate additional candidates from the floor. All registered members 
of the party with voting eligibility (see Section 3) in attendance may vote for one of the nominated candidates 
for each office. The candidate for each office who receives 51% of the votes at the state caucus will be the 
nominee of the party. If there are three or more candidates for an office and no one gets at least 51% of the votes 
then the candidate with the lowest number of votes shall be removed from the candidates list and a new vote will 
take place until a candidate receives 51% or more of the vote. The presiding officer of the state caucus will file an 
endorsement letter for each nominated candidate with the Secretary of the State's office within 5 business days, 
and apply for all necessary paperwork (petitions, etc.) to get the candidate on the ballot in November. 
Nominations of candidates for public office chosen at a statewide party caucus can only be changed with 
permission of the nominated candidate. A request by a majority vote of the State Central Committee must be 
made in writing, with proof of delivery, to the candidate to step down. The candidate must respond in writing 
to the party chair within two weeks of the delivery of the request. If the candidate agrees to step down, the State
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Central Committee will call another statewide party caucus to nominate a new candidate if there is time left on 
the election calendar to accomplish this; if not then:
The State Central Committee shall fill any statewide office left vacant by the statewide caucus or for any other 
reason that a vacancy occurs by a simple majority of it’s members at a meeting called for that purpose.

Section 6. Change of Party Rules
Party Rules can only be changed by a majority vote of eligible voting members (see Section 3 above) of the 
Independent Party in attendance at a statewide party caucus. The chair of the party will deliver any approved 
changes to the party rules to the Secretary of the State’s office within 5 business days.

ARTICLE 4 INDEPENDENT PARTY DISTRICT AND TOWN CAUCUSES FOR NOMINATING 
CANDIDATES FOR PUBLIC OFFICE AND ELECTING STATE CENTRAL COMMITTEE 
MEMBERS

Section 1. Presiding Officer
Independent Party members in attendance with voting eligibility (see Section 3 below) shall elect the presiding 
officer for the caucus.

Section 2. Rules of Caucuses
Caucuses will follow Robert’s New Rules of Order, Revised; unless otherwise stated in the Independent Party 
State Bylaws.

Section 3. Voting Eligibility
One must be a registered member of the Independent Party for a minimum of 90 continuous days prior to a 
caucus to have nominating and voting rights at that caucus. For nominating candidates for public office, one 
must also be able to vote in the upcoming public election for the office that is being considered to have 
nominating or voting eligibility for that nomination. For State Central Committee membership, one must 
reside in the state senate district, or town, that that member will represent to have nominating or voting 
eligibility.

Section 4. Date and Location of Caucuses
District and Town caucuses to elect members of the State Central Committee must be held prior to May 1 of 
each odd-numbered year. District and Town caucuses to nominate candidates for public office must be held no 
later than August 1. The date and place of every caucus for nominating candidates for public office or electing 
State Central Committee members will be determined by the Town Committee of the town with the most 
number of registered members of the Independent Party that also overlaps or contains the voting district 
boundary. The number of registered members in each town will be determined using the most recent Secretary 
of the State’s electronic voter database that is available to the State Central Committee. The time and place of 
the caucus will be announced a minimum of 21 days in advance through email notifications to all members that

253a



have provided the Town Committee with email addresses, and through notifications in the local newspapers of 
the district. Notification will also be delivered to the Secretary of the State's office a minimum of 5 days in 
advance of the meeting.

In plain English: Candidates for office and State Central Committee members will be determined by eligible 
members of the Independent Party that live in the district or town that the candidates represent. The 
Independent Party provides local control to its members.
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Political Parties, Democratic Stability, and Ballot Fusion 
Counsel
Jack Santucci, Ph.D.
Assistant Teaching Professor of Politics, Drexel University 
June 6, 2022

Subject:
To:
From:

Date:

I have been asked to share some thoughts on political parties, democratic 
stability, and the relationship of each to ballot fusion (understood here to mean cross
endorsement). What follows is based on my doctoral education and ongoing research 
into so-called ‘multiparty reforms.’ A key theme will be that the number of parties 
matters less than whether the electoral rules facilitate coalition, then make such 
coalitions unambiguously known to voters. Cross-endorsement fusion has desirable 
properties on both fronts: promoting coalition, then telling voters on the ballot what 
coalition they aim to place in control of government.

1.

I have not been paid to write this. I am an Assistant Teaching Professor of 
Politics at Drexel University. I earned my doctorate in Government at Georgetown 
University in 2017. My forthcoming book, More Parties or No Parties: The Politics of 
Electoral Reform in America, proposes a general theory of electoral reform, puts the 
U.S. Progressive Era into comparative perspective, then suggests we may be repeating 
some negative features of that history. One such feature is an effort to satisfy demand 
for “voter choice” with reforms that make it difficult for parties to do their jobs (see just 
below). My full curriculum vitae is appended at the end of this essay.

2.

A system of strong parties makes democracy possible

Many political scientists would say that a system of strong parties is constitutive 
of democracy. By “strong,” I mean a party that can nominate one candidate (or slate), 
get voters to support that candidate (or slate), and then discipline its deputies in 
government.1 By “system,” I mean a set of at least two such parties that can broker 
coalition deals. Hence the importance of party discipline. Finally, I mean “constitutive” 
in two senses. In the first sense, voters can hold government accountable because 
they can point to the party — or coalition of parties — that controls government.2 
Another way to say all of this is that a system of strong parties organizes civil society 
— voters, parties, and intermediary groups — in competition for control of 
government.3 A system of strong parties makes majority rule possible.

3.

1 For a comprehensive statement, see Kathleen Bawn et al., “A Theory of Political Parties: 
Groups, Nominations, and Policy Demands in American Politics” (2012), Perspectives on 
Politics 10 (3): 571 -97. Online at httDs://doi.ora/10.1017/S1537592712001624.

2 On the number being less important than the existence of a system, see John H. Aldrich, Why 
Parties? A Second Look (2011), Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

3 Russell J. Dalton, David M. Farrell, and Ian McAllister, Political Parties and Democratic 
Linkage: How Parties Organize Democracy (2011), London: Oxford University Press.
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There is a second sense in which parties are constitutive of democracy: in 
organizing competition over the rules of democracy itself. Periods in which parties have 
been weak — such as the Progressive Era — also have been periods in which the 
franchise was restricted.4 Sometimes the connection has not been by accident.5

4.

The case against multiparty politics is historically suspect

What about the number of parties and democratic stability? A generation or two 
ago, it was common to think that the two-party system contained radicalism. This 
perspective owes much to the political scientist Ferdinand Hermens. In the years 
around World War II, he argued that the fragmentation of the Weimar-German 
multiparty system made it difficult to form coalitions that excluded fascists.6

5.

Hermens’ etiology of German fascism was reductive.7 Later analysts have 
pointed to other factors: dissolution of the Weimar coalition over economic policy,8 ex 
ante rejection of democracy by a large part of the political elite, and short-sightedness 
by business leaders who thought (wrongly) that they might control Hitler. Also, some 
suggest that this group abrogated democracy precisely to avoid losing the next 
election (i.e., to avoid democratic alternation).9 More generally, interwar difficulties at

6.

4 Richard Valelly, “How Suffrage Politics Made—and Makes— America,” pp. 445-72 in The 
Oxford Handbook of American Political Development (2016), edited by Richard Valelly, Suzanne 
Mettler, and Robert C. Lieberman, New York: Oxford University Press.

5 For application to anti-party reforms of the Progressive Era, see Amy Bridges and Richard 
Kronick, “Writing the Rules to Win the Game: The Middle-class Regimes of Municipal 
Reformers” (1999), Urban Affairs Review 34 (5): 691-706.

6 Ferdinand A. Hermens, “Proportional Representation and the Breakdown of German 
Democracy” (1936), Social Research 3 (4): 411-33. Online at https://www.jstor.org/stable/ 
40981519.

7 See, e.g., Harold Gosnell’s 1941 review of Hermens’ 1941 book, Democracy or Anarchy? A 
Study of Proportional Representation: https://chicaaounbound.uchicaao.edu/uclrev/vol9/ 
iss1/27/.

8 Martin Ejnar Hansen and Marc Debus, “The Behavior of Political Parties and MPs in the 
Parliaments of the Weimar Republic” (2012), Party Politics 18 (5): 709-26. Online at https:// 
doi.ora/10,1177%2F1354068810389645.

9 M. Rainer Lepsius, “From Fragmented Party Democracy to Government by Emergency 
Decree and National Socialist Takeover: Germany,” pp. 34-79 in The Breakdown of Democratic 
Regimes: Europe (1978), edited by Juan J. Linz and Alfred 0. Stepan, Baltimore: Johns 
Hopkins University Press.
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forming coalitions seem to have been a ‘growing pain’ in the development of party 
government across Western democracies.10

Electoral rules can facilitate or frustrate coalition formation

Yet Hermens’ critique of proportional representation — which he saw as 
synonymous with multiparty politics — begins to highlight the importance of electoral 
systems. His insistence on the value of “majority voting,” by which he meant two-round 
runoff in districts of relatively few seats, was grounded in the desirability of coalition 
formation. Two-round elections might encourage parties to negotiate joint candidacies 
in round two, then pool their electioneering efforts — just as a single “strong” party 
might in the conventional political-science view above.

7.

Another important feature of the electoral system is that it be permissive enough 
to make many different coalitions possible. For example, if there are just two parties, 
one of those parties must include the faction that opposes voting rights. Or, if there are 
just two parties, and if voting rights define that party system, it is difficult to get a party 
system not defined by voting rights.

8.

Technically, an electoral system is defined by four or five key variables: assembly 
size, district magnitude (the number of seats per district), ballot type (e.g., choose-one 
vs. ranked), and allocation rule (e.g., proportional vs. plurality vs. majority). The first two 
determine the number of seat-winning parties,11 and this insight probably extends to 
the number of factions that can win representation. Others have begun to add rules 
about nominations to the list. So far, American-style fusion (again taken to mean cross
endorsement) has not systematically entered the literature on electoral systems.12

9.

The key features of an electoral system can be configured to facilitate or hinder 
coalition formation. For example, a system that discourages parties from nominating 
just one candidate (or slate) each is set up explicitly to prevent stable coalition.13

10.

Fusion has desirable properties

10 Henk te Velde, “Parliamentary Obstruction and the ‘Crisis’ of European Parliamentary Politics 
Around 1900” (2013), Redescriptions: Yearbook of Political Thought, Conceptual History and 
Feminist Theory 16 (1): 125-47. Online at httD://doi.ora/10.7227/R.16.1.7.

11 Matthew S. Shugart and Rein Taagepera, Votes from Seats: Logical Models of Electoral 
Systems (2017), New York: Cambridge University Press.

12 The closest one gets is apparentement, i.e., when two or more parties combine lists in a 
system of proportional representation.

13 Katherine M. Gehl and Michael E. Porter, The Politics Industry: How Political Innovation Can 
Break Partisan Gridlock and Save Our Democracy (2020), Cambridge, MA: Harvard Business 
Review Press.
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I have further thoughts on fusion vis-a-vis other reforms, and in view of the 
United States’ presidential system of government. Those thoughts are reserved for 
later writing.

11.

For now, compare fusion to the runoff systems Hermens favored. The former 
asks two or more parties to nominate the same candidate (or slate). The latter invites 
said parties to run separate candidates (or slates). Then, if they have done so, it asks 
them in the second round to unite behind just one of the candidates (or slates). That 
negotiation may run afoul of various actors’ motives, e.g., the minor-party candidate’s 
interest in ‘spoiling’ to ‘make a point.’ Fusion obviates such negotiation.14

12.

I am not claiming that fusion is a perfect system. Other factors matter. One 
potentially important issue is ‘aggregated’ versus ‘disaggregated1 fusion, i.e., whether 
Candidate X appears on a single ballot line versus on one line for each party 
endorsement. Another potential issue, which I have heard about in conversation, is 
potential for ‘misuse’ by major-party actors seeking to disadvantage the opposing 
major party. Others may be more qualified to speak to these issues — particularly the 
allegation of ‘misuse.’15

13.

Rather, my point is that a system of cross-endorsement fusion seems a 
reasonable way to channel multiparty competition. It promotes coalition among parties, 
then makes those coalition deals unambiguously known to voters.16

14.

Jack Samucci, Ph.D.
Assistant Teaching Professor of Politics 
Drexel University

Dated: June 6, 2022

14 For practical examples from New York State, see Benjamin R. Kantack, “Fusion and 
Electoral Performance in New York Congressional Elections” (2017), Party Politics 70 (2): 
291-300. Online at httDs://doi.ora/10.1177%2F1065912916689823.

15 Scholars who come to mind include: Craig Burnett, Benjamin Kantack, Melissa Michelson 
and Scott Susin.

16 An obvious alternative is to restrict ballot access, but this may demobilize the set of voters 
that turns out for minor parties. See Melissa R. Michelson and Scott J. Susin, “What’s in a 
Name? The Power of Fusion Politics in a Local Election” (2004), Polity 36 (2): 301-21. Online at 
https://www.jstor.org/stable/3235483. Also, if party-system conflict is defined by democracy 
itself, removing minor parties from the ballot may make it difficult to change the substance of 
that conflict. See the section above on a “system of strong parties.”
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Jack Santucci
j ack.santucci@gmail.com

April 30, 2022

Research interests

Political parties, electoral systems, American political development, electoral reform.

Academic positions

• Assistant Teaching Professor, Politics, Drexel University, Fall 2018-present.

• Adjunct Professor, Political Science, James Madison University, Fall 2018.

• Instructor, Government, Georgetown University, Summers 2012-17 and Winter 2016.

Education

• Ph.D., Government, Georgetown University, 2010-17. Committee: Josep M. Colomer, 
Daniel J. Hopkins, Hans C. Noel (chair), R. Kent Weaver.

• M.A. (distinction), Democracy & Governance, Georgetown University, 2007-9.

• B.A. (honors), Political Science, McGill University, 2001-5.

Book

• Santucci, Jack. Forthcoming. More Parties or No Parties: The Politics of Electoral 
Reform in America. New York: Oxford University Press, https://bit.ly/mponp.

Peer-reviewed articles

• Santucci, Jack and Joshua J. Dyck. 2022. “The Structure of American Political Dis
content” (research note). Public Opinion Quarterly, early version, https://doi.org/ 
10.1093/poq/nfac009.

• Santucci, Jack. 2021. “Variants of Ranked-choice Voting from a Strategic Perspec
tive.” Politics and Governance 9 (2): 344-353. https://doi.org/10.17645/pag. 
v9i2.3955.

• McCarthy, Devin and Jack Santucci. 2021. “Ranked-choice Voting as a Generational 
Issue in Modern American Politics.” Politics & Policy 49 (1): 33-60. https ://doi. 
org/10.1111/polp.12390.
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• Santucci, Jack. 2020. “Did the Party System Change from 2012-16?” (research note). 
Journal of Elections, Public Opinion and Parties, early version, https://doi.org/ 
10.1080/17457289.2020.1794884.

• Santucci, Jack. 2019. “Using Mixed Methods to Recover Electoral History: The 
American Path to Proportional Voting.” SAGE Research Methods Cases, Part 2. 
https://doi.org/10.4135/9781526462695.

• Santucci, Jack. 2018. “Maine Ranked-choice Voting as a Case of Electoral-system 
Change.” Representation 54 (3): 297-311. https://doi.org/10.1080/00344893. 
2018.1502208.

• Santucci, Jack. 2018. “Evidence of a Winning-cohesion Tradeoff under Multi-winner 
Ranked-choice Voting.” Electoral Studies 52: 128-138. https: //doi. org/10.1016/ j . 
electstud.2017.11.003.

• Santucci, Jack. 2017. “Party Splits, not Progressives: The Origins of Proportional 
Representation in American Local Government.” American Politics Research 45 (3): 
494-526. https://doi.org/10.1177/1532673X16674774.

Selected working papers

• “Is a Volunteered Response Sufficient? Measuring Pure Independents in Public Opin
ion Surveys of Americans.” With Joshua J. Dyck and Alexander Agadjanian. Draft 
available on request.

• “Do Ranked Ballots Stimulate Candidate Entry?” With Jamil S. Scott, https:// 
ssrn.com/abstract=3956554.

• “Multi-seat Districts and Larger Assemblies Produce More Diverse Racial Representa
tion.” With Michael Latner and Matthew S. Shugart. https://ssrn.com/abstract= 
3911532.

Book reviews

• Santucci, Jack. 2021. “Electoral Capitalism: The Party System in New York’s Gilded 
Age. By Jeffrey D. Broxmeyer. Philadelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 2020. 
240p. $55.00 cloth.” Perspectives on Politics 19(3): 1013-4. https://doi.org/10. 
1017/S1537592721001298.

• Santucci, Jack. 2021. “The politics industry: How political innovation can break 
partisan gridlock and save our democracy. Gehl, Katherine M. and Porter, Michael E. 
Harvard Business School, Cambridge, MA, 2020. 316 pp. $30.00 (cloth).” Governance 
34: 596-9. https://doi.org/10.llll/gove.12587.

• Santucci, Jack. 2020. “Multiparty America?” The Journal of Politics 82 (4): e35-e39. 
https://doi.org/10.1086/708937.
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Significant grants

• “East-coast and National Experimental Tests of Candidate Entry under Single-seat 
Ranked-choice Voting, with Measurement of Attitudes toward Descriptive Represen
tation” ($23,000, with Jamil Scott), New America, 2020.

