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Larry Simmons argues that improprieties occurred during the General Elections 

conducted by UAW Local 7 on May 5, 2005, that could have affected the outcome of the 
Presidential race. 

 
FACTS 

 
Larry Simmons was the President of UAW Local 7 and a candidate for President 

in general elections conducted on May 5, 2005.  The Local Union used voting machines 
supplied by Elections Unlimited and the election results were certified by Irene P. 
Tucker-Wilson, a Certified Public Accountant.  The results of the Presidential race were 
as follows: 

 
 “Larry Simmons 1106 

  Dale Hunt 1126 ELECTED”1 
 

                                                 
1 Record, p. 7. 
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On May 8, 2005, Simmons requested a recount of the ballots cast in the 
Presidential race.2  On May 9, Simmons protested the results of the Presidential election 
and requested that it be rerun.  In support of his protest, Simmons stated that he 
discovered on the day after the election that the Election Committee had opened the 
ballot box with no challengers present and removed several items.  He stated that he 
could not be certain that ballots had not been added or removed from the ballot box 
after the polls were closed.3   

 
Election Committee Chairperson Rhonda Wallingford responded to Simmons’ 

protest on May 17.  Wallingford stated that the members of the Election Committee 
were unaware of any inappropriate handling of the ballots in the race for President.  
Wallingford advised Simmons that the Election Committee had recommended that his 
protest be denied.4  The membership of Local 7 considered Simmons’ protest at a 
meeting on June 26, 2005, and passed a motion to accept the report of the Election 
Committee.5 

 
Simmons appealed the Local membership’s action on his protest to the 

International Executive Board (IEB) on June 26, 2005. President Gettelfinger’s 
Administrative Assistant, Eunice Stokes-Wilson, conducted a hearing on the appeal on 
behalf of President Gettelfinger on September 6, 2005.  As a preliminary matter, 
Stokes-Wilson determined that a recount of the ballots was warranted by the fact that 
the race was close and there were 72 “under votes.”6  Stokes-Wilson conducted a 
recount of the ballots in the presence of challengers for both candidates on 
September 29, 2005.  The results of the recount were as follows: 

 
 “Larry Simmons 1118 
  Dale Hunt 1148”7 

 
Stokes-Wilson prepared a report to the IEB on President Gettelfinger’s behalf 

based on testimony given at the hearing she conducted on September 6, 2005, and her 
subsequent investigation and recount of the ballots at Local Union 7.  Stokes-Wilson’s 
report indicates that Election Committee Chairperson Wallingford explained during the 
hearing that she had mistakenly put the Local Union’s books and records in the ballot 
box at the conclusion of the election.  The next day, the ballot box was opened in the 

                                                 
2 Record, p. 10. 
3 Record, p. 11. 
4 Record, p. 13. 
5 Record, pp. 26-27. 
6 The International Union has explained that an “under vote” is a ballot cast without a complete line 
between the brackets indicating the voter’s choice of candidate. (Record, p. 49) 
7 Record, p. 37. 
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presence of the entire Election Committee and these materials were removed.8  This 
was the basis of Simmons’ protest.  

 
Stokes-Wilson commented that it was error for the Election Committee to have 

opened the ballot box without challengers present, but she found no evidence of 
misconduct on the part of the Election Committee Chairperson.  She ruled that 
Simmons had not established that misconduct had occurred in connection with the 
handling of the ballots, and she observed that the outcome of the election was not 
affected by the recount.9  Based on these findings, Stokes-Wilson denied Simmons’ 
appeal.  The IEB adopted Stokes-Wilson’s report as its decision and notified Simmons 
on October 25, 2005.10  Simmons has now appealed the IEB’s decision. 
 

ARGUMENT 
 

A. Larry Simmons: 

The ballot box was opened after the polls were closed and therefore it cannot be 
determined if ballots were added or removed from the box.  The only way to correct this 
possible injustice is to rerun the election. 

 
B. International Union, UAW: 

The Local Election Committee committed an innocent error in placing certain 
election records inside the ballot box and retrieving them without the candidates’ 
challengers being present.  There is no evidence of any impropriety in connection with 
the handling of the ballots.  A recount of the ballots did not change the outcome of the 
election.  Appellant has not established that the improprieties affected the outcome of 
the election and his appeal should be denied.  

 
DISCUSSION 

 
Local Union elections are presumed to be valid.  In order for a candidate to 

overcome this presumption, he or she must establish by clear and convincing evidence 
that some improper practice occurred to such a degree that it could have affected the 
outcome of the election.  We have followed this rule consistently in our review of 
election protests.11  Although Simmons has identified an error committed by the Election 
Committee, he has produced no evidence of any impropriety committed by any Election 
Committee member in the handling of the ballots.  We will not overturn the results of an 
election based on mere allegations that such improprieties may have occurred. 
                                                 
8 Record, p. 32. 
9 Record, pp. 36-37. 
10 Record, p. 41. 
11 Carter v. Local Union 7, UAW, 2 PRB 70 (1974); Trick v. Local Union 212, UAW, 6 PRB 102 (1990); 
and Haddad and Burcicki v. Local Union 157, UAW, 9 PRB 307 (1997). 
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In any event, the record demonstrates that Simmons’ concerns were thoroughly 

investigated by Administrative Assistant Stokes-Wilson.  She went to the Local Union 
hall and confirmed the results of the electoral process by a recount of the ballots.  
Simmons had a challenger present during the recount, and he has not stated any basis 
for rejecting the results of that vote tally. 

 
The decision of the IEB is affirmed. 


