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MULTIPLE FORMAL COMPLAINTS AND
FEDERAL LAWSUIT TARGET CASCADE COUNTY
SYSTEM UNDER SHERIFF JESSE SLAUGHTER

Allegations of Cover-
Ups, Retaliatory
Policing, Jail Neglect,
and Opaque Inmate
Welfare Funds Mount

By Staff Writer

Great Falls, MT - Cascade County
Sherift Jesse Slaughter faces
intensifying scrutiny as multiple
formal complaints to the Montana
Public Safety Officer Standards and
Training Council (POST) and a
sweeping federal civil rights lawsuit
expose what critics call a “good old
boy” culture of over-escalation,
procedural violations, and protection
of insiders at the expense of citizens
and constitutional rights.

Three POST complaints against
Slaughter and his deputies,
combined with a new U.S. District
Court filing by Great Falls resident
April Ellis, paint a consistent pattern:
minor incidents balloon into deadly
force, public shaming, or ruined

© Megastocker | Dreamstime.com

lives, while the sheriff’s office and
county jail—under Slaughter’s direct
oversight—deny accountability and
basic care.

The Hanson Shooting: “Cat Food”
Warrant Ends in Death On February
23,2024, Detective Jacob Try fatally
shot Michael Hanson during a
surveillance visit tied to cat food and
litter purchases. Try arrived alone

in an unmarked vehicle, without the
physical search warrant, ordered
Hanson off his own property,
jumped the fence, and opened fire.
Independent audio analysis shows

Try shot first, cleared a two-second
malfunction, and fired again before
Hanson returned fire.

Kathryn Hansen’s March 18, 2026,
POST complaint details Slaughter
personally warning attendees at a
public presentation not to question
the case, claiming he “had a deputy
to protect” Hansen notes no
warrant was exhibited as required
by Montana Code Annotated §
46-5-227, yet Slaughter testified
under oath there was “absolutely no
unlawful activity” and awarded Try
the Law Enforcement Purple Heart.

Tony Rosales’ March 23, 2026,
complaint demands discipline
against both Try and Slaughter,
highlighting the lack of backup,
absent warrant, and Slaughter’s
public claim that a warrant “is not
required” for ordering someone
off their property—a stance critics
call a blatant Fourth Amendment
violation.

The Pinocci Arrest: Press
Conference and Mugshot

(continued on page 4A)

Understanding the Rural Solid Waste
District Issue in Cascade County

A Timeline of Events,
Decisions, and Court
Proceedings

By Rae Grulkowski

Over the past two years, decisions
involving the Cascade County Rural
Solid Waste District have generated
significant discussion among
residents, county officials, and the
courts. Many citizens have asked
how the issue developed and what
the courts have, thus far, said about
it. Let’s summarize key events to help
residents better understand what has
occurred.

Background

The Cascade County Rural

Solid Waste District is a Special
Improvement District (SID) for
refuse disposal. In 1971, the Cascade
County Commission created this
SID, which excluded incorporated
cities and towns of Belt, Cascade,
Great Falls and Neihart. The 1971
Resolution of Creation established
the Board of Directors of the City-
County Health Department as the
governing body of this SID.

Funding for this special district
comes from an assessment charged
to property owners within the
district. These assessments

pay for services such as transfer
station operations contracts, waste
disposal transport, landfill dump
expenses and all other operational
costs. Because the district is
funded through a tax assessment,
any increase in fees directly affect
property owners within the district.

New vs Old Transfer Site

The rural solid waste district initially
operated as a county-run operation
under county administration. The
county later privatized the service
and now contracts with a private
waste hauler (Montana Waste
Systems, Inc., doing business as
Republic Services). The county
continued to maintain contracted
land leases for the container sites
throughout the county.

On November 27, 2007, the Cascade
County Commission assumed the
duties as the governing body of the
Cascade County Rural Solid Waste
District from the City-County Board
of Health.

It is the duty of the County
Commission to estimate, as near

as practicable, the cost of each
established special district annually

during the budgeting session.
Annually, a resolution must be
adopted, during the annual budget
adoption, which specifies the

levy with an amount equal to the
annual cost of the program and
improvements. In summary, the
assessments for special districts must
be deliberatively reviewed to ensure
proper taxation is applied to the
program for which the tax is levied.

Along with the annual passing of a
resolution to levy the special district
assessment, Montana law requires

a list be provided, which describes
the parcel or lot of land assessed,
with the owners (or entities) name
and the amount to be assessed upon
each.

For rural property owners, the solid
(continued on page 5A)

"Trust in the Lord and do good; dwell in the land and enjoy safe pasture.” Psalm 37:3
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Responses to Nikolakakos

In the gritty world of Montana
politics, some play dirty to
cling to power—and George
Nikolakakos just proved he’s
willing to stoop as low as it gets.

Forward by Marci Marceau

eorge Nikolakakos has finally crawled
G out from under whatever rock he’s been

hiding his high school behavior and
hypocrisy beneath. Armed with nothing more
than a handful of ancient, context-stripped

social-media screenshots and the desperate hope
that nobody remembers what a fraud he is.

Desperate to shield his preferred Democrat-
RINO establishment crew and sabotage a true
conservative challenger, George resorted to
trolling through Kevin Leatherbarrow’ old
social media posts, cherry-picking and twisting
words out of context to smear him as “not a
real Republican.” This isn't debate; it’s the kind
of sleazy, dishonest hit-job youd expect from
someone more interested in protecting his
insider status than serving the people.

But let’s talk about George’s own record of
betrayal. As the sponsor of HB 433—a strong
pro-Second Amendment bill designed to
protect the presumption of innocence and
prevent the government from stripping firearm
rights based on mere accusations—he begged
for the chance to carry it. Then, when it came
time to stand up for it, he turned on his own
legislation: offering gutting amendments in
committee that would have weakened its core
protections, pushing those same destructive
changes on the House floor, and when even
those failed to derail it, he hypocritically asked
that the bill he introduced be killed outright
rather than let it pass in its intended form.
That’s not leadership; that’s sabotage from
within, the kind of backstabbing that keeps the
swamp thriving.

Kevin Leatherbarrow, by contrast, is a straight-
shooting warrior for truth, justice, and
constitutional principles. He doesn’t twist words
or hide behind selective outrage—he calls out
corruption, abuse of power, and establishment
sellouts wherever he sees them, no matter who
it offends. In an era of spineless politicians

who bend to the status quo, Kevin stands tall,
unafraid to challenge bloated government,
protect individual rights, and demand real
accountability.

What follows is Kevin’s clear, unfiltered
response to George’s desperate attacks. Read

it for yourself and see the difference: one man
fights for the people; the other fights to keep the
corrupt system intact.

And the story doesn’'t end there. Kevin
Leatherbarrow stepped up and filed to run
directly against George Nikolakakos in a bold
challenge to the status quo. Rather than face
that fight head-on, George dropped out of that
race and pivoted to challenge Randy Pinocci in
Senate District 12. Randy Pinocci is a proven
champion of Second Amendment rights in
Montana—a lifetime member of the Montana
Shooting Sports Association, a Benefactor
Member of the NRA, and a tireless defender
of our constitutional freedoms who has helped
pass more pro-gun legislation than almost
anyone else in the state. Unlike George, Randy
doesn’t talk out of both sides of his mouth—he
delivers results for gun owners, families, and
freedom-loving Montanans.

If you value real conservative principles,

strong Second Amendment protections, and
leaders who actually fight for you instead of
the establishment, support Randy Pinocci now.
Donate to his campaign today, spread the word,
and make sure to vote for him in the primary
against George Nikolakakos. Randy deserves—
and has earned—your vote and your support to
keep Montana free!

Now, turning directly to the heart of the
matter: Below are Kevin Leatherbarrow’s own
powerful, straightforward answers to George
Nikolakakos’s attacks and distortions. These
responses lay bare the truth without spin or
apology—exactly the kind of honesty Montana
needs more of.

Kevin Leatherbarrow is proudly running

for Montana House District 22 (HD 22) in
the Republican primary on June 2, 2026,
bringing that same fearless commitment to
fighting corruption, defending our freedoms,
championing school choice, eliminating
property taxes where possible, and putting
everyday Montanans over career politicians.
He’s the real conservative warrior we need in

Helena—educated, principled, and unafraid to
take on the establishment.

If you're in HD 22 (or want to back a true
fighter from anywhere in the state), step

up now: Visit his campaign website at
kevinleatherbarrow.com to learn more,

donate directly to fuel his run, and follow

him on Facebook at facebook.com/
LeatherbarrowMTEd for updates. Every dollar
and every vote counts—make yours count

for Kevin Leatherbarrow. Vote for him in the
primary and help send a message that Montana
is done with the swamp games!

Below is HD 22 Candidate Kevin
Leatherbarrow’s response to the sniveling,

self-sabotaging bill killer, bottom-feeder George
Nikolakakos.

George, I appreciate the follow-up. It is always

a healthy sign for a republic when citizens stop
accepting government narratives at face value
and start asking difficult questions. To suggest
that questioning authority is “anti-American” is
to fundamentally misunderstand the founding
of this country. True patriotism is not blind
obedience; it is the courage to challenge a bloated
and corrupt status quo. Here are the answers to
your questions: On Law Enforcement and Sheriff
Slaughter I have never “attacked” the concept

of law enforcement; I have attacked the abuse

of power. Comparing certain modern practices
to tyranny isn’t an insult to the badge—its a
warning to those who wear it. When we see a
“good old boy club” protecting corruption in
Cascade County, including serious scandals

like feeding inmates contaminated food and
overseeing preventable, unlawful deaths, silence
is complicit. A sheriff who looks the other way

is a crooked sheriff, and I will not “disavow” the
sentiment that corruption must be purged. On
Public Safety and the FBI It is a documented
legal reality (and a common-sense one) that

the government has no constitutional duty

to protect you at an individual level. Self-
governance starts with the individual’s right to
self-defense. Regarding the FBI: when an agency
becomes more interested in political optics and
bureaucratic bloat than in objective justice, it has
outlived its merit. Abolishing corrupt, federalized
entities in favor of localized, accountable systems
is a return to constitutional principles. On
Donald Trump I judge a leader by their actions
and the company they keep. Donald Trump

(continued on page 3A)
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CHAMPION.

« HE IS RUNNING AGAINST THE MOST ANTI-GUN
REPUBLICAN LEGISLATOR, GEORGE NIKOLAKAKOS.

« NIKOLAKAKOS BETRAYED OUR TRUST
AND INTENTIONALLY KILLED THE
MSSA'S GUN BILL THAT HE BEGGED

T0 SPONSOR.

« RANDY PINOCCI IS AN ‘A" RATED 2ND AMENDMENT

Paid for by Jim Mitchell
300 Smelter Ave NW
Great Falls MT 59414

#VotePinocci

VOTE PINOCCI TO PROTECT YOUR RIGHTS. HE WILL
SPONSOR AND PASS THE GUN BILLS THAT NIKOLAKAKOS KILLED.
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Montana’s Road to Ruin Starts Here

Why the Nikolakakos Duo Must Be
Booted Before They Bankrupt Our
Freedom

By Sally Tucker

ontana families are being sold out by
M the very people who swore to protect

them. George and Melissa Nikolakakos
— the husband-and-wife tag team from Great
Falls —aren’t conservatives or even moderate
Republicans. They are a disastrous, failing-
grade duo whose voting records have done
more to grow government, deepen federal
dependency, and betray conservative values
than most Democrats could dream of. Their
combined legacy is bigger budgets, weaker
gun rights, eroded parental protections, and
Montana’s sovereignty handed to Washington
on a silver platter.

Melissa Nikolakakos: The Lowest-
Scoring Republican Legislator in the
Entire Montana House

Melissa holds the lowest score of any
Republican legislator on the Montana Family
Foundation scorecard — a pathetic 60/100.
That isn’t a “middling” grade. That is a flaming
failing score that screams total disregard for
family, faith, and parental rights.

She earned that rock-bottom ranking by voting
AGAINST the very bills that protect Montana
children and families:

NO on HB 320 — shielding students and
employees from punishment for refusing

biologically inaccurate pronouns or compelled
speech.

« NO on HB 400 — basic free-speech
protections in public schools.

e NO on SB 164 — banning irreversible
gender-altering treatments on minors
under 16.

« NO on SB 218 — giving victims of harmful
gender-transition procedures the right to
sue.

« NO on SB 474 — protecting religious and
medical exemptions for immunizations.

While campaigning on “Montana values,” she
sponsored HB 310 — a new Homeless Shelter
Grant Program that expands government
handouts and ties us to even more outside
funding. Her YES votes on massive spending
bills like HB 863 and HB 924 only tighten the
federal leash.

George Nikolakakos: Barely Better...
But Still a Complete Failure — The
Unforgivable RINO Traitor Who
Begged for a Pro-Gun Bill Then
Lobbied Hard to Gut and Kill the Bill
He Begged to Sponsor

George scrapes a still-failing 67/100 on the
same Montana Family Foundation scorecard.
His 50% Freedom Index score matches Melissa’s
exactly — meaning both voted against limited-
government and constitutional principles as
often as they supported them.

But George’s betrayal runs even deeper. The
smoking gun is HB 433 — the Montana
Shooting Sports Association’s proud “Innocent
Until Proven Guilty” bill that would have

* VOTE JUNE 2ND *

PINOCCI

FOR SD 12 REPUBLICAN

Christian
Voters Decide
This Election

o S ————_

Randy Pinocci stood with Montana families. His opponent didn’t.

[ RANDY PINOCCI

100% Montana Family Foundation Score

Proven champion for Christian Family Values
e Protects Life

® Defends Religious Freedom

e Fights for Girls’ Sports

e Stands for Parents’ Rights

GEORGE NIKOLAKAKOS

67% Montana Family Foundation Score

One of the Lowest Scores in the Legislature
Missed Key Votes Protecting:

o |jfe
e Faith-Based Freedoms
e Montana Families

Source: Montana
Family Foundation
Legislative Scorecard

SEND A TRUE CONSERVATIVE TO HELENA! VOTE Randy Pinocci

PAID FOR BY PATRICK COLEY COMMITTEE MAN 24A 319 20TH ST SW, GREAT FALLS, MT, 59404

NIKOLAKAKOS (from page 2A)

has frequently worked behind the scenes to
endorse incumbents who do not have the people’s
best interests at heart. He appears infatuated
with “good-looking” figures and optics-driven
narcissists rather than surrounding himself with
the talented, humble, and truly competent people
required to actually drain the swamp. If a leader
consistently empowers the very government
‘overlords” we are trying to reign in, questioning
that leader’s effectiveness is the only logical
response. On Montana Leadership (Gianforte,
Jacobsen, Sheehy) My opposition to these
individuals is rooted in their records: - Governor
Gianforte: He has grown the state budget faster
than previous Democratic administrations
without the population growth to justify it. Fiscal
conservatism isn't a slogan; it’s a practice he

has failed to uphold. - Christi Jacobsen: It is a
statistical anomaly that she received more votes
than Trump in both 2020 and 2024. Either the
electoral system is being “setup” to make her look
like the most strategic candidate for a future run,

or the GOP is foolishly voting for someone whose
support from the other side of the aisle suggests
she is a Democrat in Republican clothing. -
Senator Sheehy: He fits the mold of the hand-
picked “incumbent-style” candidate who serves
the establishment’s interests over the grassroots.
On Military Service and “Mercenaries” This

is perhaps the most patriotic point of all. Our
service members are often treated like ‘enlisted
pawns” who are forbidden from challenging
orders, even when our government uses the
military for dubious activities that lack merit.
When we pay enlistment bonuses to send our
youth into conflicts that serve “overlords” rather
than the defense of the homeland, they are being
treated as mercenaries. Challenging the military-
industrial complex and the “use and abuse” of
our soldiers is the highest form of respect for their
lives and their service.

