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No bibliography 
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Social Change (15 Sept. 2015), https://socialchangenyu.com/review/voters-strike-back-
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Threat 3: Election official intimidation 
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https://www.brennancenter.org/our-work/analysis-opinion/poll-election-officials-
finds-concerns-about-safety-political. 

‘Five Things About Deterrence | National Institute of Justice’, (n.d.), 
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work/research-reports/purges-growing-threat-right-vote, accessed 6 May 2026. 

Sadler, Richard C., Thomas W. Wojciechowski, and Eileen Hayes, ‘Spatial and Statistical 
Predictors of Voter Purge Rates in Michigan, Social Science Quarterly, 105/5 (2024), 
1791–805, https://doi.org/10.1111/ssqu.13447. 



 

 5/16 
 
Researching what works best 

AP News, ‘Multistate Voter Database Suspended in Lawsuit Settlement’ (10 Dec. 2019), 
https://apnews.com/general-news-2c82eb782e578bbb81c121ec453fbee8, accessed 16 
May 2026. 

Demos, ‘Protecting Voter Registration: An Assessment of Voter Purge Policies in Ten 
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inoculations-meant-preempt-false-fraud-claims, accessed 6 May 2026. 

Counter tactic: Expert views: Local media fact-checking component 
No bibliography 

Counter tactic: Election officials should proactively communicate the 
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Message Inoculates against Distrust’, PNAS Nexus, 3/10 (2024), pgae414, 
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Counter tactic: Pre-litigation and legislative advocacy to establish 
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levels 
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https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-3-030-60347-2_13, accessed 6 May 2026. 
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Multiple threats: 
Threat: Election official intimidation, coerce state officials into 
falsifying election results or blocking certification 

Counter tactic: Increasing legal protections for election workers and 
infrastructure & communicating about protections to deter malicious actors 
‘Where Have All the Election Officials Gone?’, Science and Democracy, The Equation (19 
Aug. 2024), https://blog.ucs.org/liza-gordon-rogers/where-have-all-the-election-
officials-gone/, accessed 6 May 2026. 

State Laws Providing Protection for Election Officials and Staff, (2025), 
ttps://blog.ucs.org/liza-gordon-rogers/where-have-all-the-election-officials-gone/]. 

Threat: Cyberattack on election technology, Election official 
intimidation, ICE at polls 

Counter tactic: Developing backup systems and incident response plans, 
establishing clear roles and responsibilities, and ensuring minimal disruption 
to voting processes if incidents occur 
‘Using Tabletop Exercises to Identify Election Security Risks’, (n.d.), 
https://www.cna.org/centers-and-divisions/ipr/emo/election-security-workshops-and-
exercises/election-security-tabletop-exercises, accessed 6 May 2026. 

Threat: Coerce state officials into falsifying election results or blocking 
certification, Election official intimidation 

Counter tactic: Coercion network tracker 
Nigro, Nick, ‘Authoritarian Interference Tracker’, Alliance For Securing Democracy 
(n.d.), https://securingdemocracy.isd.ngo/toolbox/authoritarian-interference-tracker/, 
accessed 6 May 2026. 

Threat: Spread lies about election integrity, ICE at polls, Executive 
orders to restrict voting 

Counter tactic: Trusted community intermediaries as "safety ambassadors." 
Collier, Paul, and Pedro C. Vicente, ‘Votes and Violence: Evidence from a Field 
Experiment in Nigeria’, The Economic Journal, 124/574 (2014), F327–55, 
https://doi.org/10.1111/ecoj.12109. 
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electoral-violence-nigeria, accessed 6 May 2026. 
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Threat: Spread lies about election integrity, coerce state officials into 
falsifying election results or blocking certification, Executive orders to 
restrict voting 

Counter tactic: Engage the business community as pro-democracy 
constituency 
Pereira, Rafael H. M., et al., ‘Free Public Transit and Voter Turnout’, Electoral Studies, 86 
(2023), 102690, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.electstud.2023.102690. 

Spillane, Ashley, and Sofia Gross, ‘Why and How Companies Invest in Get-Out-the-Vote 
Efforts’, Business Management, Harvard Business Review (6 Aug. 2019), 
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https://www.hbs.edu/bigs/2024-elections-encouraging-employees-to-vote-can-be-
good-for-democracy-and-for-business, accessed 6 May 2026. 

Threat: Spread lies about election integrity, coerce state officials into 
falsifying election results or blocking certification, Executive orders to 
restrict voting 
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Hyde, Susan D., ‘The Observer Effect in International Politics: Evidence from a Natural 
Experiment’, World Politics, 60/1 (2007), 37–63, https://doi.org/10.1353/wp.0.0001. 

How-to-Prevent-Elections-from-Being-Stolen-Lessons-from-around-the-
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from-being-stolen-lessons-from-around-the-world-for-the-us-275390. 
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