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Recommendation: 
Based on Sections 14, Subsections 7.1 and 7.2, of the Brockton Telephone/Internet Voting Policies 
and Procedures, the Clerk will not conduct any further investigation into the alleged violations of 
Section 89 of the Municipal Elections Act.  

Report: 
Origin: 

At a Public Election Meeting held on January 28, 2015, Barb Klages and Deputy Mayor Dan 
Gieruszak alleged that approximately 80 people voted using another voter’s credentials or voted 
knowing that they were not eligible to vote. B. Klages had created a list. Further B. Klages stated that 
this was verbally disclosed on December 22, 2014 during a Public Council Meeting Delegation. For 
the record; I, as Clerk did not hear this.   

When B. Klages was asked for the list on January 28th, 2015, she was not able to provide it and 
stated that she does not have the list.  

An investigation was scheduled to determine if such allegations were founded for the following 
reasons:  

• The evidence of ineligible voters casting a ballot  was alleged at a public meeting
• The Municipality of Brockton Telephone/Internet Voting Procedures Section 14 (7) outlines

that if a person is guilty of an offence under Section 89 of the Municipal Elections Act the Clerk 
shall take the following actions: 

Section 14 - Brockton Telephone/Internet Voting Policies and Procedures 

“6. Although many provisions of the Municipal Elections Act also deals with voting places, 
ballots and ballot boxes, etc. the same must be used interchangeably with the “alternative 
form” of voting since the principle of the Act must be maintained and is therefore enforceable 
and subject to penalties. 

7. As such, the Municipal Clerk of the Municipality of Brockton in this alternative form of
voting, has agreed to the following rules and regulations: 



 
7.1 That all complaints about actions which may contravene the provisions of the Municipal 
Elections Act, either verbally or written, will be investigated by the Clerk; 
 
7.2  That all such valid complaints, once investigated to the extent and knowledge of the 
Clerk, will be submitted to the local detachment of the Ontario Provincial Police; 
 
7.3 The Detachment Commander of the Ontario Provincial Police has been advised that all 
such complaints will be turned over to his or her office for further investigation; 
 
7.4 The Detachment Commander of the Ontario Provincial Police, once the investigation is 
completed will communicate with the Crown Attorney’s Office to determine if an individual(s) 
will be prosecuted. 
 
7.5  The Clerk or any Election Official will not attempt to intervene in the prosecution and 
may be called to give evidence during prosecution.” 

 

Analysis: 

On February 4, 2015, Barb Klages, Dan Gieruszak and myself met at 3:30 p.m. in the Clerk’s Office 
at 100 Scott Street, Walkerton, Ont.  B. Klages and D. Gieruszak were advised that the meeting 
would be recorded for purposes of clarity. 

At this meeting B. Klages confirmed that she did not have a list, and never had a list.  She stated that 
she had reviewed a copy of the recorded electors list and “ticked” persons that she did not believe 
were eligible to vote and had voted.  

The recorded electors list was made available to candidates daily during the advanced poll. 

B. Klages did not follow up on her speculations and does not remember any names. No one stated to 
her specifically that they had voted knowing they were not eligible.   

After giving it some thought B. Klages stated that she was not sure if she had reviewed the voters list 
or the list of recorded electors. 

Clerks Note:  Only the list of recorded electors provided to candidates would allow a person to see 
who had voted.  It is an assumption that a candidate provided B. Klages with the list.  

D. Gieruszak stated that he had learned of ineligible votes through general conversation within the 
community; that people had said that they had voted more than once – specific names were not used. 
He heard that people did vote but did not have any specific names. 

As a result of the conversation it is the Clerk’s determination that it would not prove to be of any 
benefit to review IP addresses.  

As a follow up to their complaint, B. Klages and D. Gieruszak were asked if they had reason to 
believe that a further review of the recorded electors list would be of any benefit without the names of 
the alleged ineligible voters. If D. Gieruszak and B. Klages cannot provide names, how do we 
proceed with an investigation of corrupt practices against individuals who allegedly voted in 
contravention of the Municipal Elections Act, Section 89?   



As such, under 7.2 of the Brockton Internet/Telephone Voting Policies and Procedures the 
complaints provided by Dan Gieruszak and Barb Klages would not be valid.  

B. Klages stated that she wished Council to make a decision if there was to be further investigation 
and was advised by the Clerk that Council was not the decision maker as to whether this investigation 
proceeds but that the Policies and Procedures that were put in place must be followed. 

B. Klages was advised that the date for filing with the courts for a controverted election has passed 
and ballots may be destroyed after February 26, 2015.  The Clerk is still in possession of all Election 
records.  

Sustainability Checklist: 
What aspect of the Brockton Sustainable Strategic Plan does the content/recommendations in this 
report help advance? (More detail is available in the Sustainability Checklist on file and appended to 
this report.) 

• Do the recommendations help move the Municipality closer to its Vision?  N/A  
• Do the recommendations contribute to achieving Cultural Vibrancy?  N/A  
• Do the recommendations contribute to achieving Economic Prosperity?  N/A  
• Do the recommendations contribute to Environmental Integrity?  N/A  
• Do the recommendations contribute to the Social Equity?  N/A  

Alternatives: 
 

Financial Impacts/Source of Funding: 
• Do the recommendations represent a sound financial investment from a sustainability 

perspective?  N/A  

 

Respectfully Submitted by: 

  

Debra B. Roth, CMO, Clerk  

Reviewed By:  

 CAO CFO Other 
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