Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable John Merrill
Secretary of State
PO Box 5616
Montgomery, AL 36103-5616
Dear Secretary Merrill,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Alabama,including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Byron Mallott
Lieutenant Governor
550W. 7th, Ste. 1700
Anchorage, AK 99501
Dear Lieutenant Governor Mallott,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity offederal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Alaska, including, if publicly available under the laws of your state,
the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available, addresses,
dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social security number

if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive status, cancelled
status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding voter registration in
another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Michele Reagan
Secretary of State
1700 W Washington, Ste. 1700
Phoenix, AZ 85007-2888
Dear Secretary Reagan,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Arizona, including, if publicly available under the laws of your state,
the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available, addresses,
dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social security number

if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive status, cancelled
status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding voter registration in
another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Mark Martin
Secretary of State
256 State Capitol
Little Rock, AR 72201
Dear Secretary Martin,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Arkansas, including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Alex Padilla
Secretary of State
1500 11th Street
Sacramento, CA 95814
Dear Secretary Padilla,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for California, including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Wayne Williams
Secretary of State
1700 Broadway, Suite 200
Denver, CO 80290
Dear Secretary Williams,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Colorado, including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Denise Merrill
Secretary of State
Capitol Office,PO Box 150470
Hartford, CT 06115-0470
Dear Secretary Merrill,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity offederal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Connecticut, including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Lauren Vaughn
Secretary of the District
1350 Penn. Ave., NW - Suite 419
Washington, D.C. 20004
Dear Secretary Vaughn,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Washington, D.C., including, if publicly available under the laws of
your state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Jeffrey Bullock
Secretary of State
401 Federal Street
Dover,DE 19901
Dear Secretary Bullock,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Delaware, including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Ken Detzner
Secretary of State
R.A. Gray Bldg., 500 S. Bronough, Ste. 100
Tallahassee, FL 32399
Dear Secretary Detzner,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of el ecti on s
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Florida, including, if publicly available under the laws of your state,
the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available, addresses,
dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social security number

if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive status, cancelled
status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding voter registration in
another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Brian Kemp
Secretary of State
214 State Capitol
Atlanta, GA 30334
Dear Secretary Kemp,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Georgia, including, if publicly available under the laws of your state,
the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available, addresses,
dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social security number

if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive status, cancelled
status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding voter registration in
another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Shan Tsutsui
Lieutenant Governor
Exec. Chambers, State Capitol
Honolulu, HI 96813
Dear Lieutenant Governor Tsutsui,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Hawaii, including, if publicly available under the laws of your state,
the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available, addresses,
dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social security number

if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive status, cancelled
status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding voter registration in
another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Lawerence Denney
Secretary of State
PO Box 83720
Boise, ID 83720-0080
Dear Secretary Denney,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Idaho, including, if publicly available under the laws of your state,
the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available, addresses,
dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social security number

if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive status, cancelled
status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding voter registration in
another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Jesse White
Secretary of State
213 State Capitol
Springfield, IL 62756
Dear Secretary White,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Illinois, including, if publicly available under the laws of your state,
the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available, addresses,
dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social security number

if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive status, cancelled
status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding voter registration in
another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Connie Lawson
Secretary of State
200 W. Washington St., Room 201
Indianapolis, IN 46204
Dear Secretary Lawson,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Indiana, including, if publicly available under the laws of your state,
the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available, addresses,
dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social security number

if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive status, cancelled
status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding voter registration in
another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Paul Pate
Secretary of State
Lucas Bldg., 1st Fl., 321 E. 12th St.
Des Moines,IA 50319
Dear Secretary Pate,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work, I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Iowa,including, if publicly available under the laws of your state, the
full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available, addresses, dates of
birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social security number if

available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive status, cancelled
status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding voter registration in
another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Kris Kobach
Secretary of State
120 SW 10th Ave.
Topeka, KS 66612
Dear Secretary Kobach,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity offederal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Kansas,including, if publicly available under the laws of your state,
the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available, addresses,
dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social security number

if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive status, cancelled
status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding voter registration in
another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Alison Lundergan-Grimes
Secretary of State
700 Capitol Ave., Suite 152
Frankfort, KY 40601
Dear Secretary Lundergan-Grimes,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President ofthe United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Kentucky,including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Tom Schedler
Secretary of State
PO Box 94125
Baton Rouge,LA 70804
Dear Secretary Schedler,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Louisiana, including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Matt Dunlap
Secretary of State
148 State House Station
Augusta, ME 04333
Dear Secretary Dunlap,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Maine,including, if publicly available under the laws of your state,
the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available, addresses,
dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social security number

if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive status, cancelled
status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding voter registration in
another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable John Wobenstnith
Secretary of State
16 Francis Street
Annapolis, MD 21401
Dear Secretary Wobensmith,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Maryland,including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable William Galvin
Secretary of the Commonwealth
State House,24 Beacon St., Rm. 337
Boston, MA 02133-1099
Dear Secretary Galvin,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President ofthe United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Massachusetts, including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Ruth Johnson
Secretary of State
430 West Allegan St., 4th Fl.
Lansing, MI 48918
Dear Secretary Johnson,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Michigan,including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Steve Simon
Secretary of State
100 Rev. Dr. MLK Jr. Blvd.
St. Paul, MN 55155-1299
Dear Secretary Simon,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Minnesota, including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Delbert Hosemann, Jr
Secretary of State
125 S. Congress St.
Jackson, MS 39201
Dear Secretary Hosemann,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Mississippi, including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Jay Ashcroft
Secretary of State
600 West Main,PO Box 1767
Jefferson City, MO 65101
Dear Secretary Ashcroft,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity offederal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Missouri, including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Corey Stapleton
Secretary of State
PO Box 202801
Helena, MT 59620-2801
Dear Secretary Stapleton,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Montana,including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable John Gale
Secretary of State
PO Box 94608-4608
Lincoln, NE 68509-4863
Dear Secretary Gale,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Nebraska, including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Barbara Cegavske
Secretary of State
101 N. Carson Street, Suite 3
Carson City, NV 89701
Dear Secretary Cegavske,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity offederal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Nevada, including, if publicly available under the laws of your state,
the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available, addresses,
dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social security number

if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive status, cancelled
status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding voter registration in
another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Bill Gardner
Secretary of State
State House,Rm 204
Concord, NH 03301
Dear Secretary Gardner,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for New Hampshire,including, if publicly available under the laws of
your state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Kim Guadano
Lieutenant Governor
PO Box 001
Trenton, NJ 08625
Dear Lieutenant Governor Guadagno,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for New Jersey, including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Maggie Toulouse Oliver
Secretary of State
325 Don Gaspar, Suite 300
Santa Fe, NM 87501
Dear Secretary Oliver,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for New Mexico,including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Rossanna Rosado
Secretary of State
Commerce Plaza, 99 Washington Avenue
Albany, NY 12231
Dear Secretary Rosado,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity offederal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for New York,including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Elaine Marshall
Secretary of State
PO Box 29622
Raleigh, NC 27626-0622
Dear Secretary Marshall,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for North Carolina, including, if publicly available under the laws of
your state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Alvin Jaeger
Secretary of State
600 E. Boulevard Ave., Dept. 108
Bismarck, ND 58505-0500
Dear Secretary Jaeger,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for North Dakota, including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Jon Husted
Secretary of State
180 E. Broad St., 16th Fl.
Columbus, OH 43215
Dear Secretary Husted,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Ohio,including, if publicly available under the laws of your state, the
full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available, addresses, dates of
birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social security number if

available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive status, cancelled
status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding voter registration in
another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Dave Lopez
Secretary of State
2300 N Lincoln Blvd., Ste. 101
Oklahoma City, OK 73105
Dear Secretary Lopez,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Oklahoma,including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Dennis Richardson
Secretary of State
136 State Capitol
Salem, OR 97310-0722
Dear Secretary Richardson,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Oregon,including, if publicly available under the laws of your state,
the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available, addresses,
dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social security number

if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive status, cancelled
status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding voter registration in
another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Pedro Cortes
Secretary of State
302 North Office Building
Harrisburg,PA 17120-3025
Dear Secretary Cortes,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Pennsylvania, including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Nellie Gorbea
Secretary of State
82 Smith St., Rm 217
Providence, RI 02903
Dear Secretary Gorbea,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Rhode Island, including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Mark Hammond
Secretary of State
1205 Pendleton Street, Suite 525
Columbia, SC 29201
Dear Secretary Hammond,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity offederal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for South Carolina, including, if publicly available under the laws of
your state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Shantel Krebs
Secretary of State
500 East Capitol Ave., #204
Pierre, SD 57501
Dear Secretary Krebs,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for South Dakota,including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Tre Hargett
Secretary of State
State Capitol, First Floor
Nashville, TN 37243-0305
Dear Secretary Hargett,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Tennessee, including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Rolando Pablos
Secretary of State
1100 Congress Ave.
Austin, TX 78701
Dear Secretary Pablos,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Texas,including, if publicly available under the laws of your state,
the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available, addresses,
dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social security number

if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive status, cancelled
status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding voter registration in
another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Spencer Cox
Lieutenant Governor
PO Box 142325
Salt Lake City, UT 84114
Dear Lieutenant Governor Cox,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Utah, including, if publicly available under the laws of your state, the
full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available, addresses, dates of
birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social security number if

available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive status, cancelled
status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding voter registration in
another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Jim Condos
Secretary of State
128 State Street
Montpelier, VT 05633
Dear Secretary Condos,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Vermont,including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Kelly Thomasson
Secretary of the Commonwealth
PO Box 2454
Richmond, VA 23218
Dear Secretary Thomasson,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Virginia, including, if publicly available under the laws of your state,
the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available, addresses,
dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social security number

if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive status, cancelled
status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding voter registration in
another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Kim Wyman
Secretary of State
PO Box 40220
Olympia, WA 98503-0220
Dear Secretary Wyman,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Washington,including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Andrew Warner
Secretary of State
1900 Kanawha Blvd., Bldg. 1, Suite-157K
Charleston, WV 25305
Dear Secretary Warner,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of el ecti on s
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for West Virginia, including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Douglas La Follette
Secretary of State
PO Box 7848
Madison, WI 53707-7848
Dear Secretary La Follette,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Wisconsin, including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

June 28,2017
The Honorable Ed Murray
Secretary of State
2020 Carey Ave., Ste. 600 & 700
Cheyenne, WY 82002
Dear Secretary Murray,
I serve as the Vice Chair for the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
("Commission"), which was formed pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017. The
Commission is charged with studying the registration and voting processes used in federal
elections and submitting a report to the President of the United States that identifies laws, rules,
policies, activities, strategies, and practices that enhance or undermine the American people's
confidence in the integrity of federal elections processes.
As the Commission begins it work,I invite you to contribute your views and recommendations
throughout this process. In particular:
1. What changes, if any, to federal election laws would you recommend to enhance the
integrity offederal elections?
2. How can the Commission support state and local election administrators with regard to
information technology security and vulnerabilities?
3. What laws, policies, or other issues hinder your ability to ensure the integrity of elections
you administer?
4. What evidence or information do you have regarding instances of voter fraud or
registration fraud in your state?
5. What convictions for election-related crimes have occurred in your state since the
November 2000 federal election?
6. What recommendations do you have for preventing voter intimidation or
disenfranchisement?
7. What other issues do you believe the Commission should consider?
In addition, in order for the Commission to fully analyze vulnerabilities and issues related to
voter registration and voting, I am requesting that you provide to the Commission the publiclyavailable voter roll data for Wyoming,including, if publicly available under the laws of your
state, the full first and last names of all registrants, middle names or initials if available,
addresses, dates of birth, political party (if recorded in your state), last four digits of social

security number if available, voter history (elections voted in)from 2006 onward, active/inactive
status, cancelled status, information regarding any felony convictions, information regarding
voter registration in another state, information regarding military status, and overseas citizen
information.
You may submit your responses electronically to ElectionIntegrityStaff@ovp.eop.gov or by
utilizing the Safe Access File Exchange("SAFE"), which is a secure FTP site the federal
government uses for transferring large data files. You can access the SAFE site at
https://safe.amrdec.army.mil/safe/Welcome.aspx. We would appreciate a response by July 14,
2017. Please be aware that any documents that are submitted to the full Commission will also be
made available to the public. If you have any questions, please contact Commission staff at the
same email address.
On behalf of my fellow commissioners, I also want to acknowledge your important leadership
role in administering the elections within your state and the importance of state-level authority in
our federalist system. It is crucial for the Commission to consider your input as it collects data
and identifies areas of opportunity to increase the integrity of our election systems.
I look forward to hearing from you and working with you in the months ahead.
Sincerely,

Kris W.Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

From: Christy McCormick
To: Kossack, Andrew J.

vp <an rew.j.kossack@ovp.eop.gov>

Subject: Statistician
Date: Fri. Jul 21, 2017 10.05 am

Hi Andrew,
The statistician's name is Benjamin Overholt and he can be reached al
. He works in the Voting
section in the Civil Rights Division. I don't have his email, but given the format of DOJ email addresses, my
guess is: Benjamin.Overholt@usdoj,gov
Tom Wheeler is the Acting AAG for Civil Rights, but the front office person who would likely sign off on the
detail is John Gore,Deputy Assistant Attorney General: John.Gore@usdoj.gQi
Best way to get John is through Maureen Riordan, who works with him in the front office of the Civil Rights
Division: Maureen.Riordan@usdo", ov
Maureen's numbers are
Best regards,
Christy

Message
From:
Sent:
To:

Kris Kobach
8/20/2017 2:12:31 PM
'Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP [Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov];'Paoletta, Mark R. EOP/OVP'
[Mark.R.Paoletta@ovp.eop.gov]
Subject:
Statistician at DoJ
Attachments: Overholt Resume-Commission.pdf; Overholt letterdocx; Overholt analysis of Kansas.docx

Mark and Andrew,
Ben Overholt has reached out to me,through Christy McCormick. He as strong statistical abilities, and he is the in-house
statistician for the voting rights section at Doi. Check out the analysis that he did of Kansas in response to seeing me
interviewed on TV. I really would like to get him on board.
I have heard that someone on our team tried to contact Doi about him and was turned down. Is that correct? If so, I
would like to personally elevate the request to AG Sessions's office.
KRis

From: Christy McCormick <
To: Paoletta. Mark R. EOP/ Ovp <Mark.R.Paoletta@ovp.eop.gov>
Subject: Statistician
Date: Fri. Jun 23. 2017 10:58 am

Mark:
Good to talk to you and Andrew.The statistician I mentioned who currently works in the Voting Section,
Civil Rights Division at DOJ is Benjamin Overholt and he can be reached at
. When I was at
DOJ,we had numerous discussions that make me pretty confident that he is conservative (and Christian,too).
It would be great to have someone who currently works in the Voting Section to work with the Commission,
but of course,that is your and Andrew's call.
I will also work this weekend on a list of databases we may want to access, as well as some ideas on scope,
and will email those to Andrew.
Thank you for all your work on this. I'm looking forward to getting it going!
Best regards,
Christy

Message
From:
on behalf of
Sent:
To:
CC:
Subject:
Attachments:

von Spakovsky, Hans [/0=THF/OU=THFDC/cn=Recipients/cn=spakoskyh]
von Spakovsky, Hans
9/8/2017 1:57:57 PM
Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP [Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov]
mark.r.paoletta@ovp.eop.gov
submissions for Sept. 12 meeting
Election Integrity Commission Presentation 7-19-2017.pptx

Please find attached attached my PowerPoint presentation for next week's meeting. You will note that it references the
following report from the Government Accountability Institute that I would also like to submit:
http://www.g-a-Lorawp-content/uploads/2017/07/Voter-Fraud-Final-with-Appendix-1.pdf
The presentation also references a recent report from the Speaker of the New Hampshire House of Representative,
Shawn Jasper. I would like to submit that report for the record, too. It is available here:

http://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/house/newsroom/2017/Voter%20Registration%20Stats.pdf

Presidential Advisory
Commission on
Election Integrity
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Registrations
Voting under fraudulent voter registrations that either use a phony name and a
real or fake address or claim residence in a particular jurisdiction where the
registered voter does not actually live and is not entitled to vote.
ineativont. t •

wa
akiiet and Michelle Corral
• GOP voter registration employees during the
2000 general election
Sought to capitalize on a $4 bounty foreooh
Republican voter successfully registered
Submitted inultiple fraudulent registrations;:—
tyhich included,fal,seinformation and forged
signatures
Pleaded gltilty;,,eachlentenced to serWfoot'•onths i jail and a$220 fine, followed by five
tears' probation.

'ótioñ1Wshin
ear:2008

Worst registration fraud in state history
t762 illegal forms.
The leaderCliftorr,Mitchelt ceived three months
in jail,
t Four otherACOR wor
timMitc e 'steanvalso-sent to jail.
• ACORN fined $25,000.

heritage.orglvoterfraud

Im

mation Fraud at the Polls

Voting in the name of other legitimate voters and voters who have died, moved
away, or lost their right to vote because they are felons, but remain registered.
iocation:
Year; 2002

a

Location: Tex
Year: 2009

Shasta Nicole Crayton
illegally voted in her sister's name.
Was discovered after her sister later tried
vote.
Two yeasilOilson sentence reduced to time
served pleis two years' probation

440 Lorenro Antonio AlmanzA,,
-44 Convicted of voting twice in a local school boa
election- once as himself and onceas,
ncarcerated brother.
Received two years' imprisorimentlant
rars' probation.

..........................................

heritage.orglvoterfraud

Duplicate Voting
Registering in multiple locations and voting in the same election in more than
one jurisdiction or state.
Location: Wisconsin
Year: 2011-2012
• Robert Monroe
• Worst multiple voter in WI history voted
multiple times in five elections from 2011-2012.
• Including five times in Gov. Walker's recall.
• Received a suspended three year prison
sentence, 300 hours' community service, and a
$5,000 fine.

Location: Maryland
Year: 2006 & 2010
• Wendy Rosen, 2012 Democrat candidate for
Maryland's 1st U.S. Congressional District
• Voted in both Florida and Maryland in 2006 &
2010 elections
• Pleaded guilty and was sentenced td five years'
probation, a $5,000 fine, and 500 hours of
community service.
When the fraud came to light, she was forced to,
withdraw from the race.

heritage.orgivoterfraud

Ballot Fraud
Requesting absentee ballots and voting without the knowledge of the actual
voter; or obtaining the absentee ballot from a voter and either filling it in directly
and forging the voter's signature or illegally telling the voter who to vote for.
tiónKêntu
rear: 2014

„

Mayor Ruth Robinson and co-conspiratorS
Targeted residents in public housing and in
1 11 1 1 Robinson-owned properties.
ot
1141 1 Threatened to evict them thevddnotsien
pre-filled absentee ballots
Also targeted the elderlyfo re to
vo
eived 90 months' im ri onment

LtionAtabama
Year:1994

:ElnGreene'CtitiritSvresidentt---Including county commissioners and a city
councilman.
Used an assembly line„to;m.,sroduc;_,
ebsentee ballots.
Nine pleaded guilty añdthtithenidiire
convicted.

heritage.orgfioterfraud

Illegal Assistance at the Polls
Forcing or intimidating voters—particularly the elderly, disabled, illiterate, and
those for whom English is a second language—to vote for particular candidates
while supposedly providing them with "assistance."
Imago
u a upe ivera; ormer Weslaco cit
commissioner
Illegally assisted a voter by filling out an
absentee ballot in a way the voter did nOti
Rivera won his re-election bid by 16 vote.S
A judge ordered a new election, which Rivera
lost, after determining there were 30 illegal
ballots cast.
Inenced to one year of probation and fined

LótionTexas
Year: 2006

-K

Mane Dora Flores
Pleaded guilty to illegal assistance after
escorting several voters to their polling place
tind filling out and submittins their ballo
without their consent.
Received two years' probatiandfthe

heritage.orglvoterfraud

Buying Votes
Paying voters to cast either an in-person or absentee ballot for a particular
candidate.
Location: West VirgInIa
Year: 1.990-2004
.

Uals'pfeacle.d
.........
Engaged in vote buying conspiracies in every
election from :1990-2004.
Distributed lists with preferred candidates.
Used liquor; $20 cash payments, and fixing of
fleJicketslpbuyyotes.

,
LOCat Ott

Year:2004

........................

precinct Committeemen Charles PowellShejia
':homas; Jesse Lewis; and Kelvin Ellis and
Precinct Worker Yvette Johnson
Convicted for„con,
..............
fraud
1,401 00

heritage.orgfioterfraud

Non-

zen Voting

Illegal registration and voting by individuals who are not U.S. citizens.
Location: Illinois
Year: 2006
Margarita Del Pilar i:itzpatrick falsely claimed to be a U.S.
citizen when filling cut her Motor Voter application.
• illegally voted in the 2006 election.
• lier fraud was riot discovered by election officials; it was
only detected when she applied for naturalization and her
case was investigated by the Department of Homeland
Security,

•

Year: 2006

Location: Alabama
Year: 1996-2008
Venustianc Hemandez-Hernandez, an illegal alien,
registered to vote under the false identity of Sever°
Benavidez
Obtained a false birth certificate: which he used to
collec: Social Securby disability benefits and register
to vote,
Voted in elections ender h false identity between
1996..20(18
Received approximately S80.003 in disability
payments between 2008 and 2012

Anthony Ktrvani f-alsely claimed to be a (15. citizen when
filling out his Motor Voter application.
• Illegally voted in the 2004 election.
• His fraud was not discovered by election officials; it was
only discovered when he applied for permanent residency
and his case was investigated by OHS.

•

heritage.orgivoterfraud

Felon Vc
Illegal registration and voting by individuals who are convicted felons.

Locatfort: Ohio
Year: 2016
fesstra Steinke
She was convicted in 2014 for bail jumping.
Pleaded no contest to charges that she voted in
the 2016,electiortdes ,ite,§eing..a..orwicted,„„„„„
felon.
Sentenced to 80 hourS o 'CorritittiriftY'Seri..166-18'T
months of probation, and ordered to attend
counseling.

"Caution: Florida
Year:201
Ohafda tariet Griffin
Previously convicted of wire fraud, identification,
theft, and identity fraud.
• Registered and voted in the 2012 election.
• Sentenced to a fine of $1079.50 and 23 days
incarceration.

heritage.orglvoterfraud

Altering the Vote Count
Changing the actual vote count either in a precinct or at the central location
where votes are counted.
Locatn:g
Year 2

Location: Oregon
Year: 2012
..........

• Angel Perales & Mayor David SAG
• Widespread corruption scheme in Cudahy,CA
• Included accepting cash bribes, abusing drugs
City Hall, and throwing out absentee ballots that
favored election challengers.
* FBI Investigation revealed they tampered with
mail-in ballots in city elections by opening them,
and then reseafingand:submltting votes for
incumbent c,aiia" AtO*o Tei4iscarding votes for
challengers. ,
Both pleaded guilty to bribery and extortion
charges

Deanna Swenson, ClackaffiNbtliitY electionN
official
• Tampered with ballots by filling in blank spots
left by the actual voters.
• Pleaded guilty to official rriiscorisNct,ancl
unlawfully altering a ballot
$entenced ,W9QAdays in Wand

heritage.org/voterfraud

Ballot Petition Fraud
Forging the signatures of registered voters on the ballot petitions that must be
filed with election officials in some states for a candidate or issue to be listed on
the official ballot.
Location: IViichvga
Year: 2012

torattio,
BMorganJr

..........
Former Democratic Chairman for St. Joseph .........
".........
County
Worked withcpnsplratorsfroythe Boarthif
Voter Registration to forge over 200 signatures.
Goal of getting Barack Obama and Hillary Clinton
on the 2008 Indiana Democratic Primary ballot.
Sentenced to one year in prison
..........................................

Brandon Hall
Hired by Ottawa County District Court Candidatei:
Chris Houghtaling to acquire the necessary
•
tgriatures for his candidacy.
• Houghtaling reportedly did not care whether the.
signatures were collected legally or illegally, and
even assisted tn Hall's crime by providing,himplcilii:
'2010 petitions to copy.
Hall also used a phonbciplc0 compete
ballot petition
-F convicted of ten counts of ballot petition frau

heritage.orgeivoterfraud

The impact of Election Fraud
The National Commission on Federal Election Reform has stated, the problem Is not
the magnitude of voter fraud. In close or disputed elections, and there are many, a
small amount of fraud could make the margin of difference." The U.S. Supreme
Court has concurred with this assessment, noting that known instances of fraud
"demonstrate that not only is the risk of voter fraud real but that it could affect the
outcome of a close election." see Crawford v. Marion County,553 U.S. 181(2008)
In 2015, a city council election in the New Jersey town of Perth Amboy was decided by a mere 10 votes. A
judge overturned the election and ordered a new one after it was revealed that at least 13 illegal absentee
ballots had been cast,
—> In 2003, a mayoral primary in East Chicago, Indiana, was overturned by the state Supreme Court after
evidence of widespread fraud was revealed. The new election resulted in a different winner.
In 2010,the aunt and uncle of John Joseph Rino, a candidate for the 40th legislative district in tvissouri, falsely
registered so they could vote for their nephew. He won the primary race by one vote.

heritage.orgfioterfraud

Interstate Crosscheck Program
In recent years, proactive secretaries of state across the country have taken the lead in securing
American elections. Kansas and Missouri initiated the Interstate Voter Registration Crosscheck
Program on a bipartisan basis to compare state lists and ensure accurate and current voter
registration rolls are maintained. It identifies hundreds of thousands of potentially duplicate
registrations, as well as evidence of double voting. There are now 30 states participating.
Location: Kans
Year: 2016
James Cnsweil
.......
Cast ballots in both Colorado and Kansas in the
2016 election,
Pleaded no contest to the charge of double
voting and was fined $1,000 and ordered to pay
$158 in court costs.
Detected through the Interstate Crosscheck

Location: KansaS""
Year:2010.2013,and 2014
l.incoln Wilson
Voted in both Kansas and Colorado in elections
it 2010,2012, and 2014.

eedgctevilty,anthvardgred,o, ay,a,$0
iroa
Program.
...............

thosc
eini4it6fe r
.............
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2016 interstate Crosscheck Comparison
The voter registration list comparison in 2016 of the states participating in the Crosscheck
Program, similar to the 2012 Pew study, showed hundreds of thousands of potentially duplicate
registrations in multiple states. What is unknown is what steps states took to correct this problem
or to check voter histories to find voters who voted illegally in multiple states:
STATE - Voters Registered in Other States
Alabama - 220,247
Arizona - 240,277
Arkansas 110,200
Colorado- 257,413
Georgia -540,245
Idaho - 20,834
Illinois -454,325
Indiana 452,577
Iowa -129,925
Kansas-123,502
Kentucky -311,126
Louisiana - 119,207
.,',.,',aaararararararararararararararararararara,

- Voters Registered in Other States
Massachusetts 144,587
Michigan -406,268
Mississippi -162,288
Missouri 244 710
Nebraska -60,766
Nevada 85,968
New Yort-392,365
North Carolina - 455,891
Ohio 386,092
Oklahoma-89,788
South Dakota - 34,36/
Tennessee 218,64
Vireinia 284.618

If heritage.orgivoterfraud

2013 Presidential Commission on Election Administration
The 2013 Commission appointed by President Barad< Obama found that accurate voter
registration lists were essential to the proper management of elections and improving the voting
experience. It found that the lack of quality voter lists directly impacted the ability of people to
vote and even reduced the ability of political parties and election officials to monitor elections to
detect problems, fraud, and other irregularities.

'A'keyAre"fitiqUityfb
dilitniSSion"thOUI
arninatien
,-ektent1.6"W ik
aVaila
databases and other information to verify the accuracy of their voter registration Ii6ts' -- am how often they are doing
so. That includes:
z?!
....

State departments of motor vehicles and corrections records
State and county tax and vital statistics records

.. Federal and state jury declination information
tt
..
....

..
....
....

Commercial databases and services such as Google Earth
Federal records such as the Systematic Men Verification for Entitlements databaw,SQcialSecurity„Administration„
death records, and the Federal Bureau of Prisons conviction records
The National Change of Address system maintained by the U.S.. Postal Service.
heritage.orgivoterfraud

Voter intimidation
The correct legal term for "voter suppression" is actually voter intimidation. Section lib of the
Voting Rights Act of 1965(52 U.S.C. §10307) make it unlawful for anyone to "intimidate, threaten,
or coerce, or attempt to intimidate, threaten, or coerce any person for voting or attempting to
vote."
According to the website of the Voting Section of the Civil Rights Division of the U.S. Department
of Justice, which is charged with enforcing 11b, only two cases have been filed under this
provision:
United States v. New Black Panther Party(ED. Pa.20091- On January 7,2009, DOJ filed a complaint against the
New Black Panther Party in the Eastern District of Penns Ivania over violations of Section1.1 b)of the Votin Ri hts
Act, including intimidation of voters and those aid!ngvoters
Miss. 20051— In 2007,a, g al distrramdgn
United States v.ike Brown and Noxubee County, MS S.O(
64.ange of discriminatory and illegal voting practiceiiiii violation oft &VA
Wilfnedial order aftei

Rghts
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Overseas Military and Civilian Voters
The Uniformed and Overseas Citizen Absentee Voting Act guarantees the rights of military
personnel and their families and civilians who are located overseas to vote by absentee ballot in
our elections. Unfortunately, the disenfranchisement rate of overseas Americans is very high.
In its 2016 report, the U.S. Election Assistance Commission found that only 68.1 percent of
requested UOCAVA ballots were returned to election officials.
Of the completed UOCAVA ballots rejected by election officials, 44.4 percent were not counted
because they were received after the applicable deadline. This illustrates the problems that
Americans stationed in remote areas of the world have in voting due to the long delays in mail
service.
This is an important issue that the Commission should investigate to determine if there are any
changes that can be made to improve the ability of American abroad to participate in our
elections.

heritage.org/voterfraud

Message

From:
Sent:
To:
CC:
Subject:
Attachments:

von Spakovsky, Hans [Hans.VonSpakovsky@heritage.org]
9/8/2017 1:57:58 PM
Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP [Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov]
Paoletta, Mark R. EOP/OVP [Mark.R.Paoletta@ovp.eop.gov]
submissions for Sept. 12 meeting
Election Integrity Commission Presentation 7-19-2017.pptx

Please find attached attached my PowerPoint presentation for next week's meeting. You will note that it references the
following report from the Government Accountability Institute that I would also like to submit:
>http://www.g-a-Lorg/wp-content/uploads/2017/07/Voter-Fraud-Final-with-Appendix-1.pdf<
The presentation also references a recent report from the Speaker of the New Hampshire House of Representative,
Shawn Jasper. I would like to submit that report for the record, too. It is available here:

>http://www.gencourt.state.nh.us/house/newsroom/2017/Voter%20Registration%20Stats.pdf<

Hans von Spakovsky
Manager, Election Law Reform Initiative and Senior Legal Fellow
Institutefor Constitutional Government
The Heritage Foundation
214 Massachusetts Avenue, NE
Washington,DC 20002
202-608-6207
heritage.org

Presidential Advisory
Commission on
Election Integrity
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Registrations
Voting under fraudulent voter registrations that either use a phony name and a
real or fake address or claim residence in a particular jurisdiction where the
registered voter does not actually live and is not entitled to vote.
ineativont. t •

wa
akiiet and Michelle Corral
• GOP voter registration employees during the
2000 general election
Sought to capitalize on a $4 bounty foreooh
Republican voter successfully registered
Submitted inultiple fraudulent registrations;:—
tyhich included,fal,seinformation and forged
signatures
Pleaded gltilty;,,eachlentenced to serWfoot'•onths i jail and a$220 fine, followed by five
tears' probation.

'ótioñ1Wshin
ear:2008

Worst registration fraud in state history
t762 illegal forms.
The leaderCliftorr,Mitchelt ceived three months
in jail,
t Four otherACOR wor
timMitc e 'steanvalso-sent to jail.
• ACORN fined $25,000.

heritage.orglvoterfraud

Im

mation Fraud at the Polls

Voting in the name of other legitimate voters and voters who have died, moved
away, or lost their right to vote because they are felons, but remain registered.
iocation:
Year; 2002

a

Location: Tex
Year: 2009

Shasta Nicole Crayton
illegally voted in her sister's name.
Was discovered after her sister later tried
vote.
Two yeasilOilson sentence reduced to time
served pleis two years' probation

440 Lorenro Antonio AlmanzA,,
-44 Convicted of voting twice in a local school boa
election- once as himself and onceas,
ncarcerated brother.
Received two years' imprisorimentlant
rars' probation.

..........................................

heritage.orglvoterfraud

Duplicate Voting
Registering in multiple locations and voting in the same election in more than
one jurisdiction or state.
Location: Wisconsin
Year: 2011-2012
• Robert Monroe
• Worst multiple voter in WI history voted
multiple times in five elections from 2011-2012.
• Including five times in Gov. Walker's recall.
• Received a suspended three year prison
sentence, 300 hours' community service, and a
$5,000 fine.

Location: Maryland
Year: 2006 & 2010
• Wendy Rosen, 2012 Democrat candidate for
Maryland's 1st U.S. Congressional District
• Voted in both Florida and Maryland in 2006 &
2010 elections
• Pleaded guilty and was sentenced td five years'
probation, a $5,000 fine, and 500 hours of
community service.
When the fraud came to light, she was forced to,
withdraw from the race.

heritage.orgivoterfraud

Ballot Fraud
Requesting absentee ballots and voting without the knowledge of the actual
voter; or obtaining the absentee ballot from a voter and either filling it in directly
and forging the voter's signature or illegally telling the voter who to vote for.
tiónKêntu
rear: 2014

„

Mayor Ruth Robinson and co-conspiratorS
Targeted residents in public housing and in
1 11 1 1 Robinson-owned properties.
ot
1141 1 Threatened to evict them thevddnotsien
pre-filled absentee ballots
Also targeted the elderlyfo re to
vo
eived 90 months' im ri onment

LtionAtabama
Year:1994

:ElnGreene'CtitiritSvresidentt---Including county commissioners and a city
councilman.
Used an assembly line„to;m.,sroduc;_,
ebsentee ballots.
Nine pleaded guilty añdthtithenidiire
convicted.

heritage.orgfioterfraud

Illegal Assistance at the Polls
Forcing or intimidating voters—particularly the elderly, disabled, illiterate, and
those for whom English is a second language—to vote for particular candidates
while supposedly providing them with "assistance."
Imago
u a upe ivera; ormer Weslaco cit
commissioner
Illegally assisted a voter by filling out an
absentee ballot in a way the voter did nOti
Rivera won his re-election bid by 16 vote.S
A judge ordered a new election, which Rivera
lost, after determining there were 30 illegal
ballots cast.
Inenced to one year of probation and fined

LótionTexas
Year: 2006

-K

Mane Dora Flores
Pleaded guilty to illegal assistance after
escorting several voters to their polling place
tind filling out and submittins their ballo
without their consent.
Received two years' probatiandfthe

heritage.orglvoterfraud

Buying Votes
Paying voters to cast either an in-person or absentee ballot for a particular
candidate.
Location: West VirgInIa
Year: 1.990-2004
.

Uals'pfeacle.d
.........
Engaged in vote buying conspiracies in every
election from :1990-2004.
Distributed lists with preferred candidates.
Used liquor; $20 cash payments, and fixing of
fleJicketslpbuyyotes.

,
LOCat Ott

Year:2004

........................

precinct Committeemen Charles PowellShejia
':homas; Jesse Lewis; and Kelvin Ellis and
Precinct Worker Yvette Johnson
Convicted for„con,
..............
fraud
1,401 00

heritage.orgfioterfraud

Non-

zen Voting

Illegal registration and voting by individuals who are not U.S. citizens.
Location: Illinois
Year: 2006
Margarita Del Pilar i:itzpatrick falsely claimed to be a U.S.
citizen when filling cut her Motor Voter application.
• illegally voted in the 2006 election.
• lier fraud was riot discovered by election officials; it was
only detected when she applied for naturalization and her
case was investigated by the Department of Homeland
Security,

•

Year: 2006

Location: Alabama
Year: 1996-2008
Venustianc Hemandez-Hernandez, an illegal alien,
registered to vote under the false identity of Sever°
Benavidez
Obtained a false birth certificate: which he used to
collec: Social Securby disability benefits and register
to vote,
Voted in elections ender h false identity between
1996..20(18
Received approximately S80.003 in disability
payments between 2008 and 2012

Anthony Ktrvani f-alsely claimed to be a (15. citizen when
filling out his Motor Voter application.
• Illegally voted in the 2004 election.
• His fraud was not discovered by election officials; it was
only discovered when he applied for permanent residency
and his case was investigated by OHS.

•

heritage.orgivoterfraud

Felon Vc
Illegal registration and voting by individuals who are convicted felons.

Locatfort: Ohio
Year: 2016
fesstra Steinke
She was convicted in 2014 for bail jumping.
Pleaded no contest to charges that she voted in
the 2016,electiortdes ,ite,§eing..a..orwicted,„„„„„
felon.
Sentenced to 80 hourS o 'CorritittiriftY'Seri..166-18'T
months of probation, and ordered to attend
counseling.

"Caution: Florida
Year:201
Ohafda tariet Griffin
Previously convicted of wire fraud, identification,
theft, and identity fraud.
• Registered and voted in the 2012 election.
• Sentenced to a fine of $1079.50 and 23 days
incarceration.

heritage.orglvoterfraud

Altering the Vote Count
Changing the actual vote count either in a precinct or at the central location
where votes are counted.
Locatn:g
Year 2

Location: Oregon
Year: 2012
..........

• Angel Perales & Mayor David SAG
• Widespread corruption scheme in Cudahy,CA
• Included accepting cash bribes, abusing drugs
City Hall, and throwing out absentee ballots that
favored election challengers.
* FBI Investigation revealed they tampered with
mail-in ballots in city elections by opening them,
and then reseafingand:submltting votes for
incumbent c,aiia" AtO*o Tei4iscarding votes for
challengers. ,
Both pleaded guilty to bribery and extortion
charges

Deanna Swenson, ClackaffiNbtliitY electionN
official
• Tampered with ballots by filling in blank spots
left by the actual voters.
• Pleaded guilty to official rriiscorisNct,ancl
unlawfully altering a ballot
$entenced ,W9QAdays in Wand

heritage.org/voterfraud

Ballot Petition Fraud
Forging the signatures of registered voters on the ballot petitions that must be
filed with election officials in some states for a candidate or issue to be listed on
the official ballot.
Location: IViichvga
Year: 2012

torattio,
BMorganJr

..........
Former Democratic Chairman for St. Joseph .........
".........
County
Worked withcpnsplratorsfroythe Boarthif
Voter Registration to forge over 200 signatures.
Goal of getting Barack Obama and Hillary Clinton
on the 2008 Indiana Democratic Primary ballot.
Sentenced to one year in prison
..........................................

Brandon Hall
Hired by Ottawa County District Court Candidatei:
Chris Houghtaling to acquire the necessary
•
tgriatures for his candidacy.
• Houghtaling reportedly did not care whether the.
signatures were collected legally or illegally, and
even assisted tn Hall's crime by providing,himplcilii:
'2010 petitions to copy.
Hall also used a phonbciplc0 compete
ballot petition
-F convicted of ten counts of ballot petition frau

heritage.orgeivoterfraud

The impact of Election Fraud
The National Commission on Federal Election Reform has stated, the problem Is not
the magnitude of voter fraud. In close or disputed elections, and there are many, a
small amount of fraud could make the margin of difference." The U.S. Supreme
Court has concurred with this assessment, noting that known instances of fraud
"demonstrate that not only is the risk of voter fraud real but that it could affect the
outcome of a close election." see Crawford v. Marion County,553 U.S. 181(2008)
In 2015, a city council election in the New Jersey town of Perth Amboy was decided by a mere 10 votes. A
judge overturned the election and ordered a new one after it was revealed that at least 13 illegal absentee
ballots had been cast,
—> In 2003, a mayoral primary in East Chicago, Indiana, was overturned by the state Supreme Court after
evidence of widespread fraud was revealed. The new election resulted in a different winner.
In 2010,the aunt and uncle of John Joseph Rino, a candidate for the 40th legislative district in tvissouri, falsely
registered so they could vote for their nephew. He won the primary race by one vote.

heritage.orgfioterfraud

Interstate Crosscheck Program
In recent years, proactive secretaries of state across the country have taken the lead in securing
American elections. Kansas and Missouri initiated the Interstate Voter Registration Crosscheck
Program on a bipartisan basis to compare state lists and ensure accurate and current voter
registration rolls are maintained. It identifies hundreds of thousands of potentially duplicate
registrations, as well as evidence of double voting. There are now 30 states participating.
Location: Kans
Year: 2016
James Cnsweil
.......
Cast ballots in both Colorado and Kansas in the
2016 election,
Pleaded no contest to the charge of double
voting and was fined $1,000 and ordered to pay
$158 in court costs.
Detected through the Interstate Crosscheck

Location: KansaS""
Year:2010.2013,and 2014
l.incoln Wilson
Voted in both Kansas and Colorado in elections
it 2010,2012, and 2014.

eedgctevilty,anthvardgred,o, ay,a,$0
iroa
Program.
...............

thosc
eini4it6fe r
.............
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2016 interstate Crosscheck Comparison
The voter registration list comparison in 2016 of the states participating in the Crosscheck
Program, similar to the 2012 Pew study, showed hundreds of thousands of potentially duplicate
registrations in multiple states. What is unknown is what steps states took to correct this problem
or to check voter histories to find voters who voted illegally in multiple states:
STATE - Voters Registered in Other States
Alabama - 220,247
Arizona - 240,277
Arkansas 110,200
Colorado- 257,413
Georgia -540,245
Idaho - 20,834
Illinois -454,325
Indiana 452,577
Iowa -129,925
Kansas-123,502
Kentucky -311,126
Louisiana - 119,207
.,',.,',aaararararararararararararararararararara,

- Voters Registered in Other States
Massachusetts 144,587
Michigan -406,268
Mississippi -162,288
Missouri 244 710
Nebraska -60,766
Nevada 85,968
New Yort-392,365
North Carolina - 455,891
Ohio 386,092
Oklahoma-89,788
South Dakota - 34,36/
Tennessee 218,64
Vireinia 284.618

If heritage.orgivoterfraud

2013 Presidential Commission on Election Administration
The 2013 Commission appointed by President Barad< Obama found that accurate voter
registration lists were essential to the proper management of elections and improving the voting
experience. It found that the lack of quality voter lists directly impacted the ability of people to
vote and even reduced the ability of political parties and election officials to monitor elections to
detect problems, fraud, and other irregularities.

'A'keyAre"fitiqUityfb
dilitniSSion"thOUI
arninatien
,-ektent1.6"W ik
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databases and other information to verify the accuracy of their voter registration Ii6ts' -- am how often they are doing
so. That includes:
z?!
....

State departments of motor vehicles and corrections records
State and county tax and vital statistics records

.. Federal and state jury declination information
tt
..
....

..
....
....

Commercial databases and services such as Google Earth
Federal records such as the Systematic Men Verification for Entitlements databaw,SQcialSecurity„Administration„
death records, and the Federal Bureau of Prisons conviction records
The National Change of Address system maintained by the U.S.. Postal Service.
heritage.orgivoterfraud

Voter intimidation
The correct legal term for "voter suppression" is actually voter intimidation. Section lib of the
Voting Rights Act of 1965(52 U.S.C. §10307) make it unlawful for anyone to "intimidate, threaten,
or coerce, or attempt to intimidate, threaten, or coerce any person for voting or attempting to
vote."
According to the website of the Voting Section of the Civil Rights Division of the U.S. Department
of Justice, which is charged with enforcing 11b, only two cases have been filed under this
provision:
United States v. New Black Panther Party(ED. Pa.20091- On January 7,2009, DOJ filed a complaint against the
New Black Panther Party in the Eastern District of Penns Ivania over violations of Section1.1 b)of the Votin Ri hts
Act, including intimidation of voters and those aid!ngvoters
Miss. 20051— In 2007,a, g al distrramdgn
United States v.ike Brown and Noxubee County, MS S.O(
64.ange of discriminatory and illegal voting practiceiiiii violation oft &VA
Wilfnedial order aftei

Rghts
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Overseas Military and Civilian Voters
The Uniformed and Overseas Citizen Absentee Voting Act guarantees the rights of military
personnel and their families and civilians who are located overseas to vote by absentee ballot in
our elections. Unfortunately, the disenfranchisement rate of overseas Americans is very high.
In its 2016 report, the U.S. Election Assistance Commission found that only 68.1 percent of
requested UOCAVA ballots were returned to election officials.
Of the completed UOCAVA ballots rejected by election officials, 44.4 percent were not counted
because they were received after the applicable deadline. This illustrates the problems that
Americans stationed in remote areas of the world have in voting due to the long delays in mail
service.
This is an important issue that the Commission should investigate to determine if there are any
changes that can be made to improve the ability of American abroad to participate in our
elections.

heritage.org/voterfraud

From: Paoletta, Mark R. EOP/OVP <Mark.R.Paoletta@ovp.eop.gov>
To:
Cc: Agen, Jarrod P. EOP/OVP <Jarrod.P.Agen@ovp.eop.gov>; Lotter, Marc E. EOP/OVP
<Marc.E.Lotter@ovp.eop.gov>; Morgan, Matthew E. EOP/OVP <Matthew.E.Morgan@ovp.eop.gov>
Subject: Suggested TPs
Date: Wed, May 10, 2017 7:55 pm
Attachments: Talking Points Election Commission.docx (20K)

Hi Christy,
Attached are some suggested talking points regarding the Election Integrity Commission. If you receive a call
from a reporter, please refer the reporter to Jarrod Agen,the VP's Comms Director. His cell number is
. I am also cc'ing Marc Lotter, the VP's press secretary, and Matt Morgan.
Thanks.
Mark
MARK R.PAOLETTA
Counsel to the Vice President
202 456 2734(work)
(cell)
Mark.R.Paoletta@ov p.eop.gov

Message
From:
Sent:
To:
CC:
Subject:
Attachments:

Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP [Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov]
6/30/2017 5:18:59 PM
Pao etta, Mark R. EOP OVP [Mark.R.Paoletta@ovp.eop.gov]
Talking Points
Talking Points.docx

Kri s,
Please see the attached and let me know if you're ok with this or have any changes.
Thanks,
Andrew

Talking Points: Commission's Request for Voter Registration Data
Why does the Commission need voter registration information for its study?
In order to fully analyze voter registration accuracy and integrity, the Commission requires data from
state voter registration rolls to perform cross-checks and determine whether voters are registered in
multiple states, ineligible voters are registered (such as the deceased), or other vulnerabilities are
present in our elections system.
This is not new. States have been sharing this data for years through the Electronic Registration
Information Center, Inc.(ERIC) and the Interstate Crosscheck Program. This is the first time we're trying
to pull those efforts together more broadly at a 50-state level.
People are registered in multiple states all the time, right? And that's not a crime.
This Commission is looking at election processes not only for actual fraud, but also for improper
registrations and improper voting. What the Commission seeks to do is identify weaknesses in election
processes that create opportunities for fraud. Certainly, not everyone who's registered in multiple states
is a fraudster, but those duplicate registrations give fraudsters the opportunity to abuse the system and
innocent people the opportunity to make mistakes and vote improperly. That affects the integrity of the
system and people's confidence in it.
What if a state refuses to provide the information?
It is in every state's best interests to ensure the integrity of elections and state voter rolls. We are asking
only for public information, so it is unclear why any state would refuse to provide this.
We remain hopeful we can work cooperatively with all states to ensure the accuracy and reliability of
voter rolls.
Will any personal information be made public?
No. The Commission will not release personally identifiable information to the public. Names, birth
dates, any elements of Social Security numbers, addresses, and other personal information will be
maintained as confidential.
What will the commission do with the registration information?
The Commission will use such information solely to perform cross-checks of state voter registration
data. Any results of that analysis will be presented to the Commission in aggregated or deidentified
form,so that no individual voter's personal information will be identified to the Commission or in any
reports the commission will issue.
What will the commission make public?
Under the Federal Advisory Committee Act(FACA),the commission will make documents, reports and
other materials public once they are made available to or prepared for or by the Commission as a
whole. No reports submitted to the full commission will contain any personal or identifying information
from state voter rolls, unless such information has already been made public in the course of a criminal
proceeding or other public process.

What do you say to those who claim this will result in voter suppression?
This is about election integrity and ensuring the principle of one person, one vote. The federal
government has no authority to remove anyone from state voter rolls. It is up to states to take
appropriate actions to clean their voter rolls. The Commission will identify best practices and
opportunities for states to equip them to do so effectively and ensure the integrity of their elections.

Recent Examples:
Virginia —June 27, 2017: A Virginia college student pled guilty to fraudulently registering 18 voters.[
HYPERLINK "http://www.businessinsidercom/andrew-spieles-virginia-voter-registration-2017-6"]
Sentenced to between 100 and 120 days in prison.
Issue was only discovered because a local registrar's office employee recognized one of the
names voter registrations and knew he was deceased.
The Registrar's Office then found multiple other forms similarly fabricated, containing either the
names of deceased people, or "incorrect middle names, birth dates, and social security
numbers."
Indiana —June 9, 2017:"Indiana Voter Registration project, 12 employees charged with falsifying voter
registration applications" -[ HYPERLINK "http://fox59.com/2017/06/09/indiana-voter-registrationproject-12-employees-charged-with-falsifying-voter-registration-applicationsr ].
Marion County Prosecutor Terry Curry, a Democrat, said,"Without regard to alleged motivation,
the paramount concern is protecting the integrity of the electoral process, and intentional
irregularities in voter registrations cannot be tolerated."
Texas — February 2017: A Texas woman was sentenced Thursday to eight years in prison and slapped
with thousands of dollars in fines for committing voter fraud.[ HYPERLINK
"http://www.theblaze.com/news/2017/02/09/non-us-citizen-gets-eight-years-for-voter-fraud-in-texasr
]
Rosa Maria Ortega of Grand Prairie, Texas, is a Mexican citizen, but a legal U.S. resident,[
HYPERLINK "http://www.fox4news.com/news/234551542-story" ]. She is not a U.S. citizen, thus
making her ineligible to vote.
Ortega was arrested and indicted on [ HYPERLINK "http://www.dallasnews.com/news/tarrantcounty/2017/02/08/grand-prairie-woman-found-guilty-illegal-voting" ]in 2015 after police
discovered she had applied for voter registration in Dallas County, Texas, and that she had
falsely indicated on the application form she was a U.S. citizen. This, after a[ HYPERLINK
"https://texasattorneygeneral.gov/news/releases/ag-paxtons-office-obtains-voter-fraudconviction-in-tarrant-county" ]said Ortega applied for voter registration in nearby Tarrant
County five months earlier, but was rejected because she marked that she was not a U.S. citizen,
but a U.S. legal resident.

Kansas — Past 2 years — Nine people convicted of voter fraud in Kansas -[ HYPERLINK
"http://cjonline.com/news/2017-05-03/ninth-person-convicted-voter-fraud-kansas"]

Message
From:
Sent:
Subject:

von Spakovsky, Hans [Hans.VonSpakovsky@heritage.org]

8/11/2017 2:44:23 PM
this is a Fox Clip on Russia investigation

The opposing lawyer sees nothing wrong with the leaking of classified material:

>https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=QpRGY83ZWTafeature=youtu.be<

Hans von Spakovsky
Manager, Election Law Reform Initiative and Senior Legal Fellow
Institutefor Constitutional Government
The Heritage Foundation
214 Massachusetts Avenue, NE
Washington, DC 20002
202-608-6207
heritage.org

Message
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP [Andrew.J.Kossack@oyp.eop.goy]
9/1/2017 12:37:45 PM
riyest@mit.edu
today

Hi Dr. Rivest,
Do you have any availability for a call today? I'd just like to connect about the meeting on September
12th to update you and answer any questions you might have. Feel free to let me know when would be
convenient for you, or call me anytime at the number below.
Thank you,
Andrew
Andrew 3.
Executive
Associate
Cell:
Email: An

Kossack
Director, Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
Counsel Office of the Vice President
rew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov

From: Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP <Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov>
To: kkobach
connie
chi kate
mattdunlap
; kennethblackwell
david
<david@capitolpartnersar.com>: luis.borunda <luis.borunda@mary an .gov>; mr o es
<mrhodes@woodcountywv.com>; Christy McCormick <cacm@aol.com>
Cc: Paoletta, Mark R. EOP/OVP <Mark.R.Paoletta@ovp.eop.gov>; Morgan, Matthew E. EOP/OVP
<Matthew.E.Morgan@ovp.eop.gov>
Subject: tomorrow's call
Date: Tue, Jun 27, 2017 7:46 pm
Attachments: Organizational Conference Call 6.28.2017.pdf(89K), oge450(June 2015)(fillable).pdf(486K), bkServeHonorpdf
(330K)

Dear Members,
I just updated the calendar invitation for tomorrow, but wanted to send the call-in information via email as
well to ensure you receive it:
Call Procedure: Beginning as early as 11:00am, Signal via the White House Communications
Agency will call you directly on the either of the numbers you provided below. This process is
done to ensure that all conferees are in the conference on time, and line quality is validated before
adding the Vice President into the conference last at 11:30 am. If you have any difficulties
connecting, please call: 202-757-6000.
Commission Member

Primary Phone

Secondary Phone

Michael R. Pence

n/a

n/a

2

Kris Kobach

(c)

(w)785-296-4575

3

Connie Lawson

(c)

w)317-232-6531

4

Bill Gardner

(c

w)603-271-2403

5

Matt Dunlap

(c)

(w)207-626-8401

6

Ken Blackwell

(c)

w)513-221-6703

7

Christy McCormick

(c)

(w)301-563-3965

8

David Dunn

(c)

n/a

9

Luis Borunda

(c)

10

Mark Rhodes

w)410-260-3868
w)304-424-1892

I've attached a copy of the agenda to this email for your convenience as well.
Also attached are two documents related to ethics standards for special government employees. We will
discuss these in more detail during the call, but feel free to review them in advance of the call if you are
able.
We look forward to speaking with you tomorrow.
Thanks,
Andrew
Andrew J. Kossack
Associate Counsel
Office of the Vice President
Cell:
Email: Andrew.J.Kossackgovp.eop.gov

Message
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP [Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov]
9/11/2017 11:40:47 PM
Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP [Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov]
Tomorrow's Meeting
RESERVED PANELIST PARKINGPERMIT.PDF

Dear Presenters,
Welcome to New Hampshire! Here are a few details for tomorrow's meeting.
Please try to arrive at St. Anselm's by 8:30 a.m. The address is 8 St. Anselm Drive, Manchester, NH
03102. The Institute's auditorium is near the corner of St. Anselm Drive and Rockland Avenue.
Parking is limited, so please make every effort to use cabs, other public transportation, or carpool. I
have attached a parking pass for those who will be driving. If you do not have the ability to print this
parking pass, please call me or Ron Williams (Ron's cell is
) when you arrive and we can
bring one out to you.
Again, for your reference, meeting materials are posted here: https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidentialadvisory-commission-election-integrity-resources.
If you have any questions or concerns, please call.
Thanks again!
Andrew
Andrew J. Kossack
Executive Director, Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
Associate
office of the Vice President
Cell:
Email: Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov
Original Message
From: Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP
Sent: Friday, September 8, 2017 2:22 PM
To: Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP <Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov>
Subject: Meeting Materials for Sept. 12th
Thank you again for participating in the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity's meeting
on September 12th. We look forward to your presentation.
I've attached the meeting materials for next week's meeting for your review. Please let us know if there
are any issues with your materials, or if you have any additional materials you'd like to present to the
Commission. We're in the process of posting the attached materials now, and will need to post any
additional materials before close of business today.
If you have any questions, please let me know.
Again, thank you!
Andrew
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have attached a parking pass for those who will be driving. If you do not have the ability to print this
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Dear Presenters,
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If you have any questions or concerns, please call.
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Executive Director, Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
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Cell: 11111111111i
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Dear Presenters,
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If you have any questions or concerns, please call.
Thanks again!
Andrew
Andrew J. Kossack
Executive Director, Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
Associate Counsel, Office of the Vice President
Cell:
Email: Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov
Original Message
From: Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP
Sent: Friday, September 8, 2017 2:22 PM
To: Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP <Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov>
Subject: Meeting Materials for Sept. 12th
Thank you again for participating in the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity's meeting
on September 12th. We look forward to your presentation.
I've attached the meeting materials for next week's meeting for your review. Please let us know if there
are any issues with your materials, or if you have any additional materials you'd like to present to the
Commission. We're in the process of posting the attached materials now, and will need to post any
additional materials before close of business today.
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Again, thank you!
Andrew

Message
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Sent:
To:

Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP [Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov]
9/11/2017 11:34:28 PM
'Kris Kobach
cwlawson@sos.in. ov;
Christy McCormick
david@capitolpartnersar.com; Mark Rhodes
[mrhodes@woodcountywv.com]; von Spakovsky, Hans [Hans.VonSpakovsky@heritage.org]; Christian Adams
[adams@electionlawcenter.com]; Alan L. King I
matthew.dunlap@maine.gov; King, Alan
[kinga@jccal.org]; David Dunn
CC:
Paoletta, Mark R. EOP/OVP [Mark.R.Paoletta@ovp.eop.gov]; Morgan, Matthew E. EOP/OVP
[Matthew.E.Morgan@ovp.eop.gov]; Williams, Ronald E. EOP/OVP [Ronald.E.Williams@ovp.eop.gov]; Passantino,
Stefan C. EOP/WHO [Stefan.C.Passantino@who.eop.gov]; Gast, Scott F. EOP/WHO [Scott.F.Gast@who.eop.gov]
Subject:
Tomorrow's Meeting
Attachments: RESERVED COMM PARKINGPERMIT.PDF
Dear Members,
Welcome to New Hampshire! Here are a few details for tomorrow's meeting.
Please try to arrive at St. Anselm's by 8:00 a.m. The address is 8 St. AnseIm Drive, Manchester, NH 03102. The Institute's
auditorium is near the corner of St. AnseIm Drive and Rockland Avenue.
Parking is limited, so please make every effort to use cabs, other public transportation, or carpool. I have attached a
parking pass for those who will be driving. If you do not have the ability to print this parking pass, please call me or Ron
Williams (Ron's cell is
when you arrive and we can bring one out to you.

As a reminder,the Commission continues to voluntarily comply with the Federal Advisory Committee Act, which states
the commission must hold a public meeting if members are going to "deliberat[e] on ... substantive matters," such as
what final recommendations the Commission might provide in its report. However, FACA allows discussion of the
following without requiring an open meeting:
Preparatory work. Meetings of two or more advisory committee or subcommittee members convened solely to
gather information, conduct research, or analyze relevant issues and facts in preparation for a meeting of the
advisory committee, or to draft position papers for deliberation by the advisory committee; and
Administrative work. Meetings of two or more advisory committee or subcommittee members convened solely
to discuss administrative matters of the advisory committee or to receive administrative information from a
Federal officer or agency.
Please be cognizant of this framework when interacting with other commissioners before, after, or between open
sessions of the Commission. We want to ensure any substantive deliberations occur in the open meeting itself.
Again, for your reference, meeting materials are posted here: https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-advisorycommission-election-integrity-resources.
If you have any questions or concerns, please call.
Thanks,
Andrew
Andrew J. Kossack
Executive Director, Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
Associate Counsel, Office of the Vice President
Cell:

Email: Andrew.J.Kossack@ovileop.gov
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'Kris Kobach [
cwlawson@sos.in.gov,
hristy McCormickdavid@capitolpartnersar.com; Mark Rhodes
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Adams [adams@electionlawcenter.com]; Alan L. King I
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Alan [kinga@jccal.org]; David Dunn
CC:
Paoletta, Mark R. EOP/OVP [Mark.R.Paoletta@ovp.eop.gov]; Morgan, Matthew E. EOP/OVP
[Matthew.E.Morgan@ovp.eop.gov]; Williams, Ronald E. EOP/OVP [Ronald.E.Williams@ovp.eop.gov]; Passantino,
Stefan C. EOP/WHO [Stefan.C.Passantino@who.eop.gov]; Gast, Scott F. EOP/WHO [Scott.F.Gast@who.eop.gov]
Subject:
Tomorrow's Meeting
Attachments: RESERVED COMM PARKINGPERMIT.PDF
Dear Members,
Welcome to New Hampshire! Here are a few details for tomorrow's meeting.
Please try to arrive at St. Anselm's by 8:00 a.m. The address is 8 St. AnseIm Drive, Manchester, NH 03102. The Institute's
auditorium is near the corner of St. AnseIm Drive and Rockland Avenue.
Parking is limited, so please make every effort to use cabs, other public transportation, or carpool. I have attached a
parking pass for those who will be driving. If you do not have the ability to print this parking pass, please call me or Ron
Williams (Ron's cell is
when you arrive and we can bring one out to you.

As a reminder,the Commission continues to voluntarily comply with the Federal Advisory Committee Act, which states
the commission must hold a public meeting if members are going to "deliberat[e] on ... substantive matters," such as
what final recommendations the Commission might provide in its report. However, FACA allows discussion of the
following without requiring an open meeting:
Preparatory work. Meetings of two or more advisory committee or subcommittee members convened solely to
gather information, conduct research, or analyze relevant issues and facts in preparation for a meeting of the
advisory committee, or to draft position papers for deliberation by the advisory committee; and
Administrative work. Meetings of two or more advisory committee or subcommittee members convened solely
to discuss administrative matters of the advisory committee or to receive administrative information from a
Federal officer or agency.
Please be cognizant of this framework when interacting with other commissioners before, after, or between open
sessions of the Commission. We want to ensure any substantive deliberations occur in the open meeting itself.
Again, for your reference, meeting materials are posted here: https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-advisorycommission-election-integrity-resources.
If you have any questions or concerns, please call.
Thanks,
Andrew
Andrew J. Kossack
Executive Director, Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
AssociateOffice of the Vice President
Cell:

Email: Andrew.J.Kossack@ovileop.gov
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Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP [Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov]
Tomorrow's Meeting
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Dear Presenters,
Welcome to New Hampshire! Here are a few details for tomorrow's meeting.
Please try to arrive at St. Anselm's by 8:30 a.m. The address is 8 St. Anselm Drive, Manchester, NH 03102. The
Institute's auditorium is near the corner of St. Anselm Drive and Rockland Avenue.
Parking is limited, so please make every effort to use cabs, other public transportation, or carpool. I have
attached a parking pass for those who will be driving. If you do not have the ability to print this parking pass,
please call me or Ron Williams(Ron's cell is ME)
when you arrive and we can bring one out to you.
Again, for your reference, meeting materials are posted here: https://wwvv.whitehouse.gov/presidentialadvisory-commission-election-integrity-resources.
If you have any questions or concerns, please call.
Thanks again!
Andrew
Andrew J. Kossack
Executive Director, Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
Associate Counsel, Office of the Vice President
Cell
Email: Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov

Original Message
From: Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP
Sent: Friday, September 8, 2017 2:22 PM
To: Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP <Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov>
Subject: Meeting Materials for Sept. 12th
Thank you again for participating in the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity's meeting on
September 12th. We look forward to your presentation.
I've attached the meeting materials for next week's meeting for your review. Please let us know if there are any
issues with your materials, or if you have any additional materials you'd like to present to the Commission.
We're in the process of posting the attached materials now, and will need to post any additional materials before
close of business today.
If you have any questions, please let me know.
Again, thank you!
Andrew

From: Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP <Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov>
Nlawson <cwlawson@sos.in.gov>; chipkate
To: 'Kris Kobach
mattdunlap
; kennethblackwell
Christy
McCormick
; david <david@capitolpartnersar.corn>; Mark Rhodes
<mrhodes@woodcountywv.corn>: von Spakovsky. Hans <Hans.VonSpakovsky@heritage.org>: Christian Adams
<adams@electionlawcenter.com>: Alan L. King
matthew.dunlap
<matthew.dunlap@maine.gov>: King, Alan <kinga@jccal.org>; David Dunn
Cc: Paoletta, Mark R. EOP/OVP <Mark.R.Paoletta@ovp.eop.gov>: Morgan. Matthew E. EOP/OVP
<Matthew.E.Morgan@ovp.eop.gov>: Williams, Ronald E. EOP/OVP <Ronald.E.Williams@ovp.eop.gov>;
Passantino, Stefan C. EOP/WHO <Stefan.C.Passantino@who.eop.gov>; Gast, Scott F. EOP/WHO
<Scott.F.Gast@who.eop.gov>
Subject: Tomorrow's Meeting
Date: Mon. Sep 11, 2017 7:34 pm
Attachments: RESERVED COMM PARKINGPERMIT.PDF (17K)

Dear Members,
Welcome to New Hampshire! Here are a few details for tomorrow's meeting.
Please try to arrive at St. Anselm's by 8:00 a.m. The address is 8 St. AnseIm Drive, Manchester, NH
03102. The Institute's auditorium is near the corner of St. AnseIm Drive and Rockland Avenue.
Parking is limited, so please make every effort to use cabs, other public transportation, or carpool. I have
attached a parking pass for those who will be driving. If you do not have the ability to print this parking
when you arrive and we can bring one
pass, please call me or Ron Williams (Ron's cell is
out to you.
As a reminder, the Commission continues to voluntarily comply with the Federal Advisory Committee Act,
which states the commission must hold a public meeting if members are going to "deliberat[e] on . . .
substantive matters," such as what final recommendations the Commission might provide in its report.
However, FACA allows discussion of the following without requiring an open meeting:
Preparatory work. Meetings of two or more advisory committee or subcommittee members
convened solely to gather information, conduct research, or analyze relevant issues and facts in
preparation for a meeting of the advisory committee, or to draft position papers for deliberation by
the advisory committee: and
Administrative work. Meetings of two or more advisory committee or subcommittee members
convened solely to discuss administrative matters of the advisory committee or to receive
administrative information from a Federal officer or agency.
Please be cognizant of this framework when interacting with other commissioners before, after, or
between open sessions of the Commission. We want to ensure any substantive deliberations occur in the
open meeting itself.
Again, for your reference, meeting materials are posted here: https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidentialadvisory-commission-election-integrity-resources.
If you have any questions or concerns, please call.
Thanks,
Andrew
Andrew J. Kossack

Executive Director, Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
Associate Counsel, Office of the Vice President
Cell:I
Email: Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov
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Sent:
To:
Subject:

Kris Kobach [
]
9/7/2017 9:07:39 PM
'Agen, Jarrod P. EOP/OVP Parrod.P.Agen@ovp.eop.gov];'Paoletta, Mark R. EOP/OVP'
[Mark.R.Paoletta@ovp.eop.god 'Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP'[Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov]
Tucker cancelled

The Tucker Carlson show cancelled tonight. Not sure why, but they say they are looking at tomorrow and possibly
working it into my Tuesday appearance.

Message
From:
Sent:
To:
CC:
Subject:

Agen,Jarrod P. EOP/OVP [Jarrod.P.Agen@oyp.eop.goy]
6/30/2017 4:19:09 PM
Paoletta, Mark R. EOP/OVP [Mark.R.Paoletta@oyp.eop.goy]
Tweet by Fox News on Twitter

Fox News((&,FoxNews)
6/30/17, 10:46 AM
"@KrisKobach1787...has dedicated his life to voter suppression, has dedicated his life to being funded by white
supremacists"-gulieroginsky pic.twitter.com/bolHn3s1Du
Download the Twitter app
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<off-topic conversation>
+++ 00:01:39 +++
Kris Kobach: We're going to begin with the Pledge of Allegiance and Andrew Shu is
going to lead us in the Pledge <audio glitch>.