I hope this clarifies where I stand. I am here
to represent the people who are tired of the

“business as usual” politics in Cascade County
and beyond. &

protected Second Amendment rights by
stopping the government from stripping
firearms from people merely accused (not
convicted) of non-violent crimes. George
begged MSSA to let him sponsor this pro-

gun, pro-liberty legislation — then stabbed
them (and every freedom-loving Montanan)

in the back. He watered it down with gutting
amendments, pushed those changes on the
House floor, and ultimately urged colleagues to
kill the bill outright rather than let it pass in its
intended form. That’s not conservative — that’s
straight out of the California playbook: pretend
to support the 2A while quietly disarming law-
abiding citizens.

His spending record is just as treacherous.
George rubber-stamped the big-government
wish list that chains Montana to federal
overlords:

o HB 2 (the massive state budget monster)
(continued on page 10A)

LETTER TO THE EDITOR
Vote Randy Pinocci
in Senate District 12

I was a State Lobbyist for the National Rifle
Association (NRA) for 34 years before leaving
in 2020. During most of that time, the State of
Montana was part of my assigned region. I got
to know Randy Pinocci very well during my
past career as a gun rights advocate in Montana.
He was (and is to this day) a staunch pro-gun
rights activist! Randy is an NRA Benefactor
Life Member and previously worked side-by-
side with Charlton Heston to set up a Second
Amendment Committee within the Montana
State Republican Party. He has, for decades,
been active with the Montana Shooting Sports
Association (MSSA), one of the most successful
state pro-gun rights organizations in the
country; and is currently Vice President of the
MSSA. Randy also stepped up and ran for the
State Legislature in 2014, earning an A+ rating
and endorsement from the NRA.

He won that race and, during the 2015
legislative session in Helena, maintained a
perfect 100% voting record on legislative issues
of concern to law-abiding gun owners. After
his time in the Legislature, Randy ran for and
won a seat on the Montana Public Service
Commission, a position he currently holds. It
has come to my attention that Randy is now
running for the open seat in Senate District 12.
I would urge ALL voters who are concerned
about the Right to Keep and Bear Arms to vote
for Randy Pinocci in the upcoming Primary
election on June 2!

Brian Judy
Former NRA Montana State Director &
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WHO DOES ED BUTTREY REALLY WORK FOR?

Follow the Money: The
$442,000 Conflict where
Buttrey Profits and
Taxpayers Pay the Price

By Senator Daniel Emrich

GREAT FALLS — There is an old saying:
“Follow the money.” For Representative Ed
Buttrey (R-Great Falls), the money leads
directly to a $442,087 annual salary plus a
“platinum” benefits package—all paid for by the
very group that benefits most from the laws he
writes.

Corruption in Plain Sight

While families in Cascade County struggle

to pay for groceries and property taxes, their
representative has secured a massive payday as
the President and CEO of the Montana Hospital
Association (MHA). This isn't just a career
move; it is a blatant conflict of interest. While
he collects this corporate payout, for services
rendered, he is still sitting in the legislature,
voting to send billions of your tax dollars to the
hospitals that sign his paycheck.

The current Senator representing the District 11
Daniel Emrich who is not currently running, so
he can better care for his disabled son, has seen
the cost to MT freedoms first hand, Rep Buttrey
has repeatedly blocked many bills that would
preserve or expand medical freedom in favor of
restrictive government control of your medical
decisions, the true cost is not just greed and
corruption it is your freedom

Calling a Pig a Pig: The Death of
Small Government

Buttrey often tells voters he is a “fiscal
conservative,” but if it looks like a pig and

sounds like a pig, it’s a pig. On the most recent
“Limited Government” scorecards, Buttrey
ranks near the bottom of his Republican peers.
He doesn’t want to shrink the government—
he wants to grow it so his industry can profit,
and with his new compensation package he is
rewarded for his voting and strong arming in
the legislature helping lead a Democrat victory
over Republicans in the 2025 session.

His biggest betrayal was HB 245. In the

2025 session, Buttrey led the charge to make
Medicaid expansion permanent by removing
the “sunset” date. This move didn’t just expand
a program; it guaranteed a never-ending

flow of billions into the hospital industry. It
was a “sweetheart deal” for the MHA, and it
happened right as Buttrey took over as their
almost half-million-dollar CEO, further proof
he is not working for the voters who elected
him.

The Federal Trap: Trading Montana’s
Sovereignty for Federal Handouts
The real danger of Buttrey’s “permanent
expansion” isn’t just the cost—it’s the loss of
our freedom. Every dollar of “federal matching
funds” Buttrey brings into the state is a Federal
Trap that erodes Montana’s sovereignty. We
are on a slippery slope where accepting these
handouts leads to a form of “federal slavery;’
where Washington D.C. dictates how we live
and work.

We saw exactly how this works during
COVID-19. Because Montana’s healthcare
system became addicted to federal Medicaid
dollars, Washington was able to bypass our
state laws and force unconstitutional mask and
vaccine mandates on local workers. When the
federal government holds the purse strings,
Montana cannot legislate for itself. By locking
us into permanent expansion through HB

245, Buttrey has essentially signed a surrender
document. If Washington decides to force new

lockdowns or mandates tomorrow, Montana
will have no choice but to comply or lose the
funding that Buttrey’s industry now relies on.

The Truth Behind the Mask

During the experimental vaccine and mask
mandates forced isolation and fear propaganda,
Buttry was the last hold out on the bill to end
the lockdown and only voted for it to end,
when he knew it was going to pass in-spite of
his maneuvering to block it, so the voters could
not see his true loyalty was with the Medical
corporate machine, this has been confirmed by
sources in the legislature.

The Term-Limit Shell Game

Montana has term limits for a reason: to

stop people from becoming “professional
politicians” Buttrey has spent 16 years skirting
the intent of the law by playing a game of
“musical chairs.”

o Senate (2011-2019): Maxed out his time.

« House (2019-2027): Immediately jumped
chambers to keep his power.

« Senate (2026 Candidate): Now running for
Senate District 11 again to restart the clock
for another 8 years.

This isn’t public service—it’s self-service
intended to exploit a loophole in the
constitutional term limits passed by
Montanans, he won't respect the intent of term
limits, why would he respect voters who voted
for them. While Buttrey plays games with the
ballot, our state budget has exploded to $16.6
billion and Buttrey gets a personal payday
worth approximately 500,000.

The Solution: Steven Galloway
On June 2nd, voters in Senate District 11 have
a real choice. Steven Galloway isn’t a lobbyist

(continued on page 5A)

SLAUGHER LAWSUITS (from page 1A)

Blast Over Dismissed Charges

On October 13, 2023, Sheriff Slaughter held

a press conference announcing the arrest of
elected official and Senate candidate Randall
Pinocci on felony witness-tampering charges.
Within hours, the sherift’s office mass-emailed
Pinocci’s mugshot and details county-wide.
Former County Commissioner Rae Grulkowski
stated that the press-conference release was
circulated to all county personnel. She further
remarked that she was unaware of any prior
instance in which an APB-style notification
had been issued to publicize a press conference
regarding an individual’s arrest. She added that
Commissioner Pinocci, as an elected official,
should not be subjected to different treatment
than any other person who is arrested.

The selected distribution of his arrest
information raises serious concerns about
unequal treatment and the appearance of
discrimination. Public officials are entitled to
the same procedural fairness and protections
afforded to all others, and any deviation from
standard practice warrants careful review.

Pinocci’'s POST complaint states the underlying
text messages showed the alleged witness
initiated contact, and even Slaughter’s

own description at the press conference
demonstrated the conduct “did not meet the
legal elements” of the offense. All charges were
dismissed. Pinocci calls the spectacle a political
hit job that cost him $40,000 in legal fees and
expenses, not to mention reputational harm
during his campaign—precisely the kind of
selective enforcement that undermines equal
justice.

April Ellis Federal Lawsuit:
Retaliatory Hand-Gesture Arrest, 24-
Hour No-Miranda Detention, and Jail
Medical Neglect

A federal civil rights complaint filed by April
Ellis in U.S. District Court for Montana (Great
Falls Division) adds explosive new allegations
against Great Falls police, Cascade County
Prosecutor Neil Anthon, municipal judges, the
City of Great Falls, and—critically—County
of Cascade for deliberate indifference at the
detention center under Sheriff Slaughter’s
command.

Ellis alleges Officer Frank Torres stopped her
June 6, 2023, solely for an apologetic hand
gesture (protected First Amendment speech).
Dashcam captured Torres telling Sergeant
Thomas Lynch the basis was “the hand gesture
thing” Torres later admitted under oath there

was no traffic violation—she fully stopped at
the yield sign—and he intended only a verbal
warning (for which no ID was required).
Despite this, he demanded identification,
violently yanked her door handle, threatened
to smash her window, and arrested her without
probable cause.

Reports indicate Torres removed his body
microphone before the interaction, leaving

the dashcam as the primary record. Ellis was
subsequently held overnight at Cascade County
Detention Center without Miranda warnings
for approximately 24 hours. During an asthma
attack, a nurse refused her rescue inhaler,
repeatedly stating, “If you're conscious, you can
breathe,” leading to bronchitis and respiratory
complications. The lawsuit names the County
of Cascade for Monell liability, alleging policies,
customs, and deliberate indifference to medical
needs in the facility Slaughter directly oversees.

Ellis further alleges she was served into a
systematic “two-tier” justice scheme where
the court knowingly created a secondary
system for public defense cases. Judge Steven
Bolstad unlawfully appointed substitute Judge
Ashley Wilkinson just three days before trial
in violation of MCA § 3-6-204 (none of the
statutory prerequisites existed, and Bolstad
had previously disqualified her for conflicts).
Bolstad is also accused of weaponizing MCA
§ 3-1-805 to bypass constitutional protections.
A biased juror—an eight-year friend of Torres
who admitted he would presume the officer
truthful—was retained. Prosecutor Anthon
poisoned the jury pool by asking if anyone
was affiliated with “sovereign citizens” (FBI-
designated domestic terrorists), despite zero
connection to the case. Evidentiary rules
were applied asymmetrically, favoring the
prosecution. Ellis was acquitted of reckless
driving but convicted of obstruction; that
conviction is on appeal to the Montana
Supreme Court (DA 25-0460).

Inmate Welfare Funds: Another Layer
of Unanswered Questions at the Jail
Further concerns surround the management of
the Cascade County Detention Center’s Inmate
Welfare Fund (or equivalent commissary/
canteen fund). These special revenue
accounts—generated from inmate canteen
sales, telephone commissions, and confiscated
contraband—are legally required to benefit the
inmate population exclusively through items
such as indigent hygiene kits, recreational
equipment, educational and religious supplies,
inmate wages, release assistance, and burial
costs. State law (MCA 53-1-109) and parallel

local practices prohibit mingling these

funds with general jail operations. Facility
administrators must solicit inmate input on the
annual budget and hold monthly meetings with
inmate representatives to review income and
expenditures.

A 2022 legislative audit of the Montana
Department of Corrections’ statewide

IWF revealed more than $50,000 spent on
inappropriate items that should have come
from the general budget; the department agreed
to correct the errors. While state prisons fall
under DOC oversight, county jails such as
Cascade County’s are managed directly by the
sheriff’s office. Amid the facility’s documented
crises—multiple inmate suicides with
$750,000+ in settlements, blood-contaminated
food lawsuits, three deaths in two weeks in
2024, and the deliberate-indifference claims in
the Ellis federal lawsuit—critics are demanding
full public disclosure and independent review
of Cascade’s IWF expenditures to ensure funds
generated by inmates are actually improving
inmate welfare rather than quietly supporting
operations.

Pattern of Over-Escalation and
Protection Under Slaughter

Montana law (MCA § 45-8-101) allows
citations or arrests for disorderly conduct
when quarreling or abusive language disrupts
the peace—vyet Slaughter’s department and the
interconnected county system repeatedly turn
routine encounters into lethal force (Hanson),
public spectacles (Pinocci), or retaliatory
prosecutions (Ellis). The sheriff has defended
“absolutely no unlawful activity” while the jail
he commands racks up $750,000+ in suicide
settlements, blood-contaminated food lawsuits,
and now deliberate-indifference claims.

Employee reviews describe a “toxic” 2.7/5
management culture. Slaughter refuses
independent polygraph scrutiny while using the
tool on suspects. Critics say this is classic “good
old boy” lawfare: protect deputies and insiders,
escalate against citizens who push back, and
shield the system at all costs.

The POST complaints and Ellis lawsuit demand
independent investigation, discipline, and
reform. With voters heading to the polls June

2, the question is whether Cascade County will
continue tolerating a sherift who claims the
“constitutional” title but delivers cover-ups,
overreach, and neglect—or finally demand
accountability that puts citizens, not the club,
first. The response from POST, the federal
court, and the ballot box will decide.
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BUTTREY (from page 4A)

CEO making nearly half a million dollars a
year. He is a local business owner who knows
that government spending is out of control.

Galloway is endorsed by current Senator
Emrich who has served with him in the past,
says he will not sacrifice your freedom at the
alter of a corporate payout

Galloway stands for:

 Real Fiscal Discipline: He aligns with
the Montana Freedom Caucus to stop
the “budget explosion” and protect your
pocketbook.

« Montana Sovereignty: He believes Montana
should stop taking federal bribes that come
with unconstitutional strings attached.
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« True Representation: Galloway answers to
you, not a hospital board.

THE BOTTOM LINE: Ed Buttrey is getting
rich off the system while you pay the price. It is
time to stop the “CEO-Lobbyist-Legislator” and
vote for someone who puts the people first. On
June 2", vote Steven Galloway. &

WASTE (from page 1A)

waste district assessment is not optional. It is
a mandatory property assessment tied to land
ownership within the district.

