
Citizens for Wayne A. Strnad
2308 N Monitor

Chicago, IL  60639
(773) 889-2963

November 24, 2006

Mr. James M. Scanlon
Eight South Michigan Avenue – Suite 3500
Chicago, IL  60603

Dear Mr. Scanlon,

I would like to thank you for briefly talking with me on Friday, November 3, 2006, on
your way down from the 8th floor at 69 W. Washington and as per your request, I am
faxing this letter over to your office.

I intentionally waited till after the election of November 7, 2006 to give you this letter
because I figured your time would be occupied with other matters centering on that
election.

For the sake of clarity, there were two Freedom of Information Act (“FOIA”) requests
that were submitted to the Chicago Board of Elections (“CBOE”).  One was dated two
days after the March 21, 2006 election, in which I was a candidate for the office of State
of Illinois, 3rd Representative District, and faxed to the Office of Mr. Lance Gough, and
the other was dated September 18, 2006.  Briefly, the first FOIA dealt with information
pertaining to the 3rd Representative District and the second pertained to data of the 30th

Ward of Chicago.

First, I must admit that I was rather taken aback to find out after all this time in handing
FOIA’s to the CBOE under the organization name Citizens for Community Action, Inc.
(“CCA”), a non profit corporation registered with the State of Illinois, that now CCA
could not receive any data in digitized format on CD or diskette.  History indicated
otherwise.

Not being able to receive digitized information does bring up the question as to when this
policy took affect?  I could not find anything written within the Illinois Compiled Statutes
stating that only a political committee can get data in digitized format, as told to me by
Yvonne (please see third item below for detail).  The CBOE had literally months to tell
me this but gave no indication whatsoever that CCA would only get paper copies of
anything.  Needless to say, had I known that then the Citizens for Wayne A. Strnad, a
political committee, would have immediately filed the FOIA again.  I want to see in
writing were it states this policy.
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Second, on or about October 26, 2006 I was asked to resend the first FOIA of March,
2006.  This I did on October 27, 2006.

Third, on November 3, 2006 on or about 11:00 am while I was verifying signatures for a
petition, Yvonne came to the 6th floor with a large envelope.  It was an incomplete reply
to the second FOIA and after a quick browse of the envelope’s contents, I asked where
was the CD?  I pointed out that I wanted the data on CD, not printed.  That’s when I
found out about not being able to get data in digital format supposedly because only
political committees can get data in that manner.  The fact of the matter is that I could
print out any report I so desired to create, and to my heart’s content.

After I mentioned that there has been a violation of the FOIA, Yvonne then stated they
never received the second FOIA until the end of October and even mentioned that she
always tells people to call back and confirm that the fax was received.  Not receiving this
second FOIA struck me as very strange and after looking over my fax records later that
evening, I confirmed the fact that I never sent over another copy of the second FOIA but
only the first, as requested.  Yet, I signed and received a copy of this second FOIA when
the paper data was handed over to me on the 6th floor.  Question would be, if the CBOE
never received a copy of this second FOIA, how is it that I could sign a paper that in
theory does not exist at the CBOE?  It was never faxed a second time!  So, obviously
they did receive the original second FOIA back in September, 2006.

Fourth, in Exhibit A, I have included a copy of the City of Chicago –Precinct Canvass –
Statement of Vote, Official 2006 Primary Election (“SOVO”), pages 220 and 221.  I have
downloaded the entire file.  It consists of all the democratic races for the 2006 Primary
and has the filename, DEM_Precinct_Canvass.pdf.  For further reference, this Official
document is 612 pages in length.

Here are some of the things that I find interesting in relation to the data for the 3rd

Representative District:

1. According to the SOVO report, the total registrations are 34,066 voters.  Yet in
the dataset I received from the CBOE there were 52,915 registered voters.  The
difference is 18, 849 voters.  This was dismissed as my being given the wrong
dataset for the election.  Yet, from my perspective, I think not and in (2) found
below, you can see why.

2. The dataset I received on or about October 7, 2006, sent Priority Mail, has 54,613
registrants or 20,547 more voters than appear in the SOVO report.  It might be a
reasonable assumption that 1698 people were added to the voter count within the
six and one-half month period after the election in the 3rd Representative District
but again, this total voter count is no where near the number found in SOVO.

3. When one sums the number of votes for Delgado and Strnad, not a single sum
adds up to the number of Ballots Cast, for any precinct!  In fact, the total
discrepancy amounted to 1,213.
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4. At one point in the more than 8 months I have been waiting for the fulfillment of
this first FOIA, there appeared to be some confusion relating to the dataset I was
seeking.  Yet, there should have been no confusion whatsoever because the FOIA
was submitted two days after the election.  Logic would dictate that I wanted data
from that election i.e. the 34,066 total registrants.  By the way, I still don’t have
that dataset!

5. In the initial dataset I received from the CBOE in 2005, during the petition
circulation period, the voter count was 52,915 with an accompanying history of
30,178 records.  This means 22,737 or nearly 43% of the people had no history
within the dataset of the CBOE.