All Participants: I pledge allegiance to the flag of the United States of America and to
the Republic for which it stands, one nation under God, indivisible with liberty and justice
for all.
+++ 00:02:05 +++
Kris Kobach: Thank you. Please be seated. As Vice Chairman of the Presidential
Advisory Commission on Election Integrity, I am hereby calling the meeting to order. I
would like to say a few introductory remarks followed by similar remarks by Secretary Bill
Gardner. First of all, let me say welcome to the Commissioners,
+++ 00:02:37 +++
to the panelists, to the members of the audience and to the journalists here today. I'd like
to thank the State of New Hampshire and in particular thank my good friend Bill Gardner
for hosting this meeting of the Commission. New Hampshire is, I believe, an appropriate
place for the first substantive meeting in which we will be taking testimony and receiving
evidence on the subject before the Commission. Of course, New Hampshire has had the
first in the nation presidential primary since 1920 and Bill is the
+++ 00:03:08 +++
longest serving Secretary of State in the country. Indeed, as we were discussing on the
drive over here, I believe I was 10-years-old when Bill became Secretary of State.
<laughs>

<laughter>
+++ 00:03:20 +++
Kris Kobach: So I always have to defer to someone who has much greater experience
and knowledge on the subject than I do. This is, as I mentioned, the first substantive
meeting. The first meeting which we had in Washington, D.C. was more of an
introductory nature and a planning nature, and we have a large number of panelists who
will be presenting information to the Commission who have come from all over the
country, have a great deal of expertise, and I personally am looking forward to hearing
what they have to say. I
+++ 00:03:50 +++
want to thank the panelists for making the trip here, for giving your time, your energy,
your research to this very important subject matter. I'd also like to note there's been a
great deal of discussion recently and in the State of New Hampshire about some recent
11/27/17

Heartwood Media, Inc.
RP? HEARTMCC-32

\

ProductionTi

suipts.com 888-349-3022

Page 1 of 124

Ref#: HEARTMCC-32
Heartwood Media, Inc. / Uploaded Files
page 2 of 124
Kris Kobach, Bill Gardner, John H. Sununu, Dr. Andrew Smith, Kimball Brace,Dr. John Lott /
Presidential Commission Heartwood.mp4
numbers published by the or rather discussed in an open letter by the Speaker of the
New Hampshire House of Representatives. I'll be making some comments about
+++ 00:04:24 +++
that before the second panel which deals with the topic of voter confidence in election
results and Bill will also be making some comments about that specific issue where
appropriate at the second panel. And there's one other agenda item I'd like to mention
and that is regarding the order of items on the agenda, we do have a demonstration of
some very old voting equipment and it seemed more appropriate to place that after the
first panel which is more closely related to that topic, so unless there is an objection from
any member of the Commission I would move that the demonstration of the voting
machines be placed after
+++ 00:04:55 +++
the first panel and before we take our lunch break. Is there any objection to that?

Kris Kobach: Well, again, welcome to everyone and now let me turn it over to my fellow
Commissioner Bill Gardner.
+++ 00:05:07 +++
Bill Gardner: Thank you, Mr. Vice Chairman. I want to first direct my comments to the
people of New Hampshire. Some are questioning why I am here. I'm here because New
Hampshire is one of the 50 states and one of the original 13. We hold the first in the
nation primary and we have a proud tradition of civic participation and responsibility. It
was the people of
+++ 00:05:41 +++
New Hampshire who first heard the call of Paul Revere and participated in the first overt
acts of independence. We were the first state to actually declare separation from the
King. And when we made that first act, it was then about four months later succeeded by
Lexington and Concord and that resulted in the Battle of Bunker Hill where more than half
+++ 00:06:13 +++
of the citizen-soldiers were from New Hampshire. These acts led to the formation of our
country and just 25 miles from here, to the north of here, delegates from New Hampshire
voted on June 21st, 1788 to ratify the Constitution. And because it required nine states to
do it, on that day at that place, upon that time, we
+++ 00:06:46 +++
became the United States of America. New Hampshire people aren't accustomed to
walking away or stepping down from their civic duty and I will not either. Turning to the
Commission members and those of you who are here from other parts of the country, I
welcome you to the campus of Saint Anselm's College. This
+++ 00:07:18 +++
place is used by all groups, all persuasions. It's sort of a democracy hall in New
Hampshire and it's, you know, our motto is "live free or die." In order to live free, we must
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have stable election process to keep the confidence of our citizens. This in a nutshell is
the reason why this Commission was
+++ 00:07:52 +++
established. It has faced continual opposition since its inception. Although our work is
only really beginning today and no findings or conclusions have been reached or
announced, the specter of extreme political partisanship already threatens our ability to
reach a consensus. So let us, therefore, examine
+++ 00:08:23 +++
the historical turnout record which we will do at the beginning. Let us agree to go forward
in an open and a candid way. Let us not be afraid to search for the truth. And let us help
make our election procedures reasonably easy for every eligible voter while maintaining a
process worthy of the voter's confidence. And let that process begin today. And what you
see on the screen behind, while we're going to
+++ 00:08:58 +++
sort of begin this, we've taken every presidential election during the last half of the 20th
century and the ones we have had this century. And you can see that of the five
presidential elections in the 1950s and 1960s, the turnouts were higher than any
presidential election since 1968. And that is really
+++ 00:09:30 +++
hard to believe, knowing the struggles that were faced by people in the '50s and the '60s,
the struggles that African-Americans had. In this State, people had to pay a poll tax.
People had to have six months' residency in order to be able to vote. There were very
limited opportunities to actually get registered and you had to read sections of the
Constitution. Now when I first became Secretary of State, I found a box that
+++ 00:10:03 +++
had these cardboard pieces and I started trying to read them and it wasn't very easy to
read them. But everyone had to do that to vote. Yet with all that, those turnouts have
exceeded every one starting in 1972 on. So that is the beginning for us. We'll take a look
at that. Why is that? There's been one major Constitutional change that 18, 19 and 20year-olds got
+++ 00:10:35 +++
the right to vote in 1970 and Kimball Brace who is here will speak to that and so will Dr.
Smith.
+++ 00:10:46 +++
Kris Kobach: Thanks, Bill. We also have the honor of having some opening comments
by a person well known in the State of New Hampshire and that is, of course, former New
Hampshire Governor John H. Sununu, and who also served as Chief of Staff to former
President George H.W. Bush. And I know that Secretary Gardner would like to say a few
words of introduction first.
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+++ 00:11:07 +++
Bill Gardner: Forty-five years ago we were both freshman legislators together and I can
remember him running into the House, jumping over the back row, because his seat was
in the back row. He was a teacher at Tufts, an engineering professor. And he later went
+++ 00:11:35 +++
on to become Governor and served three terms and I went on to become Secretary of
State. And I remember when he was Governor, and that's why it's fitting for him to be
here. When Ronald Reagan was President, there was a Commission, sort of like this,
and he got appointed to that Commission. It was a broader scope Commission than this,
but it was a Commission on Elections. And we used to talk about that, so I
+++ 00:12:05 +++
thought it would be fitting for him and I asked him and he's very generous with him time
since he's been Governor, attending events and doing public affairs. So I'm very pleased
and honored that Governor Sununu is here with us.
+++ 00:12:27 +++
John H. Sununu: Thank you very much, Mr. Vice Chairman. People have asked me
why I'm here. I'm here because Bill Gardner told me to be here. <laughs>

<laughter>
+++ 00:12:40 +++
John H. Sununu: The work of this Commission is extremely important. Bill referenced
the approval of the Constitution. Our Constitution is based on a very fundamental
principle. It is the balance of power amongst the federal government, the states and the
people. And these ballot boxes over here are the tool that the people use to exercise their
share of that
+++ 00:13:15 +++
critical balance. And if anything takes place to distort or affect the integrity of that
balance, the whole process ends up out of whack. It is appropriate to examine that
integrity. It is appropriate to examine first of all the real integrity, and that's what this
Commission is doing, without preconceived
+++ 00:13:46 +++
notions. But it is also important that the process take place in a way that the people's
perception, the citizen-voters' perception of the integrity of that process be reinforced and
assured. And as long as there's a significant percentage of the population that doubts the
integrity of that process, we will not have full participation. It is my opinion that the
+++ 00:14:19 +++
statistics that Bill talks about in terms of the decrease of participation of our voters is
partly the result of a lack of faith in the integrity and the influence of the share that the
people have in that critical balance and in the election process that produces that
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balance. So the task of this Commission is to analyze the real integrity and the task of
this
+++ 00:14:48 +++
Commission, in my opinion, is to do it in such a way that it augments or reinforces or
enhances the perception of the people in that integrity. I think it's very fitting that the
Commission meet here in New Hampshire. Our town meeting process that really affects
the way all of our citizens live and most of our citizens live in their communities is the
ultimate
+++ 00:15:17 +++
expression of voter power and democracy. And I think it's also fitting that they meet here
at the Institute of Politics which has become really a focal point for education and
academia in politics and political discourse and is an asset to politics to the whole
country, the Saint Anselm's Institute of Politics. As a result of that involvement, I like to
think that
+++ 00:15:45 +++
perhaps Saint Anselm has drifted over a little bit to becoming the patron saint of politics.

<laughter>
+++ 00:15:52 +++
John H. Sununu: And so for this Commission, I hope that Saint Anselm might nudge
you in the right direction. Thank you for being here. You have an important task and I
thank you as members of this Commission for contributing your time and effort to what up
until now has not been a truly appreciated task but is in fact an extremely critical
responsibility. Thank you very much for being here.
+++ 00:16:19 +++
Kris Kobach: Thank you, Governor. At this point, we're going to begin with the first of
three panels that we will be hearing from today. This panel's title is "Historical Election
Turnout Statistics and the Effects of Election Integrity Issues on Voter Confidence." I'll
give a brief introduction to the— of the three panelists, and of course there'll be Q&A
afterward. First, we have Dr. Andrew Smith who is Associate Professor of Political
Science here in the State of New Hampshire at the University of New Hampshire. We'll
also be hearing from Kimball Brace,
+++ 00:16:50 +++
who is President of Election Data Services, Inc. And we'll also be hearing from Dr. John
Lott, who is President of the Crime Prevention Research Center and author of "Evidence
of Voter Fraud and the Impact that Regulations to Reduce Voter Fraud Have on Voter
Participation Rates." Without further ado, Dr. Smith.
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+++ 00:17:10 +++
Dr. Andrew Smith: Well,thank you. Thank you to the Commission and thank you for,
Secretary Gardner, for asking me to come and talk and I appreciate the opportunity to
share some thoughts that I have about elections. When Secretary Gardner first talked to
me about this, he said, "You know, talk about what you want to talk about." And we've
discussed politics and elections for years in New Hampshire and I know he's an historian,
so this is something that I think would be interesting. So I want to start off by kind of
+++ 00:17:38 +++
reframing a little bit of the discussions we had to really ask instead of why not— why
people don't vote, which is a major concern, is to ask why they do vote. Anthony Downes
is probably the most cited political scientist out there and he basically says that voting is
an irrational act, that our individual votes really don't have any impact statistically on any
given election. The likelihood that we will get any personal benefit from somebody
winning or losing an election is very low. That there are real costs to voting. You
+++ 00:18:09 +++
have to show up. You have to take time off from work. You have to learn something
about the electorate. And what then is it that makes us vote? And what he says is, it's the
psychological benefit of voting, that we vote because we think we should vote, it's our
civic responsibility, it's our duty to vote. And this obligation to do right I think is an
important thing that we have to consider and that Secretary Gardner mentioned in his
introduction. I'm going to talk about
+++ 00:18:40 +++
turnout. There is a lot of things that are correlated with turnout and turnout is often seen
as the be-all or as one of the most important things that points to the health of the
democracy. That if you don't have high participation, there must be something wrong,
that people are not accepting what's going on in the country. But there are a lot of things
that impact turnout and I mention a number of them on the screen. Demographics. There
are certain barriers to being able to vote. Civic education I think is very important, so you
have to have some confidence in election to
+++ 00:19:10 +++
understand the point and purpose of elections. There are also campaign factors. There's
a real competition between candidates. If there aren't within a state, you're not going to
see very high turnout because it's a foregone conclusion who's going to win. There's got
to be interest in the race. And then there are external factors. It's with the state of the
economy. If the economy is bad, we'll have high turnout. If the economy is really good,
we generally have low turnout. So the important thing that I want to take away from this is
there's not one single cause for high turnout or low turnout in any given election or in any
given
+++ 00:19:39 +++
place. Now New Hampshire has had high turnout and as Secretary Gardner says, the
United States turnout peaked back in 1960, in the 1960 election, and it's declined with a
couple of bumps ever since. New Hampshire has actually seen very high turnout,
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dropping below the national average, and then increasing to the point we're very high.
And there were things that happened in New Hampshire that were unique to New
Hampshire at that time. But I think part of the reason that we see this increase is that we
do
+++ 00:20:09 +++
have competitive presidential elections here in New Hampshire. We certainly have since
the 1990s. We have a highly educated workforce and we do have high trust in the
electoral process that we have here in the State. Now when you look at other states, I
wanted to show some trends here that shows that things vary state by state. This is not a
consistent pattern across the U.S. The top line here is Minnesota. Minnesota has had
high turnout throughout the period of 1980 to 2016. They're always first or second. They
+++ 00:20:41 +++
have a culture of voting in that state. You also see South Dakota, this is the white line
here. South Dakota started off with very, very high turnout in by 1980, and we've seen
their turnout decline over time. What is it that's going on in South Dakota that's causing
their turnout to decline? I'm not an expert on their politics. Washington, D.C. in 1980 had
low turnout, very low turnout, but we've seen that's increased very dramatically. The
barriers to voting in D.C. are lower. The population has changed over time,
+++ 00:21:12 +++
so we see very high changes there, so that's gone. And then finally, the one I really
wanted to point out was Oregon. This is the dash line up here. Oregon is unique in the
United States that in 1998 it passed legislation that allowed for mail voting, voting by mail.
So it's essentially the easiest state in the country to vote in. You don't even have to get
out of your house to vote in Oregon. But you can see since they passed that legislation,
their turnout declined
+++ 00:21:40 +++
for several elections. So some of the removal of barriers are not panaceas to ensure high
turnout. There are other factors, again, that are causing these changes over time. So we
see that differences vary state by state and so does consistently high. Hawaii is
consistently low. Maybe they have other things to do in Hawaii on election day than go
out and vote. And you do see changes over time and there's different reasons in each
state. So as mentioned, the last major
+++ 00:22:16 +++
barrier that we face in the United States in elections was it had to do with the 26th
Amendment and reducing the voting age to 18. And what we've seen of that, that was
passed and went into effect in 1972, is that turnout dropped fairly significant after that
election. The perception is that's because we have all these new Baby Boomers that are
18 to 20-year-olds that are voting and we know younger people turn out at lower rates
than do older voters. But is that actually what happened? Well, first off, here you can see
that it clearly did happen. Before '52 to '68, you see this
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+++ 00:22:49 +++
high turnout rate, then a big drop— these are just regression lines that look at these
sections— and now we've seen it kick up a bit after the 2004 election. So you, from this
you'd say,"Well, it's a plausible understanding that, you know, that they— we've digested
the Baby Boom now. We've got fewer young people in that age demographic and now
we're seeing turnout go up." But if you look at this by age over time, you see that
between 1968 and 1972, there was
+++ 00:23:19 +++
very little decline in the turnout rates among young voters. So those new voters that
came in, that potentially could come in in 1972, the 18, 19 and 20-years-olds, they turned
out at just about the same rates that the 21 to 24-year-olds turned out in 1968 and 1964.
What we saw is, we see a drop among 45 to 64-year-olds and 25 to 44-year-olds in
turnout. So my point with this is not to try to say that there is
+++ 00:23:48 +++
something going on here, it's just to point out that there are a lot of things that we think
are true about turnout and elections that aren't necessarily the case and I think for this
Commission it's really important to look at some of these issues to really understand that
and just to think that turnout is not a one size fits all issue. I want to turn to trust in
elections, because I think this is really important and the central mission of this
Commission. It's really important that we have trust to accept the results of the election,
that we trust that the winning candidates, that we support some of the winning
+++ 00:24:20 +++
candidates' policies because they win. And I want to quote Justice Stevens in the
decision of Crawford v Marion County Board of Elections. He says that public confidence
"is closely related to that state's interest in preventing voter fraud. Public confidence in
the integrity of the electoral process has independent significance because it encourages
citizens' participation in the democratic process." And there are perceived threats to trust
in elections.
+++ 00:24:49 +++
I don't say they're all— they don't necessarily have to be there, but the perception is there.
So I think that there is a lack of the Constitutional understanding that both Secretary
Gardner and Governor Sununu spoke of earlier today. We don't understand how things
work really in our elections and I think that there's a civic education component here that
really could address that. There is perceptions of inaccurate counting. Certainly we've
had discussions about the Russians hacking our electoral system in this last election, that
some states don't have a paper trail in
+++ 00:25:19 +++
order to track things back raises those sorts of issues. And then there's certainly been
concerns about illegal voting, either non-residents, non-citizens or people casting multiple
votes. All of these things have come up and these are all issues that I think it's important
that this Commission look into. But speaking specifically back to New Hampshire, I think
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again, one of the reasons we have high turnout in New Hampshire is that we do have
high trust. We have very low barriers to voting here in the State. Essentially,
+++ 00:25:47 +++
you don't have to be a citizen in New Hampshire to vote, you have to be domiciled in
New Hampshire to be able to vote. But this hasn't really diminished the trust that people
have. So these two groups of data here that I'm presenting are from opinion polls that
we've done here that looked at the trust people have in the election in New Hampshire.
And you can see that in 2003, 85 percent of people were confident that their votes were
counted accurately; it's 83 percent now. So that's pretty high, but it is important to point
out that there is, it's 13 percent in 2016 that
+++ 00:26:17 +++
were concerned about that. So there is some level of concern, but probably lower in New
Hampshire than any other state. The other thing that we have in New Hampshire that is
unique that you point out with these voting boxes here is that we have local control over
much of the election process. It's run by independently elected supervisors of the
checklist in each town, town moderators, town clerks, the select boards within these
towns. And I think that gives people a sense of trust that they know the people who are
administering the elections, that are doing the
+++ 00:26:48 +++
actual counting in their towns. Another important reason in New Hampshire that I think
there is trust is that we do have a paper ballot, and this question here asks, what would
you trust more, a paper ballot or a touch screen computer voting and by 69 percent,
people here in the state like that paper ballot, and I think that's one reason that we
continue to have that. It's really hard to hack a paper ballot. So in summary, first off, I
want to thank you for giving me the opportunity to talk. Many factors influence turnout
+++ 00:27:20 +++
and it's very difficult to determine a specific cause of why turnout changes in any election
in any place at any given year. But I do think that it is important that citizens have to have
confidence in their elections and that the tradeoffs between stricter voting laws and to
increase trust and barriers that may discourage voting is a real concern, and I think that's
something that I hope the Commission wrestles with and I'm sure you will over the next
several weeks. So thank you very much for the time.
+++ 00:27:51 +++
Kris Kobach: Thank you very much, Dr. Smith. And I just didn't have in front of me the,
for those in the audience who want a little more background on Dr. Smith, he is also the
Director of the Survey Center at the University of New Hampshire and has conducted
numerous polls throughout the country examining voter confidence which is reflected in
the many numbers he was able to share with us. And I'd like to have Secretary Gardner
add a little bit of further biographical information about Kimball Brace.
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+++ 00:28:21 +++
Bill Gardner: Kimball Brace is the probably there's no one else like Kimball Brace in
relation to these election statistics in turnout. In the 70s, he spent a lot of time, he was
with the Congressional Research Service, going back and compiling this information
across the country from the states. It's not even easy to get it now. Back then it was
really, really
+++ 00:28:50 +++
difficult to get it, but he did it. And he's the one that we can thank for having the
information for the last half of the twentieth century, particularly the first few decades of
that century, because he did it. And I remember in the '70s getting this two-inch thick
packet that I still have that went each election
+++ 00:29:19 +++
state-by-state, how the state ranked. If you know in recent presidential elections, 2008,
2012, 2016, there's never really been a historical review because what's been happening
is the formula has changed and it's not comparing apples to apples. So that's why we use
voting age, because Kimball Brace provided that
+++ 00:29:46 +++
information for us back in the '70s and we have it today. So, Kimball.
+++ 00:29:55 +++
Kimball Brace: Thank you, Mr. Secretary and Commissioners, members of this
esteemed panel. I appreciate being invited here to talk to you about the elections process
from a data perspective is what I'm going to talk about. We have, Election Data Services,
been creating maps that are on your walls, many of them, from the election results since
1986, the original red and blue maps that were created. I have copies for all of you here
at the tail end. We also
+++ 00:30:26 +++
have been heavily involved in redistricting all around the country for the last four
decades. We keep track of what kind of voting equipment is used in every single county
in the country and have since 1980 and putting out that information every two years so
that people understand the elections process. Myself, I've been involved with elections
for over 42 years in a wide variety of tasks and efforts from federal, state
+++ 00:30:55 +++
and local government standpoint. The EAC in terms of their survey. l\ie served as a
Registrar of Voters in Prince William County. My proudest position right now is that last
one there. I'm a poll worker. I'm down in the precinct on election day to see what really
goes on and help that process in everybody being able to vote. Basically what I want to
talk to you today about is four things: some basic election administration facts, the
elections process from a data perspective,
+++ 00:31:29 +++
some information about registration data; and turnout data. From basically election
administration facts, we have a very diverse— diversity is the basic underpinning of
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elections. We have 50 states. They each have their own separate election laws that they
conduct the elections in. Each of those states have counties and those are the ones that
conduct the election. There's 3000 of those. But in New England,
+++ 00:32:02 +++
as you have here, it's down at the township level. Indeed, there's 1600 townships in New
England that conduct the elections process. Townships are also prevalent in Michigan, in
Minnesota and in Wisconsin where they conduct the elections at the local level,
determine what kind of voting equipment there is. So as a result, with all of the Midwest
we have 10,072 election jurisdictions in this country that conduct
+++ 00:32:34 +++
elections. Many of them are different. But the key thing is that the size of them is
important. In terms of the mean size of the jurisdictions in this country, it's only 1492
registered voters in the jurisdictions. That's the mean size of jurisdictions in this country.
We're all small. There's only a third of the nation that had fewer than 10,000 registered
voters. Half of
+++ 00:33:05 +++
the nation's counties have less than 16,000 registered voters. There's only 343
jurisdictions that have more than 100,000 registered voters. And there's only 14 counties
that have more than a million registered voters. The smallest is Loving, Texas with 136
voters on that side. The largest is Los Angeles. If you look at the ranking of these
jurisdictions, you see that 44 percent of the jurisdictions in this country have less
+++ 00:33:37 +++
than 1000 registered voters. They only constitute less than eight-tenths of one percent of
all registered voters, so it's a small number in terms of registered voters but it is a very
large number in terms of conducting and election and that's what is important. So
elections are run in small jurisdictions with small staff, many of which are part-time or
perform other functions besides running an election. And they rely
+++ 00:34:07 +++
upon vendors to help that process. Now from an elections process from the data element,
we, of course, start off with total population in the country. But not everybody in the total
population can vote. You have to be of voting age. Not everybody of voting age can vote.
You have to be a citizen in most jurisdictions of this country. Not all citizens end up voting
because they have to register first. They have to be registered on the electorate. Not all
+++ 00:34:39 +++
registrations vote. They have to come and turn out. And not everybody turns out for all
offices. Vote for president. Vote for other statewide offices, congressional, state
legislative, all of those fall off and drop down in terms of participation. The key here is that
the demographic mix of the electorate in each of those steps is different. It changes at
each
+++ 00:35:09 +++
step. It changes in the different geographies that we have in this country and it changes
over time. It's important to understand those steps and how they change over time. Now
11/27/17
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since 1980, we've been collecting county level election results and gone back to 1948.
Our data, as Secretary Gardner mentioned, was the key for the CRS study. We ended up
in 2004 under contract with the Elections Assistance Commission
+++ 00:35:39 +++
compiling their EAVS study. When we look at voter registration, we see that not all states
report the number of registrations the same way. There's half of the country that in 2004
reported only active registered voters. There's another 20 states that said that registration
in their state was on the basis of active and inactive registered voters. Some states had
them down at the county level that reported
+++ 00:36:10 +++
differently. You see that in the data and the maps that we have behind you there in terms
of how that changes over time. In 2004, 2006 and even in 2016, with this election, we
have differences. We still have three states where the counties are the ones that are
deciding how they're reporting registration, so it varies across this country. It has an
impact in terms
+++ 00:36:42 +++
of when we're looking at registration rates. If you include the inactive voters, that changes
the mix of registration in this country, and you can have large increases in the percent of
registered voters when you include inactive voters, depending upon the state. The
inactive category is a failsafe. Inactive voters can still show up and vote, but how many
do? Most
+++ 00:37:13 +++
jurisdictions don't know that, the answer to that question. They have not studied that. I've
studied that in my county, Prince William County. We had 11 percent of inactive voters
actually turned out and voted on election day. I don't know if that's higher than what other
jurisdictions have. I don't' know if it's lower than what other jurisdictions have. But I call
upon all election administrators to compile that
+++ 00:37:44 +++
kind of data to try to show and demonstrate what is the impact of inactive voters in the
process. Now there's a simple concept in looking at registration and you compare that to
voting age population. Instinctively, you would think that you shouldn't have more
registered voters than you have of voting age population, but that's not always the case.
Even back in 2006, we were seeing jurisdictions that had more
+++ 00:38:15 +++
than 100 percent of the voting age population that was registered. In 1990, we saw the
same thing. There are differences when you look at and study the numbers, though. The
data of the voting age population changes over time and changes in terms of when you
get voting age population from the census bureau, whether or not it's the Decennial
Census or the American Community Survey, all of that changes in looking at that. The
+++ 00:38:47 +++
accuracy of the census data is clearly something that is sometimes in question. Even the
Decennial Census has an error in it. The American Community Survey has what they call
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a margin of error. Basically, your plus and minuses of the polling business is in that
census data also. There are other considerations in certain areas with eight— 16s and
17s being able to vote
+++ 00:39:15 +++
that are not in the voting age population. Military institutions will cause changes in that
factor. Citizenship is another question. Clearly in terms of it's not a question that is on the
Decennial Census, it's only in the American Community survey. And it's traditionally that
those numbers come out late after the election, so we don't know those. Registration
numbers themselves, they change and they have
+++ 00:39:45 +++
deadlines before the election, so if you're trying to compare election day. So if you look at
the Decennial Census years, there's 2000, you see counties that have more than 100
percent of the voting age population registered. Even at 2010, at the next Decennial
Census. In 2014, we still have counties that have more voters or registered than the
voting age population.
+++ 00:40:18 +++
If we take that voting age population and we age, because I mentioned that it's different
points in time if we age that to November and change the denominator, that has an
impact. And indeed, if we look at citizenship, that has an impact on that side. What we
were basically left with in 2016 is we do have jurisdictions in this country that have more
than 100 percent of the voting age population citizens that are
+++ 00:40:47 +++
registered. But there's 241 counties that have more than 100 percent in this country.
There's 351 counties that have more than 100 percent of citizenship voting age
population that is registered. The highest percentage that we have in this county is
County Harding, County New Mexico with 200 percent. But look at the number of
registered voters. That's only 742
+++ 00:41:18 +++
and the voting age population is only 592. It's small. Of the 241 counties with
registrations over 100 percent, 213 have fewer than 50,000 registered voters. Of the 351
counties where more than 100 percent of citizenship voting age, 269 of them have fewer
than 50,000 registered voters. We're talking about small
+++ 00:41:51 +++
voters. Indeed, Trump carried 193 of these counties and carried 247 of the counties that
have more than 100 percent of the citizenship voting age population. So what you have is
you have this dichotomy. It is how we report data and that has an impact in this
discussion. The registration, basically, yes, there is some questions that people need to
look at in terms of
+++ 00:42:23 +++
the data. But keep in mind that in an awful lot of instances, these were small jurisdictions.
If youVe got a voting age or a citizenship voting age of only 1300 people and you have a
registration of 1360, which one is right? There's variations on both of them. Estimates are
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estimates and that's part of what we have today. When you look at turnout, different
states say different things that make up turnout. Indeed,
+++ 00:42:55 +++
when we looked at it in 2004, we had a number of jurisdictions that reported the number
of people that turned out and it was equal to the vote for president in 2004. The entire
State of Arkansas reported it that way. That was turnout. Indeed, if we looked at 2016,
this most recent election, State of Texas thinks it is almost all presidential. It varies in
different
+++ 00:43:27 +++
states. Indeed, how many people participated in 2012 presidential contest is not always
the biggest one. Indeed, they had more votes cast in other contests in a number of
counties in this country. Indeed, in 2016, presidential was not the highest in a number of
counties. 209 counties had more votes for the U.S. Senate. This happened in 2000. We
had a variety of
+++ 00:43:59 +++
different contests that were higher than presidential, and indeed in 2016 we had the
same circumstance with U.S. Senate or Governor or even Congressional districts, votes
were higher than the vote for president. Indeed, in terms of how many people participated
in the 2012 election, the EAC survey says 129,000, but they're missing data. Our data set
says 130,000. What you see, though, is that if you look at
+++ 00:44:30 +++
the number of people that participated, there is a drop off when you look down at the
office of president. People think that's what drove people to vote. That's not always the
case. Indeed, in 2016, we found the same thing. The drop off for president was up at 1.7
percent. We've compiled these data going back to 1948. This chart shows that drop off,
the
+++ 00:45:00 +++
difference between the number of people that turn out and the vote for the highest office,
and you can see how that has changed. It's decreased after the 2000 election with the
Help America Vote Act, but it increased in the 2016 election. It is possible that a lot of
people just said we don't want either candidate and they didn't vote for president. We're
seeing that in the numbers. We're seeing that in terms of drop off
+++ 00:45:29 +++
in types of the voting process itself. We conducted a study in Prince William County
where DREs, the electronic machines, have less drop off than the absentee paper
ballots. Paper ballots are not always the panacea that people have talked about. Indeed,
so how many people participated in 2016? We don't know. That's the outstanding thing.
Indeed, if you look at registration and election administrators like to look
+++ 00:46:01 +++
at turnout of registered voters, here's what happened in 2016. We had a number of
jurisdictions that had higher turnout than number of registered voters in some instances.
We didn't see that in 2016, but this is the pattern that you have across the country in
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terms of the turnout percent of total registration. Indeed, and we do have turnout of voting
age population, there are four counties that are reporting
+++ 00:46:31 +++
more than 100 percent turned out, but all of them have less than 530 voters in that
county. It's the small counties that are the problems in this instance. Indeed, in terms of
citizen voting age population, those same four counties had more than 100 percent. So
the question also comes up is what demographic factor has the largest range in people
that register and
+++ 00:47:02 +++
people that turned out. The Census Bureau's biennial voting studies back to 1964, we've
studied those, and whether or not people are registered or they have voted. People think
that age is the difference and makes the difference. That's not the case. Some people
think that race is the difference and that's not the case. People think that income is the
difference. That's not the case. What is the biggest difference is
+++ 00:47:31 +++
home ownership. Indeed, when people own their home and own their shelter, they have a
bigger interest in the local community and they turn out and vote as opposed to if they
were renting. The renters are not turning out. So if you are involved in the community, if
you own your home, that's what's going to cause people to do it. So I believe it's
important to study all data,
+++ 00:48:02 +++
to know their pluses and minuses, to be aware of their idiosyncrasies and their nuances,
to seek clarification when data doesn't appear correct, to understand their relationships
and to view their variations over geography and time, but to be cognizant of people's spin
on the data. Indeed, let the data tell the story. After all, data is our middle name, Election
Data Services. Thank you very much.
+++ 00:48:35 +++
Karl Kobach: Thank you, Mr. Brace. And just for everyone's edification, the bells are the
two minute warning and the please wrap it up bell. So but there's so much information to
digest here, so— Oh, no, don't worry about it, I think all of us were wanting more. and so
hopefully we can get more information in the Q&A. Let me just say a few more words
about Dr. John Lott. He's as I mentioned the founder and President of the Crime
Prevention Research Center. He's probably most well-known for his research that he's
published
+++ 00:49:06 +++
on the second amendment and his statistical analysis of gun ownership, but he's a prolific
author both in academic publications and in popular publications and has conducted
research on voter issues as well, a great deal of research. And he conducted a study that
examined the impact of election administration reforms in preventing fraud and how that
affected turnout and he is going to share some of that information with us. Dr. Lott.
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+++ 00:49:37 +++
Dr. John Lott: Well, thank you very much to the Commissioners for inviting me to talk
and particularly Secretaries Kobach and Gardner. I appreciate you ha+Ang me here today.
Before I get started, I just want to say one thing about Kimball. There are probably seven
of my academic papers that I don't think I could have published if it wasn't for Brace
giving me the data that he had there and just he's been like the only source that's
collected a broad range of different types of data.

Kimball Brace: That's why I have gray hair, yeah. <laughs> [ph?]
+++ 00:50:09 +++
Dr. John Lott: And I'm sure I'm not the only academic who would have to maybe almost
have him as a coauthor, given how many papers he's made possible that wouldn't have
been possible otherwise. So I just— I just felt I had to mention that. Well, you know,
there's as was mentioned earlier by Secretary Gardner, this has become a very partisan
issue. And you have Republicans generally worrying about ineligible people voting and
+++ 00:50:38 +++
Democrats largely thinking that the Republicans are just imagining things. I would like to
just make a suggestion that might possibly help overcome part of this problem and that is
think about applying the background check system that we use for purchasing guns, the
NICS System,for voting. And you know, Democrats have long been concerned about
voter
+++ 00:51:08 +++
suppression and but they've also long lauded the background check system on guns
saying it's simple, accurate, in complete harmony with the right of people to be able to go
and defend themselves. And I can provide you, literally, and I'm sure others can too, with
literally hundreds of quote by leading politicians on this from both parties. But here's one
from Senate Minority Leader Chuck Schumer just recently where he talked about how
great the NICS
+++ 00:51:40 +++
system worked. He said, "It makes our communities and neighborhoods safer without in
any way abridging rights or threatening a legitimate part of the American heritage." So,
you know, this notion that it's not going to in any way interfere with people's ability to go
and purchase guns for self-defense I think is an important point. And I'll focus on that
more in a minute just in terms of, you know, if they don't believe it suppresses people's
ability to defend
+++ 00:52:08 +++
themselves, would we believe that using this system would suppress people being able
to go and vote? Now what does the NICS system do? As Secretary Kobach noted, I've
done a lot of research on gun issues. The NICS system is actually very close in many
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ways to what we care about, whether people can legally vote. There's some things that it
includes that we wouldn't disqualify people from voting, and in some cases the
+++ 00:52:37 +++
reverse is true. But if you look at criminal histories, if you have a felony or a misdemeanor
of domestic violence, you'll be disqualified from being able to go and own a gun. But, you
know, and obviously, domestic violence isn't going to disqualify somebody from being
able to go and vote. And not in all states does felonies matter. There's 34 states where it
matters to at least some degree. Nine of those it can be a permanent disqualification. In
+++ 00:53:08 +++
another 25 states, according to the National Council of State Legislatures, it can be a
disqualification while the person's on probation or parole. The NICS system also checks
whether a person is an illegal alien, has a nonimmigrant visa or has renounced their U.S.
citizenship, all things that would prevent somebody from being able to go and vote. The
one thing that the NICS system doesn't flag is whether people are on immigrant visas,
but presumably that could be
+++ 00:53:39 +++
added into the system. But in any case, what happens when a NICS check is done is it
tells you the reasons why somebody's been flagged. And so a state, you know, the
Secretary of State today, could go and use the NICS system technically to be able to go
and do these types of checks. They would see whether or not the particular thing that
flags the person is relevant for the state law or not and go from there. Now, there are
+++ 00:54:14 +++
some issues with NICS, being able to go and use it for voting. And probably the most
relevant is just the cost. The fees that gun buyers have to pay on private transfers can be
quite substantial. They can range from $55 dollars in Oregon for a private transfer of a
gun to $175 dollars in Washington, D.C. You know, I don't think it would be anywhere
near that when you're talking about the government doing it and I'll give
+++ 00:54:44 +++
you a simple example. You look at Kentucky. Every month, Kentucky goes and compares
its list of people with concealed carry permits for the NICS check to see whether or not
those people have picked up something that would disqualify them. And essentially just
using the computer database rather than having to check each person as they come in,
which is a much more costly process. Kentucky has been able to do this monthly check
on NICS at a very low cost. And obviously,
+++ 00:55:18 +++
because of the 24th Amendment you couldn't charge the voters for this type of thing, but
that relatively low cost could be picked up by the states. And, you know, it's not like
people would believe that this would be costless [ph?] anyway to figuring out whether
somebody is eligible to go and vote. But, you know, just the question that I just want to
leave you with here is I can think of problems with the NICS system, but generally you
face an issue here and that is the
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+++ 00:55:50 +++
Republicans generally think there's ineligible people voting; Democrats, who profess
strong faith in the NICS system working and not improperly disqualifying people.
+++ 00:56:03 +++
It might be a solution that might please both sides. It might be a way the democrats could
use a system which they claim works very well to go and essentially prove to republicans
in a sense that there's not fraud. Or allow republicans to see whether or not fraud might
be occurring or not in their states. There's issues that I can talk about that I have
problems with the NICS system but I think all of them very easily fixed. Now, the other
thing that I was
+++ 00:56:35 +++
supposed to talk about and wanted to talk about was some research that I've done on
vote fraud and voter participation rates. And we've heard discussions so far today about
the fact that there's concerns about making voting costly. And there's also increasing
returns to getting rid of fraud. Both Governor Sununu and Professor Smith have talked
about the perception
+++ 00:57:04 +++
of fraud that might occur and the impact that that could have on people's willingness to
go and vote. Obviously, Secretary Gardner's comments earlier about whether people
understand the process or whatever that could also impact whether people think the
system is operating properly or not. But it's this issue of perception, not necessarily
whether even fraud is actually occurring which can be important. Now, there's a lot of
different ways that people try to
+++ 00:57:35 +++
evaluate whether people perceive vote fraud as a significant problem. One thing is
polling. And Professor Smith has alluded to some of these things. One of the issues that
you have with polling is that polling can be self serving to some extent. If you have
partisans on one side or the other and they went to go— their political views could, in
some sense, affect the answers that they give more than what they actually think
something is occurring or not, though it may be the best way in some cases for us to find
+++ 00:58:06 +++
out what's happening. Other research can look at empirical impacts of photo IDs, for
example, on voter participation rates. But one thing that you see generally in the research
that's been done has been to focus on something like photo IDs and not taking into
account that there are many other types of laws that are changing. We've heard some
discussions about absentee ballots and other things that can affect or mail in voting that
can affect fraud. And even other
+++ 00:58:39 +++
things that can affect voter participation rates like election campaign regulations. So now
there's almost 100 countries around the world that require voters present a photo ID in
order to vote. And a lot of the debate that we've had in terms of government issued photo
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IDs has been to look at what percentage of the population doesn't have let's say a
driver's license
+++ 00:59:10 +++
or some other type of government issued photo ID. As an economist, I guess, what I
would point out is that that doesn't take into account how people can adjust their
behavior. And I'll just give you a simple analogy. And that is you look at taxes. Often,
what's done in order to predict the impact of let's say increasing tax rates is they assume
everybody will behave exactly the same. But, of course, as an economist I would tell you
if you raise the tax rate people may work less and you're not going to get maybe
+++ 00:59:41 +++
the same revenue. Now, maybe in an empirical debate, how much less they're going to
work, okay, but it's pretty clear they're going to work less to at least some degree whether
it's a tiny bit or a lot may affect, obviously, how much more tax revenue you're going to
get. But the same exact point applies when you're talking about looking at something like
whether people already have government issued photo IDs or not because as you
change the return to them having photo IDs some people who may not have felt it was
+++ 01:00:11 +++
worthwhile to go and get it before, may find they can easily go and get them now. And a
probably slightly better measure is to look at the percent of registered voters who
currently have IDs before the IDs were required. But, again, this suffers from the same
problem that I just mentioned previously. And it ignores the fact that as Brace has talked
about in his work you may be dealing with a number of dead people
+++ 01:00:41 +++
or other inactive voters who shouldn't be there for other reasons and may have been
excluded on the ID, the government issued ID list already. There's one example I wanted
to go and bring up and that is our neighbor to the south. Mexico had major election
reforms in 1991. Reforms that, I think, many people would regard as very draconian. But
Mexico up until that point had had a massive history of voter fraud. I
+++01:01:12 +++
don't think most people would put any weight on voter turnout rates prior to the late
1980s. The history of stuffing ballot boxes is widely known there. And so what Mexico did
in 1991 was to require that people have one particular form of photo ID to be able to go
and vote that contains both a photo and a thumbprint. And this notion of registering by
mail is not even
+++ 01:01:42 +++
close to what they have. A person must go in person to register to begin with. They must
go in a second time to go and actually pick up the ID. The photos and the thumbprints are
done by the government officials when they go in. And in order to register the person
must have at least— must have a birth certificate or other proofs of citizenship, another
form of government photo ID that's already issued and a recent utility bill. And particularly
when they first started this
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+++ 01:02:12 +++
process people in some cases had to travel 100 miles to be able to go and register to
vote, particularly, in rural areas in Mexico. So it wasn't like a simple process. It was
costly. You'd have to go multiple times. One would think this would dramatically reduce
the voter participation rate. And they also banned absentee ballots at the same time.
Absentee ballots weren't allowed until 2006. So what would these requirements do to
voter turnout? You would think the
+++ 01:02:44 +++
cost impact would be to dramatically reduce it. But given the history of fraud stuff and
stuff there you could think some of the comments that were made, you know, Professor
Smith's discussion about the integrity of the system affecting it. Well, you can see what
happens here. In 1988, the last year that they had before the reforms that they had an ID
they had 51.6 percent voter participation rate. Nineteen ninety-four the first presidential
election where it was in
+++ 01:03:16 +++
effect, it was up to 77.2 percent. So despite all these dramatic increases in cost they had
a huge almost 26 percent increase in voter participation rates. It fell down after that, but it
was still substantially higher than it had been immediately prior to the reforms. So there's
basically three things that happen here. One you can have a cost to voting which can
reduce the number of people who vote. You can call this the discouraging voter
hypothesis.
+++ 01:03:47 +++
You can also have it so that you eliminate fraud. And eliminating fraud could also reduce
the perceived rate that people are actually participating in voting. And then so both of
those go in the same direction. On the other hand, you have increased participation by
kind of ensuring integrity. Now, all of these things can be occurring at the same time. The
question is what dominates and I'm going to kind of skip ahead a little bit. But there's lots
of different types of voting
+++ 01:04:16 +++
rules that we have. Rules that make fraud harder, photo ID, non-photo ID. Provisional
ballots, there are questions that go either way. I'm not going to take the time to go
through that now. Things that can fraud easier, same day registration, absentee ballots,
registration by mail, voting by mail, pre-election poll voting. We can talk about all of those
things how they should be included one way or the other. And there are other things that
affect voter turnout. I'm not going to go through all of them because Brace and
+++ 01:04:46 +++
Smith have talked about things like demographics and income there. But you have
campaign finance laws. There's a large literature among economists and political
scientists about whether this entrenches incumbents, makes elections less close. And
would therefore retard voter participation rate. Also how effectively money is spent. You
have races for the presidency, governorship, senate, whether they're occurring, how
close they are. You have ballot initiatives, other things, demographics that we can
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+++ 01:05:16 +++
include. And in the study that I did I looked at data from 1996 to 2006. I've county level
data. And just to have some idea-- I think I have a minute left so I'll just try to go through
this quickly. You can just see here how important it is to account for all of these different
factors that are changing. So photo ID regulations. In '96 you only had 1 state. You had 8
states by 2006. Non-photo IDs went from 15 to 45.
+++ 01:05:49 +++
Absentee ballots went from 10 to 27. Provisional ballots went from 26 to 46. I could go
on. But the point is you're having so much changing that if you're only looking at one type
of measure there let's say photo IDs it's very hard to get an accurate picture of what's
happening. And I'm just going to summarize the results that I have at this point and that is
if you don't control for anything, you basically find no change, no statistically significant
change in voter
+++ 01:06:19 +++
participation rate from photo IDs. You see some increase when non-photo IDs are there.
If you start controlling for the different factors that I'm saying you basically see no change
in the results for photo IDs, some impact on non-photo IDs. One of the things that I also
try to do is to pick areas where there's this particular perception of fraud these so-called
hotspots of voter fraud. One can argue whether they're really there or not. If other people
have other lists
+++ 01:06:48 +++
I'm happy to go and try to and test those types of things. But there's at least some
evidence that places where there's a large perception of voter fraud having things that
make fraud more costly whether it's just a perception they're getting rid of or actual fraud
I can't tell. But at least there seems to be significant increases in voter participation rate.
So I greatly appreciate the time and thank you all for letting me talk to you.
+++ 01:07:15 +++
Kris Kobach: Thank you very much. We now have, I hope, a significant period of time to
ask some questions. I'll go ahead and get the ball rolling by asking the first question
which is actually really directed at all three of you. And it goes to something that Dr. Lott
was just talking about. So we see lots of polling data— well, some polling data on why
people vote. I'm wondering if any of you have seen data on why people don't vote? In the
state of Kansas,
+++ 01:07:47 +++
we are defending our proof of citizenship requirement. We're one of four states that have
that. And one of the things we did in the process of discovery for the litigation is we
conducted a poll and asked people who hadn't registered the reasons why they didn't
register. And it was an open-ended question and none of them gave the response, "I
didn't register because I didn't have a citizenship document," which was really one of the
essential questions we were wondering about. I wonder has there been any polling
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+++ 01:08:17 +++
of that question, not for registration but for voting? Why didn't you vote? And what are the
reasons that people give for not voting? And then specifically, is there a significant
percentage that say, "I didn't vote because I thought the election was going to be
conducted unfairly." Any sort of fear, fraud or integrity related reason given for not voting.
+++ 01:08:41 +++
Andrew Smith: The U.S. Census has conducted post-election studies going back quite
some time. And the major reason that they see that people don't vote in a similar sort of
question is that they just didn't bother. They weren't interested. They forgot. It was
basically issues of convenience and non-interest were the major reasons. I can't recall
whether or not concerns about fraud were mentioned. And as since it was an open-ended
comment I'm sure there were probably some people that said that but it would be in the
other bucket.

John Lott: I don't have anything to add.
+++ 01:09:15 +++
Kimball Brace: I can tell you that the Census Bureau's numbers for 2016 are actually
going to be coming out in another month. So it's some information that I think would be
useful for you and the commission to take a look at because I think they're going to get
into those kinds of questions with the newest data from 2016.

Kris Kobach: Okay. Thank you. Ken.
+++ 01:09:39 +++
Ken Blackwell: Thank you. <clears throat> Let me first thank all three of you all for very
thoughtful presentations. My first round of questions will deal with election administration,
therefore, Mr. Brace, I want to start with you. One of the big issues across the last several
elections is the whole notion of voter suppression. And one of the, I think,
+++ 01:10:10 +++
misconceptions out there in play is that some central authority within a state as opposed
to local boards of elections or townships make the decision about placement of voting
machines. Secondly, there's this conception or misconception that these local authorities
have shelves full of voting machines so that they should be able to anticipate changes in
+++ 01:10:45 +++
voting patterns or turnout from one election to another. And I will just set this up for you
by saying that in Ohio, in 2004, a very successful strategy that was implemented was to
talk to students at Ohio State University with a population of 58,000 to say vote in Ohio
as opposed to voting at home, which was legal. So
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+++ 01:11:17 +++
that what happened was that there was a flood of voters in the precincts that really broke
turnout records. And as a consequence, there were long lines. The misconception is that
those long lines reflected a deliberate voter suppression as opposed to looking at the
realities that it actually was a good strategy based on the fiscal constraints and the
availability
+++ 01:11:48 +++
of voting machines by local boards of elections. So how do we sort of right this record?
Am I wrong? Are most voting machine decisions at the county board of elections level or
local level? And how do they deal with those problems?
+++ 01:12:07 +++
Kimball Brace: In most jurisdictions around the country it is at the county level or at the
township level as you have here in New Hampshire where they make the decisions in
terms of the allocation of machines. Now, in many instances they're governed by how
many registered voters there can be a precinct and that determines under state law
whether or not they need two machines or four machines or that sort of thing. So there's
that variation. I was a member of
+++ 01:12:37 +++
the long lines commission in my county in 2013 looking at what we had the problems in
Prince William County. And what we found is that indeed there was a problem of too
many registered voters in a precinct. Their precincts were too large. And as a result, it
was governed by how many machines they had at that point in time. But as a result we
added fourteen more precincts to the county so that each of the precincts
+++ 01:13:08 +++
could be smaller in size. That improved things immensely so that by the time we got to
2014 and 2016 we didn't have those long lines. The other thing that we've been
encouraging in my county, Prince William County, is to absentee vote. Absentee vote
ahead of time. We are a suburb of Washington D.C. people spend a lot of time coming
from our county to get into D.C. to their workplace. Under Virginia law, if you're
+++ 01:13:39 +++
going to be away from the county for eleven hours you can vote absentee. And so we
encouraged people this time to vote absentee and we've seen a bigger increase. The
absentee rate varies across the country, varies by jurisdiction. Basically, you see in New
England and the upper northeast absentee rates tend to be lower. Absentee rates are
better when you go
+++ 01:14:10 +++
further west in this country. But that has a big impact on whether or not you've got the
long lines.
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Ken Blackwell: And I wanted to make sure we understood what— so the fix was for the
next election.

Kimball Brace: That's correct.

Ken Blackwell: There's very little you can do in the moment.
+++ 01:14:25 +++
Kimball Brace: It is. In the moment, it's very, very difficult. I mean basically we were
allocating machines in June for the November election. Now, one of the problems that we
had in 2012 is that in June we had x-number of registered of voters, whichever it was. But
we had a big increase in September. And that wasn't taken into account in terms of the
allocation of machines because they had done it in June. And so that was another
problem that we had. Again, we solved
+++ 01:14:57 +++
that by changing the number of registered voters and increasing the number of precincts
in the county.
+++ 01:15:05 +++
Ken Blackwell: And let me just say for my colleagues, the reason I'm asking this
question is because control of the narrative is so important. And the narrative has to be
steeped in facts. So if the question is is the purpose of this commission to advocate
things that would actually suppress votes, it would seem to me that we need to start off
with the fact that things
+++ 01:15:37 +++
occur in elections that are impacted by the financial constraints on election
administration, the fact that these are locally controlled operations that in large measure
are impacted by the financial status of the local authority. And secondly, impacted by the
strategies conducted by the campaigns so that long
+++ 01:16:06 +++
lines can, in fact, reflect political success in the execution of a campaign strategy versus
the intentional creation of long lines to discourage voters from sticking around and voting.
+++ 01:16:22 +++
Kimball Brace: Right. I think the financial consideration that you've outlined is very
much key in this country. We don't provide enough money for the conduct of elections.
And we don't know how much money is spent in the administration of election. It is a
project that I would love to get into.

Ken Blackwell: Thank you.
11/27/17

Heartwood Media, Inc.
RP? HEARTMCC-32

\

ProductionTian suipts.com 888-349-3022

Page 24 of 124

Ref#: HEARTMCC-32
Heartwood Media, Inc. / Uploaded Files
page 25 of 124
Kris Kobach, Bill Gardner, John H. Sununu, Dr. Andrew Smith, Kimball Brace,Dr. John Lott /
Presidential Commission Heartwood.mp4
Kris Kobach: Secretary Dunlap.
+++ 01:16:46 +++
Matthew Dunlap: Thank you, Mr. Speaker Vice-Chairman. Thank again— as former
secretary of state, Ken Blackwell, I want to echo his thanks for you coming here and
making these presentations today. I found them all fascinating. Mr. Brace, you said
something that caught my ear which is that home ownership is the number one driver to
turnout. Would it also follow that those would constitute the easiest demographic to
identify?
+++ 01:17:13 +++
Kimball Brace: Certainly. Certainly, it does. I mean the Census data gives you the
demographics down at the very small level of what percent are homeowners versus what
percent are renters. And, indeed, you can see that variation. If one— and I always
encourage election officials, administrators to take a look at their own county and take
that data down at the precinct level to see how that varies in your own jurisdiction. We
see in Prince William County immense
+++ 01:17:45 +++
changes in terms of down at Woodbridge versus up in the northern part of the county.
You can see that but it is governed an awful lot by that home ownership question.
+++ 01:17:57 +++
Matthew Dunlap: Thank you. And Dr. Smith, you made a— your presentation was
wonderful. You did say something about in New Hampshire those who are domiciled
versus citizens. Can you clarify that?

Andrew Smith: I can. I think Secretary Gardner could probably do a better job at this
than I can.

Matthew Dunlap: I rely on academics.

<group laughter>

John Lott: That's a mistake.
+++ 01:18:23 +++
Andrew Smith: The court rulings in New Hampshire say that the requirement for voting
is that you are domiciled here which has been interpreted to mean that you spend most
of your nights in the state. So this is a question that comes up routinely in election years.
I live in Durham where the University of New Hampshire is, a big college town. We often
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get complaints that there are college students who are out of state students who are
voting. But it is legal in New Hampshire for you to have a Massachusetts's driver's
+++ 01:18:52 +++
license and have Massachusetts's plates on your cars and pay out of state tuition to the
university and still be eligible to vote because you are domiciled in New Hampshire,
meaning that you spend most of your nights here. So there is a distinction in the law
between citizenship and domicility [ph?] in New Hampshire.
+++ 01:19:10 +++
Matthew Dunlap: And I find the point fascinating because we did a study in the state of
Maine some years ago when we were looking at establishing a residency requirement to
get a driver's license. And we found in the 38 titles of Maine law there's got to be at least
25 categories of definitions for what constitutes a resident. And it does seem to cast a
pretty board net. And interestingly enough probably the most serious qualifications for
citizenship would be to get a resident hunting or fishing license,
+++ 01:19:40 +++
mostly to keep people from New Hampshire from shooting all of our deer I would
imagine.

<group laughter>

Andrew Smith: We got plenty of our own.
+++ 01:19:47 +++
Matthew Dunlap: So I think along that line that's something for us, I think, to bear in
mind is that among the several states these are questions that have great variety. But the
issue of where's your pillow seems to be a key question here in terms of your ability to
vote versus having— being a homeowner is different. I mean I know I was having this
conversation this morning before I settled in Old Town for one academic year as a
graduate student, which was 28 years ago which is reflective probably more of my
+++ 01:20:20 +++
inertia than it is my academic abilities as a graduate student. It's not been that long of a
year. I didn't plan on staying there but I did. And what we find is that, you know, in my life
I mean I think I've lived in about eight different places. I moved six times in five years.
And I think that's fairly typical for young professionals and students and others who move
around a lot and that's something that makes it harder to track if they don't own that
home and stay put and they're reliable.
+++ 01:20:47 +++
Kimball Brace: It is another interesting fact coming from the Census Bureau is that
basically about seventeen percent of the American public moves every year. That's
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phenomenal. Now, that has come down since the 2008 problem with the recession and
that sort of thing. It dropped down to about eleven percent. But that's the amount of
change that they see every year.
+++ 01:21:14 +++
Andrew Smith: Could I just emphasize that specifically to New Hampshire. Between
2000 and 2008 about one-third of our potential voters were different people and that was
similar. It was 30 percent between 2008 and 2016 where about a third of the potential
voters were different people than they were prior. So looking for trends and trying to
figure out what's going on is a very difficult thing when you do have that kind of mobility.

John Lott: It's the same people who are moving.
+++ 01:21:40 +++
Matthew Dunlap: And I'll conclude, Mr. Vice-Chairman, I think the thing that serves as
something of a touchstone for all of us here is that regardless of whether or not people
move six times in five years or they live in the same house their whole lives, you have to
be very careful when we're talking about things like additional security layers or additional
integrity measures is that we are talking about citizens who have a fundamental right to
vote and we need to be mindful of that.
+++ 01:22:06 +++
Kris Kobach: Secretary Gardner had a follow up question to Secretary Dunlap's and
then we'll go to Commissioner McCormick after that.

Bill Gardner: Thank you. This is directed to you, Kim.

Kimball Brace: Okay.
+++ 01:22:16 +++
Bill Gardner: This commission had requested public information. It asked for only what
is actually legally public in each state in the country. With all of the work you've done over
the years, are you aware of any state that does not provide the public in that state
information like who voted in the election, whether someone did or not, a list of the
names of
+++ 01:22:49 +++
those who were registered and able to vote, so that the request that the commission
made was that even if a state only made public the name and address of a person, that if
that state sent that information that was in compliance with the request that this
commission made. So are you aware that there are any
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+++ 01:23:19 +++
states that do not allow the public to see the actual document of the election itself that
shows who was eligible and who voted and who didn't?
+++ 01:23:34 +++
Kimball Brace: It does vary across the states with different state laws in what is allowed
to be available and not allowed to be available. But it's generally the case that one can
get access to that kind of information. The kicker is that sometimes it's the candidates
that have access to it, or the state parties that have access to it for a campaign purpose
but not necessarily some academics or other kinds of
+++ 01:24:07 +++
people. It varies, though, in terms of different states in how they put on those restrictions.

Bill Gardner: So there are some states that don't make it public. They don't let their
citizens see...

Kimball Brace: They'll make it public but it's in what form...

John Lott: And to whom.

Kimball Brace: And to whom.
+++ 01:24:25 +++
Bill Gardner: But I mean public. I mean for any person. Like in New Hampshire we have
the right to know law. Anything that is a government document, any person has the right
to come in and ask for that and get it. And so voting being a public act, the process can
be secret how they actually vote but the process is a public process. And that process
creates a public document. And that document is a governmental record.
+++ 01:24:56 +++
Are there states that don't allow that kind of governmental record to be available to
anyone who wishes it?

Kimball Brace: I don't believe there is on that side.

Kris Kobach: Commissioner McCormick.
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+++ 01:25:10 +++
Christy McCormick: Yes. Thank you all to the panelists. I have a few questions. As a
commissioner on the EAC I understand the problems with data collection, of course, with
our EAVS survey and the differences in interpretation of the questions that we ask and
the data that is submitted, for example, what is actually early voting? Does it include
absentee voting? You know, the issues. I know IEEE and some others are working on
common data format. What are
+++ 01:25:42 +++
your thoughts on a common data format for reporting election data? Is it feasible? What
are the downsides to it? Is this something we should be pursuing?
+++ 01:25:52 +++
Kimball Brace: I have been a member of the common data format team under NIST
and participate in their weekly conversations and conference calls that we talk about that
common data format. So I've been intricately involved in that process. It is possible if it's
produced correctly that you can have that kind of information. And part of the goal, I know
the goal of the EAC is to make that common data format
+++ 01:26:22 +++
something that everybody can then share. And it can also improve your data collection
effort on the EAVS survey to get the information. It's still going to take some time, though.
There's still different interpretations. Each of you interpret different ways of saying what
turnout is or what is registration as I showed there. So it varies across the board. But it's
+++ 01:26:51 +++
clear that we need to have a central locality where we can collect that information and get
it into a common format so that everybody can make use of it.
+++ 01:27:04 +++
Christy McCormick: Thank you. Do you know if the Census Bureau has worked on that
issue at all?

Kimball Brace: Because I do so much work with the Census Bureau in addition to
election administration I've tried to bring them into the process also.
+++ 01:27:18 +++
Christy McCormick: Okay. Dr. Lott, I am unfamiliar with the NICS database, could you
let me know, who maintains that database and where do they get their information from?
+++ 01:27:29 +++
John Lott: Yes. Well,the NICS system is run by the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and
Firearms within the Department of Justice. And they have reporting requirements for law
enforcement from around the country. And there's also been some recent changes with
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regard to mental health and other things that wouldn't be relevant for this commission.
But it's basically requirements that law enforcement around the country required to keep
an updated database and to
+++ 01:27:58 +++
report that information constantly to NICS. There's information required from the state
department and other places with regard to citizenship information where the people are
here on a Visa, for example. It's interesting, but as I said, a lot of the same rules that
determine whether you can vote, determine whether or not people are legally able to own
a gun.
+++ 01:28:22 +++
Christy McCormick: It's interesting. Dr. Smith, regarding trust in paper ballots versus
machine cast ballots, do you think part of the reason for the mistrust of the machines is a
lack of understanding of the technology in that? I mean it's very simple to understand a
paper ballot. It's not so simple to understand the complexities of how the DRE machines
work. Has that been studied at all?
+++ 01:28:50 +++
Andrew Smith: I'm not aware specifically of that getting down to that level, but it's
certainly a plausible explanation. And I think with a paper ballot to be able to point to
something that you can physically hold in your hand I think is more comforting to most
people than knowing that it sits on a chip some place.
+++ 01:29:08 +++
Christy McCormick: Yeah. And, of course, the accessibility community has issues with
paper ballots. And I think that's something that we need to keep in mind to be able to vote
privately is an issue there, as well. Do any of you know whether there have been studies
on the lack of ccs education? I mean in the early sixties, as your graph pointed out, we
had more turnout. And I think there's kind of a correlation in the drop in civics education
across the country with
+++ 01:29:37 +++
turnout. I don't know if anybody has done any of that study.
+++ 01:29:42 +++
Andrew Smith: As a professor in political science I hate to say that there probably has
been a decline in the number of hours that are being taught. The primary and secondary
schools are required to teach a lot more things now than they were say 30 or 40 years
ago. But as I pointed out, I don't know if we can point to one single thing like cilAcs
education as being a cause of decline. It's certainly one factor that could be in play. But I
would be hesitant to say that that is the reason that we've seen a decline. As
+++ 01:30:13 +++
a political scientist, I would like to see greater civic education.
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Christy McCormick: Thank you.

John Lott: They can make up it up in your classes in college.

Kris Kobach: We're going to go now to Secretary Lawson, and then you'll go to
Commissioner von Spakovsky.
+++ 01:30:26 +++
Connie Lawson: Well, thank you panelists for being here today. I enjoyed your
presentations. I have a couple of questions about what influences an infrequent voter.
I've been reading some studies, recently, and what I've been reading is that the ability to
vote on election day anywhere like the vote center concept would influence an infrequent
voter to
+++ 01:30:56 +++
get an urge on election day and show up. Versus the availability of increased early
absentee ability. So have you seen any studies on that? And have you determined for
yourself what that might be to influence that infrequent voter?
+++ 01:31:17 +++
Kimball Brace: Well, certainly from the standpoint of election administrators they're very
much interested in what is potential with the vote center concept. It is a concept that has
come into being in probably the last twenty years to try to see what can be done. In many
ways, it is like an absentee location. We have in my county we have four absentee
locations that you can go to before the election day and cast an absentee
+++ 01:31:48 +++
vote. You can cast it on a machine, on a paper ballot, whatever the case may be. It's all
available there. They're strategically placed within the county to help people get to a
relatively central location from their standpoint. So it's that kind of convenience to the
voters that a lot of election administrators are experimenting with to try to improve that
process to get more people to turn out.
+++ 01:32:22 +++
Kimball Brace: Have you seen any studies about the infrequent voter? And did they
take more advantage of an opportunity to vote early? Or do they take more advantage of
the opportunity to vote any place in a county on election day?

Kimball Brace: I don't know that there's been specific studies on that. Unless, you've
seen...
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+++ 01:32:43 +++
John Lott: Yeah, I've done work on that. I mean that's— I mean essentially just looking
at the overall participation rate and to see how that changes, as you see change these
different rules. And I can just kind of go through some of these things. Probably, the
biggest things are like registration by mail changes. Same day registration has a big
impact. A little bit further down you have things like vote by mail provisional ballots,
absentee ballot, has about a
+++ 01:33:17 +++
five-percentage point increase there. I could tell you the different amounts. But when it's
trying to account for all of these different factors at the same time that's kind of the
relative ranking that you see in terms of changes. Now, whether that's real legitimate
people doing it or some increase in fraud that you might see for some of those things,
that I can't tell you the distinction.

Connie Lawson: Okay. Thank you.

Kris Kobach: Commissioner von Sapkovsky.
+++ 01:33:44 +++
Hans von Sapkovsky: Dr. Smith and Kim if you want to answer on this too. The study
that you showed and a lot of folks in this area say there's been this general decline in
turnout after the 1960 election. But as you probably know there are a number of
statisticians and other social scientists who say that those numbers are not correct. And
the reason they say is the 1960s numbers are based on voting age population. And since
that time, of course, we've had
+++ 01:34:15 +++
a much larger increase of non-citizens in the country which are included in the VAP
numbers even though they can't vote. And the prison population has gotten much larger.
And in 48 states in the country, of course, you can't vote when you are in prison. And
these other statisticians say that when you actually take that into account and instead of
using VAP you use citizen eligible voting age population that there actually has
+++ 01:34:45 +++
not been a steady decline. That it has kind of leveled off and stayed, I think, pretty much
the same. What do you say about those numbers and that analysis of the statistics you
used in this area?
+++ 01:35:00 +++
Andrew Smith: Voting age population does have a series of weaknesses as you point
out. Voting eligible, I think, is a better measure to use. As Mr. Brace would tell you that's
a more difficult challenge to get that information over time, historically. And that's one of
the reasons in historical analysis it's usually voting age population that's pointed to. I
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think that you're probably right that the turnout figures once you adjust for those factors
are better
+++ 01:35:31 +++
than are reflected in the voting age population numbers. But I think that the decline still is
there since the 1950s and 1960s. It just may not be as dramatic given the increase in the
population of people that aren't eligible.
+++ 01:35:49 +++
Hans von Sapkovsky: Kim, I can call you Kim. We've known each other for more than
two decades. I had a question for you because you keep track of voting equipment. So
you know the voting equipment that's used in every county and township in the country
and in the states. I have a question for you, I just saw in the news that Virginia has decertified DRE or direct recording equipment. Now, my understanding of Virginia is that
they overwhelmingly use OptiScan
+++ 01:36:19 +++
paper ballots for voting. But in order to comply with the Help America Vote Act passed by
Congress in 2002 which required that at least one voting machine in each precinct be
one that people who are disabled can use. For example, people who are blind can vote
independently, the only equipment that allows you to do that is a DRE. So I guess my
question is, it's two months before their election I'm assuming from what
+++ 01:36:49 +++
you know of the voting equipment in that state they're not going to be in compliance with
that requirement.
+++ 01:36:54 +++
Kimball Brace: It is a possibility. There are, I believe, it's 22 counties in the state of
Virginia that are suddenly scrambling since the Friday decision of the state board. And
certainly one of the considerations they've got to take into account is the handicapped
voting. There are some devices that could be available from that side to make that a little
bit easier and to allow you to at least have that kind of
+++ 01:37:24 +++
a capability. I know in my precinct in Prince William County we have, in essence, a DRE
that produces a paper, that produces the optical scan ballot. And that is then read like all
other optical scan ballots so that you get that capability of the voter being able to see on
a screen what is the variation and the benefits of those kind of screens as you can get
them with different languages in different size type. You
+++ 01:37:55 +++
can assist the voter in a lot more ways by having that kind of an electronic capability if it's
coupled with the paper ballot. Unfortunately, if you look at vote history in this country the
American public knows how to foul up a paper ballot. That is one of the unfortunate facts
that we have. So the question is how to help the American voter mark the ballot properly.
That's the key. And education, I think, is critical to that.
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+++ 01:38:28 +++
John Lott: Yeah, I just want to make a quick comment addressing what Professor Smith
just said and that is you mentioned two things that are happening, one kind of foreign
born population increase but also prison population. Prison population can't explain the
change. I mean you've had an increase in prison population but it's been much more than
offset by the changing voting rules in terms of allowing people who are felons to be able
to go and vote. From 2000 on you've had major changes across the states. And that
+++ 01:38:57 +++
kind of stock of people who now can vote who were felons dramatically much more than
offsets the-- any change that you've had in the number of people who are in prison.

Hans von Sapkovsky: Thanks.

