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I am in a total state of confusion.  I have figured out that there are some things that government officials, Democrats, Republicans, Judges and anyone else that is in any position of authority, are going to do that will never make any sense to me.


However, there was a case before the Indiana Court of Appeals that was ruled on this past week that has just dumbfounded me


I am, of course, referring to the unanimous vote by the Indiana Court of Appeals that struck down the Voter I.D. Law.  


Not to be a cynic, but, does this make any sense at all to anyone.  I don’t care if you are a republican, democrat or independent third party, you have got to believe that this was the wrong thing to do.


Indiana Democratic Party Chairman Dan Parker issued the following statement this morning in reaction to the ruling of the Indiana Court of Appeals on Indiana’s controversial voter identification law:


“Today’s decision is a victory for elderly, disabled, and poor Hoosiers, and more importantly our democratic process.


“By declaring that this law is not uniform or impartial, the court has recognized the very real barriers that Governor Daniels and Secretary Rokita had placed between voters and the ballot box.


“We should all be interested in preserving the legitimacy of our electoral process, but to do so through disenfranchisement is simply unacceptable. From the outset, this law created more harm than good, and did little to address the vulnerabilities in our democratic voting system.


“As with Governor Daniels’ recently announced changes to the identification requirements of this state, it appears that some elected officials remain blind to the effect their policies have on voters in Indiana.


“I hope that Secretary Rokita takes this opportunity to reevaluate how he can put partisanship aside and find a solution that protects all Hoosiers equally.”


We are talking about casting a vote here, not gymnastics.  Why would this law discriminate against the elderly, or the disabled, or poor people?


The only requirement that this law changed was instituting a provision that you have to show a government issued ID card in order to cast your vote.


I know many elderly people and this may come as a shock to some people but they ALL, EVERY ONE OF THEM have a driver’s license or a state issued ID card.


I know many poor people and this may come as a shock to some people but they ALL, EVERY ONE OF THEM have a driver’s license or a state issued ID card.


I even know a few disabled people and guess what, this may come as a shock to some people but they ALL, EVERY ONE OF THEM have a drivers license or a state issued ID card.


The lawsuit was brought to the Indiana Court of Appeals by the Indiana League of Women Voters who issued the following: “We have been at the forefront of this issue since Public Law 109 (Indiana Voter I.D. Law) went into effect in 2005,” said Karen Kay Leonard, president of the League of Women Voters of Indiana. “Any law that places limitations on the voting rights of certain segments of the population does not serve the citizens of Indiana.”


“We are grateful that the court has held that this law imposes non-uniform and irrational restrictions on voters who choose to cast their ballots in person, and voters who are elderly or infirm but do not live in a facility that also happens to be their polling place,” Leonard continued.


How does requiring someone to show drivers license or state issued ID card a limitation on ANYONE? Anyone who is alive and functioning in today’s society has to have one of these ID cards.


I guess what some people are looking for is having one segment of the population electing our elected officials.  Without this law, anyone can walk into a precinct and cast a vote and then walk into the next precinct and cast a vote, then walk into the next precinct and cast a vote, then walk into the next precinct and cast a vote, then walk into the next precinct and cast a vote.  


Sound like a broken record?  That is pretty much what it is.  This lawsuit was not an effort to protect the elderly, disabled and poor from being able to cast a vote.  It was brought about because some people don’t want to stop voting illegally and do not want to be confined to one vote.


Personally, I want to be confident that on Election Day we are electing one of our officials fairly and legally.  I would think that any politician would only want to win if it was fair and legal (did I just say that).


“For almost 90 years, the League of Woman Voters has led the fight to protect the voting process from unnecessary impediments and restrictions all across the country. We continue this work today through our Public Advocacy for Voter Protection project, which aims to prevent the disenfranchisement of eligible citizens, particularly underserved populations,” said Mary G. Wilson, national president of the League. 


The fact that this lawsuit was filed by the League of Women Voters also concerns me.  This is the group that organizes the political debates and declares the rules to keep these debates fair.  Then they want to turn around and make the law so that a candidate could potentially bus in a couple of hundred thousand people, even from out of state, and influence an election illegally.


The only people that the Voter ID Law impedes or restricts are criminals who intend to vote more than once and those people should end up in jail where they can’t vote at all.


Let’s hope that the Indiana Supreme Court has a little more common sense when this case reaches them.  And let’s stop all the bickering.  Republicans, Democrats, everyone, we have more important issues to deal with than whether or not you have to show ID to vote


After all, you have to show ID to adopt a dog in this state!!!
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