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JOY REID: But up next, Joe Manchin wants to singlehandedly decide the future of voting rights
for people of color. He’s making major concessions to Republicans, which could portend very
bad things for other Democratic priorities.
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REID: We know a lot of back door deals are happening all across Capitol Hill. Hey, we’ve
House of Cards. But this week, we got a rare glimpse into the shady underbelly of GOP politics
with leaked audio released by The Intercept, featuring Senator Joe Manchin urging billionaire
donors to persuade Republican Senator Roy Blunt to back the January 6 commission, in part to
save the filibuster.

[MANCHIN CLIP]

REID: On the call, Manchin also specified some objections to the For the People Act, something
we’ve learned about when he released a wish list of changes to the legislation, which included
making Election Day a public holiday, banning partisan gerrymandering, but requiring I.D., a list
to the surprise of many on the left that voting rights advocate Stacey Abrams appeared to support.
But as we know too well, Republicans gonna Republican with Senator Mitch McConnell,
flanked by GOP senators vowing to block any legislation, which Chuck Schumer says the Senate
will vote to advance on Tuesday. [INTRODUCES PANEL] There's been a lot of skepticism
about Senator Manchin's role, to be honest, and whether he is playing above board. That Intercept
audio makes it certainly sound like what he is doing is looking out potentially for the future job
prospects of Republicans, trying to pad and pave their way with wealthy donors as a way to do
the sausage making of making a deal. To me, that is called negotiating with the wrong people.
He’s not talking to the people who would be affected by voting rights, to, you know, black
lawmakers like Raphael Warnock, who, you know — have got to run in these elections. Why is
he talking to those rich folks instead of the people who are actually directly affected by these —
these pieces of legislation? 

JONATHAN KOTT: He’s certainly talking to the people directly affected by the legislation, the
thing I found out after a couple of weeks working for Joe Manchin and certainly after seven years
is he will literally talk to anybody. His phone does not stop ringing. Mostly, I would say, 90
percent of the time, it's from 304 numbers in West Virginia because, if youmet Joe Manchin, you
probably have his cell phone number. But he will talk to anybody. That was one hour of his day.
I'm guessing he spent another 15, 16 hours of his day talking to other people. He works the aisle
— both sides of the aisle. He is talking to his moderate Republican friends and that paid off this



week when you saw infrastructure come together. So, I don't think it’s — he’s talking to one
group of people and not the other. It's just an example of him literally talking to everybody. 

REID: Well, he — not everybody because we’ve tried to get him to come on the show and talk
with us and he won't do that. He’s very selective about the TV people he’ll talk to. He really only
goes places, I think — I would say where he — he feels that he won't have to get into more of a
debate. But I will — I will keep leaving that to my producers to try to get him to come on. We’d
love him to come on here. He won't do it. He won’t even — he said no.

KOTT: I will say, as his former communications director, he rarely said no to TV interviews,
even when I tried to get him to say no. He did everything from the Young Turks to Sean Hannity,
so he is willing to talk to anybody. But I’ll see what I can do.

REID: Give him a call.

KOTT: I’ll see what I can do.

REID: Yeah. See what you can do cause he would love him come on here. Michael Harriot, I
think you and I had a very similar reactions [sic]. I read your Twitter religiously and to the
prospect of the Manchin compromise, tell me what your impressions of it were and do you think
that it is a good framework to start from to get a bipartisan bill?

MICHAEL HARRIOT: So, the impression of it is is a light version of the voter suppression bills
that we’ve been seeing all around the country with a few compromises thrown in that no one was
asking for. The point of the John Lewis Voting — the point of why we're going through all of
this is because the Supreme Court stripped preclearance away, so without preclearance, none of
this would have mattered. Now, having voter ID — we know voter I.D. disenfranchises people
— disproportionately people of color, right? So, whether it's a national voter I.D or some form of
voter I.D. is an asinine thing to do because you’re simply saying, we are going to compromise
with a few people — we don't know how many — some people’s voting rights, so we’re okay
with disenfranchising some people. And so, I don't see how anyone could feel comfortable
slapping John Lewis’s name on a bill that disenfranchises voters. I don’t see — we know the
gerrymandering thing — computerized gerrymandering will disproportionately affect
African-American lawmakers because what happened is Republicans and conservatives split up
the districts. And since those districts are not contiguous, we should just gerrymander them by —
by — by computer, which is a crazy idea. So, this — this bill, you know, having a national
holiday is something that's good. But it's nothing that someone is asking for and I think we
should also point out — and this is the most important fact — that there is no widespread voter
fraud, right? So, we're trying to cure something that doesn't exist. Why don’t you ask people for
blood samples so you can prove they're not androids because that doesn’t happen either. Why
don’t you just ask them if you can cut — give a retina scan to prove that — that they can't turn
invisible and can go in the voting booth because that doesn’t happen either. Why? That's more
likely to happen or as likely to happen as widespread voter fraud, so he’s trying to fix something
that doesn't exist to appease Republicans. 