Kris Kobach: Go ahead.
+++ 01:39:14 +++
Matthew Dunlap: Thank you, Mr. Vice-Chairman. Dr. Lott, I wasn't going to follow up on
this but Commission McCormick's questions kind of reignited my interest in your
presentation about the instant checks system. Now, my understanding since it's been a
few years since I've run one of these checks but I used to do it, that somebody fills out
their form. It used to be the form 4417. I think it's 4473 now. And they put all of their
proprietary information on there. And you make the call. And you specify long gun,
handgun. And
+++ 01:39:47 +++
you give them the information and they come back with one of three responses which is
either proceed, deny or delay. And our AlF agent told me that delay usually the most
common demographic to get caught up in a delay are law enforcement officers because
they tend to buy and sell a lot of guns and it raises a flag in the system. But in my
experience they never tell you why someone is delayed or denied. It's just denied.
+++ 01:40:11 +++
John Lott: But that information is there. It's easy to access. There's no reason why it
can't be provided. There's no law that says that they can't provide it. They just have
streamlined the system to basically give what's necessary for the store or the FFL who is
handling it. There's no reason why the FFL has to know why the person has been denied
being able to go and purchase the gun.
+++ 01:40:33 +++
Matthew Dunlap: I guess I was sort of under the impression you're making a
comparative analysis. But are you suggesting that we use the NICS system for elections?
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+++ 01:40:41 +++
John Loll: Sure, I don't see why not. You have the same— I mean there may be
alternatives and we can talk about alternatives, but here you have something that many
people who would be involved in this debate are on the record, whether they think this is
a good system or not. It seems like it would solve a lot of the political divisions that are
there. And it has in the database the types of things that you would want to look at in
terms of whether or not somebody would be qualified for voting.
+++01:41:10 +++
Matthew Dunlap: I would think KW would have some concerns about that.
+++ 01:41:13 +++
John Lott: Well, I'm not sure why. I mean they go— for example, as I mentioned, the
state of Kentucky every month they use the database to go and see all the concealed
carry permit holders in the state, whether or not they've been flagged. A lot of states do it
once a year. It's completely their choice, whether they use it once every month or once a
year or they do could do it once a day. The KW just provides the services when it's
requested. Now, maybe if all of the states went there would be increased demand for
+++ 01:41:44 +++
their services and Congress would have to allocate some more money to them. But it's
not like this is a technically sophisticated problem there. These states constantly compare
their lists of concealed carry permit holders to the database that they're in. It's a relatively
simple process. My understanding is for Kentucky to run this you're talking about
something that takes minutes for them to do.
+++ 01:42:08 +++
Matthew Dunlap: Well, I would observe Mr. Vice Chairman, if implemented, we'd be
witnessing a sterling example of the laws of unintended consequences in public policy.

John Lott: In what way?

Matthew Dunlap: The NICS system wasn't designed for elections. It was designed for
doing background checks in firearms sales.
+++ 01:42:26 +++
John Lott: No, but it's the same things that disqualify you from being able to own a gun
that would disqualify somebody from voting.
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Matthew Dunlap: Well, when I would make those background check calls I wasn't
talking to a live person. It wasn't punching in data.
+++ 01:42:39 +++
John Lott: No, but you don't have to. I mean, obviously, that's one reason why these
checks are so costly when you privately transfer a gun. You have somebody...

Matthew Dunlap: But KW didn't charge us for that.
+++ 01:42:49 +++
John Lott: Right. But when you're talking about an FFL doing it, the FFL has to take
time. Sometimes there are delays. They have to charge an average cost in order to
overcome it. One of the reasons why places like New York City and Washington D.C.
have these incredibly high costs is just, you know, you have other regulations that are
imposed by localities that are there that don't have anything to do with how the NICS
system actually functions. But you can just see—
+++ 01:43:19 +++
I mean I haven't gotten access to the cost per individual states that compared their
CCW's, their permit holders to it but my guess is it's a pretty tri+Aal cost for them to go and
do that, if they do it in that type of batch data set there.
+++ 01:43:36 +++
Matthew Dunlap: Well, I mentioned the unintended consequences. I mean we started
issuing driver's licenses in 1920s to show that someone was qualified to operate a motor
vehicle and now it's become this global identity document. It was never intended to do
that. We started putting pictures on driver's licenses to keep kids from using their big
brother's driver's license to buy beer. That was the public policy purpose behind that. And
now you see us skating around all of the complications of the Real ID Act. We've talked
about voter ID and other issue. That was never what that document was intended for just
like NICS was
+++ 01:44:05 +++
never intended to be used as an elections tool. So it's just something that I find a rather
strident departure from how we use technology.

Christy McCormick: Mr. Vice-Chair, can I follow up on that?

Kris Kobach: Go ahead, follow-up yeah.
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+++ 01:44:17 +++
Christy McCormick: Are you suggesting that we completely replace other databases?
Or is this just another data set that we can run lists against? I mean we already use a lot
of different databases, NCOA, and driver's licenses.
+++ 01:44:31 +++
John Lott: Sure. But this one has kind of one-stop shopping in terms of covering all of
the different aspects and citizenship and whether somebody has a criminal record for the
places that it matters whether you have a criminal record. And one reason for using this
is that it's been hashed out in the political debates lots and lots of times. People who
might normally object to having these types of checks done have been on the record
many times over about how they
+++ 01:45:02 +++
think the NICS system works. And so if this is a system that they have honestly believed
over time is a fair and accurate way of determining whether or not somebody is legally
able to go and own a gun, presumably they would also think that it's not going to
suppress voter turnout.
+++ 01:45:24 +++
Kris Kobach: Let me ask a question on a slightly different topic. Although, I would like
Dr. Lott to respond first, and then the others as well. You mentioned that you've made
some effort to track what is a central issue in this whole debate about photo ID and that is
the— any affect that it may have— that change may have on subsequent voter
participation rates. There was a study that the GAO did a couple of years ago attempting
to derive some conclusions. My
+++ 01:45:56 +++
impression as being someone whose degree is not in statistics is that it was a rather
rudimentary calculation that the GAO did. They took a handful of states that made the
change to photo ID including Kansas and Tennessee. And then they took a handful of
states that did not make the change to photo ID over the same time period including
among other states Maine, I think, was on the list. And then they said, here is the change
in participation rates from the
+++ 01:46:27 +++
presidential election in '08 to the presidential election in '12 in the two states that adopted
photo ID here's the change, the delta in the states that did not adopt photo ID. Here's our
conclusion. And here are the differences. And when I read that I was struck that it was a
complete apples to oranges question. I looked at Matt's state, Maine, and saw that they
had all kinds of amazingly interesting things on the ballot including a public initiative in
2012 whereas
+++ 01:46:56 +++
in Kansas 2012 was something that happens every twelve years in our cycle where
there's no presidential race, no U.S. Senate race, and no statewide officers so you had
Heartwood Media, Inc.
RP? HEARTMCC-32

11/27/17
www.ProductionTian scripts.com 888-349-3022

Page 37 of 124

Ref#: HEARTMCC-32
Heartwood Media, Inc. / Uploaded Files
page 38 of 124
Kris Kobach, Bill Gardner, John H. Sununu, Dr. Andrew Smith, Kimball Brace,Dr. John Lott /
Presidential Commission Heartwood.mp4
nobody running a statewide campaign and so '12 was one of our very low political activity
years. And the GAO didn't account for any of that.
+++ 01:47:14 +++
John Lott: Right. Even how close it was with regard to the presidential races it may
have been closer in one state in 2012 than it was— or the first year than it was in the
second year.
+++ 01:47:25 +++
Kris Kobach: So my question to you is did you see similar flaws in the GAO study? And
you also mention that you need to control for certain things if you want to try to accurately
measure the effect of photo ID law. Could you elaborate? Did you look at the GAO study?
And what are the factors you need to control for?
+++ 01:47:40 +++
John Lott: No, no, I think you did a good job of characterizing GAO study. Look, when I
look at data I look at all of the data that's available for all of the years its available when
I'm doing the study. And there's so many things that can affect voter turnout. You
mentioned some things. And so I would want to look at not only whether there happened
to be a senate race in one year and not in another year, but how close the race was.
Those things as Brace was mentioning sometimes you'll have a higher turnout because
of the
+++ 01:48:10 +++
senate race may be particularly tough. And you have other laws that are changing at the
same time. You know, it's not just photo IDs. But you have things like absentee ballot
rules can change, how you can register, lots of things, as I was showing. You have
massive changes over this period of time and lots of different rules. And just to focus on
one rule and not realize that a lot of rules got changed at the same
+++ 01:48:39 +++
time in different states. That there's really no way that you can know that it's just— even if
you had controlled properly for the closeness of elections and what have you, that you
could pick that up. And initiatives what I try to do in my work is I have information on what
types of ballot initiatives are going on in each state because those can be very hot topics
in some places.
+++ 01:49:05 +++
Kris Kobach: So is it your answer that no matter how hard you try to control for the
variables, you're never going to be able to control for all of the variables and get a clear
answer? Or what?
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+++ 01:49:15 +++
John Lott: Well, I mean you do your best on the things. But hopefully, we have some
objective measure of whether somebody even tries to control for the things or not control
for them. And what I can say is at least in the range of things that I've looked at what the
results are fairly consistent. And so whether you— I look at many different types of laws
that deal with vote fraud. I deal with initiatives. I deal with presidential, Senate,
gubernatorial elections, how
+++ 01:49:45 +++
close they are. I have extensive demographic information and other types of things that
are there for precisely the reasons that you're bringing up, the points that you're raising
are exactly the reasons why you've got to control for other things.
+++ 01:49:59 +++
Kris Kobach: And just finally, was it your conclusion— because you were kind of rushing
to finish your presentation that if you make the change to photo ID requirements it has no
significant effect on turnout?
+++ 01:50:11 +++
John Lott: Yeah. Right. I mean basically except when you look at places which are
considered hotspots for voter fraud, there you actually see a statistically significant
increase in turnout. But generally, when you're looking across the whole country you just
never see statistically significant results. Sometimes it's a slight drop that's not
statistically significant. Sometimes it's a slight increase that's not statistically significant.
But it's really not different from zero. And one of the interesting things
+++ 01:50:41 +++
I didn't have time to go through is you can break it down by race and gender and age of
the different voters. And it's like completely random. You can't say it's so you look at
blacks, for example, maybe it increases it for black males, 20 to 40 causes it to go down
slightly for 40 to 60 and then up again for 60 to 80. It's not— so there's no systematic
effect across
+++ 01:51:12 +++
races or gender or age that's there. And so it just seems like— and these are virtually
always statistically insignificant differences themselves. But there's no pattern that you
can look there that says that there's a particular group in the population that seems to
have been disadvantaged as a result of these rules.

Kris Kobach: Do either of you want to comment on that?

11/27/17

Heartwood Media, Inc.
RP? HEARTMCC-32

\

ProductionTian suipts.com 888-349-3022

Page 39 of 124

Ref#: HEARTMCC-32
Heartwood Media, Inc. / Uploaded Files
page 40 of 124
Kris Kobach, Bill Gardner, John H. Sununu, Dr. Andrew Smith, Kimball Brace,Dr. John Lott /
Presidential Commission Heartwood.mp4
+++ 01:51:37 +++
Andrew Smith: I agree. It's a very complicated issue because there are so many
different factors that you have to take into account and the data on all of those factors
aren't necessarily consistent from place to place and time to time.

Kris Kobach: Secretary Blackwell.

Ken Blackwell: This is my day for election administration.

Kris Kobach: All right, good!

Ken Blackwell: Provisional ballots. You used some figures that would suggest that
46/47 states use provisional ballots?
+++ 01:52:09 +++
Kimball Brace: No, I did not put in things in terms of provisional ballots. The EAC, in
their study, they have information in terms of that. But it varies across the states in terms
of how provisional ballots are implemented. Sometimes they're a high percentage,
sometimes they're a low percentage. And so you've really got to understand what's going
on to figure out, "Is provisional ballots having an impact or not
+++ 01:52:39 +++
having an impact?" I know in my state, in my jurisdiction in Prince William County, we
have a relatively low number of provisional ballots in the state. But other states, they
have a high rate of provisional ballots. So it varies across the--

Ken Blackwell: From a just pure management standpoint, in Ohio, you must vote in the
precinct in which you're registered.

Kimball Brace: Right.
+++ 01:53:08 +++
Ken Blackwell: Because there are local issues that differ from precinct to precinct. And
therefore, provisional ballots are used when you don't pop up in your right precinct. But,
you know, they can correct for that.

Kimball Brace: Sometimes.
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Ken Blackwell: Sometimes.

Kimball Brace: Some states don't allow to correct for that. Other states do say that that
portion of the ballot—

Ken Blackwell: That's right.

Kimball Brace:

that you are eligible for, you could have that portion counted. While in

other states, they knock out the entire ballot.
+++ 01:53:41 +++
Ken Blackwell: But given the diversity of our system, and the, you know, in that case,
the disintegration of our system, that is a position that is generally accepted as an
acceptable practice based on the state, based on the state reaching that conclusion that
this is the way they want to manage their elections.

Kimball Brace: It is governed by the state law that does that, yes.
+++ 01:54:08 +++
Ken Blackwell: Okay. The second point of this, Dr. Smith, what have seen in terms of
early voting? I know that in 2002 we were looking at it in Ohio. I'll just use Ohio, a week.
Then all of a sudden it was two weeks, and now it is 30 days. Which puts added financial
burden on strapped local boards of
+++ 01:54:37 +++
elections. Apart from that financial burden, what have we seen in terms of early voting? Is
there a higher chance of manipulation, or error, or— what's been our !earnings from the
30-day window versus the two-week window, versus the week window?

Andrew Smith: I'm going to punt to these guys. Because they've looked at this more
carefully than I have.

Ken Blackwell: Oh, okay.

Andrew Smith: I think Kimball probably has done more on this.
+++ 01:55:08 +++
Kimball Brace: We have taken a look at that kind of a circumstance. I know in my own
county, we have a relatively long period of time where you can come in and vote an
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absentee ballot. In my county, we don't staff all four sites for absentee ballots for the
entire time period. We only have two of those open for the first two weeks, and then we
open all four for the two weeks closest to the election. We found that that
+++ 01:55:39 +++
is a lot better use of management and time and cost to be able to facilitate the voters.
They're not always interested that far out. Some of them are. So you make the
opportunity, but you certainly kind of compact that area into a set period of time, closer to
the election.
+++ 01:56:03 +++
John Lott: In my work, I find that basically once it's more than a week that you have for
this pre-voting, it has a small, but very small effect in terms of the increased participation
that you're going to be having.

Kris Kobach: Commissioner Adams?

J. Christian Adams: Mr. Brace, you said you found approximately just over ten percent
of inactive voters in Prince William County voted in 2016. Is that about right?

Kimball Brace: Actually, it was in 2014—

J. Christian Adams: 2014.

Kimball Brace: -- when we did that study, yes.
+++ 01:56:33 +++
J. Christian Adams: Is what separates an active from an inactive voter essentially just
filling out a form in the polling place, and then being able to vote?

Kimball Brace: In Virginia, yes, you basically state that you are a resident. There was
no reason for me to not get that piece of mail or whatever, and you can end up voting in
that case.
+++ 01:56:56 +++
J. Christian Adams: When you worked on the EAC survey, was there any thought
given to collapsing these two categories together? Or otherwise treating active and
inactive as— you testified that some inactive states don't report that. Shouldn't they be
reporting the number of inactives if they're eligible to vote just by filling out a form?

11/27/17

Heartwood Media, Inc.
RP? HEARTMCC-32

\

ProductionTian suipts.com 888-349-3022

Page 42 of 124

Ref#: HEARTMCC-32
Heartwood Media, Inc. / Uploaded Files
page 43 of 124
Kris Kobach, Bill Gardner, John H. Sununu, Dr. Andrew Smith, Kimball Brace,Dr. John Lott /
Presidential Commission Heartwood.mp4
+++ 01:57:18 +++
Kimball Brace: I believe that really you should have both sets of numbers, but you
should keep them apart, so you can understand the differences between them. Indeed, if
we have inactive numbers in a state where it's a low percentage that is inactive, then you
can end up having a different impact. But clearly when you look at the data across the
board, by adding in the inactive in many instances, you get some of those
+++ 01:57:47 +++
instances that I explained that are more than 100 percent of the voting age, or the
citizenship voting age.
+++ 01:57:53 +++
J. Christian Adams: Let me come back to that in a second. Election Data Services, you
testified about some of the public information. Some states you can get voter lists and so
forth like the Commission has asked for, like the commission has asked for. Has Election
Data Services had the occasion to compile voter lists and receive this information?
+++ 01:58:10 +++
Kimball Brace: We only do that when we're under consulting contract with the
jurisdiction. So we're an extension of the jurisdiction, we were working with them. We do
a lot of work with re-precincting, and helping the jurisdiction reassign the polling places
and that sort of thing. And in that instance, we're taking the voter file and geocoding it so
that we have the proper location of where each of these voters are to help us redesign
the precinct. But in those instances, that's the only reason why we have a voter
+++ 01:58:40 +++
file. It's to do internal work for their purposes, not for campaigns or anything like that.

J. Christian Adams: Understood. Last question. You testified about the 100 percent
figure, and you also testified about error in the census decennial in ACS.

Kimball Brace: Right.

J. Christian Adams: Can you ascribe a quantitative value to the error rate for both of
those? Do you have one that you assume or infer or incorporate?
+++ 01:59:11 +++
Kimball Brace: I don't think you could come up with one single number. I know that in
the 2010 census that they did have an overcount and an undercount. It was in the very
low percentages, but it was still there. It varied by demographics, by different

Heartwood Media, Inc.
RP? HEARTMCC-32

11/27/17
\
'WM Production Tian suipts.com 888-349-3022

Page 43 of 124

Ref#: HEARTMCC-32
Heartwood Media, Inc. / Uploaded Files
page 44 of 124
Kris Kobach, Bill Gardner, John H. Sununu, Dr. Andrew Smith, Kimball Brace,Dr. John Lott /
Presidential Commission Heartwood.mp4
geographies, that sort of thing. So that's important to understand the variation on that
side. On the ACS,the American Community Survey, they have that margin of error, the
+++ 01:59:40 +++
MOE,so that you can calculate that. it does show you that when you get down to smaller
levels of geography, smaller numbers of people, that MOE becomes very large. And so it
becomes a problem to have accurate numbers there. And indeed, as I was showing you,
in terms of the registration numbers, we've got so many small jurisdictions that those
MOEs really go beyond the span of what the numbers are showing.
+++ 02:00:12 +++
Kris Kobach: Okay, we're out of time, and it's been an amazing presentation by this first
panel. We're going to go ahead and— first of all, thank you, panelists, for your
presentations and for the material you've submitted. And obviously we could keep going
on this topic for hours. But I want to now move to Item #4, which we moved up to the third
position on the agenda, and that is the demonstration of the historic New Hampshire
voting machines that are still being used. And I'll turn it over to Secretary Gardner to
introduce the presenters on that topic.
+++ 02:00:43 +++
Bill Gardner: Thank you. This is just a light moment, but in New Hampshire, every
polling place has an elected Moderator. The people who live in the area that that polling
place covers choose a person to be the Moderator. And it's usually someone who is
stable, civil, can bring sides together because of our traditional town meetings. So we—
they also decide
+++ 02:01:11 +++
how they're going to actually vote. And any town that wants to vote on a paper ballot—
every town has to vote on a paper ballot, but whether it's counted by hand or counted by
a machine. And so in 1892, the Secretary of State was required to purchase 272 polling
place ballot boxes. That's how many polling places we had then. And at the time, the
Secretary of
+++ 02:01:40 +++
State purchased a ballot box that had a voting machine as part of the ballot box. And that
voting machine had been patented two years earlier in 1890 by a person from Troy, New
York. Well, we still have towns in the state that use that same ballot box with that same
machine. They've been using it in every election for 125 years. And so we have here
today, two of those
+++ 02:02:13 +++
town boxes, and we have the Moderators. And both these towns, one is over near the
State of Maine, only about six miles from Maine. And the other one is over on the other
side, closer to Vermont. But they have been doing this ever since the Presidential
Election of 1892. And you can see a little bit on the— it actually counts how many ballots
goes into the box. And each ballot that goes in— so you have a count at
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+++ 02:02:45 +++
the end, right in the front, because that was really important in those days, how many
ballots were actually cast. And so I'm going to have the two Moderators. These towns'
tradition, Moderators serve for a long time, usually, unless they do something that's
unfair, or— people usually keep them because they were chosen for a certain reason.
And the two are There Bryant, you stand, There. And Pat Hines. There's from Eaton. And
Pat Hines is from Windsor. And we've
+++ 02:03:19 +++
brought some Windsor ballots and some Eaton ballots, and why don't— I don't know if
they have-- and there were two sizes. So the state purchased two sizes of ballot boxes,
and it says on it, "The Federal," because they were the type of boxes that the federal
government had for arms and ammunition and so they're
+++ 02:03:49 +++
built strong. That's why they've lasted <laughter> like all this time. And so why don't you
take it from—
+++ 02:04:00 +++
There Bryant: Every election day, and this box has been used for town elections, county
elections, state elections and federal elections, as Secretary Gardner said for the last
125/26 years. As registered voters come in, they approach two ballot clerks, they state
their name, they show their identification. That's checked in the checklist. We verify their
address to make sure they haven't moved within the town, and then
+++ 02:04:29 +++
they're given a ballot. They go into one of our three— in Eaton, we have about 390 people
in the town, 350 registered voters, and we typically have high 70 percent voting
averages. They mark their ballot. They come up to two other ballot clerks, again state
their name, they're checked off the checklist, the ballot goes in the box, and there it goes,
and the duct tape
+++ 02:05:00 +++
helps it go in. <laughter> At the end of the day, we have a count of the number of voters
who came through the first two ballot clerks, a count of the number of voters who
presented a ballot to the second two ballot clerks, and we match that to the number of
ballots in the box.
+++ 02:05:22 +++
T. Patrick Hines: Ours is the same box, but our counter hasn't worked for all my life.
<laughter> But my bell works. But it's the same thing. You have to get checked in,
<inaudible due to coughing in the audience> process. When you come on, the voter puts
the ballot in there. The Moderator <bell rings>, ringing it. I get a ding. <laughter> These
have been
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+++ 02:05:52 +++
great when you think of it, aren't' they? We're a lot smaller town than Eaton. We're
averaging around 140 on the checklist. You know, when I was a kid there was 37 people
in the whole town, so— and this box has never been touched, obviously. And our old town
hall until 1998 wasn't heated. So this sat in the old town hall. And like I told Bill, the first
thing you did when you get ready for an election on these, was to check to
+++ 02:06:26 +++
make sure there was no mouse in that thing. <laughter> That used to be a problem.

Kris Kobach: Any questions for the Moderators, while they're—

Connie Lawson: So do you hand count?

T. Patrick Hines: Yes, yes.

Connie Lawson: You remove the ballots and you have a bipartisan team counting?

T. Patrick Hines: Yes, yes. Yeah.

Unidentified male: And is that hand-count done right there in the polling place as soon
as the polls close?
+++ 02:06:51 +++
T. Patrick Hines: Yep. And we we're both talking on our real busy elections <laughter>
our ballots look a little different sometimes from the time they get crunched in there,
because these machines just keep putting them in, right? Oh, my goodness. Sometimes
we really have to straighten out our ballots and make sure that they can read them.
+++ 02:07:12 +++
There Bryant: Yeah, depending on the number of ballots that we go through, some
years we'll have a local ballot, a county ballot, a state ballot and a federal ballot. At the
end, in Eaton we have five, six or even seven teams of two on both sides of the aisle,
who work together and one group separates the different ballots and counts them. Then
they're divided up and they go to the other teams to go through a count, and then that's
proved across the way to the end results.

11/27/17

Heartwood Media, Inc.
RP? HEARTMCC-32

\

ProductionTian suipts.com 888-349-3022

Page 46 of 124

Ref#: HEARTMCC-32
Heartwood Media, Inc. / Uploaded Files
page 47 of 124
Kris Kobach, Bill Gardner, John H. Sununu, Dr. Andrew Smith, Kimball Brace,Dr. John Lott /
Presidential Commission Heartwood.mp4
+++ 02:07:43 +++
T. Patrick Hines: In Windsor, nobody else touches the ballots but me. I am the only one
that's allowed to touch the ballots. And then I straighten them out, reach that count, and
then we have a team of counters and stuff like that. People who are watching.
Everybody, we all talk about this, people don't understand how dedicated the staffs are.
For volunteer people? My goodness! I mean, we get a free lunch. That's what they get.
<laughter>

There Bryant: We don't really.

T. Patrick Hines: You don't, huh?

There Bryant: Yeah, we do. We do. <laughter>
+++ 02:08:18 +++
T. Patrick Hines: Yeah, we get a free lunch. <laughter> That's about it. But the staff is
amazing. They put all that time in to be there. It's pretty good for them.

There Bryant: In Eaton, the last three Moderators, including myself, covered a total of
over 60 years. And it's the same in—

T. Patrick Hines: Yeah.

There Bryant: In Windsor, it's the same, his dad and his grandfather.

T. Patrick Hines: My father and grandfather and myself basically, and <inaudible>.
+++ 02:08:41 +++
There Bryant: I was a— six years ago I came in late to a town meeting, and found I'd
been elected Moderator. <laughter> I said, "I didn't run for election." They said, "It's okay,
you got the most votes." It took me about six months to realize it was a lifetime
appointment. <laughter>

Kris Kobach: Yeah.
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+++ 02:09:02 +++
Hans von Sapkovsky: I have a question for you with the paper ballots. You know, I was
an elected official for three years. A County Election Official in Virginia for three years.
We used paper ballots, opti-scanned paper ballots. But—

T. Patrick Hines: We have no clue what the heck you're talking about. <laughter>

Hans von Sapkovsky: It's a paper ballot that's filled out, it has a bubble next to the
candidate's name. So it's very much like an SAT test.

T. Patrick Hines: Okay, yeah.
+++ 02:09:25 +++
Hans von Sapkovsky: It's counted by a computer scanner. But anyone with experience
with paper ballots, as I'm sure you are, knows that— and this goes to something someone
said earlier-- we get a certain percentage of the ballots rejected by the scanner, because
people have an amazing ability not to fill in the circle next to the name, but put all kinds of
stray marks, fill out one bubble, then cross it
+++ 02:09:55 +++
out, then fill out another bubble. So my question to you is, do you have a set of rules that
you use to make a determination when you don't get a standardly filled out ballot, and are
those rules consistent from township to township in New Hampshire, and who makes the
decision on each of those paper ballots as to whether it's a valid vote and who the
candidate is that should be counted?
+++ 02:10:22 +++
T. Patrick Hines: Moderator, that's all. The Moderator makes the decision.

There Bryant: As long as we can determine the intent of the voter.

T. Patrick Hines: Right.

There Bryant: He may have checked it. She may have circled it. Someone else may
have filled it in. They have written in a name and not tied it voted up above. When we can
determine the will of the voter, then we allow the vote.
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+++ 02:10:47 +++
Hans von Sapkovsky: Now how do you ensure that the decisions being made on this
are consistent throughout the state?

T. Patrick Hines: That's not my problem. <laughter>

There Bryant: Right.
+++ 02:11:03 +++
Kris Kobach: Good answer! <laughter> All right, on that note, I think we will conclude
this part of the program. So we're going to take a 45-minute lunch break. It's about five
past noon right now. So we'll convene back here at ten till. And we'll start with the next
panel. Thank you!

<convening; reconvening>
+++ 02:11:28 +++
Kris Kobach: <gavel tap> All right, we'll go ahead and bring the Commission Meeting
back to order. We're about to start Panel #2, which concerns Current Election Integrity
Issues Affecting Public Confidence. And I wanted— I mentioned earlier than I would just
take a couple of minutes to talk about an issue that coincidentally is an election integrity
issue affecting public confidence here in the Granite State, and I was giving— Secretary
Gardner was going to mention a few things about it, too. As many of you are
+++ 02:11:58 +++
aware, last week the Speaker of the New Hampshire House of Representatives issued a
letter indicating that 5,000 of roughly 6,500 people who registered under the Same Day
Registration Rule on the day of the election on November 8th, 2016, about 5,300 of them
as of ten months later still had not obtained a New Hampshire Driver's License, which is
required of residents within 60 days after moving to the state. Nor had they registered a
vehicle in the State of New
+++ 02:12:28 +++
Hampshire. And so this obviously is subject of concern, because there have often been
anecdotal reports of people driving into New Hampshire, because it's a Same Day
Registration state and voting, because it's a battleground state that can swing either way.
And under New Hampshire law, it's likely that those 5,300 people are non-residents.
They may also be non-domiciled indhriduals. And I penned an 800-word column last
week, which is why I'm speaking now, because that column prompted some people to
react to it. And in
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+++ 02:13:01 +++
that column I struggled with the word, what verb to use. And specifically in the column I
said, "It appears that non-residents may have tipped the result," and I'm still wondering if
that was the right word. And I'm also wondering if it's even possible to condense what is
really a complex legal issue into an 800-word column, but I felt to raise this matter of
concern it was appropriate to at least describe the issue as simply as I could. So under
New Hampshire
+++ 02:13:31 +++
law, I know I'm going to speak as a lawyer here, but I'll try not to get too legalistic, under
New Hampshire law there's the term "resident" and there's the term "domiciliary" or a
person who has domicile. They're defined very similarly, but not exactly the same. But
resident is a larger— is a smaller category. Domiciliary is a larger category; residents are
subsets of people who have a domicile in New Hampshire. So the question, if one
wanted to look at
+++ 02:14:01 +++
those 5,300 individuals more closely is if we have evidence that it's likely that they are not
residents, then the next question you'd have to ask is are they also not domiciled here?
Because that is the legal requirement for voting. But that's a much harder question to
ask— answer, because you can't just look at whether a person has a driver's license or
not to answer that question. Then if you could determine the answer to that next
question, then you would have to ask,"Well, how did the people vote?" And that's almost
impossible to find out, because the only way to do that is to have the voter himself before
a judge
+++ 02:14:30 +++
sworn under oath state,"Yes, I voted this way," or, "No, I voted the other way" in the
election. And those of us who are Secretaries of State, and who have overseen election
contests, as we call them in Kansas, some states use the term recount, but where you
actually attempt to determine how voters who are not legitimately voting in the right
election voted, it's very difficult to do. But I say all of that to say that until further research
is done, and until you make the next cut to determine how many are non+++ 02:15:00 +++
domiciled, and then the final cut to actually determine how they voted, we will never know
the answer regarding legitimacy of that particular election. But some in the media, I'm
thinking of one article, in particular, suggested that, "Well, if these people are college
students, that solves the problem. Because a college student can do whatever he wants."
And that's not correct. Being a college regis— being enrolled in a college does not free
you of the legal obligation to become domiciled in New Hampshire before you vote in
New Hampshire. And this problem of
+++ 02:15:30 +++
people possibly coming to New Hampshire to vote, but with no intention to maintain a
domicile in the state is something-- not something I thought up, but the legislators, and
some of them are here from New Hampshire, have been dealing with this issue for years.
11/27/17

Heartwood Media, Inc.
RP? HEARTMCC-32

\

ProductionTian suipts.com 888-349-3022

Page 50 of 124

Ref#: HEARTMCC-32
Heartwood Media, Inc. / Uploaded Files
page 51 of 124
Kris Kobach, Bill Gardner, John H. Sununu. Dr. Andrew Smith. Kimball Brace,Dr. John Lott /
Presidential Commission Heartwood.mp4
In 2012, the New Hampshire legislature added the following language to the Voter
Registration Form itself, quote, "In declaring New Hampshire as my domicile, I am
subject to the laws of the State of New Hampshire, which apply to all residents, including
laws requiring a driver to register a motor vehicle, and apply for a New Hampshire driver's
license within
+++ 02:16:00 +++
60 days of becoming a resident," end quote. This is similar to wording that was on New
Hampshire registration forms from 2003 to 2007. The language was taken off, and then
similar language added back in 2012. But then in 2015, the New Hampshire Supreme
Court struck down that language, saying that the language was confusing. And that the
language essentially equated residency and domicile, and that voters might not
understand what the language meant.
+++ 02:16:30 +++
The— now, my personal opinion is it's not that confusing, just as one attorney, but as
many people know, attorneys can disagree on every issue under the sun. But at any rate,
the court did acknowledge that there still is the legal requirement of domicile. So what
does domicile mean— and that in order to vote in New Hampshire? Domicile mean— is
defined by New Hampshire Statute as,"that one place," one place, "where a person,
more than any other place, has established a physical presence, and manifests an intent
to maintain a single continuous presence," end
+++ 02:17:02 +++
quote. And it goes on, but that's the critical part. So it is required in New Hampshire that
you be a person with domicile in order to vote. Recently, in the last session, the 2017
session, the New Hampshire legislature responded to the 2015 decision of the New
Hampshire Supreme Court, and passed Senate Bill 3, which requires Proof of Residency
at the time that the person is registering on Same Day Registration, if it goes beyond that.
And then it also says, gives the person a ten-day or thirty-day grace period to provide
+++ 02:17:32 +++
that Proof of Residency later. That issue is in the courts now, and as many people of New
Hampshire know, there was a partial preliminary injunction this morning in a Special
Election in the state. And so New Hampshire has been wrestling with this problem for, it's
fair to say since 2002. It's a very difficult issue to condense into a short article, and I'm
sure the journalists here wouldn't even want to attempt to condense what I just said into a
short paragraph quotation or something like that. But it's critically
+++ 02:18:05 +++
important, because unlike my State of Kansas, which doesn't have people flooding
across the border to participate in primaries, to possibly cast a vote, in New Hampshire,
it's a swing state, everybody comes here. I remember when I was a college student at
Harvard, I came up here to work on the primary for Bob Dole. And there wasn't Same
Day Registration back then. But if there had been, I know a few people who would have
been tempted to say,"Well, I'm living in a hotel here for a week, maybe I'll cast a vote."
New
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+++ 02:18:37 +++
Hampshire faces risks that other states do not face. And I applaud the legislature for
attempting to address those risks. And I think it's important for this Commission to
acknowledge that states are different and states do face very real risks, and I'm hopeful
that the legislature can, in a bipartisan way continue to address them. I personally think
Senate Bill 3 is a good way of addressing the risk, but I also recognize that reasonable
minds can differ on whether that legislation is the right one. But,
+++ 02:19:07 +++
suffice it to say, that I hope also that the Commission may be able to shed further light on
that topic as well, although that is not the specific subject of this panel. Secretary
Gardner?
+++ 02:19:21 +++
Bill Gardner: The Supreme Court decision that Secretary Kobach was talking about
actually said that you just— someone could be domiciled, but they could be a nonresident. And so after that decision there were headlines in newspapers across the state
that you no longer needed to be a resident in order to vote. The court also said that the
linkage to driver's
+++ 02:19:53 +++
licenses, if you are domiciled, since you cannot have to be a resident, then that driver's
license issue is not an issue. And so the problem that has occurred because of what you
wrote is that the question of whether our election as we have recorded it is real
+++ 02:20:29 +++
and valid. And it is real and valid. <applause> And it— and I fully understand— because
you actually mentioned resident twice, which you really should have said domicile just
now. And it's very difficult for people, and it's a problem that legislature is wrestling with
and working on, and trying to fix.
+++ 02:21:04 +++
Because when you can have someone be domiciled, but not a resident, most people
don't understand that. And so it— the first couple meetings that we had, the Chairman of
the Commission made it very clear to us that we work on a consensus, and that we work
in a way that we don't have preconceived, preordained ideas
+++ 02:21:36 +++
about what the facts are going to turn out to be. That we're going to use the facts, we're
going to search for the truth, and that is something that we all need to stay focused on.
And see this— I hope we all learn from this.

Kris Kobach: Commissioner Adams.
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+++ 02:22:01 +++
J. Christian Adams: Mr. Chairman, the question might be directed actually for
Secretary Gardner, you describe this complicated distinction between domicile and
residence. There was some video from the 2016 election that I've seen— maybe you've
seen it, too— where an individual goes to vote in New Hampshire, and the poll worker
gives instructions on this video that they're allowed to vote if they declare domicile, but
they can leave the state tomorrow. You can get out of here tomorrow. Would those
instructions on that video
+++ 02:22:30 +++
be consistent with New Hampshire law, or instructions by election officials, or were those
inconsistent?
+++ 02:22:38 +++
Bill Gardner: As I mentioned already, the confusion between resident and domicile, you
can be one, but not the other. So you don't have to be a resident in order to be domiciled.
And someone who is domiciled can be a non-resident. So picture, we have 6,000 officials
that work in the polling places in New Hampshire. And when they see that, or they read
that, it created a
+++ 02:23:11 +++
problem. And so when I did see that film, and when I saw it, I was just, you know, "Here's
the problem." And that's why the legislature is really trying to fix this. That I'm not sure
that there's any other state in the country that has this specific kind of issue that we have,
but we have other things. Like we take a picture of a person at the polls if the person
doesn't have a Photo I.D., and in the last Presidential Election we had over 755,000
people vote. Any person
+++ 02:23:45 +++
that did not have an I.D. or was not recognized by a single person in the polling place, so
they— that person had to sign an affidavit and then have their picture taken. And out of
the 755,000-plus, we only 1,024. So that meant one person out of 754 had to have their
picture taken. But we're also the only state in the country like that that takes a picture. So
we're— and this legislation that the judge ruled this morning
+++ 02:24:18 +++
at seven o'clock on, and kept most of it, but not all of it is— so we're still struggling. But
the bigger point is that in the specific New Hampshire case, it's not right to come to
conclusions, because what has been out there, has been out there at least six or seven
months, and on the website of New Hampshire Public Radio. So those numbers are out
there. But
+++ 02:24:49 +++
those numbers, even though they're facts, what they are, they're facts, but those facts
don't create proof. There's another step and a second step to create the proof. And so
that's where it's at. Yeah.
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Kris Kobach: Yeah, Secretary Dunlap.
+++ 02:25:07 +++
Matthew Dunlap: Thank you very much, Mr. Vice-Chairman. Listening to this with great
interest, being a neighbor state in Maine. And the discussion that we had this morning,
Professor Smith, I had asked him a follow-up question, because I did not know that New
Hampshire has this distinction between domicile and resident. In Maine, it's six-to-one,
half-dozen of the other. You're either a resident or you're not. And we approach this
problem in a less connected way, because there are ways to establish residency. And as
+++ 02:25:39 +++
I mentioned, there are dozens of definitions under Maine law for what constitutes a
resident, depending on the public purpose. Now when it comes to voting, it's sort of a
matter of, "Where's your pillow? You know, where do you plan on regularly returning to
when temporarily absent from away?" And that is your domicile. And I think, you know,
that means a lot of different things. And I've had a few discussions with people about a
variety of real-time circumstances that people face
+++ 02:26:07 +++
when they go to a community, for whatever reason, and because it's easy to pick on the
college students, and we had— the document that I submitted to this meeting, it was not
related to the op-ed piece. I had not— I actually submitted it before that came out, but we
had a circumstance this last fall, and I did my best to intervene publicly. Where someone
put flyers on windshields of cars and parking lots around Bates
+++ 02:26:37 +++
College in Lewiston, explaining that if you are establishing residency by registering to
vote, and you're an out-of-state student, then you haven't— there's an expectation that
you're going to update your driver's license, that you're going to register your vehicle, that
you're going to pay your excise tax, etcetera, etcetera, etcetera. And the idea was to
scare these kids into not participating. It got worse at the University of Maine. An email
went out saying for the out-of-state students that if you register to vote, you are sacrificing
your financial aid package.
+++ 02:27:07 +++
<murmurs from the assembly> Now I jumped into the breach on that and I said, "That's
all a bunch of bologna." And I think we were able to convince enough people that the
democratic sovereign form of self-governance actually does belong to American citizens
in this country. And you know, I'm one of three Secretaries of State that actually issues
driver's licenses, and I am very familiar with how that process works, and what it means,
and what it does not mean.
+++ 02:27:37 +++
Under Maine law, if you move to Maine, you have 30 days to get a driver's license. If you
move within the state, you have 15 days to update your address. What are the penalties
if you don't do these things? Well, it could be something similar that happened to me. I
was born in Ellsworth, grew up in Bar Harbor, got my driver's license when I was 16, it
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said "P.O. Box 19, Mount Dessert." So-and-So post office was closer than the Bar Harbor
post office. So I go to the University
+++ 02:28:06 +++
of Maine. Eventually, I decide to register to vote in Orono, because my cross-country
coach is running for School Board, and I want to vote for him. Eventually, I moved to Old
Town for one academic year. I register to vote, I vote there. And then I get the mail
forwarded to me by my mother. I have been called to jury duty in Hancock County, and I
had the embarrassing episode of having to tell the Clerk of Courts that I no longer lived in
Hancock County, nor had I for 15 years. That was the practical penalty. The penalty is if
you don't update your driver's
+++ 02:28:37 +++
license, or do your address is that you don't get the suspension notice. You get called for
jury duty in a place you don't live. In terms of elections, again, we require for someone to
register to vote to prove that they are who they say they are, Photo I. D. We don't require
that to actually obtain the ballot. We also have to have something that shows that they
live where they live, Proof of Residence, a utility bill, a lease agreement, something like
that. And they register to
+++ 02:29:07 +++
vote, then off they go. Now what happens to them after that could be rather unexpected.
They could be like me and live in a place they don't plan on staying, and wind up living
there 28 years and counting. They may decide they're going to be somewhere
permanently, and then they get the call. The great job opportunity that they'd always
dreamed of in Hong Kong, or Chicago, or wherever, and off they go. The point going
back, though, is that you don't, you know, again, it's where
+++ 02:29:36 +++
you intend to regularly return, when temporarily absent from. Now I mean, a student may
be at the University of New Hampshire for four years, they may transfer to Harvard. They
may decide not to go back to school, and start their own business, like somebody who
started Facebook, that type of thing. But you know, there's absolutely in my policy
experience as both the Chief Elections Officer of the State of Maine, and the Chief Motor
Vehicle Officer, there's
+++ 02:30:07 +++
utterly no connectivity between motor vehicle law and election law. Primarily you have a
right to vote. Driving is a privilege. We can take away your driver's license and we do that
about 85,000 times a year. You know, so making this equation that somehow people not
updating their driver's license is an indicator of voter fraud would be almost as absurd as
saying that
+++ 02:30:38 +++
if you have cash in your wallet that that's proof that you robbed a bank! <laughter> I think
it's a reckless statement to make. I think that given my understanding of certainly how Bill
Gardner, who's been Secretary of State here for 41 years, and not by accident, but like,
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you know, the Moderators, Mr. Bryant, and Mr. Hines said, the real key to all this is the
local election officials and how devoted they are. We have
+++ 02:31:05 +++
503 Town Clerks who talk to each other, they train their volunteers, they try to make it
possible for their neighbors to participate in democracy, and they do a wonderful,
wonderful job. So I think, you know, and I'll get back to a piece of correspondence I sent
to this Commission earlier, that, you know, if we address our concerns around how do
you address issues that emerge on election day, what is the process, and examine those
processes, rather than examining broad
+++ 02:31:36 +++
ideas that it's almost a certainty that someone has done something wrong, which I
disagree with. Because the way I approach this, because we touch people in so many
ways in our department, is that you start with their right to vote, and work backwards. You
don't say,"Well, if you want to participate, you got to register your car first. You got to pay
your excise tax first. You got to get your driver's license first," because what's first and
foremost is their right to vote. So you know, I happen to have an awful
+++ 02:32:06 +++
lot of faith in the conduct of elections in New England. I know how they work, because we
all do things pretty similarly, with some nuances, like the residency question. But I think
that that's something that I was unaware of before this meeting that we treat the definition
of residency so differently. And that's up to each individual state to approach, but I do
think that, you know, whatever has happened in November, either in Maine or New
Hampshire, we've nonetheless certified elections, and I think people should trust those
elections. <applause>
+++ 02:32:40 +++
Kris Kobach: One quick— it's almost like we're having a whole nother panel here. But
one quick question, so are you happy with the Proof of Residence requirement in Maine,
where you—

Matthew Dunlap: I am!

Kris Kobach: And that's essentially what SB-4 did in the New Hampshire legislature this
year, correct?

J. Christian Adams: Three.

Kris Kobach: Three, sorry, three, in the New Hampshire legislature this year, I believe.
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Several: No, no.

Kris Kobach: Yeah, with the ten- or thirty-day window where you could bring the—
+++ 02:33:05 +++
Matthew Dunlap: Well, we have a provision under the licensing law that, yeah, we look
for some Proof of Residency, whether that's a utility bill, if your physical address is
already on your credential, or hunting or fishing license, some government-issued doc,
maybe your vehicle registration. 'There are people that lack any of those things. And to
that degree we even have like, you know, 16-year-olds don't have utility bills. Some of
them do. Some of the have cellphones, I suppose, that they pay themselves. But to that
degree, we even allow for an affidavit process
+++ 02:33:33 +++
so that their parents can swear an affidavit that they actually do live at, you know, 123
Wagon Wheel Lane, and they can go ahead and complete their credential. But you know,
those documents that are required to vote are not dissimilar.
+++ 02:33:45 +++
Kris Kobach: Well, let's move on to the panel, who have been waiting patiently to
present. So this panel is on the subject of Current Election Integrity Issues Affecting
Public Confidence. We have Donald Palmer, Robert Popper, Ken Block and Hans von
Sapkovsky, now sitting in another chair. And so in that order we will go. Don Palmer, is
the former Secretary of the Virginia Board of Elections. He was appointed Secretary of
the Virginia Board of Elections by former Virginia Governor, Bob McConnell [ph?], in
2011.
+++ 02:34:16 +++
Served as the Commonwealth of Virginia's Chief Election Official until July, 2014. He also
served as the Florida Department of States Director of Election during the 2008 and 2010
cycles. Prior to that work in Elections Administration, he was a trial attorney with the
Voting Section of the U.S. Department of Justice Civil Rights Division, where he enforced
voting laws and provided guidance to states on compliance with federal voting laws. Mr.
Palmer.
+++ 02:34:42 +++
Donald Palmer: Thank you, Mr. Chair. Joint Commissioners of the Advisory
Commission on Election Integrity, thank you for providing me the opportunity to discuss
these issues with you. In the wake of a tragedy like 9/11, or more recently with hurricanes
in Texas and Florida, a sense of unity emerges to protect, defend our family, our
neighbors and to protect the institutions of this country. Tragedy brings us together,
united in a purpose. Such times makes one reflect on how we can unite together to
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+++ 02:35:13 +++
protect and defend those things that matter to us. So what is it that matters most to this
Commission, and what unites us? I would argue that the mission is to strengthen and
protect our electoral process. That's a goal that should unite us. One of the values that
we most revere is our democratic process, a system of voting in a free and fair election.
And public confidence in any electoral process is vital. The components to increased
confidence include communication and transparency between election
+++ 02:35:42 +++
officials and the voters. The voter must be confident that we have a voter registration and
a voting process that can accurately verify that eligible voters cast votes. And the voter
must be confident that all ballots are counted accurately, securely and in a timely
manner. The voter must be confident that election officials will not favor a candidate or a
voter over any other voter based on race, color creed, or political view, or to interfere with
the casting of the ballot through fraud or intimidation. However,
+++ 02:36:12 +++
public opinion polls reflect a growing concern by the American people that with voter
fraud, voter suppression and a general lack of confidence in the elections, and this is
disturbing. The American people should understand that election officials are
professionals. Our system has been strong and endured over the years. Election officials
seriously abide by the oaths that they take to administer free and fair elections. For an
Election Administrator, one of the
+++ 02:36:39 +++
keys to voter confidence is the transparency and ability to show the losing candidate that
the election was won or lost fair and square by the ballots cast, and that there was no
voter fraud or denial of the vote. There is a certain level of fraud in most aspects of
everyday life, including voting. There's always someone that will try to take advantage of
the system and dilute the concept of one man/one vote. Voter fraud is offensive, and it is
a crime against democracy. Voter fraud should not be taken lightly,
+++ 02:37:08 +++
and should be rooted out. But it is not a political issue and should be taken seriously,
because, face it, it negatively impacts voter confidence. There is a debate over the extent
of voter fraud and what level of fraud is acceptable. I will point out that no election official
wants to be in a position or a conversation with a candidate and say,"Yes,that there
were a number of illegal instances of voting, illegal voting or ballots manipulated in your
race, but that is acceptable for the greater good." This is
+++ 02:37:36 +++
not an academic conversation for Election Administrators. It is a responsibility of election
officials to design the systems and processes to prevent fraud and to protect the electoral
system, and to maintain public confidence in this institution, therefore that is an
opportunity for this commission. In my opinion the persistent problems with the nation's
voter rolls impacts voter confidence. Almost 25 years after the enactment of the National
Voter Registration Act, one of the major purposes of the law
11/27/17
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+++ 02:38:06 +++
was to protect the integrity of the electoral process and ensure accurate and current voter
rolls. That has still not been realized, and in many ways the situation has grown worse. In
my opinion, it has been in crisis for over a decade, and the states have failed to address
the problem despite repeated warnings from past commissions and election officials. The
time has come to find solutions to the problem, to recommend new technologies, new
processes, new tools, and a means of coordination between the states to finally resolve
the problem. In the small amount of
+++ 02:38:37 +++
time here today, I hope to provide ideas and an attempt to provide new options, to
maintain accurate registration lists. In my prepared comments I laid out how all the
previous, some of the previous national level commissions identified the problem, the
growing nature and how it left our system vulnerable to fraud and to declining public
confidence. But there's no way to go through each of those, so I'll just go through a few.
The National Commission on Federal Election Reform, going back to 2001 was led by
Former Presidents Ford and Carter. They released a report and
+++ 02:39:07 +++
they highlighted what they saw was quote, "A developing problem of inaccurate voter
rolls-- voter lists. And the need for an accurate voter registration list of eligible citizens
that are qualified to vote." Some notable quotes from that Commission, "Some," quote,
"Some contend that the swollen voter rolls are harmless, since the individuals have
moved or died and therefore do not vote. And since poll worker scrutiny and signature
verification can prevent fraud. We disagree," unquote. Quote, "Significantly inaccurate
+++ 02:39:37 +++
voter lists add millions of dollars in unnecessary cost to already underfund election
administrators and undermine public confidence. Significant inaccurate voter lists invite
schemes that use empty names on voter lists for ballot box stuffing, ghost voting, or to
solicit repeaters to use available names. Significant inaccurate voter lists penalize poor or
ill-educated voters. They are the most mobile of citizens in our country." Those are some
of the quotes from that Commission. Those facts were true in 2001,
+++ 02:40:06 +++
and they're still true today. The report on the Commission of Federal Election Reform,
otherwise known as Carter-Baker in 2005, also made very similar findings. They
identified that, quote, "A limited information available on duplicate registrations indicates
that a substantial number of Americans are registered to vote in two different states."
They talk about "The interoperability between state databases as absolutely needed to
identify and remove duplicate registrations of citizens who have registered in more
+++ 02:40:36 +++
than one state." These issues sound eerily familiar. And just in 2014 the President's
Commission on Election Administration noted that, "Accurate voter lists are essential to
the management of elections. The quality of the list can affect the ability of people to
vote, of election offices to detect problems, and of courts and other monitoring elections
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to detect election fraud or irregularities. Election officials across the political spectrum
recognize the value of accurate and manageable voter rolls. A list with inaccurate records
can slow down the processing
+++ 02:41:07 +++
of voters at polling places, resulting in lines." The PCA specifically recommend that states
work together voluntarily. States should participate in data-sharing programs like IVRC,
which is the Interstate Voter Registration Crosscheck; or the Electronic Registration
Information Center, which is ERIC. Today, approximately 30 states participate in IVRC,
sharing voter registration and voting history and at different levels of participation with
those states; while 20
+++ 02:41:35 +++
states and the District of Columbia participate in ERIC, which is a more regimented and
uniform program with membership fees and mailing costs. While there is good news in
the continuing existence and growth of these programs, not all states are participating.
And many of the largest and most populated states, like Florida, California, Texas and
New York are on the sidelines. They're not a part of these data-sharing programs. So
over the next decade both of these programs will need significant growth and
improvement
+++ 02:42:03 +++
to resolve the millions of duplicate registrations across the country. I would like to point
out that the failure to maintain accurate voter lists is not necessarily a state problem, it's a
national problem as well. And I'll go back to the HABA [ph?] in 2000. That piece of
legislation required counties to work with a official state voter registration system and
maintain an official voter list. This reform required those counties to interact with the
state. Because of
+++ 02:42:32 +++
the increased mobility of our citizens demanded a system where the county election
officials could receive that information from the state when people move from jurisdiction
to jurisdiction to resolve duplicates and update registrations. However, the mobility of
voters across state lines is as significant as within the state. Let's just face it. Thus
requiring the states to work together in coordination with each other to resolve the
problem. One recommendation I have is the Online Voter Registration with Verification
should be expanded to
+++ 02:43:02 +++
all states. I continue to recommend in advance this bipartisan reform, including Online
Voter Registration. Over 30 states have now passed it. Florida's coming along on
October 18t. And they have implemented Online Voter Registration, and more states are
coming on every day. OVR improves the integrity and accuracy of the voter registration
system. And this reform should be expanded to all states with potential— with future
attention paid to the security of the system,the ability to verify registrants, the
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+++ 02:43:32 +++
identify of those registrants, and features to increase the portability and continuity of voter
registration by establishing formal lines of communication between voter registration
systems in the states. OVR is accessible 24-hours-a-day, seven-days-a-week, it also
improves the accuracy and currency of the voter rolls. It can be part of the solution. One
additional way for OVR to improve the quality of the voter rolls is to have online systems
require registrants to provide their previous address and county of registration in the
online application.
+++ 02:44:03 +++
And then the new state of registration would provide a digital copy of the new voter
record with appropriate affirmation or digital signature to the state and county of the
previous registration. OVR systems would provide an electronic notification directly and
promptly to the former election official. The bottom line is that Online Voter Registration
should be able to provide the most current and up-to-date registration information to other
states who are trying to maintain the accuracy of the rolls. Another recommendation I ask
this Commission to look at is to
+++ 02:44:36 +++
upgrade the voter registration systems in accuracy and in security. One area of concern
over the next decade is the obsolete nature of many of our voter registration systems that
haven't been upgraded since 2005, and there is no federal money available at this time to
replace those systems. These systems need to be upgraded to add capability, and be
made more functionally accurate, more secure and better able to facilitate the sharing of
data between states. I've provided the Commission a series of best practices to
+++ 02:45:08 +++
conduct list maintenance and increase the accuracy of the rolls. But I want to highlight
one right now that would be a significant new tool not being utilized by many jurisdictions.
This reform would improve the accuracy and efficiency in how we conduct address list
maintenance, one of the reasons we find such inflated rolls today. The use of commercial
vendors with current, very current address information to supplement national change of
address will ensure 100 percent coverage of voters who have moved from the
+++ 02:45:39 +++
county or from the state to another jurisdiction. Imagine that, a hundred percent
coverage! Not all registered voters use NCOA when they move. In fact, only about 50
percent do, less than some urban and rural areas. And as we heard earlier today, a large
number of our jurisdictions are very small and they don't use NCOA at all! But use of that
information would provide a hundred percent coverage of everybody who moves. So the
use of both NCOA and supplemental commercial data will provide timely and accurate
information to counties of all the voters in their
+++ 02:46:09 +++
jurisdiction have moved. And what is the new correct, up-to-date address either in instate, out-of-state and allows election officials to follow-up to the actual known address of
the voter. It allows list maintenance mailings to be smart, highly accurate, using
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technology and the best data, so mailings are targeted only to those with a high
probability of having moved, and do not require an expensive mass mailing sent to all
voters who may not have any other indication that they have changed their residency.
+++ 02:46:40 +++
Studies have shown the use of commercial data will also save the counties a significant
amount of money on eliminating wasteful mailings, sent to erroneous addresses multiple
times, individuals no longer living at the residence, and provides a level of precision to
the current NVRA process that all sides should be able to agree is a mutual goal. I have
provided some additional best practices in a report I've attached. I'm happy to explore
with you, but one that I wanted to mention was one that would— that has been
+++ 02:47:10 +++
legislation in the past at the federal level, it has not passed of yet, but it would require the
State Chief Election Official or the NVRA Coordinator of each state to coordinate with the
DMV to modify the paper or electronic voter registration application to provide a separate
box for the applicant to affirm their intent to notify the previous state of registration that
they are now registered in a new state. And then that would be timely transmitted to
+++ 02:47:37 +++
the previous state of registration. Seems like a very practical way of communication
between the states and it requires coordination between the states and the DMVs. Thank
you.
+++ 02:47:50 +++
Kris Kobach: Thank you. Our next panelist is Robert Popper, who also served a stint in
the Civil Rights Division of the Justice Department, including five years as the deputy
chief of the Voting Section. Robert Popper is now the director of the Election Integrity
Project at Judicial Watch. He is conducting an ongoing study to examine the issue of
over-registration or inflated voter rolls in all 50 states. Preliminary findings from his
project identified approximately 3.5 million more people on voter rolls
+++ 02:48:19 +++
than are eligible to vote, but I will allow him to describe those results.
+++ 02:48:23 +++
Robert Popper: Thank you, Mr. Commissioner. Thank you, Commissioners, for having
me today. There's been a lot of talk so far today about a lack of confidence in the
integrity of American elections, and it's easy to find polls that suggest that that's true.
The one I'd like to focus on is a comparative Gallup poll. What they did was they asked
countries around the world, citizens in those countries, "Do you have confidence in the
integrity of the elections in your country?" And in 2016, before the political
+++ 02:48:55 +++
conventions that summer, Americans were asked this question, and 69 percent said no,
they did not have confidence. Thirty percent said yes. Now, this number puts the United
States 90th out of 112 countries that were polled, and in fact, in those countries that are
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identified as industrial democracies by Gallup, we are second to last only out of Mexico.
And that number, moreover, has been
+++ 02:49:25 +++
negative for more than the current election cycle, for more than the current set of
discussions about American election integrity. It has basically been negative since 2008
in the United States. Americans uniquely in the world don't trust the integrity of their
elections, uniquely in industrial democracies. In 2012, there was a groundbreaking study
really by the Pew Center for the States that first brought to everyone's attention the pollist
condition of our
+++ 02:49:57 +++
nation's voter rolls. That study indicated that one-eighth of all registrations had some sort
of major inaccuracy, that there were 1.8 million deceased voters on the rolls, and that
there were 2.8 million registrants who were registered in more than one state. Now,
Judicial Watch hired a demographer and a political scientist who analyzed the voter
registration rates by county in the United States, and what he did was to compare the
Election Assistance
+++ 02:50:29 +++
Commission's Biennial Report and registration data with the American Community
Survey data on citizens over the age of 18. Now, the ACS survey is an enormous
survey, 3.5 million surveys per year. You know, if you compare that to a standard poll,
it's simply phenomenal, and it includes citizenship estimates. Now, this was in order to
allow us to develop notice letters that we would send to states
+++ 02:50:58 +++
telling them we thought that they were failing to comply with the National Voter
Registration Act. This was the same process we followed when I was at the Department
of Justice. This is how one identifies states that may be falling down in terms of their
obligations. Federal courts have routinely recognized that high registration rates are a
basis for sending a Notice of Violation letter under the NVRA. All of that being said, it's
not the end of the story. You
+++ 02:51:28 +++
don't stop with high registration rates. You look beyond them. You understand what's
happening. You ask the state to explain it, and you look at their explanation. One
example that I have since I've worked at Judicial Watch concerns a state that told us they
had high registration rates because of their diligent enforcement of the NVRA, which we
know requires putting people who have moved or may have moved and don't respond to
a confirmation notice on an inactive list for two general federal elections. And
+++ 02:51:58 +++
they said, "Since we've done that so diligently, we have inflated voter rolls because we
have large numbers of inactive registrations." Well, we got their database, which is— and,
again, people should understand, as someone previously said, how easy it is to get a
voter list from a state-- I guess easy for anyone but a Presidential Advisory Commission—
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and you obtain these rolls. You typically can purchase them. And when we made a
comparison, we found that
+++ 02:52:29 +++
they had thousands of registrations that had been in an inactive status for more than 10
years. Those registrations simply cannot be explained by having to wait for two general
federal election cycles to be completed. In our study, the most recent one for 2017, we
found that 17 percent of the counties where we had enough data to make this
comparison, responses to the Election Assistance Commission are not uniform.
+++ 02:53:00 +++
Some counties shirk that duty. It is a federal requirement pursuant to federal regulations,
but some counties don't comply. But for the ones where we had data, 17 percent had
registration rates exceeding 100 percent. That is, they had more registrations than they
had eligible citizens over the age of 18. This is an increase from 11 percent from just two
years ago. So we perceive that the problem is getting worse, and in a number of these
jurisdictions, we
+++ 02:53:34 +++
contacted the jurisdiction directly to get their number if we had a question or even just if
they were large enough. For example, we contacted Los Angeles County directly, and
they gave us a number of inactives that was twice what they gave to the Election
Assistance Commission, meaning 1.5 to 2 million more inactives than they had reported,
and Los Angeles County is obviously not a small county. Now, we heard some testimony
today and statements about
+++ 02:54:04 +++
whether you should count inactives when you look at a registration rate. You absolutely
should. You absolutely should. Any registration that can be voted on Election Day
should be counted as part of the state's registration list, and I note that Mr. Brace
indicated that in one county— we don't have the nationwide statistics, and we could use
them— but in one county, the rate of voting for inactive registrations was 11 percent in
2014. Well, the
+++ 02:54:37 +++
national turnout rate in 2014 was 36 percent. Eleven percent of a significant
subpopulation matters. They should be counted. I also would point out a few other
findings that we stumbled across in our study. One was that there are 157 US counties
that had more active registrations than the comparator, which is
+++ 02:55:07 +++
citizens over the age of 18. And so that left out inactive registrations. There are still 157
counties in the red. And, finally, I would note that for those who argue that you shouldn't
count inactive registrations, we're clean except for our inactive registrations. We hear
this, particularly when we send out notice letters. Eighty-three percent of American
counties managed to have registration rates that were less than 100 percent, and that's
less than
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+++ 02:55:37 +++
100 percent including actives plus inactives. If you're one of the 17 percent, you're still
an outlier. It's not explained by the fact that maybe inactive registrations shouldn't count.
One other finding, which doesn't have to do with active or inactive registrations, is we
found that 15 percent of those who responded to the EAC did not list any confirmation
notices being sent in the last two-year period. Now, those confirmation notices are how
you find out that
+++ 02:56:08 +++
someone may have moved, and you're asking them their address, and you're asking
them to get back to you. We don't know if this 15 percent were simply blowing off their
federal obligation to report this data. We don't know if they didn't report it because the
number was embarrassingly low, but they didn't report it. And when 11 percent of the
population moves every year, reporting zero confirmation notices for two years does not
indicate compliance with the NVRA. Now, at Judicial Watch, it's our view that the
+++ 02:56:40 +++
Department of Justice has basically stopped enforcing the list maintenance provisions of
Section 8 of the NVRA. When I was at the Department of Justice, we started five cases
in which there was a claim under that statute, and we obtained three consent decrees
and a settlement agreement out of that process. Since then, no cases have been started
by the Department of Justice involving such a claim, none. From that date, from the last
case that I brought when I was there
+++ 02:57:10 +++
until today, they have not sent out a notice letter saying that you, state, jurisdiction,
county, you are in violation of the NVRA. And it's left to nonprofits, like Judicial Watch
and a few other nonprofits around the country, to pursue these lawsuits, that the
Department of Justice should be pursuing. Now, I want to close by telling you that there
are good, sound reasons to enforce the NVRA, and
+++ 02:57:39 +++
when I do this, I want to distinguish the NVRA from the debate over voter ID laws, okay?
It's not good enough to just import all your talking points from voter ID laws. Let's talk
about fraud— is there or isn't there? That doesn't work because the NVRA is federal law
now. This weighing has already been done by Congress. This law was passed as a
compromise bill that guaranteed both access and integrity, and there is something
dishonest about enforcing only half of a
+++ 02:58:12 +++
compromise bill that is contrary to the congressional intention of those who pass the bill.
I would also point out that all kinds of fraud are prevented by complying with the accurate
voter list maintenance provisions of the NVRA, that it is broader than voter ID. For
example, if you get rid of inaccurate registrations, you put a dent in the ability to double
vote. Now, bear in mind that with double voting, someone is who they say they are.
Voter ID will not
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+++ 02:58:42 +++
catch them if they move to Nevada and vote their California registration and also vote in
Nevada. Also, the National Voter Registration Act has non-fraud advantages. One of
these is for Get Out the Vote efforts and voter education efforts. It costs money to send
ballots and registration materials and information to people who no longer live in a state
because you got their names off a voter ID list— or,
+++ 02:59:13 +++
I'm sorry, off a voter registration list that has become invalid. And, lastly, I do believe that
there is fraud. I think that we have strong suggestive evidence of it. We don't know how
much. We cannot right now establish the rate, I think, for most kinds of fraud. All right?
But we also know that the information is out there and we ought to get it and we know
that states don't record this data. There was an organization, News 21, that sent public
records
+++ 02:59:44 +++
requests to states asking them,"What are your voter fraud rates?" and several states, not
counties, not just counties, but states said they did not track this kind of fraud. You can
understand why if you look into some of the penalties for voter fraud. They are typically
light or lighter than a lot of other crimes. For example, in coming here, I looked up the
statues in our neighboring state of Vermont, and what I discovered was that for double
voting in a primary or
+++ 03:00:17 +++
general election, the fine was $1,000, no jail time. For double voting in a local election,
the fine was $100, which is a moving violation, I've heard, <laughter> and no jail time.
But that in Vermont, the penalty for selling maple syrup without a license is $5,000, or up
to one year in prison. Aside from the
+++ 03:00:48 +++
data on fraud, it's just a larger point that I'd like to make, and it's simply this. Elections
should look clean. Enforcing the NVRA is part of making that true. Elections should look
clean. For example, when I was at the Department of Justice, a man showed up with a
club at a polling station in Philadelphia. That's against the law. When I was at the
Department of Justice monitoring another election in Philadelphia in 2012, there was a
floor-to-ceiling mural of
+++ 03:01:19 +++
President Obama with a quote from his campaign speech on the wall of a polling place at
a school. There are laws against electioneering. Now, no one would say that a law
against bringing weapons to a polling place should be analyzed in terms of how many
people actually were frightened and didn't vote or had their minds changed because he
was there. No one would say that a law against electioneering should be judged by
+++ 03:01:47 +++
how many people saw the mural of President Obama and decided to change their vote.
That's not the point. It looks dirty. It suggests to you that your election officials are not
going to be impartial because they put this on the wall or allowed it to be there. And you
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should look at enforcing the NVRA the same way. To the extent that we have 69 percent
of the American people not trusting American elections, enforcing the
+++ 03:02:17 +++
NVRA, which is current federal law, would be one way to address that. Thank you.
+++ 03:02:23 +++
Kris Kobach: Thank you. Next up, we have Ken Block, the founder and president of
Simpatico Software Solutions. Ken is the founder of this firm, which is a data analytics
firm that identifies patterns of inefficiencies, waste and fraud. Mr. Block recently
conducted a study for the Government Accountability Institute, which has been described
in numerous publications, in which he examined voter roll data from 21 states and found
over 8,000 high-confidence
+++ 03:02:53 +++
duplicate votes in the 2016 presidential election, but I won't go into the details. I'll let Mr.
Block speak for himself. Thank you.
+++ 03:03:01 +++
Ken Block: Good afternoon. Thank you for the opportunity to come today. Some quick
background about myself and about my company. I am New Hampshire educated. I'm a
graduate of Dartmouth College. I have a degree in computer science. My company does
data analytics. We do fraud analytics, data mining. As background, we helped build one
of the first EBT systems in the country. Those are the food stamp systems. We ran for
nearly a decade Texas's food stamp system. We're credited with helping the State of
Texas identify and save about a billion dollars
+++ 03:03:33 +++
inside their food stamp program, and if the word "PolitiFact" is a verb, I've been
PolitiFacted on that, and that came out as true. So that's the background of what we do.
We applied our analytics to voting data. We started this project in 2015, asking the basic
question, can— by simply looking at data, could we identify voter fraud simply by looking
at data? So to get into this, the first question you have to ask is, well, does it exist? And
in 2015, we
+++ 03:04:04 +++
used the precursor to the software we're running now, and we were able to identify with a
high confidence several examples of voter fraud identified through data. What's
interesting with the question about voter fraud is that most of the studies that discuss
whether voter fraud exists or not themselves were not efforts to uncover voter fraud.
They were descriptions of previous efforts to look at voter fraud or specific prosecutions
of voter fraud. No government agency at any level of government is
+++ 03:04:36 +++
actively looking for voter fraud, especially when it comes to interstate voting fraud. And
getting data from all 50 states is extremely difficult. If you don't search for it, you won't
find it. There are substantial challenges to looking at and looking for voter fraud. Some
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states deny access to data. Secretary Gardner, to your question, the State of
Massachusetts will not provide its state data file to anybody but the political parties, and
what you're told— what we were told when we asked for the state's
+++ 03:05:06 +++
data was that we were free to go to every single Massachusetts city and town to acquire
the data from each city and town. There are 351 cities and towns in Massachusetts,
making it close to six times as difficult to get the data from Massachusetts as it is to get
the data from the entire rest of the country. So to answer your question directly, yes,
there are states that make access to this data not possible for people who are not
political parties, in particular.
+++ 03:05:35 +++
The variability in access, quality, cost of the data, it impedes the ability to examine voter
activity between states. And I talk about quality— I think that's a very important issue-New York State, for example, delivered us a voter file where in the voter history there
were 700,000 votes that we could not identify what year those votes were cast in. In New
York State, for the 2016 general election, they
+++ 03:06:05 +++
identified votes in that election no fewer than a dozen different ways. So the quality of
the data can make a very large difference in the ability to uncover fraud. This slide talks
about and speaks directly to the cost of data. All the way on the left, you see data that's
effectively free, and more than half the states make their data effectively free. All the way
out on the right at the far end is Massachusetts. I can't tell you how much it would cost to
get Massachusetts's data because I, nor anyone I work
+++ 03:06:36 +++
with, has tried to contact all 351 cities and towns to figure that out. I will highlight
Alabama and Arizona, though, who charge $1,000 per 100,000 voter records. To get
Arizona's data, to get Alabama's data, you have to cough up close to $30,000 to each
state to acquire the data. And what I ask everybody to consider is with Massachusetts's
policy of making their data inaccessible, with Arizona and Alabama's
+++ 03:07:05 +++
policies of making their data unaffordable, what public purpose do those policies protect?
And I argue they just do very little in terms of helping the integrity of our elections or the
transparency of their elections. We have found potential voter fraud. We took a look at
the voting data from 21 states, and we looked to identify duplicate voters, voters who
+++ 03:07:36 +++
shared the same name, same birth date, and whether we could find where they were
voting in one place and also in another place. We identified 8,500 high-confidence pairs
of duplicate votes amongst those 21 states. Interestingly, we found 200 couples, usually
husbands and wives, who voted together, committed felonies together in two different
states at the same time. Had we access to all states' data, we can extrapolate that we
would have 40,000 duplicate votes.
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+++ 03:08:08 +++
Voting twice is a federal felony with up to five years in prison and up to a $10,000 fine.
These pairs of duplicate votes are either a single person taking two bites of the electoral
apple, one person voting properly and then the matched vote being a case of voter
impersonation, someone activated that person's voter registration in another state and
voted on it, or some form of clerical error, which I think is
+++ 03:08:38 +++
unlikely in this case given the numbers of votes that we're talking about. It's important to
discuss the methodology of how we did this because we knew that any effort to discuss
voter fraud in the environment that we have today would be looked at with especially
critical eyes. The way we did this was we matched duplicate voters based on full first
and last names. So we didn't do anything like Ken and Kenneth, for example. Both
votes had to be Kenneth. And full
+++ 03:09:09 +++
dates of birth. We did not pull for this particular exercise any state's data who did not
provide us a full date of birth. And then we did something called fuzzy matching, where
we allowed for variabilities in the middle name. For example, if we had two people with a
middle name of Ken and Kenneth, we would consider both of those names to be the
same for the purposes of the match of what we were talking about. The problem with
doing any sort of matching like this is it's not impossible for two people with two exact
+++ 03:09:39 +++
same names and two exact same birth dates to be different people. We found 70,000
potential duplicate votes in the data that we processed using the methodology that you
see in front of you. We passed those duplicate pairs, those potential duplicate pairs,
through a commercial database who has access to full social security numbers and
they're given that access by the federal government specifically to conduct fraud
investigations, of which this was one.
+++03:10:11 +++
The commercial database vendor only looked at the name and address and birth date
that we supplied them, and they looked up to see if they could find a matching social
security number, and only if the social security numbers matched for both sides of the
potential pair did we report that as a high-confidence match. So the 70,000, it reduced
down to 8,500. We left a lot of potential matches on the floor doing it— doing things this
way. This wasn't about trying to find inflated numbers. This was about trying to find,
+++ 03:10:41 +++
with the highest level of confidence we could, potential duplicate votes. One of the
criticisms that's come up fairly repeatedly about any effort to look at voter fraud is are the
numbers meaningful. Can 8,500 duplicate votes have meaning inside a federal election
where 130 million votes were cast? And Florida has plenty of problems right now, and
obviously, when I did this, the hurricane was not a
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+++ 03:11:13 +++
reality down there. However, we have found 2,200 duplicate votes cast in Florida in the
year 2016. And I want to remind everybody who's listening and watching today that
George Bush became president on the back of 537 votes that were cast in Florida in the
2000 election. In 2016, with only 21 states out of 50 states' data, we found 2,200
duplicate votes, four
+++ 03:11:45 +++
times George Bush's margin of victory in the year 2000. And when am I asked can a
number that small have meaning, absolutely, it can. And we have to pay attention to
something like this because there are a tremendous number of elections in our country at
every level where the margin of victory can be measured in the dozens or hundreds or
sometimes single votes. These votes can also impact state and local elections,
+++ 03:12:15 +++
and again, with apologies to Florida, more than 200 of the duplicate votes that we
identified in Florida in 2016 were cast in the city of Orlando. There are 13 couples who
pop out out of that data who cast duplicate votes in Orlando and 200 votes in the context
of a city-wide election or a city council election or any down-ticket races can be very
meaningful indeed. I do believe with certainty that these duplicate votes impact Florida
elections. I'm
+++ 03:12:48 +++
going to move away quickly from duplicate voting into some of the other aspects that we
looked at while we had everybody's data. Being a Rhode Island resident and as a
computer science guy with an unhealthy interest in politics, I had a lot of conversations
with Rhode Island's Secretary of State about how they conducted their elections, and it
became apparent as we were discussing with Rhode Island that there were
+++ 03:13:16 +++
some gaps in the integrity of how Rhode Island conducts their elections. And we asked
the Secretary of State's office in a written letter whether it was possible for John Jacob
Jingleheimer Schmidt to send in a voter registration without a driver's license, without a
social security number, with a made-up birth date, and with a residence listed as a
commercial office park, and the Secretary of State's office responded to us, yes, that
would work. You could do that. And now Rhode Island has a voter ID law, and in
+++ 03:13:49 +++
that voter ID law, if you don't have a driver's license, if you don't have a social security
number, you can procure a state-issued voter ID with nothing more than a utility bill or a
laminated picture ID that says you belong to a gym, or in my case— my theoretical case
to the Secretary of State was a laminated card that said I work for a non-existent
company. And the answer that came back was,"You would be given a voter registration
card with the scenario that you painted for us." My art skills stop
+++ 03:14:22 +++
at stick figures. However, what you see here I did on my computer in about three
minutes. I scanned my business's utility bill, and I simply changed the account numbers
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and the name on the utility bill to John Jacob Jingleheimer. I couldn't fit Schmidt, I'm
sorry. This is acceptable form of ID to get a voter ID card in the state of Rhode Island.
Now, this leads to a very important question. Since the State
+++ 03:14:52 +++
admitted that it's possible to cast a ballot without a social security number and without a
driver's license, how many voters in Rhode Island are casting ballots who don't have
social security numbers and don't have driver's licenses in the voter registration
database? And the answer was shocking— 30.7 percent. More than 143,000 voters in
the state of Rhode Island cast ballots in 2016 who did not have social security numbers
and who did not have driver's licenses. It is
+++ 03:15:24 +++
not possible for the state of Rhode Island to maintain these voters in their voter
registration database when they have no idea who they are. How do they curate that
data? How do they remove deceased voters when they can't confirm who that voter is
with their social security number? Now, Rhode Island does have a voter ID law. If we
did not, 143,000 people would have cast ballots in the last election without providing any
positive identification in order to cast their vote,
+++ 03:15:54 +++
including not having that identifying information in the voter registration database. I
believe it's vitally important that we understand how many voters vote like this in every
single state in the country because if any other state has numbers like Rhode Island's, it's
a cause, in my opinion, for tremendous concern. So our results from what we've done so
far indicate a number of issues of concern, for sure. The data provided by states is not
standardized. The
+++ 03:16:26 +++
quality can be very poor for a number of those states. There's an absolute lack of
transparency. There are at least a half dozen states we cannot get data from as
nonpolitical organization entities. We have very high confidence indicators of potentially
fraudulent votes. We have examples of ineffective oversight in some states. And, most
importantly for me, there's a lack of a mechanism to enforce federal election integrity.
The fact that people can duplicate vote
+++ 03:16:56 +++
between states without any entity tasked with stopping that— identifying it and stopping it
is a large gap in the integrity of our elections. More analysis needs to be done. This is a
jumping-off point. This is by no means exhaustive. For starters, the other 29 states
should be made part of the project that was done for the original 21 states. We should
look for duplicate voting in federal primaries. We should determine votes that were made
from nonresidential
+++ 03:17:27 +++
addresses. One of the things that we took a look at, we got a database of all the
addresses of UPS stores across the country. In the 21 states that we looked at, every
single state had voters registered to vote at a UPS store. There were more than 15,000
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votes cast in 2016 from voters who listed a UPS store as their residence. We should
take a look at any of the fraudulent votes— or potentially fraudulent votes that we're
discussing and look at what the
+++ 03:17:59 +++
registration types are for those votes. Is it possible that different registration types are
more readily used for potentially fraudulent purposes than other voter registration types?
And, lastly, we should take a look at using federal databases to take a look— to help
determine eligibility to vote in different circumstances. Two more slides and I'm done. I
really want to hammer this home. Our election's infrastructure is susceptible to hacking.
+++ 03:18:28 +++
That's been discussed in the media in a number of different ways. In my opinion as a
technologist, this is the largest threat to our election integrity that we have. We've
already learned that the counties run elections. I had a 3,000 number for the county, and
what we learned in the first thing was that there's 10,000 local jurisdictions responsible
for elections. I can assure you many of those jurisdictions do not have the technical skills
necessary to secure those systems, and it's frightening. Voting machines had
+++ 03:19:00 +++
been hacked readily. At a hackers' conference in Las Vegas just a few months ago,
every— 30 machines were left out on the floor and turned on. Every one of them was
hacked, many of them within minutes, by the professional hackers in attendance at this
conference. In my opinion, state and county responses to this problem are not
commensurate with the seriousness of the problem, and this issue can radically impact
local, state, and federal elections. There's a high
+++ 03:19:29 +++
likelihood of voter fraud based on what we've done so far with our analysis. There's likely
a lot more to be found, and there's many different things to look at. Our results are
verifiable and recreateable. Anybody who can get access to the data and has the
technical abilities to process this data, I'll happily share how we did it and what we did,
and you can come up with the same numbers that we did. In fact, I encourage folks to do
that because it's important to get confirmation on what we've done. A comprehensive
+++ 03:19:59 +++
data-driven understanding of our country's voting integrity does not exist, and we need to
put that together, and this effort is part of that. And in my opinion, lastly, this is not a
partisan issue. This should not be considered red. This should not be considered blue.
These are our elections. This is what defines our country, and we need to make sure we
do everything that we can that these elections are fair, open, transparent, and have as
much integrity as we can bring to them. Thank you.
+++ 03:20:30 +++
Kris Kobach: Thank you. And then, finally, on this commission, we have a presentation
from a fellow commissioner, Hans von Spakovsky, and he's also a senior legal fellow at
the Center for Legal and Judicial Studies at the Heritage Foundation. Before joining the
11/27/17