The Process Used for the Fee
Increase That Sparked Debate

In 2024, Cascade County Commissioners knew
special district assessments had to be addressed
and most likely increased, since the rural

solid waste district assessment had not been
increased since 2012. The fund had previously
fallen into the ‘red’ in June of 2020 and again in
June of 2024.

On September 5, 2024, the Cascade County
Commissioners adopted the County FY25
budget by Resolution 24-37 with a vote of 2 to
1. After public scrutiny, the Commission held
a meeting on September 19, 2024 for action on
Resolution 24-39 to increase the solid waste
district assessment by 45%. No public hearing
was listed and supporting documents were not
provided to the public in accordance with law.

Residents raised several concerns during
meetings and public discussions, including the
size of the increase and the lack of financial
justification for the change and claims of
unlawful meeting and public hearing processes.

Legal Challenge Filed

A petition requesting the court to halt the
increase, review the county’s actions and to
determine whether the process used to approve
the assessment was proper and lawful, was filed
on November 3, 2024 in the Eighth Judicial
District Court in Great Falls. Judge Elizabeth
Best presided over the decision.

A motion for an expedited hearing was filed
the same day in an effort to stop the increase
before the tax bills were mailed out. Tax bills
had already been delayed by a month, awaiting
meetings regarding decisions on the Rural
Solid Waste Assessment increase. In less than
4 hours Judge Best pretentiously reviewed

the submission and denied the request for an
injunction, concluding the claims did not merit
the relief requested. Because of that ruling the
assessment increase was allowed to proceed
and the legal challenge was closed at the district
court level.

Appeal to the Montana Supreme
Court

On February 26, 2025, the case was then
appealed to the Montana Supreme Court under
Case #DA-25-0163. The appeal asked the
Supreme Court to review the district court’s
decision regarding the challenge to the solid
waste assessment increase. The Supreme Court
reviewed the appeal following the lower court’s
denial of the claims, and on December 16, 2025
ruled to ‘reverse and remand’ the case back to
the Eighth Judicial District Court in Great Falls
where a hearing is yet to be set.

Two years after the debate began, many
Cascade County residents say the central issues
remain unresolved. Did the public receive a
clear and complete explanation of the solid
waste district’s finances before the assessment
increase was approved?

What began as a proposal to increase rural solid
waste assessments has evolved into a broader
controversy involving public trust, financial
transparency, and litigation that reached the
Montana Supreme Court.

Citizens Speak Out

Many residents voiced concerns. One Cascade
County citizen made comment at a meeting
stating, “I wish they would listen to us”

Another resident warned of unintended
consequences; “Increasing the cost for dumping
will cause some illegal dumping. We're already
seeing it

Commissioner Grulkowski was quoted during
the September 19 meeting stating; “I would
rather keep the rates the same while we address
concerns that have been brought forward —
the Republic charges, the dumping of non-
household waste, operations at the dump sites,

Vacated Belt Transfer Site

and questions about the punch-card system.”

The Belt Dumpsite Crisis

At the same time, rural residents were dealing
with the sudden closure of the Belt/Armington
dumpsite after lease negotiations broke down.
In December 2024, County Commissioners
issued a press release falsely accusing the
landowner for the breakdown stating, “The
Board of Cascade County Commissioners
strongly condemns Rimrock Valley Preserve,
LLC for blocking community access to the Belt/
Armington dumpsite.”

Residents reported arriving to find the

site closed after several warnings from the
landowner to the county about the closure
as the contract was in arrears. There was
no response to the landowner’s attempts to
negotiate by county officials.

Loans, Construction, and Ongoing
Questions

After months of hauling waste to distant
disposal sites following the 2024 closure of
the Belt-area container location, Cascade
County officials moved in March 2025 to
establish a new waste transfer site. County
commissioners approved a lease agreement for
property adjacent to the former Belt facility,
where a replacement container site would be
constructed, directly across the fence from the
vacated facility.

Initial construction estimates presented at
the time, to develop a ramp for container
access, ranged from approximately $100,000
to $190,000. During the same meeting,
commissioners also approved a resolution
authorizing the pursuit of a loan of up to
$300,000 to support ongoing solid waste
operations.

The decision prompted questions from

some taxpayers. In 2024, the Rural Solid

Waste District had already implemented an
assessment increase expected to generate
additional revenue. Critics questioned why
additional borrowing was necessary so soon
after that increase, raising concerns about long-
term financial planning and transparency.

Subsequent cost estimates appear to have
escalated. According to a May 16, 2025

Action Report from the county Public Works
Department, sealed bids for construction of the
new facility ranged from $169,888 to $239,996.
These figures did not include engineering,
testing, or certain materials such as concrete
blocks, which would be supplied separately by
the county. Factoring in those additional costs,
the total project estimate quickly approached
$300,000.

The report also noted a potential long-term
concern; the proposed structure would be built
on leased land, placing the county in a position
where it could be required to relocate the
facility in the future.

As an alternative, Public Works Director Les
Payne reported that purchasing the former

Belt container site—previously vacated in
2024—could provide a more cost-effective
solution. According to public comment made
in meetings between 2024 and 2025, the public,
at that time, agreed. Two years later, it would
seem improbable there is any gain in taxpayer
funding savings or taxpayer trust in leadership
decision-making processes.

The 2025 Commercial Rate Increase
and Notice Concerns

In September, 2025, the issue of solid waste
funding resurfaced with a proposed increase to
commercial rates, and an effort to establish a
process for protesting solid waste assessments.

Resolution of Intent #25-59, reverted back to
repealed law and referenced an obscure statute
passed in 2019. County Commissioners,
referring to repealed law 7-13-208 (2007),
failed to list the complete statute in Resolution
of Intent #25-59 and failed to actually put it
into practice. Missing from the document
was MCA 7-13-208, part 3, which reads,

“A copy of the notice must be mailed as
provided in 7-1-2122 to every person, firm, or
corporation having real property within the
proposed district listed upon the last-completed
assessment list for county taxes the same day
the notice is first published.”

The chosen repealed law requires that notice
of such hearings be both published and mailed
to affected property owners on the same day.
A small, informal survey of five commercial
businesses within the district indicated that
none reported receiving mailed notice of the
September 15, 2025 hearing prior to the rate
increase. The Commission failed to follow
statutory notice requirements, using repealed
law, for the 2025 commercial assessment.

Resolution #25-69 adopted the new rules for
protest and the commercial rate increases of
2025.

Unresolved Taxpayer Protests

8 county taxpayers protested the 2024
assessment increase of 45%. To date, these
taxpayers have not received formal hearings or
resolutions to their appeals. One individual has
submitted written requests to both the county
commission and the county treasurer seeking
clarification on the status of protested funds
and inquiries have still received no response.
Are the protested funds truly being held in

a protest account by the county? How are
disputed assessment revenues being managed?

The Issue Returns in 2026

In January 2026, commissioners approved an
$800 appraisal related to the previously vacated
Belt waste transfer site. On this vacated Belt
site still remains a structure owned by the
county taxpayer. Similar to an earlier appraisal
conducted in 2025 for the Stockett waste
transfer site, it was determined that comparable
market sales were not available and the county
instead relied on Montana Department of
Revenue taxable values for the Stockett waste
transfer site, to establish a price for the Belt
transfer site.

On March 24, 2026, Contract #26-22 was
approved, purchasing 3 acres of the previously
vacated Belt waste site for $122,854.83.

Regarding the Cascade County Rural Solid
Waste District’s events in the past 2 years, the
county taxpayer has incurred the expense of
the development and remediation of the leased
land, additional miles traveled to dump their
trash and compromised safety of citizens who
threw bags of trash over 6’ container walls and
drove on icy highways to discard their trash,
and a deepening lack of confidence in county
leadership’s ability to manage these issues.

In the same March 2026 meeting county
Public Works Director, Les Payne, stated that,
“purchasing the old Belt transfer site for a total
cost of $122,854.83, saves the taxpayers up to
approximately $177,145.17”

After two years of structural developments
and short-sighted management decisions, any
taxpayer savings in the Cascade County Rural
Solid Waste District remain unclear.

Continue to participate in your Cascade
County Commissioner meetings and stay in
touch with any further discussions regarding
your Cascade County Rural Solid Waste
District at www.cascadecountymt.gov. &
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Montana’s Rotten Core

If You Truly Want to Fix
This Broken System, Show
Up and Vote on June 2nd

By Staff Writer

Montanass political system is rotten to the
core—and it has been since the days of the
Copper Kings. From Senator Steve Daines and
Congressman Ryan Zinke dropping out of their
races at the last minute and hand-picking their
own successors, to state-level legislators quietly
enriching themselves at taxpayer expense, the
pattern is unmistakable. This isn’t a few isolated
scandals or a handful of bad actors. It is a
deeply entrenched network of career politicians,
unelected bureaucrats, lobbyists, compliant
judges, law enforcement insiders, and media
gatekeepers who function as a self-protecting
“Good Old Boy Club”—or, if you prefer, the
uniparty, the swamp. Call it whatever you

like; the behavior is identical. They put their
own power, insider deals, and special-interest
payofls ahead of the everyday needs of working
Montanans. Elections have become little more
than theater: no matter who wins the marquee
races, the outcome stays the same—more debt,
more control from Helena and Washington,
and a steady erosion of our freedoms and state
sovereignty.

Montanans, it is time to wake up. You are being
played.

Too many candidates talk a good game

about conservatism—lowering property

taxes, protecting our rights, defending the
Montana Way—while knowing full well that
most voters will never dig into their records.
George and Melissa Nikolakakos, Ed Buttrey,
and others like them have mastered the art

of sounding principled on the stump while
remaining intricately tied to the very grift they
claim to oppose. They are not outsiders; they
are products of the system, and the system
protects its own. That is why real change never
materializes.

If we are serious about dismantling this corrupt
machine, we must stop rubber-stamping hand-
picked successors. We have to do something
different. Those of us who can, must step up
and run for office—not as a new career, but as

a temporary act of service to our neighbors
and our state. For everyone else, the path is
just as clear: donate to principled campaigns,
volunteer to knock doors, make phone calls,
and—most importantly—show up at the polls.

June 2nd is not just another primary. It is
our best, and perhaps last, realistic chance
this cycle to begin breaking the grip of the
entrenched insiders. That is why candidates
like Randy Pinocci for Senate District 12,

Tony Rosales, Mindy Kahle for Cascade
County Sherift, Kevin Leatherbarrow, Jessica
Dyrdahl for Senate District 10, Rick Wolke for
Cascade County Commissioner, and Deserae
Valentine for Cascade Clerk and Recorder
deserve your support. These are not polished
careerists looking for a stepping stone. They
are Montanans willing to take on the entire
rigged system for the sake of the people who
have been crushed under the weight of bloated,
unresponsive government.

They will not fix everything overnight. No
single election ever does. But if enough of us
reject the hand-picked successors, support the
true reformers, and refuse to keep rewarding
the same failed club, we can begin the long,
overdue process of reclaiming our state.

The Copper Kings are gone, but their spirit of
self-dealing lives on in Helena. The only way to
bury it for good is to stop voting for its modern
heirs. If you are tired of being played, if you
actually want to fix this broken system instead
of just complaining about it, clear your calendar
for June 2nd and vote like your children’s
freedom depends on it—because it does.

Montana is worth it. Show up
and vote June 2nd. =

— All Hat, No Cattle—

Slaughter Claims ‘Constitutional Sheriff’
Title, But Las Vegas, NV and Riverside, CA
County Sheriffs Actually Live It

Op-Ed by Linda Madsen

In a stunning display of courage that echoes
centuries of righteous resistance, the Las Vegas
Metropolitan Police Department and Sheriff
Kevin McMahill are standing firm against a
local judge’s order to free a dangerous repeat
offender — and in doing so, they are putting the
ancient Doctrine of the Lesser Magistrates into
powerful practice.

Thirty-six-year-old Joshua Sanchez-Lopez, already
convicted of rape and involuntary manslaughter
and carrying a staggering 35 arrests, was ordered
released by Las Vegas Justice Court Judge Eric
Goodman on electronic monitoring after posting
bail on a grand larceny charge. Sanchez-Lopez

has a documented history of skipping court dates
and openly mocking the ankle monitor program
— even posting selfies on Snapchat while under
supervision.

Metro police told the court on January 29 they
would not comply. Assistant General Counsel
Mike Dickerson made the department’s
position crystal clear: “Sheriff McMahill will
not violate the law to appease the Las Vegas
Justice Court and let out people who he deems
to be dangerous... lives are on the line”

Judge Goodman responded by threatening to
hold Metro officers in contempt. The suspect’s
public defender called the refusal an attack
on the “rule of law.” But Nevada Governor Joe
Lombardo immediately backed the sheriftf:
“When repeat violent offenders are ordered
back onto our streets, law enforcement has a
duty to speak up and push back.”

This is not defiance for defiance’s sake. This is
the Doctrine of the Lesser Magistrates in action
— and it is precisely what a constitutional
sherift looks like when he takes his oath
seriously.

A constitutional sheriff is an elected county
official who understands he is not a mere
enforcer of every edict from judges, governors,
or Washington, but the chief law enforcement
authority in his jurisdiction. His primary
allegiance is to the U.S. Constitution, natural
rights, and God’s higher law — not blind
obedience to any “higher” authority. This
concept flows directly from the Doctrine of

the Lesser Magistrates: when a judge or higher
power issues an order that endangers the
innocent or violates eternal principles (like
protecting life and community safety), the
sheriff has a sacred duty to interpose, refuse
enforcement, and shield the people. Sherifts who
live this out are the frontline defenders against a
judicial system that has lost its moral compass.

Sheriff McMahill is embodying that role right
now. By refusing to release a known violent
threat, he is doing what constitutional sheriffs
across America were elected to do.

Riverside County, California, Sheriff Chad
Bianco is doing the same. In March 2026,
Bianco seized more than 650,000 ballots from
the November election as part of an investigation
into potential discrepancies in the county’s

vote count for Proposition 50. He ordered a
physical recount of the ballots to compare them
against the recorded totals, stating, “There is no
acceptable error, small or large, in our elections,”
and “This investigation is simple: Physically
count the ballots and compare that result with
the total votes recorded” Despite opposition
from California Attorney General Rob Bonta
and Secretary of State Shirley Weber—who

E’ Puttmg People First —
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called the move “unprecedented,” “unacceptable,”
and a danger to public trust—Bianco pressed
forward, refusing to cooperate fully with state
demands and highlighting how higher officials
were attempting to block the probe. This is
textbook interposition: a sherift asserting local
authority to protect election integrity and the
people’s right to honest elections against state-
level resistance.