REID: And it's not appeasing them. Here is what happened today, Jonathan Kott. Stacey Abrams
came out and she said some good things about the bill, calling it a critical step forward, saying
it’s moving the ball forward, which it makes sense because she’s negotiating with somebody who
hadn't said what he wanted. Then he says what he wants, she comes out, she says, this is a good
start. At least that’s going somewhere. Okay. Here is what Mitch McConnell said after — it's two
seconds after she said it sounds like a framework we can start with. Here’s Mitch McConnell.
This is cut two.

SENATE MINORITY LEADER MITCH MCCONNELL (R-KY): A revised version produced
by one of the Democrats yesterday, which has been endorsed by Stacey Abrams — [SCREEN
WIPE] — in what is an extraordinarily dubious constitutionality would remove redistricting from
state legislatures and hand it over to computers. Equally unacceptable. Totally inappropriate. All
Republicans I think will oppose that as well. 

REID: And — and let's be clear, Mr. Kott. It doesn't matter what Stacey Abrams would have
said. If she said the bill — the idea is terrible, he would have said, that's why I don't like it either.
You know, there's nothing — it's not about her. This isn’t just about him. Is there any point to
having bipartisan conversations about voting rights when you just heard Mitch McConnell say,
you will get zero Republican votes? 

KOTT: I think that's just a challenge that Joe Manchin is happy to accept and he’s going to work
tirelessly to see if he can get — 

REID: But has he —

KOTT: — his colleagues to — 

REID: — has he ever —

KOTT: — come onboard.

REID: — let me ask you, has he ever succeeded? Because he couldn't get it on gun reform.
Hasn't been able to get it on anything else. Has he ever actually delivered ten Republican votes
for anything ever? Can you name one thing?

KOTT: Six months ago, he negotiated a bipartisan COVID deal that got billions of dollars to the
state and he just this week —

REID: I don't think that was — that was on him? He gets the credit for that? 

KOTT: — I’m not saying — I'm not saying it's all him. You’re asking times that he’s negotiated
and been part of deals. That’s one of the times he was part of it. He’s part of a group of 20
senators that just came out with a bipartisan infrastructure package, so —

REID: How many Democrats voted for that big COVID relief bill that gave people the stimmy?



How many Republicans voted for that? 

KOTT: No, I’m talking about the one that passed in —

REID: I mean, they didn’t vote for it. 

KOTT: — I’m talking about the one that passed in —

REID: — oh, the one that Trump did. 

KOTT: — in December, yeah.

REID: Yeah cause none of them voted for the — none of them voted for any — they won’t do —
if it’s Trump, they’ll do anything. I mean, they would lay down in front of a truck for Donald
Trump. They’re — easy to get, you know, Republicans to vote for something Trump’s going to
sign. You know, if the bill was, you know — 

KOTT: Sure.

REID: — to lock their mothers in the basement, they — they’d vote for that. Last word to you.
And I’m not just trying to argue with you, but last word to Michael Harriot — 

KOTT: Yeah, I know.

REID: — if at the end of the day, we wind up with a bill that just does the voting stuff and —
and just does the stuff that will protect the actual ability to vote in 2022 so Democrats can get
that far and then move from there, would that be a win, in your view? 

HARRIOT: I think so. I think what we need, what is most important is pre-clearance and the
ability to stop the states and these districts from gerrymandering and — and — and
disenfranchising black voters. And I think that's most important part. And if it's done, it won't be
via Republicans. Republicans won't sign on to anything. I don’t know why we’re in this fruitless
effort and Joe Manchin isn't going to get it done because he’s never, ever done it. 

REID: Yeah, it’s — I think it's just impossible to do. But Michael Harriot, Jonathan Kott, thank
you both for being here. Really appreciate the debate.


