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nse to your request for an advisory opinion concerning the 
ur apology for the delay in responding to your request.  The 

has received a large number of requests this past year, and we 
ly as possible. 

present, first you ask whether an election is partisan if political 
 an election ballot next to the candidates’ names.  For purposes 
n is deemed partisan if political party designations appear on a 
ames.  Special Counsel v. Mahnke, 54 M.S.P.R. 13, 16 (1992).  
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 any of whose candidates for Presidential 
e last preceding election at which Presidential electors were 
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that partisan politics actually enter the campaigns of the candidates may rebut this 
presumption.  See In re Broering, 1 P.A.R. 778, 779 (1955).  For example, if a c
solicits or advertises the endorsement of a
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p
tisan election into a partisan one.  

 
Therefore, assuming that the federal employees you inquired about engaged in 

activities that inserted partisan politics into the election, it is possible that the Hatch Act 
was violated.  If y
c
(202) 653-7143. 
 

Sincerely, 
 

___/s/________
       Ana Galindo-Marrone
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