Tragically, not every sheriff who claims

the “constitutional sheriff” title lives up

to it in action. Unlike some self-identified
“constitutional sheriffs” who assert the right

to refuse enforcement of judicial orders they
view as infringing on constitutional rights—
such as certain pandemic mandates—Cascade
County Sherift Jesse Slaughter’s record reveals
the opposite that stands in sharp contrast to the
accountability and courage shown in Las Vegas.

Sherift Slaughter grumbled about enforcing
mask mandates, but made sure his deputies
enforced them. In 2020, when a visiting judge
held a man in contempt for refusing to wear
amask in a court setting and ordered his

arrest, Slaughter’s deputy (acting as bailiff)
carried out the arrest and jailing. In response

to a subsequent letter from three local district
judges reminding Sheriff Slaughter of his duty to
enforce court orders and uphold their authority
in the courtroom, Slaughter affirmed his respect
for the judges, stated that his deputies were
already complying and would continue to do so,
and emphasized that he takes his responsibility
to carry out their orders seriously—even when
he personally disagrees with them. This stance
prioritizes adherence to judicial directives over
resistance, distinguishing him from the true
constitutional sheriff model that might involve
nullifying or defying such orders.

While Las Vegas County Sherift McMahill
interposes against a judge’s reckless release
order to protect the public, Sheriff Slaughter
has repeatedly failed to interpose — even
when his own department’s actions violated
constitutional standards and endangered lives.
Slaughter’s department aggressively enforced a
judge-issued search warrant for animal cruelty
violations at 77 Wexford Lane. The warrant
stemmed from Pam Polejewski purchasing cat
food and Kkitty litter — items she delivered to
Michael Hanson, who lived on the property she
owned but did not reside at full-time.

The only recording of the fatal confrontation

is an 89-second audio captured on Detective
Jacob Tri’s cellphone. Independent audio analysis
by the Cascade County Libertarian Party and

the Montana Citizens Council on Judicial
Accountability proves Tri fired his Glock first
and then again after clearing a malfunction that
(continued on page 10A)
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What Are YOU All About?

By Leslie Mills

s the State of Montana moves into the
A2026 Primary Election season, making

informed decisions about voting is
front and center. Voting is not only the right of
citizens but also a very serious responsibility.
Choosing individuals who will serve in
government to represent us well is critical to
maintaining our cities, counties, states, and
ultimately, our nation.

A voter needs to consider the candidates
running for office much like an employer
gets to know prospective employees for hire.
Getting to know candidates in this frame of
mind would make conversations and debates
with “Question and Answer” opportunities
much like an interview. Reading about
candidates and reviewing their voting records
is akin to reading a resumé. Both in-person
interaction and written knowledge can round
out what we know about candidates. The most
difficult task is cutting through the political
rhetoric to the true nature of a candidate. We
all have felt the sting of voting for a candidate
who did not do as promised due to a lack of
character or felt just as employers feel the
sting of hiring someone who was not what
they claimed to be. Underlying this quest to
understand political candidates is truly the
concept that “they work for us,” and as such
they have a responsibility not only to their
constituents, but to the entire population of
their community, county, and state. It’s quite
the interview!

To look at candidates as they present themselves
in both word and deed, there are two “lenses”
with which to view them. One is determining
the true nature of a candidate’s party affiliation.
The second is to determine the candidate’s
political ideology. In Montana, candidates can
identify with any party at any time at will. As
you will see, this self-identification can be
problematic.

There is a marked difference between party
affiliation (Republican vs. Democrat) and
political ideologies (Conservative vs. Liberal).
While Republicans are usually considered
conservative and Democrats usually
considered liberal, there is a broad spectrum
of combinations of Ideology + Party. Because
a candidate can self-identify as “Republican”
or “Democrat’, in theory we could have liberal
Republicans and Democrats identifying as
Constitutional Conservatives, Republicans, etc.

To get through all of this, voters need to know
the candidate well. It is important to know the
values and beliefs of candidates who want our
votes to know they will represent us properly.
It is also critical for voters to understand their
own values and beliefs. Finding this match -
what a voter cherishes to what a candidate will
champion - is of utmost importance to the
voter. But if you do not know your candidate,
or if a candidate does not match your beliefs,
electing that unknown candidate may lead to
great disappointment for both.

There is a marked difference between political ideologies (Conservative vs. Liberal) and Party Affiliation (Republican
vs. Democrat). While Republicans are usually considered Conservative and Democrats usually considered Liberal,
there is a wide spectrum of combinations of Ideology + Party. Thus, in theory, we could have “Liberal Republicans”
and “Conservative Democrats”. Understanding what it means to be a “Conservative” or “Liberal” is charted below.
A candidate can identify as either Party at will in Montana. The only way to know what you are voting for is to know
your candidate’s ideology and not just the “R” or “D” after their name on a ballot.

LIBERAL CONSERVATIVE
Larger government through regulations Limited government in our lives
Increased Taxes Lower Taxes

Socialistic redistribution of wealth

Capitalist free markets

Unconstitutional Legislation

Follow the Constitution

Increased “green” legislation disregarding economic

Limiting economic destruction from the “green”

impact movement
Limiting energy independence with “green” regulations | Energy independence for the safety and economy of the
country

Open national borders

Safe and secure borders

Subsidizing illegal immigration with “government
funded” housing, education, and health care

Managing thoughtful immigration for the benefit of the
country

Voting rights for non-citizens

Voting is a right of US Citizens

Limiting & monitoring 1st Amendment (Free Speech)

Protecting 1st Amendment (Free Speech)

Limiting the right to bear arms (2nd Amendment)
through regulation

Protecting the right to bear arms (2nd Amendment)

State funded abortion at any age and any time during
pregnancy

Pro-Life beliefs

Preference for Globalist ideology and policies, including
open borders

US sovereignty with right of unilateral action

What gives the “Left” meaning in life?

Family and children (52%)
Friends/Community/relationships (23%)
Material wellbeing/stability/quality of life (21%)
Occupation & Career (19% )

Physical and mental health (13% tie)

Hobbies and recreation (13% tie)

S

What gives the “Right” meaning in life?

Family and children (49%)

Spirituality, Faith, & Religion (23%)
Friends/Community/relationships (20%)
Material wellbeing/stability/quality of life (17%)
Occupation & Career (17% )

Society, places and Institutions (10%)

IS

What is the difference between
political ideology and political party?
A Party is defined as “an established political
group organized to promote and support its
principles and candidates for office.” In the
United States and Montana, the two main
parties are generally known for the following:

o Republicans - limited free-market
capitalism, traditional social values
emphasizing individual liberty, gun rights
and a strong national defense

+ Democrats - support a more active federal
government to promote social equality,
economic regulation, environmental
protection, and social safety nets

As stated above, parties are not ideology. An
ideology is a set of doctrines or beliefs that

are shared by the members of a social group -
i.e. Republicans are usually considered more
conservative, Democrats are usually considered
more liberal. There can be a wide difference of
combinations of party and ideology, arriving at
even ultra-conservative Republicans and ultra-
liberal Democrats, with moderates on both
sides.

So, how does one know?
What are core values and characteristics of
the ideologies of conservative versus liberal?

To help with your understanding of what

it means to be “conservative” or “liberal”
please review the chart in Figure 1 that gives
generally accepted information about both
ideologies. Note: the arrows indicate the range
of differences between the two ideologies.

This information is generalized, but it can
help to determine where a candidate might be
placed in the spectrum. It can also help you
determine where you stand as well.

Looking at this chart, what are you all about?
Where do you fit into these areas, keeping in mind
the vast arrangement of these beliefs. For example:

Second Amendment: Do you fully support the
supremacy of this right as constitutional, or do
you think limits should be imposed?

Taxation: Are you for lowering and/or
eliminating taxes or are you more inclined to
tax and spend for social programs?

These kinds of beliefs and values are very
individual and personal. But it helps to know
yourself and your candidates for them to get
your individual and personal vote.

As you consider where you stand on these

(continued on page 8A)

Voters of Cascade County: Lynn
DeRoche’s Underhanded Record Should
Disqualify Her from Clerk & Recorder

LETTER TO THE EDITOR

Lynn DeRoche is now running for Cascade
County Clerk & Recorder. Voters deserve to
know exactly who she is — and what she has
already done while working inside the election
office.

In the 2023 Fort Shaw Irrigation District
election, DeRoche deliberately helped engineer
a scheme that disenfranchised hundreds of
legitimate voters and favored Commissioner
Kennard Steinke. Court documents in the
ongoing lawsuit (ADV-23-255) lay it out
clearly:

She sent an email falsely telling the election
administrator that co-owners of property
“must” submit new voting designations—even
though the law changed in 2019 and no such
requirement existed (Mont. Code Ann. § 85-7-
1710).

She and FSID secretary Charla Merja privately
agreed to “bury” prior valid designations that
were already on file and to tell voters they
“MUST” file brand-new forms or they would
not receive ballots.

They used outdated 2017 statutory language
in the voter notice and refused ballots to co-
owners who followed the actual law.

The result: at least 3,422 legitimate votes from
co-owners were blocked. The chaos directly
helped Commissioner Kennard Steinke win
re-election.

This wasn’t a mistake. The emails and timeline
in the court brief show it was coordinated

and intentional. DeRoche and others created
confusion, ignored the current law, and shorted
votes to favor Steinke.

Today the Clerk & Recorder no longer runs
elections — but the office still handles critical
public records, voter registration support, and
official documents that affect every citizen. If
Lynn DeRoche was willing to bury records,
mislead voters, and manipulate an election to
help her preferred candidate when she was just
an employee, what will she do when she has the
top job?

Cascade County voters have a right to know
this history before they cast their ballots.
Underhanded tactics have no place in public
office.

On June 2nd, vote for Deserae Valentine for
Cascade County Clerk & Recorder — the
candidate who will actually protect our
elections and our rights.

Sally Tucker Cascade County &
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The Power of County Central Committees

By Rae Grulkowski

Most people think the most important choices
on the June Primary Ballot are the big races - the
ones for president, governor, or legislators. But
every even-numbered year, in the Montana June
Primary, the most powerful positions in local
politics are the Precinct Committeemen and
Committeewomen.

In Montana, each political party operates through
a County Central Committee. This committee
directs party activities within the county in
addition to helping shape the direction of the
party at the state and national level. A small
appointed board helps manage the committee,
and four board positions represent the county at
state and national conventions where they vote on
party leadership, party rules, and party platforms.

But here’s what many voters don't realize . . . the
real voting power inside the County Central
Committee, therefore the political party, belongs
to ordinary citizens elected from each precinct.

Cascade County has 26 precincts and every
precinct in the county elects two people:

VOTE JUNE 2

e A Precinct Committeeman
e A Precinct Committeewoman

Those positions only appear on the June Primary
ballot in even numbered years. These grassroots
representatives make up the County Central
Committee, and they are the ones who actually
vote on decisions that affect the direction of
their party locally and beyond. Unless a board
member also holds a precinct seat, they don’t
even get a vote.

That means the people who carry real influence
in party decisions are not party insiders - they
are neighbors elected from your precinct. And
their influence goes even further. When an
elected official leaves office early, whether it’s an
elected county position or a legislative seat, the
replacement is not chosen out of thin air. The
County Commissioners make the appointment,
but they must choose from candidates put
forward by the County Central Committee.

In other words, the precinct committeemen and
committeewomen help determine who is even
considered for important public offices. That’s
real influence!

Yet every even-numbered year election cycle
many of these positions go unnoticed on the
ballot, and sometimes they go unfilled. When
that happens, a small number of people end up
making decisions that affect thousands.

The June 2, 2026 Primary is your chance to change that.

Pay attention to the precinct committee races
on your ballot. Learn who is running. Support
people who reflect your values. And if your
precinct seat is open, consider putting your
own name forward. These positions are one of
the most direct ways citizens can participate in
shaping their party and their community. Local
government and political parties are strongest
when citizens show up.

Mark your Calendar for June 2, 2026

Vote the Primary Ballot ‘
Encourage Your Friends and Neighbors To Do the Same

The people who run for the smallest level of
governance, at the precinct level, often end up
shaping the biggest decisions. &

Rick Wolke for Cascade County Commission

In local government, results matter more than titles.
The job of a county commissioner is part problem-
solver, part manager, and part listener. It requires
someone who understands budgets, people, and how
decisions affect everyday citizens. Those who know
Rick Wolke say his life’s work has prepared him well
for exactly that role.

Wolke grew up in Great Falls, where the values
common to this region—nhard work, persistence, and
accountability—were instilled early. Summers spent
working on his grandparents’ mink farm in Fairfield
taught lessons that translate directly into public
service: long days, practical problem-solving, and the
expectation that when something needs to be done,
you simply get it done.

Those principles carried into his early leadership

experiences. While attending Great Falls High School,

Wolke gravitated toward auto shop, eventually serving as the teacher’s aide
during his senior year. The role required helping other students, organizing
work, and keeping projects moving forward—skills that mirror the
collaborative nature of county government.

After graduation, Wolke spent several years working as a mechanic and
machinist in Chinook, developing hands-on technical skills and learning
the realities of working people and small communities. That background
would later shape how he approaches management and decision-
making.

His professional career soon expanded when Auto Glass Specialists hired
him to open and manage a new location in Missoula. Opening a business
from the ground up requires many of the same abilities expected of public
officials: organizing resources, building a team, serving customers, and
staying accountable for results.

His success caught the attention of Safelite AutoGlass, a rapidly growing
national company at the time. Wolke was recruited to help manage
expansion, assist struggling locations, open new stores, and handle
acquisitions. It was demanding work that required strategic thinking
and steady leadership—so much so that one corporate official jokingly

nicknamed him the “Dragon Slayer” for his ability to
step into difficult situations and turn them around.

Later, Wolke started and operated his own glass
company for several years before selling it to a
national chain, as the industry had changed.
Entrepreneurship gave him firsthand experience with
payroll, regulation, customer service, and risk.

Rather than simply retire, he returned to his roots and
opened a one-man shop building high-performance
engines for Harley-Davidson motorcycles. His engines
went on to set multiple race track records across the
western United States. The work required precision,
patience, and a commitment to doing things right—
qualities that carry over naturally into public office.

Eventually Wolke moved into dealership service

management, helping lead operations at several
dealerships and tackling the challenges that come with large teams, tight
budgets, and customer expectations. Managing service departments means
solving problems quickly, keeping people working together, and making sure
resources are used wisely.

After decades of working across different communities and industries, Wolke
returned home to Great Falls about five years ago. Friends often asked why
he had never stepped into politics. For most of his life, he had been more
interested in doing the work than seeking an office. But being back in the
community that shaped him led to a new thought: perhaps his experience
could be put to use serving the county.

