
Alcorn, James (SBE) 
Follow up

Tracy, 

I would think that adding the requested information to the VRA would not be addressed in the Regulations, but rather 
when they modify the application itself. 

Diana Dutton 

Prince William County 

From: Tracy Howard [mailto:radfordelections@jetbroadband.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, July 07, 2009 1:33 PM 
To: 'grlist'; EBList@sbe.virginia.gov; 'SBE - STAFF - All users (SBE)' 
Cc: james.alcorn@sbe.virginia.gov; 'Jim Hopper'; 'Cunningham, Jean' 
Subject: Residency document 

  

Hello all,  

  

By now you have received and I hope examined the proposed residency document put forth by SBE. 

  

Please peruse and provide your input to James Alcorn. 

  

You will notice substantial differences in the final draft put together by SBE and the first proposal put forth by the 
registrar/e-board members of the task force. 

  

While the SBE document does address and confirm the registrars' responsibility to ask questions of an applicant whose 
address is in question, it limits this responsibility to certain questions and circumstances. 

  

The intent of the GR/EB document was to reaffirm the registrars responsibility to their localities by making 
ABSOLUTELY sure that every individual placed on the rolls of a locality were actually residents of that locality. That is I 
believe the intent of Article 2 Section 1 of the Constitution. The safeguards suggested by the GR/EB members were 
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ignored in this document. 

  

IT WAS NOT the intention of the VRAV or VEBA task force members to saddle the registrars with additional duties or 
an intermediate step in the denial /acceptance process. Indeed I believe that  adding or changing  information on an 
attested document AFTER the applicant has signed is and will continue to be illegal.  

  

Particularly duties that are in the SBE document open ended. There is no timeline during which an applicant may 
respond to the requested information. How will this be handled when that applicant who is not registered shows up on 
election day? More provisional ballots, that's how. 

  

Please read sections 16, 17 and 18 very closely.   

  

It is my belief that in the case of 16 a, b,c and d the notification to the applicant must still be the current procedure of the 
denial letter and a new application, with the current checks of an appeal to the circuit court.  

  

There is a contradiction in 16 f that the request for additional information be placed only in writing.  

  

I also have a HUGE problem with #19 in that we do not know what information will be placed before the public and third 
party groups. 

  

PLUS the fact that no where within the document is the Application addressed.  

We had specifically asked for a residence explanation to be placed on the application itself. 

due to our believing that rules are of no use to the process if they were not placed where every applicant could have the 
opportunity to read them.  

  

Now is the time to act. 

  

Thanks for you attention, 

  

Tracy Howard, GR Radford 
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