Heartwood Media, Inc.
RP? HEARTMCC-32

\

ProductionTian suipts.com 888-349-3022

Page 72 of 124

Ref#: HEARTMCC-32
Heartwood Media, Inc. / Uploaded Files
page 73 of 124
Kris Kobach, Bill Gardner, John H. Sununu, Dr. Andrew Smith, Kimball Brace,Dr. John Lott /
Presidential Commission Heartwood.mp4
Foundation, he served for two years as a member of the Federal Election Commission,
and he, too, worked at the Department of Justice as Counsel to the Assistant Attorney
General for Civil Rights with expertise in enforcing the Voting Rights Act and the
+++ 03:21:00 +++
Help America Vote Act of 2002. He's also a member of the Virginia Advisory Board to the
US Commission on Civil Rights. Mr. von Spakovsky?
+++ 03:21:11 +++
Hans von Spakovsky: Thank you, Secretary Kobach. I also want to point out that I
served on two county election boards, one in Georgia and one in Virginia, so I actually
also understand the practical problems that election officials have to deal with every day
when they handle both voter registration and running polling places on Election Day. A
couple of years ago, the Supreme Court issued a decision— as was
+++ 03:21:41 +++
mentioned earlier-- Crawford versus Marion County, which was the voter ID case out of
Indiana, and there was a very key remark in there by Justice John Paul Stevens, who
wrote the majority opinion of the case, in which he pointed out that the United States has
a long history of voter fraud, it's been documented by historians and journalists, and it
could make the difference in a close election. And as Ken Block said, we have a lot of
close elections in this country, particularly down at the county, city, and
+++ 03:22:11 +++
township level. Now, obviously, it seems to me that the object of our entire election
process should be to make sure that every American who's eligible is able to vote. But
the second half of that is to make sure that their vote is not diluted or stolen by individuals
either stealing votes or people voting who are ineligible to vote, like noncitizens. Now,
less than two years ago, we started a project at the Heritage Foundation, where I work.
We started a Voter
+++ 03:22:42 +++
Fraud Database. At the first meeting of this commission, I gave everyone a printed-out
copy of it. I brought another one today. And we were very, very conservative in putting
together this database. It is not— does not have any cases of potential fraud. It doesn't
have any newspaper articles where individuals said that perhaps they believe something
may have
+++ 03:23:12 +++
happened at a polling place. We decided we would only put in cases where someone
was actually convicted in a court of law of engaging in voter fraud or election fraud, where
a judge made a judicial finding, where civil penalties were imposed by a government
body, such a state electoral board, for fraud, and a month ago, when we had our first
meeting, we were up to
+++ 03:23:44 +++
1,071 proven cases. That includes 938 criminal convictions, 43 civil penalties, 74
diversion programs, 8 judicial findings, and 8 official findings. We're about to add 19
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more cases to this, and I think it's important for people to understand because this has
been unfairly and wrongly criticized. This is not a comprehensive list. !don't even have
a
+++ 03:24:16 +++
full-time person working on this. We work on this part-time, and all we are doing is
putting in cases as we run across them. Now, some of them are older cases, the vast
majority of them, however, last— within the last 20 years. And we haven't even begun to
search a fraction— a fraction— of the records that are potentially available out there. The
fact that this is the tip of the iceberg is shown by a number of things. First of all, I
personally know of
+++ 03:24:50 +++
cases where it's pretty clear that some kind of fraud may have occurred, and yet these
cases are not turned over to election officials, no investigation is done, no prosecution is
done. And I'll give you two quick examples of that. Remember, we're up to 1,100 cases,
almost 1,100. We're about to add 19 more. When I was a county election official in
Virginia, we discovered almost 300 individuals, who, when they went to DMV to
+++ 03:25:22 +++
renew their drivers license, admitted they weren't US citizens. We contacted them,
investigated it. We ended up removing them from the voter rolls because they were not
US citizens. About half of them had actually voted in prior elections in Virginia. We did
take them off the voter rolls, turned it over to both local county prosecutors and the US
Department of Justice, who did absolutely nothing about it. Now, the Public Interest
Legal Foundation, which is a nonprofit organization, recently released a report in
+++ 03:25:55 +++
which they got hold of official voter registration records in the state of Virginia. Those
official voter registration records showed over 5,000 individuals who were taken off the
rolls because they were not US citizens. They had cast, I think, over 7,000 ballots in prior
elections, in multiple elections. There had been no publicity about this whatsoever in
local newspapers or anywhere else. The only way it was discovered was because of the
fact
+++ 03:26:27 +++
that the Public Interest Legal Foundation went after this information, had to sue some of
the counties to get it, and the election officials not only didn't— made no news about this,
didn't release anything to the public about it; they did not turn any of these files over to
law enforcement for investigation and prosecution. Now, it may be that many of these
cases were individuals potentially not realizing what they
+++ 03:26:55 +++
were doing. We've seen cases of noncitizens who actually told election officials they
were not US citizens, and the election officials registered them anyway. But the point is
you're not going to know the answer to that unless and until you actually investigate the
problem. So there in Virginia alone are potentially hundreds, if not thousands of voter
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fraud cases that have never been investigated and apparently aren't going to be
investigated, and that's
+++ 03:27:24 +++
just an example of some of the kind of problems we have. Now, mention has been made
of the Pew Center for the state study that found 2.8 million people registered in two or
more states, 1.8 million people deceased. This was a good study, but the study didn't do
the second half of the problem. They didn't get the actual voter histories of these
individuals and do the kind of matching program that Ken Block has talked about where
you actually look at voter history to see.
+++ 03:27:53 +++
A lot of these are probably administrative errors. The communications between the
states is not that good. Sometimes when individuals move to another state and
reregister, they don't let the new state know they were registered in a prior state, so that's
not the fault of election officials. But the second half of the problem should have been to
look at the voter histories of these individuals and find out, well, how many of them
actually took advantage of this and voted in more than one state? How many votes have
come in in elections from people who were listed as
+++ 03:28:25 +++
dead? A CBS news station in Los Angeles last year did that prior to the election and
found several hundred individuals who, when they checked social security records were
shown as being dead who had voted in multiple elections. Most of these people were
folks that the state automatically sent absentee ballots to, so it was pretty clear someone
at the address where those were coming from was voting those ballots. Now, I'm not
going to go through this. This is the study
+++ 03:28:55 +++
that Ken Block has talked about, so I'm not going to duplicate that, but I think it's
important to point out one thing there about the fact that GAI found people officially
registered. The rule in every state is you've got to be registered at your home address,
the place you live. And yet they found people registered at gas stations, vacant lots,
abandoned mill buildings, basketball courts, parks, warehouses, and office buildings.
And yet that wasn't caught by
+++ 03:29:24 +++
election officials, and they haven't been investigated. There are many states that have
many more registered voters, and the census shows they have citizens of voting age.
We've talked about that. We've also talked about the New Hampshire issue. The only
thing I will add to that is this. There was a lot of discussion about residence versus
domicile, but what hasn't been said and what obviously should be
+++ 03:29:54 +++
done, and I would suggest this is one of the things that needs to be done, is that all of
these individuals used out-of-state drivers licenses to register to vote. For those who
then did not get a New Hampshire driver's license, well, the obvious thing to do is to go to
that other state where they had a driver's license and check to see whether they did what
11/27/17
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the vast majority of people do when they get a driver's license these days. They register
to vote. Are they still registered in that other state, and more importantly, did they not
only vote in New
+++ 03:30:27 +++
Hampshire, taking advantage of the same-day registration option, but did they also vote
in that other state in the last election in November, like the 8,500 people that Ken Block
found? And until you actually do that kind of investigation, you're not going to know
what's going on. I don't think— something else that didn't get mentioned today is-- my
understanding is there's an additional 200 people not included in this group, I now find
out, who are being
+++ 03:30:54 +++
investigated for having voted in New Hampshire and another state. This is a breakdown
of our database. Again, I want to be clear, this is not a comprehensive database. It
shouldn't be looked at that way. It's a sampling of election fraud cases, and we have
cases from all of the states. There's so many different ways that fraud is committed.
False registrations, for example. Here's a conviction in 2000 in California. Another big
conviction in Washington
+++ 03:31:28 +++
State. You will see that this is a bipartisan problem. One of these convictions is for
Republican individuals doing it; the other, for people on the Democratic side. I mentioned
earlier that we were about to add 19 more cases. Two of those include an individual in
Florida who was just convicted of altering mail-in ballots to favor a Republican mayoral
candidate. The other one was someone who was working
+++ 03:31:58 +++
with a Democratic group who was putting in false registrations. Again, a bipartisan
problem. Impersonation fraud at the polls— people say that never happens. Of course,
it's hard to detect that if you don't have a voter ID to show you that the person is not the
person they say they are. Here are two convictions, one in 2002 in Alabama, one in 2009
in Texas. Duplicate voting— we've heard a lot about
+++ 03:32:26 +++
that today from Ken Block. Here's a case from Wisconsin who is, I think, considered the
worst multiple voter in Wisconsin history. And then another case that I actually want to
highlight in Maryland. A woman named Wendy Rosen, who was convicted of voter fraud
for voting in both Maryland and Florida, which Ken Block mentioned. What's important
about this case is you'll see that she voted in Florida and Maryland in both 2006 and
2010. The key thing to know here is
+++ 03:32:57 +++
that this was not discovered by election officials. In fact, the only reason it was
discovered was because she made what turned out to be the bad decision to run for
public office, okay? She decided to run to be a Democratic primary candidate for
Congress, and of course, what happens when you run for office? All of your opponents
do what? Opposition research on you. So apparently it was opposition researchers who
11/27/17
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+++ 03:33:25 +++
discovered that she was not only registered in Maryland and Florida but had voted in both
states. And if she had not run for office, the chances of that being discovered were pretty
much nil because the election officials were not doing the kind of checks needed to do
that. Absentee ballot fraud. You know, absentee ballot fraud, the Florida Department of
Law Enforcement some years ago in a report they did on many different absentee ballot
cases in Florida said that it's the tool of choice of people who want to
+++ 03:33:56 +++
steal elections. Two thousand fourteen, a recent conviction in Kentucky. The 1994
conviction is older in Alabama, but I mention that case for a very specific reason. In
1994, the US Department of Justice, during the Clinton administration, conducted a very
big investigation in Green County, Alabama. Green County is one of the poorest
counties in the country. I think it may have been one of the first counties in the country to
actually file for
+++ 03:34:27 +++
bankruptcy. It is, I think, 80 percent African American. And the FBI got into the case
because a young African American Democrat who wanted to challenge some incumbents
in the county— he was a reformer. He wanted to clean up the county government— called
the FBI because he believed his election had been stolen. FBI conducted investigation.
They eventually convicted 11 individuals, many of them local county commissioners, and
a city councilman. And what was clear in the case
+++ 03:35:00 +++
was that the people who were being victimized were poor African American voters, and
that is the case in so many of these voter fraud cases. Often, the people who are
targeted are the poor, they're African Americans and others who the people doing the
stealing believe are the people who are the easiest targets. Some years ago, there was2011, I believe— there
+++ 03:35:30 +++
was a convict— several convictions in Troy, New York. Four individuals were convicted of
engaging in absentee ballot fraud there, including two political operatives. They forged
numerous signatures on absentee ballots. They cast votes in names of registered
individuals without their knowledge. And they targeted a particular very poor
neighborhood in that city. And one of those operatives who was convicted, when asked
by investigators about this,
+++ 03:35:58 +++
said that this kind of voter fraud was an ongoing scheme— this is a quote— and it occurs
on both sides of the aisle. The people who are targeted live in low-income housing, and
there is a sense that they are a lot less likely to ask any questions. That's why they were
targeted. And those are the people, unfortunately, who bear the burden of the kind of
fraud that occurs and that no one seems to want to do anything about. Illegal assistance
at the poll—
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+++ 03:36:26 +++
that's another kind of fraud that occurs. Every voter has a right under federal law to get
assistance if they are disabled, can't speak English, but there often are cases where
individuals aren't going in to assist those people to vote but to intimidate them and force
them in a particular way to vote, and these are all cases where 2016, 2006 where people
were convicted for doing this. Buying votes— unfortunately, that
+++ 03:36:56 +++
still occurs. There are certain states— I won't name that state because I don't want to
embarrass it— where it's a long tradition and there have been many prosecutions by the
US Justice Department. I actually had to laugh recently because there was a article just
published, criticizing our Voter Fraud Database, and one of the criticisms was that we
included vote buying in our list of election fraud cases because the article said that, well,
that's not a situation where
+++ 03:37:27 +++
somebody who's not eligible to vote actually voted, so it shouldn't be included. Well, I
think most people would believe that vote buying, which is a federal felony, should be
included in any kind of case about election integrity. And, of course, noncitizen voting.
We have evidence of that occurring in many different parts of the country. Again, in
these different cases, particularly the two in Illinois, it's important to note that both of the
individuals
+++ 03:37:55 +++
who were found to be noncitizens, who had not only registered to vote but who had
illegally voted in American elections, this fraud was not discovered by election officials
because election officials don't do anything to verify citizenship. This was only detected
because both of them applied to Department of Homeland Security for a change of status
as noncitizens, and in investigating it, DHS discovered that they had registered and
voted. Again, election
+++ 03:38:26 +++
officials did not discover this. And, of course, felon voting. Forty-eight states do not allow
you to vote if you are in prison. We have many cases in the database of individuals who
voted anyway. So the point is there is evidence of voter fraud. This is just a fraction of
the cases that we have, and it's something that I think everyone should be interested in
doing something about. Thank you.
+++ 03:39:00 +++
Kris Kobach: Thank you. And now we have some time for questions. Try to keep
things moving along. Might take a little bit less time for questions on this panel since we
want to try to get done by as close to four as we can. But I'll ask the first question mainly
for Ken Block, but the other panelists can certainly weigh in on it. Talking about the issue
of double voting, people being found to cast votes in two different states, Kansas is
involved intimately in tracking this problem because we host the Interstate
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+++ 03:39:32 +++
Cross Check System, and that does yield leads, that it appears that the person of the
same name and date of birth has voted. Of course, you don't bring a prosecution until
you then investigate that lead and you have matching signatures in both states, and
that's usually the point at which you can conclude that you probably have the same
person. My office obtained prosecutorial authority two years ago, and in those two years,
we've obtained eight convictions for double voting, and that's not because there aren't
+++ 03:39:59 +++
more cases; it's just that we have a very small legal staff, and so we're cranking those out
at about five or so a year. There are two more not double-voting cases, but there are two
more prosecutions in the hopper right now. But one of the interesting things is-- well, a
couple things. One is your— you pointed out the 200 married couples. One of our eight
cases is— does involve a married couple who voted in Arkansas and Kansas. One of the
other things we see
+++ 03:40:30 +++
are serial double voters. It appears to me that once people figure out they can get away
with it and that no one's going to track it, no one's going to prosecute them, they keep
doing it. And so we've had a number of serial double voters that we have prosecuted,
and so as we prioritize our cases, we usually go for the lowest hanging fruit because we
have such a small legal staff, the cases that we can dispose of most quickly because the
evidence is already right there, or the serial double voters because that's obviously a
person who's probably going
+++ 03:40:58 +++
to keep on doing it until they get prosecuted. And one other point I would note, it is a
bipartisan problem, as Mr. von Spakovsky was just pointing out. Interestingly, in Kansas,
Republicans outnumber Democrats on the registration rolls, not surprisingly. The
prosecutions, Republicans outnumber Democrats, and the prosecutions are brought
without any knowledge of the person's voter registration usually until at the very end
stage, but that doesn't figure in to the prosecution. So I guess my question for you is are
+++ 03:41:33 +++
there any other patterns you see in terms of this double voting problem? My sense of it is
that it's an opportunistic crime in the sense that people may not set out to register in two
states and think, "Okay, I'm going to keep my registration in my old state with the
intention of voting twice," but that they at some point realize they can do it, they're
tempted, and they say, "I think I can get away with this," and they go ahead and do it. Do
you have— and, again, it's hard to— I'm looking at it from the eight cases that
+++ 03:42:05 +++
I know in great detail, but I'm curious if from your global point of view looking at these
numbers, if there are any other patterns that you see with this problem of people casting
ballots in multiple states?
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+++ 03:42:17 +++
Ken Block: Yes,so that's a great question, and I can't through the data necessarily
determine what someone's intent was, but there's some interesting patterns that I think
can give you hints to it. So there were five individuals from the twenty-one states that we
found who voted in three different states. So I think once you start getting into that, for
sure, you can make some assumptions of that, that there's some intent there to take
advantage of a system that can be taken advantage of. An interesting pattern
+++ 03:42:49 +++
that we found within the 8,500 pairs of votes, when we take a look at out-of-state mailing
addresses, inside those 8,500 sets of votes, we looked at the out-of-state mailing
address in one state, and we look to see if we can match that up to the residential
address of the matched pair, and we had about 600 instances where the out-of-state
mailing address from one voter registration was linked to the residential address of the
other voter registration. That's probably real
+++ 03:43:20 +++
close to being able to convict on, not all the way, obviously, but that's a really great
indicator that there's something going on there and that the nexus, right, the address
from one place is directly linked to the address of the other place. So there's a number of
different ways that you can look at this data and use the data that's there. If we had had
mail ballot applications, I would have loved to have double checked where those mail
ballots were being sent. If the mail ballots were being sent to the address of the other
vote, I think that's a very clear
+++ 03:43:51 +++
indication of what's happening with that particular vote. So yeah, there's a lot of different
things yet to be done that we haven't taken a look at. I mean you could spend years and
years doing this. I mean we're two years into this project and we try to jam it all down into
a fifteen-minute presentation. There's a lot more to talk about.

Kris Kobach: Christian.
+++ 03:44:21 +++
J. Christian Adams: Question Mr. Palmer, if you might. My organization released this
report part of the materials about 616 citizens in New Jersey called Garden State Got
You [ph?] that were found to have been on the voter rolls of New Jersey and took
themselves out because they were in an immigration process. Could you describe some
of the sources of data this commission should look at that local election officials might
have regarding non-citizens who have been on the rolls removed? Your experiences
+++ 03:44:53 +++
in Florida or Virginia about what sort of information is just sitting there in election offices
related to non-citizens on the roles like the kind that Mr. von Sapko‘sky talked about?
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+++ 03:45:07 +++
Donald Palmer: I haven't read the full report but I think some of the ways that states and
counties can verify citizenship is, I think, states primarily have a responsibility to try to
work with the federal government. DHS has a program called SAVE. But my advice to
this commission would be to if there was a way for the federal government to provide
information in an accessible manner to facilitate that transfer of information that would
actually work for state and local election officials that would be something that
+++ 03:45:39 +++
the states could use as sort of a database for that. Most states, at least the ones that I've
worked with and have knowledge of, the DMV database is a good source of non-citizen
data because they have categories under the Real ID Act. And if there's interaction
between the DMV and the state and the localities that information should be flowing to
the county so they can do that process. The problem that we face sometimes it's an
individual thing is that there's really not a great verification process for
+++ 03:46:14 +++
citizenship. Let's just face it. There's little to none. And so what happens is because we
find out after the fact then at that point there's a process to identify to confirm that and
then remove them from the rolls. And so that's a struggle, that's a problem that states
have.
+++ 03:46:34 +++
J. Christian Adams: What is jury recusal data that election officials have available? And
also what about self-reporting instances like the kind that you've probably seen before?
+++ 03:46:44 +++
Donald Palmer: Well, I think that— and that's one reason why I support that there should
be in counties, there should be a transmittal of information between the clerks and the
county offices or the local offices. Because folks will respond with their new address.
They'll also respond to whether or not they're citizens or not. And that information for the
most part is legitimate. There's some that may mislead because they don't want to be on
a jury. But for the most part it's very accurate the fact that I'm not a citizen. And so that
information is a very valuable
+++ 03:47:17 +++
source for localities. But it's sort of intermittent across the country both on the state and
the county level but it's something that is a good source of information.

Kris Kobach: Secretary Dunlap.
+++ 03:47:31 +++
Matthew Dunlap: Thank you very much. And thank you gentlemen for coming forward
and bringing forward some pretty compelling information. And fascinating discussion. I do
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have a couple of questions. All of you gave great presentations. One of the questions I
had and this is probably more of a global question because I could probably take up a lot
of time with particular questions for each of you, but, you know, there is this great blurry
line and that's the Help America Vote Act. And some of the discussion sort of bridges
pre-HAVA and post-HAVA. And I think there is a distinction. And Mr. Block, you're talking
in detail
+++ 03:48:07 +++
about Rhode Island. And Rhode Island was ahead of Maine. They had a much better
developed voter system. We had 503 different voter files. And this is, I think, speaks to
the importance of HAVA as an incredible development in election administration. We had
many of our larger communities had pretty sophisticated electronic lists that were kept
more or less up to date. Some were typed out. Some were handwritten. And I knew a
couple of small plantations
where the clerk just knew everybody and that was the
+++ 03:48:39 +++
voter file. And they were maintained about as inconsistently as they were created. But
one of the— and we went through something similar not with elections but actually with
motor vehicle licensure with old data. And what happened with us is that whenever we
interact with a motorist whether they actually have a driver's license or not we create a
history number for them. And if they don't apply for a license, then we don't have their
social security number. So we would put in this is before the
+++ 03:49:12 +++
sophistication of the post-COBAL world we put in a real value as a placeholder, all nines
for a social security number which led to the charge that we were allowing thousands of
illegal immigrants to get driver's license in the state of Maine which wasn't true. We had
one kid who was fourteen years old stole a school bus. He didn't have a license. We had
to give him a history number. He had to have a place holder in there. And likewise, I
know with the Rhode Island situation they were— a lot of their data, that 30 percent that
you described many of them had registered to vote long prior to HAVA when that
information
+++ 03:49:47 +++
wasn't required. So I think I guess my question is does HAVA make a difference here?
Because if it doesn't then why did we pass it? I think it's made a tremendous difference in
making information better. I would agree because of all of the discussion that's been
going on and partly helped spur the creation of this commission. One of the missing
elements in HAVA was no provision for an interaction between states. States had to go
out and build their own voter files and come up with an accessible voter solution and now
+++ 03:50:19 +++
you've got 90 percent of what HAVA was. But I also operate under the premise that most
people are law abiding. I used to chair the fish and wildlife committee in the main
legislature and we did a quick review. We have 5000 bodies of water. We have 3000
miles of streams and brooks. And right now as I speak I bet there's about 40 game
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wardens on duty in the state of Maine which is the size of the rest of New England. You
are more likely to be hit by a meteor
+++ 03:50:50 +++
than see a game warden in a remote trout pond to check your license. And yet, what we
found is that the compliance rate for buying a fishing license was about 98.5 percent.
People tend to be law abiding. And I think when we have issues, what we've discovered
as we've done some of these exact same inquiries that you do is that people check off
the wrong box. They make a mistake. The clerk gets confused. Nobody— and to get to—
and this is a point I'd like to raise with you Mr. Block, you talk about how the data doesn't
show intent, well a prosecutor has to show intent to prosecute for a felony and that's a
real gulf there. How do we bridge that?
+++ 03:51:26 +++
Ken Block: Well, that's the role of law enforcement takes the data and moves forward
with it from there. You take depositions. You have to look any applications for mail ballots
or any other extenuating circumstances in that particular— for that particular vote to build
a case and see where you go. Regarding HAVA and the 30 percent of Rhode Island
voters who are voting without social or a driver's license, that's happening now what 13,
14 years post HAVA. So an awful
+++ 03:51:58 +++
lot of time has gone by and that data hasn't been cleaned up. I would argue a shortfall of
HAVA was not requiring states to backfill that important data.

Matthew Dunlap: So it didn't require it because that would mean that that's a lapse of
some kind? If we're following the law.

Ken Block: Well, I've talked to other states where the percentage is less than one
percent.

Matthew Dunlap: Well, like us because we had to build it form whole cloth we weren't
working with an old database.
+++ 03:52:25 +++
Ken Block: Right. So Rhode Island should remain at 30 percent of its voters without
personally identifying information in its voter registration system until they pass on? I
mean at some point, isn't the responsibility of state government, for integrity purposes, if
nothing else, to go get that data and make their data more strong than it is now? To me
with all of that time having gone by without filling in the gaps in that data I think that's a
lapse.
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+++ 03:52:53 +++
Matthew Dunlap: Well, I don't disagree but I think that's also a separate argument than
the status of the data. And the implication I would have gotten if I hadn't known their
situation is that there were people that were just— you might as well just hand out Sears
Roebuck catalogs as register people to vote. I don't think it was quite that wanton.
+++ 03:53:13 +++
Ken Block: I'm not going to attempt to paint the elections officials with intent nor am I
going to try and paint potential duplicate voters with intent. All I can tell you is what the
data looks like right now in Rhode Island is not particularly good especially in light of the
fact that a brand-new voter can register to vote and vote today without a social security
number and without a driver's license and that's in contravention of HAVA. So there's a
number of issues
+++ 03:53:41 +++
at play there. All of them pick away at the overall strength of voting integrity in Rhode
Island.

Matthew Dunlap: Thank you for the clarification. I won't speak for the Rhode Island
secretary of state. I know her well. She can fight her own battles.
+++ 03:53:56 +++
Kris Kobach: I would just comment on Secretary Dunlap's comment, as far as intent
goes, since we do prosecute these cases usually in the cases we've prosecuted it's very
clear that there is intent because of the timing of the two votes. Often times, you'll have a
person vote in person in state A and vote by mail by in state B within the same week. So
that's one of the factors we have looked at and our prosecutors look at to say this person
didn't vote 30 days in advance and then somehow forget. The other
+++ 03:54:28 +++
thing is when you have the married couples you usually have a pretty clear indication of
intent. There's a conspiracy of sorts between the two individuals. And then with the serial
double voters you tend to have a very clear intent because they're doing it again and
again. And I just would add this for the public consumption, when we started prosecuting
these cases there were some editorials that were maybe these are just old senile people
who forgot that they voted and voted again. And that's not the case either unless
+++ 03:54:57 +++
someone in his sixties or her sixties is senile I think the median age for these cases was
in the high fifties or low sixties and no one was above the age of, I think, 72 or something
like that. So it's pretty clear in these cases of double voting at least the ones that we've
looked at that there's no question of intent. If there were a question of intent we wouldn't
prosecute the case. Yeah.
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+++ 03:55:23 +++
Christy McCormick: Thank you. Thank you to all of the panelists for being here. I
appreciated your presentations. Mr. Palmer, the NVRA requires a mailing before
someone can be taken off of a voter registration list. I think ERIC also requires a mailing.
How effective are these confirmation mailings? What kind of response rates do we get?
And is this an effective way to determine whether somebody should remain on a
registration list or no?
+++ 03:55:51 +++
Donald Palmer: Effect is difficult to define. I would say that it's a very expensive and
probably not very efficient way of removing voters through this process. And that's why I
suggest some different ways to get enough information so an election official can
remove— like if you have someone registering and say I'd like to remove myself from the
previous roles, most people are going to say yes, that's one thing I want to do. Thank you
for allowing me to be part of the solution rather than the problem. It's not very efficient.
And that's why I suggest— I had some
+++ 03:56:23 +++
suggestions on how we streamline that process if we work inside the NVRA. How do we
use the available information and technology to say we want to know what the best and
the correct address is of all of our voters instead of mailing to that best address, not sort
of the scattered sort of reflexive action of a lot of election officials find themselves in that
I'm going to spend a lot of money. I'm going to spend a lot of mailings because that's
really the only way within the process right now to do effectiveness
+++ 03:56:56 +++
maintenance. I there are better ways, the use of technology. We're moving away from
paper. People don't read their postcards or their mail as much. I mean we have an entire
generation of folks that really have not put a stamp— and I'm starting to lose the ability to
do it as well. But that's our major way of list maintenance and keeping the rolls clean. So
the search for a new way is I have open ears and I'm hopeful.
+++ 03:57:26 +++
Robert Popper: Let add just one example of a place where it was an impediment. There
was a state that was— we've had extensive discussions with them so I'll just say that
they're a state but they had a law that prevented their membership in Crosscheck or
ERIC from being the basis for sending a confirmation notice to someone who may have
moved. So they would tout the fact that they were members of these organizations but it
meant absolutely nothing because under state law
+++ 03:57:55 +++
you couldn't send an NVRA 8(d)2 [ph?] notice. So it was actually an impediment.

Christy McCormick: Interesting.
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+++ 03:58:01 +++
Hans von Sapkovsky: Could I add something? Just one thing I want to be sure that
everyone is clear on because there's a lot of confusion, often, particularly, in the public
and unfortunately there's some groups that try to add to this confusion people get this
wrong impression that if state election officials are doing data comparisons, they're
running the state voter registration list, for example, against DMV records. And they
discover that the DMV records say that someone is a non-citizen will people
+++ 03:58:33 +++
complain about that saying well, if the data records are inaccurate you're making a big
mistake, immediately dropping them off the rolls. But they should understand that no
election officials automatically drop anybody off the voter rolls because they had an
indication back when they're doing a data comparison from different databases that there
may be a problem. They take that as an indicator that there may be a problem. And then
they mount an investigation. That usually means contacting the particular voter whether
by phone, through letter to
+++ 03:59:05 +++
find out if the information they've gotten is correct. And only after they do an investigation
that confirms that, for example, the people, the person is not a citizen or perhaps a
person has moved to another state that's when they take them off the rolls. And I think it's
important for people to understand that. When we're talking about doing data
comparisons with available databases we're not talking about automatically deleting
anybody off the voter rolls.
+++ 03:59:28 +++
Christy McCormick: So when we hear, for example, Georgia eliminating a million
voters off their rolls after some amount of time, we don't know how long they've gone,
first of all, without doing some sort of a cleaning of their rolls. And it isn't an automatic
process?
+++ 03:59:42 +++
Hans von Sapkovsky: No, that's right. And one other correction about the NVRA which,
again, I think election officials have gotten confused about. The rules about taking
someone off the rolls deal with people who have moved out of state. If you discover— if
an election official discovers that someone is deceased because the state department of
vital records produces a death record for that particular voter and
+++ 04:00:11 +++
it's that person the WRA rules don't apply. You can immediately take that person off the
rolls.

Christy McCormick: You can't send them a mailing.
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+++ 04:00:18 +++
Hans von Sapkovsky: Right. You obviously can't send them a mailing. Similarly, if an
election gets evidence that somebody is a non-citizen and therefore was never eligible to
vote in the first place, again, the NVRA rule doesn't apply. You can take it— as long as
you've got confirmation the persons is not a U.S. citizen you can immediately take them
off the rolls.
+++ 04:00:39 +++
Robert Popper: I'd like to amend that. I mean in the eleventh circuit there was a case
there, the
case, in fact, the last justice department supported this litigation. And
the upshot there was that there's a 90-day freeze period in removing people who may
have moved elsewhere immediately prior to an election and that makes a ton of sense.
You don't want to be removing people at the last minute because you can't spot where
they live. They may still live there. And so there's a 90-day freeze period. Well, this
litigation supported by the United States department
+++ 04:01:09 +++
of justice argued that that freeze period should apply to non-citizens. Now, there were
two district court cases. They lost in both. It was appealed to the eleventh circuit by one
set of plaintiffs and they won a two to one split decision. And then Governor Scott chose
not to appeal it to the United States Supreme Court so it is now the law in the eleventh
circuit, contrary Hans to what you were saying and I think frankly contrary to common
sense, that you cannot
+++ 04:01:39 +++
remove a non-citizen in the 90-days right before an election. And it's true they were never
eligible to register or to vote. They only got on that list by an accident or by an error or by
fraud. So there is at least in the eleventh circuit that emendation to the rule.
+++ 04:02:00 +++
Hans von Sapkovsky: You're absolutely right about that. I should have mentioned that
case. But remember that only applies to the 90 days in a general program prior to the
election. Any other time, they can be removed immediately.
+++ 04:02:12 +++
Christy McCormick: A number of you have mentioned the Pew [ph?] study, and putting
aside the results of that study which I think are very important any of you have an opinion
on why Pew undertook that study in the first place? I mean, obviously, it takes some time
and money to do that kind of a study.
+++ 04:02:34 +++
Donald Palmer: I think Pew had a series of meetings, if I recall, on I think it was actually
post- HAVA if my memory serves. And this was a major issue that came out of the
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Carter-Baker commission. So sort of the result of that was how can the states work
together to compare lists and sort of synchronize lists to try to identify duplicate
registrations. There was lots of money spent. And ERIC was a creation of that. A lot of
states invested a lot of time and energy, I'm sure over millions of dollars of investment,
into how that
+++ 04:03:04 +++
organization runs. And that is a result to try to resolve this problem, to try to get the states
to work together. And obviously it's an important issue, it's a bipartisan issue. And so I
think that reflects by the actions not just the words in the report.

Christy McCormick: So ERIC and IVRC are obviously good— we're working towards
that but have not solved the problem is that what I'm hearing?
+++ 04:03:28 +++
Donald Palmer: Well, I'm trying to do my math in my head. I mean ERIC and
Crosscheck has been around— Crosscheck particularly has been around for a while, for
over a decade. And ERIC is almost a decade, perhaps less a full operational use. I'm not
sure we're there. I mean it's unfortunate. I think some of it has to do with the fact that you
have not all of the states participating. The material— and Virginia was a participant of
both and I was amazed at the data that I was being— that was coming into me and that's
+++ 04:04:02 +++
worth a number of duplications in the state from both programs. But it showed me that if
we're all working together— if all 50 states were participating it would be significant— even
more significant and we could be making a lot more progress. But the fact of the matter is
not all states are participating and some don't participate in any, some in one, some in
very few participate in both. So it's a mishmash. And for me it's not ideal.
+++ 04:04:33 +++
Christy McCormick: Mr. Block, you mentioned the duplicate voters that you found in
Florida, how far have you tracked that geographically? I mean are you down to
congressional districts where you can identify where those are or lower jurisdictions?
+++ 04:04:46 +++
Ken Block: We have all of the data to any level of granularity that you'd like that's
supplied with the Florida voter records which goes all the way down to, I believe city and
town council districts and school districts and all sorts of things like that. So we haven't
looked with that level of granularity but we certainly can.
+++ 04:05:08 +++
Christy McCormick: I think it would be interesting to see whether there's a pattern and
where these duplicate votes are happening or where these nonlegal votes are being cast.
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+++ 04:05:16 +++
Ken Block: I think it's more driven, in my opinion, and this is supposition. This is not
fact. It's my belief that a great many of these duplicate votes are made possible through
second homeownership. And we see the concentration of votes not so much with regard
to specific districts and wanting to impact a specific election so much as that's a really
nice place to have a house. So I think that's what really drives us to a large extent.

Christy McCormick: Mr. Palmer.
+++ 04:05:46 +++
Donald Palmer: My only point and this is also Secretary Kobach's is my analysis is that
the pattern is usually a regional area, tristate or border states. So you find most
duplicates on a border state area or with commuters who may live in one state but work
in another state and have an interest in another state, a reason to vote in two states. So
we've seen that with some prosecutions. And if you make that analysis that was one of
the recommendations that if you're going to
+++ 04:06:15 +++
start sharing data, some of the states have started with their bordering states, the region
because that's where a lot of the sort of commuting or living across the border takes
place.

Matthew Dunlap: I have one last thing and then we have to move on.

Kris Kobach: Okay. Secretary Dunlap and the Commissioner Adams and then we'll
move on.
+++ 04:06:35 +++
Matthew Dunlap: Okay. I think one of the things, I think, that's interesting, I mean,
obviously, voting twice in one election is a crime regardless of whether it's between two
different states or within the same state. But being registered in two different places is
often, as you intimated Mr. Palmer, that's something that happens. Either the voter
doesn't reach back and have their previous address taken off or the election official does
not. But, you know, when were talking
+++ 04:07:05 +++
internally about the voter data request and what we would make available is very, very
high level, you know, our publicly available lists for qualified NCs [ph?], includes the
name, the physical address, the year of birth, legislative districts and then whether or not
they voted in the last two federal cycles. Isn't there a possibility I mean given the
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spectrum of information that's available to you doesn't it heighten the possibility of a
possible false positives. I mean there's a lot of Matthew Dunlap's
+++ 04:07:35 +++
out there, believe it or not. When you think of me I prefer you picture the model out in
Seattle who does voiceovers for radio ads. He seems to be a great guy. But there's
probably a lot of Matthew Dunlap's that are born the same year I was. And getting into
those lower layers of information to see that if that person actually is the same person
that's registered in multiple jurisdictions is that information that's available to you? It
doesn't seem to be through our
+++ 04:08:03 +++
data sets. I know no two states actually do it exactly the same way. But, you know, like
Mr. Popper, you said, we know there's voter fraud, we just don't know how much. Now, if
you know that it's out there you should be able to determine how much. And that's just
my own personal view.

Robert Popper: Not when several states just don't report it.
+++ 04:08:20 +++
Matthew Dunlap: But I think, you know, my question here is as we talk about data sets
and what they reveal to us is different layers of data that may indicate a correlation
without a necessary causation.
+++ 04:08:35 +++
Robert Popper: Oh sure, but you do the best— first off, remember that at the end of this
project what you're doing is sending a letter to someone forwardable mail do you still live
there? They're not being thrown off the rolls. So good data, bad data, you're sure, you're
not sure, that's all that's happening. But to get there, there are several searches that are
quite robust. First name, last name, house number, date of birth, will give you very good
+++ 04:09:04 +++
matches. There are a number of counties that use that. I know that Los Angeles County
uses that or at least suggests that that's the proper one. And I think in that respect,
they're correct. And then if you use that sort of a match with fuzzy logic on the first name
you're going to have pretty good idea of who to send these mailings to. And then
remember, you send a mailing, it's to the wrong person. All right, you've sent it to the
wrong person and they missed the mail. Okay. Then they need to not vote or have any
contact
+++ 04:09:35 +++
with the state for two general federal elections. It can be years before they're removed
and then even if the worst happens and that is what happens, all of they have to do is
reregister. And county officials, in my experience, are very sensitive. I mean I met people
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who work for you and I'm sorry that at the department of justice you and I were once on
opposite sides of...
+++ 04:10:04 +++
Matthew Dunlap: Oh, I don't believe that for a second.

<group laughter>
+++ 04:10:06 +++
Robert Popper: But, you know, they want to do the right thing is my sense. And when
someone has been improperly removed from the rolls they will bend over backwards to
either not remove them beforehand or to get them back on the rolls.

Ken Block: Just talking about the names, so my name Ken Block shows up 62 times in
the 21 states data that we have.

Matthew Dunlap: I think hope they're not all juniors.
+++ 04:10:32 +++
Ken Block: No. None of them are juniors that I saw. One of them is a famous racecar
driver. Another one was the lead singer for Sister Hazel. And in tiny little Rhode Island
and I've run for governor in Rhode Island there's another poor Ken Block who lives in the
next town over. And I feel really bad for this guy because he deals with a lot of my hate
mail every once in a while. But so names are common. They're much more common than
you would think. And what we certainly learned from matching was even with full names
and
+++ 04:11:01 +++
full birthdates our positive match rate was twelve percent. Right? So we had an 88
percent false positive when we just matched on names and birthdates. So for me, I think,
what we did was very important using external data sources to really narrow down and
remove as many of the false positives as we could.
+++ 04:11:25 +++
Kris Kobach: I have one quick follow up on that. When you did the— when you attached
using the commercial vendors social security numbers to those names what's your level
of confidence then at that point that you have a correct positive match?

Ken Block: Nearly 100 percent. This is number— this is data that comes pretty much
directly from the social security administration.
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Kris Kobach: Commissioner Adams.
+++ 04:11:45 +++
J. Christian Adams: We're essentially out of time so very quick answer from each of the
four of you. Is it your belief that you can improve list maintenance practices to cut down
on voter fraud as part of this commission's recommendation without taking legitimate
voters off the rolls? What is the view of each of you on that score?

Hans von Sapkovsky: Absolutely. Yes.
+++ 04:12:04 +++
Ken Block: I believe yes, for no other reason because NAVA mandates provisional
balloting. And with provisional voting it's very, very difficult to improperly deny someone
the vote because they can always cast a provisional ballot.

J. Christian Adams: Thanks.

Robert Popper: Yes, you could.

Donald Palmer: Yes.
+++ 04:12:20 +++
Kris Kobach: All right. Well, that concludes this panel. Rather than taking a quick break
since we're kind of running over time, we're going to go ahead and push straight through
to the next panel. So if the panels could come forward. And then if members of the
commission or members of the audiences have to take a break to go use the bathroom or
get a drink just feel free to quietly leave and come back. We will try to conclude this final
panel by fourth thirty if possible.

<break in recording>
+++ 04:12:46 +++
Kris Kobach: The presentation is underway. I'm going to have Secretary Gardner do
the introductions since he knows these members of the panel better than I do. So
Secretary Gardner, go ahead.
+++ 04:13:00 +++
Bill Gardner: Well, this is a transition from the old to the new or to the future. And from
the voting equipment that you saw 125 years ago. The National Science Foundation for a
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number of years gave grants to computer scientists who were willing to do work and
papers on technology and elections. It was back at the beginning when there was more
and more technology connected to elections. And so each year they would
+++ 04:13:29 +++
meet and discuss these papers. And I had the privilege of being at a number of those
meetings, actually. And I got to know all three of these gentlemen who clearly were
among the computer science field, the people that others deferred to; when they spoke
the others listened. And so it's a privilege for us to have them. So the first speaker will be
Dr. Andrew Appel. Dr.
+++ 04:14:04 +++
Appel has a connection to New Hampshire. His parents actually live here. And all three
are very public minded. They've offered their time over the years not only here but in
other places. Dr. Appel is a professor of computer science at Princeton University, chair
of the computer science department— has been chair. His research and expertise include
software
+++ 04:14:33 +++
verification, applied computer security and technology policy. And since 2003 after HAVA
a significant part of Dr. Appel's research has been on the technology and security of
voting machines and election administration systems and computers. Last year, Dr.
Appel testified before the U.S. House of Representatives subcommittee hearing on
cybersecurity. And he talked about ensuring the integrity of the
+++ 04:15:03 +++
ballot box. So with that Dr. Appel, it's yours. Thank you.
+++ 04:15:08 +++
Andrew Appel: All right. So let me talk about how to record votes in a trustworthy way,
how to count them, how to add them up. What do you need in an election system? You
want each person to vote just once. You want to accurately record the votes. Accurately
count the votes. You want the voter to be sure that her vote is counted even though the
election may be run by an official of the other party. And you need privacy of the ballot
because before we had privacy of the ballot
+++ 04:15:37 +++
in the late nineteenth century there were enormous problems with voter coercion and
bribery. So in the nineteenth century election integrity was just as big an issue as it is
today. There was widespread election fraud. And towards around 1890, there were great
reform efforts. Before 1890 you would vote by bringing a ballot with you that was maybe
preprinted or handwritten with the candidates and you would stick it in the ballot box. So
why not bring six, right? And the idea that you would be handed a ballot as illustrated
here this is a ballot with names of all of
+++ 04:16:06 +++
the candidates preprinted and you just marked some with an X That had to be invented
because the election administrators handing you one ballot you don't have the
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opportunity to put six in the ballot box. And that's-- let's talk about marking that ballot and
how the ballot is laid out because what we want to do is allow the voter to accurately
mark their intent so it can be counted. And if you had badly designed ballot, I apologize,
for the blurry thing here but what I've circled her is a ballot from Wisconsin in 2002 where
the governor's race had to be split among
+++ 04:16:36 +++
two columns because it didn't all fit in the column there. And so many voters, hundreds of
voters thought that there were two races and they should vote for one in the lower
column over there. And one in the upper column there. And that effectively over voted
those ballots and disenfranchised hundreds of voters. So a better layout for that ballot
would have been something like this where you can fit the governor's race all in one
column and put other races in other columns. So the point is that the design of the ballot
is also important in the integrity of the elections to allow the voters to communicate their
intent. It's not
+++ 04:17:06 +++
only optical scan paper ballots that can be badly designed. Here was a badly designed
touch screen ballot where in Florida in 2006 there was basically one contest per page of
the touchscreen except this page had two contests on it, the lower one with only one with
only two candidates and hundreds of voters missed that it was there and didn't vote that
contest. More voters didn't vote that contest than was the margin of victory in that
election. So good ballot design is very important. Most good election
+++ 04:17:37 +++
administrators know that and pay attention to ballot design. But all election administrators
should avail themselves of the many good studies and booklets available for good ballot
design that allows the voters to communicate their intent. Now, it's not just a ballot. It's
the whole set up of the election. Here's a voting polling place set up as of 1890. Right?
And this you notice at right the voter is going in and signing the poll book. There's two
people there behind the desk where he's singing the poll book. And
+++ 04:18:09 +++
why is that? Well, there's probably one from each party. And if you didn't trust the
election administrator of the other party you could trust the one from your own party.
They're keeping an eye on each other. And you see the voting booths, an innovation in
1890. It allows the secret ballot. Nobody is looking over your shoulder while you're voting.
And you see a ballot box with a crank and a number in front. It's one of those ballot
boxes. You only get to put one ballot in the ballot box because of the way technology
works. And when you turn that crank to put the ballot in a bell rings so everybody
+++ 04:18:39 +++
in the room knows that a ballot went in there. It prevents ballot box stuffing. Right? And
look how many people are right by that ballot box because you don't want to trust
somebody from the other party. Right? This allows transparency and accountability but it
also allows the privacy of the ballot. It's actually difficult to design an election system that
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gives you all of those things. Okay. So that works pretty well except that hand counted
paper ballots are difficult to run in the U.S. In other countries it works pretty
+++ 04:19:09 +++
well but that's because there's only one contest in the ballot in a parliamentary system.
Here we have a federal system. You vote for president and senator and congressman
and legislature and governor and dog catcher and mayor. And counting all of those
contests on the same ballot by hand is impractical to do accurately and efficiently on
election night in a large jurisdiction. So we mechanically count the votes. Here's an
example. Precinct count optical scan. You mark the paper ballot. You fill in the oval right
next to the name your candidate. You feed that to the
+++ 04:19:43 +++
optical scanner right there in the polling place. It drops into the ballot box. Here's another
technology, the touchscreen or direct recording electronic voting machines. These began
to be introduced in the late twentieth century and widely adopted in the early twenty-first
century. Now, for the voting machine whether it's the ops scanner or the DRE to know
what to display to the voter or where to look on the paper for the candidates, you need a
ballot definition file
+++ 04:20:12 +++
that indicates who is in this election and where does the ballot definition file come from?
There's some computer that the election administrator runs to enter in the ballot. And the
election administrator prepares the ballot definition. Transfers it to a removable media
cartridge as shown here. And then the removable of the media cartridge goes from the
election administration computer and it's loaded into a slot in the voting machine. So now
the voting machine knows
+++ 04:20:39 +++
what candidates to present to the voter or where to look on the ops scan form for the
bubbles. All right. Now, here's a fundamental flaw of direct recording electronic voting
machines of computers. Whoever programs the computer decides how to count up the
votes, whether to count them up accurately and honestly. Or whether to report something
else. It's a computer program. It takes inputs from the touchscreen or from the ops scan
bubbles. It does some
+++ 04:21:07 +++
computations. Prints some outputs. We rely on those to be the accurate computations of
how many candidates— how many votes each candidate got. But the computer program
can do whatever somebody did that installed that program. So here's how to commit
election fraud with a computer program in the voting machine. You write a computer
program that cheats. It transfers votes from one candidate to another just before the polls
close. It doesn't cheat except on election day because somebody might be testing the
machine. If you
+++ 04:21:36 +++
do logic and accuracy testing before election day you won't catch it cheating because
that voting machine has a clock in it. It knows whether it's election day or not and it won't
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cheat except on election day. It won't cheat unless there are enough votes cast to make it
look like oh this is not a test. The voters won't see anything amiss. The touchscreen will
light up the light squares for the voters. The pre-election logic and accuracy testing won't
catch this. Now, you've got to take your fraudulent program and load it into the voting
machines. You could do this at the factory. You
+++ 04:22:07 +++
could do it in the warehouse where the voting machines sit in between elections. You
could do it in the field. These voting machines get delivered to schools and firehouses
and church basements a few days before the election. You could do it there. So I did a
study in connection with a court case in New Jersey in 2008. And I found that
understanding the voting machine— the voting program that's in there already if you have
the source code it takes only one week really of studying that program and seeing how it
works so you can make it cheat. If you don't have the program then
+++ 04:22:37 +++
it takes about 25-person weeks to reverse engineer it. And then writing a program that
cheats, modifying the existing program and making it cheat takes a couple of days of
writing 122 lines of source code. And then I install it in the voting machine. So here I am
installing fraudulent firmware in a voting machine. This is the kind of voting machine
that's still used in New Jersey and Louisiana and I'm prying out one of the computer
chips there and I'm going to replace it with the fraudulent program. And now that machine
+++ 04:23:07 +++
would cheat for election after election. Now in a more modern machine you don't have to
get a screwdriver and pry out a chip to install new software. How do you install new
software in your computer? You put in a CD-ROM or a USB drive or you download it from
the Internet. Okay. And on a voting machine, the new computer voting machines need
new software from time to time too. You install new firmware because the manufacturer
says oh we had to adjust the firmware to
+++ 04:23:37 +++
account for this new kind of election you're running. So a new firmware gets installed in
voting machines from time to time. And nowadays a typical way that's done is it's put on
the same cartridge you would out a ballot definition file. And you slide it in there and now
you've installed a new vote counting program in the voting machine, either a new
legitimate one or if you're new fraudulent one. Okay. So anyone with physical access to a
voting machine can hack it to replace the software in it. It adds up the votes. And
+++ 04:24:09 +++
now that voting machine will cheat in election after election for years to come. Or you
might choose to install software that cheats in one election and then erases itself and
modified itself to look like legitimate software. And now you're not cheating in more than
one election, but you've made the forensics much more difficult to catch you. Well, you
might think my voting machine is not connected to the Internet so therefore, it can't be
hacked from the Internet. But that's not actually true. The election
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+++ 04:24:37 +++
administration computers are on networks and sometimes those are connected to the
Internet, if only so that election administrators can report results. And so a hacker than
can break into the computer network of the election administrators at the county or the
state can get access to those same computers that are creating ballot definition files
which will be written to these removable media. So there's a pathway through the Internet
and through the removable media to hack voting machines even from outside the
country. Even
+++ 04:25:07 +++
though those voting machines are never directly connected to any network. So
computers connected to the network even indirectly can be vulnerable to hacking.
Election administration officials should, of course, use better cybersecurity practices to
make their computers less vulnerable. But you cannot make them invulnerable. And,
therefore, we should run our elections in a way that can detect and correct for computer
hacking without having to put all of our
+++ 04:25:35 +++
trust in computers. So therefore, do not use paperless touchscreen voting machines.
They are a fatally flawed technology and pretty much everyone knows this by now. Only
a few states still use them. One by one states are switching to optical scan voting that is
paper ballots counted by computer. And those states are switching to paperless voting.
Right? So these are the states that used a significant number of paperless touchscreen
machines in 2016. It's only about ten
+++ 04:26:06 +++
states. And most states vote on paper ballots. Okay. So here's your precinct based
optical scan paper balloting. Right? The voter marks the ops scan ballot. The voter feeds
the ballot to the scanner. Well, you can hack that scanner. It's just a computer too. It's
just as easy to hack those ops scan scanners as is it to hack a direct recording electronic
touchscreen machine. So aren't we just as bad off as we were
+++ 04:26:37 +++
before? Well, the point is the paper ballots drops into the ballot box under the ops scan
computer. That's a sealed ballot box. Those ballots can be recounted by hand. Now, you
might ask if we have to recount the ballots by hand then what's the point of having the
computer to count them? And so here's the point. You don't always have to recount all of
the ballots. You can do a statistical audit. You can recount a random sample of the
precincts. And what
+++ 04:27:06 +++
that will mean is if there is widespread enough computer fraud in enough precincts to
affect the result of a large election then sampling a random sample of those ballot boxes
and recounting those and matching them up against what the ops scanner claimed is a
statistically effective way of gaining confidence that your election was run without fraud.
That if somebody had hacked some voting machines you would catch it. So these
random audits are very important. Some states do random audits. The leaders, right now,
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+++ 04:27:39 +++
are Colorado and New Mexico that have sort of excellence statistical audits of their
computer-counted paper ballots. Where the random audit is done by looking at those
ballots with human eyes in the presence of witnesses so that no computer is claiming to
you what it said on there. And several states have audit laws and audit practices that are
okay but need improvement to be sort of statistically sound enough to really have the
chance you need to catch fraud if
+++ 04:28:08 +++
it existed. And many states have no audits at all. And, of course, the ten states that don't
use paper ballots at all cannot possibly be audited. All right. So in conclusion, computers
susceptible to fraud by replacement of the program in them that counts up the votes. This
is true, whether they're directly connected to the Internet or not. And therefore, we can
rely on computers to accurately and quickly count the votes unless they've been hacked
but we should
+++ 04:28:37 +++
have an audit to check the actual paper ballots that the voters marked. We should do this
audit before the certification of results. And this will give the citizens of our country the
trust need that their vote is accurately recorded and accurately counted. Now, let me talk
about adding up the different precincts. That's also done by computers. You know, you
phone the results or you carry cartridges or you carry result tapes to county central where
that election
+++ 04:29:08 +++
administration computer adds up the totals from the different precincts. This is called the
canvas or the vote aggregation process. What if there is a bad computer program in
there? Well, you know in addition to an electronic record of the vote totals produced by
the voting machine, the machine prints out a cash register tape with the totals from that
precinct right there on election night. And this tape is signed by the witnesses in the
polling place, the poll workers
+++ 04:29:38 +++
and the challengers. So the public is invited in most states to observe that process. They
can see what totals are printed by those voting machines and write them down and take
down their party's victory party for that evening. Okay. And then the county clerk typically
will publish the precinct by precinct vote results. So the witnesses who saw those results
in the precincts can look at the county clerk's list and add them up themselves. First, they
can check that it
+++ 04:30:07 +++
matches what they saw in the precincts and a well-organized political party or a
candidate will have challengers in all of the precincts to observe that process. And then
you can add them up yourself in a spreadsheet and see if they add up the county clerk
said. This allows the public to do a kind of citizen audit of the canvas and aggregation
process. And I think that's very valuable for trust and elections in our democracy. I will
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say that when you have things like early vote centers or early voting or vote centers
where you can vote not in your own precinct
+++ 04:30:35 +++
but anywhere else, these are good things but they do make it more complicated to
attribute the votes to the precincts. Right? So it gives the election administrator an extra
challenge in how to make the aggregation process transparent enough that its citizens
feel confident they understand what's presented in that spread sheet and how it
corresponds to the results they saw in the polling place. What about voting on the
Internet? Well, this would be a
+++ 04:31:06 +++
complete disaster right? Because those servers can be hacked just the same way that
the voting machines can be hacked. Your phone you're using as the interface to connect
to the server can be hacked. So that what you think is the ballot you're sending is not the
ballot you're really sending. As a technological and scientific matter, we computer
scientists know of no secure or trustworthy to do paperless Internet voting. And there are
good scientists working on this and they
+++ 04:31:35 +++
might get results in five or ten or twenty years or so. But right now there's no method you
could possibly use and trust. So in conclusion members of the public should be
empowered to observe, verify and therefore trust what's recorded on their own ballot.
Right? That's a paper ballot, in other words. And the process of adding the ballots—
adding up the ballots in the precinct, you can't observe every part of that process
because of the secret ballot. But you can observe the
+++ 04:32:04 +++
election audit that does that and then adding up the precincts. And they way to do this is
with voter verified paper ballots, perhaps optically scanned in the precinct, random audits
before the results are certified and transparency in reporting.
+++ 04:32:30 +++
Bill Gardner: Okay. Well, it shows that the new world still needs the old world with the
paper. It' still a connection. Thank you. The next panelist is Dr. Ronald Rivest. He's an
institute professor of computer science at MIT whose current research include
cryptography, computer network security, voting systems and algorithms. His textbook on
algorithms is used all across the country. Dr. Rivest is a member of
+++ 04:33:02 +++
the Caltech MIT voting technology project. He served on the technical guidelines
development committee, advisor to the election assistance commission, developing
recommendations for voting systems certification standards. Dr. Rivest also serves on
the Advisory Board of Verified Voting Foundation. And is a member of scantegrity team
developing and testing voting systems that are verifiable end to end. And
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+++ 04:33:31 +++
very active over the years in this National Science Foundation program analyzing a lot of
the papers and so leading the effort at those meetings every year. So thank you for
coming back Dr. Rivest.
+++ 04:33:45 +++
Ronald Rivest: Thank you. It's a pleasure to be here. I'd like to thank you and the vice
chairs of this committee for inviting me to testify today. My remarks— Andrew that was a
wonderful talk. And my talk will be largely emphasis for what you said, I think. But let's
begin. I got two slideshows. I got the ones on my laptop and the ones on my screen here.
Okay, here we go. So I've organized my remarks into five sections goals, challenges,
principles, myths and tools for the final section illustrating a
+++ 04:34:12 +++
hypothetical New Hampshire post-election audit of the sort that Andrew mentioned. I'll
have to click both here. I'm reading my notes. There we go. Let's start with the four goals.
The first one is improving security. At the highest level, we wish to improve security of our
voting system. Security means, among other things that every eligible voter is able to
vote, is able to cast as vote as intended and that election outcomes are accurate. I take a
process view of voting. Voting is not a problem to be solved but a
+++ 04:34:43 +++
process to be continually improved. The way that the FFA manages airline security as a
possible role model since security against attack is a major concern in both cases. But
voting is different. Unlike air flight a major voting disaster might be silent. The wrong
person might be elected and no one knows. Our goal is thus to ensure that there are no
such silent disasters. So let's focus in on getting outcomes that are correct. Suppose we
had a magic trained gorilla
+++ 04:35:15 +++
who given a pile of ballots would pick out the one with the majority winner. We'd more or
less always be getting the right answer but would this continue to happen? Would we
have confidence in the outcome? Computers are a lot like this magic trained gorilla.
Stalin said, "The people who cast the votes decide nothing. The people who count the
votes decide everything." That's also attributed to a lot of other people but Stalin among
them. Do we have to trust a gorilla or the computer? So let's move on to goal
+++ 04:35:45 +++
three. I guess I've got to click both of them here. I've got to learn my two-handed— I got it.
Do you want track me? Good. That would be great. Thank you. So the third goal is we
focus more as outcomes that are perceived to be correct. For democracy to work
elections must not only be correct but must also be perceived to be correct. In particular,
the loser and his or her supporters have to be convinced that the lost fair and square.
That was said earlier. A gorilla isn't very convincing and neither is a computer. Folks
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+++ 04:36:16 +++
often trust that election outcomes are correct because they trust the election officials,
their procedures, and the vendors of voting computers. But such trust may be hard to
come by and in many cases generic rather than specific to a particular election outcome.
So we can focus in more and ask for election outcomes that are verifiably correct. The
idea would be to allow each particular election outcome to be verified by anyone
including the losing candidates. Such verification requires credible evidence. Thus an
+++ 04:36:47 +++
election must produce not only correct outcomes but also convincing evidence that those
outcomes are correct. Let me say that again because It's perhaps my most important
point. An election must produce not only correct outcomes, but also convincing evidence
that those outcomes are correct. One form of credible evidence is a carefully counted
paper trail— carefully curated paper trail consisting of voter verified paper ballots. Let's
look at four challenges for achieving those goals. The first the secret
+++ 04:37:17 +++
ballots, surprisingly. It's sensible to run an election so that no one can tell how a voter
voted even if the voter wishes it. This prevents vote buying. Most countries have had
secret ballot elections. The U.S. has had them since 1890s. But once ballots are
decoupled from the identities of the voters, they are subject to manipulation and even
wholesale replacement. The secret ballot thus distinguishes voting from say banking
where they identities of the parties to a transaction are always recorded in the audit trail.
Challenge two is the
+++ 04:37:47 +++
diversity of voters and elections we have. U.S. elections are incredibly ambitious.
Elections are complex due to lots of factors including poll sight voting, vote my mail,
provisional ballots, support for voters with disabilities, large ballots, complex voting
methods such as IVR, early voting, voter registration databases and so on. Election
integrity methods must produce evidence for correct election outcomes for all of these
complexities. Challenge number three is adversaries. We've always had
+++ 04:38:16 +++
adversaries, mostly insiders trying to stuff the ballot box. Today, our voting systems are
also under attack from foreign states and foreign actors. Moreover, these adversaries
may be exceptionally well staffed, well-funded and persistent. Bob Morris senior of NSA
said, "You will always underestimate the amount of time and effort and adversary will
devote to breaking your system." We should think of an adversary not as a couple of
guys in a garage but as an army of thousands of well-trained military folks who work 24/7
+++ 04:38:47 +++
for years to disrupt and destroy American democracy. We can put a man on the moon if
no one is shooting at us. We can elect a president but only if our election systems can
withstand attack. Moreover, no individual should be assumed to be above suspicion. The
evidence should still show that the election outcome is correct without having to trust any
particular individuals or computers. Challenge four is that there's no free lunches here.
Heartwood Media, Inc.
RP? HEARTMCC-32