6. A simple query of the first dataset I received from the CBOE, which, among other
things, was used for mailing purposes, showed that there were nearly 500
duplicate entries.

7. Even if the election was a close race, I could never had won because despite the
fact that the dataset I received in 2005 was 18,849 voters larger than the final
totals found in the SOVO report, more than 4100 voters appeared in the dataset
received from the CBOE, but did not appear in SOVO’s report.  Please see
Exhibit B, Missing Information

8. More alarming information found in Exhibit B, shows the total Voters we knew
nothing about i.e. 2,120 people.  Even with a low 20% turnout, this translates into
more than 400 people that voted.

Fifth, in a letter addressed to Mr. Lance Gough, appearing as Exhibit C, dated August 29,
2006, many items are addressed but specific to the data in question is the following:

Due to the extended length of time that has transpired from election day, March 21,
2006, the dataset received does not reflect an accurate picture of who was actually
able to vote on that election date.  Data has no doubt been added, modified and
perhaps even deleted from the file.

The dataset I need to work with is a "freeze"1 of the voters that could vote on March
21.  Obviously, with nearly 20,000 people missing from the District, any
meaningful analysis of the data would necessarily find many errors and perhaps be
construed as a voting irregularity.

I need a copy of the dataset as it appeared in the CBOE records on March 21, or in
other words, a copy of the dataset used to compile the binders that went out to the
precincts; I assume it’s the dataset with the SOVO totals.  It should be obvious from
the date of the FOIA, what information was sought and what dataset I wanted.

1  A freeze of a dataset is a “save” or “backup” of the dataset saved in such a way that the data cannot be
altered.  For example, a common accounting function is to save the customers’ transactions file on a daily
basis or weekly basis, depending on the number of transactions that occur.  For definition sake, let me
define a freeze of the voter data as an image of all voter records that are somehow saved to any media
currently available at the CBOE for backup.
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I further assume there is a backup, or freeze lying around somewhere that can be
restored to some temporary directory on a system and then copied to CD. Had the
FOIA been responded to in a timely fashion then that would have been the dataset I
could have worked with. Indeed, it would have been a more accurate picture of
what transpired on election day, from a dataset point of view.

It should be noted that at the time of the letter of August 29, 2006, more than 5 months
passed since the original FOIA was submitted.  I believe that FOIA requests are to be
responded to within 7 days (5 ILCS 140(3)(e)) and reason(s) provided in the event
additional time is required to fulfill the request, or, in the event it would be claimed to be
unduly burdensome, arrangements could have been made to rewrite the FOIA (5 ILCS
140(3)(f)).

I cannot phantom how copying data (a file) to CD would be unduly burdensome.
Filtering records from any database, such as all the voters in the 3rd State Representative
District, is merely the writing of an SQL statement, so that should not be unduly
burdensome either.  In fact, since the data comes in either of two formats, an ASCII text
file or an mdb database file, it is a simple matter of setting up a query over the dataset
table.  This has been done numerous times for people/committees in their asking for voter
records.  I want the query statement that is utilized to create the dataset.  Perhaps there is
an error in its construction.

The point is that more than eight (8) months have passed since this first FOIA was
submitted and we are still at square one, with absolutely no progress in terms of the
dataset I need for analysis.

Sixth, more than two (2) months have passed since the second FOIA was submitted and I
still do not have any digitized information on CD.  Admittedly, I was told it would be
ready by the end of this week, which translates into today, the day after Thanksgiving
Day.

Seventh, several years ago it was suggested that the training of judges include various
important aspects of the law that a judge should really be aware of.  Also, it should be
emphasized in the training session that judges of elections do not take orders from
Precinct Captains.  Below you can find an item that shows what I’m talking about.  By
the way, several others and I witnessed this. I have affidavits to confirm this.
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Election Day
Novem ber 7, 2006

H ere 's  one  o f A rie l R eboy ras '
w orkers, a  po ll w a tc her nam ed
Ja v ier Valdez , hand ling  the  ta pe  as
it c om e s o ff  the  e le c tron ic  vo te
tabu la to r.

A cc o rd ing  to  the  ru le s, no  po ll
w atche r is to  hand le  any th ing . T he
person  stand ing  a t the  end  o f the  tab le , w ithou t a
jacke t, is  a  judge.

In  the  pho to  to  the  r igh t, th is person
w as  a lle ged ly  sen t in  by  the  C h ica go
B oa rd  o f E le c tions because  the re  w as  a
sho rtage  o f judges  w he n  the  po ll
opened . Q uestion  is, how  d id  the
C h ica go  B oard  o f E lec tions com e up
w ith  jud ges  so  qu ick ly?  W e  w ere  there
a t 5 :30  am  and  he  w a s the re . D id  they
ju st pu ll judges  o ff  the  stree t?  If so ,
they  had  no  tra in ing  w hatsoever! O ne
w ou ld  shu tter  to  th ink  tha t ju dges w ere
pu t in  by  the  p rec inct cap ta in . If tha t's the  case , then
w here  are  the  e lec tions  w ith  "in teg rity," as  s ta ted  in
the  C ons titu tion  fo r the  S ta te  o f I llino is .

