Quotes of significance to Senate Bill 31 from the 2010
United States Senate Race Court Findings

“AS 15.15.360(a}(11) may not be well written, and it is clearly subject to different interpretations...AS
15.15.360, in general, is terse and somewhat unclear in comparison to the other state statutues. The
statute, as Miller reveals, does lack the express language that most states have adopted which permits
minor misspellings and errors.” - Miller v. Campbell, pg. 15 Superior Court Judge William Carey

“While the issue may be moot, the public interest exception applies...this scenario is certainly
susceptible to repetition any time a major write in effort for election to a public office in Alaska occurs.”
- Miller v. Campbell, pg. 8 Superior Court Judge William Carey

“We start with the bedrock principle that "the right of the citizens to cast their ballot and thus
participate in the selection of those who control their government is one of the fundamental
prerogatives of citizenship.” - Alaska Supreme Court Miller v. Treadwell pg. 3

“In light of our strong and consistently applied policy of construing statutes in order to effectuate voter
intent, we hold that abbreviations, misspellings or other minor variations in the form of the name of a
candidate will be disregarded in determining the validity of the ballot, so long as the intention of the
voter can be ascertained.” - Alaska Supreme Court Miller v. Treadwell pg. 6

“Our interpretation of AS 15.15.360...is also consistent with the federally mandated standard for
counting write in votes for those voters living or serving in uniform overseas. The Uniformed and
Overseas citizens Absentee Voting Act provides that in counting the ballot of a uniformed voter or other
voter who is overseas "any abbreviation, misspelling, or other minor variation in the form of the name
of a candidate or political party shall be disregarded in determining the validity of the ballot if the
intention of the voter can be ascertained.” - Alaska Supreme Court Miller v. Treadwell pg. 7

“The Alaska Supreme Court did not make a finding clearly contrary to the face of the statute and its
findings were entirely consistent with the State's past practices of making voter intent a priority. This is
not to say that Miller's technical arguments are frivolous, for it is easy to understand his view as to the
proper interpretation of AS 15.15.360 (a)(11). But it is just as easy to accept the interpretation given by
the Alaska Supreme Court. What we have before us is a poorly drafted state statute. Wisdom would
suggest that the Alaska Legislature act to clarify it to avoid similar disputes in the future.” — Federal
District Court judge Ralph Bieistline pg. 7