11/27/17
www.ProductionTian scripts.com 888-349-3022

Page 101 of 124

Ref#: HEARTMCC-32
Heartwood Media, Inc. / Uploaded Files
page 102 of 124
Kris Kobach, Bill Gardner, John H. Stumnu. Dr. Andrew Smith. Kimball Brace,Dr. John Lott /
Presidential Commission Heartwood.mp4
Election integrity doesn't come for free. Evidence must be generated, collected, and
evaluated. Improved integrity may incur greater
+++ 04:39:17 +++
cost, may yield slower results and may impact usability. Additional mechanisms for
security will increase overall system complexity. Tradeoffs are inherent in any voting
system. In the end, we still though want our lunch, but as we want verifiably correct
election outcomes, research will help us guide the way for doing so with minimal negative
impact. Moving on to principles, what principles might we keep
+++ 04:39:41 +++
in mind as we try to resolve these conflicts and achieve our goals? First is that election
integrity should be nonpartisan. That was said already today. Democracy is a blessing
we all enjoy independent of party. The party that is in one year may be out on the next
election. Adversaries may
+++ 04:39:58 +++
favor one side or the other, and that may change. I wouldn't be terribly surprised to hear
that Putin is now supporting the Democrats. We need to ensure that the mechanics of
democracy run well and run fairly without manipulation by anyone, no matter which party
is running the country. Principle 2: It takes a thief to catch a thief. As I tell my students,
to achieve security, you must learn to think like an adversary. Harri Hursti and Professor
Appel on this panel are among the best in the world at doing so. Events such as the
recent DefCon Voting Village and the 2007
+++ 04:40:32 +++
California top-to-bottom review show how quickly and effectively some recent voting
systems can be compromised. Thinking like an adversary involves lots of things,
considering the chance of success, chance of detection and cost. An adversary may
favor wholesale fraud, changing thousands of votes on a computer over retail fraud,
buying or changing votes one at a time. Principle 3 is that adversaries will attack at the
weakest link. An adversary is most likely to find a weakest link and exploit it. It may
+++ 04:41:01 +++
be easier to corrupt a vendor than to corrupt eight thousand election jurisdictions. It may
be easier to corrupt a voter registration database than to corrupt a tabulation system.
Software is notoriously fragile. A voting system may have millions of lines of code, more
lines of code than there are voters, many of which of these lines may be weak links.
Commercial code routinely has several bugs per thousand lines of code in spite of best
efforts. That is why we might think of software as the gorilla and aim for voting
+++ 04:41:31 +++
systems that are software independent, where we don't have to trust the gorilla. Principle
4 is detect and recover. Security mechanisms come in two forms: There are prevention
mechanisms and detection mechanisms. Prevention mechanisms try to keep bad things
from happening. Detection mechanisms try to detect when something bad has
happened. Both mechanisms are good and may be used together, but prevention
methods frequently fail silently. A detection mechanism can
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+++ 04:42:00 +++
tell you something has gone wrong and allow you to invoke an associated recovery
method. As we shall see, a post-election audit is an excellent and simple election
detection mechanism with a full hand count serving as the associated recovery method.
Moving on to myths, let me describe four myths. Myth 1: Federal certification ensures
security. I was chair of the TGDC Security and Privacy Subcommittee from 2004 to 2009
and I have some understanding of the certification process. The current certification
+++ 04:42:32 +++
process is certainly better than nothing, but it's hardly an assurance of security, any more
than a military parade inspection ensures that an army is ready for battle. Furthermore,
there is little or nothing done to check that the voting system software running is even the
voting system that was certified. You can't trust a voting system just because it's
certified. Myth 2. Professor Appel already mentioned this: Logic and accuracy testing
doesn't ensure security. Let me just pass on that. It was already well described, I think.
Myth 3:"Not connected to
+++ 04:43:03 +++
the internet" ensures security. That's actually perhaps the most dangerous myth. First of
all, folks often don't realize their services such as fax and phone are now done over the
internet. Second, it's not only what happens on election day that's important; you have to
check if any of these machines were ever connected to the internet on other days,
perhaps to update their software. What about other computers of election officials or
vendors? And the Stuxnet attack on Iranian nuclear sites demonstrates that even
disconnected computers may be attacked
+++ 04:43:32 +++
successfully. And Myth 4 is that decentralization ensures security. It's often said that
U.S. voting is hard to attack because it is so decentralized. Yes,there are many
jurisdictions but only a few of them account for two-thirds of the voters. Moreover, an
adversary may have good polling data just like the parties do and may be able to target
attacks on key swing states and jurisdictions. Also a large well-funded adversary with
thousands of staff may be able to devote two or three attackers per jurisdiction.
+++ 04:44:00 +++
Finally, every election, even the small ones, deserve protection. What tools do we have
to work on improved election security? Fighting fraud requires systems that generate
evidence when fraud occurs and procedures that use such evidence to detect fraud and
recover from it. Tool 1 is public verification of almost everything. To maximize public
confidence that election outcomes are correct, almost all the evidence generated during
an election should be available for
+++ 04:44:30 +++
public review. The only exception is for evidence that shows how individual voters voted.
We must preserve the secret ballot. Evidence should not be withheld as proprietary or
available only in opaque formats. When the evidence is tangible, as it is with paper
ballots, it may be that not every voter will be able to review the evidence but that proxies
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and representatives of the parties and candidates may do so. Tool 2 is an important one:
Voter verification of their own paper ballots. The public can't verify
+++ 04:44:59 +++
everything. In particular, only the voter knows how he or she intended to vote. The best
way to allow voters to verify that their intentions are correctly captured is to use a paper
ballot that the voter reviews before casting it. By contrast, DREs only provide a software
interface to the actual vote storage, and such an interface may say it is recording the
voters' choices, while it is actually recording something else. I note that within the last
few days, Virginia decided to scrap its DREs in favor of voter-verified paper ballots.
That's a good move. Tool
+++ 04:45:31 +++
number 3 is compliance audit. As we've seen, election integrity is all about the evidence.
The purpose of a compliance audit is to provide assurance that evidence is credible— the
number of cast ballots is correct, the secure chain of custody has been maintained, and
so on. Tool 4 is a risk-limiting post-election audit. That's perhaps my favorite tool. A
risk-limiting audit is designed to provide assurance that a reported election outcome is
supported by the evidence, where the evidence is a collection of voter-verified paper
+++ 04:46:01 +++
ballots. The audit uses statistics, looking at randomly sampled ballots until the desired
level of assurance is achieved. The specified risk limit, say 5 percent, bounds the chance
that an incorrect reported election outcome won't be detected and corrected by a full
hand count. A risk-limiting audit can be incredibly efficient, examining only a handful of
randomly selected ballots before terminating, if the reported outcome is correct and the
margin of victory is not terribly tiny. Let's look at an
+++ 04:46:32 +++
example of a hypothetical post-election audit in New Hampshire. Let's take the 2016
race for the governor of New Hampshire. John Sununu— congratulations John, if he's still
here— reportedly had roughly 354 thousand votes; Chris Van Ostern had 338 thousand
roughly, and others had about 33 thousand. The margin of victory was 2.4 percent.
Suppose we had wished to audit this race using a comparison risk-limiting audit, where
each randomly chosen paper ballot— and
+++ 04:47:03 +++
you take random ballots across the whole state— and compare that with its corresponding
electronic record produced by the optical scan machine. We do that until our target risk
limit of 5 percent is met. What would that look like? We start sampling, we count errors
we see, discrepancies between the paper ballots and the electronic records for them, and
we measure the risk that an incorrect reported outcome wouldn't have been detected.
We look at 100 ballots, we see no discrepancies, but we see that's not enough. At this
point we still have a one-third chance, a 33 percent
+++ 04:47:35 +++
chance, that an incorrect election outcome might not have been caught by this audit. So
we continue. We draw another 200 ballots. We still see no errors. The risk that we
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measure has gone down to 10 percent. That's higher than our goal of 5 percent, so we
keep going. We draw another 300 ballots. We've drawn a total of 300 ballots from all
across the state; we've seen no discrepancies. Our measured risk drops down to 4
percent. That's less than the 5 percent risk limit. We can stop the audit.
Congratulations, John,
+++ 04:48:05 +++
you've won. We see that a risk-limiting audit can be astonishingly efficient. Here we
looked at only 300 ballots, which is less than one out of every thousand ballots cast.
Surprisingly, with the same margin of victory, we would expect to examine the same
number of ballots— that's 300 of them— of randomly selected ballots, even for an audit of
an entire U.S. election. The size of the audit doesn't scale with the number of cast votes,
surprisingly. That's the way the statistics work. It does scale inversely with the margin of
victory, so a very close election requires
+++ 04:48:36 +++
more work, as one would expect, to confirm the reported election outcome. So that pretty
much concludes my remarks. Here's a couple of references on evidence-based elections
and risk-limiting audits that I can recommend to this committee where you can find more
details. So that concludes my remarks. Let me just summarize by saying it's all about
the evidence. A voting system should not only produce the correct result but should
produce evidence capable of revealing fraud when fraud has occurred. Voter-verified
paper ballots coupled with post-election
+++ 04:49:06 +++
audits are today's best practice. Thanks for your attention.
+++ 04:49:12 +++
Bill Gardner: Thank you. Dr. Rivest, I'm glad that you mentioned about Dr. Appel and
Harri Hursti hacking. I mean, they did have the two most significant public hacks in this
country in the last decade. Dr. Appel took up the challenge of public television in New
Jersey and in seven minutes hacked that machine on television. They didn't think you
could, but you did, and Hard was able to do it in Florida, the Diebold machine, which was
the first one,
+++ 04:49:41 +++
very public. So Harri's not an academic, but the professors that meet every year
recognize his genius and always invited him and asked him to be a part of this. He's a
recognized data security expert and is one of the world's foremost authorities on
electronic voting security and critical problems and vulnerabilities in electronic voting
systems worldwide. Over the past ten years, Mr. Hursti has
+++ 04:50:11 +++
conducted ethical hacking research into electronic voting systems. He is most famously
known for his successful attempt to demonstrate how the Diebold election system voting
machines could be hacked. Recently he attended and had a lot to do with the July 2017
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DefCon hacker convention in Las Vegas, Nevada, where he demonstrated security
vulnerabilities in
+++ 04:50:40 +++
electronic poll books and voter registration databases. Hard?
+++ 04:50:47 +++
Harri Hursti: Commission, thank you for having me here, and I will have a quick remark.
Actually, thank you, your point of I'm not a professor; actually, only degree I have is high
school. And it's a very good point because a lot of time in U.S. government, the security
people are required to have a university degree, five years relevant work experience,
etcetera, etcetera. Do you think the hackers will have these same requirements?
Probably not. So it takes a thief to catch a thief. <laughs> My presentation is not
+++ 04:51:19 +++
about any specific hack. It's more about the fundamentally, how the attack vectors work,
what are the adversaries thinking, what is the cost, and it's very important to understand
how low the cost is. This is really an industry. This computer here is a full attack
computer in transparent case for USB, commercials available. This particular one is
designed and made in Italy. I have a website where people are selling similar stuff, made
in U.S., sold
+++ 04:51:48 +++
with a credit card to anyone who cares to buy those. Also, it's all about the criminal mind.
This is not an intellectual test. This is not the smartest one to win. When you're a
criminal, you have a goal. Whatever the goal is, you try to achieve that goal, and there's
no style points. There's also no bragging rights. If you get caught, that's because it's
known that the crime happened. If nobody knows there was a crime, who will come after
you? So this is all about
+++ 04:52:18 +++
how the attacks can work. Sometimes you want to cause a false perception of an attack.
Nothing happened, but you want to undermine the confidence by making compelling case
that an attack happened when nothing took place. So this is all about low cost, what is
the possible ways the attacker thinks about these things. Also, we have to understand
that right now a lot of attention is driven towards the voting machines, but that is really
only the customer
+++ 04:52:47 +++
interface. Behind is a humungously complex environment and infrastructure, which is the
whole election infrastructure, and if you look what are the sweet spots of today's attacks,
they are really an old-school, 30-year-old approaches where somebody's sending a
phishing attack or similar mechanisms to try to get to the back-end systems and influence
those. We have yet to see what well-documented and existing ten-year-old
vulnerabilities, known over ten years in
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+++ 04:53:18 +++
the voting systems, can be done and utilized in the hands of attacker. So really, are we
thinking about the attacker the right way? Traditionally it has been always the dishonest
candidate trying to win. Right now we are finally getting in the place where it's not
anymore deniable, it's not anymore insane conspiracy theory that foreign adversaries
might be in this field. And again, now we are coming to completely different field,
because they don't necessarily prefer
+++ 04:53:49 +++
any candidate; they might prefer; they might not. Such might be that they want to
undermine the confidence and very fundamentals of democracy. That is the whole cradle
[ph?] for certain attackers. DefCon, I was the co-organizer of the hacking election
machine— voting machine hacking Rage. What is important about that was people
didn't know what kind of machines they are going to see. Most of the people
+++ 04:54:19 +++
had never seen a voting machine in their life because they came overseas. They had no
tools, because they didn't know what kind of tools they would need, and they started from
scratch when the doors opened. When the introduction to the machines were scheduled
to happen, one hour after opening the doors, before we even had the introduction, a first
gentleman— and he was from Denmark— came to me, "I think I have something." I said,
"Well, can you prove it?" I
+++ 04:54:49 +++
said, "Well, I will go to hear one speech, and I will come back and start working on that."
After the introduction was done, which was two hours after opening the door, he already
had a proof of concept of wireless hack into voting machine. That particular voting
machine was decertified 2014, but as we all know, that's not full guarantee that it's not
anymore in use because some smaller jurisdiction might still continue to use them for a
grace period or so. At the same time, another team— and they were a team from
+++ 04:55:20 +++
Northern California— had completely penetrated a voting— a voter roll computer, so an epollbook system. So those both things happened in the first two hours with people who
had no whatsoever prior expertise, prior knowledge, know nothing about these machines.
That is very scary about how quickly you can get into the game. And again, as previously
said very well, there is a lot of false sense of security
+++ 04:55:53 +++
by making a claim,"These are not network connected." We will get back to that later.
We are going to have some attack surfaces we are exploring-- USB, Wi-Fi, and
barcodes. Barcodes here is because in the U.S., you use a barcode in behind of the
driving license. However, if you look at the recent news, in the recent news, Estonia is
right now considering whether they allow 750 thousand vulnerable ID cards which have
+++ 04:56:22 +++
microchips over there, smartcards, to be used in their future election, next election
coming this year. We did flag in security study in 2014 that the ID card system is
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vulnerable, but that— at the time the Estonia chose to deny the vulnerability. Now they
came open I think this last week. Also, when we exploit the e-pollbook, one of the sad
instances was that we discovered, from one of the e-pollbooks we had
+++ 04:56:54 +++
acquired from eBay, real data of 654 thousand real voters, and our current investigation
by the Bureau of Investigation in Tennessee about that incident. So that was real data,
accidentally in a machine sold in eBay. Not very good for confidence. So USB is
everywhere. This is the same device you have seen in the television show "Blacklist". A
lot of people
+++ 04:57:26 +++
thought this device is fictional. It's not. But what is USB? USB really is everywhere.
Every single device we use have a USB in one form or another. In election technology,
it's used by different vendors for different purposes. It's to store encryption keys; it's to
transfer the election results from the central tabulator to reporting system; it's for reading
the proprietary or non-proprietary election information cartridges; it's to connect a printer;
+++ 04:57:56 +++
it's everywhere. So USB is everywhere. But it's not commonly understood how
dangerous USB is. USB is always a miniature computer. So even the normal USB stick
you buy from Best Buy or whatever to use your storage, it actually is a miniature
computer. Your charger, when you charge your mobile phone, that is a computer too. It
actually needs to talk with your mobile phone to find out what kind of current that
+++ 04:58:24 +++
mobile phone will access. The problem here is that seven out of eight of these
computers are hackable. Don't use somebody else's charger, is the lesson, or don't use
somebody else's power pack unless you know that person very well. It really is that
dangerous. Also, it's very stealthy. People, all the time we are sharing the charging
cable. Even more scary, we let
+++ 04:58:54 +++
people to charge their mobile phones from our computer. There is an open source
software proof of concept software in GitHub. It's attack software for Android phones
which uses the Android phone's computer to attack the host computer when you are
asking to charge the computer. How often people actually charge their mobile phone
without even thinking? Well, they don't even know about this vulnerability, but when you
don't even think it's normal part of your daily routine, that is where the vulnerability
comes. Now,
+++ 04:59:24 +++
the USB device may at any point of time decide to be any device. It can decide to be
keyboard, <inaudible> in your storage, it can decide to be keyboard, it can decide to be
display, it can decide to be mouse, and it can delay— can choose its functionality later.
Now, we have one thing here recurring, which is television. One thing what most people
don't understand is the television cable, the HDMI cable, is actually a network cable too.
It provides you hundred megabits Ethernet capability. It's very common that
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+++ 04:59:55 +++
the central tabulator, which is in secure room— whether it's secure or not, we don't go
there— has another display. There is a room which is publicly accessible where we can
follow the count, which is HDMI cable. Now, anyone who gets to that television, which is
in a public space, can affect directly that central tabulator. Very scary. So also, when we
look at the computer, at the USB can done, again, it can delay, it can wait for 12 hours
before it executes its
+++ 05:00:25 +++
attack code, and after that it takes over the machine. It also can always tell, "I'm your
second screen," which means it gets a copy of everything on your screen; it can read
over your shoulder; it can understand what you're doing; and, again, it can register itself
to be keyboard and type over your shoulder, or move the mouse over your shoulder. So
USB is unlimited in the capabilities it can take over the computer, and since it's fully
programmable, it can be doing whatever it wants, and also because it's
+++ 05:00:55 +++
a storage unit, it can have a hidden storage and while it sees that the computer has not
been used, it runs a program from the USB stick itself, from hidden partition, installs a
malware, off you go. Again, since this technology is used commonly in both voting
machines and in central tabulators, in e-pollbooks and registration systems, currently this
is a technology which you cannot disable without disabling the whole system to work.
And it's the intelligence is also
+++ 05:01:29 +++
that it can anytime affect the way you do communication. If a USB stick— and you are
trying to take the honest upgrade in from the system, from internet, it can divert all the
traffic. So it's really there. Now, the bigger problem in the side is what we previously
heard, which is you use the vendors and rely on vendors and service companies,
because a lot of these functionalities which are critical for election security is nowadays
done for smallest
+++ 05:02:03 +++
jurisdiction in the service company. The service company is completely invisible. You
don't know how connected the computer is where your election is going to be
programmed, where USB sticks are programmed, because that all happens in the service
company. The service company provides you the memory cards <inaudible>, but you
don't know how safe they are because you don't know what happens in the service
company. If you are in the a jurisdiction where
+++ 05:02:32 +++
service company is providing you the ballot definition, the programming of the election
machines and maintenance, you have no control over your own elections. Full stop.
Again, the prizing. The rubber duck, 44 dollars 99. The LAN turtle, 49 dollars 99, both
made in U.S., and the LAN turtle is very invisible way of affecting any system. You can
claim that the system is closed network as many times it's meant, but the closed system
very commonly in the
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+++ 05:03:02 +++
U.S. means that the closed— no internet means that you have two firewalls and after that
you are in secure system. With this kind of small device, there's always a backdoor. This
is a fully blown attack computer, $99.99, made in California. It has all the software ready.
You don't need any skills. You just need to read the manual and have a little bit of
imagination. Barcodes. Again, we know that nobody
+++ 05:03:31 +++
ever has made a fraudulent driving license in order to prove they're 21, but that happens.
When you read barcode, the problem is that barcode readers are usually a keyboard. So
anything you can do with a keyboard you can do with a barcode. Barcode readers also
have a bad habit of reading more standards than the standard you are using, and some
of these barcodes can have a thousand, two thousand characters, and they can emulate
the keyboard very effectively, so they can
+++ 05:04:00 +++
make those keyboard signs which are not-printable. Again, when you're reading a
barcode, you can get an injection code into the system with that, and this is one thing
which we found in the voting machine hacking village is how you can inject in some of
these machines a SQL inject from the barcode. So these capabilities are very dangerous
and we have to be very careful with the technology; unintended consequences of using
driving license is the use of barcode.
+++ 05:04:32 +++
Again, this is more explanation how you actually can use the attack. Very, very effective,
and also very effective in a point-of-sale system. It's very interesting that this
vulnerability— similar vulnerability and same vulnerability— is in most of the cash register
systems. We don't really know how much it's in use. All right. The last point is Wi-Fi. I
said before we don't know what happens in the service company. That is completely an
unknown. What we know— and my company, we are helping number of
+++ 05:05:03 +++
Secretary of State security systems. We find rogue access points everywhere. People
are carrying— they are buying from Best Buy,they are putting it in election office. We find
them all the time. Saying there's no Wi-Fi is a denial. But even if you are in a situation
where you actually have a completely Wi-Fi-free network, you still have Wi-Fi there
because everybody brings their mobile phones with them, and this has Wi-Fi. So now I
can start to compromise the mobile phones, which are the people's personal
+++ 05:05:33 +++
property, and you use that as a stepping point as an attacker-- minimum gain intelligence,
but more, gaining an attack point, a leverage point, where I can start my attack. So Wi-Fi
is always there. Wi-Fi has no security in practical terms, because the actual
management structure of that is unauthenticated and unencrypted, and it's very trusted.
So even if you have a hidden network, actually radios are very noisy-
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+++ 05:06:02 +++
- that's what they are for. So when you have a hidden network, the hidden network still
talks with someone, so attacker can always find there's a discussion going on, and with a
directional antenna, you don't need to be in the building; you can be half mile away. You
can half-mile-away listen it, you can half-mile-away attack it. There's no way of hiding.
And really, it is— your devices are constantly looking for anything to connect. They are
broadcasting a list of your home network, your office network, the hotel lobby you have
+++ 05:06:36 +++
been and pair your computer, and they trust. If the device ask,"I want to talk with Foo
[ph?]," and you say,"I'm Foo," it says,"Well, fine." And this is really how the evil access
point works. It's faster and more loud. It attempts to say yes to everything. "Whatever
you want me to be, I'm that." And obviously your mobile phone thinks whatever it
connects, that's internet. So it wants to go to Facebook, it wants to go to your email, and
it shares your credentials in order to get in, and that means you are immediately
+++ 05:07:07 +++
man-in-the-middle. That's soaringly, soaringly simple. This is a company funded by U.S.
government partly in Boston. They make Pwn Phone. This is a fully— it's a normal phone
with attack software. You can carry out very complex attacks with touchscreen. You
don't need to know how it's programmed. It's sold to you with 1100 dollars. They have a
very much funnier
which is Power Pwn. Everything is
+++ 05:07:39 +++
built into the extension cord. So you just walk down to anybody's office; it has the
wireless capability; it has the capability of using mobile phone network to call home.
Wonderful. It's a little bit more expensive at 2000 dollars, so no attacker will ever have
money for that, but if somebody had 2000 dollars, that'd be nice. But more budget
option, this is a VoCore. The size of that is one inch by one inch by one-seventh of the
inch, because you only need the top board. It's full-blown Linux computer. It's
+++ 05:08:08 +++
everything you need. It's wireless. It can talk with a wire line. It can carry out any attack
you want. It costs 4 dollars. Those are my remarks. Thank you for having me.

Bill Gardner: Thank all of you with—

Ken Blackwell: Mr. Chairman, I'm sufficiently shaken.
+++ 05:08:27 +++
Kris Kobach: Yeah. Well, we do have a couple commissioners who have to leave to
catch a plane, but we're going to keep on going with questions. Thank you for that
heartwarming presentation. I'm sure we're all feeling great now. <laughs> I want to lead
with one question, and that is, just to make sure I understand— so let's assume that—
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explain to me how a hack would work if a jurisdiction secured the programming of its—
assume it's a paper ballot with
+++ 05:08:56 +++
one of the machines that does an optical scan at the site, but the jurisdiction has very
good security of the programming of the optical scanner, so there was never any
opportunity for somebody to touch who's not a trusted insider, and very good security of
the— and the vendor is trusted, and also at the polling place there's no opportunity for
someone to touch the
+++ 05:09:28 +++
optical scanning machine or to insert-- maybe they're watching it very carefully— no one's
going to be able to insert a USB. Are you indicating that if somebody has a telephone—
people will be holding telephones inside it— would it be possible to use Wi-Fi? And
explain to me, someone who doesn't have specific knowledge here, could you still get
into the programming of the optical scanner without any physical contact with it and it's
not connected to the internet, and how?
+++ 05:09:53 +++
Harry Hursti: Thank you for bringing up the optical scan machines, because in the
recent recount effort, one of the discoveries we lead [ph?] is that a voting machine, DS200, has built-in wireless, and it's told to be a wireless modem which goes to Spring or
Verizon network, so it's actually built-in mobile phone. There you go. That's everything
an attacker needs, and now the attacker can be across the world.
+++ 05:10:22 +++
Kris Kobach: And if the optical scan machine did not have a built-in wireless, would you
still need to have that actual physical contact with the machine to hit it with a USB to
insert the malware?
+++ 05:10:34 +++
Andrew Appel: Let me answer that question. So suppose it's some machine that has
no radio at all, although the DS-200 was sort of advertised to have no radio at all. The
attack is not so much a person walking by in the polling place. The premise that you
knew what was installed in this machine and you've had someone continually watching it
for the last 10 years that it's been in senAce, in and out of warehouses, that's one
problem; it's really hard to achieve that. And the second is, you download software into
that machine all the time. Before every election, you have
+++ 05:11:08 +++
to insert the removable media that you think has only the ballot definition on it, and
identify your lucky it has only the ballot definition. If you're not lucky, your election
administration computer has been hacked or your vendor's network has been hacked, so
that on those ballot definition media that you're shoving into the side of the machine
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before each election, you also got malware piggybacking and replacing the vote-counting
software. So this perfect
+++ 05:11:37 +++
chain of custody from the time the thing was manufactured till ten years later when it's
used in this election is sort of unrealistic to trust.
+++ 05:11:45 +++
Kris Kobach: But certainly something that an election jurisdiction should try to do, and I
know that many of our jurisdictions do actually keep the machines locked up and do try to
maintain the highest degree of confidence with the vendor or whoever is updating the
programming, but obviously— I guess my question is: If the machine doesn't have it
already, do you need physical contact with the tabulator to actually put in the malware or
put in whatever programming it's going to do, that's going to take it?
+++ 05:12:13 +++
Ron Rivest: The vendor may have been infected before things happen. As Adi Shamir,
my colleague, likes to say, there's no perfect security; there's only degrees of insecurity.
And so this optical scan machine is this magic trained gorilla who works right most of the
time and helps things get done efficiently, but you can't trust him absolutely. You've got
to have evidence and you've got to have a protocol for checking that the work is done
properties. So these machines can be attacked, maybe— with good procedures, like
you're suggesting, the probability of attack goes down, but you don't want to rest the
+++ 05:12:41 +++
election of the president on the fact that maybe the Wi-Fi was turned on when it shouldn't
have been or vice versa or something like that. You want to be able to check the
election, recount the paper ballots, recount random samples of them, to know that you've
got the right result.
+++ 05:12:56 +++
Harri Hursti: Also I would like to point out that certain vendors include barcodes into the
ballots, and proper studies in my knowledge have not been made. With the recent
understanding how to use barcode as an attack vector, are those barcodes safe? And
now you have absentee ballots with the barcodes.
+++ 05:13:16 +++
J. Christian Adams: Thank you very much for that presentation. It was quite an eyeopener, very enjoyable. I want to ask you a question about the difference between
hackable and hacked. Now, Mr. Hursti, you testified about one of the reasons somebody
might want to do this is to reduce confidence in the election by creating a situation where
something is hacked. Are any of you aware of any instance where a live American
election in the last 15
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+++ 05:13:47 +++
years has been hacked? I know you testified about hackable. My question is hacked.
And if the goal was to diminish confidence, wouldn't one way to do it is to leave
fingerprints that you were hacked?
+++ 05:14:04 +++
Harri Hursti: So, my answer to that is I was part of the former Secretary of Ohio,
Jennifer Brunner's study EVEREST, and she asked the same question, and I told her, "If
you continue to use these machines, I don't think there will be proper evidence or even
doubt that the machine has been hacked, because these machines have no capability of
preserving forensic evidence whatsoever." The only reason you will find that there's
evidence of it being hacked is if somebody wants to leave the evidence.
+++ 05:14:38 +++
Andrew Appel: I mean, explaining that a little further, the vote counting program in the
machine is in changeable memory. Just like you can download new software from the
removable media into the memory of the computer, the memory of the computer can
rewrite itself. That's how you store new data in your computer each day. That's how you
install new programs. So it's very easy to write a program that cheats in the election and
then as soon as the polls
+++ 05:15:07 +++
have closed and it's reported as fraudulent data, it replaces itself with a legitimate
program. So I'm not aware of any specific incidents where an election is known to have
been hacked but, first of all, almost no forensic examinations of this kind have ever been
done, and such forensic examinations would not be easy or reliable because of the ability
of the computer program to erase itself after the hack.
+++ 05:15:38 +++
J. Christian Adams: Well,then it sounds like you're describing a solution that's
unfixable, if it can't be discovered after the hack.
+++ 05:15:44 +++
Andrew Appel: So what we propose as the solution to trust in our elections is the ability
to recount those paper ballots that the voters actually marked themselves and that are
kept in the ballot box under the op-scan, and because it's expensive and time-consuming
to recount every single one of those paper ballots after every single election, to use
statistical audit methods to sample the paper ballots to see that, "Oh, we picked these
300 different paper ballots at random, and every single one of them agreed with what the
computer claimed, so that's really good evidence that in this election, the computer was
not hacked."
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+++ 05:16:22 +++
Matthew Dunlap: Thank you Mr. Vice Chair. I think Mr. Adams' question is a great one,
because this is what we were jumping up and down about this fall when the federal
government was giving some indication that our elections were at risk. And to this day, I
don't know what that was based on, but it was, in our view, in the state of Maine, a
reckless assertion to make because you talk about voter confidence— it's like, we have
paper ballots, okay? We have the DS-200
+++ 05:16:54 +++
tabulating machines. We don't have audits. However, we do do a number of recounts,
for any election, and we do a front-to-back recount; we don't do sampling. We did a
congressional recount a while back in a congressional district. We did a statewide
recount on a citizen initiative that went right to the eleventh hour and they took just about
all the material, and I don't think more than a dozen votes changed throughout the entire
recount. And by the way, we're not a statewide scanner. We have about— I think just
over
+++ 05:17:24 +++
50 percent of our towns now are on optical scan; the rest are hand-count. So you have
towns with fewer than 500 voters, they tend to count by hand, using the same general
ballot technology. So I guess to the question about what the intent of making it look like
you've attacked a system is, is it to diminish voter confidence in the upcoming election?
So they say— and this is something that I feel a little bit strongly about, simply because—
like our last
+++ 05:17:55 +++
election in Maine was actually a fairly complicated one. We had the presidential race, we
had the two congressional races, of course the legislative elections. We had five citizen
initiatives that were really all over the place. They were not, "Do you want to make purple
the official state color?" I mean, we talked about raising the minimum wage in a scaled
way, legalizing marijuana, expanded background checks in firearms, rank choice voting—
love to hear your thoughts about rank choice voting in this climate— and raising taxes to
fund education. So I
+++ 05:18:28 +++
guess my concern was that having that discussion out there with really no solid evidence
that anything was being attacked, at least not supplied to us by the federal government-Homeland Security, FBI, whoever. There's just somebody out sort of making blanket
statements that our systems were vulnerable. Is that for the voter who wants to do the
right thing— and when I say wants to do the right thing, they want to vote in a way that
makes a brighter future for them and their children and they're confused by these
+++ 05:18:55 +++
issues-- they get the information that the systems are at risk and say,"Well, what's the
point?" and they stay home. Is that the risk, or is it really the technology? Kind of a
multipart, open-ended question, which I apologize for.
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+++ 05:19:10 +++
Andrew Appel: I think there's a severe risk with the technology. I think it's excellent that
40 states are already voting on paper that is recountable, and in those states that have
audits, or at least have a very high rate of recount, those states can assure the voters
that, "Here's how you can tell that our elections are trustworthy." But to ignore the fact
that the computers are completely hackable and to try and run elections, as some states
do, where they
+++ 05:19:40 +++
entirely rely on the word of some computer program about who won, I think is
irresponsible, and I don't think it's crying wolf to point out what might be possible.
+++ 05:19:51 +++
Matthew Dunlap: Well, I'm not saying that you were crying wolf. What I'm asking is part
of an attack— is it a feint? Is a feint the same as an attack? And that's not a
technological question; that's a sociological question.
+++ 05:20:08 +++
Andrew Appel: Five or ten years ago, or fifteen years ago, when I started working on
this, we would think about that threat model of that the candidate or more likely the sort of
criminal associate of the candidate that the candidate didn't even know was doing
anything was sort of hacking voting machines to steal votes, and the idea that the
Russians might do something just to cast doubt on our democracy without even caring
who won wasn't in our picture of the threat model. But no matter what the threat model
is, the media and the citizens pay a lot more attention to these issues in
+++ 05:20:41 +++
years that are multiple of four, and maybe in this odd-numbered year we can have a
more responsible discussion of this without being in the middle of an election, and I think
that's a good thing.
+++ 05:20:52 +++
Harri Hursti: I fully agree that voter apathy is as dangerous as anything for democracy,
so maybe the solution is to bring citizen participation up. Humboldt County tried a
method where they published all— they used a third-party, commercial off-the-shelf
scanner to scan all the ballots and publish those images, allowing the general public and
anyone who was concerned to use open source software and do their own recount.

Bill Gardner: Do you agree on open source? Ron, do you have—
+++ 05:21:27 +++
Ron Rivest: Open source is often a useful tool for getting better security. I have no
problems with those open source— it's helpful, but it's not the panacea that many think it
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is. I mean, I think you need to have— I mean, the question I raised in my remarks is one
of evidence. Open source is a way of constructing software. What we care about in the
election integrity business is evidence that that outcomes are correct. So open source
software by itself is not evidence, but it's helpful to understand how the systems work.
+++ 05:21:58 +++
Harri Hursti: I would like to point out that when I started hacking machines, 2005, at the
time a number of jurisdictions— for example, California— believed that source code review
is the way to ensure that the machine is honest, and my proof was to show it's not
because the attack can happen on a hardware level. Open source are definitely
. For example, it brings demonstrable cost down and it breaks the vendor lock.
It allows you to have a confidence through transparency, but it is not the whole solution.
+++ 05:22:34 +++
Andrew Appel: I think open source is useful, or something short of open source is
called published source, where the vendor says,"Here's our program. You can see what
it does." But it doesn't solve the whole program because you don't know that that
program is actually installed in the machine on election day. It could be the attacker's
program that's installed in the machine on election day. So open source is not the whole
solution to the problem.
+++ 05:22:58 +++
Hans von Sapkovsky: Well, someone said earlier, gentlemen, I think you scared
everyone in this room from using their iPhones and their chargers and everything else.

Matthew Dunlap: Here, take it.

<laughter>
+++ 05:23:07 +++
Hans von Sapkovsky: Right. And obviously what you said about internet voting, I
mean, every group that's looked at it, from the National Science Foundation to the first
taskforce, which California Secretary of State started as— recommended against it too—
and you've made a good case on DREs. The one issue I don't think you really addressed
that I'd like your opinions on is, as you know, the growing trend across the country— and
there's upwards of 30 states now that have done it— is online voter registration, and my
question to you is: Does putting voter registration
+++ 05:23:42 +++
online, is that a dangerous thing, because does that help give hackers a route into voter
registration databases where, if they can hack into it, they could do all kinds of things,
such as plant a program that selects voters in particular precincts that might favor their
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particular party based on their voting history and completely erase all traces that they
ever registered to vote or ever voted. So how dangerous is putting voter registration
online?
+++ 05:24:16 +++
Ron Rivest: I can respond to that. I think probably my colleagues have remarks too.
But the kind of scenarios you're talking about are absolutely a concern and one does
need to be very concerned about putting systems online, voter-facing systems. The
difference between a voter registration system and a tabulation system, however, is the
secret ballot. So the tabulation system is worried about tabulating ballots that have to
remain secret, and the origin of those ballots have to be decoupled from the identity of
the voters and you start losing the ability to have audit trails that can be effective you're
not careful. With voter registration database, every transaction
+++ 05:24:49 +++
can be carefully logged, publicly logged in a write-only database or something. People
even talk about putting things on the blockchain or whatever and so on too. So you can
have a transaction log that's much more reliable and public and secure. That said, online
voter registration databases make me very nervous.
+++ 05:25:08 +++
Andrew Appel: I would agree. There are things to worry about with online voter
registration, but the ability to back up the database, to log every change to the database—
it could be that the benefits of online voter registration outweigh the risks, and so I've
nothing against online voter registration.
+++ 05:25:31 +++
Hans von Sapkovsky: Well, my question about the logging procedure is this: Do you
think election officials have good enough cybersecurity in place to actually detect that?
And I would give you the example I'm sure you all know about, about how the District of
Columbia some years ago put out an internet voting project and then challenged hackers
all over the country to try to get into it, and a professor I think at University of Michigan
assigned it to his class as a project, and I think within 48
+++ 05:26:01 +++
hours they had gotten into it, but what made it even more dangerous was that the
election officials were unable to detect that they had made it into the system and the only
reason they finally found out was because they put in a piece of software so that when
you completed your vote on the mock election it played the University of Michigan fight
song.

<laughter>
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+++ 05:26:23 +++
Ron Rivest: You're absolutely right that the level of cybersecurity expertise in many
jurisdictions needs to be greatly raised if we want to seriously consider things such as
online voter registration databases. It takes a level of—
+++ 05:26:34 +++
Andrew Appel: But in the end, if you listened to the previous panel, explaining that we
need communication among the states about that database, somehow that database is
going to be connected to the Internet one way or another, and there are good reasons for
it. I think it's unavoidable. So we need to improve the cybersecurity of the voter
registration database. But it can't be changed undetectably. If a voter is disenfranchised
by being thrown off the voter registration database, that voter will notice, whereas
+++ 05:27:02 +++
the changing of votes inside a touchscreen voting machine, because of the secret ballot,
can't be noticed. And so there's this difference in detectability and correctability that
favors— that's in the favor of voter registration systems, but there's no way to correct the
change of a vote inside the electronics of a DRE voting machine.
+++ 05:27:28 +++
Kris Kobach: I have another question. I was a fan of post-election audits before
hearing this panel. Now I'm a jumping-up-and-down fan of post-election audits.
Unfortunately my state on the map is one of the states that doesn't have them, and I've
drafted a bill to bring post-election audits into the laws of Kansas, and so far it hasn't
passed, I don't think because of opposition of a partisan nature, but simply lack of interest
and other factors that cause legislatures sometimes not to act on every bill. The question
+++ 05:28:01 +++
I have is this though. The one thing we do have in every state is a sort of audit, which is
a recount. Essentially recounts, depending on the state statures, will happen if the
election is within a certain threshold of narrowness, whether it be 0.5 percent or
whatever, or if the candidate requests it and is willing to pay for the recount. So you do
get election audits which are truly audits. You'll get till hand recounts, and we recently
had one in Kansas City where thankfully the tabulator vote was exactly
+++ 05:28:32 +++
the same as the hand recount vote in a very large jurisdiction. But my question is this:
Knowing that, it would seem that a hacker who was smart and was trying to actually do
what you all are positing, and that is a hack of the election tabulating machinery, would
therefore try to make a big a hack as possible so that it's not a narrow margin, but that
would be a very large margin so that there would be no recount. I'm sure I'm not the first
person to think of this. Is that sort of the M.O. of these various—
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+++ 05:29:04 +++
Ron Rivest: Well, you're following exactly the advice I gave, which is think like an
adversary. You're thinking perfectly like an adversary. That's what I would do if I were
an adversary, just make the margin big enough so that a recount wouldn't happen.
+++ 05:29:14 +++
Kris Kobach: And then with respect to the one flaw I see in some of the audit
legislation, including the audit legislation weVe drafted, is you're only doing audits at
certain precincts— well, randomly selected precincts within each county. If you're trying to
hack a smaller election, like a county commission race or a state legislature race, the
probability of an audit finding the hack seems to be relatively low, or is that incorrect?
+++ 05:29:42 +++
Ron Rivest: Yeah. No, there's issues with these sampling— if you're sampling individual
ballots, which is the recommended procedure, then even with a small race you're going
to be sampling a couple from this precinct, a couple from that precinct, and so on, and
you're likely to detect it no matter where it occurs. If you're doing the sampling on a
precinct level— so you're doing a recount of a whole precinct at a time— you have a
greater chance of missing things altogether, as you suggested.
+++ 05:30:04 +++
Andrew Appel: Let me talk about— there's been an advance in the sort of technology,
so to speak, of audit methods. Ten years we would talk about taking a random sample of
the ballot boxes and recounting the votes in that ballot box to make sure it came out
exactly what the op-scanner said. But if you can sort of print a serial number on each
ballot as it's cast and have the op-scanner make an electronic claim about what each
ballot says by number, then you don't have
+++ 05:30:34 +++
to recount a whole ballot box; you can just pick one ballot at random and see if it matches
what the computer said. So I won't go into all the statistics of it, but it leads to much more
efficient methods of doing these random audits than were dreamed of even ten years
ago. So as far as a state like Kansas is concerned, where there's some interest in it but it
costs money and it's time-consuming and people have enough work to do already, I
would say there are
+++ 05:31:02 +++
several things that could help. One is federal money for this kind of thing always helps.
Two is watch what some other states are doing, such as Colorado, maybe New York,
New Mexico, that are sort of pioneers in trying to make it really work as a logistical thing.
And don't be complacent about, "It can't happen here."
+++ 05:31:24 +++
Pat Hines: And bring these three right to your legislature.
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Kris Kobach: Yeah, to the legislature. Yeah.

<laughter>
+++ 05:31:29 +++
Harri Hursti: Also on the realm of think like a criminal, I like to always point out that
money is down in the ballot. Money is in the proposals, which are massively undervoted
and usually not that interesting to audit. That's where the money is. So I would say that
a criminal who likes money would go there. And again, the solution there is scan the
ballots, and verify that your ballot population which is in digital form matches the ballot
population in
+++ 05:31:59 +++
the physical form, and then use open-source software to recount it. Then you count
every single race.
+++ 05:32:07 +++
Kris Kobach: One follow-up question to Dr. Appel. The idea of putting a number on a
ballot and then you see whether the tabulator correctly counted that numbered ballot,
obviously one worry there would be that you compromise the secrecy of the ballot once
you start—

Andrew Appel: Absolutely. You're thinking like the attacker. And there are issues.

Kris Kobach: So how do you that without compromising the secrecy?
+++ 05:32:29 +++
Andrew Appel: Right. So this is not a trivial question you asked, and it doesn't have
super easy answers. You don't have to print numbers on the ballot necessarily in
numerical order. Right? You could print them in random order, so that you can't— so let's
say the corrupt politician in the polling place who's been watching the voters vote in order
can't correlate it to the order the voters voted. So there are solutions to this problem, but
it's very
+++ 05:32:59 +++
perceptive of you to sort of zoom in on that right away. There are issues here, and they
deserve further study and sort of working out the logistics of it.
+++ 05:33:09 +++
Ron Rivest: Just another detail on that point, a fine point. I mean, the number could be
added by the scanner after it's scanned, not when the voter has the ballot in hand. So
the voter never sees the number, and the voter can't sell their vote in any way to
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anybody. So you have the number imprinted after it's scanned and then the number
goes on the electric record as well, and as Andrew said, the—
+++ 05:33:27 +++
Andrew Appel: Right. Now we're thinking again like the adversary. You'd want to make
sure that the printer that's printing that number can only print on the right-hand inch of the
ballot so that it can't be filling in ovals too.

<laughter>
+++ 05:33:40 +++
Bill Gardner: What did you all think about these machines here? Will there be a
machine today that will, 125 years from now, still be able to be used?

Andrew Appel: I doubt it. We'd have to throw out our computers.

Ron Rive: Yeah. Who knows?
+++ 05:33:53 +++
Andrew Appel: But those lever machines, for all their faults, did last for 40 years, and it
would be nice to be able to build a voting machine that lasts for a little bit longer than
some of the technology we see now.

Bill Gardner: I'd like to get a picture with you guys there with the two moderators before
you leave, okay?
+++ 05:34:08 +++
Harri Hursti: We actually, next year in the voting machine hacking, we will have old level
machines and do retro-hacking, because they are hackable by matches. So people can
have fun and see how old-school— how your grandpa did that.

<laughter>
+++ 05:34:26 +++
Andrew Appel: There are all sorts of ways to hack those lever machines. There's the
pencil-shaving trick, there's the grease trick, there's— don't get me started.

<laughter>
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Kris Kobach: Well, thank you very much for your presentation. It was very illuminating.
Appreciate it.

<applause>
+++ 05:34:43 +++
Kris Kobach: So at this point we have a period on the agenda for any discussion or
other business. Is there any— are there any comments that any members would like to
make? Yes, Commissioner Adams?
+++ 05:34:57 +++
J. Christian Adams: I'd like to thank Secretary of State Gardner for putting this together.
This is a fantastic facility, fantastic witnesses, fantastic voting machines. I hope that our
future meetings, wherever they might be, can match it, but I have a hard time belielAng
they will.

<applause>
+++ 05:35:19 +++
Kris Kobach: Any other remarks? Well, then I might just deliver a few closing remarks
and let Secretary Gardner say anything he might wish to say. I'm hopeful that we will
have as much content and as great a degree of quality of content in our future meetings
as we had today. This was a great start. Thank you to our presenters, to our quest to
put as much data together as we can, as much information together as we can, to look at
the issue of voter integrity, and I think it's interesting how today we've seen how voter
+++ 05:35:51 +++
integrity can be influenced by a great number of things— the security of the devices
themselves against hacking, the security against voter fraud, which is another factor, and
how voter participation is directly related to integrity, which is what the first panel was
examining. So although these panels may have seemed disparate in subject matter,
there actually is a unifying thread through all of them. Not promising that all meetings will
have the same unifying thread, but hopefully all future meetings of
+++ 05:36:23 +++
this commission will have as much useful content for us to digest, and I too would like to
add my thanks to Secretary Gardner for hosting this, and ask if you'd like to offer any
closing remarks.
+++ 05:36:35 +++
Bill Gardner: I think— I just asked the three of you— we may call on you at some point
during our time on this commission, and thank you. That's all.
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Kris Kobach: Do I hear a motion to adjourn.

Man 1: So moved.

Kris Kobach: Is there a second?

Bill Gardner: Second.

Kris Kobach: All in favor?

Commissioners: Aye.
+++ 05:36:53 +++
Kris Kobach: We are adjourned.

#### End of Presidential Commission Heartwood.mp4 #41414
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New Data: Illegal Voters May Have Decided New Hampshire in 2016
By J. Christian Adams September 7, 2017

New data cast doubt on the integrity ofthe vote for President in New Hampshire in 2016.
Hillary Clinton won New Hampshire in 2016 by just over 2,700 votes. Over 6,000 voters in New Hampshire
used same day voter registration procedures to register and vote simultaneously for President.
New Hampshire Speaker ofthe House Shawn Jasper sought and obtained data about what happened to these
"new" New Hampshire voters who showed up on election day. It seems the overwhelming majority of them can
no longer be found in New Hampshire.
New data show that of those 6,000, only 1,014 ever obtained New Hampshire driver's licenses.
That leaves 5,526 voters who never obtained a New Hampshire driver's license. Ofthose, a mere three percent
have registered a vehicle in New Hampshire.
The Public Interest Legal Foundation received information that over 80 percent ofthe same day registrants used
out of state photo 113 to vote in the 2016 Presidential election in New Hampshire and to utilize same day
registration.
Gov. Maggie Hassan, a Democrat, also beat incumbent U.S. Sen. Kelly Ayotte by 1,017 votes.
These new data illustrate the problem with same day registration laws - they prevent the ability to verify
residency prior to the election, and in a close election, can make a difference.
As John Fund and Hans von Spakovsky pointed out in their book Who's Counting, same day registration fraud
gave Al Franken his Senate seat, and thus gave the country Obamacare.
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We are going to need to speak today. when are you available?
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Message
From:
Sent:
To:

Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP [Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov]
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'Kris Kobach
cwlawson@sos.in.gov;
Christy McCormic
• david@capitolpartnersarcom; Mark Rhodes
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Adams[adams@electionlawcentercom]; Alan L. King
CC:
Paoletta, Mark R. EOP/OVP [Mark.R.Paoletta@ovp.eop.gov ; organ, att ew E. EOP/OVP
[Matthew.E.Morgan@ovp.eop.gov]
Subject:
updated agenda; draft by-laws
Attachments: draft PACE! By-Laws FINAL.PDF; Revised Agenda - Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity ....pdf

Dear Members,
As you can see from the attached revised agenda, the schedule has been adjusted slightly to ensure we have sufficient
time for the public meeting. The ceremonial swearing in will no longer happen at the public meeting. Instead, you will be
sworn in following the required briefings in the morning and just prior to proceeding to the public meeting room.
Vice Chair Kobach has asked me to send the attached draft set of by-laws for your review. During tomorrow's meeting,
the Commission will adopt by-laws to govern the Commission's operations, and the Vice Chair thought it would be
helpful to share with you his proposed draft by-laws. These by-laws were modeled after sample by-laws published by
the General Services Administration on its website.
If you plan to bring any documents with you tomorrow to distribute to the other members, please send me an electronic
copy so that we can make copies for you here. Having the documents in advance will help us ensure we can make them
available in a timely manner to the public on the webpage.
Last thing: A scheduling note. The Vice President needs to depart the meeting at noon. Therefore, we ask that you limit
your opening remarks to no more than five minutes each. We'll have more flexibility with timing during the discussion
session after the break.
Thank you,
Andrew
Andrew J. Kossack
Executive Director and Designated Federal Officer
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
By-Laws and Operating Procedures
The following By-Laws and Operating Procedures("By-Laws") will govern the operations ofthe
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity("Commission").
Section I: Purpose,Organization,and Operation
Pursuant to Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017,the Commission shall, consistent with applicable
law,study the registration and voting processes used in Federal elections. The Commission shall be
solely advisory and shall submit a report to the President that identifies those laws, rules, policies,
activities, strategies, and practices that enhance the American people's confidence in the integrity ofthe
voting processes used in Federal elections; those laws, rules, policies, activities, strategies, and practices
that undermine the American people's confidence in the integrity of voting processes used in Federal
elections; and those vulnerabilities in voting systems and practices used for Federal elections that could
lead to improper voter registrations and improper voting, including fraudulent voter registrations and
fraudulent voting. The Commission shall provide its advice and recommendations, analysis, and
information directly to the President.
Section II: Authority
The Commission was established by Executive Order 13799 of May 11, 2017,and by the authority vested
in the President ofthe United States by the Constitution and the laws ofthe United States of America.
The Commission has voluntarily agreed to operate in accordance with the Federal Advisory Committee
Act, as amended(5 U.S.C. App.)("FACA"). The Commission filed a charter on June 23,2017, with the
General Service Administration's Committee Management Secretariat.
Section III: Membership
(A)In General. The Commission shall be composed ofthe Vice President and not more than fifteen
(15)additional members("Members"). The Members shall be appointed by the President and
shall represent a bipartisan set of perspectives and experience in elections, election management,
election fraud detection, and voter integrity efforts, and may include any other individuals with
knowledge or experience determined by the President to be of value to the Commission. The
Members ofthe Commission may include both regular Government Employees and Special
Government Employees.
(B)Chair and Vice Chair.The Vice President shall chair the Commission. The Vice President may
select a Vice Chair from among those Members appointed by the President, who may perform the
duties ofthe Chair ifso directed by the Vice President.
(C)Commission Staff. The Vice President may select an Executive Director ofthe Commission and
any additional staff he determines necessary to support the Commission.
(D)Designated Federal Officer. The Designated Federal Officer("DFO")will be a full-time officer
or employee ofthe Federal Government appointed by the GSA Administrator, pursuant to 41
CFR § 102-3.105 and in consultation with the Chair ofthe Commission. The DFO will approve
or call all Commission meetings, prepare all meeting agendas, attend all meetings, and adjourn
any meeting when the DFO determines adjournment to be in the public interest. Should the Chair
designate any subcommittees, the DFO will similarly approve or call all subcommittee meetings,
1
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prepare all subcommittee meeting agendas, attend all subcommittee meetings, and adjourn any
subcommittee meeting when the DFO determines adjournment to be in the public interest. In the
DFO's discretion,the DFO may utilize other Federal employees as support staffto assist the DFO
in fulfilling these responsibilities.
Section IV: Meetings
(A)In General. The Commission shall meet as frequently as needed and called and approved by the
DFO.The Chair will preside at all Commission meetings, unless the Chair directs the Vice Chair
to perform the duties ofthe Chair. Members who cannot attend meetings in person may
participate by means ofconference telephone or similar communications equipment if all
Members can hear one another at the same time and members ofthe public entitled to hear them
can do so. A Member who participates by such means will be counted as present for purposes ofa
quorum,and the Member may participate in any votes and other business as ifthe Member were
physically present at the meeting.
(B) Notice. A notice ofeach Commission meeting will be published in the Federal Register at least
15 calendar days before the meeting, except in exceptional circumstances. The notice will include
(1)the name ofthe Commission;(2)the time, date, place, and purpose ofthe meeting;(3)a
summary ofthe agenda, and/or topics to be discussed;(4)a statement as to whether all or part of
the meeting is open to the public and,if any part is closed, a statement as to why,citing the
specific exemption(s)ofthe Government in the Sunshine Act(5 U.S.C. § 552b(c))("GISA")as
the basis for closure; and(5)the name and telephone number ofthe DFO or other official who
may be contacted for additional information concerning the meeting.
(C)Agenda.The Chair or, at the Chair's direction, the Vice Chair, shall establish the agenda for all
Commission meetings. The DFO will prepare and distribute the agenda to the Members before
each meeting and will make available copies ofthe agenda to members ofthe public. Items for
the agenda may be submitted to the Chair by any Member. Items may also be suggested by any
member ofthe public.
(D)Quorum. Commission meetings will be held only when a quorum is present. For this purpose, a
quorum is defined as a simple majority ofthe Members (including the Chair)then serving on the
Commission.
(E) Open Meetings. Unless otherwise determined in advance, all Commission meetings will be open
to the public either in person as space permits or through electronic means as permitted by FACA
and its implementing regulations. Once an open meeting has begun, it will not be closed for any
reason. However,if, during the course of an open meeting, matters inappropriate for public
disclosure arise during discussion,the Chair shall order such discussion to cease and will
schedule the matter for closed session in accordance with FACA. All materials brought before, or
presented to, the Commission during the conduct of an open meeting will be made available to
the public. All such materials will be made available on the Commission's webpage as soon as
practicable.
(F) Activities Not Subject to Notice and Open Meeting Requirements. Consistent with 41 CFR
*102-3.160,the following activities ofthe Commission are excluded from the procedural
requirements contained in Sections IV(B)and (E):
i.

Preparatory work. Meetings oftwo or more Commission Members or subcommittee
Members convened solely to gather information, conduct research, or analyze relevant
2
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issues and facts in preparation for a Commission meeting. or to draft position papers for
deliberation by the Commission; and
Administrative work. Meetings oftwo or more Commission Members or subcommittee
Members convened solely to discuss administrative matters ofthe Commission or to
receive administrative information from a Federal officer or agency.
(G)Closed Meetings. Meetings ofthe Commission will be closed only in limited circumstances and
in accordance with applicable law. Where the DFO has determined in advance that a Commission
meeting will disclose matters inappropriate for public disclosure, an advance notice ofa closed
meeting will be published in the Federal Register in accordance with GISA.
(H)Hearings.The Commission may hold hearings to receive testimony or oral comments,
recommendations,and expressions ofconcern from the public. The Commission may hold
hearings at open meetings or in closed session in accordance with the standards in these By-Laws
for closing meetings to the public. The Chair may specify reasonable guidelines and procedures
for conducting orderly hearings,such as requirements for submitting requests to testify and
written testimony in advance and placing limitations on the number of persons who may testify
and the duration oftheir testimony.
(I) Minutes. The DFO will prepare minutes ofeach meeting, distribute copies to each Member,and
ensure that the Chair certifies the accuracy of all minutes within 90 calendar days ofthe meeting
to which they relate. Minutes of open or closed meetings will be available to the public, subject to
the withholding of matters which are exempt from disclosure under applicable law. The minutes
will include:(1)the time, date, and place ofthe Commission meeting;(2)a list ofthe persons
who were present at the place ofthe meeting;(3)an accurate description ofeach matter discussed
and the resolution, ifany, made by the Commission regarding such matter; and(4)a copy ofeach
report or other document received, issued, or approved by the Commission at the meeting.

(J) Public Comment. Subject to Section N(E),members ofthe public may,at the determination of
the Chair, offer oral comment at any meeting open to the public. The Chair may decide in
advance to exclude oral public comment during a meeting,in which case the meeting
announcement published in the Federal Register will note that oral comment from the public is
excluded and will invite written comment as an alternative. Members ofthe public may submit
written statements to the Commission at any time.
Section V: Voting
(A)In General. When a decision or recommendation ofthe Commission is required,the Chair shall
request or accept a motion for a vote. Any Member,including the Chair, may make a motion for a
vote. No second after a proper motion will be required to bring any issue or recommendation to a
vote. A quorum must be present when a vote is taken.
(B) Voting Eligibility. Only the Members,including the Chair, may vote on a motion.
(C)Voting Procedures. Votes will ordinarily be taken and tabulated by a show of hands or by voice
vote.
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Section VI: Subcommittees
The Chair ofthe Commission,in consultation with the DFO,is authorized to create subcommittees as
necessary to support the Commission's work. Subcommittees may not incur costs or expenses without
prior written approval ofthe Chair or the Chair's designee and the DFO. Subcommittees must report
directly to the Commission,and must not provide advice or work products directly to the President or any
other official or agency.
Section VII: Administrative Support and Funding
Pursuant to Executive Order 13799,to the extent permitted by law,and subject to the availability of
appropriations,the General Services Administration shall provide the Commission with such
administrative services,funds,facilities, staff, equipment, and other support services as may be necessary
to carry out its mission,to the extent permitted by law and on a reimbursable basis. However,the
President's designee will be responsible for fulfilling the requirements ofsubsection 6(b) ofthe FACA.
Section VIII: Records
The records ofthe Commission and its subcommittees shall be handled in accordance with the
Presidential Records Act of 1978 and FACA.
Section IX: Termination
The Commission shall terminate no more than two(2)years from the date ofthe Executive Order
establishing the Commission, unless extended by the President, or thirty(30)days after it presents its
final report to the President, whichever occurs first.
Section X: Amendment of By-Laws
Amendments to the By-Laws must conform to the requirements ofthe Executive Order,charter
establishing the Commission,and FACA,and be agreed to by two-thirds ofthe Members. The DFO must
ensure that all Members receive a copy ofthe proposed amendment before any vote is taken on it.
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Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Initial Meeting of the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
July 19, 2017
11:00 a.m. ET
Eisenhower Executive Office Building, Room 350

Agenda (Revised July 18, 2017)

1. Welcome Remarks — Chairman, Vice President Mike Pence
2. Commissioners' Introductions — All Members(approximately 45 minutes)
3. Short Break
4. Discussion — All Members, led by Vice Chairman, Secretary Kris Kobach (approximately one
hour)
• The Mission, per Executive Order 13799
• By-Laws and Operating Procedures
• Possible Topics for Commission to Address
• Future Meetings
5. Adjourn
Note: Due to time limitations, commission members will be sworn in prior to the
commencement of the meeting.

Message
From:
Sent:
To:

Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP [Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov]

9/6/2017 6:53:36 PM
'Kris Kobach

cwlawson@sos.in.gov; chipkate@aol.com;
hristy McCormick
david@capito partnersar.com; Mark Rhodes
[mrhodes@woodcountywv.com]; von Spakovsk Hans Hans.VonS akovsky@heritage.org]; Christian Adams
[adams@electionlawcenter.com • Alan L. Kin
matthew.dunlap@maine.gov; King, Alan
[kinga@jccal.org]; David Dunn
CC:
Paoletta, Mark R. EOP/OVP [Mark.R.Paoletta@ovp.eop.gov]; Morgan, Matthew E. EOP/OVP
[Matthew.E.Morgan@ovp.eop.gov]; Williams, Ronald E. EOP/OVP [Ronald.E.Williams@ovp.eop.gov]
Subject:
Updated Agenda
Attachments: Agenda for Sept. 12th Meeting.pdf

Please see the attached updated agenda. The only change is the addition of former Gov. John H. Sununu, who will
welcome the Commission at the start of the meeting.
Thanks,
Andrew
Andrew J. Kossack
Executive Director, Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
Associate Counsel, Office of the Vice President
Cell:
Email: Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov

Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Agenda
Second Meeting of the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
Tuesday, September 12,2017, 10:00 a.m. EST
New Hampshire Institute ofPolitics, Saint Anselm College
1.

Welcome Remarks — Vice Chairman Kris Kobach; Secretary Bill Gardner; Former New Hampshire
Governor and Chief of Staff to Former President George H.W.Bush,John H.Sununu

2.

Panel One: Historical Election Turnout Statistics and the Effects of Election Integrity Issues on
Voter Confidence
•
•
•

Dr. Andrew Smith, Associate Professor ofPolitical Science, University of New Hampshire
Kimball Brace, President, Election Data Services, Inc.
Dr. John Lott,President, Crime Prevention Research Center and Author,Evidence of Voter Fraud and the
Impact that Regulations to Reduce Fraud Have on Voter Participation Rates(2006)
• Q&A and Discussion — All Members
3.

Panel Two: Current Election Integrity Issues Affecting Public Confidence
•
•
•
•
•

4.

Donald Palmer, Fellow, Bipartisan Policy Center
Robert Popper,Director, Election Integrity Project, Judicial Watch
Ken Block,President, Simpatico Software Systems
Hans von Spakovslcy, Senior Legal Fellow, Heritage Foundation and Member,PACEI
Q&A and Discussion — All Members
Demonstration of Historic New Hampshire Voting Machines Still in Use Since 1892

• Thaire Bryant, Polling Place Moderator for Town of Eaton, New Hampshire
• T. Patrick Hines, Polling Place Moderator for Town of Windsor,New Hampshire
5.

Panel Three: Electronic Voting Systems and Election Integrity — A Primer
•
•
•
•

Dr. Andrew Appel,Professor of Computer Science, Princeton University
Dr. Ronald Rivest,Professor of Computer Science, Massachusetts Institute of Technology
Harri Hursti, Co-Founder of Nordic Innovation Labs
Q&A and Discussion — All Members

6.

Discussion and Other Business - All Members

7.

Closing Remarks — Vice Chairman Kobach and Secretary Gardner

8.