If th is m an  w a s in deed  from  the  C h ica go  B oa rd  o f
E le ctions, then  w hy  d id  he  a llow  such  ac tiv ity  as
describe d  below ?

It w as  d iscovered  afte r the  po ll c lo se d  a t S t . Ja m es
C hurch  tha t severa l o f the  judges  w ere  filling  ou t po ll
she ets fo r a  pe rson  nam e d  Jav ier. In  fac t, one  o f the
judges  m ade com m en t tha t, "Jav ier had  asked  u s  to
fill it ou t."  T he judges  w ere  m ark in g  o ff nam es  on  the
she et in  ye llow  h igh ligh ter, o f  a ll th e  pe op le  tha t
vo ted  tha t day. T h is is no t the  ro le  o f a  judge o f
e lec tion . Taxpayers do  no t pay  the m  fo r f illing  ou t
she ets fo r po ll w atche rs . T he  m ark ing  o f the  po ll
she et w a s po in te d  ou t by  W ayne to  the  judge s. T hey
stoppe d  filling  ou t t he  shee t (17 th  P recinct) .

H ow ev er, the  6 th  P recinct
judges  had  com pleted  the  ta sk
and  handed  the ir po ll sheet to
F elix .

W ayne  to ld  Jav ier a nd  F elix  to
pu t the  m ateria l ba ck . You  are
abscond ing  e v idence . P o ll
w atche rs  a re  on ly  there  to
w atch  and  perhaps challenge a

signa tu re . T hey  canno t hand le  any  m ate ria ls  re la ting
to  the  e lec tion  -  b inders, e tc . tha t a re  sitting  on  the

judges  tab le . Jav ier 's and  Fe lix 's
con fisca tin g  o f the  m ateria l w a s
done in  fron t o f tw o  agen ts  from
the  C ook  C oun ty  S ta te s A t to rney
O ffic e  na m ed  Jo seph  D . C oo k
and  B ill G o rey, ne ither o f w h ich
d id  a ny th ing  abou t th is. A  fo rm a l
com plain t w as file d  w ith  the se
gen tlem en  by  W ayne on  beha lf o f
a ll the  vo ters.

F elix  is  ano the r one  o f A rie l
R e boy ras ' c ron ies  w ho  w as

circu la ting  a  pe tition  fo r A rie l R eb oy ras  a nd  M iquel
D eValle . H e w as  do ing  th is in  fron t o f the  po lling
p lace  un til W ayne ca lled  upon  the  judge to  stra igh ten
ou t the  m atter. T h is w as a lso  repo rted  to  the  C h icago
B oa rd  o f E le c tions and  w itne ssed  by  a t lea st fou r
o ther pe op le . S uch  c ircu la ting  ac tiv ity  is  a  v io la tion
o f the  Illino is  C om piled  S ta tu tes (sta te  law s), referred
to  a s the  100  foo t ru le .

A s  a  fo o tno te : Ja v ier Valdez  a lso  c ircu la ted  a  pe tition
fo r W illiam  "W illie" D elgado , w hose  petition  fo r
S ta te  R ep resen ta tive  w as w rough t w ith  fraud  and
fo rge ries  o f signatu res.  To  v iew  a ll the  c irc u la to rs
tu rn  you r b row ser to  w w w.m yw ayne .in fo .

C a re  to  he lp  W a yne in  the  ne x t e lec tion?

Call 773-882-1328.

Eighth, due to the extended length of time that the CBOE has taken in its reply, or lack
thereof, there is question as to whether or not the right to due process that would have
been available to me has now been denied because of statutory time limitations.
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Ninth, although I am not one to endorse “Big Brother” type of surveillance, I do feel that
there should be a video camera, with audio, inside the polling place, started after the poll
closes.  This should not violate the privacy issue for voters but act as a safeguard for Poll
watchers as well as judges of election.  Either the Cook County States Attorney or the
Attorney General for the State of Illinois can then prosecute irregularities that are filmed
inside the polling place.  It should also be available to any and all interested parties, as
per a FOIA request.  I have yet to see a fair election and one with integrity, for at least the
last 10 years.

According to the Constitution of the State of Illinois, Article III, Section 4, elections are
suppose to have integrity.  Now although from a legal perspective that might be “vague
and ambiguous and subject to interpretation” I also know that in Federal laws there is that
fictitious person, usually referred to as a “reasonable person,” who knows what it means.
Indeed, the data that is used by the CBOE should also have integrity for if it doesn’t, the
integrity of the election itself stands at bay, and the CBOE is potentially in violation of
the aforementioned Article of the Constitution of the State of Illinois.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Wayne A. Strnad

Exhibits follow.

This letter and the accompanying exhibits and contents thereof, were digitally created and
as such, do not contain a graphic representation of Wayne A. Strnad’s signature.  For
confirmation and/or verification of this document’s creation and/or content, please
contact Wayne A. Strnad at the aforementioned phone number.
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