• “STV Municipal Analysis” ($25,000, with Michael Latner and Matthew Shugart), New 
America, 2020.

• “Analyzing Legislative Voting in Small Councils” ($4,400), Massive Data Institute, 
McCourt School of Public Policy, Georgetown University, 2015.

Courses taught

American politics

• Introduction to American politics (100-level, Georgetown and Drexel)

• American political development (300-level, Drexel)

• Congress (300-level, Drexel)

• Political parties (300-level, James Madison and Drexel)

• State & local government (300-level, Drexel)

• Urban politics (300-level, Georgetown and Drexel)

Comparative politics

• Introduction to comparative politics (100-level, Georgetown)

• Comparative democratic institutions (200-level, Drexel)

• Social movements (200-level, Drexel)

Research methodology

• Introduction to political science (100-level, Drexel)

• Introduction to research design (100-level, Drexel)

• Qualitative methods (200-level, Drexel)

• Quantitative methods in R (200-level, Drexel)

3
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Undergraduate mentoring

• Steven White, Drexel University, Fall 2021. Research co-op, ranked-choice voting.

• Medina Talebi, Drexel University, Spring 2021. Research co-op, minority representa
tion, joint supervision with Michael Latner.

• Devon Rutledge, Drexel University, Summer 2020. Research co-op, survey design.

• Andrew Rosenthal, Drexel University, Summer 2020. Research co-op, ranked-choice 
voting.

• Lev Boonin, Drexel University, Fall 2019. Independent study, Congressional appor
tionment.

Service to the university

• Member, Awards Committee, Politics Department, Drexel University, 2022.

• Member, Search Committee in American Politics (NTT), Drexel University, 2021.

• Member, Truman Scholarship Selection Committee, Drexel University, 2020.

• Member, Committee on DEI, Politics Department, Drexel University, 2020-21.

• Moderator, Panel discussion on the Electoral College, Pennoni Honors College, Drexel 
University, October 29, 2020.

• Coordinator, Pennsylvania Statewide Redistricting Town Hall, Drexel University, Febru
ary 21, 2019.

Service to the discipline
• Division Co-chair (with Heather Stoll), Section on Representation & Electoral Systems, 

APSA Annual Meeting, 2021.

• Co-organizer (with Mara Suttmann-Lea), Election Sciences Conference Within a Con
ference, SPSA Annual Meeting, 2021.

• Panel chair and/or discussant: APSA (2017, 2020); MPSA (2018, 2019); SPSA (2020, 
2021), Pi Sigma Alpha National Student Conference (2014, 2015, 2016, 2017).

• Reviewer: American Journal of Political Science, American Politics Research; Co
gent Social Sciences; CQ Press; Election Law Journal; Electoral Studies; Journal 
of Elections, Public Opinion & Parties; Journal of Politics; Organizational Behav
ior and Human Decision Processes; Party Politics; Perspectives on Politics; Polit
ical Analysis; Political Research Quarterly; Politics & Policy; Politics and Gover
nance; Public Opinion Quarterly; Representation; Research & Politics; Social Sci
ence Quarterly. More information: https://publons.com/researcher/1598174/ 
jack-santucci/peer-review/.
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Awards

• Hall of Honor Inductee for Education, Amity Regional School District No. 5, Connecti
cut, 2019.

• Best Paper, “Maine Ranked-choice Voting as a Case of Electoral-system Change,” Rep
resentation, 2018.

• Jill Hopper Memorial Fellowship, Department of Government, Georgetown University, 
2015-6.

Conference presentations

• “Ranked-choice Voting Might Not ‘Work’” - APSA 2021 short course on “Pluralism 
and the Politics of Reform: Achieving Multi-racial, Multi-party Democracy.” https : 
//www.youtube.com/watch?v=e2B8FlWLGSQ.

• “Study Preregistration: East-coast and National Experimental Tests of Candidate En
try under Single-seat Ranked-choice Voting” (with Jamil Scott) - APSA 2020.

• “The Generational Divide on Ranked-choice Voting” (with Devin McCarthy) - SPSA 
2020.

• “The Single Transferable Vote and Government Spending: Causal Evidence from U.S. 
Cities” - MPSA 2019, APSA 2019.

• “A Populist-elite Dimension in the U.S. Public? Evidence from Two Surveys in 2016” 
- MPSA 2018, APSA 2018.

• “The Salience of Race Across All Fifty States” - State Politics & Policy 2018.

• “In America, Why Does Proportional Voting Have to Attack Political Parties?” - 
MPSA 2018, APSA 2018 (poster).

• “Analyzing a Three-dimensional Policy Space with Little Prior Knowledge: The Coun
cil of the City of New York, 1938-47” - APSA 2017 (poster).

• “Estimating Dynamic, Common-space Public Opinion: Why Maine Took Two Decades 
to Adopt Ranked-choice Voting” - State Politics & Policy 2017, APSA 2017.

• “Exit from PR Sc Implications for Ranked-choice Voting in American Government” - 
MPSA 2016, APSA 2016, SPSA 2017.

• “The Other Side of Urban Reform: Insurgents Sc Issues under City STV, 1930-61” - 
MPSA 2016.

• “Ends Against the Middle: Revisiting the Repeal of PR in Cincinnati” - POLMETH 
2015 (poster), APSA 2015 (poster), SPSA 2016.
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• “Party Splits & The Choice of Proportional Representation: Evidence from American 
Cities” - SPSA 2014, MPSA 2015 (poster), APSA 2015.

APSA 2015 short• “The Coalition Politics of Ranked-choice Voting at Mid-century” 
course on “Ranked Choice Voting in the USA: Developments and Debates.”

• “Ethnic Appeals & the Personal Vote” - SPSA 2013.

Long-form articles for non-academic audiences

• Santucci, Jack. 2010. “What is the Future for Democracy Promotion?” Democracy & 
Society 7 (1): 5-7. https://bit.ly/3qx28iZ.

• Santucci, Jack and Magnus Ohman. 2009. “Practical Solutions for the Disclosure of 
Campaign &; Political Party Finance.” In Political Finance Regulation: The Global 
Experience, edited by Magnus Ohman & Hani Zainulbhai, 25-42. Washington, DC: 
IFES. http://bit.ly/2BGj55M.

• Santucci, Jack. 2006. “The Missing Half: Ensuring Fair Representation in Post-merger 
Essex, Vermont.” National Civic Review 95 (3): 42-50. https://doi.org/10.1002/ 
ncr.148.

Short-form articles for non-academic audiences

• Kosar, Kevin R. and Jack Santucci. 2021. “What is the one-vote system? A Q&A 
with Jack Santucci.” American Enterprise Institute, October 25. https://bit.ly/ 
31unG96.

• Santucci, Jack. 2021. “There’s a better way to run city elections - and it’s native to 
Philadelphia.” The Philadelphia Inquirer, October 6. https://bit.ly/3wo8XrD.

• Cormack, Lindsey and Jack Santucci. 2021. “New Yorkers used ranked-choice voting 
last month. Did it eliminate spoilers, as promised?” The Monkey Cage/Washington 
Post, July 27. https://wapo.st/2UNUiYG.

• Santucci, Jack. 2021. “Ranked choice voting in New York City will not upset the 
two-party system, but it is raising questions about political parties.” LSE’s American 
Politics & Policy, July 22. https://bit.ly/3hVGK5W.

• Santucci, Jack. 2021. “The Fight Over Ranked-Choice Voting in New York City.” 
Sstreams, June 18. https://bit.ly/3whmp01.

• Santucci, Jack. 2021. “Nonpartisan elections don’t reduce polarization.” Sstreams, 
February 11. https://bit.ly/3bHnrtg.

• Santucci, Jack. 2020. “Principles of democratic reform on the ballot in 2020.” Sstreams, 
November 3. https://bit.ly/3CN4KAn.
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• Santucci, Jack. 2020. “There are (at least) two ‘lefts’ and two ‘rights.’” Sstreams, 
August 20. https://bit.ly/3mIaaXx.

• Santucci, Jack and Benjamin Reilly. 2020. “Utah’s new kind of ranked-choice voting 
could hurt political minorities - and sometimes even the majority.” LSE’s American 
Politics & Policy, January 23. http://bit.ly/3713tAR.

• Santucci, Jack. 2019. “Ranked-choice voting and the future of small-d democracy in 
New York.” New York Daily News, November 14. https://bit.ly/2XJ3BGj.

• Santucci, Jack. 2019. “Factional voting in local elections: The case of Cambridge, 
MA.” Urban Affairs Forum, February 7. https://bit.ly/2SDISU5.

• Santucci, Jack. 2018. “Why adopting proportional voting may bring back the big-tent 
political party.” LSE’s American Politics & Policy, November 5. http://bit.ly/ 
2F7KEav.

• Santucci, Jack. 2018. “Maine’s election shows that ranked-choice voting is hot right 
now. But we have been here before.” LSE’s American Politics & Policy, June 15. 
http://bit.ly/21bEsBp.

• Santucci, Jack and Larry Diamond. 2018. “How ranked-choice voting could empower 
independents and make American elections more inclusive.” Scholars Strategy Network, 
February 9. http://bit.ly/2FlrC21.

• Santucci, Jack. 2017. “Competent Poll Workers Bolstered Voters’ Confidence in 2016.” 
Democracy Fund, November 1. http://bit.ly/2GQIvM7.

• Santucci, Jack. 2017. “Maine’s citizens passed ‘ranked-choice voting.’ Why did 
Republicans shoot it down?” The Monkey Cage/Washington Post, May 31. http: 
//wapo.st/2BcksrJ.

• Santucci, Jack. 2016. “Past experience shows that proportional representation is pos
sible in the US, but there are tradeoffs.” LSE’s American Politics & Policy, December 
20. http://bit.ly/2hzDaBE.

• Santucci, Jack. 2016. “Will ranked-choice voting succeed in Maine? That depends on 
the Democrats.” The Monkey Cage/Washington Post, October 13. http://wapo.st/ 
2ejA3vG.

• Santucci, Jack. 2012. «Le scrutin proportionnel aux Etats-Unis est-il envisageable?» 
Blogue generatrice/Radio-Canada, May 17. http://bit.ly/2EkNd7v.

• Richie, Rob and Jack Santucci. 2008. “How D.C. votes.” The Washington Times, 
November 10. https://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2008/nov/10/how-dc-votes/.

• Santucci, Jack. 2006. “New districts in harmony with one person, one vote.” The 
Amarillo Globe-News, July 9. https://bit.ly/3wbhVrF.
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Invited talks
• “More Parties or No Parties: The Politics of Electoral Reform in America.” Inequality 

and Policy Research Center, Claremont Graduate University, February 16, 2022.

• “Proportional Representation in America?” Rules of the Game (podcast of Stephan 
Kyburz), December 6, 2021. https://bit.ly/3Hs6XTH.

• Interview series on ‘voting methods.’ Oregon League of Women Voters, October 16, 
2021.

• “Block-preferential and ‘Final Five’ Voting.” Ranked Choice Voting for Colorado, Au
gust 19 and 26, 2021.

• “Getting Rid of the Parties vs. Having More Parties.” Independent Pennsylvanians, 
June 13, 2021. https://bit.ly/37APV5R.

• “Is Ranked Choice Voting Good for DC?” District of Columbia Democratic Party, 
January 7, 2021.

• “Breaking Polarization: The Promise and Perils of Election Reform” (with Lee Drut- 
man), Drexel University Libraries, October 27, 2020. https://www.youtube.com/ 
watch?v=KE17S0U69uc.

• “Long-term Issues with Voting Rights in the United States.” University of Miami (POL 
401, Prof. Joe Uscinski), October 12, 2020.

• “Communicating Research to the Public.” MPSA Annual Meeting, April 2020.

• “Can America Become a Multiparty System?” Science of Politics (with Lee Drutman, 
hosted by Matt Grossman), January 29, 2020.
https://www.niskanencenter.org/can-america-become-a-multiparty-system/.

• Panel discussion on charter reform. City Club of Portland (OR), July 18, 2019.

• “How to Communicate Research to the Public.” MPSA Annual Meeting, April 2019.

• “What History Can Teach Us About the Prospects for Ranked-choice and Proportional 
Voting.” The College of New Jersey, March 8, 2019.

• “Episode 14: Spoiled.” Tatter (Podcast of Prof. Michael Sargent, Sociology, Bates 
College), June 7, 2018. https://tatter.fireside.fm/14.

• “Why Does America Have Only Two Parties?” International Republican Institute, 
November 3, 2017.

• “History of Ranked-choice Voting in the United States” (webinar). RCV Resource 
Center, September 8, 2017. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2IjZB7V84kU.

• “Election Assistance in International Development.” Colorado College (Prof. Bozena 
Welborne), October 8, 2010.
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Volunteering

• Member, Scholars Strategy Network, 2018-present.

• Member, ACE Electoral Knowledge Network, 2011-present.

• Member, Our Shared Republic (working group on electoral reform), 2020-21.

• Member, Academic Working Group, Fair Vote, 2015-21.

• Precinct Captain, District of Columbia Board of Elections and Ethics, 2010-14.

Non-academic work experience

• Research Fellow, Democracy Fund, 2017-18. Analyze survey data for Elections Team.

• Research Associate, International Foundation for Electoral Systems, 2008-10. Re
design and manage https://electionguide.org, support Political Finance team.

• Graduate Intern, Campaign Finance Institute, Summer 2008. Compile disclosure data, 
proofread book chapters.

• Program Associate, FairVote, 2005-7. Create and manage blog, support Program for 
Representative Government (proportional representation).

• District Office Intern, U.S. Representative James H. Maloney, Summer 1999. Answer 
phone, staff front desk, fulfill constituent requests for information.

Academic references

Teaching

• Dr. Richardson Dilworth, Professor of Political Science, Drexel University, 
rd43@drexel.edu.

• Dr. David A. Jones, Professor of Political Science and Washington Semester Program 
Director, James Madison University, jones3da@jmu.edu.

Research

• Dr. Joshua J. Dyck, Professor of Political Science, University of Massachusetts, Lowell, 
Joshua_Dyck@uml.edu.

• Dr. Daniel J. Hopkins, Professor of Political Science, University of Pennsylvania, 
danhop@sas.upenn.edu.

• Dr. Jack H. Nagel, Professor Emeritus of Political Science, University of Pennsylvania, 
nageljh@sas.upenn.edu.

:
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• Dr. Hans C. Noel, Associate Professor of Government, Georgetown University, 
hans.noel@georgetown.edu.

• Dr. Jamil S. Scott, Assistant Professor of Government, Georgetown University, 
j anil.scott@georgetown.edu.

• Dr. Matthew S. Shugart, Distinguished Professor Emeritus of Political Science, Uni
versity of California, Davis, msshugart@ucdavis.edu.
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Chart of NJ Fusion Candidacies

m
United States Congressional 
Elections, 1786-1997 (Print)U.S. House, (At-Large)iGeorge Holcombe Republican, Jacksonian Democrat ;Won 871826

United States Congressional 
Elections, 1788-1997 (Print)U.S. House, 1st District | Won 17618561Isaiah D. Clawson Republican, American
United States Congressional 
Elections, 1788-1997 (Print)George R. Robbins U.S. Houses 2nd District Republican, American | Won 1761856

United States Congressional 
Elections, 1788-1997 (Print)1856 James Bishop jU.S. House, 3rd District Republican, American Lost 177

VIII (election 
returns in 
appendix at 
end of 
manual)Republican, "Wkn" Manual of the Legislature 18781877 Essex County, Assembly, 6th District LostDavis

XIV (election 
returns in 
appendix at 
end of the 
manual)1877 Mercer County, Assembly, 1st District Republican, Temperance i Won Manual of the Legislature 1878Burronghs

XIV (election 
returns in 
appendix at 
end of the 
manual)1877 Mercer County, Assembly, 2nd District Manual of the Legislature 1878Noble Republican, Prohibition Lost

1877 Governor Manual of the Legislature 1879 178Rudolphus Bingham Tax", Prohibition Lost

United States Congressional 
Elections, 1788-1997 (Print)Hezekiah B. Smith U.S. House, 2nd District Democrat, Greenback

jWon 2451878

Manual of the Legislature 18791878 [Camden County, Assembly, 3rd District 150Rider Democrat, Greenback Lost

some election returns - The Morning
Post (Camden. NJ) Wednesday.

1878 Charles S. Ridgway [Camden County, Senate Democrat, Greenback Unclear November 6. 1878
Fort is "Demo-Greenback" candidate"
I-The Morning Post (Camden. NJ)
iWednesdav. October 30. 18781878|John H. Fort Camden County, Assembly, 1st District Democrat, Greenback Lost

Isome election returns - The Morning
Post (Camden. NJ) Wednesday.
November 6. 18781878|Charles C. Grosscup U.S. House Democrat, Greenback Lost

isome election returns - The Morning
Post (Camden. NJ) Wednesday.

1878IN. Stratton U.S. House November 6. 1878Democrat, "S" Lost

some election returns-The Morning
Post (Camden. NJ) Wednesday.