The role of a county commissioner requires someone who can evaluate
problems, manage organizations, and make practical decisions for
taxpayers. Supporters argue Wolke has spent a lifetime doing exactly that—
leading teams, fixing complicated situations, building businesses, and
understanding the needs of working people.

Cascade County faces real issues that require practical leadership. If
elected, Rick Wolke’s approach would likely reflect the same lessons he
learned long ago: work hard, solve the problem in front of you, and don't let
the people who depend on you down.

Support Rick Wolke as your next Cascade County Commissioner. Learn more at:

% % % RICKWOLKEFORCOUNTYCOMMISSIONER.COM

Have questions for Rick? Email him at rickwolkeforcascadecounty@gmail.com

This is going to Hdh
be a tough race, | 2E<rS 7
every donation
counts.

Paid for by Rick Wolke for County Commissioner, (R), PO box 6122, Great Falls, Mt, 59405

WHAT ARE YOU ALL ABOUT (from page 7A)

values and issues, how do you know where a
candidate truly stands on them to earn your
vote? Some suggestions to truly nail down
where a candidate stands include:

Read! Carefully consider the source of your
reading. Select wisely what you read and know
the Constitution and your rights. Read about
the Framers of this Nation. What values and
beliefs did they use as a foundation for what
they intended to support life, liberty, and

the pursuit of happiness? Develop your own
“Patriot Library” and share it with others.

Become an active, participating citizen by
attending civic meetings to learn the issues and
where you stand on them. Voice Your Opinion!
Ask questions! Be Present. Be Vocal.

Join groups to talk with like-minded people.
Pachyderm Club is a wonderful place to begin

as it is considered the educational branch of
the Republican Party. Turning Point USA looks
deeply into the founding of the country to help
build on understanding of what was intended
by the Founders. Go meet with and listen to
speakers. Ask questions and get answers.

The Bottom Line

Do NOT take your voting right for granted and
“just vote” The saying, “If you don’t stand for
something, you'll fall for anything” has truth to
it. Know what you stand for!

Taking the time to learn about the candidates
by party affiliation and political ideology
informs voters’ decisions at the polls and
empowers voters in forming our government.
The more information voters have, the more
deliberate and meaningful their votes become.

Every citizen is responsible for knowing the
candidate they are voting for beyond simple

name recognition or “the letter behind the
name” on a ballot. Voters need to know what
makes a candidate “tick”. Be “in the know” to
find your Champion.

As voters become more responsible, follow up
on those who were elected to be accountable to
their campaign promises must be done. Nothing
compares to keeping our representatives in
government accountable to “We the People”

And remember, as you “interview” candidates for
the job of representing you, they work for US. If
we are happy with their work on our behalf, they
may keep their office. But, if they are not doing
their job and losing sight of the promises they
made, we have the right to tell them so and, if
necessary, remove them from office.

Stay in the know, because, as Sir Francis Bacon
said, “Knowledge is Power!” &
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Support These Candidates for Republican Precinct
Committee Representatives in Cascade County

VOTE the Pl‘ imal‘ Y Ball()t ]llne 2, 2026 — the most important election of the year.

Patrick 0’Brien
19A e

Running to replace member who never
attended a committee meeting in 2024-26

1 4 | Becky Anderson
- [19A
Values: Community Focused, &

Preserving Freedoms .

Bob Brown

19B '
Values: Conservative 1|
| Constitutionalist

Running to replace member who only
attended 5 of 16 committee meetings in
2024-26

d Cathy Brown | | A3

198 75
Values: Conservative -+
Constitutionalist

Rudy Tankink

20A
Values: Safe Communities, Promote
Montana Values

\ Judy Tankink

20A
Values: Fiscal Responsibility, W P
Montana Quality of Life

Running to replace member who only
attended 3 of 16 committee meetings in
2024-26

Lorrin Darby
20C

Values: Resolute, Steadfast

_ Mike Scheer
* 21A
H e | Values: Honesty, Transparency

Cheryl Scheer 47 -

21A
! Values: Grounded in Faith, Integrity

Jim Thompson
21B

Values: Limited Government, 3

Sharon Thompson ¥

21B _
Values: Transparency, Godly Values ! it

Richard Czech
21C .
Values: Duty to Country, Limited |
Government

Karen Czech
Values: Preserving Freedoms,
Integrity

Sally Tucker

21D
Values: Your Voice, Montana First,
Not Negotiable

KNOW YOUR CANDIDATES

Values: Courageous, Incorruptible 4 s

Kirby Shepard
22A

Values: Moral Sanity, Common
Sense

Michaela Shepard

22A
Values: Fiscal Responsibility,
Traditional-Christian Family Values

Jim Whitaker
22B

Values: Community Involvement,
Term Limits

Sandy Whitaker
22B

Values: Volunteerism, Family

Bryan Blair

23A

Values: Conservative Values
Political Accountability

Brenda Blair

23A
Values: Strengthening Families
Preserving Freedom

Dan Rockwell
25A

Values: Lower Taxes, Less
Government

Garnett Rope

25A
Values: Constitutional Conservative
Christian, America First

Blue Corneliusen

25B

Values: Small and Local
Government, Individual
Responsibility

Lola Galloway

25B
Values: Leave our Liberties Alone

Craig Madsen

250

Values: Authenticity, Integrity,
Respect

Greg Bumgarner
23C

Values: Common Sense, Fair Votes
— Clear Results

Cindy Bedker-Bumgarner

23C
Values: Truth and Transparency,
Traditional Family Values

Running to replace member who only
attended 1 of 16 committee meetings in
2024-26

Rita Staley
24A

Values: Involvement starts in our
own backyard

Financial Responsibility ke

Patrick Coley

24A
Values: Integrity, Accountability

LeRoy Meddock

24B
Values: Integrity, Loyalty

Darlene Meddock

24B
Values: Conservative, Honesty

Mike Cooper

240
Values: Honesty, Integrity

Katherine Mieyr

24C

Values: Preservation and
Restoration of Constitutional Rights
Running to replace member who only

.| attended 8 of 16 committee meetings in

2024-26

Linda Madsen

25C

Values: Veteran, Honesty,
Determination

Brett Mills

25D
Values: Integrity
Duty to Country

Leslie Mills

25D
Values: Limited Government, Fiscal
Restraint

Running to replace member who only
attended 3 of 16 committee meetings in
2024-26

John Haines

26A
Values: Integrity, Strengthen Small
Business

Ginny Rogliano
26A

Values: Participation Based on
Integrity, Accountability and Civility

Ron Carpenter

26B
Values: Local Leadership to Restore
Local Control

Rae Grulkowski

26B
Values: Transparency, Private
Property Rights, Civic Empowerment

Thad Stinson

78
Values: Less Taxes, More
Representation

Cindy Keaster

78
Values: True Conservative With
Integrity

Don’t know what Precinct you live in?
Check your voter registration card or call the County Elections Office at 406-454-6803 and ask.
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LETTER TO THE EDITOR

ecent events within the Cascade
R County Republican Central Committee

(CCRCC) have raised serious concerns
about the leadership practices guiding
our organization. Cancelling the monthly
Central Committee meeting for November,
the Executive Board called an Executive
Board meeting in its place on November 12,
2025. In a vote taken by the Executive Board
members, the Executive Board attempted to
cancel 50% of the regular monthly Central
Committee meetings for 2026 and replace
them with Executive Board meetings. This,
of course, raised great concern by every
elected committeeman and woman who value
transparency and grassroots participation.

CCRCC Chairman Eric Hinebauch defended
this action vigorously in emails to the Central
Committee members, insisting this approach
was justified. Yet, on November 29, 2025,

the state GOP ruled that such actions are not
permitted under either county or state bylaws,
responding to a grievance filed by a handful of
Central Committee members.

* %k K K Kk kK i‘“Liberg Bell »

When leadership decisions require direct
intervention from the state party to realign
us with our own rules, it signals a serious
problem - one that cannot be dismissed as a
simple misunderstanding. This discrepancy
raises legitimate questions about the Chairs
and Executive Boards understanding of the
responsibilities and limits of the roles.

Bylaws are not optional. They exist to prevent
exactly this kind of overreach, to ensure that
no individual, regardless of position, can
limit the involvement of the broader, elected
membership. When those rules are bypassed,
even temporarily, the trust that holds an
organization together begins to erode.

Our party is at its best when leadership
empowers members, not sidelines them. We
should expect — and demand - a Chair and
Executive Board who knows and understands
the bylaws thoroughly, respects them
consistently, and works collaboratively rather
than independently. Anything less undermines
the credibility and effectiveness of our
Republican Central Committee.

Central Committee members remained
steadfast to organize the December 10 Central
Committee meeting in spite of the Boards’
resistance. We are grateful to have had the
state GOP expeditiously provide the Record of
Decision timely and effectively. Item #3 under
“Findings” reads,

“The County Executive Committee is
subservient to the County Central Committee.
It must operate within CCRCC Bylaws and
Robert’s Rules of Order”

As Republicans, we pride ourselves on
accountability and adherence to the rule of

law. Let’s use this incident to motivate us to
build a stronger, more transparent and more
participatory Central Committee where
members have assurance that their rights and
roles are being respected. Our local Republicans
deserve leadership that not only respects the
bylaws but also empowers members and protects
the integrity of the process.

Rae Grulkowski
Stockett, MT

ROAD TO RUIN (from page 3A)

— YES. This explodes agencies and pours
billions into Medicaid programs that are
80-90% federally funded, forcing Montana
to obey Washington’s whims on vaccine
mandates, hospital protocols (Remdesivir,
DEI quotas, data surveillance), and the
same heavy-handed controls that crushed
medical freedom during COVID.

« HB 3 (supplemental spending frenzy) —
YES. More mid-biennium dollars tied to
federal emergency funds and public-health
dictates.

« HB 863 — YES. Expands programs
requiring federal approval, including DEI
and “health equity” rules.

« HB 924 — YES. Creates new initiatives
locked into multi-year federal matching
funds and oversight.

As Dr. Simone Gold has warned: “When
government agencies pressure hospitals to

enforce uniform protocols, patients lose
freedom to choose their own care” George
voted to deepen the very dependency that let
Washington override Montana doctors and
patients during the pandemic.

He also voted NO on limiting government
overreach (HB 382), YES on ballooning long-
term spending (HB 15), and YES on expanding
government involvement (HJ 5). These aren’t
Montana values — these are Sacramento,
California values.

The Nikolakakos Duo Is Bankrupting
Montana’s Freedom

Together they form the perfect storm: the
lowest-scoring Republican wife on family
values paired with a husband who sabotages
gun rights and sells out sovereignty for federal
cash. This husband-and-wife tag team is
working in perfect sync to grow government,
invite Washington’s mandates, and hand our

freedoms to the highest federal bidder.

Great Falls and Cascade County deserve
warriors for liberty — not politicians who

talk like Montanans but vote like California
progressives. They have already proven they will
choose bigger government and Washington’s
money over Montana’s independence every
single time.

The 2026 primaries are the moment to end
this nightmare. Retire the Nikolakakoses —
both of them — and replace them with real
conservatives who actually fight for limited
government, strong families, strong gun rights,
and Montana-first policies.

Montana’s road to ruin stops here. Boot this
husband-wife sellout team before they finish
the job.

ALL HAT NO CATTLE (from page 6A)

took over two seconds to clear, before the victim,
Hanson got off a single shot.

Detective Tri did not have the physical search
warrant on him—his partner was still enroute with
the printed copy—so he had no lawful authority to
order the legal occupant (Hanson) off the property
or to jump the fence and trespass. Without

the warrant physically present, Tri's command

and physical intrusion violated Montana Code
Annotated § 46-5-227, which requires officers to
exhibit the warrant upon request. This directly
contravenes the very constitutional principles a
sheriff is sworn to uphold.

Sheriff Slaughter later testified under oath that
the Cascade County Sheriff’s Office engaged
in “absolutely no unlawful activity” In another
widely circulated video, Slaughter himself
stated that a warrant “bolsters your case” but
“is not required” for ordering a person off
their own property—a position legal experts
say contradicts Fourth Amendment doctrine
and Montana Code Annotated § 46-5-227 and
clearly doesn’t represent the image of a true
constitutional sheriff.

Critics, including the Montana Citizens Council
on Judicial Accountability, have cross-referenced
the June 4, 2024, Coroner’s Inquest transcript
with physical evidence and allege Slaughter’s
testimony contains 22 documented falsehoods.
Despite the audio evidence clearly showing
procedural violations, the jury ruled that Hanson
did not die by criminal means. This outcome

is emblematic of a national pattern in which
juries are often loathe to hold officers criminally
accountable. Officers are routinely given higher
credibility in their testimony, and with the victim
deceased and typically no independent witnesses
present, it becomes extraordinarily difficult to
prosecute or convict an officer.

Nationwide statistics underscore this
accountability deficit: Police kill more than
1,200 civilians each year, yet officers face
criminal charges in fewer than 1% of fatal
incidents, according to comprehensive data
from Mapping Police Violence. Convictions are
even rarer.

In Montana, the statistics are particularly
troubling and paint a picture of elevated risk

for civilians. The state recorded one of the
highest per-capita rates of fatal police shootings
in 2024, with 13 civilian deaths at nearly 12

per million residents — more than double the
national average of about 5 per million. This
elevated rate of civilian deaths, combined with
the same low national accountability standards,
highlights the systemic issues plaguing Cascade
County and the broader state.

Slaughter’s department then awarded Detective
Tri the Law Enforcement Purple Heart for the
incident — a clear attempt to whitewash the
procedural failures and excessive force. Yet the
audio timeline and lack of warrant on scene
have fueled ongoing criticism, a 2025 civil
lawsuit by Hanson’s estate, and accusations
that the department failed to interpose against
a questionable judicial order before a life was
lost — all over cat food on a property where the
bond-restricted party did not even live.

The Commander’s Liability: A Jail in Crisis

In the realm of law enforcement, the title of
Sheriff is a mandate of absolute responsibility.
Nowhere is the cost of a leadership void

more visible than inside the Cascade County
Detention Center — a facility under Slaughter’s
direct and exclusive oversight. The legal
doctrine of Respondeat Superior makes this
crystal clear: the Sherift, as the superior officer,
is ultimately liable and responsible for the
operation of his jail — from the suicides to

the blood-contaminated food — and for the
conduct of his deputies. In legal terms, this
doctrine holds the employer (here, the Sherift)
vicariously liable for the wrongful acts of
employees performed within the scope of their
duties. Each settlement and every botched
investigation is therefore a direct reflection of
the leadership of Jesse Slaughter.