Acl'ou rn
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Subject:
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Attachments: Agenda for Sept. 12th Meeting.pdf

Please see the attached updated agenda. The only change is the addition of former Gov. John H. Sununu, who will
welcome the Commission at the start of the meeting.
Thanks,
Andrew
Andrew J. Kossack
Executive Director, Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
Associate Counsel, Office of the Vice President
Cell:
Email: Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov
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From: Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP <Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov>
To: 'Kris Kobach'
; cwlawson <cwlawson@sos.in.gov>; chipkate
mattdunlap
kennethblackwel
Christy
McCormick
david <david@capitolpartnersar.com>: Mark Rhodes
<mrhodes@woodcountywv.com>; von Spakovsky, Hans <Hans.VonS akovsky@heritage.org>; Christian Adams
<adams@electionlawcenter.com>; Alan L. King
matthew.dunla
<matthew.dunlap@maine.gov>; King, Alan <kinga@jccal.org>; David Dunn
Cc: Paoletta, Mark R. EOP/OVP <Mark.R.Paoletta@ovp.eop.gov>; Morgan, Matthew E. EOP/OVP
<Matthew.E.Morgan@ovp.eop.gov>; Williams, Ronald E. EOP/OVP <Ronald.E.1Nilliams@ovp.eop.gov>
Subject: Updated Agenda
Date: Wed, Sep 6, 2017 2:53 pm
Attachments: Agenda for Sept. 12th Meeting.pdf(661K)

Please see the attached updated agenda. The only change is the addition of former Gov. John H.
Sununu, who will welcome the Commission at the start of the meeting.
Thanks,
Andrew
Andrew J. Kossack
Executive Director, Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
Associate Counsel. Office of the Vice President
Cell:
Email: Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov

From: Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP <Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov>
To: 'Kris Kobach
• cwlawson <cwlawson@sos.in.gov>; chipkate <
mattdunlap
; kennethblackwell
Christy
McCormick
; david <david@capitolpartnersar.corti>; Mark I-flodes
<mrhodes@woodcountywv.com>: von Spakovsk , Hans <Hans.VonS akovsky@heritage.org>: Christian Adams
<adams@electionlawcenter.com>: Alan L. King
Cc: Paoletta, Mark R. EOP/OVP <Mark.R.Paoletta@ovp.eop.gov>; Morgan, Matthew E. EOP/OVP
<Matthew.E.Morgan@ovp.eop.gov>
Subject: updated agenda; draft by-laws
Date: Tue, Jul 18, 2017 4:18 pm
Attachments: draft PACEI By-Laws FINAL.PDF (82K), Revised Agenda - Presidential Advisory Commission on Election
Integrity ....pdf(334K)

Dear Members,
As you can see from the attached revised agenda, the schedule has been adjusted slightly to ensure we
have sufficient time for the public meeting. The ceremonial swearing in will no longer happen at the public
meeting. Instead, you will be sworn in following the required briefings in the morning and just prior to
proceeding to the public meeting room.
Vice Chair Kobach has asked me to send the attached draft set of by-laws for your review. During
tomorrow's meeting, the Commission will adopt by-laws to govern the Commission's operations, and the
Vice Chair thought it would be helpful to share with you his proposed draft by-laws. These by-laws were
modeled after sample by-laws published by the General Services Administration on its website.
If you plan to bring any documents with you tomorrow to distribute to the other members, please send me
an electronic copy so that we can make copies for you here. Having the documents in advance will help
us ensure we can make them available in a timely manner to the public on the webpage.
Last thing: A scheduling note. The Vice President needs to depart the meeting at noon. Therefore, we
ask that you limit your opening remarks to no more than five minutes each. We'll have more
flexibility with timing during the discussion session after the break.
Thank you,
Andrew
Andrew J. Kossack
Executive Director and Designated Federal Officer
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Message
From:
Sent:
To:
CC:
Subject:
Attachments:

Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP [Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov]
7/7/2017 6:19:26 PM
Paoletta, Mark R. EOP/OVP [Mark.R.Paoletta@ovp.eop.gov]
Updated letter
Kobach follow up letter 7.7.2017 CLEAN.DOCX; ATT00001.htm

Kris,
Attached is an updated letter. Please call us as soon as you can.
Thanks,
Andrew
Andrew J. Kossack
Associate Counsel
Office of the Vice President
Email: Andrew.J.Kossack( ov .eo . ov
Cell:
Sent from my iPhone

[ EMBED Acrobat.Document.11 ]
July 6, 2017

Dear [CHIEF ELECTION OFFICIAL]
This letter is intended to follow up on my letter of June 28, 2017, which requested publicly
available voter registration records on behalf of the bipartisan Presidential Advisory
Commission on Election Integrity. I appreciate the chief election officials from 36 states who
have already responded to this request and either agreed to provide this publicly available data,
or are currently evaluating what specific data they may provide in accordance with their state
laws. Some states have raised questions, which I will answer in this letter.
Like you, I serve as the chief election official of my State. And like you, ensuring the privacy and
security of any non-public voter information is a top priority. My June 28 letter only requested
information that is already available to the public under the laws of your State, which is
information that states regularly provide to any other third-party who requests it through a
public records request, including political candidates,journalists, and other interested members
of the public. As you know,federal law requires the States to maintain certain voter
registration information and make it available to the public pursuant to the National Voter
Registration Act(NVRA)and the Help America Vote Act(HAVA). The Commission recognizes
that state laws differ regarding what specific voter registration information is publicly available.
I want to assure you that the Commission will not publicly release any personally identifiable
information regarding any individual voter or any group of voters. Individuals' voter
registration data will be kept confidential and secure throughout the duration of the
Commission's existence. Once the Commission's analysis is complete, the Commission will
dispose of the data as permitted by federal law. The only information that will be made public
are statistical conclusions drawn from the data, other general observations that may be drawn
from the data, and any correspondence that you may send to the Commission in response to
the narrative questions enumerated in the June 28 letter. Let me be clear, the Commission will
not release any personal voter data to the public.
The Commission will approach its work without preconceived notions or prejudgments. The
Members of this bipartisan Commission are interested in gathering facts, and going where
those facts lead. We take seriously the NVRA's purposes "to protect the integrity of the
electoral process; and to ensure that accurate and current voter registration rolls are
maintained." 52 U.S.C. 20501(b)(3)-(4).
I look forward to working with you in the months ahead to advance those objectives.
Sincerely,

:
''.4e•- '
Kris W. Kobach
Vice Chair
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Message
From:
Sent:
To:

CC:
Subject:

Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP [Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov]
9/1/2017 10:28:40 PM
'Kris Kobach
wlawson@sos.in. ow chi kate aol.com;
hristy McCormick
david@capitolpartnersarcom; Mark Rhodes
[mrhodes@woodcountywv.com]; von Spakovsky, Hans [Hans.VonSpakovsky@heritage.org]; Christian Adams
[adams@electionlawcentercom]; Alan L. King
atthew.dunlap@maine.gov; King, Alan
[kinga@jccal.org]; David Dunn
Paoletta, Mark R. EOP/OVP [Mark.R.Paoletta@ovp.eop.gov]; Morgan, Matthew E. EOP/OVP
[Matthew.E.Morgan@ovp.eop.gov]; Williams, Ronald E. EOP/OVP [Ronald.E.Williams@ovp.eop.gov]
Updates

Dear Members,
A couple quick updates. First, we anticipate sending you a proposed agenda this Tuesday. As I've discussed with each of
you, we have a fairly full agenda with a number of distinguished panelists. There will be time for Q&A after each panel,
as well as a discussion period towards the end of the meeting, but we do not anticipate allocating time for opening
statements from each of the members so there's no need for you to prepare opening remarks.
By way of follow up to Vice Chair Kobach's letter, we would like to request that you please make every effort to submit
any written materials that you plan to share at the meeting by Thursday,September 7th by 6:00 p.m. This will ensure
that we can provide all of the materials, including the presenters materials, to you by Friday so that you can adequate
time to review the material before our meeting. It will also help ensure that we are able to post everything on our
webpage prior to our meeting so that the public is also able to review all material before the meeting This would
include any presentations, reports, or similar written materials for the meeting. If you have any concerns with this
timing, please call me any time to discuss further.
If you have any other questions, please let me know. Hope you all have a great Labor Day weekend!
Thanks,
Andrew
Andrew J. Kossack
Executive Director, Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
Associate Counsel, Office of the Vice President
Cell:
Email: Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov
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A couple quick updates. First, we anticipate sending you a proposed agenda this Tuesday. As I've discussed with each of
you, we have a fairly full agenda with a number of distinguished panelists. There will be time for Q&A after each panel,
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time to review the material before our meeting. It will also help ensure that we are able to post everything on our
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updates and requests
Attachments: EOP-Campus-Map.pdf
Importance:

High

Dear Members,
Thank you for your responsiveness over the last few days. We know travel and financial disclosure processes can be
tedious, so we really appreciate your time and efforts to get them completed.
I have a few updates and requests for you.
1. Please plan to arrive at the EEOB by 8:00 a.m. Eastern on Wednesday morning. This will give you time to get
through security so we can begin the required pre-briefings at 8:30 a.m. Attached is a map of the EEOB campus.
You'll want to enter at 17th and State Streets (at the Southwest Screening Facility).
2. So that we can clear you through security, please fill out the online form at the following link:
https://events.whitehouse.gov/form?rid=7GVJRF0466. Please be sure to enter your information exactly as it
appears on your government-issued identification. If your information does not match,the Secret Service will not
grant you access. If you have any questions or trouble submitting your information through the hyperlink,just let me
know.
3. If you are bringing any staff members or anyone else with you, please let me know as soon as possible. We'll want to
ensure we get your guests cleared through security as well. I would plan on guests attending only the public session
at 11:00 a.m. due to limited space in our morning briefing room.
4. I also want to draw your attention to the Commission's webpage, on which we've posted a number of documents
and public comments. Again, the webpage is available here:
https://www.whitehouse.goviblog/2017/07/13/presidential-advisory-commission-election-integthty. Public
comments and other documents submitted to the Commission are available for your review here:
https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-advisory-commission-election-integritv-resources. This page will be
updated periodically, so please check back from time to time.
5. Ethics questions: Our ethics team needs your responses to the following questions. These will expedite review of
your OGE 450 forms and help ensure you're cleared of conflicts by Wednesday's meeting. Please respond to this
email to me only with a simple "no," if the answer to both question one and two is, in fact, no. Otherwise, please
explain any affirmative answers.
a. Do you own any stock or financial interest in public or private companies that manufacture voting machines,
advise on voting procedures, or do any business that relates to the election process?
b. Are you a member of or have a fiduciary relationship to a non-profit or profit-making organization whose
focus is election integrity or voting processes? This question does not include state and federal
governments.
c. If the answer to either of these questions is "yes," please explain in detail your financial interest and/or
association.

As always, if you have any questions or concerns, please call me anytime.
Thanks,
Andrew
Andrew J. Kossack
Executive Director and Designated Federal Officer
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

From: Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP <Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov>
To: 'Kris Kobach
cwlawson <cwlawson • sos.in ov>: chi kate
mattdunlap
kennethblackwell
Christy
McCormick
; david <david@capitolpartnersarcorn> Mark Rhodes
<mrhodes@woodcountywv.com>: von Spakovs
ovsky@heritage.org>: Christian Adams
<adams@electionlawcenter.com>: Alan L. King
Cc: Paoletta. Mark R. EOP/OVP <Mark.R.Paoletta@ovp.eop.gov>, Morgan Matthew E EOP/OVP
<Matthew.E.Morgan@ovp.eop.gov>
Subject: updates and requests
Date: Mon. Jul 17, 2017 8,01 pm
Attachments: EOP-Campus-Map.pdf(551K)

Dear Members,
Thank you for your responsiveness over the last few days. We know travel and financial disclosure
processes can be tedious, so we really appreciate your time and efforts to get them completed.
I have a few updates and requests for you.
1.

Please plan to arrive at the EEOB by 8:00 a.m. Eastern on Wednesday morning. This will give
you time to get through security so we can begin the required pre-briefings at 8:30 a.m. Attached is a
map of the EEOB campus. You'll want to enter at 17th and State Streets (at the Southwest Screening
Facility)

2. So that we can clear you through security, please fill out the online form at the following link:
https://events.whitehouse.gov/form?rid=7GVJRFQ466. Please be sure to enter your information
exactly as it appears on your government-issued identification. If your information does not match, the
Secret Service will not grant you access. If you have any questions or trouble submitting your
information through the hyperlink, just let me know.
3.

If you are bringing any staff members or anyone else with you, please let me know as soon as
possible. We'll want to ensure we get your guests cleared through security as well. I would plan on
guests attending only the public session at 11:00 a.m. due to limited space in our morning briefing
room.

4.

I also want to draw your attention to the Commission's webpage, on which we've posted a number of
documents and public comments. Again, the webpage is available here:
https://www.whitehouse.gov/blog/2017/07/13/presidential-advisory-commission-election-integrity.
Public comments and other documents submitted to the Commission are available for your review
here: https://www.whitehouse.gov/presidential-advisory-commission-election-integrity-resources. This
page will be updated periodically, so please check back from time to time.

5.

Ethics questions: Our ethics team needs your responses to the following questions. These will
expedite review of your OGE 450 forms and help ensure you're cleared of conflicts by Wednesday's
meeting. Please respond to this email to me only with a simple "no," if the answer to both question
one and two is, in fact, no. Otherwise, please explain any affirmative answers.
a. Do you own any stock or financial interest in public or private companies that manufacture
voting machines, advise on voting procedures, or do any business that relates to the election
process?
b. Are you a member of or have a fiduciary relationship to a non-profit or profit-making
organization whose focus is election integrity or voting processes? This question does not
include state and federal governments.
c. If the answer to either of these questions is "yes," please explain in detail your financial

interest and/or association.
As always, if you have any questions or concerns, please call me anytime.
Thanks,
Andrew
Andrew J. Kossack
Executive Director and Designated Federal Officer
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity

Message
From:
Sent:
To:

Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP [Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov]
7/11/2017 9:56:32 PM
cwlawson@sos.in. ov;
hristy McCormick
•avid@capitolpartnersarcom; Mark Rhodes
[mrhodes@woodcountywv.com]; von Spakovskv. Hans FHans.VonSpakovsky@heritage.org]; Christian Adams
[adams@electionlawcentercom]; King, Alan
Subject:
updates on July 19th meeting: schedule and travel arrangements
Attachments: EFT_Enrollment_Form.pdf;0GE450(Jan2017)(fillable).pdf
Dear Members,
First, I'd like welcome our two newest members,Judge Alan King and J. Christian Adams, whom the President appointed
yesterday. We are grateful for their willingness to serve and excited to have them. Congratulations, and welcome!
Thanks for your patience as we've coordinated with the General Services Administration on your travel arrangements.
We've been waiting for our commission's budget to be allocated so that we can start approving expenditures. We expect
final approval and dedication of funds soon, so we wanted to go ahead and initiate some of the travel processes so you
can begin planning accordingly. The most urgent step is to please fill out the attached form titled "EFT Enrollment
Form," and then scan and email it back to me as soon as possible.

Related to travel, I also wanted to make you aware of a scheduling note. The meeting on the 19th will begin at 11:00
a.m., but we will need all members present at the Eisenhower Executive Office Building by about 8:15 a.m. to orient you
and conduct required ethics training and Federal Advisory Committee Act training. For those of you traveling from
outside Washington, D.C., you are welcome to fly in the day before and stay in town overnight. We expect the meeting
to adjourn by mid-afternoon at the latest, so you may plan to fly out in the evening on Wednesday or anytime on
Thursday if you care to remain in D.C. Wednesday night.
So that we can begin the process of getting your travel arrangements booked, please reply to me only and let me know
if you'll be flying in for the meeting. If so, I'll also need your full name as it appears on your government-issued ID, your
date of birth, and your TSA Pre-Check number (if you have one).
Also, if you have not yet submitted your financial disclosure form, please send that back to me as soon as possible. It's
critical we get these reviewed as soon as possible, so please try to send them within the next day or so if you can.
I'll be back in touch soon with more information, but please don't hesitate to email or call me anytime if you have any
questions or concerns.
Thanks,
Andrew
Andrew J. Kossack
Designated Federal Officer
PresithDntiI Advicnry Commission on Election Integrity
Cell:
Email: Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov

Message
From:
Sent:
To:

Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP [Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov]
7/11/2017 9:56:32 PM
'Kris Kobach
cwlawson@sos.in.gov;
Christy McCormick [cacm@aol.corn]; david@capitolpartnersarcom; Mark Rhodes
[mrhodes@woodcountywv.com]; von Spakovsky, Hans [/O=THF/OU=THFDC/cn=Recipients/cn=spakoskyh]; Christian
Adams[adams@electionlawcentercom]; King, Alan [kinga@jccal.org]
Subject:
updates on July 19th meeting: schedule and travel arrangements
Attachments: EFT_Enrollment_Form.pdf;0GE450(Jan2017)(fillable).pdf
Dear Members,
First, I'd like welcome our two newest members,Judge Alan King and J. Christian Adams, whom the President appointed
yesterday. We are grateful for their willingness to serve and excited to have them. Congratulations, and welcome!
Thanks for your patience as we've coordinated with the General Services Administration on your travel arrangements.
We've been waiting for our commission's budget to be allocated so that we can start approving expenditures. We expect
final approval and dedication of funds soon, so we wanted to go ahead and initiate some of the travel processes so you
can begin planning accordingly. The most urgent step is to please fill out the attached form titled "EFT Enrollment
Form," and then scan and email it back to me as soon as possible.

Related to travel, I also wanted to make you aware of a scheduling note. The meeting on the 19th will begin at 11:00
a.m., but we will need all members present at the Eisenhower Executive Office Building by about 8:15 a.m. to orient you
and conduct required ethics training and Federal Advisory Committee Act training. For those of you traveling from
outside Washington, D.C., you are welcome to fly in the day before and stay in town overnight. We expect the meeting
to adjourn by mid-afternoon at the latest, so you may plan to fly out in the evening on Wednesday or anytime on
Thursday if you care to remain in D.C. Wednesday night.
So that we can begin the process of getting your travel arrangements booked, please reply to me only and let me know
if you'll be flying in for the meeting. If so, I'll also need your full name as it appears on your government-issued ID, your
date of birth, and your TSA Pre-Check number (if you have one).
Also, if you have not yet submitted your financial disclosure form, please send that back to me as soon as possible. It's
critical we get these reviewed as soon as possible, so please try to send them within the next day or so if you can.
I'll be back in touch soon with more information, but please don't hesitate to email or call me anytime if you have any
questions or concerns.
Thanks,
Andrew
Andrew J. Kossack
Designated Federal Officer
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
Cell:
Email: Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov

From: Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP <Andrew.J.Kossack©ovp.eop.gov>
To: 'Kris Kobach'
; cwlawson <cwlawson • sos.in ov>: chi kate
mattdunla
: kennethblackwell
Christy
McCormick
david <david©capitolpartnersar.corn>; Mark Rhodes
<mrhodes©woodcountywv.corn>: von Spakovsky. Hans <Hans.VonSpakovsky@heritage.org>: Christian Adams
<adams©electionlawcenter.com>: King, Alan <kinga©jccal.org>
Subject: updates on July 19th meeting: schedule and travel arrangements
Date: Tue. Jul 11, 2017 5:56 pm
Attachments: EFT_Enrollment_Form.pdf (727K), 0GE450(Jan2017)(fillable).pdf(543K)

Dear Members,
First, I'd like welcome our two newest members, Judge Alan King and J. Christian Adams, whom the
President appointed yesterday. We are grateful for their willingness to serve and excited to have them.
Congratulations, and welcome!
Thanks for your patience as we've coordinated with the General Services Administration on your travel
arrangements. We've been waiting for our commission's budget to be allocated so that we can start
approving expenditures. We expect final approval and dedication of funds soon, so we wanted to go
ahead and initiate some of the travel processes so you can begin planning accordingly. The most urgent
step is to please fill out the attached form titled "EFT Enrollment Form," and then scan and email it back to
me as soon as possible.
Related to travel, I also wanted to make you aware of a scheduling note. The meeting on the 19th will
begin at 11:00 a.m., but we will need all members present at the Eisenhower Executive Office Building by
about 8:15 a.m. to orient you and conduct required ethics training and Federal Advisory Committee Act
training. For those of you traveling from outside Washington, D.C., you are welcome to fly in the day
before and stay in town overnight. We expect the meeting to adjourn by mid-afternoon at the latest, so
you may plan to fly out in the evening on Wednesday or anytime on Thursday if you care to remain in D.C.
Wednesday night.
So that we can begin the process of getting your travel arrangements booked, please reply to me only and
let me know if you'll be flying in for the meeting. If so, I'll also need your full name as it appears on your
government-issued ID, your date of birth, and your TSA Pre-Check number (if you have one).
Also, if you have not yet submitted your financial disclosure form, please send that back to me as soon as
possible. It's critical we get these reviewed as soon as possible, so please try to send them within the next
day or so if you can.
I'll be back in touch soon with more information, but please don't hesitate to email or call me anytime if
you have any questions or concerns.
Thanks,
Andrew
Andrew J. Kossack
Designated Federal Officer
Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
Cell:
Email: Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov

Message
From:
Sent:
To:

CC:
Subject:

Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP [Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov]
9/1/2017 10:28:41 PM
'Kris Kobach
cwlawson@sos.in.gov;
hristy McCormick [cacm@aol.corn]; david@capitolpartnersarcom; Mark Rhodes
[mrhodes@woodcountywv.com]; von Spakovsky, Ha
=Recipients/cn=spakoskyh]; Christian
Adams [adams@electionlawcenter.
matthew.dunlap@maine.gov; King,
Alan [kinga@jccal.org]; David Dunn
Paoletta, Mark R. EOP/OVP [Mark.R.Paoletta@ovp.eop.gov]; Morgan, Matthew E. EOP/OVP
[Matthew.E.Morgan@ovp.eop.gov]; Williams, Ronald E. EOP/OVP [Ronald.E.Williams@ovp.eop.gov]
Updates

Dear Members,
A couple quick updates. First, we anticipate sending you a proposed agenda this Tuesday. As I've discussed with each of
you, we have a fairly full agenda with a number of distinguished panelists. There will be time for Q&A after each panel,
as well as a discussion period towards the end of the meeting, but we do not anticipate allocating time for opening
statements from each of the members so there's no need for you to prepare opening remarks.
By way of follow up to Vice Chair Kobach's letter, we would like to request that you please make every effort to submit
any written materials that you plan to share at the meeting by Thursday,September 7th by 6:00 p.m. This will ensure
that we can provide all of the materials, including the presenters materials, to you by Friday so that you can adequate
time to review the material before our meeting. It will also help ensure that we are able to post everything on our
webpage prior to our meeting so that the public is also able to review all material before the meeting This would
include any presentations, reports, or similar written materials for the meeting. If you have any concerns with this
timing, please call me any time to discuss further.
If you have any other questions, please let me know. Hope you all have a great Labor Day weekend!
Thanks,
Andrew
Andrew J. Kossack
Executive Director, Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity
Associate Counsel, Office of the Vice President
Cell:
Email: Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov

Message
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

von Spakovsky, Hans [Hans.VonSpakovsky@heritage.org]
8/28/2017 12:22:28 AM
Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP [Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov]
USA Today on Commission

https://www.usatoday.com/story/opinion/2017/08/27/voting-honor-system-unreliable-heritage-foundationeditorials-debates/105036600/<">>https://www.usatoday.com/story/opinion/2017/08/27/voting-honor-systemunreliable-heritage-foundation-editorials-debates/105036600/<

Hans von Spakovsky
Manager, Election Law Reform Initiative and Senior Legal Fellow
Institutefor Constitutional Government
The Heritage Foundation
214 Massachusetts Avenue, NE
Washington,DC 20002
202-608-6207
heritage.org

Message
From:
Sent:
To:
CC:
Subject:

von Spakovsky, Hans [Hans.VonSpakovsky@heritage.org]
7/6/2017 1:38:34 PM
Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP [Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov]
'Kris Kobach [
a@electionlawcenter.com
];
voter data

Wanted to pass on that I got a call yesterday from my former FEC colleague, Dave Mason, who was one of the other
Republican commissioners. He now works for Aristotle, which provides voter data to candidates. He told me they have
voter registration information on every state if needed. Contact: 202-553-7303.
Hans von Spakovsky
Manager, Election Law Reform Initiative and Senior Legal Fellow
Institutefor Constitutional Government
The Heritage Foundation
214 Massachusetts Avenue, NE
Washington,DC 20002
202-608-6207
heritage.org

Message
From:
on behalf of
Sent:
To:
Subject:

von Spakovsky, Hans [/0=THF/OU=THFDC/cn=Recipients/cn=spakoskyh]
von Spakovsky, Hans
6/30/2017 3:22:55 PM
Kossack, Andrew J. EOP/OVP [Andrew.J.Kossack@ovp.eop.gov]
voting records

Andrew,
Given the news this morning about California and Virginia, you should be aware of two federal statutes:
52 U.S.C. §20701 requires election officials to preserve all registration records for 22 months after a federal election.
52 U.S.C. §20703 gives the attorney general the authority to demand in writing copies of all such records.
Moreover, the general public is given access to such records in 52 U.S.C. §20507(i).

Message
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Wagner, John
9/14/2017 1:19:09 PM
Mkobach
Washington Post questions re election integrity commission

Hi. We're working on a piece in the wake of this week's meeting in New Hampshire. I'd love to get your
responses to these questions, either by phone or email. Best number for me today is
1) Could you clarify your comments about prospects for the commission making recommendations? When you
said there is a "high possibility" it won't make recommendations, were you referring specifically to data
collection from the states or speaking more broadly? If there are no recommendations, what kind of work
product should we expect from the commission and when?
2) Were you satisfied with the substance of the meeting in New Hampshire? Is this a model for how future
meetings will unfold?
3) In recent days, a couple of Democrats on the commission have questioned the pledge that there are no preordained conclusions, given what they saw as a stacked lineup of witnesses at the meeting in New Hampshire
and your piece in Breitbart. Is that pledge still operative?
4) How do you feel about the concerns expressed by Hans von Spakovsky in his February email, particularly
those regarding the service of Democrats and mainstream Republicans on the commission. Some have
suggested von Spakovsky should resign from the commission. Do you have a position on this?
5) Is the next meeting scheduled? If so, where it will be? Are there plans to welcome public in-person
testimony at any of the future meetings?

John Wagner
The Washington Post
Email:
Mobile:
Desk:
Twitter: @WPJohnWagner

Message
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Paoletta, Mark R. EOP/OVP [Mark.R.Paoletta@oyp.eop.goy]
9/7/2017 5:42:35 PM
Kris Kobach
Washington Times story

: http://www.washingtontimes.com/news/2017/sep/7/voter-fraud-alert-over-5000-new-hampshire-presiden/
MARK R. PAOLETTA
Counsel to the Vice President
202 456 2734 (work)
cell)
Mar .R.Pao etta@ovp.eop.gov
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PART 1
Cover Letter - List of Contents

FROM:Watch The Vote USA, www.WatchTheVoteUSA.com
DATE: December 12,2017
TO:The Presidential Advisory Commission On Election Integrity, officially brought into existence
by executive order signed by President Donald J. Trump in May, 2017, and officially convened in
July, 2017
RE: Information, including exact guidelines for conducting honest,transparent, and verifiable
elections, which Watch the Vote USA is submitting to the Commission on Election Integrity in this
report
CONTENTS: 7 parts consisting of: This Cover Letter/List of Contents, the 3 content sections,
Appendices(A through M), and additional resources.

*******$ 4c*

NOTE:CLICK OR PASTE THE FOLLOWING LINK OR COPY AND PA5TE THE URL TO YOUR BROWSER 1000 TO OUR
t;IPtit.e DRIVE SITE CONTAINING THIS ENTIRE REPORT INCLUDING MD CONTENTS FOR YOUR OWN STUDY AND
RESEARCH:
iLttoltskiv,e,:ssiogle,,canigagagja,g/61vprw maxuohLe.m90U2U42c

Contents of this Report:
The following report from Watch The Vote USA to the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election
Integrity consists of I parts:
1. Cover Letter/List of Contents(This document)
2. introduction, General Concepts: Treating Election Day with the Gravity Required and
Demanded WatchTheVoteLISA • Jim Condit, Jr,
3. How Votes Must be Counted: Transparency, Honesty, Verifiability - Jim Condit,Jr
4. Another Analysis of the proper and constitutional way to count Votes in US Elections - Jeffrey
Liberty
5. Appendices A.J

WatchTheVoteUSA.corn MTV)rviateriat:

A. Who Is Watch the Vote USA? Since 1981, the Longest Operating Election integrity Group
in the USA (originally under the name Cincinnatus Action Committee from :1981 to 1995,
then Citizens for a Fair Vote Count from 199t5 to 2007;first Election integrity grassroots
website on the intemet(March, 1996); held first national convention on Election Integrity
and computerized votefraud in August 2000 at the Greater Cincinnati Airport; proved vote
fraud engineered from the top against 1996 Presidential candidate Patrick ./. Buchanan in
Dubuque., Iowa during the 1996 Iowa Presidential Caucus; forced Iowa GOP to change the
official winner of the 2012 Iowa Republican Presidential Caucus from Romney to
Santorum, a first in USA history as far as we know; and more;
B. The three standing US Supreme Court Decisions which forbid secret vote counts, or the
diluting of the vote in any way - WatchTheVoteUSA

C. Proven Computer Hacks - Kelly Mordecai
0. The Legitimate Role of Modern Technology in US Elections (such as the Brakes Method;
ballot imaging; Humboidt County, California)- Jeffrey Liberty
E. The Civil Grand Jury - Kelly Mordecai; a great tool for the citizens to exercise checks and
balances in Elections
F. MN'Report on the 2016 California Primary - Kelly Mordecai
G. Proposed Disclaimer for Boards of Elections who want federal funds to keep using
computer programs to process the votes on election day - Kelly Mordecai
H. FIVE BALLOT CASTING METHODS currently in operation WatchTheVoteUSA
I. Election Night Gatekeepers - Jim Condit,Jr,: How the 12(as of 2010 Election Night
Gatekeepers have clandestinely operated in the USA from 1988(and even back to 1973 in
less comprehensive fashion)to 2016,and why they must be exposed and defanged by
Election Day 2018.
J. Legal Voter Registration & Identifirationz_WatchTheVoteUSA
6. Appendices K-M (Independent Material):
* Disclaimer for Appendices
K. BALLOT HANDLING,COUNTING, REPORTING -(Various Authors)
L. ACCOUNTABILITY - Black Box Voting -(Bev Harris)
M. PUBLICLY VERIFIED ELECTIONS ARE KEY -(John Brakey)
7. Resources:
A. Print Resources(Printed)
a. 2012
b. 2016
C. 2017
d. Educational
B. Print Resources(Additional)
a, Educational
C. Video Resources
a. 2012
b. 2016
c. 2017
d. Educational
D. Website Resources

Included in our above listed resources are Books,Articles, Videos, Documentaries, Websites,such as.:
Video Documentaries ton the packet DVD):
* HBO's "Hacking Democracy" documentary video (included on packet DVD)
• "The Right to County documentary video; (trailer included on packet CND
- otherwise unfound)
• Dan Rather Trouble with Touch Screens, Part I & Part II(2007 Report)(in
full on packet DVD)
• Uncounted: The New Math of American 1.'lection5
Plus other video clips of great significance

Books:
• "Vot .any, Th==,
iin
O "Black Box Voting"

ri

Articles:
O "A House withoi.it Doors"
• "The Denperso Comooteri7.ed Voting': in t.t18. New Yorker magalne,,.
November, 3.988, fCurrentiv posted as "Counting Votes" by Ronnie
Dugger -- Nov 7, 19881
• "How Th. Could $teal the Election Thk Time." in The ..ticallggvine
Bonnie Dueeqr i 29,2004
O "Pandora's Black Box: Di it Really Count your Vote" by Dr.Php
Os Halloran
Websites:
• W tchlheVot U AtOM
43) ElectionNightGatekoeoers.com
* Blaci8oKVoting ors
• Thcoadgegoort.com
• Votefravd.orti

PART 2
Introduction & General
Concepts

Part 2 - Introduction, General Concepts:
Treating Election Day with the Gravity Required and Demanded

L As is well known, the United States is a Republic,and uses a democratic method to elect
its lenders from local offices like City Council to the President of the United States. Those
leaders then become public office holders and make the policies which so influence the future
direction of the nation, including(along with the cowls, whose judges are often appointed by
those elected) how the US Constitution and the Bill of Rights are applied to various, current
concrete realities, such as what the tax rate will be, priorities for government spending,
whether or not to send the nation's young people offto foreign wars, prevailing policy on
social issues such as abortion and marriage, etc., etc., etc.
2. h is absolutely vital that the final, official, published election results reflect the will of the
voters, and not the will of a clever minority ofcriminals and sociopaths who devise ways to
manipulate and falsify the election results. President John F. Kennedy once stated something
to the effect that no field of human endeavor has more temptations than politics. And in the
political arena, no temptation is greater than to fix the elections which determine who will
direct the future of the city, the county, the state, the nation,and, in many cases, the world. As
computer expert, Harty Hursti, testified at the September 12, 2017 meeting of the Presidential
COITOrnini013 on Election Integrity in New Hampshire, election officials must think like the
criminals, and prevent them from manipulating and falsifying USA election results.
3. We as a nation have got to thee the fact that a powerful coalition has dragged the United
States of America into the dark ages of elections since computers were introduced into
USA elections circa 1973, a process which was basically completed by 1988 when all states,
excepting only a minuscule number ofcounties hi New Hampshire, and perhaps a few other
small venues in other states, were "counting" the nation's votes with secret, easily-rigged
computerized programs owned by about 4 private mega-corporations(now reduced to 3 such
mega-companies), with the disgraceful permission of all 50 Secretaries of State, and enforced
by signed contracts by the election officials in 99% ofour local counties.(Most of the current
election officials have inherited the systems they are using, but must now have the courage to
change the voting systems back to transparent, verifiable systems.)
Local election officials in 96%-i- of USA counties sign contracts with one of these private
Election mega-vendors(ES&S, Hart InterCivic, Dominion are the mega-vendors as of
2016. See Verified Voting.org for nationwide county by county breakdown), and those
contracts, incredibly, forbid the election officials to look at the source code ofthe
privately owned software programs which tell the computers what to do on election night.
The contracts further forbid the election officials from suing the private election-vendor
companies no matter what the results or glitches. If anyone can provide an actual contract
signed by county election officials with one of these election-vendor companies allowing
the election officials and the public to examine the private election-vendor companies'
source code, then we will gladly stand corrected, and issue a corrected report to the
Committee on this point.(In some counties, such as in Siskyou County, California, at

least part ofthe contract with mega-vendor ES&S is as of now "off limits' to public
inspection —
Professor Doug Jones ofthe University of Iowa stated on the Jan Mickelson Show on
WHO-AM radio station in Iowa during the week of August 5 of 2007, a few days before
the Iowa Republican Straw Poll(held on August II, 2007)that some vendors were trying
to get counties to sign contracts that would be off limits to public inspection.(iiI) As
alluded to above, Watch the Vote USA Board Member Kelly Mordecai,author of the
Hidden Fourth Branch (about the role of civil grand juries) discovered in late 2016 that
the voter registration management contract between Siskyou County, California and
Election Systems & Software(ES&S)was orf limits to public inspection. How can this
be legal in the United States of America?
Also,to emphasize an already stated point from a slightly different angle, to add insult to
injury, as of the 2016 Presidential election, ten states in the USA are still using voting
systems which are counting votes based solely on bleeps ofenergy with no paper ballot
in use at all. This type of system gives the hired election VENDOR carte blanche to
manipulate the vote on the computer programs WHICH THEY OWN. How is this
possible? Are the county election officials and the Secretaries of State in these ten states
totally brain dead? Furthermore, the election/voting situation in the USA,even in the 40
states which use paper bailots, could hardly be more "insane", more sinister, or more in
violation ofcommon sense, the US Constitution regarding the "consent of the governed'',
and three standing US Supreme Court decisions. Even in these 40 states where paper
ballots are in use as of November 2016, with the exception of5 counties in New
Hampshire and perhaps a few other very small venues in a few other states, the paper
ballots are whisked away from the public sight before the votes can be counted by
neighborhood citizens.
4. The first step in finally bringing voting into the 21'century, and again into line with the
dignity ofa free people, is to finally engage the adult population in the effort and energy
surrounding election day,in a way which corresponds to the gravity and seriousness of
this most solemn civic responsibility, both with regards to voting, and counting the vote.
5. Successfully executing an accurate election must be viewed as no less serious and precise
than executing a military operation in a theater of war.
Gone must be the days of almost exclusive emphasis on the ease of voting, with almost
no emphasis on the accuracy ofcounting the votes.
Gone must be the days of allowing the ballots to disappear from public sight before the
ballots are counted at each neighborhood polling place in full public view, as in days of
old, and as is still done in five counties in New Hampshire.
Gone must be the days when voters are tricked into "voting" on touch screen computers
with no paper ballots, when voters are induced by their election officials to blindly trust
that a bleep ofenergy will somehow be infallibly counted accurately somewhere in the
"ionosphere". When a vote has been transmuted into an electronic bleep, anything can
happen.

Gone must be the days when voters vote hurriedly on the way to or from work and then
go home to see what the television announcer tells us that the mysteriously programmed
computers say are the results. A national holiday on election day, and perhaps on the day
before and after, is in order.
Gone most be the days when election workers during the voting day AND in the ballot
counting process are treated like galley slaves and paid very poorly.(Please note: the
same public officials who treat election workers shabbily on election day simultaneously
send tens ofB1LLIONS ofdollars oversees to fund projects they like; the situation
becomes even more odious when one considers the possibility these priorities are being
set by public officials who were perhaps never really elected in the first place, but were
rather put in office by sinister computerized vote manipulation and falsification.)
6. Our estimates are that it would take between $1.2 billion and $2.4 billion dollars per year
to cover the proper hand-counting of paper ballots for the primary election and the
general election, nationwide,together with the imaging of the original hand-counted paper
ballots to enable recounts by anyone anywhere in the world by modern Internet technology;
please note that we are talking about the recount(by way of image copies) here, NOT the
original count, which must be done by hand-counted paper ballots BEFORE the ballots leave
the public sight.
(To put this cost factor in perspective, we in the USA spent $4 billion dollars in
EACH MONTH of the first 12 months during the 2003 invasion of Iraq.)$48
billion would pay for the hand count of paper ballots by real human beings for
between 20 and 40 years, This sum is a pittance overall with regards to our local
budgets, state budgets, and national budget. And this may be less money than
3000+ of our nation's counties are now paying the three mega-election vendors
which now "count" nearly 99% of our nations vote(these mega-vendor
corporations, again, are Election Systems & Software or ES&S,Hart kite/Civic,
and Dominion, which bought the election divisions of Sequoia and Diebold circa
2014).
Since it may appear incredible to those not familiar with this subject that only three
Election mega-Vendors processed 99% ofthe vote in about 96% ofthe counties in the
2016 Presidential election, please see The Dangers of Computerized Elections' by
Ronnie Dagger in the New Yorker, November 1988,and, especially the first few
paragraphs of'How They Could Steal the Election This Time' by Ronnie Dugger in the
Nation magazine, July 29,2004. The website Verified Voting.org has a current list of
what counties are using which of these three private companies.(See our Resources
section on the MD included with this report the report entitled '.Election Equipment 50
States) For instance, Ohio used ES&S, Hart, or Dominion in 86 of its 88 counties, the
other two being counted by a smaller company named Unisyn„ which company renowned
votefraud investigator Lynn Landes(theLandesReport.com)suggests may be a front
company far ES&S. Another example: One of these meaaaelection-vendors, ES&S,
processes I"counts" the votes in ALL 67 counties in Alabama,
(A good question is: who are ES&S, Hart, and Dominion possibly aline as front
companies for? That would be the first question on Sherlock Holmes mind,or Lt.
Columbo's mind, ifa fictionalized movie is made someday about election realities in the
USA from 1988 to 2017.)

So even if the cost for honest, transparent, and verifiable elections is not less than we are
currently paying this handful of mysterious private election-vendors, NOTHING is more
important than to ensure honest, clean, transparent,and verifiable elections. Cost in this
transition cannot be a fbctor, any more than it was a factor in the destructive and
deceptively named Help America Vote Act(HAVA)enacted following the 2000
Presidential election.
The Board of Elections are money LOSERS for the taxpayer just as the Police
Department, the Fire Department, and the military are money losers for the public. BUT
the vote count under the authority of the Board of Elections is equally important to the
defense ofa free people as are the police departments, the fire departments, and the
military.
The published, official election count determines whether or not we end up with the
REAL choice ofthe people as the winners(hand-counted paper ballots BEFORE the
ballots leave the public sight), or whether front men for criminal opportunists and/or
domestic enemies are installed in place of the real winners(an unacceptable and
overwhelming danger in easily-rigged computer counts).
in addition to the people's right to transparent and honest elections, the cost to bring our
election system into the 21" century back to honesty, transparency, and verifiability -- is
peanuts when compared to the amount offoreign aid the USA has given to other
countries since World War U. And,the overriding reality is that honest, transparent,
verifiable elections will determine not only who appoints the judges, but also who
commands the police departments, the fire departments, the military, and everything else
to do with government,
Public officials swear to protect our country from enemies, both foreign and domestic.
Since the advent ofeasily-rigged computerized elections circa 1973,some would argue
that we increasingly HAVE domestic enemies occupying our public offices and directing
our counny,
7, What will seem at first incredible to some in the age of computers,the first step to
ensuring transparent, verifiable, accurate,clean and honest elections is to BAN all
computers and machines from the official count.
Cameros and computers can be used to make an image of each paper ballot(by the voter
himself or herselfthrough a scanner immediately after finishing marking his or her ballot; or
the image can be made using a scanner immediately after each ballot is officially handcounted by the designated scrutineers) in order to make that image available on the internet for
anyone in the world to be able to double check the official count at that neighborhood precinct,
if he or she wishes to do so. - But the official count must be hand-counted paper ballots
(all the ballots) by real human beings in public view BEFORE the ballots leave the public
sight.
it goes without saying that any scanner used to make an electronic image of the actual paper
ballot must be of such a make that each ballot remains visible to the voter himself, to the
official judges,and to the public, even while it is being scanned, with only a very small
portion of the ballot disappearing into the scanner as an haff.e is being made ofthat same
ballot through the scanner, Also, the scanner must be ofsuch a make that there are no possible

compartments in it, into which the original ballot can disappear and be replaced with another
falsified ballot emerging to take its place. Another option to image the ballot, perhaps a better
option, is to commission a camera that can be plugged into a laptop computer via a USB port
which snaps a picture ofthe ballot, without any portion ofthe ballot disappearing as the image
is being made.
To emphasize again: The necessary basic elementsfor honest transparent, and verifiabk
elections are: a) Paper Ballots; b)hand-counted by real human beings; c)counted
BEFORE the ballots leave the public sight
The Presidential Commission on Election Integrity and the Congress will have to stand up to
the current "powers-that-be" in the computerized-election-syndicate, which includes almost all
of the Bit; Media, electronic and print for they will howl like rabid wolves against elections
so conducted with hand counted paper ballots because such elections will make it impossible
for the powerful coalitions they are part ofor protect, or anyone else, to rig elections from a
central location.
The Presidential Commission on Election Integrity and Congress will also have to stand up
against the well meaning voices and experts in the computer savvy community who will
advocate for computers to remain in the original official vote count, with, at best, only a small
fraction ofthe ballots actually hand-counted at some point. This emotional attachment to
computers in the official election count mum be resisted because, as stated by the panel of
experts on cyber safety before the Presidential Commission on Election Integrity on
September 12, 2017 in New Hampshire:paraphrase: We can never reach total security in
computerked elections, but only the least amount ofinsecurity.
With a hand count or 100% of the paper ballots BEFORE the ballots leave the public
sight, especially ifthe video and audio ofactual Milli is simultaneouslyfilmed and recorded
during the count(this is a different process which would be in addition to imaging the ballot
via a scanner or special camera). we can reach total security, not just the least amount of
insecurity.(Please see section 3 of this Watch the Vote USA report to the Presidential
Commission on Election Integrity,entitled,'
4How Votes Must Be Counted".)
(Filming and recording the ballots and the voices of the scrutineers as the ballots are
being counted in the original count would thwart even a team ofscrutineers(counters)
who wanted to collaborate to falsify the vote count in some way at their station in a given
neighborhood precinct.)
8. To re-emphasize again for the 3rd time!: in the place of where computers are used in
elections in 99% of the country since at Nast as far back as 1988, paper ballots must he
hand-counted in the neighborhood polling place by pre-selected neighborhood voters in
full public view at each neighborhood polling place BEFORE the ballots leave the sight
of the public.
This is the way ballots were originally counted in the United States, and this is the way ballots
are still counted in parts of New Hampshire,such as in Richmond, New Hampshire. In
Arizona, for instance, there is a mandatory hand count ofsomething like I% ofthe ballots; this
is a litte better than nothing, but definitely not even close to good enough,as explained above.

Humboldt County in California scans all the ballots on election night, which is an important
step in the right direction in light of prevailing conditions in 2016(but not the comprehensive
solution). The Humboldt county advancement still leaves some unacceptable potential
problems such as the paper ballots leaving the public sight before they have been counted in
public view.

9. Computerized elections conducted in the USA since 1988(and before)are illegal
elections according to three US Supreme Court Decisions:
Wesberry v. Sanders,(1964), stated that all other riats even the most basic,
are illusory if the right to vote is undermined.
The other two relevant US Supreme Court decisions, namely,
-- US v Mosley(1915)
-- Reynolds v Sims(1964)
These last two eases say that our right to vote consists of two parts:
ti) the right to east a ballot;
b)the right to KNOW that our vote has been counted accurately.
Without a system where 100% ofthe paper ballots are counted by real human beings
BEFORE the ballots leave the public sight there is no way for voters to KNOW that
their vote was counted accurately, and not diluted in some way,or negated altogether.
These important court decisions warn us to guard against any attempt, however
sophisticated, to dilute the individual vote. For more information on these Supreme
Court decisions, go to WatchTheVoteUSA,corn, and then to the menu tab "Supreme
Court Decisions." The exact web address is: littp:i4tettewatchtbeeo3eoereceatht.,5z;
supreme-crawl-decisions%
When easily-rigged computerized election systems are used, we are still allowed to cast a
ballot, but we HAVE NO IDEA ifour ballot is being counted accurately or not.
Applying the wise principles of these Supreme Court decisions, secret computer counts
are illegal precisely because no one can see what's happening inside the election
computer. When you compound that insult to the voter with the fact that ballots (if any)
are removed from the public sight for a few weeks before a recount can take place, the
situation is egregious, illegal, and totally unacceptable.
(See the YouTube video,"South Carolina, Super Tuesday, and Ron Paul" for how the
state of South Carolina was violating these US Supreme Court decisions in the 2008
Presidential Primary, and beyond.)
In the important 11130 documentary,'Hacking Democracy', now available at
Amazon.com for a very reasonable price, when paper ballots were finally brought out for

recount in Cleveland,Ohio shortly(weeks)after the 2004 Presidential Election — the
Cleveland (Cuyahoga County)election officials were unable to explain on camera how
they selected the few precincts they brought out for the public recount. Under such
circumstances the public cannot know for sure whether their ballots were altered, or
switched altogether, while they were out or the public sight.
We suspect that the private mega-election vendors are often(or always?) involved in the
"preparation of ballots" for recount but, in any case, it is unacceptable for the ballots
to disappear from public sight for any reason before the votes are counted. This
most definitely includes early mail-in ballots, a recently introduced practice which
must be outlawed and discontinued.
Again, incredibly, in ten states of the fifty states in the USA in the 2016 election,
approximately 25% of Americans "vote" on computerized election systems with no paper
ballots involved, just bleeps ofenergy that are supposedly tabulated inside the
computer system. In such cases, no effective recount is even possible. There is every
reason to conclude that these systems were devised by crooks, for crooks. See Chapter 2
and Appendix 2 ofthe book,"Black Box Voting" by Bev Harris, available in hardeopy
and free online at BlackBoxVoting.org. Again, how brain-dead do election officials have
to be to approve the use ofsuch computerized systems without paper ballots? But, it must
be emphasized, we don't need paper ballots primarily for a backup,IN CASE we need a
recount,— but paper ballots are needed PRIMARILY for the original hand count.
N. Just as the courts and the US Congress established national legislation and mandatory
guidelines that local counties and local Boards of Elections must follow to ensure the
rights of minorities when voting in elections, the US Congress must now enact
mandatory legislation to protect the rights of ALL voters against the owners of
computer-peddling election VENDORS,and lone-ranger hackers. But the mega-election
vendors are much more potentially dangerous than the lone-ranger backers. These megaelection vendors OWN the computer programs. They do not need to "hack in" they OWN
the programs and have TOTAL ACCESS at all times, before, during,and alter election day.
And they are free of any effective oversight because oftheir bogus claim of"intellectual
property" for programs that are just counting"one vote for me,one vote for you", etc. And
these mega-election vendors have the means and opportunity and very, very often the
motive to warp and rig key elections. AND these mega-elections vendors are free ofany
effective oversight, or checks and balances, because,as we have noted, the election officials
from top to bottom have abdicate their solemn responsibilities by the contracts they sign with
these same mega-election vendors NOT to inspect the source code of the software used in the
computers on election night, and not to sue the vendors no matter what happens.
Furthermore,election officials never know the names of the individuals who are actually
writing this software for the mega-election vendors. In other words, election officials from
top to bottom sign offon results even though they have no way of knowing whether such
results are accurate or not.
With all that is now known with 40+ years ofcomputerized elections behind us, with all
the books and articles that have been written, with all the audios and videos and
documentaries that have been produced, with all the research that has been done, with all
the testimony that has been given (see documentation in the other sections ofthis report,
as well as in the Appendices,including the Resources section,— it is no longer
acceptable to argue that the rules which govern the counting of votes must be left

exclusively to states and counties(although the execution ofthe vote count under these
rules much be conducted by the states and counties).
The execution of elections must be left to the states and local counties, but HOW they
conduct elections must be "bound by the chains" of legislation and guidelines demanded
by the US Constitution (consent of the governed)and standing US Supreme Court
decisions,(See section 3 ofthis report for the exact guidelines of how elections in the
United States must be run to ensure honesty, transparency, and verifiability.
Everyone would agree that the civil rights legislation passed by the US Congress circa
1964 to safeguard the vote for minorities should not be undone. Now we need legislation
from the US Congress to safeguard the vote for EVERY eligible US voter, and such
legislation would then bind the practices of the 50 states and the 3141 counties.
11. On the night of the 2016 Presidential Election, most Americans had no idea that twelve
mega-eritities were cooperating in the rate of Election Night Gatekeepers for the
Pnesidential Election,and potentially all other elections with the exception of a few local
elections in New Hampshire,and perhaps a few other small areas of the country,(WTV has
never been able to verifY for certain that anywhere outside offive counties in New Hampshire
since 1988 were hand-counting paper ballots properly, meaning band-counting paper ballots
BEFORE the ballots left the public sight.)
* NEWS ALERT 12-09-2017: As we were completing this report, RH important
news development was reported in Politieo.com regarding the recent poll out of
Fox and AP from the NEP (described below). Please see the *faotnokd
paragraphs at the end of Appendix I(that is an 'i') of our report for an up to
date analysis.

More precisely, ten of these twelve mega-entities actually cooperate on election
night. These ten mega-entities are: 5ix media.giants(I)ABC,(2)CBS,(3)NBC,(4)
CNN.(5)*FOX,(6)*AP wire: (7)NEP(which was formed by four of the just named
six media giants, later joined by CNN and FOX): and three mega-election-Vendors:(8)
Election Systems & Software(ES&S),(9) Hart InterCivic, and(10)Dominion (which
bought Diebold circa 2013), Tw o the twelve mega-entitles.(11)the RNC (Republican
National Committee)and the(12) DNC(Democratic National Committee), have green
lighted the hiring ofthe three mega-election-vendors by the Secretary of State in all 50
states,and 3000+ ofour 3141 counties.
(Note: When we speak of ABC,CBS,NBC,CNN,and *FOX with regard to election
night, we are speaking specifically of the NEWS DIVISIONS of the 5 major TV
Networks as part ofthe Election Night. Gatekeepers, we are not referring to the on-air
opinion commentator personalities such as Sean flannity. Tucker Carlson, Laura
Ingraham, Chris Matthews, Megyn Kelly, Don Lemon,etc.)
These 12 Election Night Gatekeepers are:
-6 major media corporations plusi affiffaut. namely:
(1) ABC,(2)CBS,(3) NBC,(4)CNN,(5)*FOX„(6)*AP Wire,and (7) NEP
(National Election Pool). NEP is a virtually unknown corporation formed by ABC,

CBS,NBC,CNN,*FOX,and *AP Wire. NP used to carry the name of VNS
31eler tienaes„aeinnieo from 1964 until 2004, when apparently the name of VNS got
too stinky after its role became increasingly well known the 1996 Iowa Caucus
(Google
winennelkenf by Jim Condit Jr.) and its role in dubious
projections during the 2000 campaign,especially projecting Al Gott in Florida at
first. F0X's Bill O'Reilly eventually apologized for reading these projections on air.
On the Friday before the 1998 November Election, Ted Koppel's Nightline did an
entire show trying to explain why the various TV Network !rejections were arrived
at independently,even though the Networks were getting the exact same exit poll
information at the exact same time from the exact same corporation(VNS)which
they jointly owned. The Nightline show was undoubtedly responding to the
book,"Voleacarn: The Sten 'ng of America" By Ken and Jim Collier, and the 60
radio appearances of Watch the Vote USA's founder, Jim Condit Jr.(which reached
over 700 radio station outlets, including the then 300 stations carrying the Chuck
Harder Show,and the 350 stations carrying the Roger Friedenberg show west of the
Mississippi)from February to November 19%.
Both the Collier book and the Condit radio talk show appearances tore the mask off
of YonenBenet Si and its role on election night. The Colliers and Jim Condit Jr.
had been working together since they first teamed up in 1985, and both the book and
the radio appearances charged that the few-and-far-between Voter News Service
conducted exit polls could not in any way be scientific, and, in any case, were often
deliberately falsified to prepare the public for the computerized "results" to be
announced later than night by the TV Networks.
Despite the name change from VNS to NH'jtinal Election Pool), nothing
essentially changed with regard to the operation or its role on election night. The
owners of both remained ABC,CBS,NBC,CNN,*FOX,and *AP wire.
-3 mysterious. privatv, virtaay unknowninto-the-piablie mega-corporation election
vendors,
which are:
(8)ES&S(Election Systems & Software),(9)Hart interCivic,and (10)
Dominion. These three "count" approximately 99% ofthe USA vote on election
nights on their privately-owned secret, computer programs, with the full permission
and protection of all 50 Secretaries of State and all 3000+ county Boards of Election
which hire one of these 3 mega-election vendors.(Dominion acquired the election
divisions of Diebold and Sequoia circa 2013. Again, the name of Diebold became
too stinky as it became increasingly known that one ofthe Diebold officials bragged
something to the effect that they would deliver the 2004 Presidential election to
President George W.Bush.) These same three mega-election vendors process the
votes in about 96% of our 3141 counties in the USA. You can find out which
counties use which mega-election-vendors at the excellent website,
VerifiedVoting.org.
A check shows that as of November 2017,86 of the 88 counties in Ohio use either
ES&S, Hart interCivic,or Dominion;the other two counties in Ohio use a small
company, Unisyn Voting Solutions, which respected Election Integrity investigator
Lyn Landes has stated may be a front for ES&S. Verified Voting.org also documents
that ES&S process ALL the votes in the state of Alabama. Ronnie Dugger reported
in his 2004 article in "The Nation" magazine, entitled "How They Could Steal the
Election This Time" that ES&S was"counting"60% ofthe votes in the USA.(!!!)

And yet, this extraordinary concentration of power seems to be of no concern to any
major media "investigator", nor to any major leader in the Republican or
Democratic Party.

Since the 1970s, the predecessors of these corporations, such as CES(Computer
Election Services), BRC(Business Records Corporation), and on and on -- have
morpheti one into the other periodically, with min,the secretive and defensive
mode ofoperation always being the exact same with all ofthese 3 companies, their
predecessors, and all the smaller election vendors which have conducted
computerized elections in lesser numbers of our counties over the decades since
circa 1973.
Also, Seril, a company now based in Spain, is a growing influence with increasing
ties to the above three named mega-vendorse Scytl's specialty is the most vulnerable
and insecure method of voting and tabulating there is of all --- internet voting!
(These entities change somewhat from year to year due to ownership
transfers etc which at least in part are designed to confuse the public. While
the names and owners of these media companies and mega vendor change
and have changed regularly since the 1970s, the policies remain the same)

The 2 leading committees of the two major pnlitieal parties, namely the:
(II)RNC(Republican National Committee)and the(12)DNC(Democratic
National Committee), which have green-lighted and fully approved their
Secretaries ofState in all 50 states, and their county Board of Election officials circa
3000 ofour 3141 counties, hiring one of these three mega election-vendor
companies(ES&S, Hart Intercivie, Dominion). Then, in a complete abdication of
their election night responsibilities, the election officials have allowed whichever
one of these three mega-election Vendors they have hired, to process our votes on
their secret computer programs. Furthermore, the RNC and DNC have green-lighted
all these Republican & Democratic election officials to sign contracts with these
three election-vendors,and the other minor computer-election vendors, which state
that said election officials will not examine the source code ofthe programs which
tell the election computers what to do on election night, and will not sue these
election vendors no matter what happens on election night.

For more information on the Election Night Gatekeepers and what they do on election night,
go to Appendix I(that is i)of this report, and to Aectionl',lightGatel(ennern•com,

12. In the real life story which took place in Athens,Tennessee in 1946, memorialized in the
fictional movie An American Story" from Hallmark:
Real life veterans arrived home from World War II only to find out that their town was in less
than upstanding hands. One of the Vets ran against the incumbent Mayor. On election night

the crooked Mayor tried to take the ballots inside the courthouse, lock the doors, and count
the votes out of the public sight. The veterans had not fought overseas for freedom only to
come home to such totalitarian tactics. Guns were broken out ofthe armory. Shots were fired
(one bullet mark is still in the courthouse), but no one was hurt. The dishonest Mayor and his
accomplices lied, and the townspeople entered the courthouse to count the votes in the open.
The Veteran challenging the incumbent mayor won.
Who do you think would have won if the Vets had let the incumbent Mayor and his crew
count. the votes in secret, and then come out to the townspeople and announce the
"results"?
Yet this is what we Americans allow to happen every election day in 99% of our cotmties
and precincts, if it were possible, Patrick Henry, George Washington, and all the
Founding Fathers would be spinning in their graves.
Americans would be justified RIGHT NOW in almost every one ofour 3141 counties
(minus about 5 counties in NH and perhaps a few other very small counties in other
States)in breaking out the guns to PREVENT the ballots from being removed from
public sight before they are hand-counted by human beings in full public view.
MIS is why it is so important that the Presidential Commission on Election
Integrity act to bring elections in the USA back into line with the transparency
demanded by the US Constitution and three standing US Supreme Court decisions,
TRANSPARENCY!So that every eligible US citizen can east a ballot — and BE
SURE that his/her ballot, and anyone else's legal ballot — was counted and reported
accurately.
Here is an excellent review of the above movie by a J.S. Bell on Amazon from January
25+ 2014:
5,0 eye 45man -- Great m
republic

zsif2,.yintLiLtalies to hang on to a_

By J. S. Bell on January 25, 2014
Format: 1DVIDVerified Purchase
"1 first saw this as a short clip on YouTube. I was amazed that something like this had
ever happened here, inside our own United States. I had no idea, But it clearly
demonstrates why the right to keep and bear arms, as guaranteed by our Second
Amendment,cannot be limited to just personal protection. It is also there as a way for us
to act against homegrown tyranny.
Others here have no doubt already described the plot in detail, so just share a brief
summary. Although the movie is set in Texas, the actual events occurred in Athens,
Tennessee. It seems the mayor and his thug crew had a tight grip on the town,and were
routinely extorting money from the citizens. Some WWII vets returning home saw the
situation and decided to run their own reform candidate in the next mayoral election. On
election day, running true to form, the tyrant mayor literally steals the ballot boxes from
the voting site and whisks them off to he stuffed with fake votes to secure his power for
yet another term of office.

Well it seems that dog this so brazenly, so brutally, right th broad daylight, was too
much to bear. The town got ore.anized, got their guns.. and laid siege to the Sheriff's
building where the vote stuffitto mias going on. Many shots were fired. Amazinniy, no
one was hurt. Ultimately, the mayor made his way oat the back door and skipped town,
and the townspeople got back the& ballot box, their freedom, and their dignity. t was
wonderful.
highly recommend it."

Millions of Americans have fought and Wed and died to ensure our right to determine the future
and destiny of the United States of America by an honest, verifiable, and transparent vote. We dare
not allow a handful ofsociopaths, power hungry cabals, and disgraceful opportunists to continue to
spit on their sacrifice.
Jim Condit Jr., Founder of Watch the Vote USA
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Part 3- How Votes Must be Counted: Transparency, Honesty,
Verifiability
President Trump's Commission on Election integrity provides the framework to undo the last
404 years of unverifiable computerized elections(which are actually illegal, according to at
/east three US Supreme Court decisions, because of the SECRET nature of such computerized
"counts".See the Three Supreme Court Decisions on the menu bar of WatchTheVoteUSA.com
http://www.watchtheeeeteusa.com/u-s-supreme-court-decisions)

What must be done for the Official Election Count:
The following policies would ensure a transparent, verifiable election as far as humanly possible.
The principle aimed at is listed at the end ofeach number,The principle is more important
than the specifics suggested, although we believe the specifics suggested are sufficient to
achieve the purpose. However, we realize that more ingenious ways may be devised by others
to adhere to and fulfill the principle stated.
(it should be noted that the term "scrutineer is a synonym for "vote-counter, or for anyone on
each team of designated vote-counters, whether that person is counting or officially observing
the count in that cycle, although we will often write "scrutineer/ vote-counter" below since
the term scrutineer is no longer a well known term in the USA.)

1)The official election count must be conducted exclusively using Hand-Counted Paper Ballots.
(Principle:Something tangible must be availablefor the recount, but MORE IMPORTANTLYfor the
original count.)

2)The official election count must be computer-free, and machine-free.
(Principle:secret counts must be made illegal, No one can see what is happening inside a computer,
therefore such counts violate three standing Supreme Court Decisions: Reynolds v. Sims, 1964; US v
Mosley,1915; Wesberry v. Sanders, 1964,(See http://wvvw.watchthevoteusacorn/u-s-supreme-courtdecisions))

3)hi the official election, all ballots must be counted at each local polling place where the ballots were
cast BEFORE the ballots leave the public sight,
(Principle: Anyone who wants to remove the ballotsfrom the public sight before they are counted must
be suspected of wonting to switch or alter the ballots before they are counted.)

4)Each neighborhood polling place must use easily read paper ballots.
(Principle; The ballots must be clear to anyone who can read, not impossible to decipher like the IBM
punch cards that were usedfor decades in manyjurisdictions, such as Cincinnati, Ohio.)

5)After each ballot is cast, it must be placed by the voter in a ballot box,a transparent plastic box
which is kept continuously throughout election day in the sight of the election judges, the voters, any
press, any officially designated observers, and any of the public who can comfortably fit into the polling
place and wish to be present.
(Principle: the ballots and ballot box must never leave the public sight until all phases of the official
election count are concluded.)

6)Immediately upon the dose of voting on election day,all ballots must be taken out of the ballot btu
in full public view,divided up by the election judges to the respective teams of scrutineers.
(Principle: All ballots must be counted in full public view by the officially designated teams ofscrutineers,
or counters.)
RP****ge

7)There are to be four scrutineers assigned to each set of ballots, which in many precincts will be
approximately SO ballots. The number of ballots in each set in each precinct is to be determined by the
approximate number of votes that a team of scrutineers can process in approximately two hours. From
each team of four scrutineers, two scrutineers are to do the counting in the first round of the official
count for each set of ballots, and the two other scrutineers in that team are to observe the count in the
first round of the official count for each set of ballots. In the first official count,Scrutineer #1 calls out
the votes on each ballot while scrutineer #2 observes that scrutineer #1 is accurately calling out the
chosen candidate(s) in each race; scrutineer #3 marks down the votes for each candidate as they are
called out by scrutineer #1, while scrutineer #4 observes that scrutineer #3 marks down the votes
accurately. At the end of the process, scrutineers #1 and #3 switch places with scrutineers #2 and #4,
and re-do the count. When the second count is done,the official count is over. Watch the Vote got this
idea for the scrutineers switching places and conducting a second count of each set of ballots from an
article by Sheila Parks written circa 200ti entitled,"Hand Counted Paper Ballots", referenced in our
"Resources" Part 7 in this report packet,
(Principle: all ballots are to counted in public, in full public view, before they leave the public sight)
8)Video devices must be invented or adapted specifically to videotape and preserve the sights and
sounds of what each team of scrutineers are doing. There must be a place on the table where each
ballot is placed as the scrutineer is calling out the vote, and another place opposite this where the sheet
is placed where another scrutineer is marking down what the first scrutineer calls out with regards to
which candidate gets that vote. Above both the ballot and the sheet where the votes are being marked
down,a video camera hangs which records the sights and sounds; that video camera records the action
and streams it over the internet so that anyone at home anywhere in the world can watch the count of
that team at that polling place / precinct. It also projects the action onto a wall or screen nearby se that
anyone in the hall can observe what is happening with the count by that team. It may not be obvious to
the ordinary person how this can be done, but to technicians and programmers this would be simple. As
2016 Republican Primary Presidential candidate Ben Carson said (paraphrase):"We could count votes
honestly, if we wanted to."
(Principle Even if allfourscrutineers on a team wish to cheat, they cannot do 50 because what they are
doing is being recorded in real timefor observers both inside and outside the palling place, Also, the
video-recording is preserved on the Internetforfuture recounting by anyone who wishes to do so, using

the some technology wherein live video-streams on Youtube ore also preserved after the live-stream is
over.)

9)One side of each ballot would have a large pre-printed number on it, which was placed there when
the ballots were printed by each county Board of Elections. To insure anonymity for each voter, once a
voter signs in the stack of ballots is placed so that the ballot number is facing downwards towards the
table. The stack of ballots Is cut once by the voter like a deck of cards, and then the voter pulls out any
ballot they want,and then proceeds to vote. After voting, the voter places the ballot into the ballot box.
(Principle: no one can tie the individual ballot or the ballot number to any individual voter.)
10)The scrutineers(counters)are to be chosen approximately two weeks in advance by a random
process from the willing, eligible voters in that neighborhood precinct, such as pulling names out of a
hat in the neighborhood polling place in full public view with public witnesses and any of the neighbors
from that precinct invited to be present to watch the random selection process. Each scrutineer would
be paid $100 for about 4 hours work on election night,so the job would be attractive to many people.
The late Jim Collier, author of"Votescam: The Stealing of America', suggested that one spot at each
neighborhood polling place would be reserved for a high school senior over 18, or a college age student,
so that the next generation would be trained as to how to keep elections transparent and honest.
(Principle: The count in each precinct would be conducted by randomly selected membersfrom each
neighborhood precinct. This truly keeps the count decentralized and out of the hands ofanyone,
anywhere trying to rig the countfrom o central location, as is now possible by the three mega-election
vendors ES&S, Hart InterCivk, and Dominion, who processed 96%4- of the USA vote in the 2016
Presidential election.)
*******
11)There are 200to 300 votes cast in an average size neighborhood precinct, with about 30 contests
on each ballot. This means that the average neighborhood precinct will need 4 or S teams of4
scrutineers each — with each team of scrutineers counting about SO to 60 ballots each. Sufficient trial
runs, which should be conducted in various locations across the nation, would reveal exactly how many
votes(as opposed to ballots) each team of scrutineers can process in approximately two hours, and then
enough teams would be designated in each neighborhood polling place to process all the votes on all
the ballots within approximately 2 hours.
For instance, because of the number of contests on each ballot, the number of ballots given to a team of
scrutineers in a densely populated county[,] housing a large city like Los Angeles,Chicago, or New York
City - - would be less than the number of ballots given to a team of scrutineers in a rural county in Iowa,
Kansas, or Nebraska.To be more specific, the ballot in a large, densely populated county may have one
hundred contests to vote on, where a ballot in a small county may have 30 contests to vote on,and so
on. In any case, each team of scrutineers should be given a set of ballots which contain a number of
votes which the team can process in approximately two hours.
The notion that we as a nation can't figure out what is a reasonable vote-counting workload for a team
of two scrutineers in two hours is preposterous. We can indeed figure out what such a reasonable work
load is.
Such obstructionist objections are raised by those who are either brain-dead on how to conduct a legal,
transparent election, or by those who are beholden to the powerful coalitions insisting on easily-rigged
computerized elections, or by those who do not want a legal, transparent election, but rather want to
maintain systems which pave the way for a handful of people to rig elections from a central location.