E.H. Huston Camden County, Sheriff November6. 18781878 Democrat, Greenback Unclear

some election returns - The Morning
Post /Camden. NJ) Wednesday.
November 6. 18781878 Ireton [Camden County, Assembly, 2nd District |Democrat, Greenback Lost

Manual of the Legislature 1879 1551B78|Felch
Essex County, Assembly, 7th District Democrat, Greenback | Won
[Warren County, Senate, 1st District Manual of the Legislature 1879 1741878 Cramer Republican, Temperance Won

Comstock Manual of the Legislature 1879 1741878 I Warren County, Assembly, 1st District Republican, Temperance Lost

Manual of the Legislature 1879 1741878 Cook IWarren County, Assembly, 2nd District Republican, Temperance Lost

Hunterdon County, Assembly, 2nd 
District _______________________ Manual of the Legislature 1880 1461879 Philhower Republican, Temperance Lost

Cumberland County, Assembly, 2nd 
I District__________________________ Manual of the Legislature 1881 1851880 [Woodruff Democrat, Greenback Lost

United States Congressional 
Elections, 1788-1997 (Print)Henry S. Hams 260U.S House, 4th District Democrat, Prohibition1882 Lost

202Bart Bonsall Camden County, Assembly, 1st District Independent Republican, Prohibition Manual of the Legislature 18831882 Lost

[Cumberland County, Assembly, 1st 
| District_________________________ 205Glaspy Manual of the Legislature 18831882 Greenback, Prohibition Lost

Cumberland County, Assembly, 2nd 
.District ______ 205Sailor Manual of the Legislature 18831882 Greenback, Prohibition Lost

Monmouth County, Assembly, 2nd 
District_________________________Dr. T. G. Chattle Manual of the Legislature 1883 2221882 Independent Democrat, Prohibition Won

314Manual of the Legislature 1889I William H. Morrow [Warren County, Assembly, 2nd District Republican, Prohibition Lost1888
3041689 Stuhr Hudson County, Senate Republican, Independent Democrat 

Republican, Independent Democrat
Manual of the Legislature 1890Lost

3101889ID.M. Kane Middlesex County, Assembly, 3rd District Manual of the Legislature 1890Lost

Republican, Citizen League, and 
Independent Democrat________ 316Jacob C, Lippincott Manual of the Legislature 18941893 [Camden County, Assembly, 3rd District Lost

Manual of the Legislature 1894 3301893 Christie Hudson County, Assembly, 11th District Republican, "C.R.A." Lost

Manual of the Legislature 1894 3351893 Cronk Middlesex County, Assembly, 2nd District|Republican, Independent Democrat Lost
335Manual of the Legislature 18941893 Garrison Middlesex County, Assembly, 3rd District |"P", Independent Democrat Lost

Manual of the Legislature 1894 3361893 Henry S. Terhune Monmouth County, Senate Democrat, "J.D." Lost
336James A. Bradley Manual of the Legislature 18941893 Monmouth County, Senate Prohibition, Republican, Citizen League

[Won

election returns - Monmouth 
.Democrat (Freehold. NJ) Thursday.

Peter Forman1893 Monmouth County. County Clerk Prohibition, Republican. Citizen League |Won November 16. 1893
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IgJlf-iiBfgFSCT?!■ ■ l ; . ■ . :
[election returns - Monmouth
Democrat (Freehold. NJ) Thursday.

1893 Matthias Woolley Monmouth County, Sheriff Prohibition, Republican, Citizen League |Won November 16.1893__________
Manual of the Legislature 1894[Thomas V. Arrowsmith Monmouth County, Assembly, 1st District lDemocrat, "J.D." 3361893 Lost

1893 Monmouth County, Assembly, 1st District [Prohibition, Republican, Citizen League Manual of the Legislature 1894 336D. D. Denise
[Won

Monmouth County, Assembly, 2nd 
District _____________ Manual of the Legislature 18941893 Democrat, "J.D." 336[Thomas P. Fay Lost

Monmouth County, Assembly, 2nd 
District________________________1893 336Charles L. Walters Republican, Citizen League | Won Manual of the Legislature 1894

1893 Monmouth County, Assembly, 3rd DistrictlDemocrat, "J.D." Manual of the Legislature 1894 336Richard Borden :Won
1893 IWilliam J. Leonard [Monmouth County, Assembly, 3rd District! 

[Warren County, Senate_______________ ;
Manual of the Legislature 1894 336Republican. Citizen League Lost

Manual of the Legislature 18941893 Republican, Citizen League 
Republican, Citizen League

346George Lommasson Lost
1893 [Warren County, Assembly, 2nd District [Won

Manual of the Legislature 1894 347Davis
1894 Hudson County. U.S. House, 7th District I People's Party, Social-Labor Manual of the Legislature 1895Herrschaft Lost 348

United States Congressional 
Elections. 1788-1997 (Print)1896|john T. Wright U.S, House, 1st District 316Democrat, National Silver Lost

United States Congressional 
Elections, 1786-1997 (Print)1896 U.S. House, 4th District [Won 317Mahlon Pitney Republican, National Democrat

1896 lAbraham E. Conrow U.S. House. 2nd District Democrat. National Silver Manual of the Legislature 1898 407Lost
1896 Cumberland County, AssemblySamuel Iredell Democrat. National Silver Lost Manual of the Legislature 1897 366
1896 Cumberland County, Assembly 366L.F, Fuller Democrat, National Silver Manual of the Legislature 1897Lost
1896 Mercer County, Assembly Manual of the Legislature 1897Richard D. Norton Democrat, National Silver Lost 399
1896 Mercer County, Assembly Manual of the Legislature 1897John P. Gill Democrat, National Silver Lost
1896 Mercer County, Assembly Manual of the Legislature 1897Edward F. Dignan Democrat, National Silver Lost
1896 Middlesex County, Assembly Manual of the Legislature 1897 401lAdam Eckert Democrat. National Democrat Lost
1896 [James Hughes Middlesex County, Assembly Manual of the Legislature 1897 401Democrat, National Democrat Lost
1896 [John H. Greene Middlesex County, Assembly Manual of the Legislature 1897 401Democrat, National Democrat Lost
1896 Henry P. Imlay Monmouth County, Assembly Manual of the Legislature 1897 402Democrat, National Democrat Lost
1896 Manual of the Legislature 1897I Albert S. Craig Monmouth County. Assembly Democrat, National Democrat 402Lost
1896 Joseph C. Heyer 

iHoward E. Packer
Monmouth County. Assembly Democrat, National Democrat Lost Manual of the Legislature 1897 402

1897 Burlington County, State Senate Democrat, People's Party iWon Manual of the Legislature 1898 353

United States Gubernatorial Election, 
1861-1911 (Print)_________________1898 Elvin W. Crane Governor 22Democrat, County Democrat Lost

United States Congressional 
Elections, 1788-1997 (Print)19Q6lJames E. Martine U.S. House, 5th District Lost 361Democrat, Independent Democrat

1906|William Riddle U.S. House, 2nd District Labor, Lincoln Manual of the the Legislature 1908 508Lost

Democrat, Prohibition, Roosevelt 
Republicans__________________1906 Samuel E. Ewing Cape May County, State Senate Manual of the the Legislature 1907 450Lost

19Q6iWilliam Lake [Cape May County, Assembly Manual of the Legislature 1907 450''Democrat, Prohibition, etc." Lost

1906iAugustus H. Bartley Manual of the Legislature 1907 483Morris County, Assembly Democrat, Independent Lost
1906 [Samuel Brant Manual of the Legislature 1907 

United States Congressional 
Elections. 1788-1997 (Print)

483Morris County, Assembly Democrat, Independent Lost

19121 390Harold Bouton U.S. House, 8th District Republican, Progressive Lost

United States Congressional 
Elections, 1788-1997 (Print) 3901912 [George L. Record U.S. House, 12th Disctrict Republican, Progressive Lost

5481914|Charles A. Mohn Hudson County, Sheriff ^Republican Fusion” Lost Manual of the Legislature 1915
5481914 Decker Hudson County, County Clerk Manual of the Legislature 1915"Republican Fusion" Lost

(Unclear how 
many seats 
ippen)______ 5681914|Bauriedl

Hudson County, Assembly Manual of the Legislature 1915"Republican Fusion"
(Unclear how 
many seats 
open)______ 5681914 E.C. Brennan Hudson County, Assembly Manual of the Legislature 1915"Republican Fusion"
(Unclear how 
many seats 
open)______ 5681914 [George J. Ewald Hudson County, Assembly Manual of the Legislature 1915"Republican Fusion"
(Unclear how 
many seats 
open)______ 568iJohn Foulkes Jr.1914 Hudson County, Assembly "Republican Fusion" Manual of the Legislature 1915
(Unclear how 
many seats 
open)______ 5681914|J. Albert Hinners Hudson County, Assembly Manual of the Legislature 1915"Republican Fusion"
(Unclear how 
many seats 
open)______ 568Jacob Hollender Manual of the Legislature 19151914 Hudson County, Assembly "Republican Fusion”
(Unclear how 
many seats 
open)______ 568Lewis Kennedy Manual of the Legislature 19151914 Hudson County, Assembly ;"Republican Fusion"
(Unclear how 
many seats 
open)______ 568R.B. Langton Manual of the Legislature 19151914 Hudson County, Assembly "Republican Fusion"
(Unclear how 
many seats 
open)______[James J. Mahan Manual of the Legislature 1915 5681914 Hudson County, Assembly "Republican Fusion"
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(Unclear how 
many seats 
open)______19141 Philip Melcher Hudson County, Assembly "Republican Fusion" Manual of the Legislature 1915 568

(Unclear how 
many seats 
open)______

"Republican, Progressive-Roosevelt 
Fusion"_________________________1914 R. George Smith Jr. Hudson County, Assembly Manual of the Legislature 1915 568

(Unclear how 
many seats 
open)______1914 Hudson County, AssemblyEdward J. Teeling "Republican Fusion" Manual of the Legislature 1915 568

1914 Middlesex County, AssemblyiCIarence M. Haight "Republican, Progressive-Roosevelt" Unclear Manual of the Legislature 1915 585
1914|Peter F. Dodd Monmouth County, Assembly Manual of the Legislature 1915"Republican, Progressive-Roosevelt" Unclear 588
1914 [James F. Conly Ocean County, Assembly "Progressive Roosevelt, Democrat" Manual of the Legislature 1915Lost 594
1914|Frank Elis Ocean County, Sheriff "Progressive Roosevelt, Democrat" Lost Manual of the Legislature 1915 594

Passaic County, 7th Congressional 
District _____________1914|WalterC. Cabell "Democrat, Progressive-Roosevelt" Lost Manual of the Legislature 1915 595

(Unclear how 
many seats 
open)______1914 [John H. Adamson Passaic County, Assembly "Democrat, Progressive-Roosevelt" Manual of the Legislature 1915 595

(Unclear how 
many seats 
open)______1914 Louis Boselli Passaic County, Assembly "Democrat, Progressive-Roosevelt" Manual of the Legislature 1915
(Unclear how 
many seats 
jopen)______1914 iJames J. Cullington [Passaic County, Assembly "Democrat, Progressive-Roosevelt" Manual of the Legislature 1915
(Unclear how 
many seats 
open)______1914 Louis V. Hinchcliffe Passaic County, Assembly "Democrat, Progressive-Roosevelt" Manual of the Legislature 1915 595

(Unclear how 
many seats
open)______
Lost

1914 Dr. Gilbert Van Vranken jPassaic County. Assembly Manual of the Legislature 1915"Democrat, Progressive-Roosevelt" 595
19171 Wilfred B. Wolcott [Camden County, State Senate Democrat, Fusion-Independent Manual of the Legislature 1918 496
1917 Nelson W. Cox [Camden County, Assembly Manual of the Legislature 1918Democrat. Fusion-Independent Unclear 496
1917 Louis B. Le Due Camden County, Assembly Democrat, Fusion-Independent Manual of the Legislature 1918Unclear 496
1917 David R. Lee Camden County, Assembly Democrat, Fusion-Independent Manual of the Legislature 1918Unclear 496

"Dem and Fusion-Independent" -
Courier Post (Camden. NJ) Monday.

1917 Duncan W. Blake Jr. jCamden County, Sheriff Democrat, Fusion-Independent Lost November 5. 1917
"Dem and Fusion-Independent" -
Courier Post (Camden. NJ) Monday.

1917 Joseph E. Nowrey Camden County, Surrogate Democrat, Fusion-Independent November5, 1917Lost

[Republican, Democrat "A Republican 
[whom the Democrats also nominated"19181 Elias Bertram Mott Morris County, County Clerk Uncontested Manual of the Legislature 1919

1919 Coe [Camden County, Assembly Democrat, Non-Partisan League Manual of the Legislature 1920 487Lost

Democrat, Non-Partisan League1920 [Victor King [Camden County, Sheriff Manual of the Legislature 1921 468Lost

list of candidates - Courier Post
(Camden. NJ) Monday. November 1

1920 [John Winton iCamden, Council, 1st Ward 1920Democrat, Non-Partisan League Lost

list of candidates - Courier Post
(Camden. NJ) Monday. November 1

1920 [John T. Linsner Jr. Camden, Council, 7th Ward Democrat, Non-Partisan League Lost 1920

list of candidates - Courier Post
(Camden. NJ) Monday. November 1

Fred W. Schorpp1920 ICamden, Council. 8th Ward Democrat, Non-Partisan League
[Won 1920

list of candidates - Courier Post
(Camden. NJ) Monday. November 1Democrat, Non-Partisan League, 

Independent Improvement Party1920IJ. BlairCuthbert Camden, Council, 10th Ward
[Won 1920
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BEFORE THE NEW JERSEY

In re: Nominating Petition of Hon. Tom SECRETARY OF STATE,

Malinowski for Congressional District 7 DIVISION OF ELECTIONS

ASHLEY DITTUS, of full age, certifies as follows:

I am a Commissioner of Elections for Ulster County, New York. All facts set forth in this1.

Certification have been collected by me or under my supervision.

I have served in this role since 2017.1 joined the staff of the Ulster County Board of2.

Elections (the “Board”) in 2010, in an entry-level role as a Registrar Clerk. I became an

Administrative Assistant in 2014 and became a Deputy Commissioner in 2016.

The Board is a body within the Ulster County government that administers all federal, state,3.

and local elections in Ulster County and maintains the roll of over 132,000 Ulster County

voters, all pursuant to New York and federal law.

The Board administers partisan county-wide general elections every year. Federal and state4.

elections are held in even years; county and local elections are generally held in odd years.

The Board has also administered six partisan state, county or municipal special elections

since 2012.

In administering each general election, I and my fellow Commissioner:5.
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a. Oversee the Board’s voter registration functions and its maintenance of the

registration and party enrollment lists;

b. Establish polling places;

c. Certify ballots;

d. Oversee the design and printing of paper ballots;

e. Coordinate the testing and calibration of voting machines;

f. Train election inspectors;

g. Oversee the setup and administration of poll sites, and the deployment of

inspectors and technicians to poll sites when the need arises;

h. Open and canvass all provisional, affidavit, and absentee ballots;

i. Oversee the initial and final canvas of all ballots cast by the voters of Ulster

County;

j. Issue rulings on the validity of individual ballots; and

k. Respond to inquiries by members of the public, candidates for office and their

representatives, political party officials, and the press about the Board’s policies

and procedures.

6. The Board itself is made up of two Commissioners, who are appointed by the Ulster County

Legislature with the recommendation of the Democratic or Republican parties’ county

committees. The Commissioners are year-round, full-time employees of the Board. The

Board also maintains a year-round staff of four Registrar Clerks, two Administrative

Assistants, two Voting System Technicians, two utility clerks, and two Deputy

Commissioners.
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7. For each general election, our staff expands to include 600-700 part time Election Inspectors

(the general title that encompasses all temporary election staff including but not limited to

poll site workers, supervisors and coordinators) to run six early voting sites and 83 Election

Day polling places, and to report election-day results. I estimate that that each temporary

election day staffer works approximately 16 to 18 hours in the course of fulfilling their role;

early voting staff may work an additional eight to 72 hours.

8. New York’s Election Law provides for each political party to have its own line or column on

the general election ballot, and further allows candidates to be nominated by multiple parties,

appearing separately on each such party’s ballot line. Under this “fusion voting” system, the

Board records and reports the number of votes cast for any given candidate on each of the

party lines on which the candidate appears, and ultimately tallies those votes together to

determine the total number of votes cast for that candidate. This system allows voters to

declare not only their preferred candidate, but also their choice among the parties that have

nominated that candidate. As a result, it is very common in New York elections, including

elections in Ulster County, for multiple political parties to nominate the same candidates, and

for those candidates to appear on multiple party lines.

9. Ulster County, like all counties in New York, uses electronic voting machines to read hand-

marked paper ballots. If a voter votes on multiple party lines for the same candidate, the

machine is programmed to beep and display a message notifying the voter of the issue. The

machine gives the voter a choice between casting the ballot or filling out a new one. If the

voter chooses to cast the ballot, their vote will be recorded on the first party line they marked.

If the voter chooses to fill out a new ballot, the machine will eject the original, so that the

voter can return it to an election inspector in exchange for a new blank. The election
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inspector must mark the original ballot as spoiled and preserve it in a separate bag. In any

given election, only a handful of ballots are spoiled, with the vast majority of poll sites

returning no spoiled ballots. For absentee and affidavit ballots, which are not counted by

machine at the time the voter casts them, there is no opportunity for a voter to fill out a new 

ballot. All such ballots are machine-tabulated and their votes are recorded on the first party

line that the voter marked. I worked for the Board when this system was instituted, and it is

my understanding that it was not difficult to program.