The facility has become a focal point of
preventable tragedy and stomach-churning
negligence. Since 2021, the county has paid out
three-quarters of a million dollars for inmate
suicides, including a $550,000 settlement for
Michael Lee Alexander, Jr. and $200,000 for
Aleesha Mae Kempa. The timeline of failure is
relentless: « 2021: Inmate suicide > $550,000
wrongful-death settlement « 2022: Second
inmate suicide > federal civil-rights lawsuit

» 2023: Additional settlement (~$200,000)
June-July 2024: Three inmate deaths in a single

two-week period (two suicides, one overdose)
¢ 2025: Three detention officers arrested in
separate incidents over a three-week period
(off-duty felony assaults, DUI and misconduct)

However, the failures extend beyond mortality
rates to basic human dignity. In a shocking
federal lawsuit, inmates have alleged they were
served food contaminated with human blood.
According to the filings, a kitchen worker’s
injury resulted in blood dripping into the gravy
and onto trays, which were then served to the
population despite the clear biohazard. This
level of oversight failure — literally forcing
those in the county’s care to consume blood-
tainted meals — highlights a department that
has lost its moral and operational compass.

The Doctrine of the Lesser
Magistrate: Courage vs. Betrayal

To understand the depth of this crisis,

critics point to the “Doctrine of the Lesser
Magistrate”—the principle that local officials
must interpose to protect citizens from unjust
or lawless higher orders. In Las Vegas, Sherift
Kevin McMahill recently channeled this
doctrine by refusing a judge’s order to release
a violent criminal with 35 arrests, declaring
that lives were on the line. True “constitutional
sheriffs” embrace this role, refusing to enforce
unlawful federal mandates or overreach.

For example, Clark County (Las Vegas),
Nevada, Sherift Joe Lombardo (and
predecessors) have publicly positioned
themselves as constitutional guardians,
resisting federal gun control expansions and
emphasizing local sovereignty in line with

the lesser magistrates tradition—prioritizing
oath-bound protection over deference to
higher powers. Riverside County Sheriff Chad
Bianco has joined their ranks by defying
state officials to safeguard the integrity of the
ballot box itself.

This courage stands in sharp contrast to
jurisdictions where officials prioritize political
agendas over safety. In Fairfax County, Virginia,
Sheriff Stacey Kincaid recently demonstrated the
opposite of this doctrine. Her office refused to
cooperate with federal immigration authorities
(ICE) regarding a 18-year-old illegal alien—

still enrolled as an 11th grader in the local

(continued on page 13A)
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Lies, Betrayal and Hidden Agenda-DeRoche’s
Underhanded Schemes Harm Voters

LETTER TO THE EDITOR

County Clerk and Recorder who has a

proven track record on which to base her
future performance. And fortunately, we have
the benefit of a person who has investigated the
performance of Lynn DeRoche. I introduce to
you Steven T. Potts, attorney for the plaintiffs
against Fort Shaw Irrigation District (FSID), the
Cascade County Clerk and Recorder’s office,
and the Cascade County Commissioners.

I ynn DeRoche is a candidate for Cascade

Attorney Potts began a court brief in Cause N.
ADV-23-255 in the Eighth District Court in
Cascade County in this way:

“As former President Donald J. Trump recently
said, “In some ways we're a third-world
country...[W]ere a third-world country at

our election” See The Independent, “Trump
Claims US Elections Are “Third World’ Despite
Sweeping Super Tuesday Primaries,” 3/6/2024.
The 2023 Fort Shaw Irrigation District (FSID)
election conducted by Cascade County,
including an election office administrator

who did not know what she was doing and
undermined by undependable and malevolent
people, serves as a prime example. Together,
they manipulated information about voting
processes, deterred voters from casting ballots,
and allowed others to cast ballots based on
phony designation of agents”

Continuing, Attorney Potts writes,
“Manipulation information about voting
processes and deterring voters from accessing
polling sites are two of the “many ways

to prevent the casting of votes.” National
Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and
Medicine, Securing The Vote: Protecting
American Democracy (2018) at 85-86. Here,
with assistance from the Cascade County
Election Office, the Fort Shaw Irrigation
District provided incorrect information [to}
electors that was based upon outdated statutes,
laziness, and a lie...”

These are strong words and his words become
stronger:

“The bungling here was not one
simple mistake by one person. It
involved layers of bungling by all
of the following bunglers, some of
which was negligent and some of
which was intentional.”

Below is part of the list of who Potts believes
are responsible.

Lynn DeRoche, election office employee
A FSID clerk

FSID Board of Commissioners

All Cascade County Commissioners who
voted to certify the election

5. Cascade County Attorney (Josh Racke’s
Office-advising the Cascade County
Commission)

Ll s

Potts’ investigation reveals that “...Lynn
DeRoche, an employee of the Cascade County
election office, wrote to newly elected Clerk

T KK

and Recorder/Election Administrator, Sandra
Merchant, advising her incorrectly by stating
that “if there are joint property owners only
one owner will get the vote. So, there must be
a designated voting authority sent to all joint

»

property owners

This advice was incorrect and led to DeRoche
having to continue to misadvise Clerk
Merchant in order for DeRoche to cover-

up her mistake, according to Potts’ brief ...
Election Office employee, Lynn DeRoche,
engaged in nefarious conduct designed to
bury designations already on file” Deroche
had worked in elections at Cascade County for
many years. This wasn't her first rodeo, but she
was loyal to the previous Democrat Clerk and
Recorder, Rena Moore, and speculation is she
intentionally sabotaged newly elected Clerk and
Recorder Sandra Merchant. Voters have every
right to question whether Lynn DeRoche is
truly a Republican.

Potts then concluded that DeRoche decided to
disregard the statute governing the election and
“pull the wool” over the electors eyes.

As a result, some landowners were denied their
rightful shares of votes in the election. Some
landowners, because of joint ownership, were
denied any votes at all.

Attorney Potts asserts that the Election Office
disregarded the statute once the error was
discovered and held the elections incorrectly

anyway.

The story is troubling because it displays the
hazards of not knowing the character and
integrity of the people we elect to office. Mistakes
are inevitable and forgivable. Even though the
election was not conducted properly due to their
own mistakes, they forged ahead and held it
despite not being in compliance, in hopes that

no one would discover the mistake. However,
despite being discovered and a lawsuit occurring
over it, where attorney Potts and the plaintiffs he
represented won their case, the county was never
held accountable for its mistake. The irony of the
situation, is that DeRoche should have been fired,
but instead they attacked newly elected Clerk and
Recorder Sandra Merchant instead, and stripped
the election responsibilities from her. Despite Lyn
DeRoche being culpable and responsible for the
irrigation ditch election debacle, she was never
disciplined and she is hoping Cascade County
voters continue to be ignorant over her culpability
in the matter.

Cascade County’s Voters only choice in the
Primary election this June 2™ is Deserae

Valentine.

Steve Vinnedge, Great Falls &

by Indigo Cartoons

CASCADE COUNTY
ELECTIONS OFFICE

REVOLVITNG ook

WHAT ABoUT "THE WL LL.
OF THE PeovrLE ?”

's Naw THE WILL oF
EST{HO PEOPLE  ——
.7 BRIGCS AND

@‘
Desarea -\

\

VALENTINE

for Cascade County Clerk and Recorder

PAID FOR BY DESAREA VALENTINE CAMPAIGN
1720 101h Ave 5 5te 4 #111 » Great Falls, MT 55405

*x

Honesty. Integrity.
Transparency.
Trust your Clerk!
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VOTE JUNE 2
KNOW YOUR

CANDIDATES
*

The Liberty Bell Editorial Board’s

Rationale for Endorsements

June 2, 2026 Cascade County

Primary Election

fter weeks of reviewing candidate
Aﬁlings, voting histories, public records,

campaign platforms, and direct
interviews, the Editorial Board of The Liberty
Bell has made its endorsements for the June 2,
2026 primary. Our guiding principles remain
unchanged: we support candidates who have
proven records of defending liberty, limited
government, fiscal responsibility, Second
Amendment rights, and Montana values —
and who possess the personal integrity to
serve without ethical cloud.

Although the majority of our endorsed
candidates this cycle are Republicans, The

Liberty Bell evaluates every candidate —
Republican, Democrat, Independent, or from
any other party — and selects only those

who best align with the convictions of the
Editorial Board. We choose the best person for
each office regardless of party label.

In several contested races, the Board was
forced to withhold endorsement from
otherwise qualified individuals after examining
formally filed complaints and active lawsuits
that raised serious questions about ethics,
transparency, and fitness for office. Where

such red flags existed, we disqualified those
candidates from consideration, regardless of
party or past rhetoric. The Liberty Bell will not
risk endorsing anyone whose integrity could
later embarrass our community or compromise
public trust.

Federal Endorsements We proudly endorse
the following candidates for federal office who
have demonstrated unwavering commitment to
constitutional principles, limited government,
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and putting Montana first in Washington, D.C.:
o U.S. Senate - Charles Walking Child (R)

o Congressional District 1 - Dr. Al
Olszewski (R)

o Congressional District 2 - Troy Downing
(R)

State Legislative Endorsements (House &
Senate) We proudly endorse the following
Republicans who have earned our support
through consistent prior votes for conservative
priorities and demonstrated character.

Each of these candidates has a track record

of voting against tax increases, for protecting
private property rights, and for safeguarding
Montana’s agriculture and energy sectors from
radical environmental overreach. They have
shown integrity in office and a willingness to
stand up to special interests.

County Offices

County Commissioner - Rick Wolke (R):
Proven fiscal conservative with a strong
prior voting record on local budgets and
infrastructure.

County Sherift/Coroner - Mindy Kahle (R):
Law-and-order leader with unquestioned
integrity and law-enforcement experience.

County Clerk & Recorder — Desarea
Valentine (R): Demonstrated competence and
commitment to election integrity.

County Treasurer - Diane Heikkila (R): Solid
record managing public funds responsibly.

Public Administrator - Gerald Boland (D):
In a non-partisan role requiring absolute
trustworthiness with estates and vulnerable
citizens, Mr. Boland stands out for his integrity
and decades of reliable service. We cross party
lines when the candidate is clearly the best
person for the job.

Justice of the Peace — Dept. 1: Robert Polich
- Dept. 2: Cayle Halberg Both bring judicial
temperament and a commitment to the rule of
law.

County Attorney - “No Confidence”
After exhaustive review of all candidates
in this critical race, the Board could issue
no endorsement. None demonstrated the

combination of prosecutorial toughness, ethical
clarity, and conservative principles we demand
for the county’s top law-enforcement attorney.

COUNTY RACES IN CASCADE COUNTY

County Commissioner
County Attorney
County Sheriff/ Coroner
County Clerk & Recorder
County Treasurer

Public Administrator

Justice of the Peace

Sheriff, County Attorney, Justice of the Peace, Public Administrator,
Clerk & Recorder, Treasurer - 4 year terms
County Commissioner — 6 year term

* Rick Wolke (R)
* No Confidence

Mindy Kahle (R)

Desarea Valentine (R)
* Diane Heikkila (R)
* Gerald Boland (D)

* Robert Polich — Dept. 1
* Cayle Halberg — Dept. 2

Public Service Commission (PSC) Races Both
Jeff Pattison (District 1) and David Sanders
(District 5) are strong conservatives whose
values align with ours. However, the PSC is not
a legislative body. It is a regulatory commission
with direct oversight of energy policy, electric
and gas utilities, railroads, pipelines, and
telecommunications — highly technical areas
that demand deep institutional knowledge.

After careful deliberation, we endorse Jeff
Pattison (R) for PSC District 1 over challenger
Jeremy Trebas. He possesses the most extensive
experience and specialized knowledge in

these complex regulatory matters. While

we genuinely like Jeremy Trebas and would
enthusiastically support him for a legislative

or county-level seat, the PSC requires the
candidate best equipped to protect Montana
ratepayers and energy producers right now.
Experience and expertise win this one.

Final Note These endorsements reflect a
deliberate, evidence-based process. We

chose candidates with clean records, proven
conservative voting histories where applicable,
and the personal integrity to serve Cascade
County (and Montana) without distraction
from complaints or lawsuits. The Liberty Bell
exists to defend freedom and hold public
officials accountable. On June 2, 2026, we urge
every voter to do the same.

Vote like your liberty depends on it — because
it does.

—The Liberty Bell Editorial Board Cascade
County, Montana

LEGISLATIVE RACES IN CASCADE COUNTY

HD 19
HD 20
HD 21
HD 22
HD 23
HD 24

HD 25
HD 26
HD 78 (Cascade County / Meagher)
SD 10
SD 11
SD 12

Public Service Commission, District 1

Public Service Commission, District 5

Senate & Public Service Commission Term = 4 years
House Term = 2 years

* Hannah Trebas (R)

* Tony Rosales (R)

* Trevor Funseth (R)

» Kevin Leatherbarrow (R)

* Brett Mills (R)

» Steve Gist (R)

* Randyn Gregg (R)

* Jessica Dyrdahl (R)
e Steven Galloway (R)
* Randy Pinocci (R)

e Jeff Pattison (R)

e David Sanders (R)
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school system—who was arrested for groping
schoolgirls. In that case, the system shielded a
predator rather than interposing for innocent
children. When a magistrate like Kincaid ignores
federal detainers for dangerous individuals, or
when a leader like Slaughter shields internal
misconduct, they are not protecting the
Constitution; they are undermining the very
safety that is the foundation of their office. It is
a betrayal of the magistrate’s duty to stand as a
bulwark against harm.

The “Good Old Boy” Club vs. The Las
Vegas Standard

To understand the depth of this crisis, one must
look at the contrast between the “Good Old

Boy” system in Montana and the standards of
accountability in more transparent jurisdictions
like Las Vegas. In major hubs like Las Vegas, the
Sheriff operates under a microscope of public and
federal scrutiny. In those environments, a “Good
Sherift” understands that their primary duty is to
the citizens, not a protected circle of officials.

In Cascade County, critics argue the system

has been weaponized into “Lawfare,” where law
enforcement, prosecutors, and judges shield one
another. Internal records and employee reviews
from platforms such as Indeed and Glassdoor
describe the Cascade County Sherift’s Office

as operating under a “toxic and hostile” work
environment, reflected in a dismal management
rating of 2.7 out of 5 stars. Data from these
employee-driven metrics suggest that this internal
culture of turnover is a direct result of leadership
that staft describes as “untruthful” and “corrupt”
When staff do not trust the administration to be
honest, they leave — leaving the jail understafted
and more dangerous.

A stark contrast exists between Montana’s
hiring practices and those of the rest of

the nation. While federal law enforcement
agencies—including the FBI, CIA, and Secret
Service—mandate pre-employment polygraph
examinations, Montana remains an outlier.

Nationally, over 62% of large law enforcement
agencies utilize polygraph screening to verify
the integrity of individuals who will eventually
be called to testify at trials. In many states, this
screening is a legal or procedural mandate.
Montana, however, does not require such
integrity testing for law enforcement or fire
personnel. This lack of screening is particularly
concerning in Cascade County, where the
Sheriff has notably resisted independent
polygraph scrutiny for himself despite using
the tool on suspects. Experts like Dr. David
Raskin note that properly administered exams
exceed 90% accuracy and could clarify disputed
statements especially regarding jail conditions
and the Hanson shooting.

