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Bogus Accounts Breach 
Front Porch Forum 

by Ken Signorello 
 

Through the hyperlocal social 

media platform Front Porch  

Forum (FPF), one or more indi-

viduals created false accounts 

and used them across eight  

forum neighborhoods to make 

it appear as if different individ-

uals were making statements 

about merger and alternatives.  

On March 13th two nearly-

identical FPF posts showed    

up in eight Essex Front Porch 

neighborhoods. Seven of the 

eight posts were created under 

false accounts. 

The eighth post was listed    

using an authentic account, 

that of Saramichelle Stultz.   

No one behind the other seven  

emails responded to inquiries. 

Stultz’s post was identical in 

content to the others, except 

for the insertion of a YouTube 

link, and all were published the 

same day. 

(Continued on page 3) 

In Internet terms, a sock puppet is an 

online identity used for purposes of 

deception (per Wikipedia)  

NO Merger Wins 
Citizens Petition for a Re-Vote 

By Irene Wrenner 

About a week after the merger 

question failed at the polls, a 

citizen petition requested a do-

over of that March 2nd vote.  

This reconsideration petition 

was signed by 825 voters and 

submitted to the Town Clerk 

on March 11th. 

submitted after the November 

2006 election. Those who    

carried that petition cited two 

reasons for a re-vote: 

1) poor communication — the 

Town only mailed a single 

sheet of paper describing the 

merger plan to households  

that year. (In contrast, this year 

the Town spent $7,174 to print 

and mail a 48-page booklet.) 

2) obscurity — 440 people 

completed the front of their  

November ballot and missed 

the merger question on the   

reverse side. 

To leave a ballot question blank 

is known as an undervote. 

This year’s ballot had just    

one side, and only 27 people 

undervoted on the merger 

question. 

Petition carriers suggested 

those 27 undervotes warranted 

the reconsideration. Incidental-

ly, other ballot questions had 

substantially more undervotes.  

Petition proponents offered an-

other reason for submitting the 

2021 petition: some voters did 

not understand why they were 

voting on a (town) merger plan 

in March after they had already 

voted on a (village) merger plan 

in November. The April 13
th

 

vote will be the third time Vil-

lage residents will be voting on 

merger in one form or another. 

(Continued on page 4) 

Town Clerk Susan McNamara-Hill  

accepts a petition for a re-vote, 2021 

Town Clerk Cheryl Moomey accepts   

a petition for a re-vote, 2006 

This is familiar territory for   

Essex. A similar re-vote petition 

with 1,624 signatures was   
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Recount Changes Margins  
But Outcomes Stand 

by Ken Signorello & Irene Wrenner 

 

A temporary reversal of two 

elections — the Selectboard    

Three-Year Seat and Merger 

Vote — punctuated the March 

8th recount, which ended in a 

photo finish. 

The Town Offices were the site 

of this hand recount, which be-

gan at 9:30 am. Around 4 pm, 

preliminary totals showed 

Elaine Haney, and Merger,   

winning by dozens of votes, 

reversing Tuesday’s outcomes! 

A reporter with VT Digger 

leaked these incomplete       

results on his personal Twitter 

account.  

The news appeared on social 

media, generating some short-

lived public frenzy as well as 

consternation on the part of 

the Town Clerk. 

Although vote totals checked 

out, the line-item results varied 

so much from the machine 

count that many people in the 

room knew something was very 

wrong. Dawn Hill-Fleury 

vouched for the accuracy of the 

tabulators. “Machines would 

stop working before they would 

give you output that different 

from what’s on the ballot.” 

Hill-Fleury — with 48 years on 

the Board of Civil Authority and 

six recounts to her credit —  

determined the need to resolve 

the discrepancies.  

While Pat Murray theorized 

what the issues might be, Hill-

(Continued on page 3) 

The Decisive Moment: Dawn Hill-Fleury, after narrowing the problem down to 

questionable marking, quickly found a bundle with the totals reversed.  

By Ken Signorello 
 

With a merger re-vote still 

weeks away, the Trustees   

continued their discussion 

from March 9th about forming 

a committee to study alterna-

tives to merger. Half their 

March 23rd meeting was spent 

discussing possible parameters 

for such a committee.  

The citizen petition submitted 

to the Trustees on March 9th, 

in the wake of the failed mer-

ger vote on March 2nd, ap-

pears to be the catalyst for 

such conversations. That peti-

tion said nothing about form-

ing a committee. It placed an 

advisory question about creat-

ing a separation charter on the 

Village ballot.  

Until the April 13th election re-

sults are tallied, the outcome is    

anyone’s guess. Even so, much  

passionate conversation took 

place at both meetings. As be-

fore, no action was taken. An-

other proposed set of goals 

and guidelines is expected at 

the next meeting.  

At the Joint Board Meeting the 

night before, George Tyler had 

described the separation ques-

tion on the advisory ballot, as 

“ask[ing] us to do some things 

that we can’t do”. https://

www.facebook.com/1039159542899

19/videos/481042226589281 

He went on to give examples 

of interlocal agreements and 

shared debt that make a     

complete separation of the   

Village from the Town highly  

unlikely.  

Village Trustees Talk 
Merger Alternatives 

https://www.facebook.com/103915954289919/videos/481042226589281
https://www.facebook.com/103915954289919/videos/481042226589281
https://www.facebook.com/103915954289919/videos/481042226589281
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of the discrepancy.     

Tallies on several sheets 

had been reversed.  

After recounting the 

votes in question, the 

outcome reversed again.  

The final results showed 

Tracey Delphia maintain-

ing her victory by a mere 

two votes. No-Merger 

gained two votes to win 

by 19 votes. 