10. Before every election, the Board tests every machine for various potential issues and errors.

We run ten test ballots through each of the County’s 163 voting machines, with three ballots

specifically testing the machine’s response to multiple votes cast for the same candidate. A

test ballot costs $.45, so the Board’s overall materials cost to test a machine’s response to

multiple votes for the same candidate is $220.05. The Board’s annual budget is between $2

million and $2.5 million per year, meaning that the purchase of test ballots for fusion-related

quality control represents no more than 0.01% of the Board’s total budget.

11.1 and my fellow Commissioner personally conduct group trainings for all Election Inspectors

on their specific roles. Depending on the inspector’s assignment, training takes between two

and three and a half hours. It is my experience that Election Inspectors almost never, if ever,

receive questions about fusion voting, nor do Election Inspectors require any general or

background information about fusion voting. Therefore, the only topic related to fusion

voting in the Election Inspector training is a description of the process triggered when a voter

enters a ballot with multiple votes for the same candidate into a voting machine. I estimate

that this part of the training takes roughly five minutes, with the possibility of questions that

may last another few minutes.
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12. The Board and our staff spend approximately one third of our time responding to inquiries

from the public, the press, political parties, and candidates and their representatives about the

Board’s policies and procedures. We most often receive these inquiries via telephone, email,

and via a contact form on our website. I myself cannot recall ever having received an inquiry

from a voter confused about fusion voting. The protocol for my staff is to refer questions

about the election law to me or to my Deputy Commissioner, and I cannot recall my staff has

ever referring an inquiry about fusion voting to me.

13.1 cannot identify any further Board time or resources attributable to fusion voting or any

candidate’s appearance on multiple party lines on the general election ballot.

I certify that the foregoing statements made by me are true. I am aware that if any of the

foregoing statements made by me are willfully false, that I am subject to punishment.

Ashley Dittos

Dated: June 2022
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BEFORE THE NEW JERSEY

In re: Nominating Petition of Hon. Tom SECRETARY OF STATE,

Malinowski for Congressional District 7 DIVISION OF ELECTIONS

BRAD LANDER, of full age, certifies as follows:

I have served as the New York City Comptroller since January 1, 2022. As New York1.

City’s budget watchdog and chief accountability officer, every day is another opportunity to

make government work better for all New Yorkers. Prior to this role, I served three terms on the

New York City Council, representing the 39th District. In that role, I led efforts to protect

workers and build a more equitable economy, protect and support our students in public schools,

expand affordable housing, combat discriminatory stop-and-frisk policing, and expand

participatory budgeting. Prior to holding public office, I spent over a decade in the non-profit

sector working to expand affordable and sustainable housing throughout New York City. I

submit this certification in my personal capacity.

Eve been a New Yorker since the early 1990s, so I am no stranger to fusion balloting. I2.

remember the Liberal Party’s cross-endorsement votes carrying Giuliani into City Hall in 1993,

and the Conservative Party’s support putting Pataki into the governor’s mansion a year later.

While neither may have been my preferred candidate, I welcomed the promise and potential of
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the fusion system (a system, regrettably, that party bosses in my home state of Missouri

succeeded in quashing a long time ago). Fusion can break down the unnecessary and artificial

premise that the only way to support a candidate with a plausible chance of winning is to vote for

the Democratic Party or Republican Party. Instead, fusion invites us to vote for a candidate who

can win and a party that inspires us and best reflects our preferences, values, and ideals.

When I decided to first run for City Council in 2009,1 set out to earn both the3.

Democratic Party and Working Families Party nominations. Then, as now, I identified as a

Working Families-Democrat. Neither label alone captures my philosophy, and I thought it was

critically important that voters get a clear picture of who I was and what I stood for. I was

particularly interested in showing the voters, labor unions, grassroots organizations, and other

citizen groups that comprise the Working Families Party coalition that I understood, cared about,

and would push hard for the issues that convinced them to form and develop their own party in

the first place. I was (and still am) inspired by the countless hours these folks put into the

unglamorous work of local politics, fighting to give everyone in our city a fair deal. Acting

alone, their noble intentions were unlikely to amount to much. But acting as one, standing astride

the WFP ballot line every fall, they are moving mountains.

Each election then presented an opportunity for me—and my colleagues on City4.

Council—to know whether and to what extent the voters agreed with the goals and priorities

championed by fusing minor parties. When there isn’t a ballot line that allows every single voter

to speak directly to us, their elected leaders, it can be hard to tell the difference between phantom

public outcry manufactured by admen and consultants, and sincere, widespread concern about

the direction of our city. For me, the message I got from voters in 39th District was loud and

clear. In that first campaign for City Council, nearly 17% of the votes I received came on the
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WFP line. When I sought re-election in 2013, that number rose to 19%. And by my second re-

election campaign in 2017, it was more than 21%. These figures are taken from public records

prepared by public officials or from otherwise reliable sources, specifically, the New York City

Board of Elections Election Results Archive, which can be accessed at

https://vote.nvc/paae/election-results-summary.

When I ran for Comptroller in 2021,1 again sought out and obtained the Working5.

Families Party cross-endorsement. With signature-gathering rules in flux because of the COVID-

19 pandemic, an unexpected issue meant, regrettably, that I didn’t have a Working Families

Party line on the ballot in November 2021.1 can’t prove the negative, but I am quite confident

that fewer voters pulled a lever in the Comptroller race because there wasn’t a way to support me

without directly associating with the Democratic Party. Just as I am confident that if voters in the

39th District had lacked the opportunity to vote for candidates (such as myself) on a cross-

endorsed minor party’s line and were instead compelled to vote either Democratic or Republican,

fewer of them would have cast a ballot. In any future election, I look forward to again earning

the support of the WFP and having their crucial line on the ballot bearing my name.

6. While fusion is an important and useful tool in any election, it would seem to have

particular value in “swing” elections, where a minor party cross-endorsement could make all the

difference in determining which major party candidate prevails. Again, Giuliani and Pataki are

obvious examples. Minor fusion parties routinely play this role in local and state legislative

elections in New York City and upstate. This dynamic could be particularly pronounced with a

prominent and committedly “centrist” minor fusion party that sought to incentivize candidates

from both sides to come to the political center—or at least embrace issues that shouldn’t be

subject to partisan dispute, like free and fair elections, the rule of law, etc.
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Every time I have run for public office, I have been endorsed by grassroots movements,7.

interest groups, labor unions, civic organizations, and others. While each of these were helpful in

conveying something about my views and priorities to a segment of my electorate, their potential

impact was dwarfed by the formal nomination of a political party on the ballot itself. No other

form of organizational support at the same time highlights the sort of candidate and person that I

am, while also inviting voters to formally direct me to further prioritize a clearly articulated set

of values and priorities.

Indeed, my cross-endorsement by the Working Families Party was an invaluable bridge8.

to connecting with voters disillusioned by the two-party system generally, many of whom were

left-of-center but felt that the Democratic Party has failed to prioritize the needs of working-class

and poor families. Despite the hawing by some of my Democratic colleagues who want to get rid

of fusion in New York, in this way fusion actually can strengthen the major parties and prevent

fragmentation. Fusion can serve as a pressure valve, allowing for a constructive and

collaborative re-direction of discontented energy at the edges of a major party. The stakes of

major party control are substantially lessened when there is an alternative, viable path to political

power. While individual egos can (and certainly have) muddy the waters, a working, though

competitive and at times adversarial, relationship is possible between a major party and minor

party that are ideologically related, but distinct. Without fusion, this insurgent energy is either

directed into movement for a spoiler third party or existential in-fighting over the heart and soul

(and purse strings) of the major party. Not only can that process itself tear a party apart, but it

can create an opening for an extremist faction to swallow whole one of the two major parties.

Sadly, that’s the story of today’s Republican Party at the national level, and in many states too.
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I am a registered member of the Democratic Party. And I likely will be for a very long9.

time. But it’s crystal clear to me that a rigid two-party system—even one where Democrats win

more than they lose—is not good for our democracy. Two, and only two, options might be fine

in certain contexts. But in politics, it’s never that simple. We all hold our own unique set of

views and perspectives; some are deeply held, others tentative, and plenty are contradictory. Yet,

when a state bans fusion, it forces every voter and every candidate who want to play a serious

role in our elections into one of two boxes. It confirms the fears of the disillusioned that they do

not, in fact, have a voice. It pushes people away from politics, and for those who remain, the us-

versus-them fight only gets more heated and intense. Fusion doesn’t turn the two-party system

upside down; it only takes the briefest glimpse at New York or Connecticut to see that the

Democratic Party and Republican Party still have their hands on the wheel. But fusion does just

enough to take the edge off the two-party system, allowing for majority coalition-building, new

opportunities for persuasion and participation, and a more flexible politics.

I certify that the foregoing statements made by me are true. I am aware that if any of the

foregoing statements made by me are willfully false, that I am subject to punishment.

/s/Brad Lander

Brad Lander

Dated: June 6, 2022
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: BEFORE THE NEW JERSEY 
In re: Nominating Petition of Hon. Tom : SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Malinowski for Congressional District 7 : DIVISION OF ELECTIONS 

: 
: 
: 

ALEX NAVARRO-McKAY, of full age, certifies as follows: 

1. I am a managing director of BerlinRosen, an advertising, public relations,

and marketing firm.  Since joining the firm in 2008, I have been a lead consultant for over 

100 campaigns, including state, federal, local and ballot initiatives. Before joining 

BerlinRosen, I worked shaping media and policy strategy for national, state and local 

campaigns, working closely with unions and grassroots groups. 

2. BerlinRosen was engaged by Weissman & Mintz, counsel to certain

Appellants in this matter, to create illustrative examples of 2022 New Jersey ballots, to 

demonstrate the appearance of such ballots (i) under the status quo; and (ii) alternatively, 

if disaggregated fusion voting were legal in New Jersey, and that Congressman Tom 

Malinowski were printed on the ballot as the nominee of both the Democratic and 

Moderate Parties; and (iii) alternatively, hypothesizing a scenario where the Moderate 

Party nominated a candidate other than Congressman Malinowski.  It was decided that 

we would create a design for the ballots as they would appear to the voters of 

Flemington Borough, the county seat of Hunterdon County, New Jersey, for the 

2022 general election. 

3. To perform this project, I requested and received URL links to the county

clerk’s website showing the design and layout of (i) the 2018 voting machine ballot in 

Flemington Borough and a (ii) the 2020 paper (i.e., sample, mail-in, or provisional) ballot 
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in Flemington Borough.1  I also received a list of all the candidates expected to appear on 

the 2022 general election ballot for various offices.  (It was not possible to list the names 

of the candidates for board of education, as the petition filing for such deadlines has not 

yet passed, so we used placeholders for such candidates designated “Candidate A and 

“Candidate B” representing two potential candidates for such office). 

 4. Using the design features of the actual 2018 and 2020 ballots as set forth 

above, and the list of 2022 candidates as set forth above, at my direction and under my 

supervision, my staff proceeded to create illustrative examples of the 2022 ballots.  In 

doing so, we adhered to the applicable design features such as general layout, colors, 

fonts, borders, rule lines, instructions, cast-vote button, column headers, row headers, 

slogans, and all other features that were apparent from the 2018 and 2020 ballots.  Using 

that information, we then recreated illustrative ballots in a form that realistically reflects 

what voting machine and mail in voters in Flemington Borough would be expected to see 

in November 2022 under the status quo, a scenario where disaggregated fusion is legal, 

and a scenario hypothesizing the status quo law, but where the Moderate Party 

nominated someone other than Congressman Malinowski. 

 5. Exhibit A represents the expected appearance of a full-face voting machine 

ballot under existing state law (i.e., Moderate Party’s nomination of Congressman 

Malinowski omitted from ballot) and the expected design features for the 2022 general 

election. 

 6. Exhibit B represents the expected appearance of a full-face voting machine 

ballot using expected design features but in a scenario situation where disaggregated 

 
1 Those 2018 and 2020 ballots may be found in the Certification of Whitney Quesenbery filed separately 
in support of Congressman Malinowski’s nominating petition. 
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fusion is legal and Congressman Malinowski appears on the ballot as the nominee of the 

Moderate Party. 

 7. Exhibit C represents the expected appearance of a full-face voting machine 

using expected design features and applying existing state law, but where “John Doe,” 

not Congressman Malinowski, is the nominee of the Moderate Party for Congress. 

 8. Exhibits A, B, and C are reduced in size to accommodate the limitations of 

a standard 8.5” x 11” paper size for submission to the Secretary of State. In reality, the 

paper, sample ballot that voters receive in the mail and the actual voting machine screen 

that would display this ballot would be substantially larger, as would all design features 

and text.  

 9. Exhibit D represents the expected appearance of a mail-in or provisional 

ballot under existing state law (i.e., Moderate Party’s nomination of Congressman 

Malinowski omitted from ballot) and the expected design features for the 2022 general 

election. 

 10. Exhibit E represents the expected appearance of a mail-in or provisional 

ballot using expected design features but in a scenario where disaggregated fusion is 

legal and Congressman Malinowski appears on the ballot as the nominee of the Moderate 

Party. 

 11. Exhibit F represents the expected appearance of a mail-in or provisional 

ballot using expected design features and applying existing state law, but where “John 

Doe,” not Congressman Malinowski, is the nominee of the Moderate Party for Congress. 
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 I certify that the foregoing statements made by me are true. I am aware that if any 

of the foregoing statements made by me are willfully false, that I am subject to 

punishment. 

  

 
       

Dated: July 5, 2022  

Peff2~-/tI;,
ALEX NAVARRO-McKAY (/7
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Exhibit A – Expected appearance for a full-face voting machine ballot under existing state law



THIS BALLOT CANNOT BE VOTED. IT IS A SAMPLE OF THE OFFICIAL GENERAL AND SCHOOL ELECTION BALLOT USED IN THE VOTING MACHINES ON ELECTION DAY.

OFFICIAL GENERAL ELECTION SAMPLE BALLOT
Flemington Borough • 7th Congressional District • Hunterdon County, New Jersey

Tuesday, November 8, 2022

Mary H. Mel�
Hunterdon County Clerk

REPUBLICAN
DEMOCRATIC

NOMINATION BY PETITION

NOMINATION BY PETITION

NOMINATION BY PETITION

NOMINATION BY PETITION

NOMINATION BY PETITION

NOMINATION BY PETITION

WRITE-IN

OFFICE TITLE
U.S. HOUSE OF

REPRESENTATIVES
Two (2) Year Term
Vote for One (1)

SHERIFF
Three (3) Year Term

Vote for One (1)

THOMAS H.
KEAN Jr.

Frederick W.
BROWN

Dominick
PUZIO

ZACHARY
T. RICH 

JOHN E.
LANZA

DONALD
BECKER

MARCIA A.
KARROW 

BETSY
DRIVER

HOPE
COHEN

TOM
MALINOWSKI

VICTORIA
FERNANDEZ
Of, By, For

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
Three (3) Year Term

Vote for Two (2)

MAYOR
Four (4) Year Term

Vote for One (1)

BOROUGH COUNCIL
Three (3) Year Term

Vote for Two (2)

BOROUGH COUNCIL
Two (2) Year Unexpired Term

Vote for one (1)

DONALD 
ECKEL

JEREMY
LONG

JAMES
WEINTRAUB

MELISSA
SWINGLE

E. ANTHONY “TONY”
PARKER

JESSICA
HAND

OFFICIAL SCHOOL ELECTION BALLOT

CANDIDATES

MEMBERSHIP TO THE BOARD OF
EDUCATION

THREE (3) YEAR TERM
VOTE FOR ONE (1)

Candidate BCandidate A

WRITE IN

FLEMINGTON-RARITAN REGIONAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

TO RECORD YOUR VOTE
DO NOT PRESS THE ‘CAST VOTE’ BUTTON

UNTIL YOU HAVE MADE
ALL DESIRED SELECTIONS

CAST VOTE BUTTON

ILLUSTRATIVE BALLOT 
FOR LITIGATION 
PURPOSES ONLY 
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Exhibit B – Expected appearance of a full-face voting machine ballot if fusion voting was legal and Congressman Malinowski appears on ballot as the nominee of the Moderate Party



THIS BALLOT CANNOT BE VOTED. IT IS A SAMPLE OF THE OFFICIAL GENERAL AND SCHOOL ELECTION BALLOT USED IN THE VOTING MACHINES ON ELECTION DAY.

OFFICIAL GENERAL ELECTION SAMPLE BALLOT
Flemington Borough • 7th Congressional District • Hunterdon County, New Jersey

Tuesday, November 8, 2022

Mary H. Mel�
Hunterdon County Clerk

OFFICIAL SCHOOL ELECTION BALLOT

CANDIDATES

MEMBERSHIP TO THE BOARD OF
EDUCATION

THREE (3) YEAR TERM
VOTE FOR ONE (1)

Candidate BCandidate A

WRITE IN

FLEMINGTON-RARITAN REGIONAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

TO RECORD YOUR VOTE
DO NOT PRESS THE ‘CAST VOTE’ BUTTON

UNTIL YOU HAVE MADE
ALL DESIRED SELECTIONS

CAST VOTE BUTTON

ILLUSTRATIVE BALLOT 
FOR LITIGATION 
PURPOSES ONLY 

REPUBLICAN
DEMOCRATIC

NOMINATION BY PETITION

NOMINATION BY PETITION

NOMINATION BY PETITION

NOMINATION BY PETITION

NOMINATION BY PETITION

NOMINATION BY PETITION

WRITE-IN

OFFICE TITLE
U.S. HOUSE OF

REPRESENTATIVES
Two (2) Year Term
Vote for One (1)

SHERIFF
Three (3) Year Term

Vote for One (1)

THOMAS H.
KEAN Jr.