In June 2023, approximately 20 armed IRS and
ATF agents raided Highwood Creek Outfitters
and seized ATF Form 4473s—federal firearm
transaction records containing the personal
information of lawful purchasers, including

their names, addresses, and purchase details—
despite the warrant limiting authorized
seizure to financial documents. This raised
concerns about the scope of the search and the
implications to gun owners. Sheriff Slaughter
was nowhere to be found as federal agents
seized the personal records of Cascade County
residents, including ATF Form 4473s. He did
not demand notification, assert local authority,
or publicly defend the rights of the citizens
targeted — a failure to interpose that undercuts
his claim of being a ‘constitutional sherift.

This is the deeper scandal of our morally
bankrupt judicial system. How have our judges
become so corrupted in how they carry out
their job? Many are the product of decades of
progressive “criminal justice reform,” activist
appointments, and a complete rejection of

the biblical foundation of justice — the God-
ordained duty of rulers to praise the good and
bear the sword against evildoers (Romans
13:3-4). Why are so many judges letting violent
offenders oft the hook with low or no bail,
electronic monitoring that criminals openly
mock, and revolving-door releases? Because
they have swapped God’s law for secular
ideology: prioritizing “rehabilitation,” “equity,’
and criminal “rights” over the protection of
the innocent. They operate in a system shaped
by weak theology, leftist pressure groups, and
zero accountability — turning courtrooms into
enablers of chaos instead of bulwarks of order.

The same broken system that under Sherift
Slaugher, in Cascade County, issued a deadly
warrant over cat food purchases — resulting
in the killing of Michael Hanson — is the

very system that simultaneously turns violent
predators loose on our streets. Both failures
flow from the same root: judges who no longer
answer to God’s higher law. One extreme

kills the innocent through overreach — as
seen when Sherift Slaughter’s department
aggressively enforced a questionable warrant,
then covered the procedural violations by
awarding the officer who fired first. The other
extreme kills the innocent through reckless
leniency. In Slaughter’s county, the overreach
extreme is on full display: a sheriff who claims
to be constitutional yet fails to interpose against
his own department’s abuses, instead shielding
them with honors and official rulings that
ignore the audio evidence.

The consequences are deadly and repeat

across the country. Consider these egregious
examples: « In Charlotte, North Carolina,
Magistrate Judge Teresa Stokes (Mecklenburg
County) released career criminal Decarlos
Brown Jr. — who had 14 prior arrests, including
armed robbery — on nothing more than his
“written promise” to appear in court for a
pending misdemeanor. Months later, in August
2025, Brown stabbed and murdered Iryna
Zarutska, a 23-year-old Ukrainian refugee, in

a random attack on a light rail train. Brown
now faces federal first-degree murder charges.
In Houston, Texas, Judge Hilary Unger (Harris
County) allowed Austin Collette — who had
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already pleaded guilty to murder — to walk free
on bond while awaiting sentencing. Collette then
shot and killed his 21-year-old girlfriend in a
murder-suicide just months later in April 2025.

These are not isolated tragedies. They are
the predictable fruit of a judiciary that has
forgotten its duty before God and the people.

For years, conservatives have watched federal
and state overreach erode parental rights,
religious liberty, and public safety. The solution
the Doctrine of the Lesser Magistrates has always
pointed to is local action. Sheriffs are not mere
bureaucrats; they are constitutional officers with
the authority — and the duty — to interpose
when higher powers endanger the people.

Sheriff McMahill and the men and women of
Metro are showing the way. They are refusing
to rubber-stamp a decision that would put

a known threat back on the streets. They

are defending the community they swore to
protect. Sheriff Bianco is showing the same
resolve in the realm of election integrity.

This is the blueprint conservatives must follow.
Educate your local officials. Vet and elect faithful
leaders who understand both the Constitution
and the higher law. Support sheriffs who will not
bow to unjust orders. Attend public meetings.
Pray for revival — and when courageous
magistrates arise, stand with them.

The future of our families and communities
does not depend on Washington or state
capitals. It depends on lesser magistrates
remembering their duty before God. Sheriff
McMahill just reminded the entire nation what
that looks like. So too has Sheriff Bianco.

Cascade County is clearly headed in the wrong
direction, led by its law enforcement leader Sheriff
Jesse Slaughter. Many of us want to “back the
blue” — until it happens to you or your family. But
there isn’t much to celebrate with how destructive
Slaughter’s leadership has been to the community,
to his own staff, and to public trust.

Cascade County deserves a sherift who actively
interposes as a lesser magistrate when needed—
upholding the Constitution without exception,
demanding transparency, and prioritizing lives
over politics. It's time for independent review
and real accountability—not just words. It is time
for real change. Voters have the opportunity to
elect a constitutional sherift who will actually
interpose for the people: support Mindy Kahle
June 2nd in her race against Slaughter.

The lesser magistrates are no longer waiting to
be called. One just answered. It is time for the
rest of us to answer with them and remember
to vote June 2nd-this primary is where the
decision is made to support courageous
candidates that support the people, rather than
establishment business as usual that protects
big government at the expense of the people.

Commissioners Shield Sheriff Slaughter’s Office by Stalling Cascade Policing Mediation Until After Primary

By Staff Writer

The Town of Cascade’s effort to resolve

a deepening law enforcement crisis has

hit a political wall after Cascade County
Commissioners abruptly postponed a critical
mediation session regarding the Sherift’s Office
contract. Originally scheduled for April 1, 2026,
the meeting was intended to address a dispute
that has left the town’s budget and local safety in a
state of uncertainty. By pushing the negotiations
into the summer months, officials have effectively
shielded Sheriff Jesse Slaughter’s office from public
scrutiny and potential embarrassment during the
heat of his primary campaign.

The conflict began in April 2025, when the
town received a proposed contract from the
Cascade County Sherift’s Office demanding a
29% increase in the cost of law enforcement
services. Compounding the fiscal strain, the
Sheriff’s proposal included a clause explicitly
stating that deputies would no longer enforce
local town ordinances. This move would leave
Cascade residents paying significantly more
for a reduced level of service, stripped of
enforcement for local rules regarding traffic,
noise, animal control, and parking.

Following a series of failed negotiations and a
public Town Hall in May 2025, local leaders
sought relief through the legal system. The
Town of Cascade officially invoked House Bill
333, a 2025 law specifically designed to create a
formal mediation process when municipalities

and county law enforcement cannot reach an
agreement. The law mandates that both sides
negotiate in good faith to protect both the
public budget and the integrity of local law
enforcement.

However, the good-faith requirement of the law
appears to have been sidelined by the Cascade
County Commissioners. By delaying the April

1 session, the commission has ensured that the
uncomfortable details of the Sheriff’s 29% hike
and the refusal to enforce town ordinances will
remain behind closed doors until well after

the primary election is decided. This delay
mirrors the classic “good old boy club” tactics
long associated with institutional shielding in
Montana politics, prioritizing political survival
over the immediate needs of Cascade’s taxpayers.

“The town has made it clear it wants a contract
that protects both the budget and the ability to
enforce its own rules.”

Until the mediation is rescheduled for the
summer, the residents of Cascade are left without
a firm contract or a clear answer on who will
handle local code violations. While both sides
are legally required to eventually negotiate, the
postponement ensures that Sherift Slaughter
avoids a public accounting of his leadership and
the CCSO’s measurable institutional failures until
the ballot boxes are closed. For now, the Town

of Cascade remains in a holding pattern, waiting
for a seat at the table that was promised by law
but delayed by politics.

PRESS RELEASE - FOR IMMEDIATE
RELEASE

There will be a mediation conference between
the Town of Cascade and the Cascade County
Commissioners on behalf of the Cascade
County Sherift’s Office’s proposed contract.

In April 2025, the Town of Cascade received
a proposed contract with the Cascade County
Sheriff’s Office. The Town of Cascade held

a Town Hall meeting on May 23, 2025, to
understand what our community wants

and needs are for law enforcement in the
upcoming year. On June 23, 2025, the town
met with the Cascade County Sheriff’s

Office to discuss the proposed contract. An
agreement could not be reached.

The proposed contract requests a 29%
cost increase and no enforcement of local
ordinances.

The proposed contract has not been agreed
upon; therefore, the Town of Cascade
requested that the issue go to mediation
under House Bill 333.

This non-quorum public meeting will be held
on April 1, 2026, at 1:00 p.m. It will be held at
Wedsworth Hall, 13 Front St. in Cascade.

The public is encouraged to attend and
observe the meditation.
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The Built-In Danger of Open Primaries

By Leslie Mills

pen Primary Election Season is
O underway in Montana for 2026. The
Primary Election will be held on June 2,
2026. This election will choose the candidates
for the General Election in November. The

information that follows describes the process
for Open Primaries versus Closed Primaries.

Montana does not have Closed Primaries. It is
important that voters understand them both

to be able to understand the inherent problem
that arises with every Open Primary held in the
state.

First, a brief description of Closed Primaries

is in order. Closed Primaries are not used

in Montana due to legislation that passed in
2015. This legislation, HB 454, was introduced,
supported and eventually passed through the
efforts of Rep. Steve Fitzpatrick - “R” eleven
years ago. He was ultimately censured by the
MTGOP for his role in this legislation as it is
diametrically opposed to the MTGOP Platform.
The following is the process of Closed
Primaries:

In Closed Primaries, party candidates for the
fall General Election are decided by a process in
which

» Voters register by party affiliation.

o The party a voter registers with determines
the ballot a voter receives. Hence,
Democrats vote the Democrat Ballot,
Libertarians vote the Libertarian Ballot, and
Republicans vote the Republican Ballot.

o This allows voters from each party -
Democrat, Libertarian, and Republican
- to determine their candidate for the
General Election without interference from
other parties.

o There is no “crossover” voting between
parties. This process is shown in the
graphic Figure 1:

-

Closed Primary
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Registered By Party
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The major concern cited against
Closed Primaries was that some
individual voters don’t want to
have to register with a particular
party, often deciding not to vote
at all.

What is an Open Primary?

As stated previously, Montana codified
Open Primaries through Legislation
(HB454) written by liberal Republican Steve
Fitzpatrick which was passed in 2015 giving
the state of Montana Open Primaries in
direct opposition to the MT GOP Platform.
The process for Open Primaries is different
than the process for Closed Primaries and
can lead to some interesting strategies and
plans that disrupt voting outcomes. What
follows describes the Open Primary process
and is shown in the accompanying graphic
to help readers understand the differences in
Open Primaries.

Unlike Closed Primaries, in Open Primaries:

« Voters simply register fo vote without
designating a particular party.

o When voters arrive at the polls or when
they receive mail-in ballots, voters receive
ALL THREE party ballots - Democrat,
Libertarian, and Republican.

« They must choose only ONE ballot on
which to vote. Voters vote the one ballot of
their choice.

«  Confusion regarding this process in the
past has invalidated ballots where a voter
used all three ballots, casting ballots for
different parties at the same time.

Open Primary

4 N

All Voters

Registered to Vote

Can Select any ONE ballot to vote showing no
affiliation to any party.
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What are problems beyond this
confusion?

Beyond the confusion described that has
occurred, a more insidious issue evolved as
parties determined ways to manipulate the
voting outcome ultimately impacting everyone’s
votes. The plan that springs from Open Primary
voting relies on uninformed voters relying

on “the letter after the name” to inform their
voting. Further, Open Primaries are ripe for
strategies of manipulating outcomes through
“Crossover Voting”, which was an issue in the
2024 primary. There are signs that it could
happen again in 2026. Crossover voting is
explained by accompanying graphics Figure 3.

)

As a strategy in Montana Open Primaries,
candidates can identify at will with any party
they want to regardless of their political ideology.
In the current Open Primary, no less than three
candidates have done this: Josh Racki, Tony
Rosales and Kevin Leatherbarrow. Racki, the
County Attorney in Cascade County, has run as
a Democrat in the past, but changed parties in
November 2025 to run as a Republican. Both
Rosales and Leatherbarrow have run previously
as Libertarian candidates, but have changed
parties as recently as January 2026, to also run
as Republicans. Questions to ask yourself:

» Does this signal a change in ideology or
simply a strategy?

o Oris it more important to have an “R” after
their names on the ballot?

It is interesting to note that more candidates
reassigning their party affiliations are moving
to the Republican Party. Rarely do Republicans
move to the Democrat or Libertarian parties.
The answer to the question “Why?” has
always been, “To win, of course!” Thus, voters
could have “Liberal Republicans” as well as
“Democrats” on the ballot with an “R” firmly
planted after their names. With an “R” firmly
planted behind their names, former liberals/
democrat candidates count on voters not
knowing their values and probably not their
voting record.

Another strategy that can and possibly has been
used in Open Primaries is to deceptively run

a candidate in the opposing party (a “plant”)

to disrupt the voting with multiple candidates
vying to win the primary, splitting the vote.

It is often noted the Democrat Party rarely

has candidates challenging each other in the
primary unlike Republicans.

What is “Crossover Voting”?
Crossover voting naturally occurs during
Open Primaries as individual voters choose

a party to vote within. However, deceptive
strategies require communicated planning to
be implemented to scale in Open Primaries.
A party communicating with party members,
counting on party voters to vote outside their
regular party, can disrupt voting anticipated by
voters “not in the know”. Uninformed voters
are unaware of the tactic.

The Problem with Open Primaries
All Voters

Registered to Vote

JL

Can Select any ONE ballot to vote showing no
affiliation to any party.
Normal party votes /

for their Candidates
in contested
primaries.

Fewer party voters
vote for their

Candidate who will
win no matter what.

Crossover voting changes outcomes for political parties with primaries. This can be used as an implemented
strategy as occurred in the 2024 primary in Cascade County.

The problem occurs when one party has

no candidates being “primaried.” This
unchallenged candidate will obviously win
without anyone voting for them. This Party
then encourages their members to NOT vote
their ballot for the unopposed candidate

of their party who will win anyway, but to

“crossover” and vote for the opposing party’s
secondary candidate who they want to win,
often unseating a popular incumbent candidate
for a challenger candidate. With one, two or
even three challengers in this party’s primary,
“crossover voting’ will wreak havoc on the
outcome.

This may sound hypothetical, but this has
happened and could be set to happen again. In
2024 Cascade County saw three conservative
incumbents lose to challengers in this way.
With numerous candidates in the Republican
Party’s ballot again this year, this strategy could
again be in play. THIS is the danger of Open
Primaries.

Are these strategies deceptive?