(Principle; Each team ofscrutineers, who are beginning their vote-counting work as the voting hours at
the polling place closes at 7PM or so,should be given a workload which normal people can handle in
two hours.)
**** O.**

12)A fresh team of people are brought into the polling place at dosing time to count the votes. This
team are NOT the same people who have been acting as election officials to help the voters sign in and
vote all day. Both election workers during the day and the scrutineers brought in to count the votes at
closing time must be valued properly and paid properly to correspond to the important and necessary
job which they are doing for the public and for the future of our country.
(Principle: Election workers are treated, — not as indentured servants or near stove-laborers, — but rather
as the valued and indispensable public servants which they ore, andfor the vitaljob they are doingfor
the nation.)

13)The job of those registered voters randomly selected to be election workers must be treated as
least as importantly as the job of those now selected for jury duty. Like one doing his or her jury duty,
no one could be fired for not coming into work on election day,or the morning of day after election day
if proper notification is given to an employer.
(Principle: Treat election day, along with the workers, the scrutineers/vote-counters, with the respect
they deserve to do the importantjob that must occupy their attention on election day.)

14)Serious thought should be given to have TWO election days in each cycle, both for the primary(or
caucus)seasons circa the spring to fall months, and for general elections in November. While this system
of two election days in each cycle is practiced in some European countries,there Is a serious downside
which we will also consider here.
If each election cycle were to be divided into two election days, these election days could be one week
or two weeks apart.
The main election day with regard to the general election(say the first Tuesday after the first Monday)
would be for only up to the six most important races:
a)President/ Vice President of the United States;
b) US Senator;
c) US Congressman;
d)Governor of the State;
e)State Senator of the State;
f) State Representative of the state;
All other races and issues for the general election,-- from coroner to city council to all the issues, could
be held a week later(say the second Tuesday after the second Monday).
A similar arrangement could be made for the primary/ caucus season in each state.
Therefore, for these six most important races which determine so much of the future of our nation,
there would be no question that the workload of a paper ballot hand-count on that election night would
be manageable for the scrutineers / vote-counters.

This upside would have to be weighed against downside of the additional cost and time consumption of
having two election days in each cycle, and against the downside of perhaps having a re"dismal
turnout on the second election day of each cycle when none of the six major contests would be on the
ballot. This downside is so great that one could be permitted to doubt that it would ever be adopted in
the United States of America. We just thought we would raise it for consideration.
(Principle: Make sure to adopt the best method, all things considered,so the workload is manageable
for the election workers and so the election can be executed in the best way by the people of the United
States.)

15)The scrutineers operate in public before any official election judges as well as any observers from
the public and press. Without obstructing the official count in any way, as many observers from the
public and press who can comfortably stand within eyesight may observe the hand-count directly in
person at dose range to the scrutineers so as to see the vote marks on each ballot. Perhaps a projection
on a wall or near-by screen (such as a hdml video screen or laptops)of the action / vote-counting being
conducted by the scrutineers, more of the press and public could comfortably observe in the
neighborhood polling place without crowding the scrutineers themselves.
(Principle: The election process would offer as much transparency as possible, to as many people as
possible, both in each neighborhood polling place and to those at home or in the building who wish to
observe the video ofthe vote-counting on their computer over the Internet.)
16)In addition to each paper ballot being hand-counted by the scrutineers in each precinct, and video
recorded,(see item rfB in this list), modern technology should be used to make a still image of each
ballot. After the image of each ballot is made,the ballot image can be uploaded to the appropriate
place on the intemet so that anyone in the world who is interested can view the ballots and double
check the count in that precinct for themselves.So, the member of the public who is checking the count
could watch the 'real-time" video-recorded-streamed image, which includes the audio of the real-time
vote-counting by the scrutineers. -- Or, a member of the public could alternatively check these separate,
still ballot images -- made of each ballot by the cameras or scanners -- which are to be uploaded to the
intemet. It would be easy to search through the still images of the ballots, but much more difficult to
search the videotape of each paper ballot being counted in real-time. The paper ballot for the sake of
the video-recording of the actual hand-count of the paper ballots AND the still images of the paper
ballots, — would include the specific number assigned to that ballot for true precision in any recounting
of the original official hand count of the paper ballots.
(Principle: Make a permanent ballot image ofeach paper ballot available to the public almost
immediately, andfor at least22 to months into thefuturefor each election night count.)
17)The Board of Elections must institute a method to double-check to make sure that the actual
paper ballots corresponded to the images that were uploaded during live video-streamed actual count
of the paper ballots over the Internet, and,as well,corresponded to the still images of the paper
ballots that were also uploaded to the internet This could be done by the scrutineers on election
night before, during, or after the actual vote count.
The actual video-recorded live count in each precinct would be preserved on the Internet exactly as
YouTube now preserves live-streamed video podcasts for months after the real-time video podcast is
actually made.(This is amazing technology which could and should be used to help verify elections.)

(Principle: Use live video streaming of the hand-count ofthe paper ballots, and the preservation of this
some video recording, and the images made of the paper ballots by a camera or scanner, to make sure
that the video and images uploaded to the Internet corresponded to the actual paper ballots.)

18)if a scanner is used to make an image ofthe actual paper ballot, in harmony with the erakey
method referred to elsewhere in this report,then ideally no more than one fourth of the ballot can
disappear into the scanner at any given moment,and it must be clear that the same ballot is coming
out of the scanner as was fed in, and not disappearing into some compartment to be replaced by a
second fraudulent ballot, This is easily achievable with modern technology and perhaps with off-theshelf scanners.
(Principle: Make sure than no one replaces or alters the original paper ballots at any time in the hand
counting or image making process.)
****w**
19)The last minute scramble for enough election workers,often a tremendous burden on the county
Election officials, must end. Since national holidays would be designated for the election days,the day
before the election day, and the day after the election day(chosen by each state), then months before
the election day, individualsfrom proven, responsible segments of society could be drafted, and paid, by
the local, county Election officials, such as individuals selected from bodies of teachers, college students,
lawyers, business owners or their designated, willing employees, nurses off-duty on election day,
national guard members,etc. etc. etc.
(Principle: End the scramblefor election workers now sometimes plaguing loco!, county Election Officials
when election day is not an official national holiday,
*******
20)After the count by both teams of scrutineers is completed at each neighborhood precinct,the
paper ballots are sealed up in a separate box by the designated polling place fudges and scrutineers,
marked appropriately, and are taken to the designated storage building by two national guard
members, or two local police or sheriff deputies accompanied by at least two neighborhood voters
from that neighborhood precinct, to be from two different parties, or one from a party and one from the
pool of independent voters, who had been designated by a random process the same night the
scrutineers from that polling place / precinct were designated a few weeks before the election day. The
paper ballots are to be taken to the centralized storage place which had been designated previously by
the county election officials, and kept for at least 22 months before being destroyed. The electronic
images of the paper ballots, and the live footage of the actual hand-counting of the paper ballots, would
also be kept for at least 22 months,although there is no reason why these couldn't be kept even longer.
The electronic images of the paper ballots which had been made at the neighborhood polling place, and
the live video footage of the actual hand-count of the paper ballots at the polling place, could be
transported to the designated central storage space at the same time.
(Principle:Preservefor 22 months the actual paper ballots, the images of the actual ballots(an a thumb
drive, hard drive, etc), and the live streamedfootage of the actual hand-counting ofthe paper ballots,
with as much integrity as humanly possible.)
*****551*

21) Early voting must be eliminated. Early voting did not exist until the last several decades, and is a
concept concocted by crooks,for crooks. Early voting GUARANTEES a broken chain of custody as the
mailed-in votes, or votes marked days or weeks before election day must necessarily sit in the county

Board of Elections, or wherever,for days to weeks out of the public sight. To repeat for emphasis, both
"on site" and mail-in "early voting' ballots go out of the public sight and sit somewhere for days to
weeks before they are processed and counted. Early voting violates the three US Supreme Court
decisions that demand that every voter must know that his or her vote was counted accurately, and that
his or her vote was not diluted in any way, or altered, or switched altogether for a falsified or fraudulent
ballot. Some have invoked the "soft racism" of low expectations to insultingly imply that many nonwhites are too stupid and/or unaware to be able to know when election day is. Early voting is a
mechanism for fraud from many angles, and must be totally eliminated.
The making of Election Day a National Holiday perhaps on a Saturday with protections for employees
needing proper time off work to vote as their civic duty would solve the problems that may currently
exist regarding people not having time to vote.
(Principle:preserve the chain ofcustody until all paper ballots are counted in public BEFORE the ballots
leave the public sight.)
22)Absentee ballots would be reserved for the sick who physically cannot get to the neighborhood
polling place. Such individuals would need a doctor's note that such is the case, and the doctor's notes
would be kept on file at the county Boards of Election for at least 22 months, and falsification by either
the Individual who wants to vote by absentee, or falsification by a doctor authorizing the person to vote
absentee, or falsification by a public official with regard to any absentee voter, would result in a
minimum of a $1000 fine and a minimum of one month in jail. Each county would be required to have
an "absentee ballot" team who would manage this aspect of the voting. Absentee voting is potentially as
dangerous to the voting process as "early voting", and must be closely and somewhat ruthlessly
regulated, for fraudulent absentee ballots dilute the vote of all those who were truly eligible to vote.
Those who must travel away from their home polling place on election day,or who fall sick at the last
minute, would even out randomly over the population with regard to the various candidates up for
election on that election day.Such people would be in the position of a voter who gets caught in an
unexpected traffic jam near the close of the voting day and does not make It to the polls on time. The
value of the right and duty to vote needs to be restored to the end that people make their business
plans and vacation plans around their duty to vote on Election Day or relinquish their say in the voting
booth. To treat absentee ballots in any other way is to open the path to fraud and the path to diluting
the vote of those who are certainly eligible to cast a ballot.
(Principle: Make sure asfar as humanly possible that only eligible voters are allowed to costa vote,
including those who utilize absentee voting.)
***so***
23)The current method of mailing absentee ballots into the local, county Boards of Elections is totally
unacceptable, and contains all the dangers of current"early voting" practices. Here is what must
happen to the absentee voting process:
A large, bullet-proof glass case, perhaps shaped like an oblong,such as a large coffin, must be
established in each county. Two guards, around the clock, would be placed at this large glass ballot box
from the time of the beginning of the absentee ballot period until the votes are counted on election
night, and the area would be large enough that at least 50 members of the public and press, first come,
first served, could be witnesses of the absentee ballot box at any given time,

A mechanical clock and flip calendar showing the date would be placed on top and not removed for the
duration and only moved to wind up the dock daily and flip the date on the calendar at midnight daily
by one of the guards.
A video camera would stream live footage of the absentee ballot box over the Internet for the entire
absentee voting period until the absentee ballots are counted on election night. A scrutineer team
randomly selected from each qualified political party in the state, and from the pool ofindependent
voters in that county, would be selected randomly a few weeks in advance of election day, based on the
historical number of absentee ballots cast in that county.
The US postman would daily deposit the absentee ballots sent through the post office as mail into the
large glass absentee ballot box in the sight of the designated guards, and any public or press who may
wish to be present at any given time,and in full view of the camera or camera streaming footage of the
absentee ballot box over the interne for publicly viewing.(The voter could send his or her absentee
ballot by any method he or she chose in harmony with Post Office practice, such as regular mail, priority
mail, or overnight mail)Any destruction or knowingly waylaying of any official absentee ballot by any
person(s) shall be punishable by a $50,000 fine and 10 years in prison.
Each day,the two guards would keep a log of how many absentee ballots had been deposited in the
large absentee ballot box by the postman,so that the county Election Officials could adjust the number
of scrutineers needed to handle the count of the absentee ballots on election night. The ballots need to
be delivered by the time the polls close. if they wait until the last days, absentee voters will knowingly
run the risk of not having their ballot arrive in time to be counted. Overnight mail postmarked by
midnight the eve of election day must have guaranteed delivery by poll closing time. The count of the
absentee ballots on election night and election day, would be conducted in the same way as at all the
other neighborhood precincts, but would obviously be, in effect, a much larger precinct.
To protect the anonymity of the absentee voters, when the case containing the absentee ballots is
opened after the polls close, the guards or appointed scrutineers open the envelopes and separate the
envelops from the absentee ballots and discard the envelopes into a separate receptacle removing any
possible way to identify a ballot with a voter, it is forbidden for them to make any markings on the
ballots or envelops under penalty of up to $1000 fine and up to 30 days in jail
The day or so after election clay, the Board of Elections would identify for the permanent record and
official election count how many absentee ballots were cast from each precinct, and who voted
absentee, although it would be illegal to tie any absentee voter to any specific ballot number.
(Principle; preserve the chain ofcustody until all paper boliats are counted in public BEFORE the ballots
leave the public sight.)

24)All military personnel stationed away from their home area are entitled to cast absentee ballots.
They would be provided with special absentee ballots from the military, and these would be separated
out of the absentee ballot box as the ballots were being distributed to the scrutineers for the count on
election day. Again, the names of those in the military who voted would be known, but it would be
illegal for the Board of Elections in any county to tie a numbered ballot to any voter in the military. The
local Election officials could allow a longer absentee voting period for certain voters in the military If
they were stationed in a remote part of the world, i.e., the local Election officials could make the period
for voters in the military 60 days instead of 30 days for all the local absentee voters, as an example,
(Principle: preserve the chain ofcustody until all paper ballots ore counted in public BEFORE the ballots
leave the public sight.)

tfs*****4

25) Internet voting must never be allowed. There can never be a way for a voter to know that his vote
was counted and reported accurately using internet voting. There is no chain of custody paper trail. Sc.yd
is moving with Microsoft to sell the comenience of Internet voting as the end all solution so military
votes on election day or over a 2 week period)and the tallies are instant and announced after polls
close in each of the states. (This obviously violates all the principles we are promoting, but we just
might emphasize here how the convenience of internee voting must be refuted and resisted.]
(Principle:preserve the chain ofcustody until all paper ballots are counted in public BEFORE the ballots
leave the public sight)
26) The local, county Board of Election officials would designate a special, dedicated address for the
large, glass ballot box which would hold the absentee ballots until election day.
(Principle: preserve the chain ofcustody until all paper ballots are counted in public BEFORE the ballots
leave the public sight.)
*******
27) in any neighborhood precinct, if anyone removes the ballot box or boxes,or any of the ballots,
from the public sight at any time during the election day,or during the election night counting process,
even for a millisecond,then the election judges must start the election over in that neighborhood
precinct, perhaps to take place on the next day.
(Principle: All paper ballots must be hand-counted BEFORE the ballots leave the public sight)
*******
28)In every neighborhood precinct, a Board of Election designated sergeant at arms, which could be
one of the judges, would be present In each neighborhood precinct to ensure that the ballots stayed
in the public sight at all times until the voting and counting process was concluded. The sergeant at
arms would control two cameras,one of which would film the ballot box in a close up shot, and one of
which would film a broad view of the voting room as a whole. With now readily-available recording
video cameras, the voting and the counting rooms need to be filmed so as to catch any abnormalities,
especially someone trying to tamper with the ballot box,or ballots, or to remove the ballot box or
ballots from the public sight..lust as cameras help prevent shoplifting, cameras will help prevent vote
tampering. All citizens or press would be allowed and encouraged to record with cell phones or other
video devices the voting room throughout the voting day and counting process. However, in the private
voting booth only the voter, him, or herself could legally record their ballot with camera or video
recorder. Voting booths would continue to be private and would he arranged so as not to expose any
voter's ballot while they are marking their ballot.
(Principle: All paper ballots must be hand.counted BEFORE the ballots leave the public sight;and to
protect the secret ballot ofeach voter.)
*****Ils4is

29) A minimum of ten years in jail and a minimum of a $1.0,0D0 fine would be the penalty for anyone
convicted of trying remove the ballot box or any of the ballots from public sight before the handcounting of the paper ballots is over in each neighborhood precinct/ polling place, or from the absentee
ballot polling place. Even at that time,the designated national guard,or police, or sheriffs, and the two
designated eligible voters would be the only individuals authorized to package up the ballots and take
them to the legally designated storage location for that county.
(Principle: All paper ballots must be hand-counted BEFORE the ballots leave the public sight.)

******10

30)Each county would have Its own Identifying code to appear before the serial number for each
ballot in that county. For instance, Hamilton County,Ohio, could use,for instance, HACH for Hamilton
County, Ohio. Then a ballot serial number would appear after the unique county designation and would
look something like HAC0123456739. By having 9 numbers after the unique alphabetic county
designation, this would ensure that no county would ever be in danger of running out of numbers,and
they could print twice as many ballots as would be expected to be needed. A tear off stub of the ballot
with the identical number on the ballot could be provided and kept by the voter themselves to identify
their ballot to themselves for later looking on the Internet at their precinct website,They then could
verify by way of the uploaded ballot images that their vote was counted properly. They could instead
write the ballot number down or take a picture of the ballot for the same purpose. This does preserve
the voter's right to a secret ballot unless they choose to make known and prove how they voted which
may also be an inherent right.
A voter and only the voter would be legally &lowed to ake a picture with a cell phone or other video
device of his or her own ballot.
Each voter knows how he or she voted. However,each voter has a greater need to know that all the
other ballots in their county,state, and nation were counted accurately.
Many commentators imply that a receipt provided to each voter is proof that the their ballot and the
election are being counted accurately. This is not true. A receipt, by itself, provided to each individual
voter is not of much value without the other safeguards detailed herein, such as an online ballot image,
and all paper ballots hand-counted in public BEFORE the ballots leave the public sight.
(Principle; have the serial number available on the actual paper ballot during the actual hand count, and
on the live, preserved videofilm of the actual hand count, and on the image of the ballot preserved an
the Internet and on the thumb drive stored at the local, county &lard of Election after election day—
without compromising the identity of each individual voter.)
*******
31)The ballot box (or boxes) must sit on a cafeteria-type or card-playing-type table with folding legs,
or wooden legs with no table cloth,so that all observers in the neighborhood precinct and those
observing via the cameras at remote locations, can see that there is no tampering with the ballot boxes
through the bottom of the box, or through the sides of the ballot boxes, which must be without false
bottoms or false sides, or any trickery to allow substitution of the real ballots for fake ones.
(Principle: All paper ballots must be hand-counted BEFORE the ballots leave the public sight.)

32)Picture-voter ID cards, used only for voting, must be issued to all registered voters for free by each
county Boards of elections,just as drivers licenses are now issued by the Bureau of Motor Vehicles.
Stations around each county could be "deputized' to issue these cards for those who have trouble
traveling, and a special unit of the board of elections could issue such cards to individuals who are
hospitalized or homebound due to illness or age. The Board of Elections and its designated places would
have to have cameras,just as The Bureau of Motor Vehicles(BMVs)do now,to take picture Ms of those
registered voters who are registering to vote for the next election. The Board of Elections, like the
military, and police departments, and the fire departments, are money losers for the voters, but are
necessary to protect our country in relation to each of their necessary duties. The free picture
Identification, and the roving registration teams for the infirm, will solve the objection for poor or

financially strapped voters, or for those who find it difficult to travel. Those who object to picture 10s
under these circumstances — must want dishonest elections — or are really stupid.
(Principle: make it as easy as possiblefor everyone to vote, and minimize a voter voting illegally once, or
voting twice or more by mandatory use of the picture ID. Note: the danger of VOTERfraud is nothing
compared to Election Vendorfraud perpetrated by election-vendors as big as ES&S, Hart intercivic, or
Dominion, which three mega-election vendors combined are processing 9696.4- of the vote in the USA on
their secret computer programs, offlimits to voters, candidates, and even election officials, by their(the
vendors) demands, uniformly upheld by the courts sofor.)
*******

33)Instant and same day registration would be done away with. Voters would have to register at least
30 days in advance of election day to be eligible to vote.'Ease of voting' is NOT the only concern, nor is
'making it as easy as possible for every citizen to vote', especially for those who don't even care much
about when election day is. Those who were apathetic this year, but wake up to the importance of
voting after the 30 day deadline has passed can register for next year's election and vote every year
thereafter. Equaily important as ease of voting, is that none of the already eligible voters have their vote
diluted in any way, as demanded by the three above referenced US Supreme Court decision. See
titt0://www.VtChthevaW•.1.Es;lcorniu,s-atprers-caisrt-Oec4ionS,

(Principle: Minimize the possibility of a voter voting illegally by confronting election workers with claims
they cannot always resolve quickly and accurately.)
*******
34)In past decades many boards of elections mailed out postcards to every registered voter about 4
weeks in advance of election day,after the 30 day period for registration before election day had
passed. The postcards that were returned due to the death of the voter or due to change of residency
helped to keep the list of registered voters clean. This should be done again, or something that
accomplishes the same goal
(Principle: Minimize the possibility ofa voter voting illegally by confronting election workers with claims
they cannot always resolve quickly and accurately.)
*******
35)The purple finger Nipping one's finger in purple ink after voting), as has been done In India and
elsewhere,should be looked at seriously for use in the USA. Once all early voting is eliminated from
election day once again, the "purple flow"' would go a long way towards preventing people from
physically going from one place to another on election day in order to vote more than once.
(Principle: Minimize the possibility ofa voter voting illegally by confronting election workers with claims
they cannot always resolve quickly and accurately.)

35)Some method to allow dead voters to be removed from voting roles must be instituted.. Perhaps
some counties have already worked this out, but perhaps a national website or at least State websites
where coroners uploaded death notices would be a help. In turn these could be searched and collated
by Federal or State election offices or the public to see who has died and must be removed from the
voter rolls,
(Principle: Stop dead peoplefrom "voting" by those trying to commitsystematic election fraudfrom any
source.)

37)Ways should be explored to ensure that a voter cannot be registered in more than one county.
This writer cannot imagine a way to do this without a national database in which each county could
check to remove a voter from his or her last county of residence before registering him or her in the
current county in which he or she reside. I know there are MAJOR, perhaps decisive objections to a
national database of voters — and even some on our Watch The Vote USA team are TOTALLY opposed to
any kind of a national database of voters. This writer just can't figure any way to make sure a voter isn't
registered in more than one county without a national database of voters. Maybe someone else is far
more imaginative on this point. Maybe It's already been solved, but this writer is unaware of it.
Perhaps this would be a step in the right direction: when a voter registers to vote in a new county, they
would be required to sign an affidavit listing the previous county he or she was registered in, if any..
Then, because all new voters eligible to vote in the next election would have already registered 30 days
in advance of election day,each local Board of Elections would have sufficient time to contact the
previous county listed by the voter. Then the previous county could remove that voter from the voter
roils since they no longer live there. This would help ensure that each voter was only registered to vote
in one county at a time.
Deliberate attempts at fraud in this matter would result in fines and jail terms for each violator, whether
voter or election official.
Universal databases are fraught with potential dangers,and we do not fail to recognize this. We bring
this up because the dangers of a National Database must be weighed against the dangers of people
being registered to vote in more than one county and making sure that the dead no longer have a "right
to vote"
The above suggested practices would be a step in the right direction to ensure that each voter is only
registered in one county at a time on each election day.
(Principle: To try to ensure that no voter is registered to vote in more than one county ata time.)
20k*S3,11csic4c

38)Every county must ensure that only United States citizens are registered to vote. Practices such as
allowing non-citizens to vote with driver's licenses must be ended.
Principle: Only eligible US voters are to be allowed to vote.

To conclude this section, let us once again paraphrase 2016 Presidential candidate, Ben Carson: We
could count votes properly, if we wanted to."

PART 4
Another Analysis of the Proper
& Constitutional Way
to Count Votes

Part 4 - RECOMMENDED STANDARDS REQUIRED FOR ELECTIONS
ELECTION BALLOT CASTING,BALLOT HANDLING & COUNTING AT THE PRECINCTS
Jeffrey liberty
11474017
NOTE: The subject ofthis paper covers some ofthe more obvious issites regarding the lorayid voter's right to cast
their vote and their right to have their vote counted and reported accurately. This paper does not cover site issues
surrounding Pieter Registration and niter Identfrication before the vote or at the polls on the day ofthe vote. This
paper also does not detail the problems and issues that occur with Early Voting and with Voting by kII, and other
types ofAbsentee Voting. The scope here is primarily to provide aframeworkfor hand counted paper ballots in the
open at the precincts reportedfrom the precincts.

Guaranteeing an honest vote count(at each Precinct) with provable integrity is essential for building
confidence in the election process. It is required that the process be transparent and open to public scrutiny.
In addition to the right ofthe voter to vote without being hindered in any way,the voter's right to know
their vote was counted and reported accurately must be able to be proven by the election systems used as
required according to at least 3 Supreme Court range.
Any system currently used in any county of the United States that does not meet this requirement is
technically illegal for not rising to these standards set by the Supreme Court rulings in regard to the
Voters Rights Act.
Only practices that can guarantee the fulfillment of the voter's Constitutional right* to:
1) CAST their ballot and to
2) KNOW that their vote was counted and reported accurately withoat being diltqed hi any way
... can be permitted,
WatchTheVoteUSA Position
In beginning here, it must he emphasized that we at Watch The1WeUSA.COM adhere Unwaveringly to the beliefthat
the only avenue available to ensure 100% accuracy in counting and reporting the voters votes rightfully and
truthfully requires the voters to MS easily marked paper ballots, to be counted by hand,in the open,infront of
proper eyewitnesses and webcams,at the precincts, on the day ofelection, BEFORE the ballots are moved in any
wayfrom public sight.
There are other methods axing technology which could mad should be axed 10 enhance the process and to provide
backup methods ofrecounting the original hand comassuck as counting of verified images ofthe actual ballots
/Brakey methodfat Me precincts and perhaps by volunteers by uploading those images onto the precinct website.
These backup methods, we believe, can never be permitted so replace the 100% secure hand comas no matter how
many times the sabsequent 'computer counts* may beshown to precisely replicate the hand counts. There is no
question that computer counts can be accurate The devil in the details is Mat ALL computers can be rigged and
without the hand counts there is no way to catch the thiefor know ifthere was one.So AL WA YS hand counted
ballots in the open at theprecincts before they leave public sight are to be thefirst and primary method ofcounting
the met
The law ofthe land REQUIRES that the methods the States and Counties providefor elections exhibit proof
knowable by sill the POWS that their vote was indeed counted and reported correctly. Computers, because oftheir
nature and hidden code and processing ofelectrons, can never meet that Constitutional requirement, Hand counts
SM.

The below described procedures would meet the Constitutionally required standard for all Federal
Elections including Printaries, Caucuses,and Stale/County Conventions by Parties:
NATIONAL ELECTION DAY - All voting should be required to occur on a designated National Election
Voting holiday. Employers should be required by law to give people proper time off work with no penalties
so they can exercise their legal right to vote. This will make it much easier for legal voters to vote without
financial hardship
POLL WORKERS - Poll workers should be recruited, trained, and paid properly for their work If
volunteers are insufficient then voter rolls could be used in the same way as jury pools to secure enough
poll workers to carry out the most vital of tasks for the people.
Poll workers should be brought in to be trained and divided into 2 groups:
1) Daytime poll workers who man the polls while voters are voting from opening to closing.
2) Night time poll workers who relieve the daytime workers and then are responsible for the
counting and reporting of the ballots.
HAND COUNTED PAPER BALLOTS IN THE OPEN - WatchTheVoteUSA.com takes the position
that all paper ballots should be hand counted in the open At„thprecinet before those ballots are removed
from public view in any way. We believe that executed properly, open hand counting of ballots is far less
expensive to execute than the current Mack box computer counting of ballots which is done in the
blind, subject to fraud and manipulation, and technically illegal.
A. CASTING THE BALLOTS:
1) PAPER BALLOTS AT THE PRECINCTS - All voting must be carried out by the voter marking
an easy to read and easily marked paper ballots with an indelible pen or marker.(The issues
regarding location and placement ofcandidates or issues on the ballots; handling of tarnished or
voided ballots by the voter; and languages required on the ballot, are separate issues not covered
here)
2) INTERNET VOTING - We hold the position that there never be any type of Internet" voting
because there is no paper trail and no way to absolutely guarantee that the voter's vote is counted
and reported properly. Getting a confirmation email proves nothing. Going to a website, logging in
with a password and having it report back to the voter how they voted still does not guarantee their
vote is included in the tallies upstream in such a process. Internet voting opens the floodgates for
the most thorough seamming of all.
3) EARLY VOTING - Early voting should be eliminated nationwide. Early voting is subject to
massive vote count fraud due to chain of custody issues and guarding requirements for days or
weeks. Voting convenience is not a right and is never to be a reason to sacrifice the integrity of
the process.
4) ABSENTEE VOTING should a rarity and be permitted only for those too sick or weak to go to the
polls, emergency situations, or necessary travel. These cases must require validation by some sort
of doctor order or affidavit. Any absentee ballots should be counted at the end ofelection day, after
all polls close, the same as other ballots. It is the responsibility ofthe voter to ensure timely
delivery of their ballot or risk having them destroyed and discounted and their votes null and void.
Absentee ballots must be enclosed and mailed in generic envelops not easily targeted for delay or
destruction by postal workers and addressed to a single postal address or box secured by at least 2
security guards chosen by random selection. Box would require security from the time absentee

ballots are first permitted to be mailed in until and including election day. When the polls close, at
least two security guards randomly chosen shall immediately place ballots in a secure bag and
deliver to the precinct for hand opening and counting.
5) MILITARY VOTING should be handled with proper secure chain ofcustody of the ballots(same
as detailed for absentee ballots)to be counted at the end of election day after all the polls dose,the
same as the other ballots
B. IN BETWEEN CASTING THE BALLOTS AND COUNTING THE BALLOTS:
CHAIN OF CUSTODY - Even with the 'Blakey" method of counting votes, which requires the
making ofscanned images/pictures of the actual original paper ballots, the scanning/counting of the
ballots must only he done in a way that the actual ballots being scanned never leave the public
sight.
BALLOTS ALWAYS VISIBLE AND IN PUBLIC VIEW:
1) All these processes from marking,casting, and counting the ballots must occur at the
precinct where the voter votes including reporting the vote totals before ballots are moved
to any other location.
2) The paper ballots used must be able to be observed by the voter or poll worker placing the
ballot into the scanner/counter from the point ofentry and be able to be observed as the
same ballot exiting the scanner/counter into a dear transparent storage bin ofeach voting
machine.
3) In precincts with ballot storage bins separate from scanner/counter machines,the
bins/boxes must be transparent with clearly visible bottoms(disclosing clearly no way for
ballot stuffing or changing ballots from under the table or shelf etc.).
4) Some precincts do not run ballots through the voting machines for scanning/counting until
after the polls dose and this process is done by the poll workers rather than by the voter. In
these precincts the insertion ofthe ballots into these scanning/counting machines must be
done in the presence of3 eyewitnesses ofdifferent affiliations after the same eyewitnesses
secure the actual ballots from above described voting storage bins that contain the actual
ballots placed there by the voters during the day,
5) Each machine's storage bins must be opened and signature verified as emptyjust before the
polls open at each precinct(by at least 3 eyewitnesses ofdiffering affiliations and by
webcams). Ideally the machines should be manufactured with clear storage bins observable
to the public).
6) Some machines have dual bins, one for scanned and counted ballots and one for unreadable
or uncertain ballots. Those bins for unreadable ballots are examined and handled the same
as the other bins, but are hand counted in their entirety at counting time.
7) The actual paper ballots must only be removed from the machine storage bins as the polls
close(only under the watchful eye ofat least 3 eyewitnesses ofdiffering affiliations and
webcams)and placed only into clear empty storage bins in the open AT the precinct(never
to back rooms nor to storage closets nor to vehicles for transfer) BEFORE the hand counts
and any further audits begin(AT THE PRECINCTS). Any movement of ballots and ballot
boxes must be visible by webcam and be signature verified by the eyewitnesses.
C. COUNTING THE ACTUAL ORIGINAL BALLOTS WatehTheVoteUSA.com takes the
position that all paper balhas should be hand counted in the open at the precinct before those
ballots are moved from public view in any way.

NOTE:Some election integrity experts think that true random selection of a minimum of 10% of
the ballots at the precincts for hand count comparison to the same select images would be sufficient
statistically by mathematical odds to prevent cheating(by substituting images in some way for fear
of eating caught). This may be pretty reliable, but OM not lo strongitt4 1(19% MO count of
the griginal ballots.
1) A minimum of3 eyewitnesses(judges/scrutineers)of differing affiliations must be present at each
vote counting station, at each precinct, in the open, and viewable by the public and by web carn
during a)ballot/image comparisons; b)actual ballot counting; c)uploading of baliot images; and d)
comparisons of uploaded images to actual ballots, are being performed.
2) Any discovered differences in actual ballot counts or irregularities between actual ballots and
corresponding imams would indicate an attempt at a fraudulent count and would immediately
trigger subsequent hand counts of 100% of the ballots in the open with at least 3 eye witnesses
of differing affiliations and webcams) until identical counts occur at least two times in succession,
before the verified results are published at the precinct and published on the web,
3) After vote tallies of actual ballots are made by one team ofeyewitnesses and counters, the teams are
swapped and a second team carries out the same counting tasks in the same way as the first. The
tallies of the first and second teams should be identical. If discrepancies occur, an immediate
recount is performed until identical counts occur at least two times in succession, before the
verified results are published at the precinct and published on the web.
4) No tallies are to be published on the precinct website until the tallies are complete, verified, and
signed for by the election judges(or perhaps no sooner than 9:00pm, whichever is later. Any
violation of this or revealing counts to media or media sources before such time shall be a criminal
offense.
5) Only AFTER the hand counts are performed AT the precinct and been verified as TRUE COUNTS
and been posted locally and on the Web may the ballots be transferred to an alternate location and
then only with proper chain ofcustody procedures.
6) OPTIONAL CON.SIDE.RATION - NO VOTE TALLY REPORTING UNTIL ALL POLLS
CLOSE - No actual vote tallies should be reported until Mier the polls dose. It may be important
that no tallies anywhere be reported publicly until the polls close in Hawaii. This may require the
need for earlier time zone poll workers to work from 7pm EST until 5arn EST(3 hours after Hawaii
polls close)in order to count and report their tallies publicly from the precincts. This would protect
against early results influencing voter turnout and opinions in the more western regions.
7) OPTIONAL CONSIDERATION - Additional webcarns could be installed over each vote counting
'station at each precinct for live stream viewing of the actual vote counting by the eyewitnesses
(judges/scrutineers)for improved scrutiny,
8) OPTIONAL CONSIDERATION - Procedures formulated for accepting and handling legitimate
objections by public scrutinizers performing live stream counts after the ballot images have been
uploaded to the precinct website.
D. COUNTING BALLOT IMAGES - The securing ofscanned images of the actual ballots(able to be
done with almost all existing voting machines now in use in the country) provides the means for
multiple copies/images ofthe actual ballots to be printed and uploaded to the internet for helpful
additional and redundant hand counting/verification by the public).
1) The same procedures as described above for counting actual ballots must be followed for each
voting machine's stored scanned ballot images. The printing and copying ofsuch images onto paper
and memory sticks or thumb drives etc. must follow the same chain of custody requirements up to

and including the upload ofsuch images to the publicly accessible interact website for each
precinct.
2) The eyewitness shall verify that such uploaded and printed images are in fact identical to the actual
corresponding paper ballots (identified by 3 digit precinct identifier + 8 digit serial number printed
sequentially on each ballot then scanned while passing through the scannercouriter), This method
ensures the secrecy ofthe vote with no way to connect the vote with any identification of the voter
and provides a way to compare each ballot with its corresponding image and guarantee the original
ballot and image are identical
3) It has also been suggested that the serial numbers be printed on the ballot after the ballots have been
deposited by the voters but beibre the images are made in order to further prevent any way of
tracing a ballot to a voter.

*Three Supreme Court Decisions:
I)Right to Vote:2) Right to have vote counted
,leffrey Liberty.- revised 07-14-2017
(adapted from various posts gathered over the years)
ALL Americans HAVE A RIGHT to a verifiable and transparent vote count in line with Tk-IREE standing Supreme
Court decisions. One ofthose US Supreme COW decisions, Wesberry v. Sanders, 1964, stated that all other rights,
even the most basic,are illusory if the right to vote is undermined. The other two relevant US Supreme Court
decisions, ntimely. US v Mosley (1915)and Reynolds v Sims(1964)say that our right to vote consists ofIwo parts: a)
the right to cast a ballot: h)the right to KNOW that our vote has been counted accurately. Excerpts ofthese famous
U.S. Supreme Court rulings below:
Wesberry v. Sanders 1964 OPINION OF THE COURT
Justice Black:"Not only can this right to vote not be denied outright, it cannot, consistently with Article 1, be
destroyed by alteration of ballots, see United States v. Classic. 313 U.S. 299, or diluted by stuffing ofthe ballot box,
see United States v. Saylor,322 U.S. 385. No right is more precious in a free country than that of having a voice in the
election ofthose who make the laws under which,as good citizens, we must live. Other rights, even the most basic, are
illusory if the right to vote is undermined.".immif,),y,31:2,:jai&s„ca.gilademamimoruzlikaa
US v helosley 1915 Mr. Justice Holmes delivered the opinion ofthe court:
"It is not open to question that this statute is constitutional, and constitutionally extends some protection, at least, to
the right to vote for members ofCongress. Ex parte Yarbrough, 110 U.S.65/ ,28 Led.274,4 Sup. Ct. Rep. 152;
Logan v. United States. 144 U.S. 263,293.30 S. L.ed.429, 439, 12 Sup. Ct. Rep.617. We regard it as equally
unquestionable that the right to have one's vote counted is as open to protection by Congress as the right to put a ballot
in a box," httpa'.:easelaw,rtridlaw.corafus-sttprerae-court218:antimi
The court added:
"We regard it as equally unquestionable that the right to have one's vote counted is as open to protection by Congress
as the right to put a ballot in a box." The court then traced the history of§ 19 from its origin as one section ofthe
Enforcement Act of May 31, 1870, which contained other sections more specifically aimed at election frauds, and the
survival of§ 19 as a statute ofthe United States notwithstanding the repeal ofthose other sections. The conclusion was
that § 19 protected personal rights ofa citizen including the right to cast his ballot, and held that to refuse to count and
return the vote as cast was as much an infringement ofthat personal right as to exclude the voter from the polling
place. The case affirms that the elector's right intended to he protected is not only that to cast his ballot but that to have
it honestly counted. Page 387 c. 114, 16 Stet, 140,as amended by c. 99, 16 Stat. 433,
setext.coin:'cusepnit4-statqs-v-/noslev-(iteRseitttlitd-wg.„,•-•:,-W,lOrkig$A-iipk.I
f-gtp.a.
Reynolds v. Sims,377 U.S.533(1964)
[Footnote 40] As stated by MR.JUSTICE BLACK,dissenting, in Colegrove v. Green,328 U. S. 549,328 U. S. 569571:
"No one would deny that the equal protection clause would . prohibit a law that would expressly give certain
citizens a half-vote and others a kill vote..„(The constitutionally guaranteed right to vote and the right to have one's
vote counted clearly imply the policy that state election systems, no matter what their form,should be designed to give
approximately equal weight to each vote cast.. —[A]state legislature cannot deny eligible voters the right to vote for
Congressmen and the right to have their vote counted. It can no more destroy the effectiveness of their vote in part and
no more accomplish this in the name of'apportionment'than under any other name."
hitrIssitpretne.jostin.com;ease:z.:iederal,'as*77,3,33,1se,10m1
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Appendix A: Who is Watch the Vote USA?
Watch the Vote USA has proven more cases of vote fraud and computer-related vote fraud in
the United States of America than any other group, as fir as we know.
In 1996,(under our name at that time. Citizens for a Fair Vote Count.changed to Watch The
Vote USA in 2007) we proved that the Iowa state GOP and Voter News Service in New York
City(now National Election Pool, but continuously controlled by ABC,CBS, NBC,CNN,FOX,
and AP Wire)collided to steal 13% ofGOP Presidential candidate Patrick J. Buchanan's vote in
Dubuque County,Iowa on February 12, 1996, the night on which the 1996 Iowa Presidential
Caucuses were held that year.
We had eyewitnesses in all 41 classrooms in which the local caucuses met in Dubuque County,
as well as the results from each caucus posted on a Blackboard at Hempstead High School by
Republican Party Dubuque County Chairman at that time, Rod Blum (an honest man who was
supporting Senator Phil Graham), which showed the real results, hand-counted by Caucus voters
in each ofthe classroom Caucuses.
The computer generated "count" generated by Voter News Service(VNS)in New York City,
where all County Chairmen were directed to call their results by the Iowa State GOP,and which
company(VNS)was operating with the full permission of the Iowa State Republican Party,
showed a proven falsified result which was sent out nationwide by their fellow VNS member AP
Wire overnight, and published nationwide in newspapers the next morning. Despite weeks of
effort on the put of this writer and others, the Iowa state GOP and the TV Network AP wire
controlled Voter News Service(VNS)refusal to budge an inch to correct the fraudulent result
they published for Dubuque County. Iowa,
Please note: the only reason this fraud by the Iowa state GOP and VNS could be caught by
Watch the Vote USA (then under the name Citizens for a Fair Vote Count)is because there was
a publicly conducted hand count of paper ballots conducted in the 1996 Iowa Republican
Presidential Caucuses that year, as there has been every Caucus year which the citizens of Iowa
could witness. To be clear: if there were a secret computer count conducted, as is conducted in
49 states and halfof New Hampshire in the General November election there would have been
no chance of catching the falsification of the vote in Dubuque County in 1996. The fact that the
Iowa state GOP and Voter News Service(VNS),now National Election Pool(NEP),adamantly
refused to correct the proven falsification in Dubuque County that year, raises serious suspicions
that this unsavory team falsified the results against Buchanan and his supporters in all 99 Iowa
counties, because no one was watching the vote in the other 98 counties,

Despite the clear and proven hand-count of paper ballots, or show of hands, at the local level in
Iowa in 1996,the fraudulent computerized "results" published by Voter News Service(VNS)in
New York City (with the full delegation, permission, and support ofthe Iowa State GOP that
year)effectively stole 13% of Buchanan's vote in Dubuque County alone. No one was watching
the other 98 counties that night. IF the Iowa GOP in collusion with Voter News Service stole an
average of4% of Buchanan's vote across the board in Iowa that night, then Patrick J. Buchanan.
not Senator Robert Dole, won the very important Iowa Caucus that year. This fraud was brought
to light the next day, but the Iowa state GOP and VNS(now NEP)have stonewalled this proven
vote theft to this day.
On January 19,2012,the very same day the Iowa GOP certified the results of the January 3,
2012 Iowa Republican Presidential Caucus, the Des Moines Register finally acknowledged and
published the truth that at that time in 1996 some participants and observers thought that
Buchanan, not Senator Robert Dole, was the actual winner of the 1996 lowa Republican
Presidential Caucus.
This brief explanation only touches the surface of the corruption of the Iowa State GOP and the 5
TV Networks in this matter, which is more fully explained in the November 1996 article,'A..
lictusg WithOlit Doprs.'., published in the prestigious Chronicles Magazine, and included in Part 7
ofthis report.
The Edward True Saga 2012
In 2012, by the grace of God,key members of Watch the Vote USA (the new name came about
in 2007) noticed first time Iowa Caucus attendee, Mr. Edward True. asking for help on CNN's
facebook page the day after the January 3rd,2012 Iowa GOP Presidential Caucus, The Watch
the Vote founder and his father, an attorney, talked to Edward True and drafted an affidavit
detailing what he had witnessed at his local caucus. What he had witnessed was Mitt Romney
getting 2 votes in his local caucus, but when he checked online some hours later at the official
Iowa Caucus website, Mr.True found that the Iowa state GOP had credited Romney with 22
votes in their computerized "count".(Please note: again in 2012,as in 1996. the local Iowa
Caucus goers did an honestjob, but the problem came in at the STATE level via their
unnecessary and bogus computerized "count.")
Since the Iowa OOP claimed that Romney had won the statewide caucus ofover 100,000 voters
by only 8 votes, the Edward True affidavit meant that Santorum, not Romney, was the winner.
Honest mistake or deliberate computer vote fraud? Once Edward True came forth. the State GOP
spent a few days trying to discredit him. The Iowa GOP backed down,and two weeks later
(January 19,2012)certified Santorum, rather than Romney,as the winner, The Des Moines
Register reported this on the same day as the certification. This change of winner by the Iowa
GOP was the first time in American political history that a party had changed the winner after
the night of the primary or caucus,as far is we know.

To repeat, the GOP was forced to change the officially certified winner from Romney to
Santorum thanks to the efforts ofIowa first-time Caucus goer Edward True in conjunction with
the efforts and support of Watch the Vote USA.
Please allow us to recap this important development one more time: In 2012,the initial published
computer result at the state level, this time by the Iowa state GOP acting all by itself, objectively
falsified what actually happened at the local level. Edward True was only able to catch the
falsification because there was an open hand-count of paper ballots at his local caucus(one of
over 1600 local caucuses held in the Iowa Caucus that year) and the conscientiousness of this
one man,together with the expertise of Watch the Vote USA --caused a CHANGE OF
WINNER.that year.
CNN devoted two news reports on the Edward True I Watch the Vote USA story, one by Erin
Batmen,and one by Susan Maivotist.(Edward True mentioned his collaboration with
WatchT.heVoteUSA on the Susan Malveaux video -- See the home page of
WatchThellokOlfiA.con-0
Watch The Vote USA works with citizens who are concerned about vote fraud ofany kind. For
instance, in 2012, the vast majority of people we worked with on conference calls and elsewhere
were Ron Paul supporters. In 2016 the vast majority of people we worked with during the
Primary season were Bernie Sanders supporters. WatehTheVote also worked with a few
supporters ofthe Trump Campaign,as well as handed a one page report on the dangers of
computerized vote fraud to then Presidential candidate Donald Trump himself, at his
Marshalltown. Iowa rally in February, 2016.
Jim Condit, Jr.

APPENDIX B
Three Supreme Court
Decisions

Appendix B: Three Supreme Court Decisions:
1)Right to Vote; 2)Right to have vote counted
revised 07-14-2017
(adapted from various posts gathered over the years)

ALL Americans HAVE A RIGHT to a verifiable and transparent vote count in line
with THREE standing Supreme Court decisions. One of those US Supreme Court
decisions, Wesberry v. Sanders, 1964, stated that all other rights, even the most
basic, are illusory ifthe right to vote is undermined. The other two relevant US
Supreme Court decisions, namely, US v Mosley (1915)and Reynolds v Sims
(1964)say that our right to vote consists of two parts: a)the right to cast a ballot;
b)the right to KNOW that our vote has been counted accurately. Excerpts of these
famous U.S. Supreme Court rulings below:
Wesherry v. Sanders 1964 OPINION OF THE COURT
Justice Black: Not only can this right to vote not be denied outright, it cannot,
consistently with Article 1, be destroyed by alteration of ballots, see United States
v. Classic, 313 U.S. 299, or diluted by stuffing of the ballot box,see United States
v. Saylor, 322 U.S. 385. No right is more precious in a free country than that of
having a voice in the election ofthose who make the laws under which, as good
citizens, we must live. Other rights, even the most basic, are illusory if the right to
vote is undermined.'` .httf)S:11WWWJAW.cornell.ecitALskuarecourtitext/376. 1
US v Mosley 1915 Mr.Justice Holmes delivered the opinion of the court:
"It is not open to question that this statute is constitutional, and constitutionally
extends some protection, at least, to the right to vote for members of Congress. Ex
parte 'Yarbrough, 110 U.S. 651 ,28 L. ed. 274,4 Sup. Ct. Rep. 152; Logan v.
United States, 144 U.S. 263,293 30 S. L. ed. 429,439, 12 Sup, Ct. Rep.617. We
regard it as equally unquestionable that the right to have one's vote counted is as
open to protection by Congress as the right: to put a ballot in a box."
http://case1awfindlaw.comPz-supteme-court/2381383.html
The court added:
"We regard it as equally unquestionable that the right to have one's vote counted is
as open to protection by Congress as the right to put a ballot in a box." The court
then traced the history of§ 19 from its origin as one section ofthe Enforcement
Act of May 31, 1870, which contained other sections more specifically aimed at

election frauds, and the survival of§ 19 as a statute of the United States
notwithstanding the repeal of those other sections. The conclusion was that § 19
protected personal rights of a citizen including the right to cast his ballot, and held
that to refuse to count and return the vote as cast was as much an infringement of
that personal right as to exclude the voter from the polling place. The case affirms
that the elector's right intended to be protected is not only that to cast his ballot but
that to have it honestly counted. Page 387 c. 114, 16 Stat., 140, as amended by c.
99, 16 Stat. 433,
https://casetext,com:caseLunited-states-v-mosley-6/caselunited-states-vnk- I
saylark
Reynolds v. Sims,377 U.S. 533(1964)
[Footnote 40] As stated by MR. JUSTICE BLACK,dissenting, in Colegrove v.
Green,328 U. S. 549,328 U. S. 569-571:
"No one would deny that the equal protection clause would ... prohibit a law that
would expressly give certain citizens a half-vote and others a full vote....[T]he
constitutionally guaranteed right to vote and the right to have one's vote counted
clearly imply the policy that state election systems, no matter what their form,
should be designed to give approximately equal weight to each vote cast.. •[A]
state legislature cannot deny eligible voters the right to vote for Congressmen and
the right to have their -vote counted. It can no more destroy the effectiveness of
their vote in part and no more accomplish this in the name of'apportionment than
under any other name."
https://supreme.justia.comicases/federallus/377/5.33kase.html

APPENDIX C
Proven Computer Hacks

Appendix C: Proven Computer Hacks - Lottery, World Famous Databases*
Simulated Election Hacks,etc. -(rev 12-04-2017)
Commentary by this writer, Kelly Z. Mordecai
(This appendix details that even the most prestigious and fundamentally
sound websites, data systems,and presumably,the most secure computers can
be hacked resulting in the data being breached or altered. The inference is
dear: election computers can be hacked)
LOTTERY HACK:
Source: help;1:Y41,‘ W Mew ner,cornistor,0247601 ,'ep\-who-rjued-loper,t,40-vt.iii-milliois.;ggetteneled.litini
Eddie Tipton was the information Technology Mfmnor ofthe Multi-State Lottery Association. (Please
note: not"a manager", but "The Manager'... the top person.)
He plead guilty in June to writing computer code that produced winning numbers on certain days: he then:
fed those pomtegs accamprilleef., including his brother, who bought lottery tickets. Here is the stoiy
from the website
Lottery: Programmer Who Rigged the Lottery a Headed to Jail
Newser: — An ex-lottery computer programmer who riwtd the s...stem in several states to enable
himself to win $2.2 million in jackpots is going to prison. An Iowa judge sentenced Eddie Tipton,
54, to up to 25 years in prison on Tuesday,though the iks Aininee Reoler reports he could be
paroled in as few as three due to Iowa law. "1 certainly regret' what happened. Tipton told Judge
Brad McCall, who cited Tipton's "greed" in handing down the maximum sentence. As part of the
deal, Tipton agreed to pay $2.2 million in restitution to state lotteries in Colorado, Oklahoma.
Wisconsin, and Kansas; he was also accused of fixing games in Iowa, where he tried and failed to
cash in a $16.5 million Hot Lotto ticket in 2010. When the judge asked him how he intended to
pay the money back, Tipton said, per raiN,"Initially, 1 really don't know.'
As the information technology manager ofthe Multi-State Lottery Association, Tipton had access
to computers that picked winning numbers in lotteries such as Powerball and Mega Millions in
more than 30 states and US territories. He pleaded guilty in June to writing computer code that
produced winning numbers on certain days; he then fed iht3Se MEMbersz t4-t accomplice. including
his brother, who bought lottery tickets. The team then split the winnings. Tipton "had the keys to
the kingdom," the Iowa lottery CEO tells the At noting that "checks and balances" have been
added to secure the drawings.(This man traveled 1,000 miles to claim winnings in p lottery
KAM-)
Commentary by this writer Kelly Z. Mordecai: Now let's pretend for the sake of discussion
that the software used by an electiOn official is absolutely secure. 100% secure, and the software
is honest, cut-and dry providing a 100% accurate result of all the votes counted. What would

happen if someone snuck a virus into the election official's computer? How to do this? A simple
USB "swap" A USB that looksjust like the kind used around the election office. The many
kind of USB that are unlabeled. A USB with a virus need only be accidentaily laid on the table,
and an election employee will grab it and use it. Or potentially, an election volunteer from the
public plugs it into the computer the week ofthe election. Is this possible? Let's look at another
example:

POKER ONLINE
Let's consider Poker Stars. This is the largest online poker website in the world. Since 2008,
they have claimed to be the most secure website in the world. Ofcourse Poker Stars claims this,
as people need to trust to play.
Well .., Poker Stars awarded $35,000 to Doug"WCGRider" Polk. This after Poker Stars
computer security experts discovered that the hacker was able to see every hand Mr. Polk held,
The following is an C-1118i1 from Poker Stars to Mr. Polk on June 26th, 2013:
-Hello Doug
This email is to Worm you ofa credit nude to your account today in connection with
your play against frorbidden536`on 26th March 2013.
We have determined that Torbidden536 violated the Terms ofServicefOr using
their PokerStars cown during their play with you We have reviewed the play with
both pla:mr's hole cards exposed We aresure beyond any reasonable doubt that
Torbidden336t was able to see your hole cards whilst they were playing against you.
As we stated to 1,ott previoustg we closed Torbidden536`whilst our investigation was
ongoing. We can confirm that it will not he reopened at any time in thefuture. Thefitnds
in Forbidden536'at the time("closure was $34,397.10. We hope transferred ihis
amount to you this afternoom We regret that this is notfiell compensationfin- the amount
„vaa lost ($34,827,40), however, we trust that this matter has now been concluded to your
satisfaction.
Ifyou have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to let us know.
Kind Regards;
Jim
Senior Manager, PokerStars Game Integrity Team"
(End ofemail„from PokerStars to Doug Polk)

According to Mr. Polk a guest stayed in his Las Vegas home,and planted a bug in his computer
while Mr. Polk was not at home. It would only take about 5 minutes with a USB drive to plant
such software. After Mr. Polk wiped the drive, and re-installed normal software, the hacking
stopped.
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COM Mentary by Kelly Z. Mordecai: The potential for a "hack" as described above with a USB
drive is very possible. Software vendors send "field teelts" to some county election offices the
week of the election for "assistance," ARE COUNTY ELECTION OFFICIALS AND STAFF
TRAINED IN PROPER SECURITY PROTOCOLS? ARE COUNTY ELECTION STAFF
CAPABLE OF DETECTING PROBLEMS? ARE COUNTY ELECTION STAFF ALLOWED
TO SEE THE SO' WARE CODE? The answer to these three questions is,"N0n due to
Intellectual property" agreements disallowing anyone except the software vendor to see and/or
"repair- said code.)

GREATEST PROVEN COMPUTER HACKS OF ALL TIME
The funniest aspect of these hacks is that one ofthe largest ones, namely, the Yahoo hack reported in
September 2016, was taking place in the last months of the 2016 Presidential campaign during the same
period when Ohio Secretary of State John Husted, other government officials, and Big Media operatives
were telling the public that it would be impossible to hack a Presidential Election.
O Yahoo hack 2016 500 million compromised
The Yahoo hack happened in September 2016,a little more than a month before the Presidential
election, an entire article about it can be read here:
http://money.crin.com/2016109122/technologyiyahoo-data-breachtindex,huni
• Equifax Credit Reporting haek: potentially impacting 143 million users.
the entire article on Equifax can be mad here: hops:llwww,entrepreneur.coriVarticlea00039
The entire article of the hacks listed below can be read here,.
htips:".1www..lifets.ire.cornithe-greateat-computer-badv,3-4066.530
• Home Depot Hack 2014 --.50 million credit cards
O Linked.in hack 2016'7 164 million accounts
* Anthem Health Care back 2015— 78 million users
* JP Morgan Chase Hack 2014 -- 76+ million accounts
* ebay Hack 2014

145 million users breached

O Sony Playstation Network hack 2011 -- 77 million users
• Global Payments hack 2012 -- 110 Million Credit Cards
• Spaathatts 2013 lamest distributed denial ofservice attack yet

* Ashley Madison hack 2015 37 million users
• The Cortficker Worm 2008 still infecting I million computers a year
• Stuxnet Worm 2010 — Iran's nuclear proeram blocked
• Mei- Hack pao„ber ,v16 - exposed data on 57 million users & drivers

ELECTIONS — HACKS IN SIMULATED ELECTIONS
The most famous hack in a simulated election was by Harry Hursti of Finland in the HBO documentary,
"Hacking Democracy." Anyone can see this dramatic hack, which left some in the documentary and
many who have watched it, in tears near the end of the documentary.
More recently. in 2017,the DEF CON convention kid in Las Vegas, Nevada,saw many computer
programmers successfully hack into simulated elections.
In Chapter 2 and Appendix 2 ofthe book "Mackbax Voting" by Bev Harris.,she suggests elections
seem to have possibly been hacked many times, however it is difficult to prove such possible hacks
because of the confidentiality agreements for "intellectual property" which are uniformly demanded by
election vendors, and which are uniformly signed by all of the 3000+ counties in the USA, who hire these
vendors.
In other words,since the signed contracts won't let any ofthe election officials or candidates or members
of the public have access to any relevant information, then no one can prove any hacks in the real
elections.[Very clever.)
Iowa 1996 & 2012 The two times that computer falsifications of the real vote count were proven was by our own group,
Watch the Vote USA,in 1996 in Dubuque,Iowa against Pat Buchanan, and in the 2012 Iowa Caucus
when Mitt Romney was falsely named the winner on Caucus night.
The Iowa Caucus system is an excellent model of honesty at the local caucus level because the ballots are
counted by hand before the ballots leave the room.
The only reason the vote count falsification at the State level could be proven in those two instances is
because in both cases there was a hand count of paper ballots at the local level which the local citizen
participants could involve themselves in and OBSERVE.
lithe Iowa Caucus had been conducted like the November election in the 49 states and of New
Hampshire, i.e.. secret computer counts on secret computer programs then there would have been
nothing for the local citizens to observe,and no way to prove the vote falsification of the published
results.
Dr. Laura Pressley -

hi Austin, Texas, Dr. Laura Pressley is ift the midst of valiantly fighting a lawsuit in which she has proven
several blatant violations of state law in the 2014 City Council election where she was a candidate for city
council
One can hear an interview on YouTube with Dr. Laura Pressley conducted by Sofia Smallstorm, as well
as see her slide presentation to public groups on YouTube as well
At the moment,the Judges have blocked Dr. Pressley from access to the key infOrmation she needs, as
well as fine her $100.000 for filing a "frivolous" lawsuit.
MI this is now on appeal to the Texas Supreme Count Every concerned American should be supporting
Dr. Pressley in her valiant fight for all Americans.

Conclusion
Once a paper ballot is turned into electrons, it is subject to easy manipulation!
We need to Ito back to"Hand Counted Paper Ballots", counted at the neighborhood precinct BEFORE
THE BALLOTS LEAVE THE PUBLIC SIGHT!!!

By Kelly Z. Mordecai

APPENDIX D
The Legitimate Role of
Modern Technology

Appendix D:The Legitimate Role of Modern Technology in Elections
Computers, machines,and all modern technology must be excluded from the official hand-count of
paper ballots.
In addition to the official hand count of each paper ballot, an image of the paper ballot can be made using up to date technology, provided the paper ballot never disappears from public sight while the
image is being made. Then the image can be counted by various methods, including by sending the
image out over the internet. This would empower anyone in the world to do a separate ballot count of
the votes in that precinct. This general idea has been dubbed,"The Brakey Method" by respected
Election Integrity investigator Bev Harris of BlackBoxVoting.org - named after Election Integrity
investigator and analyst John Brakey of Arizona, who took the concept developed in Hurnbodlt County,
CA and improved and enhanced it. This can be studied more in depth in the paper by Bev Harris "Astions,
- The Brakev Method" as found at the link herein and in this report(Appendix L Ballot Handling,
Counting,and Reporting.)
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APPENDIX E
The Grand Jury

OTHER STATES & THE GRAND JURY — The Process
Although WTV is focusing on submitting complaints to California county
CIVIL grand juries, many people from other states are calling into the WTV
conference calls, and asking if they can submit a Tetitionnicomplaint to
the grand jury of their county. The answer is "yes", however it can be
much more tricky than in California.
In general, a 'Petition" in other states goes through the district attorney's
office. They will find it odd that you are requesting this. If we were in the
1800's, this would not be odd. The "prosecutors" have taken control of
the "gate" to the grand jury, thus they are called "Gate Keepers."
If a DA is willing, this could move very rapidly. For example, in the
November election, if exit poll results show a vast difference from the county
results, this could be the motivating factor causing a DA to get the matter
oefore the grand jury. The best approach is for the "Petitioner" to appear
in person to explain to the grand jury their power. (Provide a document
of the grand juries' power, along with evidence, to the grand jury,
and let the grand jury take it from there.)
However, most likely, the DA will act like a "Gate Keeper", and refuse.
This violates the ri Amendment right of "Petition."' They cannot do this.
However, in practice, that is what they do. One must be ready for this
"gate-keeping" attempt many weeks before the election.

Borough of Duryea y. Guornieri(No.094476),(2011) ,Adder!), vs. Florida,385 U.S.
39(19bb)

Steps:
#1. Obtain a lawyer, or a paralegal, to study your state statutes on
the grand jury, and contact Kelly Z. Mordecai, This in preparation for the
next steps. Again, law school doesn't teach what KZM will reveal to a
willing attorney.
#2. Two people meet with the OAPs office, and present a written
request to appear before the grand jury. The DA will want to know the
subject matter. Tell the DA your concerns. It may take a week or two to
get a response, or no response at all. lithe DA refuses, then...
#3. Go to the local paper, and communicate that the DA may be
violating the ft Amendment "Right of Petition." (Front page story
induces political pressure.)
#4. Later, two different people appear before the DA wishing to
"Petition in Person" before the grand jury. These do not tell the DA
anything about the matter.
#5. if the DA refuses again, go to the local paper, and communicate
that the DA is violating the First Amendment Right of Petition. Hopefully,
this will provoke another front page story. Write an opinion piece. (This is
important to notify a judge of what will happen to them as well.... name
in the paper for an erroneous ruling.)
#6. File a "Writ of Mandamus", with the court, and include an
Amin's Curio regarding the "Right of Petition", that it is also to a grand
jury. Because of the Amkus Curia, this should put someone before the
grand jury, by judicial order. This breaks through the "gatekeeper's"
gate.

7. When before the grand jury, explain to the grand jury their
grand independent power. Provide documents of their power, and
evidence. Hopefully, the grand jury will grab ballots and start counting.
The bottom line is that there are "gate-keepers," people who would
block a petition to a grand jury to protect corruption. Those that want to
commit corruption must limit your access to a grand jury. They must also
neuter the grand jury, by deceiving the grand jury into be ieving it does
not have power.
That is why one has to appear before the grand jury, and provide
documents of case law, and statutes, that show the power of the grand jury
is not what the prosecutor tells them,that show that the grand jury is
absolutely independent and can do what the petitioner requests.
Documents for assisting with this will be provided on this website later
(http://WatchTheVoteUSA.com).
It is essential that people attempting this must meet with their DA weeks
before the election. The first step is to find an attorney, or a paralegal,
and get them ready- to study. Do be advised that law school does not
teach this to law students. However, the case law for this request
("Petition a grand jury", and grand jury power) is solid federally, and by
statutes in most states.
Again, prosecutors will attempt to Nock "petitions" to grand juries, and
your appearance before same. That is why the steps above are
necessary? The U.S. Congress knew of one's "Right of Petition", and it is
found in the last sentence of 18 USC 41504.
"Nothing in this section shall be construed to prohibit the communication
of a request to appear before the grand jury."

In addition, when you ask a federal prosecutor in writing to provide your
information to a federal grand jury, it is required by federal statute that

they submit the information to a grand jury. 18 USC §3332. However,
there have been instances where the federal prosecutor disobeys 18 USC
§3332 & 1985 case law.2 When I mean,"disobeys", I mean that the
federal prosecutor throws the "petition" in the trash. Thus blocking your
petition, and violating the 1st Amendment "Right of Petition,"
If a good local prosecutor is willing, then this attempt will be met with
cooperation, and hopefully expedient results — the exposing of election
fraud. One goal would be for the grand jury to grab paper ballots, and
start counting.
It will be a numbers game... out of 120 key counties nationwide,
perhaps 20 prosecutors will be cooperative. The rest... will need a
judicial order to appear personally before the grand jury, Then... "it's on!"
Start by finding an open minded paralegal in your county...v. in preparation
for research in the efforts of catching election fraud in November.
And, have them call me,
Sincerely,
Kelly Z. Mordecai- Author, The Hidden 40h Branch, a corrupt government's
worst nightmare.
(530) 598-9671

2 in the Matter of hire GRAND JURY APPLICATION., No. 85 Civ. 2235(VLB), ,617 F.Supp.
199(1985) United States-DisuiGt-C
. April 25, 1985.

Grand Jury Investigation - The Hidden 4th Branch - the Power
of the People - WHY THIS PROJECT?
by Kelly Z Mordecai

WHY THIS PROJECT? To expose election fraud and possibly expediently! The end result can be
arrests, then trial._ eventually jail. Another possibility is removing electronic election systems. A
citizen can submit a "Petition" /'2 to a grand jury, and based upon this, the grand jury can
investigate on their own and issue their own subpoenas(Hale v. Henkel & other case law). The
grand jury wields enormous power to investigate crimes (if the grand jury members know their full
power).
This power has been used for holding accountable law enforcement, for example the Rodney
King's abusers. Others held to account include: State judges(Angus Kelly McGinty (TX), Gerald
P. Gerson (Chief Judge of NY), federal judges (Samuel B. Kent(Tx) Robert F. Collins(LA)4 WI.
Nixon (MS)), U.S, Congressmen (Michael Grimirn(NY), House Majority Leader Tom Delay (TX)),
and even a president(Nixon — see the "Famous Watergate Seven" indictment of March 161, 1974).
Obviously, this great power can be utilized in exposing election fraud, and bringing those
committing the crimes to justice.
The grand jury is composed of everyday people. If you were on the grand jury, would you
investigate election fraud? You need not listen to the courts, as the grand jury is not a part of the
court:
"They[grandjuries]are not appointed for The prosecutor or for the court; they are
appointed for the government and for the people..."
1906 landmark case,/Me v. lienket 201 U.S. 43(1906),
See also United States
The 1" Amendment "Right of Petition' it also to a grand jury, as the "right of petition"
originated to a grand jury(C61 of Ole MX.)See §Ansatull/gAvgy v$, cniamtivi(No.094476),(20110(footnotes 4Justice
Scalia).

2

&Wert)vs,. Florida 385 U.S.(1%0(See comments by Justice WilliamO Douglas,) See

also 18 USC 0331

3
Federal Judge in Texas indicted:
1itEpabcne\ks.go.v.niniTile,.1.01,AFedCritnec.:storvr.,id-.,f,68J 3 19&-pav- I
4

Federal Judge in Louisiana Indicted:

5

Federal Judge in Mississippi Indicted:

littp•

w Li

in k,corn

incink

The grand jury is not'owned", nor controlled by the prosecutor. In fact, the U.S. Attorney Manual
(Department of Justice)states to the 'prosecutor", that when in front of the grand jury,
"The prosecutor must recognize that the grandjury is an independent body."
USAM Chapter 9-11.010 — Introduction.
What is the purpose of the grand jury? To investigate and find Probable Cause" that a crime has
been committed. When crime is exposed, the grand jury provides ''government oversight" by
"everyday people."
"But, in this country, it. . is for the grand jury to investigate any alleged crime, no matter
how or by whom suggested to them, and, after determining that the evidence is sufficient
to justify putting the party suspected on trial, to direct the preparation of the formal charge
[Presentment]or indictment.' tia.k v, Hertka 201 U.S. — referencing Frisbie v. United
States, 157 1LS. 16.0,(1895) (the word Investigate" underlined for emphasis.)
The grand jury can issue a subpoena based upon "hearsay"(Le., exit polls) for assurance of an
honest election. Do they have this power of satisfying their "assurance' of an honest election?
"[The grand jutyi can investigate merely on suspicion that the law is being violated, or
evenjust because 11wants assurance t at il is not." U.S. vs, Morton Salt Co., 338 11,S.
632,642-643(1950)(emphasis added)
If we were living in the 1800's, politicians afraid of the grand jury would not even try election fraud,
for fear of the people, as the people knew full well of this power and would "petition" a grand jury
to hold corruption accountable. In modern times, this knowledge has faded away as powerful
corporate interests and corrupt politicians wish not for "the people" to hold them accountable
through the grand jury. In fear of the grand jury, the "Powers that Be" have "perpetrated
ignorance" upon the American people. Is this the first you have heard of the great power of the
grand jury? To counter the "perpetrated ignorance" retired attorney Leo Denofrio(NJ) provided
much research and coined the phrase of the grand jury as the "2.1''' Branch of government."
In light of'perpetrated ignorance", the good news is that on occasion, some corrupt still get
investigated, and indicted, like former Goldman Sacs corporate board member Rajat Gupta:
DOJ Press Release:
h

.•.A. A

.