Frederick W.
BROWN

Dominick
PUZIO

ZACHARY
T. RICH 

JOHN E.
LANZA

DONALD
BECKER

MARCIA A.
KARROW 

BETSY
DRIVER

HOPE
COHEN

TOM
MALINOWSKI

TOM
MALINOWSKI
Moderate Party

VICTORIA
FERNANDEZ
Of, By, For

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
Three (3) Year Term

Vote for Two (2)

MAYOR
Four (4) Year Term

Vote for One (1)

BOROUGH COUNCIL
Three (3) Year Term

Vote for Two (2)

BOROUGH COUNCIL
Two (2) Year Unexpired Term

Vote for one (1)

DONALD 
ECKEL

JEREMY
LONG

JAMES
WEINTRAUB

MELISSA
SWINGLE

E. ANTHONY “TONY”
PARKER

JESSICA
HAND
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Exhibit C – Expected appearance for a full-face voting machine ballot under existing state law but “John Doe” is the nominee of the Moderate Party



THIS BALLOT CANNOT BE VOTED. IT IS A SAMPLE OF THE OFFICIAL GENERAL AND SCHOOL ELECTION BALLOT USED IN THE VOTING MACHINES ON ELECTION DAY.

OFFICIAL GENERAL ELECTION SAMPLE BALLOT
Flemington Borough • 7th Congressional District • Hunterdon County, New Jersey

Tuesday, November 8, 2022

Mary H. Mel�
Hunterdon County Clerk

OFFICIAL SCHOOL ELECTION BALLOT

CANDIDATES

MEMBERSHIP TO THE BOARD OF
EDUCATION

THREE (3) YEAR TERM
VOTE FOR ONE (1)

Candidate BCandidate A

WRITE IN

FLEMINGTON-RARITAN REGIONAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

TO RECORD YOUR VOTE
DO NOT PRESS THE ‘CAST VOTE’ BUTTON

UNTIL YOU HAVE MADE
ALL DESIRED SELECTIONS

CAST VOTE BUTTON

REPUBLICAN
DEMOCRATIC

NOMINATION BY PETITION

NOMINATION BY PETITION

NOMINATION BY PETITION

NOMINATION BY PETITION

NOMINATION BY PETITION

NOMINATION BY PETITION

WRITE-IN

OFFICE TITLE
U.S. HOUSE OF

REPRESENTATIVES
Two (2) Year Term
Vote for One (1)

SHERIFF
Three (3) Year Term

Vote for One (1)

THOMAS H.
KEAN Jr.

Frederick W.
BROWN

Dominick
PUZIO

ZACHARY
T. RICH 

JOHN E.
LANZA

DONALD
BECKER

MARCIA A.
KARROW 

BETSY
DRIVER

HOPE
COHEN

TOM
MALINOWSKI

JOHN
DOE
Moderate Party

VICTORIA
FERNANDEZ
Of, By, For

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
Three (3) Year Term

Vote for Two (2)

MAYOR
Four (4) Year Term

Vote for One (1)

BOROUGH COUNCIL
Three (3) Year Term

Vote for Two (2)

BOROUGH COUNCIL
Two (2) Year Unexpired Term

Vote for one (1)

DONALD 
ECKEL

JEREMY
LONG

JAMES
WEINTRAUB

MELISSA
SWINGLE

E. ANTHONY “TONY”
PARKER

JESSICA
HAND

ILLUSTRATIVE BALLOT 
FOR LITIGATION 
PURPOSES ONLY 
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Exhibit D – Expected appearance of a mail-in ballotunder existing state law



BALLOT CONTINUES IN NEXT COLUMN BALLOT CONTINUES IN NEXT COLUMN BALLOT CONTINUES ON OTHER SIDE

OFFICIAL PROVISIONAL BALLOT
GENERAL ELECTION • November 8, 2022 • Hunterdon County, NJ • 7th Congressional District

FLEMINGTON BOROUGH

IMPORTANT INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS

Please read the following before marking your
ballot:
1. Use ONLY a pencil or ink pen (black or blue) 

to mark your ballot. Do not use red ink.
2. Completely fill in oval to the right of each of

 your selections.
MARK BALLOT LIKE THIS:

John DOE 
3. To vote for any person whose name is not

printed on this ballot, darken the oval by the
words “write-in” for the office in which you
want to write-in. Write the name of the person
for which you wish to vote on the blank line.

4. If you tear, deface or incorrectly mark this 
ballot,return it to the Hunterdon County
 Clerk’s Election Office and obtain a new ballot.

Mary H. Mel�
Hunterdon County Clerk

MAYOR
Vote for One (1) • Three (3) Year Term 

BETSY DRIVER

CANDIDATE A

Democratic
MARCIA A. KARROW
Republican
WRITE-IN

FLEMINGTON-RARITAN
REGIONAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

MEMBERSHIP TO THE BOARD OF EDUCATION
FLEMINGTON BOROUGH

Vote for One (1) • Three (3) Year Term

WRITE-IN

UNITED STATES HOUSE 
OF REPRESENTATIVES

Vote for One (1) • Two (2) Year Term

TOM MALINOWSKI
Democratic  
THOMAS H. KEAN JR.

VICTORIA FERNANDEZ .
Republican

Of, By, For
WRITE-IN

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
Vote for Two (2) • Three (3) Year Term

HOPE COHEN
Democratic

DONALD BECKER
Democratic
JOHN E. LANZA
Republican
ZACHARY T. RICH
Republican

WRITE-IN

WRITE-IN

WRITE-IN

FREDERICK W. BROWN
Republican

SHERIFF
Vote for One (1) • Three (3) Year Term 

DOMINICK PUZIO
Democratic

BOROUGH COUNCIL
Vote for Two (2) • Three (3) Year Term 

JEREMY LONG
Democratic
JESSICA HAND
Democratic

JAMES WEINTRAUB
Republican
WRITE-IN

WRITE-IN

DONALD ECKEL
Republican

BOROUGH COUNCIL
Vote for One (1) • Two (2) Year Unexpired Term 

E. ANTHONY “TONY” PARKER
Democratic
MELISSA SWINGLE
Republican

WRITE-IN

CANDIDATE B

OFFICIAL
SCHOOL ELECTION

SAMPLE BALLOT

ILLUSTRATIVE BALLOT FOR LITIGATION PURPOSES ONLY 
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Exhibit E 
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kmarrero
Typewritten Text
Exhibit E – Expected appearance of a mail-in ballot if fusion voting was legal and congressman  Malinowski appears on ballot as the nominee of the Moderate Party



BALLOT CONTINUES IN NEXT COLUMN BALLOT CONTINUES IN NEXT COLUMN BALLOT CONTINUES ON OTHER SIDE

OFFICIAL PROVISIONAL BALLOT
GENERAL ELECTION • November 8, 2022 • Hunterdon County, NJ • 7th Congressional District

FLEMINGTON BOROUGH

IMPORTANT INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS

Please read the following before marking your
ballot:
1. Use ONLY a pencil or ink pen (black or blue) 

to mark your ballot. Do not use red ink.
2. Completely fill in oval to the right of each of

 your selections.
MARK BALLOT LIKE THIS:

John DOE 
3. To vote for any person whose name is not

printed on this ballot, darken the oval by the
words “write-in” for the office in which you
want to write-in. Write the name of the person
for which you wish to vote on the blank line.

4. If you tear, deface or incorrectly mark this 
ballot,return it to the Hunterdon County
 Clerk’s Election Office and obtain a new ballot.

Mary H. Mel�
Hunterdon County Clerk

MAYOR
Vote for One (1) • Three (3) Year Term 

BETSY DRIVER

CANDIDATE A

Democratic
MARCIA A. KARROW
Republican
WRITE-IN

FLEMINGTON-RARITAN
REGIONAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

MEMBERSHIP TO THE BOARD OF EDUCATION
FLEMINGTON BOROUGH

Vote for One (1) • Three (3) Year Term

WRITE-IN

UNITED STATES HOUSE 
OF REPRESENTATIVES

Vote for One (1) • Two (2) Year Term

TOM MALINOWSKI

TOM MALINOWSKI

Democratic  
THOMAS H. KEAN JR.

VICTORIA FERNANDEZ .

Republican

Of, By, For
WRITE-IN

Moderate Party

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
Vote for Two (2) • Three (3) Year Term

HOPE COHEN
Democratic

DONALD BECKER
Democratic
JOHN E. LANZA
Republican
ZACHARY T. RICH
Republican

WRITE-IN

WRITE-IN

WRITE-IN

FREDERICK W. BROWN
Republican

SHERIFF
Vote for One (1) • Three (3) Year Term 

DOMINICK PUZIO
Democratic

BOROUGH COUNCIL
Vote for Two (2) • Three (3) Year Term 

JEREMY LONG
Democratic
JESSICA HAND
Democratic

JAMES WEINTRAUB
Republican
WRITE-IN

WRITE-IN

DONALD ECKEL
Republican

CANDIDATE B

OFFICIAL
SCHOOL ELECTION

SAMPLE BALLOT

ILLUSTRATIVE BALLOT FOR LITIGATION PURPOSES ONLY 

W

BOROUGH COUNCIL
Vote for One (1) • Two (2) Year Unexpired Term 

E. ANTHONY “TONY” PARKER
Democratic
MELISSA SWINGLE
Republican

RITE-IN
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Exhibit F 
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kmarrero
Typewritten Text
Exhibit F - Expected appearance for a mail-in ballot under existing state law but “John Doe” is the nominee of the Moderate Party



BALLOT CONTINUES IN NEXT COLUMN BALLOT CONTINUES IN NEXT COLUMN BALLOT CONTINUES ON OTHER SIDE

OFFICIAL PROVISIONAL BALLOT
GENERAL ELECTION • November 8, 2022 • Hunterdon County, NJ • 7th Congressional District

FLEMINGTON BOROUGH

IMPORTANT INSTRUCTIONS TO VOTERS

Please read the following before marking your
ballot:
1. Use ONLY a pencil or ink pen (black or blue) 

to mark your ballot. Do not use red ink.
2. Completely fill in oval to the right of each of

 your selections.
MARK BALLOT LIKE THIS:

John DOE 
3. To vote for any person whose name is not

printed on this ballot, darken the oval by the
words “write-in” for the office in which you
want to write-in. Write the name of the person
for which you wish to vote on the blank line.

4. If you tear, deface or incorrectly mark this 
ballot,return it to the Hunterdon County
 Clerk’s Election Office and obtain a new ballot.

Mary H. Mel�
Hunterdon County Clerk

MAYOR
Vote for One (1) • Three (3) Year Term 

BETSY DRIVER

CANDIDATE A

Democratic
MARCIA A. KARROW
Republican
WRITE-IN

FLEMINGTON-RARITAN
REGIONAL SCHOOL DISTRICT

MEMBERSHIP TO THE BOARD OF EDUCATION
FLEMINGTON BOROUGH

Vote for One (1) • Three (3) Year Term

WRITE-IN

UNITED STATES HOUSE 
OF REPRESENTATIVES

Vote for One (1) • Two (2) Year Term

TOM MALINOWSKI
Democratic  
THOMAS H. KEAN JR.

VICTORIA FERNANDEZ .

Republican

Of, By, For
WRITE-IN

JOHN DOE
Moderate Party

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
Vote for Two (2) • Three (3) Year Term

HOPE COHEN
Democratic

DONALD BECKER
Democratic
JOHN E. LANZA
Republican
ZACHARY T. RICH
Republican

WRITE-IN

WRITE-IN

WRITE-IN

FREDERICK W. BROWN
Republican

SHERIFF
Vote for One (1) • Three (3) Year Term 

DOMINICK PUZIO
Democratic

BOROUGH COUNCIL
Vote for Two (2) • Three (3) Year Term 

JEREMY LONG
Democratic
JESSICA HAND
Democratic

JAMES WEINTRAUB
Republican
WRITE-IN

WRITE-IN

DONALD ECKEL
Republican

CANDIDATE B

OFFICIAL
SCHOOL ELECTION

SAMPLE BALLOT

ILLUSTRATIVE BALLOT FOR LITIGATION PURPOSES ONLY 

W

BOROUGH COUNCIL
Vote for One (1) • Two (2) Year Unexpired Term 

E. ANTHONY “TONY” PARKER
Democratic
MELISSA SWINGLE
Republican

RITE-IN
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2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

PETITION FOR MEMBER OF THE UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
50 Signatures Required (N.J.SA 19:13-5)

PETITION OF DIRECT NOMINATION FOR THE GENERAL ELECTION

7th
__ CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

For Division of Elections Use:

Total Number of Signatures on this Petition _

Total Number of Signatures on all Petitions _Iii! By checking this box, I acknowledge that I have confirmed my congressional district at the following
link: https:/Iwww.njredistrictingcommission.org/adoption2022map.asp. I further acknowledge the
congressional district listed above is the district I intend on being a candidate in as a result of re-districting.

To the Honorable Secretary of State: (N.J.S.A. 19:13-3)

Each signer of this petition certifies that the following statements are true:

1) I reside in the State of New Jersey in the Seventh (7th) Congressional District;

2) I am a qualified voter therein;

3) I have not signed any other petition of nomination for the primary or for the general election for such office; and
4) I request that you cause to be printed upon the official general election ballot the name of the candidate listed below. (N.J.SA 19:13-4).

Name of Candidate: -::-..,.,..--,--_.,..T.,..o..,m--::-M--,a_l_i_n_o_w_s_k_~_·=_--::-_,---_...,-- _
(Name must appear the same on all petition booklets to be filed.) (Please print or type name)

15 Welisewitz Rd.

Residential Address

P.O. Box 263

Post Office Address

tpmalinowski@gmail.com

(Candidate Email Address)

City

Ctty

Ringoes

Somerville

08851

Zip Code

08876

Zip Code

ALL INFORMATION ABOVE MUST BE COMPLETED PRIOR TO CIRCULATION
Petition filing deadline - Before 4 p.m. on June 7, 2022 (N.J.S.A.19:13-9)

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETEO PAGE 1304a

kmarrero
Typewritten Text
Petitions nominating Rep. Tom Malinowski, filed June 7, 2022 (relevant pages)



Signature Print Name
SIGNATURE SHEET

2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.s. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Residence Address (Number, Street, City, Zip Code)
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2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATrvES

OATH OF ALLEGIANCE
Candidate Need Only Sign This Page Once for All Petitions

QUALIFICATIONS FOR CANDIDATE FOR THE OFFICE OF MEMBER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES:

Shall have attained the age of 25 years by the day of the sweartng into office
United States Citizen for 7 years by the day of the swearing into office

Resident of New Jersey as of the day of the General Election

State of New Jersey

County of
: ss.

I, ---;O(Y) (YI?IvI \(\ 0 wsl(; ,do solemnly swear (or affirm) that 1will support the Constitution of the United States and the Constitution
(Print Name of House of Representative Candidate)

of the State of New Jersey; that 1will bear true faith and allegiance to the same and to the Governments established in the United States and in this State,
under the authority of the people.

So help me God.

Swom and subscribed to before me in

(List county where Oath was signed and notarized)

this fi> day of ;:J().I)(..
(Day) (Month)

~

N.J., on

207..2-·, --
(Year)

(Signature of HoG-se of Representative Candidate)

LISA MANDELBLATT
Notary Public. State of New Jersey

MyCommission Expires
February 23. 2027

:LIZ-=J 1..=.....0]-1--__
(My Commission Expires)

ALL INFORMATiON IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED

(Place Notary Stamp in the area above)

PAGE 14

306a



2022 GENERAL ELEcnON U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTANCE TO BE SIGNED BY CANDIDATE
tN.J.8A 19: 1:M)

I, the undersigned, hereby certify that I accept the nomination herein and that 1am a resident of and a legal voter in the jurisdiction of the office for which
the nomination is being made. * SEE TEXT BELOW

(Signature of House of Representative Candidate)

(printed or Typewritten Name of House of Representative Candidate)

(Residence Address of House of Representative Candidate)

(CITy or T e of House of Representative Candidate)

Candidate Must Sign an Oath of Allegiance and Certificate of Acceptance

I am aware ofthe provisions ofN.J.SA 19:13-8whichstate that the petition for directnomination such as this one
maynotby be accompaniedby acandidate's acceptance ifthe candidate "hassignedan acceptancefor the
primary nomination oranyother petition o/nomination under this chapterfor such office." I am also aware ofthe
provisions ofN.J.5A 19:134 and otherapplicable laws thatoperate to bar nominating petition endorsementsfrom
multiple parties. I have previouslycertifiedthat I intend to acceptthe nomination for the Democratic Partyfor this
office if I am successful in the primary. f have an honest, sincere, and good-faith beliefthat the provisionsofN.J.SA
19:13-8,4, and otherapplicable lawsare unconstitutionaland unenforceable underthe NewJersey Constitution
and therefore there is no bar to filing this petition. 1/the Secretary ofState determines thatshe mayonly accept
one petition a/nomination, then Irequestthatmy nominationfor the Democratic Party, ifgiven, beprocessed.
However, I, and/orthepetitianers who arenominating me to appearon the ballot under the slogan, "Moderate
Party,"reserve the righttochallenge anysuch rejection ofthis petition.

All INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPlETED PAGE 15
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2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

PETITION FOR MEMBER OF THE UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
50 Signatures Required (N.J.SA 19:13-5)

PETITION OF DIRECT NOMINATION FOR THE GENERAL ELECTION

7th
__ CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

For Division of Elections Use:

Total Number of Signatures on this Petition _

Total Number of Signatures on all Petitions _mBy checking this box, I acknowledge that I have confirmed my congressional district at the following
link: https:/Iwww.njredistrictingcommission.org/adoption2022map.asp. I further acknowledge the L- .J

congressional district listed above is the district I intend on being a candidate in as a result of re-districting.

To the Honorable Secretary of State: (N.J.SA 19:13-3)

Each signer of this petition certifies that the following statements are true:

1) I reside in the State jNew Jersey in the Seventh (7th) Congressional District;

2) I am a qualified vo\ir therein;
3) I have not signed any other petition of nomination for the primary or for the general election for such office; and

4) I request that you cause to be printed upon the official general election ballot the name of the candidate listed below. (N.J.SA 19:13-4).

Name of Candidate: T_o_m_M_a_l_i_n_o_w_s_k_i _
(Name must appear the same on all petition booklets to be filed.) (Please print or type name)

15 Welisewitz Rd.

Residential Address

P.O. Box 263

Post Office Address

tpmalinowski@gmail.com

(Candidate Email Address)

City

City

Ringoes

Somerville

08851

Zip Code

08876

Zip Code

ALL INFORMATION ABOVE MUST BE COMPLETED PRIOR TO CIRCULATION
Petition filing deadline - Before 4 p.m. on June 7, 2022 (N.J.S.A.19:13-9)

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED ............ 1308a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPREStlNTATIVES

SIGNATURE SHEET
"3ignature /-,,/, Print Name Residence Address (Number, Street, City, Zip Code)
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'Signature Print Name
SIGNATURE SHEET

2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Residence Address (Number, Street, City, Zip Code)

11.

l6i6~ ----.. A6iSh(M'\~ Ma.rio..fY1/P; fJa(' {2..D) .j:.'tJton S&ee.t, ell·za.6e~/Jl/!/6

1\ fA £. /V Mel() fJc-f )2~ eJ /-q7-C:
~ IJ·7.-CllOefl1

7 &lLO"'A~, '-- ' J (;) J £ Jlrr-e~ n7.'J,O ~
13.

/ "/f/ J!t~ [QJU\v~ 7r C-evri, ~ R6~-{))f~ lltJ 'lA v'.. -v '-7 . In. Il,) 1\'),

14. ./ V (-
7:!: ,~ E:+ 1~f\0Q t-f- ~I 1~ 123\ t::.. l I~ '-l~ LI~b' I ,........ ""VI ,,---:z..,

15·~V lJb1w; hAJJ) SJqJUaV\\t lJla~' ~l aJ
3vw'1- Ljt1.~e:'"),

)212.- 13bL-'..X::>. JJJ ()fr~

16. /1 /!. /; '"
~

~-e. ~1lf'
~ S'lL! br LH-€ 315 ttf\r(~S<:iy)~/,J;j r--~f t\ls

17Wqt1r~ tr/Ort/9 '"
~f~mm~L \CJlLt Ptnfa\ S~· t\"~f'\h~1(()

18. k) A
e..---

i J<.Dr~ ~f\\ L Q\A \ntlYl~
lr \\-'-J

rltJTJI.A J ~
CHon l Q.(q'1..tt-k..-~\ \ L(\\'11:;\\

,

19. \......// IJ~ /;)"'" .~. Ly@IJ,l
I( ;; fd(£}'#-~-t/~ ( .J I mft..~ /f'I77l1 \

20.
~ ~

.~V\t'aIP &uw-r~ ()OfVlJrjlWe /-tJ'. vv~ G~~ j,~ K1
ift S.

-...../ IV I

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED 310a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - u.s. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

,Signature
SIGNATURE SHEET
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Signature Print Name

-SIGNATURE SHEET

2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.s. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Residence Address (Number, Street, City, Zip Code)
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2022 GENERAL ELECTION - u.s. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

SIGNATURE SHEET
Signature Print Name Residence Address (Number, street, City, Zip Code)
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Signature Print Name
SIGNATURE SHEET

2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Residence Address (Number, Street, City, Zip Code)
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2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

AFFIDAVIT OF PERSON WHO CIRCULATES THIS PETITION AND WITNESSES SIGNATURES
(N.J.SA 19:13-7)

The circulator/witness taking the affidavit below must be the person who obtained the names on this set of signatures or several sets of signatures. The
circular/witness must take the affidavit for each set he/she solicits and sign in the presence of a person authorized to administer affidavits (e.g., notary
public).

State of New Jersey

: ss.

I, R'(..USI 'Qo.V" 5" , being duly sworn, upon my oath say that I personally circulated the petition and sawall the
(Print Name of CirculatorlWitness)

signatures made thereto and verily believe that the signers are duly qualified voters. I am at least 18 years of age, a resident of this State, a citizen of the
United States, and not otherwise disqualified from voting under the State Constitution or election laws of New Jersey.

Sworn and subscribed to before me in

_.LJ--"""-'-.j..l...\~'-'-''-+- N.J., on
(List County where Affidavit was signed and notarized)

:-1::
this ~........--------_day of

(Day)

(signatuOfCifCulatorlWitneSS)

LISA MANDELBLATT
Notary Pubtic. State of New Jersey

My Commission Expires
February 23. 2027

_~-=-\j-=-=-D.L-"e.",-- ,20 -Zz.
(Year)

(Notary Signature)

n0 a"1) 'd,\)?t1

ALL INFORMATION 15 REOUIREO TO BE COMPLETEO

l \\"-~-t V\. weA ek
(City or Town of CirculatorlWitness)

\\ll~, 0«02..\
(Zip Code)

(Place Notary Stamp in the area above)

PAGE 12315a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

CANDIDATE'S REQUEST FOR SLOGAN ON THE OFFICIAL GENERAL ELECTION BALLOT

The candidate named in this petition requests that there be printed on the general election ballot the following slogan: (Slogan must not
exceed three words and must be in accord with N.J.S.A. 19:13-4. If slogan includes the name of any person other than the candidate or any
incorporated association of this State, written consent of such person or incorporated association of this State must be attached.)

County

1.
Hunterdon

Morris
2.

Somerset

3.

4. Sussex

Union
5.

Warren

6.

Slogan (Please Print or Type)

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

NOTE: There are up to six counties in a congressional district, so enough lines are provided above for the purpose of identifying slogans in each county where the nominee is a candidate.

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED PAGE 13316a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

PETITION FOR MEMBER OF THE UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
50 Signatures Required (N.J.S.A. 19:13-5)

PETITION OF DIRECT NOMINATION FOR THE GENERAL ELECTION

7th
__ CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

For Division of Elections Use:

Total Number of Signatures on this Petition _

Total Number of Signatures on all Petitions _rn By checking this box, I acknowledge that I have confirmed my congressional district at the following

link: https:lfwww.njredistrictingcommission.org/adoption2022map.asp. I further acknowledge the
congressional district listed above is the district I intend on being a candidate in as a result of re-districting.

To the Honorable Secretary of State: (N.J.SA 19:13-3)

Each signer of this petition certifies that the following statements are true:

1) I reside in the State of New Jersey in the Seventh (7th) Congressional District;

2) I am a qualified voter therein;
3) I have not signed any other petition of nomination for the primary or for the general election for such office; and

4) I request that you cause to be printed upon the official general election ballot the name of the candidate listed below. (N.J.S.A. 19:13-4).
i."_

Name of Candidate: .,,--::::--=---,:-T_o..,.m-:cM...,a:-l_l_·n_o_w_s_k_i--=~_:-:--=-_--, _
(Name must appear the same on aU petition booklets to be filed.) (Please print or type name)

15 Welisewitz Rd.

Residential Address

P.O. Box 263

Post Office Address

tpmalinowski@gmail.com

(Candidate Email Address)

City

City

Ringoes

Somerville

08851

Zip Code

08876

Zip Code

ALL INFORMATION ABOVE MUST BE COMPLETED PRIOR TO CIRCULATION
Petition filing deadline - Before 4 p.m. on June 7, 2022 (N.J.S.A.19:13-9)

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED 317a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.s. HOUSE OF REPRESENTA1'IVES

SIGNATURE SHEET
Signature, Print Name Residence Address (Number, Street, City, Zip Code)
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Signature Print Name
SIGNATURE SHEET

'--' -'--'-~C"~

2022 GENERAL ELECTiON - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENt."~

Residence Address (Number, Street, City, Zip Code)
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Signature

24. ~.// \

-
25./'('~ ..

26.

SIGNATURE SHEET
Print Name

2022 GENERAL ELECTION u.s. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Residence Address (Number, Street City Zip Code)
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2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

AFFIDAVIT OF PERSON WHO CIRCULATES THIS PETITION AND WITNESSES SIGNATURES
(N.J.SA 19:13-7)

The circulator/witness taking the affidavit below must be the person who obtained the names on this set of signatures or several sets of signatures. The
circular/witness must take the affidavit for each set he/she solicits and sign in the presence of a person authorized to administer affidavits (e.g., notary
public).

State of New Jersey

: ss.

County of 1I"'..J..r.J......

I 14 jcVI~r o. 2 tA.D~ , being duly sworn, upon my oath say that I personally circulated the petition and sawall the
, (Print Name of cirCulatorlWfne;.)

signatures made thereto and verily believe that the signers are duly qualified voters. I am at least 18 years of age, a resident of this State, a citizen of the
United States, and not otherwise disqualified from voting under the State Constitution or election laws of New Jersey.

Sworn and subscribed to before me in

__...J'If+=-'"'-+.::o;""~~",,,,~ N.J., on
(Ust County where Affidavit was signed and notarized)

this ...::(,:0. day of
(Day)

I

(Residence Address of CirculatorlWitness)--___~j=!....:.J:::...~.:::~=--- , 20 -Z-l..
(Month) (Year)

(City or Town of CirculatorlWitness) (Zip Code)

J.CA8WELL
NOTARY PIlBUC OF NlW JERSSY

My COildnl8lton EllpIreI tl8flO25

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED

(Place Notary Stamp in the area above)
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2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

CANDIDATE'S REQUEST FOR SLOGAN ON THE OFFICIAL GENERAL ELECTION BALLOT

The candidate named in this petition requests that there be printed on the general election ballot the following slogan: (Slogan must not
exceed three words and must be in accord with N.J.SA 19:13-4. If slogan includes the name of any person other than the candidate or any
incorporated association of this State, written consent of such person or incorporated association of this State must be attached.)

County

1. Hunterdon

Morris
2.

Somerset

3.

4. Sussex

Union
5.

Warren

6.

Slogan (Please Print or Type)

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

NOTE: There are up to six counties in a congressional district, so enough lines are provided above for the purpose of identifying slogans in each counly where the nominee is a candidate.

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED PAC;F B322a



PETITION FOR MEMBER OF THE UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
50'Signatures Required (N.J.S.A. 19:13-5)

PETITION OF DIRECT NOMINATION FOR THE GENERAL ELECTION

7th
__CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

For Division of Elections Use:

Total Number of Signatures on this Petition _

Total Number of Signatures on all Petitions _Ii!! By checking this box. I acknowledge that I have confirmed my congressional district at the following
link: https:/Iwww.njredistrictingcommission.org/adoption2022map.asp. I further acknowledge the '- .J

congressional district listed above is the district I intend on being a candidate in as a result of re-districting.

To the Honorable Secretary of State: (N.J.S.A. 19:13-3)

Each signer of this petition certifies that the following statements are true:

1) I reside in the State of New Jersey in the Seventh (7th) Congressional District;

2) I am a qualified voter therein;

3) I have not signed any other petition of nomination for the primary or for the general election for such office; and

4) I request that you cause to be printed upon the official general election ballot the name of the candidate listed below. (N.J.S.A. 19:13-4).

Name of Candidate: .,,-.,,--,--.,,-T_o_m,..--,M_a:c-l_i_n_o_w_s_k_i,..--,:c-_-:-.,,- _
(Name must appear the same on all petition booklets to be filed.) (Please print or type name)

15 Welisewitz Rd.

Residential Address

P.O. Box 263

Post Office Address

tpmalinowski@gmail.com

(Candidate Email Address)

City

City

Ringoes

Somerville

08851

Zip Code

08876

Zip Code

ALL INFORMATION ABOVE MUST BE COMPLETED PRIOR TO CIRCULATION
Petition filing deadline - Before 4 p.m. on June 7, 2022 (N.J.S.A.19:13-9)

~ lLL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETEO PAGE 1,

ft·}'~'!")r""-·A,,"\:::':,"?"':",""_g/p:"";,-) ?,...,_-}w;"',\m..~:~""fP;..A¥"'?'?'i"r'l"'rQ..,.i; ;f.'!"'}""",A4"."""' "';,; _ _ _t; _ _ _ _--""~323a



-."

~.,
'.'

'. .". ...• ..i·,t- SI~~ATU~~ SHE~T
--~~

••••••• •••'1 ..... .' .

Signature Residence Address (Number, Street, City, Zip Code)Print a ne
\

l'-{~J ~.;~~~ 'i\~ ~-krr
. \ "'... "",-jC)1\

V ~'
"' q 63 ~€4-LG c9-roh~jlO~ II A u (u>\(f7U~

3.

£V;};/A Fl ~IV/~A- 'f"'l?f7 2-1 P-I//:;- 14'·d'f fJ (jAil/1M'/) fl,/'Tl1 'TGn
4. DCl ~~ L 7\ UV\ \ (/Fvc ~t(A (rP)C oJ{C.G7 . ('v\. evI" ~r-J/