These tactics are very deceptive for an
uninformed voter who may simply look for

the “R” after a candidate’s name. If they know
nothing about the candidates beyond “the R,
they may be confused by numerous candidates
with “R” after their names. In cases where there
are multiple “R’s to choose from, uninformed
voters are often guessing. Later, they may find
themselves wondering why the “conservative
R” candidate they voted for is now in legislature
and voting just like the Liberal Democrats as
happened in the 2025 Legislative Session.

Are these strategies in Open Primaries real?

These strategies are real and occurred in the
2024 Primary Election, unseating conservative
incumbents (Steve and Lola Galloway and

Rae Grulkowski) with liberals who identified
as “R”. They were “Republicans in Name
Only;” or RINOs. Liberals in Cascade County
even bragged on social media that “Our plan
worked! We got rid of the conservatives!”

This strategy could be set to occur again in 2026
as nearly all Republicans are facing Primary
opponents, and none of the Democrats are not.

How to fight the Open Primary
“Gambit”

To fight this process of Open Primaries in
Montana, voters have many ways to help their
voting be thoughtful and not manipulated. It
requires voters to view their right to vote as a
responsibility as well. The best fight against
these strategies afoot is to be an INFORMED,
responsible voter by:

1. knowing candidates’ beliefs and core values
(Ideology - See associated article included
in this issue, too!)

2. knowing candidates’ histories:

a. Have you had an opportunity to
hear them speak and not just read a
newspaper or online story?

b. Did they just change parties? If yes,
why?

c.  What is their voting history? How did
they vote previously on issues about
which you are concerned? You can look
up a legislator’s voting record and watch
recorded local government meetings.

Conclusion

It is the citizen’s civic duty to vote, and even
more so to vote responsibly. Casting an
uninformed vote is not only irresponsible,

it can also be harmful to all of Montana as
the way elected officials vote affects ALL of
Montana, not just their constituents. To be a
responsible informed voter,

« Know your candidate’s ideology and history
as well as your own.

o Askyourself if what this candidate says and
does is reflective of your needs and ideals.

»  Get to know the candidates. You can learn
about candidates by:

1. talking with people you trust about the
issues and the candidates.

2. attending public meetings and debates,
such as Pachyderm Club where every
week you can hear public figures and
candidates speak, debate, and answer
your questions.

3. Reading to learn about the issues you
care about, know who these candidates
really are, know what they stand for,
and know what they say they will do
FOR YOU if elected.

Be Informed! Be Involved! Be Visible! Be
Vocal!

Every vote counts!
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A Pattern of Deception by Cascade
County Sheriff Jesse Slaughter

The Erosion of Justice in
Cascade County

Op-Ed By Jesse Wagner

The thin veneer of “constitutional”
leadership in Cascade County is peeling
away to reveal a record defined by

sworn falsehoods, staggering taxpayer-funded
settlements, and a systemic failure to uphold
the rule of law. While Sheriff Jesse Slaughter
publicly champions himself as a “constitutional
sherift” the official record suggests a pattern of
behavior that directly undermines the U.S. and
Montana Constitutions.

The clearest evidence of this disconnect emerged
during a June 2024 coroner’s inquest into the
death of Michael Hansen. Under oath, Sheriff
Slaughter testified there was “absolutely no
unlawful activity” by his office, yet Montana
statute tells a different story. Montana Code
Annotated § 46-5-227 explicitly requires
officers to exhibit an original search warrant to
occupants upon request. During the encounter,
Detective Jacob Try—who later received a
national award based on a nomination filled
with inaccuracies—refused Hansen’s repeated
demands to see a warrant, ordered him oft

his own property, and jumped the fence
without presenting any paperwork. While

the investigation was reportedly centered on

the purchase of cat food for
another individual, it escalated
to a fatal shooting where
independent audio analysis
indicates Detective Try fired
first and then again before the
victim got off a single shot.
Furthermore, a 9mm casing
was later discovered at the scene
despite official claims that all evidence had been
collected.

Jesse Slaughter

These local failures are underscored by a grim
statewide record of excessive force and a lack
of oversight. From 2013 to 2023, Montana law
enforcement recorded 72 killings, a deadly-
force rate higher than 86% of all other states,
or 2.1 killings per 10,000 arrests. Alarmingly,
39% of those killed statewide did not have a
gun. Montana’s accountability score remains
among the lowest in the nation; only about 14%
of civil complaints against officers are ruled

in favor of civilians. Cascade County operates
squarely within this environment of “lawfare,”
where overly cozy relationships between law
enforcement, prosecutors, and judges often
protect the system instead of the people,
contributing to Montana ranking near the top
nationally for wrongful convictions per capita.

Nowhere is the cost of this unaccountable
leadership more visible than inside the Cascade
County Detention Center, the facility Slaughter

directly oversees. It has become a focal point
for preventable tragedy, resulting in $750,000
in taxpayer-funded wrongful-death settlements
alone. This includes a $550,000 settlement for
the 2021 suicide of Michael Lee Alexander, Jr.,
and a $200,000 settlement for the 2022 suicide
of Aleesha Mae Kempa. The crisis has only
accelerated, with three inmates dying within

a single two-week period in the summer of
2024—two by suicide and one by overdose.
Meanwhile, the department’s internal culture
has faced its own scrutiny, with multiple
detention officers arrested in 2025 on felony
assault, domestic violence, and DUI charges.

True constitutional leadership requires
transparency and the willingness to submit to
the same scrutiny applied to the public. Most
states require polygraph screening for law
enforcement precisely because courts rely so
heavily on officer testimony. While Slaughter’s
department uses polygraphs on suspects when
convenient, he has refused the same standard for
himself. An independent polygraph examination
by a neutral expert could clarify disputed
statements regarding jail conditions, the Hansen
incident, and the Sherift’s own sworn testimony.
As advocates appeal for a citizens’ grand jury
through the federal courts, the demand for
genuine reform grows louder. Cascade County
deserves leadership that upholds civil rights

and due process rather than undermining them
through falsehoods and systemic failures. &

EFFECTIVE ENFORCEMENT—A SAFER COMMUNITY

El

Mmdy Kahle

***x Sheriff

A 30+ YEAR VETERAN OF LAW ENFORCEMENT

v When elected Sheriff | will put to use
my 30+ years’ experience, including 20
years patrol duties, Medical Examiner
death investigator and District Attorney
Investigator.

| am committed to bringing your voice
to the State and Federal authorities in
protecting our Constitutional rights.

I look forward to working with local
authorities in addressing the drug
problems in Cascade County.

KAHLEFORSHERIFF.COM 3

v" Truth, Honesty, Accountability: these
traits are essential in law enforcement,
and as Sheriff, | will set the example. |
will hold myself accountable to the
citizens of Cascade County.

v My staff and | shall be accessible to all
the communities that make up Cascade
County.

Up-to-date training is critical for all law
enforcement, as it reduces liabilities and
increases professionalism.

406-402-1015 - KAHLEFORSHERIFF@ICLOUD.COM

PAID FOR BY: KAHLE FOR SHERIFF, PO BOX 103, ULM, MT 59485
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| Looklng to buy Gold and S|Iver |
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Your one-stop shop for all your needs.

D

GREAT FALLS
PACHYDERM
CLUB

Educational branch of
the Republican Party
discussing current
events with different
speakers

Meet every Thursday at
the Gold Dust Casino &
Restaurant,

770 6th St sw
in Great Falls

12:00 PM - 1:00 PM
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Email us at grovestaxidermy@outlook.com or call 406-836-2337 to place your order today.
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MONTANA'’S DATA CENTER BOOM

Promise or Peril for Power, Water, and Communities?

DATA CENTERS
ARE COMING TO MONTANA

By Renee Pirtz

s artificial intelligence, cloud computing,

Aia\flld global tech demand surge,
ontana has unexpectedly become

a hotspot for hyperscale data centers. Vast
open land, naturally cool nights, and access
to long-haul fiber optics have drawn major
developers scouting the Mountain West. But
with proposals accelerating—NorthWestern
Energy in talks with at least 11 entities,
including signed letters of intent or agreements
with companies like Quantica Infrastructure
(planning up to 1,000 MW south of
Broadview), Sabey Data Centers (250 MW west
of Butte), and Atlas Power Group (150 MW
expansion in Butte)—Montanans are asking
hard questions: Who really benefits, and at
what cost to our grid, water, and way of life?

One of the most consequential proposals
now driving public concern is the massive
5,000-acre data center planned south of
Broadview in Yellowstone County, led

by Quantica Infrastructure through its

Big Sky Digital Infrastructure platform.
According to reporting from the Billings
Gazette, NorthWestern Energy has issued a
non-binding letter of intent to supply up
to 1,000 MW of electricity to the project—
an extraordinary amount equal to roughly
two-thirds of the power NorthWestern
currently owns.

At a recent public forum in Billings,
hydrologists, environmental experts, and local
residents raised concerns about the project’s
potential water use, noting that a facility of

this scale could require millions of gallons of
water per day for cooling. A data center of this
scale would use between 1-5 million gallons
of water per day — the equivalent of a city of
10,000 to 40,000 people. That’s more water
than many rural communities, including
Broadview, use in total. Others questioned the
strain such a load would place on Montana’s
already-constrained grid, and whether
ratepayers could ultimately be saddled with the
cost of transmission upgrades needed to serve a
single industrial customer.

The Montana Environmental
Information Center notes that the
Broadview project would be the
largest proposed data center in the
state, with power demand rivaling
that of a major metropolitan area.
The organization warns that such
a facility could reshape regional
energy planning for decades.

Data centers are power hogs. A single
hyperscale campus can demand as much
electricity as a small city, and Montana’s
grid—already stretched—isn’t fully equipped.
Transmission lines near capacity, new load

Power to the People — Not Just the Servers
Jeff Pattison

Candidate - Montana Public Service Commission District 1

Jeff Pattison for PSC-Republican, Treasurer Katie Wenetta, PO BOX 5315, Helena, MT 59604

requests outstripping supply, and upgrades
potentially costing hundreds of millions raise

a core issue: Who foots the bill? In many

states, these infrastructure costs get passed to
everyday ratepayers, not the tech giants driving
the demand.

Jeft Pattison, a third-generation farmer and
rancher from Glasgow running for Montana
Public Service Commission District 1, sees the
stakes clearly. The PSC regulates utilities like
NorthWestern Energy and has authority over
large-load approvals, ensuring new industrial
users don’t harm existing customers.

“Are data centers going to power Montana or
consume our power. The real question is: will
they power Montanass future. .. or consume the
power and water our communities depend on?”
Pattison said. “Data centers bring investment and
innovation, but they also bring massive demand
for electricity and water. As a third-generation
farmer and rancher, I know these resources aren’t
abstract policy ideas—they’re the backbone of
our farms, ranches, and communities”

One promising solution Pattison proposes

to ease grid strain without massive new
construction is reconductoring existing
transmission lines with advanced conductors,
such as Aluminum Conductor Composite Core
(ACCC) conductors. These use a lightweight
carbon-fiber composite core instead of
traditional steel, allowing far less thermal
expansion (and thus minimal sag) when lines
heat up under heavy loads. This enables roughly
double the current-carrying capacity (ampacity)
compared to equivalent-diameter steel-core
conductors like ACSR, while reducing line
losses by up to 25% or more through greater
aluminum content and efficiency. For Montana’s
constrained grid, ACCC could unlock significant
hidden capacity on existing rights-of-way—
helping accommodate data center loads or other
growth without building entirely new lines,
towers, or corridors. It also cuts energy waste,
lowers long-term costs through reduced losses,
and improves resilience against high-demand
scenarios.
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Despite these advantages, utilities have often
been reluctant to adopt ACCC and similar
advanced conductors widely. Reasons include
higher upfront costs (typically 1.5-3 times
more than traditional options), concerns over
installation complexity and potential damage
to the composite core if mishandled (though
Pattison shares that newer designs like InfoCore
help verify integrity), limited long-term field
data in diverse conditions, and a conservative
industry preference for proven technologies
with decades of track record.

In the Northwest, adoption remains limited—
not because the technology lacks benefits, but
because many utilities are still unfamiliar with
modern composite-core conductors and how
they change project economics. When utilities
evaluate only the per-foot conductor price, they
often overlook the immediate infrastructure
savings that ACCC and similar composite-core
systems create through reduced sag, lighter
weight, and lower structural loading. These
engineering advantages can reduce tower
height, shrink foundation size, and cut steel
requirements, making advanced conductors
competitive or even more affordable on a
total-project basis.

Water adds another layer of worry in drought-
prone Montana. Most large facilities rely on
evaporative cooling, guzzling millions of
gallons daily—competing with agriculture,
municipalities, and slow-recharging aquifers.
Hydrologists warn that industrial-scale use
could push regions toward long-term scarcity,
especially as drought cycles intensity.

The jobs pitch often falls flat too. Developers
tout economic growth, but a typical hyperscale
site creates only 20-50 permanent positions—
mostly specialized roles like network engineers
or high-voltage technicians, rarely filled locally.
Construction brings temporary workers from
out-of-state, leaving minimal lasting impact
compared to the public resources required.

Then there are the everyday nuisances: Backup
diesel generators (dozens per site) produce
noise, exhaust, and vibrations during tests

or outages. Cooling towers and chillers hum
constantly, while 24/7 security lighting creates
light pollution—disruptions that hit hard in
quiet rural communities.

Gov. Greg Gianforte has actively promoted
Montana as a data center destination,
highlighting our advantages in land, climate,
and fiber to attract high-tech investment and
diversify the economy. Supporters see tax
revenue and prestige. Critics, however, point

to generous incentives wiping out much of that
revenue, public burdens for power and water,
minimal jobs, and lasting environmental strain.

Pattison emphasized protection for Montanans
first: “If elected to the Montana Public Service
Commission, my priority will remain simple:
Power to the People. That means making sure
Montana families and businesses are protected
first—and that large industrial users pay their
fair share for the infrastructure they require.
I'm not a career politician. I'm a citizen
advocate and statesman who believes the people
paying the bills deserve a voice. And when it
comes to Montana’s power and resources... The
people come first”

Recent developments underscore the urgency.
NorthWestern has preliminary deals for up

to 1,400 MW combined by 2030—enough to
power hundreds of thousands of homes—while
groups like environmental coalitions petition
the PSC for safeguards, including separate rate
classes for large loads to prevent cost-shifting to
households. Some proposals have stalled (e.g.,
a Great Falls campus), but others advance amid
calls for transparency on water use, emissions,
and ratepayer impacts.

Montana faces no easy path forward. Balancing
economic diversification with reliable, affordable
power and water for residents, farmers, and
small businesses will define the debate. As

more proposals emerge, communities demand
answers: How much power and water? Who
pays? What protections exist?

The answers will shape whether data centers
become a boon—or a burden—for the Treasure
State. &