Fleury turned to a tape adding 

machine and cranked through 

the bundles methodically.  

Her goal was to isolate wheth-

er the issue was town-wide or 

unique to one district. 

Counters concluded the Village 

totals were sound, but the TOV 

results didn’t match those 

from Election Day. Could one    

tabulator have been so far off? 

Hill-Fleury explained to the   

Retorter that she then looked 

for inconsistent marking on 

tally sheets. In fairly short    

order, she got to the bottom  

(Continued from page 2) 

Regular readers of Front Porch 

Forum questioned the content 

and origin of these posts.       

A search for the unfamiliar 

posters on the voter checklist, 

grand list, and white pages 

yielded no connections to     

Essex or elsewhere. 

Such misrepresentations are 

against FPF rules. We reached 

out to FPF. They replied: 

“Creating an account using 

false information is against FPF 

Terms of Use. Unfortunately, 

our system is not able to catch 

(Continued from page 1) all such cases.” FPF depends on 

users to report violations. 

The Retorter’s investigation  

revealed that four of the email 

addresses were created by    

users whose records are diffi-

cult to penetrate. At least one 

(hammerguy23@yahoo.com) was 

added to FPF on March 12th, 

the day before publication.  

Two inauthentic email address-

es (joe@citybluffcondos.com and

(bill@oneessex.today) provided 

clues as to their creator(s).   

The domain of the former       

e-mail account is City Bluff 

Condominiums, whose website 

was registered by “Website   

Design and Development by 

Pallas Web Development”. 

The latter email address is tied 

to oneessex.today, a domain 

created on March 4th, whose  

name server was identical to 

the one used by citybluffcon-

dos.com: 

NS1.PALLASWEBDEVELOPMENT.COM  

Pallas Web Development is 

owned by Athena Letourneau 

Newhard, who has been a 

strong proponent of merger,  

as has Stultz, the author of the 

eighth post. Newhard and her 

husband were among the sig-

natories of the Essex Merger 

Recount petition. 

Newhard appears to be respon-

sible for creating at least two 

of the fictitious accounts on 

FPF. 

FPF’s terms of use are both 

elaborate and stringent, but 

they did not catch this viola-

tion. For FPF users who depend 

on its content being reliable, 

that trust has been broken. 

Given this town-wide breach   

of this service, FPF members 

have reason to doubt the truth-

fulness of FPF content, and 

cannot always be sure who is 

posting it.  

How Recount Errors Were Made — and Caught 

Two elections were erroneously overturned at first. Read about 

how deviations from standard counting protocol led to faulty 

tallies when 200 ballots were mishandled … at EssexReTorter.com.  

https://frontporchforum.com/terms-of-use
https://www.essexretorter.com/recount-recounted
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I’m Exhausted, 
But I’m Still 
Voting “NO!” 

 

If you’re suffering from merger 

fatigue, so am I.  This latest  

effort has lasted longer than 

World War II. A child born on 

June 6th, 2012 – when early  

merger discussions began –    

is now nearly nine years old.   

The current merger process 

has bridged three presidencies 

– Obama’s, Trump’s and now 

Biden’s – and with the Special 

Tax Districts embedded in the 

plan to be voted on again on 

April 13th, it could cover three 

more presidential terms. That’s 

insane. 

I empathize with those who 

say, “I just want to throw in the 

towel and get it over with,” but 

then I remember when my 

knees were young and I was    

a hiker. I sometimes would   

encounter mud puddles at the 

beginning of a hike. I’d take 

my time, circumventing the 

puddle, keeping my feet dry.   

Yet, others weren’t so careful; 

they’d plunge right in, sub-

merging their boots in sock-

drenching water. 

I’d wonder why they were      

so careless … until I myself   

encountered another puddle at 

the end of my hike. Physically 

exhausted and mentally        

fatigued, I’d tell myself, “What 

the hell,” and stupidly slosh 

through.   

Once on the other side, I      

regretted my choice. “Why   

didn’t I take the better way?”  

When it comes to merger, 

there is a better way; it’s just 

been gathering dust in the 

Town offices for several years.  

It was developed by a variety 

of Essex residents – the Essex 

Governance Group – who went 

beyond two-minute sound 

bites and came up with a for-

ward-looking plan. At its heart 

was the concept of neighbor-

hood assemblies that would 

become neighborhood voting 

districts. We don’t have to re-

invent the wheel. 

Think about your own neigh-

borhood. Before the pandemic, 

we’d wave at neighbors who 

drove by in cars, even if we 

didn’t know their names. Now, 

we encounter them on walks, 

learn their names and share 

our feelings. 

We have conversations. We  

can continue down this path  

of having conversations in our 

larger community on April 13th 

by voting ‘No.” Remember 

though: Saying “No” to one 

thing means saying “Yes” to  

another. Let’s begin.  

Bruce S. Post, a former Selectboard 

member, was chief of staff for the 

1980 presidential candidate U.S.  

Congressman John B. Anderson. 

The re-vote on January 23rd, 

2007 featured only a merger 

question. The April 2021 ballot 

includes school votes in both 

districts, plus Village Trustees, 

policy and budget questions. 

In addition, Village voters will   

decide YES or NO on Article 6,  

(Continued from page 1) 

a non-binding and conditional 

question aiming to force the 

Trustees to create a 

separation charter:  

“...Shall the EJ Board of Trustees be ad-

vised to draft a charter to create the 

independent City of Essex Junction, for 

consideration by the Village of EJ voters 

no later than Nov. 2021, should efforts 

seeking a vote for reconsideration on 

the issue of merger fail…” 

https://www.essexretorter.com/donate