5.~
7

- -)

~~~~~ \IN\(j'~ 11 CifL \It
A Uh40~\t~

6~r;j 1/11 A/ J\ aa( fl-t. uAuhavtfUtLu/ j /)11(( lLJA/71j(A Cbldel! ~ / --
7.

/ v ~

~ //1/1 JhI1VJ () QYlt' l UVI rv{1')11~ rJvLl~~~ ~
~

~,LV ~
I / ( /

~\ k\j:~'V TeM. L---- RIII r JJLk ~( L (QJOl UULUt6(1t 1-k/0
9~IV~~ fMk ~)v~C\vef- {y~ Cl(vIG~ .~
10. h-7~,

r~ MMWtJ fLmJ~ tl lOlL A ~ <;.~\ \-es Ave..-

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED 324a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

SIGNATURE SHEET
Print Name Residence Address (Number Street, City, Zip Code)
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,'ILL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED, PAGE 3325a



Signature Print Name
SIGNATURE SHEET

2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Residence Address (Number, street, City, Zip Code)

22.

~k
23.

26.

27.~
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• j v:.J
•

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE Cl;l',·\PlETED PAGE 4326a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

SIGNATURE SHEET
Residence Address (Number Street City Zip Code)Print NameSignature , ,

31J J:;j#~ J"30 Sti£ct '3~(Vvi~
She"', b:;f' ic:. r'1

&tv Clc,rtL 0700&

32, .F\\et ~~~ e,- d)VV' -vV\ 0 C-e tl.o-' G--"'(-t~ L"
~~ ~\>c-e,k "\ 01 q 2.7-

3Y3 Jjt~<t-~4 23 \\\ ~Ir~ l-A-"'"'" ~!f' ~dv·.j.
~y~ \ \..\ . {, '4'1' c.-e.

C5~'\

[1.

I"

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED PAGE 5327a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

AFFIDAVIT OF PERSON WHO CIRCULATES THIS PETITION AND WITNESSES SIGNATURES
(N.J.SA 19:13-7)

The circulatorlwitness taking the affidavit below must be the person who obtained the names on this set of signatures or several sets of signatures. The
circular/witness must take the affidavit for each set he/she solicits and sign in the presence of a person authorized to administer affidavits (e.g., notary
public).

State of New Jersey

: ss.

I, :H'Cq;;\-or:b, R~I!\ 0111.\1;, ,being duly sworn, upon my oath say that Ipersonally circulated the petition and sawall the
, (Print Name of CirculatoMltness)

signatures made thereto and verily believe that the signers are duly qualified voters. I am at least 18 years of age, a resident of this State, a citizen of the
United States, and not otherwise disqualified from voting under the State Constitution or election laws of New Jersey.

Sworn and subscribed to before me in

'woo lo.lAr.J Rd i\-rt,11~
(Residence Address of CirculatorlWitness)

lliA01erdm N.J., on
(List County where Affidavit was signed and notarized)

this ~ day of

A""iJnt
(Day)

,20 2l
(Month) (Year)

(Notary Signature)

ub Z;~; dOd-J
(My Commission Expires)

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED

(City or Town of CirculatorlWitness) (Zip Code)

LISA MANDELBLATT

P b lic State of New Jersey
Notary u. .

MyCommission Expires
February 23. 2027 (Place Notary Stamp in the area above)

PAGE 12328a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

CANDIDATE'S REQUEST FOR SLOGAN ON THE OFFICIAL GENERAL ELECTION BALLOT

The candidate named in this petition requests that there be printed on the general election ballot the following slogan: (Slogan must not
exceed three words and must be in accord with N.J.SA 19:13-4. If slogan includes the name of any person other than the candidate or any
incorporated association of this State, written consent of such person or incorporated association of this State must be attached.)

County

1.
Hunterdon

Morris
2.

Somerset

3.

4. Sussex

union
5.

Warren

6.

Slogan (Please Print or Type)

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

NOTE: There are up to six counties in a congressional district, so enough lines are provided above for the purpose of identifying slogans in each county where the nominee is a candidate.

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED PAGE 13329a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

PETITION FOR MEMBER OF THE UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
50 Signatures Required (N.J.SA 19:13-5)

PETITION OF DIRECT NOMINATION FOR THE GENERAL ELECTION

7th
_ ,,--CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

For Division of Elections Use:

Total Number of Signatures on lhis Pelition _

Total Number of Signatures on all Petitions _
mBy checking this box, I acknowledge that I have confirmed my congressional district at the following
link: https:/Iwww.njredistrictingcommission.org/adoption2022map.asp. I further acknowledge the
congressional district listed above is the district I intend on being a candidate in as a result of re-districting.

To the Honorable Secretary of State: (N.J.SA 19:13-3)

Each signer of this petition certifies that the following statements are true:

1) I reside in the State of New Jersey in the Seventh (7th) Congressional District;

2) I am a qualified voter therein;
3) I have not signed any other petition of nomination for the primary or for the general election for such office; and
4) I request that you cause to be printed upon the official general election ballot the name of the candidate listed below. (N.J.SA 19:13-4).

Name of Candidate: T_o_m_M_a_l_i_n_o_w_s_k_i _
(Name must appear the same on all petition booklets to be filed.) (Please print Of type name)

15 Welisewitz Rd.

Residential Address

P.O. Box 263

Post Office Address

tpmalinowski@gmail.com

(Candidate Email Address)

City

City

Ringoes

Somerville

08851

Zip Code

08876

Zip Code

ALL INFORMATION ABOVE MUST BE COMPLETED PRIOR TO CIRCULATION
Petition filing deadline - Before 4 p.m. on June 7, 2022 (N.J.S.A.19:13-9)

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED PAGE 1

330a



5.

6.0....--

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED

Print Name
SIGNATURE SHEET

2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Residence Address (Number, Street, City, Zip Code)

PAGE 2

331a



I,

2022 GENERAL ELECnON - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

AFFIDAVIT OF PERSON WHO CIRCULATES THIS PETITION AND WITNESSES SIGNATURES
(N.J.S.A. 19:13-7)

The circulatorlwitness taking the affidavit below must be the person who obtained the names on this set of signatures or several sets of signatures. The
circular/witness must take the affidavit for each set he/she solicits and sign in the presence of a person authorized to administer affidavits (e.g., notary
public).

State of New Jersey

: ss.

~r( f~\ 'being dUly sworn, upon my oath say that I personally circulated the petition and sawall the
(Print Name of Circulato"'rlW='n:::es=s)----

signatures made thereto and verily believe that the signers are duly qualified voters. I am at least 18 years of age, a resident of this State, a citizen of the
United States, and not otherwise disqualified from voting under the State Constitution or election laws of New Jersey.

Sworn and subscribed to before me in

N.J., on
(List county where Affidavit was signed and notarized)

this b.::::..- day of

(Day)

(Month)

~j>
(N~tarya)

_____.....:""-)1ft47;:...".....:l:...:7'------ _
(My Commission Expires)

(Residence Address Of CirculatorlWitness)

(City or Town Of CirculatorlWitness) (Zip Code)

(Place Notary Stamp in the area above)

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED

TERRY J. CASWELL
NOTARY PUBlIC OF NEW JERSEY

My CornmIs8Ion Exp!1llll11812025 PAGE 12
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2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.s. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

CANDIDATE'S REQUEST FOR SLOGAN ON THE OFFICIAL GENERAL ELECTION BALLOT

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

County

1. Hunterdon

Morris
2.

Somerset

3.

4. Sussex

Union
5.

Warren

6.

The candidate named in this petition requests that there be printed on the general election ballot the following slogan: (Slogan must not
exceed three words and must be in accord with N.J.S.A. 19:13-4. If slogan includes the name of any person other than the candidate or any
incorporated association of this State, written consent of such person or incorporated association of this State must be attached.)

Slogan (Please Print or Type)

NOTE: There are up to six counties in a congressional district, so enough lines are provided above for the purpose of identifying slogans in each county where the nominee is a candidate.

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED PAGE 13
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• 2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

PETITION FOR MEMBER OF THE UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
50 Signatures Required (N.J.S.A. 19:13-5)

PETITION OF DIRECT NOMINATION FOR THE GENERAL ELECTION

7th
__ CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

For Division of Elections Use:

Total Number of Signatures on this Petition _

Total Number of Signatures on all Petitions _rn By checking this box, I acknowledge that I have confirmed my congressional district at the following
link: https:/Iwww.njredistrictingcommission.orgJadoption2022map.asp. I further acknowledge the L- .J

congressional district listed above is the district I intend on being a candidate in as a result of re-districting.

To the Honorable Secretary of State: (N.J.S.A. 19:13-3)

Each signer of this petition certifies that the following statements are true:

1) I reside in the State of New Jersey in the Seventh (7th) Congressional District;

2) I am a qualified voter therein;
3) I have not signed any other petition of nomination for the primary or for the general election for such office; and

4) I request that you cause to be printed upon the official general election ballot the name of the candidate listed below. (N.J.SA 19:13-4).

Name of Candidate: _-::::-__.,..T.,..o-:-m_M.,..a.,..l_l._'n_o_w_s_k_i---:::-__.,-.,.._--, ,--
(Name must appear the same on all petition booklets to be filed.) (Please print or type name)

15 Welisewitz Rd.

Residential Address

P.O. Box 263

Post Office Address

tpmalinowski@gmail.com

(Candidate Email Address)

City

City

Ringoes

Somerville

08851

Zip Code

08876

Zip Code

ALL INFORMATION ABOVE MUST BE COMPLETED PRIOR TO CIRCULATION
Petition filing deadline - Before 4 p.m. on June 7, 2022 (N.J.S.A.19:13-9)

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED 334a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - u.s. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

SIGNATURE SHEET
Signature Print Name Residence Address (Number, street, City, Zip Code)
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Signature Print Name
SIGNATURE SHEET

2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Residence Address (Number, Street, City, Zip Code)
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2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S.. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

AFFIDAVIT OF PERSON WHO CIRCULATES THIS PETITION AND WITNESSES SIGNATURES
(N.J.S.A. 19:13-7)

The circulator/witness taking the affidavit below must be the person who obtained the names on this set of signatures or several sets of signatures. The
circular/witness must take the affidavit for each set he/she solicits and sign in the presence of a person authorized to administer affidavits (e.g., notary
public).

State of New Jersey

: ss.

County of AvnTe~otJ

1,-,-,--,-,~""",::..y,...,.,c-",,,,-,~"'-,="'7I::"'------' being duly sworn, upon my oath say that I personally circulated the petition and sawall the
(Print Name of Circulat r itness)

signatures made thereto and verily believe that the signers are duly qualified voters. I am at least 18 years of age, a resident of this State, a citizen of the
United States, and not otherwise disqualified from voting under the State Constitution or election laws of New Jersey.

Sworn and subscribed to before me in

--'-<>->'-'.l..l--/.>.AI,.JA"-"'---I-------- N.J., on
(List County where Affidavit was signed and notarized)

this __---",_:t:.L..~ day of
(Day)

(Year)

(Place Notary Stamp in the area above)

d~"}
(Zip Code)

LISA MANDELBLATT
Notary PUblic, State of NewJ

Me. . erse"
V ommlssion Expires
February 23,2027

1", DWU
(City or Town of CirculatorNVitne s)

J-3) LtflJ__
(My Commission Expires)

_Cl~U-,-f)=e.-,----__,20 Zz...

~
MOnlh)

riYY:--
(NOta'"ry""s-;g-n-aIU-re-)--------

R~

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED 337a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

CANDIDATE'S REQUEST FOR SLOGAN ON THE OFFICIAL GENERAL ELECTION BALLOT

The candidate named in this petition requests that there be printed on the general election ballot the following slogan: (Slogan must not
exceed three words and must be in accord with N.J.S.A. 19:13-4. If slogan includes the name of any person other than the candidate or any
incorporated association of this State, written consent of such person or incorporated association of this State must be attached.)

County

1. Hunterdon

Morris
2.

Somerset

3.

4. Sussex

Union
5.

Warren

6.

Slogan (Please Print or Type)

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

NOTE: There are up to six counties in a congressional district, so enough lines are provided above for the purpose of identifying slogans in each county where the nominee is a candidate.

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED ",............. .,338a



2022 GENERAL ELECTiON - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

'PETiTlON FOR MEMBER OF THE UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
50 Signatures Required (N.J.S.A. 19:13-5)

PETITION OF DIRECT NOMINATION FOR THE GENERAL ELECTION

7th
__ CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

For Division of Elections Use:

Total Number of Signatures on this Petition _

Total Number of Signatures on all Petitions _rn By checking this box, I acknowledge that I have confirmed my congressional district at the following
link: https:/Iwww.njredistrictingcommission.org/adoption2022map.asp. I further acknowledge the
congressional district listed above is the district I intend on being a candidate in as a result of re-districting.

To the Honorable Secretary of State: (N.J.S.A. 19:13-3)

Each signer of this petition certifies that the following statements are true:

1) I reside in the State of New Jersey in the Seventh (7th) Congressional District;

2) I am a qualified voter therein;
3) I have not signed any other petition of nomination for the primary or for the general election for such office; and
4) I request that you cause to be printed upon the official general election ballot the name of the candidate listed below. (N.J.S.A. 19:13-4).

Name of Candidate: T_o_m_M_a_l_i_n_o_w_s_k_~_· _
(Name must appear the same on all petHion booklets to be filed.)

15 Welisewitz Rd.

Residential Address

P.O. Box 263

Post Office Address

tpmalinowski@gmail.com

(Candidale Email Address)

(Please print or type name)

Ringoes

City

Somerville

City

08851

Zip Code

08876

Zip Code

ALL INFORMATION ABOVE MUST BE COMPLETED PRIOR TO CIRCULATION
Petition filing deadline - Before 4 p.m. on June 7, 2022 (N.J.S.A.19:13-9)

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED PAGE 1339a



Signature Print Name
SIGNATURE SHEET

2022 GENERAL ELECTiON - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Residence Address (Number, Street, City, Zip Code)
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2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U,S, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

SIGNATURE SHEET
Signature Print Name Residence Address (Number, Street, City, Zip Code)
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2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

AFFIDAVIT OF PERSON WHO CIRCULATES THIS PETITION AND WITNESSES SIGNATURES
(N.J.S.A.19:13-7)

The circulatorlwitness taking the affidavit below must be the person who obtained the names on this set of signatures or several sets of signatures. The
circular/witness must take the affidavit for each set he/she solicits and sign in the presence of a person authorized to administer affidavits (e.g., notary
public).

State of New Jersey

: ss.

County of

1,_....:C:::..:.:R.::..A~I-=&-::C:-:-:--?S'--~_IU\=O:..:E=.,:.(t-;-;-::----,-- , being duly sworn, upon my oath say that I personally circulated the petition and sawall the
(Print Name of CirculatorlWitness)

signatures made thereto and verily believe that the signers are duly qualified voters. I am at least 18 years of age, a resident of this State, a citizen of the
United States, and not otherwise disqualified from voting under the State Constitution or election laws of New Jersey.

zz..

Sworn and subscribed to before me in

-,\-\\,--,-,-"){)"--U\trdc-,,,,-->~D--+-. N.J., on
(List County where Affidavit was signed and notarized)

this __--"S.......¥- day of
(Day)

_-=~=-='---'_=_ ,20

~fu:::::::===(Y~ea-r)__

__reV 23,.;)0;)7
(My Commission Expires)

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED

(Residence Address of CirculatorlWitness)

(City or Town of CirculatorlWitness) (Zip Code)

LISA MANDElBlATT
Notary PUblic State of N J.'.. ew ersey

My Commission Expires
February 23. 2027 (Place Notary Stamp in the area above)

PAGE 12342a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

CANDIDATE'S REQUEST FOR SLOGAN ON THE OFFICIAL GENERAL ELECTION BALLOT

The candidate named in this petition requests that there be printed on the general election ballot the following slogan: (Slogan must not
exceed three words and must be in accord with N.J.SA 19:13-4. If slogan includes the name of any person other than the candidate or any
incorporated association of this State, written consent of such person or incorporated association of this State must be attached.)

County

1. Hunterdon

Morris
2.

Somerset

3.

4. Sussex

Union
5.

Warren

6.

Slogan (Please Print or Type)

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

NOTE: There are up to six counties in a congressional district, so enough lines are provided above for the purpose of identifying slogans in each county where the nominee is a candidate.

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIREO TO BE COMPLETED PAGE 13343a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

PEllTION FOR MEMBER OF THE UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
50 Signatures Required (N.J.SA 19:13-5)

PETITION OF DIRECT NOMINATION FOR THE GENERAL ELECTION

7th
__CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

For Division of Elections Use:

Total Number of Signatures on this Petition _

Total Number of Signatures on all Petitions _mBy checking this box, I acknowledge that I have confirmed my congressional district at the following
link: https:/Iwww.njredistrictingcommission.org/adoption2022map.asp. I further acknowledge the I.- .J

congressional district listed above is the district I intend on being a candidate in as a result of re-districting.

To the Honorable Secretary of State: (N.J.SA 19:13-3)

Each signer of this petition certifies that the following statements are true:

1) I reside in the State of New Jersey in the Seventh (7th) Congressional District;

2) I am a qualified voter therein;
3) I have not signed any other petition of nomination for the primary or for the general election for such office; and

4) I request that you cause to be printed upon the official general election ballot the name of the candidate listed below. (N.J.SA 19:13-4).

Name of Candidate: T_o_m_M_a_l_i_n_o_w_s_k_i --,-- _
(Name must appear the same on all petition booklets to be filed.) (Please print or type name)

15 Welisewitz Rd.

Residential Address

P.O. Box 263

Post Office Address

tpmalinowski@gmail.com

(Candidate Ema! Address)

city

City

Ringoes

Somerville

08851

Zip Code

08876

Zip Code

ALL INFORMATION ABOVE MUST BE COMPLETED PRIOR TO CIRCULATION
Petition filing deadline - Before 4 p.m. on June 7, 2022 (N.J.S.A.19:13-9)

ALL INFORMATION [S REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED PAGE 1344a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

SIGNATURE SHEET
Residence Address (Number, Street, City, Zip Code)Print NameSignature x
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2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.s. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

SIGNATURE SHEET
Residence Address (Numbe, Street City Zip Code)Print NameSignature , .
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Signature Print Name
SIGNATURE SHEET

2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Residence Address (Number, Street, City Zip Code)
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2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

AFFIDAVIT OF PERSON WHO CIRCULATES THIS PETITION AND WITNESSES SIGNATURES
(N.J.SA 19:13-7)

The circulatorlwitness taking the affidavit below must be the person who obtained the names on this set of signatures or several sets of signatures. The
circular/witness must take the affidavit for each set he/she solicits and sign in the presence of a person authorized to administer affidavits (e.g., notary
pUblic).

State of New Jersey

: ss.

countYOf~

1,_'R.tmi Mo.~ r i'l-- ,being duly sworn, upon my oath say that I personally circulated the petition and sawall the
(Print Name OCirculatorlWitness)

signatures made thereto and verily believe that the signers are duly qualified voters. I am at least 18 years of age, a resident of this State, a citizen of the
