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ALEC ENPOSED

“ALEC” has long been a
secretive collaboration

DID YOU KNOW? Corporations VOTED to adopt this. Through ALEC, global companies
work as “equals” in “unison” with politicians to write laws to govern your life. Big

between Big Business and Business has “a VOICE and a VOTE,” according to newly exposed documents. You?
“conservative” politicians.

Behind closed doors, they Home  Model Legislation  Public Safety and Elections<—_ [P you know
ghostwrite “model” bills to

be introduced in state the _N RA"t_he
capitols across the country. Resolution in Opposition to the National Popular Vote Natlon.al .lele
This agenda-underwritten Interstate Compact Association--

by global corporations-
includes major tax was the
loopholes for big industries s corporate co-
and the super rich, ummary chair in 20117

proposals to offshore U.S.
jobs and gut minimum

wage, and efforts to This resolution calls on the State of (insert state) to oppose the plan popularly

known as National Popular Vote. The National Popular Vote scheme threatens

weaken public I:'e“hh' freedom, representation, and the identity of the United States as a confederation of
safefy, and environmental distinct governing bodies who act according to the wishes of the majority of their
protections. Although many citizens. The National Popular Vote scheme would undermine

state authority and give some states power over the voice of others. It would
render minority groups voiceless and empower densely populated and
ideologically homogenous regions as well as radical fringe groups.

of these bills have become
law, until now, their origin
has been largely unknown.
With ALEC EXPOSED, the
Center for Media and
Democracy hopes more
Americans will study the
bills to understand the
depth and breadth of how
big corporations are

changing the legal rules . . .

d 9 dg . . 9 d WHEREAS, the plan known as National Popular Vote claims to create a national
and undermining democracy g gsystem for conducting presidential elections, yet fails to create national standards
across the nation. for ballot access; and

Model Resolution

{Title, enacting clause, etc.}

M.EG’S GW@W&I& BMM WHEREAS, the plan known as National Popular Vote claims to create a national
system for conducting presidential elections, yet fails to create national standards

-in recent Ms' or ﬂl“esem for voter qualifications; and
o AT&T Services, Inc.
« centerpoint360

« UPS
« Bayer Corporation WHEREAS, the plan known as National Popular Vote claims to create a national

« GlaxoSmithKline system fqr conducting presidential elections, yet fails to create national standards
for requiring a recount of

» Energy Future Holdings ballots within a state; and

« Johnson & Johnson
 Coca-Cola Company

o PhARMA

o Kraft Foods, Inc. WHEREAS, the plan known as National Popular Vote claims to create a national

« Coca-Cola Co. system for conducting presidential elections, yet fails to establish any rule to

o Pfizer Inc. require a national recount where the national result is within a small margin even if

« Reed Elsevier, Inc. the result in no individual state is within a margin that requires a recount in the

state; and
« DIAGEO From CMD: a lot of focus
» Peabody Energy on recounts

e Intuit, Inc.

 Koch Industries, Inc. WHEREAS, the plan known as National Popular Vote claims to create a national

+ ExxonMobil system for conducting presidential elections, yet fails to create national standards
« Verizon for recounting ballots; and

« Reynolds American Inc.
o Wal-Mart Stores, Inc.

« Salt River Project WHEREAS, the plan known as National Popular Vote claims to use an interstate
o Altria Client Services, Inc. compact rather than a constitutional amendment to enact a change that most

o American Bail Coalition Americans believe requires such an

o State Farm Insurance amendment and should at least be the subject of national discussion and

For more on these corporations, deliberation; and

search at www.SourceWatch.org.
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Did you know the NRA--the National Rifle Association--was the corporate co-chair in 2011? 
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From CMD: a lot of focus on recounts ...


RAbout US and ALEC ENPOSED. The Center for Media and Democracy reports on corporate spin and government
propaganda. \We are located in Madison, Wisconsin, and publish www.PRWatch.org, www.SourceVWatch.org,
and now www.ALECexposed.org. For more information contact: editor@prwatch.org or 608-260-9713.

WHEREAS, the plan known as National Popular Vote has no majority requirement,
but would allow a candidate with a plurality - however small - to become
President.

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the State of (insert state) opposes the plan
know as National Popular Vote or any other proposal to manipulate the Electoral
College for the purpose

of creating a national presidential vote through an interstate compact.

Center for Media
and Democracy's
quick summary:

This Resolution expresses opposition to the National Popular Vote Interstate Compact, an effort to replace the electoral
college with a direct, nationwide vote. The Compact is based on Atrticle Il, Section 1 of the U.S. Constitution, which
gives each state legislature the right to decide how to appoint its own electors; if enough states join the compact to
represent a controlling majority of the Electoral College (270 votes), all of the states would cast their electoral votes for
the winner of the national popular vote (rather than just the winner for their particular state).

A direct vote would avoid problems like those that arose in the 2000 Bush v. Gore election, where Al Gore won the
popular vote but lost the election because of Florida (and its questionable ballot-counting; not that this Resolution also
criticizes the Compact for not establishing standards for recounts). Direct voting has been debated on both ends of the
political spectrum. The biggest change would likely be that elections would not decided by just a few swing states
(which means that candidates would have more of a national focus, rather than appealing to discrete interest groups
within swing states at the expense of other states). Direct voting would also make it harder for corporations and interest
groups (like the NRA) to influence elections -- these groups would no longer be able to spend lots of money on just a
few states and have an impact on the outcome.



Spare4
Footer

User 3
Text Box
Center for Media and Democracy's quick summary:

User 3
Text Box
This Resolution expresses opposition to the National Popular Vote Interstate Compact, an effort to replace the electoral college with a direct, nationwide vote. The Compact is based on Article II, Section 1 of the U.S. Constitution, which gives each state legislature the right to decide how to appoint its own electors; if enough states join the compact to represent a controlling majority of the Electoral College (270 votes), all of the states would cast their electoral votes for the winner of the national popular vote (rather than just the winner for their particular state). 


User 3
Text Box
A direct vote would avoid problems like those that arose in the 2000 Bush v. Gore election, where Al Gore won the popular vote but lost the election because of Florida (and its questionable ballot-counting; not that this Resolution also criticizes the Compact for not establishing standards for recounts). Direct voting has been debated on both ends of the political spectrum. The biggest change would likely be that elections would not decided by just a few swing states (which means that candidates would have more of a national focus, rather than appealing to discrete interest groups within swing states at the expense of other states). Direct voting would also make it harder for corporations and interest groups (like the NRA) to influence elections -- these groups would no longer be able to spend lots of money on just a few states and have an impact on the outcome.

User2
Highlight