United States, and not otherwise disqualified from voting under the State Constitution or election laws of New Jersey.

Sworn and subscribed to before me in

(Ust County where Affidavit was signed and notarized)

this ,d,d-< day of
(Day)

~.e/ ,20 £?L--

~7l;.~
(Notary Signature) ~

p(~

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED

(Signature of CirculatorlWitness)

lU\'x:n\Y{)~ On'ff.
(Residence Address of CirculatorlWitness)

(City or Town of CirculatorlWitness) (lip Code)

DONNA M EMBLEY
Not.lry Public - State of New Jersey

My Commission Expire, Jun 14, 2023

(Place Notary Stamp in the area above)

PAGE 12348a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.s. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

CANDIDATE'S REQUEST FOR SLOGAN ON THE OFFICIAL GENERAL ELECTION BALLOT

The candidate named in this petition requests that there be printed on the general election ballot the following slogan: (Slogan must not
exceed three words and must be in accord with N.J.SA 19:13-4. If slogan includes the name of any person other than the candidate or any
incorporated association of this State, written consent of such person or incorporated association of this State must be attached.)

County

1.
Hunterdon

Morris·
2.

Somerset

3.

4.
Sussex

union
5.

Warren

6.

Slogan (Please Print or Type)

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

NOTE: There are up to six counties in a congressional district, so enough lines are provided above for the purpose of identifying slogans in each county where the nominee is a candidate.

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED PAGE 13349a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.s. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

PETITION,FOR MEMBER OF THE UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
50 Signatures Required (N.J.S.A. 19:13-5)

PETITION OF DIRECT NOMINATION FOR THE GENERAL ELECTION

7th
__ CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

For Division of Elections Use:

Total Number of Signatures on this Petition _

Total Number of Signatures on all Petitions _mBy checking this box, I acknowledge that I have confirmed my congressional district at the following
link: htlps:J1www.njredistrictingcommission.org/adoption2022map.asp. I further acknowledge the L... ....I

congressional district listed above is the district I intend on being a candidate in as a result of re-districting.

To the Honorable Secretary of State: (N.J.S.A. 19:13-3)

Each signer of this petition certifies that the following statements are true:

1) I reside in the State of New Jersey in the Seventh (7th) Congressional District;

2) I am a qualified voter therein;

3) I have not signed any other petition of nomination for the primary or for the general election for such office; and

4) I request that you cause to be printed upon the official general election ballot the name of the candidate listed below. (N.J.SA 19:13-4).

(Please print or type name)

Tom Malinowski
(Name must appear the same on all petition booklets to be filed.)

Name of Candidate: -,-------,-,---=--,,--------::::---,----,----------------

15 Welisewitz Rd. Ringoes 08851

Residential Address city Zip Code

P.O. Box 263 Somerville 08876

Post Office Address City Zip Code

tpmalinowski@gmail.com

(Candidate Email Address)

ALL INFORMATION ABOVE MUST BE COMPLETED PRIOR TO CIRCULATION
Petition filing deadline - Before 4 p.m. on June 7, 2022 (N.J.S.A.19:13-9)

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED
350a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

SIGNATURE SHEET
Residence Address (Number, Street, City, Zip Code)Print NameSignature
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County of

2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

AFFIDAVIT OF PERSON WHO CIRCULATES THIS PETITION AND WITNESSES SIGNATURES
(N.J.S.A. 19:13-7)

The circulator/witness taking the affidavit below must be the person who obtained the names on this set of signatures or several sets of signatures. The
circular/witness must take the affidavit for each set he/she solicits and sign in the presence of a person authorized to administer affidavits (e.g., notary
public).

State of New Jersey

: ss.

\~~~~

1' -,----S-;;:-Y\.~S':-:-<A..-~___;_:::-'-A-c~.::,~7.::____,-G<--,/\--, being dUly sworn, upon my oath say that I personally circulated the petition and sawall the
(Print Name of CirculatorlWitness)

signatures made thereto and verily believe that the signers are duly qualified voters. I am at least 1B years of age, a resident of this State, a citizen of the
United States, and not otherwise disqualified from voting under the State Constitution or election laws of New Jersey.

Sworn and subscribed to before me in

--"-~-,-=--,~-,-"--,,,,,-,,-,CYI,,--,- N.J., on
(List County where Affidavit was signed and notarized)

this __---:o*'=-_- day of
(Day)

---'''''-''''''--J.''==- " 20 2 2
(Year)

>
(My Commiss'lon Expires)

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED

(Signature of CirculatorJWitne s)

~M'oeV~ V\\\JI.; }'05 0 f 5).D
(City or Town of CirculatorJWitness) (Zip Code)

LISA MANDELBLATT
Notary Public. State of Ne~ Jersey

My commission ExpIres
February 23.2027 (Place Notary Stamp in the area above)

n ",..... 'l352a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

CANDIDATE'S REQUEST FOR SLOGAN ON THE OFFICIAL GENERAL ELECTION BALLOT

The candidate named in this petition requests that there be printed on the general election ballot the following slogan: (Slogan must not
exceed three words and must be in accord with N.J.SA 19:13-4. If slogan includes the name of any person other than the candidate or any
incorporated association of this State, written consent of such person or incorporated association of this State must be attached.)

County

1. Hunterdon

Morris
2.

Somerset

3.

4. Sussex

Union
5.

Warren

6.

Slogan (Please Print or Type)

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

NOTE: There are up to six counties in a congressional district, so enough lines are provided above for the purpose of ident/tying slogans in each county where the nominee is a candidate.

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED ............ "I"353a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

PETITION FOR MEMBER OF THE UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
50 Signatures Required (N.J.SA 19:13-5)

PETITION OF DIRECT NOMINATION FOR THE GENERAL ELECTION

7th
__CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

For Division of Elections Use:

Total Number of Signatures on this Petition _

Total Number of Signatures on all Petitions _IliI By checking this box, I acknowledge that I have confirmed my congressional district at the following
link: https:/Iwww.njredistrictingcommission.org/adoption2022map.asp. I further acknowledge the
congressional district listed above is the district I intend on being a candidate in as a result of re-districting.

To the Honorable Secretary of State: (N.J.S.A. 19:13-3)

Each signer of this petition certifies that the following statements are true:

1) I reside in the State of New Jersey in the Seventh (7th) Congressional District;
2) I am a qualified voter therein;

3) I have not signed any other petition of nomination for the primary or for the general election for such office; and
4) I request that you cause to be printed upon the official general election ballot the name of the candidate listed below. (N.J.SA 19:13-4).

Name of Candidate: T_o_m_M_a_l_i_n_o_w_s_k_i _
(Name must appear the same on all petition booklets to be filed.) (Please print or type name)

l~

15 Welisewitz Rd.

Residential Address

P.O. Box 263

Post Office Address

tpmalinowski@gmail.com

(Candidate Email Address)

City

City

Ringoes

Somerville

08851

Zip Code

08876

Zip Code

ALL INFORMATION ABOVE MUST BE COMPLETED PRIOR TO CIRCULATION
Petition filing deadline - Before 4 p.m. on June 7, 2022 (N.J.S.A.19:13-9)

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED PAGE 1354a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

SIGNATURE SHEET
Signature Print Name Residence Address (Nu"!9T1'i Street, City, Zip Code)

£u1lex S ~ \y leY Bu.-f Ie-v
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ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED PAGE 2355a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - u.s. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Signature 4 ~ Print Name
SIGNATURE SHEET

Residence Address (Number, Street, City, Zip Code)

14.

\..-J v ,-
11K II I "A /"\A

,VIJUfI)(U_ J If

17. ~

19. VL cJ(.,. -/1- Il:: -f:1- Notftt( WCl> rQ..~~U{l}e~ (1 5"'WC4j ~~-/tJtIie, DJ

2~~\ ~0M~j~ \)\AN-A- L \lZO~(NSO~ ~~~t~I\\.?1 J~
ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED PAGE 3356a



21.

22.

I"
I"

I"
I"
ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED

.-..-.

SIGNATURE SHEET

2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Residence Address (Number, Street, City, Zip Code)

PAGE 4357a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

AFFIDAVIT OF PERSON WHO CIRCULATES THIS PETITION AND WITNESSES SIGNATURES
(N.J.SA 19:13-7)

The circulatorlwitness taking the affidavit below must be the person who obtained the names on this set of signatures or several sets of signatures. The
circular/witness must take the affidavit for each set he/she solicits and sign in the presence of a person authorized to administer affidavits (e.g., notary
pUblic).

State of New Jersey

: ss.

County of

I, E_-_.",I'h-,-I.,..tL1-,--:-:M-"..-C.,.-G.",.,..rcx-,-~-,- , being duly sworn, upon my oath say that I personally circulated the petition and sawall the
(Print Name of CirculatorlWitness)

signatures made thereto and verily believe that the signers are duly qualified voters. I am at least 18 years of age, a resident of this State, a citizen of the
United States, and not otherwise disqualified from voting under the State Constitution or election laws of New Jersey.

Sworn and subscribed to before me in

_B=..:::\)_V\.:.....lt<.:...-~_d_o_'r\ N.J., on
(List County where Affidavit was signed and notarized)

~j:~A~
(Signature of C latcmWitness)

this 1.f(... dayo!
(Day)

.---.
17.-j v ...<.- ,20

(Month) (Year)

,--- - ~I .e.---1",,-~

(Nota~Ure)

(Residence Address of CirculatorlWitness)

(City or Town of CirculatorlWitness) (Zip Code)

-----~..::::...>:f-"-==--+~~':f, J. CASWEll
NOTARY PUBOF NEW JERSEY

My Cullhllsslon ExpIres tl8/1025

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED

(Place Notary Stamp in the area above)

PAGE 12358a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

CANDIDATE'S REQUEST FOR SLOGAN ON THE OFFICIAL GENERAL ELECTION BALLOT

The candidate named in this petition requests that there be printed on the general election ballot the following slogan: (Slogan must not
exceed three words and must be in accord with N.J.SA 19:13-4. If slogan includes the name of any person other than the candidate or any
incorporated association of this State, written consent of such person or incorporated association of this State must be attached.)

County

1.
Hunterdon

Morris
2.

Somerset

3.

4.
Sussex

Union
5.

Warren

6.

Slogan (Please Print or Type)

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

NOTE: There are up to six counties in a congressional district, so enough lines are provided above for the purpose ofidenlifying slogans in each county where the nominee is a candidate.

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED PAGE 13359a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.s. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

PETITION FOR MEMBER OF THE UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. .'
50 Signatures Required (N.J.SA 19:13-5)

PETITION OF DIRECT NOMINATION FOR THE GENERAL ELECTION

7th
__ CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

For Division of Elections Use:

Total Number of Signatures on this Petition _

Total Number of Signatures on all Petitions _mBy checking this box, I acknowledge that I have confinned my congressional district at the following
link: https:/Iwww.njredistrictingcommission.org/adoption2022map.asp. I further acknowledge the
congressional district listed above is the district I intend on being a candidate in as a result of re-districting.

To the Honorable Secretary of State: (N.J.S.A. 19:13-3)

Each signer of this petition certifies that the following statements are true:

1}1 reside in the State of New Jersey in the Seventh (7th) Congressional District;
2} I am a qualified voter therein;
3} I have not signed any other petition of nomination for the primary or for the general election for such office; and
4} I request that you cause to be printedupon the official general election ballot the name of the candidate listed below. (N.J.SA 19:13-4).

Name of Candidate: ---T-o-m-M-a-l-i-n-o-w-s-k-i----------------------
(Name musl appear the same on all petition booklets to be filed.) (please print or type name)

15 Welisewitz Rd.

Residential Address

P.O. Box 263

Post Office Address

tpmalinowski@gmail.com

(Candidate Email Address)

Ctty

Ctty

Ringoes

Somerville

08851

Zip Code

08876

Zip Code

ALL INFORMATION ABOVE MUST BE COMPLETED PRIOR TO CIRCULATION
Petition filing deadline - Before 4 p.m. on June 7, 2022 IN.J.S.A.19:13-9)

AU INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED PAGE 1360a



,Signature Print Name
SIGNATURE SHEET

Residence Address (Number. Street City Zip Code)
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'Signature Print Name
SIGNATURE SHEET

2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.s~ HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Residence Address (Number, Street, City, Zip Code)
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'Signature Print Name
SIGNATURE SHEET

2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.s. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Residence Address (Number, street, City, Zip Code)

~'1t-@r- (fu t?l.e ~I n lj I4-lt, p Ai~ (2.J.. p"H-~","""'~ oee«>"1-

-

1

25

I"
I"
ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED

I===============~= =====
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2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.s. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

AFFIDAVIT OF PERSON WHO CIRCULATES THIS PETITlON AND WITNESSES SIGNATURES
(N.J.S.A. 19:13-7)

The circulator/witness taking the affidavit below must be the person who obtained the names on this set of signatures or several sets of signatures. The
circularlwitness must take the affidavit for each set he/she solicits and sign in the presence of a person authorized to administer affidavits (e.g., notary
public).

State of New Jersey

: ss.

I, t3"("?Ci~f11 /<e!b ' being duly swom, upon my oath say that I personally circulated the petition and sawall the
(Print Name of CirculalorlWllness)

signatures made thereto and verily believe that the signers are duly qualified voters. I am at least 18 years of age, a resident of this State, a citizen of the
United States, and not otherwise disqualified from voting under the State Constitution or election laws of New Jersey.

Sworn and subscribed to before me in

_+fuA~:.::..-!.Ckrrl=..::",-,CY'l,,----,- N.J., on
(List County where Affidavit was signed and notarized)

thiS_--=S=--~ daYOf

(Day) (Residence Address of CirculatorlWitness)

LISA MANOELBLATT
Notarv Public, State-of New Jersey

My Commission Expires
February 23, 2027

ClMe.. ,20 '2.'Z..
(Month) (Year)

(J0a~
't<Jo '2.-":> I d.. (J ?-7

(My Commission Expires)

All INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED

(City or Town of CirculatorIWilness) (Zip Code)

(place Notary Stamp in the area above)

PAGE 12364a



2022 GENERAL ELEcnON - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

CANDIDATE'S REQUEST FOR SLOGAN ON THE OFFICIAL GENERAL ELECTION BALLOT

The candidate named in this petition requests that there be printed on the general election ballot the following slogan: (Slogan must not
exceed three words and must be in accord with N.J.SA 19:13-4. If slogan includes the name of any person other than the candidate or any
incorporated association of this State, written consent of such person or incorporated association of this State must be attached.)

County

1. Hunterdon

Morris
2.

Somerset
3.

4. Sussex

Union
5.

Warren
6.

Slogan (Please Print or Type)

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

NOTE: There are up to six counties in a congressional district, so enough fines are proVided above for the purpose ofidentifying slogans in each county where the nominee is a candidate.

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETIED PAGE 13365a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

PETITION FOR MEMBER OF THE UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
50 Signatures Required (N.J.SA 19:13-5)

PETITION OF DIRECT NOMINATION FOR THE GENERAL ELECTION

7th
__ CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT

For Division of Elections Use:

Total Number of Signatures on this Petition _

Total Number of Signatures on all Petitions _mBy checking this box, I acknowledge that I have confirmed my congressional district at the following
link: htlps:/Iwww.njredistrictingcommission.org/adoption2022map.asp. I further acknowledge the I- ...J

congressional district listed above is the district I intend on being a candidate in as a result of re-districting.

To the Honorable Secretary of State: (N.J.SA 19:13-3)

Each signer of this petition certifies that the following statements are true:

1) I reside in the State of New Jersey in the Seventh (7th) Congressional District;

2) I am a qualified voter therein;

3) I have not signed any other petition of nomination for the primary or for the general election for such office; and

4) I request that you cause to be printed upon the official general election ballot the name of the candidate listed below. (N.J.SA 19:13-4).

Name of Candidate: T_o_m_M_a_l_i_n'-o_w_s_k_i _
(Name must appear the same on all petition booklets to be filed.) (Please print or type name)

15 Welisewitz Rd.

Residential Address

P.O. Box 263

Post Office Address

tpmalinowski@gmail.com

(Candidate Email Address)

City

City

Ringoes

Somerville

08851

Zip Code

08876

Zip Code

ALL INFORMATION ABOVE MUST BE COMPLETED PRIOR TO CIRCULATION
Petition filing deadl!ne - Before 4 p.m. on June 7, 2022 (N.J.S.A.19:13-9)

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED PAGE 1366a



v

Residence Address (Number Street City, Zip Code)

2022 GENERAL ELECTION - u.s. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

"SIGNATURE SHEET
Print Name

,
Signature ,

l ~_
,
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2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

AFFIDAVIT OF PERSON WHO CIRCULATES THIS PETITION AND WITNESSES SIGNATURES
(N.J.S.A. 19:13-7)

The circulator/witness taking the affidavit below must be the person who obtained the names on this set of signatures or several sets of signatures. The
circularlwitness must take the affidavit for each set he/she solicits and sign in the presence of a person authorized to administer affidavits (e.g., notary
public).

State of New Jersey

: ss.

County of Hv~

I,_A...:..-~~=~=··.,:,..,..,.\:~\_w_cl.,:;.~-..,.-,....,,:-:::-----: ,being duly sworn, upon my oath say that I personally circulated the petition and sawall the
(Print Name of CircufatorNVitness)

signatures made thereto and verily believe that the signers are duly qualified voters. I am at least 18 years of age, a resident of this State, a citizen of the
United States, and not otherwise disqualified from voting under the State Constitution or election laws of New Jersey.

Sworn and subscribed to before me in

___~Ii!...LWer=J;:........-,-- N.J., on
(List County where Affidavit was signed and notarized)

this b day of
(Day)

~JV1rt. ,20 ZZ
(Month) (Year)

~eqz ..~ ~
(Notary Signature) ,

(My commiS:: (~re?!l:> t!>'

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIREO TO BE COMPLETED

(Signature of CirculatorlWitness)

(Residence Address of CirturatorlWitness)

(City or Town of CirculatorlWitness)

TERRY J. CASWELL
'~OTARY PU8ltOF NiWJERSEY

:Wi Cooilnls8lon Elqbs tl8tlO25

(Zip Code)

(Place Notary Stamp in the area above)

PAGE 12368a



2022 GENERAL ELECTION - U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

CANDIDATE'S REQUEST FOR SLOGAN ON THE OFFICIAL GENERAL ELECTION BALLOT

The candidate named in this petition requests that there be printed on the general election ballot the following slogan: (Slogan must not
exceed three words and must be in accord with N.J.SA 19:13-4. If slogan includes the name of any person other than the candidate or any
incorporated association of this State, written consent of such person or incorporated association of this State must be attached.)

County

1.
Hunterdon

Morris
2.

Somerset

3.

4. Sussex

Union
5.

Warren

6.

Slogan (Please Print or Type)

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

Moderate Party

NOTE: There are up to six counties in a congressional district, so enough lines are provided above for the purpose ofidentifying slogans in each county where the nominee is a candidate.

ALL INFORMATION IS REQUIRED TO BE COMPLETED PAGE 13369a
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