111.aulatgrAMiasliza1ffUrsslf

fAA,

Actual Indictment: telp:ik.oreoraleefx.ekieteNlity2013.comiCoomeMeteriAlsilrldipertene/020(USWe'ev
%20%20Guatiazil

This is the power of the people... to "Petition" a grand jury, and the grand jury investigates, and
issues "indictments","presentments" 6, and in some states Information(s)/ reports/ accusations*,
watching over the government. It is the Hidden 4ll Branch of government. The grand jury is alive

6

"Presentment", as found in the V'Amendment to the U.S. Constitution. A
"Presentment" is the written findings after a grand jury investigateS on their own initiative without the assistance of a prosecutor.
A 'Presentment'is also a form of"probable cause An "indictment" is Mso a form of probable cause, which both modes of
"probable cause" lead to arrest and trial. The difference between 'Presentment", and "indictment" is found in volume 4, Chapter
23of Blackstone's Commentary of the Laws of En&rtd 11755 OW. Ask an attorney if they know the difference. Most
attorney's won't know the difference from not being taught this in law school.
2

and well, and the U.S. Supreme Court has only affirmed its power, birthed before the founding of
the United States.
Catifornia: It should be noted that California has Civil Grand Juries, as required by the state
Constitution. These are already investigating election fraud that occurred in the California
primary. For more on the power of the grand jury, visit this site:
nttpSwww, tchthevote sacomicNii-grandlury-info/
Kansas, Florida,& Missouri: Have special provisions that are well worth considering.
Theoretically, if the grand jury knows their full power, they could show up at 1:00 pm on election
day, grab ballots, and do a "re-count." Statistically, a 10% count would yield a 90% confidence
level for a prediction of the results, for a comparison to the preliminary results by electronic
systems.
Lere get election fraud evidence(from your county)to your count/(or state) grand jury!
By Kelly Z. Mordecai, Author,& Board Member of www.WatchthevotgUSA.corn
Ttv HidOen 4Th B anch. a Corrupt Goven )ent's Worst ightmare, (Available on Amazon)
PS: I've been before a grand jury utilizing my "Right of Petition."

HOW DO I TAKE ACTION?
is Study your state statutes to assist you in understanding the grand jury power within your
state.
o Note: Most attorneys will scoff at this, as they didn't learn much about this in law
school. It is doubted if they know the history of the grand jury or the case laws
presented above, Attorney Richard Fry was asked his experience with other
attorney's and their knowledge of the grand jury. Counsel Fry said,'Other
attorneys are clueless.'
• Get with an action group, and communicate this approach:
o Ballots for Bernie (Website: httosilballotsforbemie.org)
o Exit poll efforts
o Vote counting efforts
O Statisticians
o etc..
• Be ready for problems & document them.
* Ask a local law researcher(or paralegal) to:
o Study the state statutes on the grand jury, & write a summary for "everyday
people,"
O Prepare a "Grand Jury Power" document, customized to your state. (This will be
very important later.)
O Study the "Right of Petition" in the 1s' Amendment, and your state's Constitution.
See the above court cases on 'petition."
• Prepare a "Petition"! or a "Complaint":
O A several page letter to summarize:
a
Request to appear physically to explain more
Provide names & numbers of witnesses(Or people from the action group.)
* The grand juries power referenced in an attachment.
O Get evidence from within your county (i.e., exit polls.)
3

o Contact Election Justice (Website: htte://electioniustice.net1 for "Declarations" from
your state's primary.
I ph# 415-634.7673}
O Contact Summer Rose (Website: bbee„,,llygleeigaily
O Contact Watch the Vote (Website: batiyymatdtvmpleusa,.c.9.111)
o Find OHS documents regarding an acknowledgment of the problem.
o Find Secretary of State's documents acknowledging this problem.
o Find relevant statements of computer programmers of this concern.
O Include grand jury power from case-law, and state statutes. (If the wand jury does
not know their power, all your efforts are a waste of time, as the DA will "misadvise" the grand jury. (Reference this power in the first page of your letter.)
• While preparing the "Petition", organize 15-20 people to go to the courthouse together
(many more if possible). This is necessary to get the attention of the DA.
• While preparing the "Petition", contact the local paper & tell them what you are intending.
(Meet with them, as they will be the first to break the story.)
6 Finalize the "Petition." (Make many copies.)
• Submit the Petition to the District Attorney's Office (in California, submit directly to the Civil
Grand Jury):
o Group meets on the courthouse steps — all those you have contacted, and the
press.
o In the courthouse, go to the DA's "front door, and have the 15-20 people and the
press stand behind you in support. (Of course, the DA's office might not be in the
courthouse.)
o Ring the bell! Knock on the door. (DA's office may be locked for security.)
o When the DA appears, tell him/her that this is a group effort, and you want to
appear before the grand jury — personally, under your "Right of Petition."
o Introduce to the DA (or deputy DA)the press, and hopefully they will shake hands.
Tell the DA,'This is Suzy from the local paper, she is covering this matter to
ensure that you will comply with the VI Amendment"Right of Petition*, and get me
before a grand jury."
o Summarize the evidence obtained.
o Verbally request to appear personally before the grand jury.
O Of course, be respectful & polite.
o Have one of your witnesses record the entire event with your smart phone's video
camera.
e Wait a few days for the DA's office to respond:
o Follow-up call.
o Follow-up meeting, where one provides an "Amicus Curia' discussing the "Right
of Petition" is also to a grand jury.
O Wait a few more days.
O If the DA's office won't submit the "Petition', go to the press — immediately. (This
puts pressure on the court if this comes out in a front page news article.)
is If the DA's office won't do anything, file a "Writ of Mandamus" with the court to cause the DA's
office to get the "Petition' to a grand jury. Utilize an "Amicus Curia" to educate the court

7
A draft amicus regarding the 48jght of Petition" is prepared, and dtes United
State.s District Court, 5.0„ New York. April 25, 1985 IN RE GRAND JURY APPLICATION NO.85 CiV, 2285 (1,,L0,. Prorougb
of Duryea vs. Otiamieri & Adderiy vs. Florida See also the last sentence in 18 USC .§1504, where one cart request to
appear before a federal grand jury. find no "prohibition" of a witness requesting to appearine before a grand jury.
i find no justification for denying a witness to appear before a grand jury. Probably none eNists with a new "matter",
not under consideration by the grand jury.
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Other Discussion: I would suggest this effort be done in several of the larger counties of the
state. If you find a good prosecutor who is honest, and trustworthy, you may find yourself in front
of a grand jury very quickly. There, present the'Grand Jury Power" document to the grand jury.
This is necessary in the event that a good DA has a "change of heart" from political pressure, and
tries to dissuade the grand jury from investigating. When you are before the grand jury, bring a
friend (or two, or five) and have them wait out in the hallway. You can tell the grand jury that you
have other witnesses or researchers in the hallway ready to testify. Also, tell clearly the grand
jury what you want. You can write it down for them. One can even "design the investigation" for
them.
The point of bringing a group of people to the DA's office is to put pressure on them to submit this
to the grand jury. The DA may be busy with murder and rape cases, and will probably express
they don't have time for something so "trivial." The DA might respond to the group and the press,
"Well, we just don't get people before the grand jury like you hope," Respond,"Respectfully, Mr,
DA, can you provide a statute prohibiting this request.,, prohibiting my 'Right of Petition' to a
grand jury?" Or, can you find any case law prohibiting this request?" Of course, the DA will
respond, "I'll get back to you." He won't be able to find any case law prohibiting your 1st
Amendment "Right of Petition" in which you request to appear before the grand jury, personally
and physically.
In addition, the DA's office will, by habit, think they run the grand jury. They do not, unless stale
statute dictates this (doubtful.) Another'motivating factors is that, should a good DA work with a
Grand jury, and they expose a substantial problem, this will greatly increase the chances of the
DA getting re-elected, or elected to another position. An open, honest, hard-working DA can rise
to the level of "glory", like John Dewey of N.Y. in the 30's. He did right, and was elected governor
of New York — twice. Or very possibly, by bringing justice that is unique in the field of
prosecution, a prosecutor could very well find himself/herself boosted to other political positions.
This might sound like a lot of work, however, for an honest election I hope the reader realizes it is
worth it, For the sake of terminating the current electronic election system, we must at least make
an attempt. Typically, filing a "petition" to a grand jury through the DA's office is free.
For assistance, contact Kelly Mordecai @ 530.598.9671
(Particularly if you do get a call or subpoena to appear before the grand jury.)
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APPENDIX F
WTV Report
on the 2016 CA Primary

Watch the Vote(WTV)
Final Report of Election Problems in
California's 2016 Primary
07/25/2016
Kelly Mordecai (revised by Jeff Liberty 08-13-2017)

Executive Summary
WTV discovered many problems in the California Democratic primary on June 7,2016.
This report provides a general overview of the problems noted, in addition to numerous
declarations of actual problems acquiring and submitting ballots, 90% of those
participating in the "online declaration drive" mentioned they do not trust the election
system in California. There appears great disenfranchisement, discouraging voters to
vote in future elections. Voter disenfranchisement (or discouragement) should be of
the greatest concern to government officials in a representative government.
What is the cause of this? What suspicions emerge? In the guest for convenience,
electronic systems(computers) are used that may allow unseen vulnerabilities.
Computer experts agree that,"Once a physical ballot is turned into electrons, it is easily
subject to hidden computer manipulation." The same could be concluded about the
voter registration database. Software is vulnerable to computer hackers:
* Removing someone from the poll precinct roster;
* Flipping their party affiliation;
• Removing from the database a voter's registration who would vote by mail;
* Switching a "mail in voter" to a "poll—voter";
• Switching a "poll-voter to a "mail in voter";
* Flipping an overall vote to a candidate of the computer programmer's
choosing.
This is all subject to a programmer's bias toward a candidate.
if this is happening in the "electronic world",then, there should be results in the
physical world. WTV observed these in California, by declarations and callers into
state-wide conference calls,

In conclusion, the present problems have risen to a level that appropriate legislative
action should be immediately implemented in California to remedy this in future
elections. Also, in California county OWL grand juries will be investigating the situation,
county by county, and future updates from these will display the depth of this problem
in a more official, authoritative capacity. These may produce the physical evidence
[needed to prove] the suspect "black box" vulnerabiiity in our electronic systems.
Recommendations to avoid similar future problems are provided at the end of this
report.
With this mentioned, let Us look to the physical experiences for evidence. First„ one
must understand the spectrum of electronic(computer)systems in the registration and
election process.

Electronic Systems used in the Registration and Election Process
It is a fact that voters can register via website in California, It is a fact that registration
specifics are in a computer data base. It is a fact that vote by mail addresses are in a
computer data base. It is a fact that the voter roster used at the polls is printed from
computer data bases. It is a fact that computerized scanners scan the vote and turn the
vote into a database. Then, computers take this data, and "count the vote." We voters
have no choice but to blindly trust this system put forth from corporate developed
software. Should we blindly trust these systems?
Electronic systems are all well and good if the computer software is honest, and not
subject to tampering. A software program is only as honest as the human programmer.
Ask any software programmer. For example, programmer Clinton Curtis, who testified
in a legislative hearing, where he stated that he quit his job because he was asked to
program the outcome of an election for a client, with the results of an election of 51 to
49%. https://www,youtube.comiwatch.?v,
dEzY2tnwExs
Eiectronic voting assistance systems are all subject to a programmer's bias toward a
candidate and the bias of the corporation employing said employee. Consider the
occasional data leaks from Wikileaks, and others. Is the electronic equipment used in
registration and elections harder or easier to hack into?
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All this "computer manipulation" is in "secret", as software vendors often require
election officials to agree not to sue to obtain the software code. The computer is a
"black-box" that few understand. This "computer programmer'tampering is hard to
prove, however, voter disenfranchisement did occur on a large scale in the California
Primary,

US Supreme Court
In the big picture, one must ask if there is a court case prohibiting counting votes in
secret, or removing one from the voting roster. The U.S. Supreme Court weighed in:
US Masiev (1915)

"We regard it as equally unquestionable that the right to have one's vote counted is
as open to protection by Congress as the right to put a ballot in a box."
The court then traced the history of § 19 from its origin as one section of the Enforcement Act of
May 31, 1870, which contained other sections more specifically aimed at election frauds, and the
survival of § 19 as a statute of the United States notwithstanding the repeal of those other
sections. The conclusion was that § 19 protected personal rights of a citizen including the right to
cast his ballot, and held that to refuse to count and return the vote as cast was as much an
in ringement of that personal right as to,exclude the voter from the polling place. The case
affirms that_the electors right intended to_be.protected is not only..thailtli.a
- st his ballot hig.tb.atto
have it honestly counted. Page 387 c. 114, 16 Stat. 140, as amended by c. 99, 16 Stat. 433.
hups://casetext,comicaselunited-states-v-mosley-6/caselunited-states-v-saylortkited4ink-1.
(Underline added.)
Wesbe y v. San ers(1964)
OPINION OF THE COURT - Justice Black:"Jot only can this right tp.vote.not be
u

',:I(.

CH.

i.

V

(I

ballots, see United States v. Classic, 313 U.S. 299, or diluted by stuffing of the ballot
box,see United States v. Saylor, 322 U.S. 385, No right is more precious in a free
country than that of having a voice in the election of those who make the laws under
which, as good citizens, we must live. Other rights, even the most. basic, are illusory if the
right to vote is undermined." https://wwlaw.cornell.edu/Supremecourtitexti376/1
(Underline added.)
Reynolds v. Sims,377 U.S.533(1964)
[Footnote 40] As stated by MR.JUSTICE BLACK,dissenting, in Colegmve v. Green,
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328 U. S. 549, 328 U. S. 569-571:
No one would deny that the equal protection clause would.., prohibit a law that would
expressly give certain citizens a half-vote and others a full vote...[T]he constitutionally
guaranteed right to vote and the right to have one's vote counted clearly imply the policy
that state election systems, no matter what their form,should be designed to give
approximately equal weight to each vote cast....[A]state legislature cannot deny eligible
voters the right to vote for Congressmen and the right to have their vote counted. It can
no more destroy the effectiveness of their vote in part and no more accomplish this in the
name of'apportionment than under any other name."
tittps:.fistiorerne.justia comicasesifecleralius.,377/533/case.html (Underline added.)

When the right to vote is taken away by a voter not receiving a ballot by mail or their
name removed from the roster at the polls, is there criminal behavior involved?
Of the worst, is a biased programmer programming the software for a biased result for
their chosen candidate. Again, this is all in secret against the statements of the U.S.
Supreme court regarding "the right to have one's vote counted clearly? (Reynolds v.
Sims referencing Colegrove v. Green)
Again, If this biased programming is happening in the "electronic world",then,there
needs to be a clear method to prove it in the physical world. Will received eye
witness reports of such election machinery and software tampering in California, by
way of declarations and state-wide conference calls.

Other Concerns Prior to Physical Evidence
1. What happens to physical ballots in "transport" from poll locations to the county
clerk's office to be counted by electronic machines? How does one know they
are not switched in transport, or storage?
2. What happens when poll workers are mis-trained? Mis-trained to not hand out
a ballot in a semi-closed state like California? votes for president will be lost for
those registering as a Non-Partisan Party (NPP), in which the NPP voter is only
given an NPP ballot that has no presidential candidate
3. What happens when poll workers are mis-trained, and from this provide a wrong
ballot to an NPP voter?
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That answer to the last two questions, is a large number of provisional ballots needing
special attention. And this also from people possibly being removed from the voting
roster, or possibly having their party affiliation flipped (in the case of hacked or altered
software). The poll workers would defer the voter to a "provisional ballot." The large
number of provisional ballots in California is itself a strong indicator of election fraud.
From the declarations received, and conference calls, much doubt was expressed
whether the voter's vote for president was actually counted properly.

PROBLEMS Discovered in the 2016 California Prim ry
From the "online declaration drive", in summary,the following problems were
observed:
Registration & pre-Election: Problems occurred even before the election that created
problems in the election.
* Online registration had a "Box" to check indicating one wanted to "vote by
mail."(VBIVI) However, many reported they could not "uncheck" that box.
This forced them into a VBM voter.
• Many NPP(No Political Party), VBM voters do not remember receiving their
"March Notice'/ "Notice Card." A notice on a postcard that they needed to
send back to the county clerk's office requesting a VBM ballot of the party of
their choice.(le... Check the box on the "Notice Card"/ post card requesting a
Democratic Party, Libertarian Party, or American Independent ballot.) NPP
ballots have no presidential candidate.
* Some VBM voters never received their mail-in ballots.
(The "persistent voters"then went to the polls, and voted "provisional"
Others who didn't, couldn't vote)
* Some NPP VBM voters had sent in the "Notice Card", requesting a Democratic
Ballot, but received an NPP ballot in the mail (Again, with no presidential
candidate. A couple of Declarants stated they could not participate in the
primary election because of this.)
* Some Voters registering as a Democrat received an NPP ballot in the mail. (If
they didn't go to the polls, they could not vote. The persistent voters went to

the polls to vote, and some experienced the problems at the polls described
below.)

Voting at the Polls: Voters appeared in person at their precincts, and many
experienced:
go Many found they were somehow removed from the voter rolls.
+ Provisional Ballot(vote may not be counted.)
ti• Many had their party affiliation had been flipped. (le. Dem.to another party
other than NPP. This nullified their presidential vote, per state law.)
4 Provisional Ballot(vote will not be counted.)
• Many NPP voters could not easily obtain a Democratic Crossover Ballot, even
when it is their legal right in requesting and receiving same.
a+ Provisional Ballot(vote may not be counted.)
• Many NPP voters were refused a Democratic Crossover Ballot, when
requesting same. This is illegal. The voter received an NPP ballot, yet many
wrote in "Bernie Sanders" for president. (Legally, in California this "write-in"
does not count.)
• Many found The roster displayed that the voter was a "Vote by Mail", when
they never requested this.
4 Provisional Ballot(vote may not be counted.)
• Unusual reasons requiring them to vote "provisional,"
4 Provisional Ballot(vote may not be counted.)

The attached comments from Declarants confirm this. (Attachment A)

Statistics of Declarations
ffe
•
•
•

144 Declarations received
Participants from 25 Counties filed declarations;
LA County had the most declarations (42);
Between two 'trust questions",90% stated they did not trust the California
election system;

6

Over 84% of the Declarants provided comments of frustration. In these
comments, many reiterated that the system was rigged, stolen, or
untrustworthy,

Other Observations
The final vote was certified on July 15', 2016, by the California Secretary of State — Alex
Padilla. However,there was much delay because of the large number of provisional
ballots that had to be counted. Was this planned?
The larger counties of LA, San Diego, Santa Clara, Alameda, etc.. seemed to have the
most "provisional ballots." Smaller counties didn't seem to have as many problems,
and were county certified relatively early.
Election fraud is much harder to commit and cover up in small precincts, or small
counties. For those wishing to commit fraud, small counties are "high-risk/ low
reward." The fraud is most likely to occur in large counties, as these yield "lowrisk/high-reward," One could consider that counties of small populations might be close
in prediction, similar to an "thorough unbiased exit poll",(which technically does not
exist),
For example, in the North State the county certification came relatively quickly in
Siskiyou, Shasta, Trinity, and Humbolt Counties. In these four North State counties,
Bernie Sanders was the clear winner over Hillary Clinton, where the lowest spread was
seven points in one county (Shasta BS: 51%, HC:44%). In Humbolt County Sanders held
the largest spread of 33 points (BS:65%, HC 32%).
It should be noted that Humbolt County has an election "Transparency Project", that
makes election fraud about impossible to commit. The "Transparency Project" was
initiated by private citizens, and with the cooperation of the Registrar/Clerk. This
private group scans all ballots at the clerk's office on private scanners. The ballots are
turned into digital images, and anyone can obtain the DVD of the ballot images,and do
a recount. Again, in Humbolt County, it is about impossible to get away with election
fraud.
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From conference calls, and other sources, we were made aware that three California
counties officially had their vote winner changed from Hillary Clinton to Bernie Sanders,
due to the successful diligent efforts of "vote observers." One of these "observer"
groups is "Ballots for Bernie." The preliminary report of the election was in favor of
Hillary Clinton. However, due to this observer group's actions to protect the integrity of
the vote count the following counties yielded these final corrected results:

BSfic

Total Votes*

Santa Barbara County:

51.4%

48.6%

65,644

San Louis Obispo County:

53.0%

47.0%

46,014

Sonoma County:

52.4%

47.6%

116,672

* These percentages are from only the votes for Bernie Sanders, or Hillary Clinton.
The numbers of voters in the seven counties just mentioned is insignificant statewide
compared to the large population of Los Angeles County. The greatest amount of gain
from election fraud would likely he in Los Angeles for reasons noted above. VVTV
received the most declarations,from LA County, with 42, or 29% of the total
declarations in this on-line declaration drive.
Again, election fraud often occurs in large counties, as these yield "low-risk/highreward,"
From the WTV conference calls, there were callers reporting a critical problems by
restricting access to view up-close the votes being counted in the Clerk's office. One
verbal report from San Francisco County, displayed that the observers were not allowed
to be within 1.0 feet of the counting effort. This nullified any valuable observations.
Judy Frankel, writer for the Huffington Post published two stories of the situation in
California as well. Her findings indicate similar observations. (Attachment C.)
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Further Information
From the Declarations received and callers into the weekly WTV conference calls, there
are more problems that can be discussed in this report.
One specific problem (from a conference caller) in LA County was what vote-count
observers saw. They stated that in several precincts, the NPP's were given a Democratic
Cross-over Ballot, and they voted provisionally. However at the county clerk's office,
vote count watchers noticed votes on a Democratic Cross-over ballot were transferred
over to an NPP ballot at the county clerk's office. This eliminated a vote for president
since NPP voters were not allowed to vote for President in the Democrat Primary. 6,000
ballots were slated to be transferred, and 1,000 had already been transferred
eliminating a presidential vote. Although hard documentation of this is not in this
document, it is not surprising. These are worrisome allegations that must be
investigated.
Another specific problem in Santa Clara County was that poll-workers were mis-trained,
and would not give an NPP a cross-over ballot unless a precise phrase was spoken. One
poll worker claimed, "I watched an election be stolen before my very eyes." Although
hard documentation of this is not in this document,a Declarant from Monterey County
stated that a poll worker was refusing to give NPP's a Democratic ballot. This is the first
comment in Attachment A.
Another observation from the declarations was the degree of difficulty required for a
person to vote. There was much confusion. A Declarant from Los Angeles County
stated it took him 4 hours to vote, and the police were called in. At the polls, they
finally got it straightened out. A lady from San Diego County mentioned,"people
shouldn't have to go to the lengths of obsession to avoid confusion, it
should[be]easy.
From the conference calls, and declarations, one common theme was "confusion."
Mis-trained poll workers, resulting in a lot of voter frustration.
It should be noted that those that called into the weekly WTV conference calls, and the
declarations, their one "action" of coming forward possibly represented 10015 to 1000's
of people that didn't come forward. It appears that the primary registration and
election was set-up to hide election fraud in confusion. Individual voters were even
made to feel intimidated (by Clerk Staff & Poll Workers) and that the difficulties and
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confusion were their own fault. This may have caused few to come forward in this
"Declaration Drive", leaving many thinking that they actually did something wrong.
Additional Note: Voting "Provisional" is a necessary tool for solving problems, but only
under a few circumstances. For example, if someone moves, and does not re-register to
vote, their vote will still be counted. However,one lady declarant from San Diego
stated,"I know people personally who were given provisional ballots who weren't
supposed to get them."

Further Actions by California Citizens
Due to the number and severity of the problems observed with the 2016 Presidential
Primary, the public is being notified via the efforts of WTV and other "Election Integrity"
organizations and activists. Once aware of the scope of the problems associated with
the Primary, as well as how the rights of many voters were infringed upon, many
Californians will submit complaints/ "petitions' to their county CIVIL grand juries. These
grand juries are composed of "everyday people", and have subpoena power, and the
full power to investigate the equipment of the county, the processes of the county, the
procedures of the county, and the training of poll workers. And much more, including
corporations operating in the county... le... electronic election equipment venders.
As a "Watchdog" body, the grand jury power is found in case law, as well as the statutes
of California. (Calif. Penal Code §§888 — 939.) The grand juries can walk into the county
clerk's office, and obtain a list of poll workers. When the grand jury can start asking
questions of clerk office staff, and poll workers. From these efforts,"whistleblowers"
will come forward. (Eventually, the results as "whistleblowers" come forward may yield
results like when whistleblowers came forward resulting in the famous "Watergate 7
Grand Jury indictment", filed on March 1,1974. From this, eventually, President Nixon
resigned the office of the presidency.)
These grand juries will eventually discover the great depth of the problems. These
grand juries can work to remove corrupt or incompetent county employees from office,
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from a one-day poll worker to the election clerk. This is provided via a filed grand jury
"Accusation", as provided in California Government Code §3060.
The CIVIL grand juries can also file reports and recommendations from their
investigations. The CIVIL grand jury in special circumstances can even "Indict" for
"willful misconduct in office by public officers." In other situations, they can get their
discoveries over to the CRIMINAL Grand Jury through the district attorney. (Note:
Some counties have both a criminal, and a civil grand jury.) As these CIVIL grand juries
act, the will of the California voters will be respected! Watch for reports and
accusations coming from these grand juries on a later date.

Conclusion
Something went terribly wrong in the 2016 California Primary election, and should be
changed. The greatest evidence of this was the unusually large number of provisional
ballots. (Was the present mess and confusion deliberate, or due to "government
bureaucracy?" Or was it deliberately set up to be blamed on "government
bureaucracy?")
Voters have been disenfranchised, and the results of the 2016 Primary Election have
been left to question, causing disenfranchisement and distrust of the California election
system, to the tune of 90% distrust from the declarations received (Attachment AY
(And for every declaration received, possibly 100's or thousands didn't come forward.)
In future elections, the 2016 disenfranchisement may induce future low voter turn-out,
eroding the keystone in a representative government. The frustrations throughout
California are causing more and more voters preparing and turning in complaints to
CIVIL grand juries within their county. The depth of these problems will be revealed in
the future.
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Recommendations
The following recommendations are not just from the 2016 California Primary, but also
from years of observation and experience from the members of WTV. California's
primary mess is not the first time this has been observed, but can be avoided in the
future with the following:
1, NPP Primary ballots should list all presidential candidates. This will eliminate
much confusion, and the disenfranchisement of voters. To clarify, NPP Primary
Election ballots should be just like NPP General Election ballots — all eligible
presidential party candidates should be listed on both the primary and the
general election ballots..
2. Database security of the voter rolls should be carefully monitored and protected.
An outside corporate contractor managing this is beyond concerning, suspect of
fraud. Especially via the internet. This will stop party affiliation flip in a semiclosed primary.
3. Ballots should be counted at the precinct, by hand, in public view after the polls
close before the ballots are taken or moved from public view, Should provisional
ballots be used,they too should be counted, reported, and separated from
normal ballots for the clerk's office to manage.
4. Extra poll workers should be employed for the task of recommendation #3.
(Present poll workers are exhausted from a long "day shift', and may not be
physically capable of counting the ballots at the close of the polls. Extra poll
workers should come in after the polls close to count ballots. These should be
called "poll counters", and serve a "2"shift.")
5. Remove any and all touch-screen voting devices from all precincts and replace
with easily marked paper ballots. Since the votes are counted in secret, this
practice using touch screen voting machines and computerized tabulators
conflicts with two U.S. Supreme Court Cases. (Case law, case law.) It should be
noted that once a vote is turned into electrons, or computer data, the votes are
subject to easy computer manipulation, (Search for computer programmer
Clinton Curtis' Legislative hearing testimony on Youtube. It is frightening.)
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6. If California is stuck with electronic counting/ scanning machines,then each poll
building (voting location) should have a counting/scanning machine. Poll
counters should perform a completely random manual count of at least 10% of
the ballots yielding nearly a 90% confidence level for their precinct and this
manual count must be performed at the voting location in public view with
proper eye witnesses and before the ballots have been moved from public view
(to avoid any chain of custody issues). These ballots must be selected randomly
to comply with proper statistical methods. In addition, there should be two
reports of the count. One for "non-provisional", and one for "provisional." See
also recommendation #4 above, In a precinct, with 1,000 voters,4 "poll
counters" in pairs could count 50 random ballots as a team,for a total of 100
manual counts. This would not take more than two hours to perform, and
summarize.
7. Civil Grand Jury committees of 2-3 members should be visiting polls (obviously at
random)on election day. For example, in Los Angeles County, with 21 grand jury
members,this would allow 7 committees to "canvas" larger precincts for
problems, and attract "whistleblowers." (They should also learn about the
complicated and confusing election process a week before.)
8. Before the election, Civil Grand Jury committees of 2-3 members should be
visiting poll worker's "training sessions" to ensure the training is not contrary to
state law. (As explained in the poll worker's manual.)
9. Citizens experiencing problems in the election process should send the Civil grand
jury a complaint of their problems. If a voter reading this, experienced
frustrations, then likely others have as well. When the grand jury receives dozens
of complaints, then they will more likely act, (Search on-line for your 'county
Civil grand jury complaint form".)
10.Citizens and County election officials should adopt the "Transparency Project"
from Humbolt County into their county.
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11,The California State Legislature should pass laws to ensure that voter
disenfranchisement does not occur again. In addition, the Legislature should look
into the "loopholes" and problems with electronic voting assistance devices,
vendors and corporate contractors, then pass laws to ensure an honest vote
count
12.County boards of supervisors should extend additional funding for election day
workers (poll counters), and funding for an additional special grand jury(PC §904)
just for election day, and up until three weeks after.
It should be noted that these recommendations rely heavily upon the
implementations of the county CIVIL grand juries in the election process. A grand
jury system in California has been In place for over a century. According to Kelly Z.
Mordecai, of California, a board member on WTV,and an author of a book about the
grand jury,"Few if any states have a civil grand jury system like California. Let
California lead the way to attract other states to establish through state legislation
such a civil grand jury system. Then these will produce an honest vote count, and
other government "watchdog" purposes operating like the California CIVIL grand
jury.

Closing Statement
We at WTV believe that if these recommendations are followed,the credibility of the
California election system will skyrocket. Naturally, disenfranchisement of voters
will diminish. Over the years, this will then result in higher voter turn-out, a
keystone to representative government,
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WTV is Avaitabie to Assist in Positive Change
We at Watch the Vote are available to assist legislatures, county clerks, county
supervisors, attorneys, and Civil grand juries to discuss this further. We can be
contacted through www.watchthevoteusa.com On watchthevo e2016Pgmail.c m

Signed,
The Board of'Watch the Vote",
Report approved in the 07/25/2016 WTV Board weekly meeting,

Attachments
A) Comments from Declarants
B) Method of Collecting Declarations
C) Writings in the Huffington Post by Judy Frankel
D) Who is WTV?
E) KZM Fictional Story
F) Words from Jim Condit Jr.
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Attachment A
Comments from DecIarations
(Used with the consent of the Declarant.)
The on-line Declaration at www,walchtelivoteusa.com made it clear that the declarations would
go to a civil law firm(s), the California Secretary of State, and county CIVIL, Grand Juries in
California for investigation. To protect the privacy of 144 Declarants, the below declarants were
requested by e-mail if their comments could be used for this report. The e-mail went out Sunday
07/24/2016 around 6:00 pm(PST). Many ernailed WTV back, and responded, "Yes, but
anonymous." 76% were glad to return an e-mail with "Yes, use my comments with my name and
my county."
Thus,there are comments with names and counties, while others are anonymous. The anonymous
comments with names are retained by Watch the Vote to protect their privacy. For such a short e-mail
request to use these comments,it was a relatively quick response. (Underlines added below.)
A)2016/07/08 8;27:01 PM MOT: On June? I went to vote at my polling place at about 9 am. I am a
registered Democrat, but noticed there were no signs advising I\IPP voters what their ballot options
were. I asked the man handing gilit t0Q4 figiw NPP ves could get Dernwratis; ballots, and he told me
they could not. After I voted, I spoke with the person in charge. He seemed to attempt correction, but
nothing happened until I told him I would just stay until the problem was fixed. Finally the man handing
out ballots stormed out on the man in charge. I was assured that all would be corrected.
I called the Monterey Election Office before noon, and they also assured me they would make sure the
polling place would be run correctly, including signs to inform NPP voters. However, my neighbor, a NPP
lin lac late
He has also said
ter as t
would
give
him
information
about
how
he
could
get
a Democratic
there were no signs and no one who
ballot. I can provide names of all parties involved if this helps.
I can be reached at redacted ph#j

p.s. I also did canvassing in Salinas CA and encountered voters who had their registration deleted or
changed or they did not receive ballots by mail,though they were able to show documentation of this. I
can provide names of some of these people.
- Monterey County
I spent 4
B)2016/07/09 2;4427 AM MDT: Please see article here: My name is
hours fighting to vote. They claimed I wasaptieggistered to vote at a Soot l had voted at many times.
had my sample ballot with me,The police were called on me and I had to call the IA Voter's Registrar to
help me talk them down and let me vote.
prohie ms-201606O7.snao-htmlitOr.Y.Atd.
lutper/wwyelatimes.conquoliticsila
—LA County
Note: How does one receive a sample ballot when they are not registered to vote?

C)2016/07/07 8:39:38 AM MDT: I live where you had to do mail in voting because we don't have
a precinct. I mailed my vote on the 2nd. As of yesterday, 7f6 my vote had not been received. I
called the registrar's office 3 times on election day trying to figure out what to do because my
ballot had not been received, Each time I was told they didn't know what I should do,and
ultimately I was told to wait....that my vote was likely there but not logged yet. When I called
yesterday, the supervisor there told me that there was no way I wad told that. Her employees
would've told me to go east a provisional ballot. Now it's too late to do ;anything. My vote is lost
and no one was ever able to help me and no one ever seemed to care, and I was basically called a
liar when I repeated what I wad told

Alameda County
ballot was never reported as counted. Only
D)20116/01/09 6:32:24 AM MDT: Ty13,:_yoto bv
received. Checked constantly each day until there was no reporting of any kind left on website
Alameda County

E)2016/07/09 1:13:30 PM MDT:[ personally obsessed over making sure my vote was done
properly. Peoi le shouldn't have to go to the lengths of obseasionto avoid confusion, it should
Itxi eau jusaill in the bubble for who want to vote for, regardless of party, We are all
Americans voting for American representation. I know people personally who were given
provisionais who weren't supposed to get them.

Anonymous a San Diego County
F)2016/07/09 2:35:51 PM MDT: The training givep tia the sOff waa inadeoaate a 10 many qf my friends
were not Ale to have their vote counted because of this.

Anonymous a Santa Clara County

G)2016/07/09 316:06 PM MDT To date, my vote still hasn't been counted. Something is very

wrong in the'hood. I live in a predominantly Mexican neighborhood, I went to the local polling
place, a school It was impossible to find the right room, I drove around in circles looking. It was
trash day,there was no legal parking, I had to risk a ticket, They didn't find rrkv name on the list.
they gave me a 'provisional ballot'. I filled it out. God knows where 11'HA3 went,
Anonymous LA County

[The following correspondence was received from the above "Anonymous in LA County]

inal Mess e
--------Fro
To:
Cc: watchthevote2016@gmail.com
Subject: Re: Watch the Vote needs your Simple IMMEDIATE Reply to this email
Date: Stm,24 Jul 2016 21:41:14 -0700

Something peculiar happened after I filled out this complaint. Just a few days later, I received a
postcard saying my "vote had been counted" and my provisional ballot had been accepted. For
some reason, that made me uncomfortable. Why did they feel the need to inform me like that?
And why so soon after my complaint? 1 don't want to be paranoid but there are a lot of red flags
going on and its possible you are being snooped ort.
Anonymous — LA County

lesoorided back that some poll-workers were trained to "placate" voters. That they
would tell voters with problems that their vote would still count. This is not true in all situations, in fact
per state laws,some vote's can't legally be counted. Vet, the voter goes home with confidence his vote
will count. This is called a "placebo vote.' One goes home believing their vote counted, when it did
not.
--- End of correspondence —
Further comment by
In LA County,there are frustrations expressed from many people, Is it
possible that this "postcard" is actually a method of "placation?"' Placebo attempt?

,and
HIMsPLACEBO VOTE: This "Placebo Vote" occurred in Siskiyou County to a lady named
her friend,
was switched from "American Independent" to a Democrat. How did she find this
out?
received a Democratic mall-in ballot, via mail. She noticed the problem on election day
when she opened the envelope containing the Democratic mail-in ballot,
then went to the polls
and discovered that she somehow was registered as a "Democrat." She never requested this, and was
upset. Then,she was given the ballot she asked for, an American Independent ballot. It was put in a
provisional envelope, and the poll worker told her that her vote would count. Went home
believing everything was cek., and nothing to question. When I told
her vote would not in a "semiclosed primary".., because she had to be registered as an American Independent by May 23" to vote for
an Al presidential candidate. Upon hearing this, she was furious,
reported that the same thing
occurred to her neighbor. Her neighbor felt that everything was o.k., when they both had their
presidential votes nullified.

The bottom line is that
vas made to feel her vote would count, and had no idea her vote did not.
In doing so,she would not take any action or been upset, not knowing any better.
This is a "'Placebo Vote!° Necessary to nullify 1.000s of votes without people complaining.
's story from personal interview by Keay Z. Mordecai - Siskiyou County, board member of Watch
the Vote. It should be noted that the "mis-treinine of poll workers would very likely create this
placating s'Placebo Vote", that reduced the number of declarations received on the VifTV website.
Interview with WSiskiyou County

I) 2016/07/10 1:S8:26 AM MDT: My Mother and handed our vote-by-mail ballots to poll worker on
June 7. My Mother's ballot was counted within a week. Mine has still not been counted) I check the
"Oallot status" weinitpa daily for my status. What happened to my ballotr?/I
— LA County

1)201007/10627:36 PM MDT: I wanted to surrender my mail in ballot and vote In person. The
woman at the desk kept asking me to sign the outside of the envelope as though I had voted. I had to
explain that I would not sign that line. Eventually, I just signed somewhere else on the envelope.
When I was finally given my ballot, I voted. I placed a single vote for Bernie Sanders and did not vote in
any other races. I finished and then went to a machine to enter my ballot. There was no instruction or
anyone standing there. / put in my ballot and it got sucked into the machine. My wife, voted too and
she finished and asked someone is there a way the ballot is supposed to go it and the lady says to her,
"face up. immediately, am thinking, I put mine in the other way. Does it count? Was there a way it
had to be put it? If so, why no sign? J overloaarci several other emerge twine issues at my ptling
piace, I have no confidence that our votes are being aceurateliv Counted.
LA County

K)2016/07/10 721156 PM MDT: I was given a provisional ballot when I went to vote on June 7, when I
asked for a democratic crossover ballot. The poll workers assured.me that.my vote will be counted,
When i went to check the status of my_vote orike.with the mu mciept. F1U Mher, It came uo as an
invalid provisional bailotinumbee,ao trniagle_wasigl ver counted.
Anonymous — Santa Clara County

1)2016/07/11 30321 PM MDT: As a NPP voter.) diCcot receive a Wen fPr Democrat Pre*iOntial
Primary even the sample ballot says can vote for the OEM Primary. Someone gave me information
regarding this issue a day before the election.

Additionally, the ciosest voting place was not open on time.(7
, am,10890 San Pablo Avenue, Ei Cerrito
94530, No sign was posted at that time). At my second visit(8 am), I found that the location had been
moved to the next budding by a hand-written sign on the front door of 10890 San Pablo Avenue. went
to the site, then was told my voting place was a different(much further) location, Finally. I could vote,
but I felt I was not weiconio to vote
Contra Costa County

ZOAT07/15 9;17:39 PM MDT:
en wen to the p II. was told that I was a vote-by-mail Rnd
flid not mg)§ter as mai(hand never received a mail-in ballot.
riqeded to bring the
was told to fill out a provisional ballot and they said could not have a receipt.
-Alameda County

N)2016/07/16 7:36:04 AM MDT: wanted to vote by mail and renuested a democratic ballot.
received a NP,Lballot. then went to the polls on election day to surrender my blank NPP ballot and
requested a democratic crossover ballot, and was given (very rudely)a plain democratic ballot(which is
only for registered democrats, which I am not), and a provisional ballot envelope. The poll workers then
put my provisional ballot in a separate box.
-San Diego County

0)2016/07/19 12:06:48 PM MDT: My husband,two adult children and i voted absentee ballot- we all
feRigeraS NNP- arid were told both by the sonoma countwegistrar and bernie sander's sjtekatjea,
could cast our vote for bernie under no party oreference...evetv time i checked to see if our votes were
counted,ail it said was "ballot returned good'i called 4 times and got a different answer every
tirne...still do not know if our votes were, in fact counted- BUT berniejjojiv glioma countunglitimi
t- Sonoma County
Note: It is true that in California, a NPP voter can cast a vote for Bernie Sanders, but only with a
Democratic Cross-Over Ballot. However, the NPP mail-in voters cannot vote for Bernie Sanders on a
NPP ballot. There are no presidential candidates on an NPP ballot. A write-in for president is legally
invalid on a NPP Ballot. The mail-in voters had to request a Democratic Cross-Over Ballot to be sent to
them in the mail. Then they send back the Democratic Ballots in the mail.
family experienced in this comment? A lady, her husband,and two
See the confusion the
adult children couldn't figure this out. It is not believed that this family is stupid. The confusion is also
prevalent in the weekly'AM/ conference calls from callers state-wide. It is a little concerning that the
staff at the Sonoma County Registrar didn't, or couldn't explain this clearly to this family.
To answer Esconcern, her and her family member's votes for any president was invalid, and would
not count. Their vote for president was invalidated on an NPP mail-in ballot.

It is concerning that the County Registrar didn't tell the family that they had to ask for a Democratic
alIot by mail to vote for Bernie Sanders. This means that possibly, if the County Registrar deliberately
misled, the Berkman Family, this would be beyond "misfeasance', leading to "malfeasance" by a county
employee. This confusion of NPP voters is another form of "vulnerability" that could affect the
outcome. Particularly if Registrar's office staff was mis- trained by someone to do this.
and ask her,"Glad
Even more frightening, Registrar's office staff could receive a call from Mrs.
to help you, who do you want to vote for?" Mrs. Berkman could say with trust,"Bernie Sanders", then
a manipulative staff could say,"Oh,you can vote for Bernie Sanders on an NPP ballot." VULNERABIUTY
EXPOSED!
It is also possible that the Bernie Sanders website mentioned above may have been a fake website to
misinform NPP voters, eliminating votes. VUNLNERABIILITY EXPOSED!
came forward. How many like her didn't know any better(Placated by "Placebo",or
Mrs.
still does not know if her vote
Election staff), thus didn't know to ask the right questions? Mrs.
upset.
very
did not count. If I call her, and tell her her vote was invalid, she will be

P)201007119 8:5449 PM MDT: had early mail in ballot, then checked after ion 7, and was not
registered to vote.
— Mann County

Note: The above comments were collected from GoogleDocs. The below were collected by Formstack.
r Daikofmtlyie ithe
er/L v r t 11.0‘i office in s
(:),) 7/20/2016 033: t
Democratic
ballots and the prezidential
provisional ballots that were nop were being duolkated as
conte t was not being counted. I personally brought this to the attention of the community relations
manager, melisa eickman and Michael scarpello. I also logged this info in www.riggedelection.org. I also
have a recording of each day of observed that needs to be uploaded to the site,
- San Bernardino County

11)7/22/201.6 1829: was a registered Independent & never received my mail in ballot as I had
for the past 10 years prior. 1 was unable to vote in the Democratic primary, i knew about the
stepito vote_for Bernie in the primary. I found oqtyithen I contacted the registrars office that I wwet
registered tO vote which was preposter us. It was of course way too /ate, I knew the declaration
had to make to have my vote counted when voting in an out of party race, Even with all ofthat
the fact I wasnt registered at all is troublesome. I am very active politically & I take my right to

vote as an American Citizen very seriously. Why did this happen now when it has never happened
before?*

San Diego County
This comment is a combination from the "on-line Declaration", and an email from Mr. Contreras.

S)7/23/203.6 3:6: Both my wife and I,lorig-time voters,were droppedtfrom the roils. Upon hearing
about the widespread problem with this, we both went to the SOS.CA website and to LAVote,net to
check, and re-registered (I, from NPP to D).
On election Day, was able to vote at the poll, only because I'd checked and re-registered.
thmifelMjaw„gysilmeLonesatip,s._,L..
_,_„.Q.Lat„.
N v i•e'rR:iwited
-mall-in"
4.0_1
a
provisional ballotat the poll. She did receive the card from the R&R office later, indicating that her
provisional ballot was accepted, and she indeed voted.
Part of the investigation needs to include how many of us were excluded in these ways,and just what
the signature trail reveals of how it happened.
- LA County

Note to Mr,OM Very good suggestion. In the Registrar's Office, there should be a paper trail if
someone that dropped your voter registrations, or switched someone's party affiliation. However, if
the databases where tapped into by computer hackers, there wjli be no paper Vail. If you go to the
Registrar's office, and see no paper trail, then you can be sure someone hacked the data and removed
your voter registration.

Appreciation Expressed
Watch the Vote appreciates the consent of the above declarants to use this information in this report.
Your "physical world" observations display what is happening within the 'electronic word." Without
your efforts, and declarations, election fraud in the "electronic world" is hard to prove.

Attachment B
Method for Collecting Deciaradons, and other information.
irevised by Jeff Liberty 2017-07-30

WTV placed on the vvebsite www.watchthevoteusa.com, an "on-line declaration"
form. Declarants were able to "check the box", regarding what they experienced.
These Declarants were also able to comment, (Attachment A provides several of
these comments.) 144 Declarations were collected after marketing efforts
commenced around July 9th,2016. WTI suspects that had better marketing, and
promotion commenced in mid-June, the number of Declarations would have been
in the thousands. As it is, WTV is composed of limited unpaid volunteers.
Additional Information: In weekly conference calls, people called in with stories,
and one common thread was "confusion", The California Primary election
process was very confusing; poll workers were undertrained, and even
deliberately mis-trained. WTV has been working on election integrity issues for
over four years, andir as an organization had to ferret out all the complex
problems [that occurred in the 2016 California Primary] in order to prepare a
special on-line declaration form for California voters, WTV then launched this
"declaration drive" effort,"
In addition, the problems were so hidden in trickery and confusion, that each
individual voter probably felt their problem was unique. They probably felt that if
they reported their problem, people would think they were strange. Many felt
"isolated" in their experience. VON/ Board Member Kelly Z. Mordecai contacted
one declarant, and explained that her experience was not unique. This broke the
Declarant's "isolation", and she started to cry.„ slightly. This "Isolation" is
probably another reason why only 144 Declarations came forward. However, Mr.
Mordecai believes the 144 is sufficient to motivate a CIVIL grand jury to
investigate.
Declaration Status: On the on-line form, each Declarant made a statement of "I
Declare that the following/foregoing is true and correct." (There were two

different declaration forms, thus the "following/foregoing" in the sentence
above.)

Attachment C
Writings in the Huffingtton Post by Judy Frankel
(Two reports explaining voter problems she discovered
through investigative journalism in California)
1" Report

Snagged Votes In Los Angeles
http://www.huffingtimpost.comijudy-frankelisnawd-vates-in-losangelesJ) 10794718,11tml
07/05/2016 02:1 pm 14:11:34 updated Jul 05,2016
Judy Frankel Founder and CEO, Miteindependent.org
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Julie Tyler, an election observer who volunteered to make sure our democracy is on a good
footing, went to the LA County Registrar's office on June 20 in Norwalk. California.
All vote-count observers are given an escorted tour ofthe ballot counting facilities, but this was
Tyler's fifth visit to Norwalk. She had seen the provisional ballots removed from large
fluorescent green envelopes to sit in piles of pink envelopes, each holding one ballot. By day

five, there were many such provisionals placed in a box of"snagged" ballots. They would
receive special "de-processing."
"I was interested in understanding why the provisional envelopes were ending up in the
tsnagged' box," said Tyler."As the rest of my small group exited the room with our escort,
noticed on the top ofthe pile in one box an envelope from a No Party Preference(NPP)voter,
who had stated in the affidavit section,'Democrat' and who was given a Democratic ballot."
In California, people who identify as 'independent' register as No Party Preference, however,
they are allowed to vote for president using a special Democratic. American independent Party,
or Libertarian crossover ballot in counties which opted to use crossover ballots, Different
counties used different methods to prevent NPP voters from voting in the Democratic County
Central Committee elections, while still voting Democratic in the presidential primary.
Tyler asked the supervisor. Tim, how these ballots would be reprocessed."He said the ballot
needed to be remade into an NPP ballot. I said,'but that would mean there would be no section
for the presidential race.' He said, °Correct.' I said, so you mean it will be canceled? He said.
4'yes.)45

Tyler persisted."I asked him to pull out another ballot randomly from the box. In the span of60
seconds, I saw three provisional envelopes suffering the same fate. I confirmed with him that
these non-partisan voters and their ballots were being remade into NPP ballots in the remake
room."
Tyler and three other observers entered the remake room."We all stood behind one of the clerks
in front of her computer. She showed us how she scans the NPP ballot into a computer,canceling
out the offices/races for which the NPP voter may not vote, then manually with a green pencil,
marking an 'X' in the corresponding boxes." Thus, independent voters without a special
crossover ballot were having their votes for president thrown out.
Tyler asked,"which ballot would have been correct[so that NPP voters could cast a vote for
president]? What does it look like? Please show it to me."
Tim showed her an example crossover ballot But the non-crossover Democratic ballots placed in
provisional envelopes had all the information necessary to count their vote for president, Tyler
said,"the intention of the voter is clear, It is written on the outside ofthe provisional envelope in
the form of an affidavit." The observers all had the same concern."Why is this voter's
presidential vote being thrown out?" Tyler asked."Tim really had no explanation, and at that
point we all said we needed to talk to his supervisor right away.'
Aaron Nevarez, Executive Assistant of the County Clerk. who reports to Dean Logan,
Registrar/Recorder, came to meet them. For a half an hour they discussed the issue. The
observers requested a halt to the reprocessing of provisional ballots. They asked exactly how
many had been reprocessed and what caused them to have Democratic ballots. Did they run out
of the crossover ballots at the precincts? Were the poll workers uninformed, and simply gave out
the wrong ballot?

Tyler said,"Nevarez said they needed to 'understand the scope of it and would not be halting the
process just then.' He then agreed to go make inquiries and get back to us with a response."
About an hour later, Nevarez returned saying that he had news that. would please the observers.
"He said they would no longer be remaking the Dem ballots as NPP, but rather crossover Dem,
and that they would gather all of them which fit that criteria and put specific clerks on that task,"
But how many provisionals had been reprocessed already, and would they start over? Tyler
reported,"Nevarez said, out of4,000 provisionals we have counted thus far, 25% fit the same
criteria, More importantly, we asked if they would go back, retrieve the ballots that had already
been reprocessed and retroactively remake them the proper way. He replied yes. He said they
were going to compile all of those particular ballots, put specific clerks on them to process
them." Who had made this decision? Nevarez, said Dean Logan.
'The election observers wanted a guarantee that Dean Logan would take the matter all the way up
to Secretary of State Alex Padilla. Los Angeles is just one of 58 counties in California, and it was
unknown how many of them used crossover ballots.
"We wanted something in writing from LA County to cite when we requested other counties
process this particular ballot," Tyler said."He told us to call Secretary Padilla's office and make
a request. An observer named Donna.Tarr submitted something in writing on the spot."
Volunteer observers held a conference call with every team lead statewide to watch for these
ballots, to make sure they would be counted correctly. But San Francisco certified their tallies
shortly after volunteers learned about the problem, and SF vote observers had experienced
thwarted efforts to observe closely enough to catch it even if they were able to figure out NPP
voters were being deprived of their vote for president.
Tyler tried to get more information from Mark,Ted, and Nick at the county registrar's office.
Others tried reaching Alex Padilla, whether through their state senator such as Ben Allen, or
through Dean Logan's office, trying to gain assurance that votes were counted. Tyler specifically
expressed concern with vote by mail(VBM)ballots being returned with hand-written
presidential candidates on their ballots. Again, in each case, the voter's intent was clear, When
Aaron Nevarez agreed that "this issue falls under the category of voter intent" he was referring to
the Democratic ballots, not every instance in which voters would show their preference for a
candidate. Write-ins for Bernie Sanders on a Green Party ticket or write-ins for Bernie Sanders
on an American Independent Party ballot would be wasted votes, according to the registrar's
office. Voter intent be damned in those cases.
Tyler said,IfI were an NPP voter whose presidential vote was thrown out for any reason, I
would be furious."
To report a problem with your voting experience, please a out the California Voter Declaration
at WatchtheVoteUSA.com.

2" Report
hitp
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Californians Call for a Grand Jury
Investigation of the Primary
07/08/2016 06:54 pm 18;54:18
Judy Frankel Founder and CEO,WliteindependenLorg
It was like a stab to the heart," said Donna Tarr,"to see the presidential vote being crossed out."
Tarr is one ofthe citizen observers who watched as a Los Angeles county worker remade a
"snagged" Democrat ballot onto a fresh, clean No Party Preference ballot, effectively wiping out
their presidential vote.(To find out what happened, see this story.)
Problems like these raise serious question as to whether the vote in California has been counted
correctly.
WatchtheVoteUSA.com is taking declarations from Californians. to show ajuty of their peers
the various ways in which voters were disenfranchised.
"A Civil Grand Jury is a lot faster than a lawsuit," said Kelly Mordecai of
WatchtheVoteLTSA.com."We hope their investigation and immediate report or presentment will
call f- br a more uniform, more reliable voting proems, proper training of poll workers, and no
tampering with people's registration."
To start a Civil Grand Jury investigation, voters may file a complaint with their county. Both the
complaints and WatchtheVoteUSA's declarations will present the details ofan election cone
horribly wrong.
Independent Voters Disenfranchised in a Myriad of Ways
independent voters may have been disenfranchised during the June 7th primary because of
unusual rules that don't apply to voters who register under a party. Independents, falling under
the category ofNo Party Preference(NPP), needed to use special "crossover" ballots in certain
California counties - Los Angeles,San Francisco, and San Diego being among them - to vote for
president,

,
,
,
,

••

"

•

,fit

County

The No Party Preference Postcard Fiasco
A number of hurdles must be overcome for an independent to cast his/her precious vote fOr
president, especially when voting by mail, The California Secretary of State sends out a postcard
to No Party Preference voters, requiring a response. Their website states,"Voters with no party
preference who vote by mail were sent a post-card from their county elections office asking if the
voter would like to receive a ballot with presidential candidates from the Democratic Party,
American Independent Party, or Libertarian Party. Voters who did not return this post card will
receive a non-partisan ballot without presidential candidates."
But if residents missed that little postcard or didn't return it in time, they may have lost their
presidential vote. According to Kim Alexander, director of the California Voter Foundation,
there are 2.2 million NIPP voters who vote by mail and 85% of them did not return the postcards
they were sent to request a crossover ballot. Therefore, Alexander estimates that 1,870,000
voters were given ballots without presidential candidates."Some voters don't realize they are
vote-by-mail voters in the first place and aren't aware they were sent a ballot, Or they waited
until Election Day to open their ballot and only then realized that they have no presidential
candidates on their ballot and don't fully understand what options they have to get a replacement
ballot at their polling place."
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Election Problems: Voters Disenfranchised by incorrect Party,'Write-in Voting,Party
Flips., Surprise Vote-by-Mail and Voter Purges
L Incorrect Party: Ifindependent voters mistakenly registered for the American Independent
Party, they wouldn't find Bernie, Hillary, or Donald on their ballot. Only American Independent
Party candidates were listed. The platform of the AIP supports religion in schools and antiabortion measures, but the name ofthe party implies "independent".
2. Write-in Voting: Voters who don't find candidates listed on their ballot may mistakenly think
that a write-in vote will count. Write-in votes are only valid for qualified write-in candidates.
Voting for"Mickey Mouse" might seem like a reasonable way to protest the election, however,
Mickey won't get the publicity he deserves because the counties don't specify who received
write-in votes, especially if the votes were thrown out.
3. Party Flip: A Democrat mysterious]) becomes_RemilAcan and can't vote in the primary. An
estimated 1.400 to /.600 voters received the wrong party's VBM ballot in San Francisco.
4. Online registration automatically becomes VBM: When registering to vote online, some voters
experienced the form defaulting to "vote by mail" unless they unchecked that box. Surprise! A
VBM ballot must be surrendered at the polls for the walk-in voter to avoid receiving a
provisional ballot.

5. Registration Forms: New voters often find out, too late, that their paper registration didn't
"take" at the county for a variety of reasons. Donna Tarr and others who helped people register
to vote, were required to mail the form to the county within 3 working days. Incomplete
information is enough to halt the registration process. This disproportionately affected young
and/or first-time voters. Tarr said,"One of the slides during the training session for Los Angeles
volunteers shows that in 2015,of all the registrations received, 112,072 forms were snagged,
33,287 were simply missing a date in the signature box, or their signatures couldn't be matched
with DIvIV records." The voter registration forms are poorly designed, Tarr said.

Poll Workers Disenfranchised Voters With 'Wrong/Misleading information
Incompetent and spotty training of poll workers made it questionable whether voters would
receive the proper ballot in person. In the recent documentary On:monad by Michelle Antoinette
Boley and Taylor Gill, trainee Sara Watts ofSun Valley said,"I originally just applied to be a
poll worker. They insisted that the inspectors were seasoned people so if we had any problems,.
the inspector would be there to help us out, and then six days before [the election], I get a call to
be the inspector, with absolutely no additional training."
Ifa voter didn't know to ask for a special crossover ballot, they couldn't expect a tutorial at the
polls. The official election officer training manual states,"Processing a Crossover Voter: A No
Party Preference voter will need to request a crossover ballot from the Roster Index Officer.(Do
not offer them a crossover ballot iftheydo not ask.)"
If the poll worker didn't have the voter's name on the roster, if their party affiliation didn't match
their ballot, if an independent showed up without their vote by mail ballot and the envelope it
came with, or if anything was amiss, the poll worker gave out provisional ballots. Provisionals
are the stepchild ballot; they must mesh with the county's records, or they will be thrown out.
The fact that people experienced mismatched parties and faulty registration means their votes
won't count.
Voter Suppression Tactics
Volunteer election obsetwer Don Ford alleges that provisional ballots and crossover ballots are a
form ofsuppression."I worked with several poll watchers in different polling locations [in Los
Angeles]," said Ford."There is something we've never seen before happen. First off, we had
people who disappeared with all the ballots [before election day]. People took the ballots home
and they just didn't show up to work. That forced people on provisionals right away because that
was all they could get to that location."
Electronic Machine Counting of Paper Ballots is Still Electronic
Sarah Spangler, retired American Government teacher, said,"For more than /0 years, election
integrity activists, computer professionals and attorneys who are experts in constitutional and
election law, have been doing research that reveals data from each election, exposing the vast

underbelly of corruption made possible by computerized electronic elections that allow few
people to easily use the system to get the results they desire without detection or accountability."
A grand jury investigation into the problem of electronic voting machines and vote counters may
prove invaluable. Through declarations such as those collected by WatchtheVoteUSA.com,
citizens who distrust electronic-ballot-counting-machines can convince a grand jury to report the
need to implement a system that inspires confidence. Mimi Kennedy,actor and activist for
election integrity said we need "a one-personione-vote paper ballot, verifiable by the voter
beAre cast* and verifiable by the public in anonymous aggregate results by hand-counting
ballots to check accuracy against any other means of tabulation."
A Grand Jury investigation Into the Role of the Press
The media's influence before, during,and after the election would perpetrate a fraud on the
American public. The Associated Press called California's election the day before. giving voters
the impression that there was no need to waste a visit to the polls. The day ofthe primary, the
press announced Hillary Clinton the winner without certifiable election results, And California's
Secretary of State Alex Padilla remained silent even though the County Registrars established
that too many vote-by-mail and provisional ballots were still uncounted to be certain ofthe
outcome. These tactics by the media are propaganda at its finest, to the detriment of the
democratic process.
Voters who have suffered any of the above issues are urged to make their problems known to
WatchtheVoteUSA.corn. The group seeks to start a Civil Grand July investigation as soon as
possible. To file a California Voter Declaration, visit WatchtbeVineVSA.corn.
Follow Judy Frankel on Twitter wwwnwinter.correVriteindependen

Attachment D
Who is Watch The Vote(WTV)?
(revised by Jeff Liberty 2017-07-30)

WTV is a national vote-watch organization with board members from
many states, and political differences. In 2012, WTV was instrumental
in flipping the winner of the Iowa Caucus from Mitt Romney to the final
declared winner Rick Santorum. We are nonpartisan, and will work
without any political bias to ensure an honest election. WTV would ask
in return that when helped, one returns the help by volunteering with
WTV in upcoming elections, even if they disagree with a candidate.
Watch the Vote can be contacted by email by:
watchthevote2016Pgmail.com.
Website at www.watchthevoteusa.com

Attachment E
Fictional Story* by Kelly Z. Mordecai
To alert one's mind to the significance of the Declarant's comments,a fictional
story is provided.
Fictional Story: In a dark ally, two men meet. One is the campaign manager
(CM)for a candidate that needs help. The other man - an election fraud expert
(EFE). Let's hear their story in the dark.
CM: My candidate is "Establishment", and isn't doing well with the people, I've
heard you got tricks?
EFE: What's the advice worth?
CM: How about $2.5?
They shake hands,and two suit cases are handed over.
CM: That's 1.25_ Million, you'll get the rest after California turns for my
candidate.
EFE: Alright, California is a semi-closed state. Here is how to do it. In this
"information age", you can figure out information on opposing voters. Obtain
reliable information that they will vote for the opposing candidate. Get this from
facebook, emails, and submited data from "rewards card" any electronic way
possible. Then run this through a computer algorithms, With this information,
develop a data base ofopposing voters. Do you have this?
CM: yes.
EFE: Then, with this ready, hack by computers the Registrar's computer data
bases, and get opposing poll voters off the rosters. Hack to prevent vote by mail
ballots from being mailed. Change opposing voter's registration data to show them
registered with another party so their vote won't count. Set up a false website so
that opposing NPP[(No Political Party)] voters become convinced they can vote
for their candidate on a NPP ballot. The NPP ballot has no presidential candidates
on it. Remove voters offofthe Registrar's voter roll after they vote. When the
ballot comes up as the voter is not registered, the vote is thrown away.

CM: Ah„ we already got this figured out. What I need help with is how to get
away with it.
EFE: isolation.
CM: Isolation?
EFE: Yes, cause each and every disenfranchised voter to feel it only happened to
them. Make them feel from poll workers and Election Clerk's staff that it was the
voter's own fault.
CM: Yes, that way,they will never complain or look around. But Pm not sure.
EFE: Start by getting the main-stream media to call it before the election. They
have to have this message from the media to begin to believe their candidate didn't

CM: We got that covered. But again, before we commence this, we have to make
sure we can get away with it.
EFE: What county is the highest population?
CM: Los Angeles
EFE: Hit it hard there, but you will need a few other large counties to confirm
what happens in LA.
CM: We got that, but still... how to get away with it?
EFE: That is where the "Placebo Vote" comes in.
CM: What do you mean?
EFE: Mis-train poll workers and County Election Staff to "placate" people that
their votes will be counted when they won't. From the computer tricks,
provisional ballots will have to be filled out in large numbers. When a voter is
voting provisionally, they will have substantial time with a mis-trained poll
worker. Comforting the voter their vote will be counted properly, yet due to the
computer hacking, the voter will never know his vote was thrown away.

CM: I still don't get it.
EFE: Train all the poll workers to deceive frustrated voters that in the end.. their
provisional votes will be correctly counted. Train poll workers to tell voters that
their votes will count, no matter what. Ifthe voter feels placated, they won't
question, won't dig in, won't connect with others. If voters call election offices,
train county staff to make the voter feels it was their own fault. Hide it in "normal
believed government incompetence."
CM: So, placate and isolate?
EFE::: Yes... they have to "feel" their vote counted, when it won't. Ifthey
question, the election officials talk down to them.,. their fault. Then, people
won't come forward, because they feel isolated. When they feel isolated, they will
be accused of being a "conspiracy theory nutcase." This isolation shuts them up.
CM: Your talking about a state-wide effort here.
EAT: The Secretary of State has to be in on it. If you have a SOS that will oppose
this, or expose this, don't even try. If the SOS is in on it, his "training the trainers"
incorrectly is the key. Do training that is absolutely confusing so that poll workers
are talking gibberish, then the voter is confused, but the voter is hit with the phrase,
"your vote will count no matter what." But it has to be subtle. The end result is
that the voter walks away placated but confused.... ISOLATED. Never going
forward, and accepting the results.
CM: Others are working on the SOS
side. Thanks.

not sure if we can get the SOS to our

-- End of Story
*Story by Kelly Z. Mordecai, personally and not by Watch the Vote. This story
does not necessarily represent the views of Watch the Vote.

Attachment F
Words from Jim Condit Jr., Founder Watch the Vote
(revised as noted by Jeffrey Liberty 07-30-2017)

Jim Condit Jr. has been an activist to expose election fraud since 1979. He was
mentored by the Colliers who wrote a book about election fraud. His words below
are a quick summary of his observations over the years:

"The greatest ofthese election fraud problems has two aspects:
a)that county election officials have hired a handful of private corporations to
process the votes on secret computer programs which neither the election officials
nor the public are allowed to examine. This counting of votes in secret is a
violation of every voter's right to KNOW how his or her vote was counted, as
required by the US Constitution ("consent of the governed")and by at least two
standing US Supreme Court decisions, US v Mosley (1915)and Reynolds v Sims
(1964). Both of these Supreme Court decisions say that our right to vote counts of
two parts: 1)the right to cast a vote; 2)the right to KNOW that one's vote is
counted accurately. It is this second part of our right to vote that is being violated
in California(and in 49 others states at primaries and at the general election).
b)Furthermore, in every county in California the ballots are taken out of the public
sight before the ballots are run through the "black box" computerized scanners or
computers, where votes can easily be flipped from one candidate to another
candidate. In fact, to fulfill the requirements of the US Constitution and these two
US Supreme Court decisions, there must be paper ballots hand-counted by the
people in each precinct BEFORE the ballots leave the public sight. This is not
being done in any county in California, and thus every voter is disenfranchised
because the secret computer counts make it impossible for voters so KNOW that
their vote was counted accurately, a requirement of both US Supreme Court
Decisions, US v Mosley (1915)and Reynolds v. Sims(1964)"
Jim Condit Jr. 07/25/2016

APPENDIX G
Proposed Disclaimer for
Boards of Elections

Disclaimer Required for federal funding of County Elections.
Via "Executive Order' by the President of the United States
REQUIREMENT FOR FEDERAL FUNDING: In order to receive federal funding for
elections, the following "disclaimer" must be attached to all certified election
results of a county.,
[At top of the title of "Cef tified Results", place an asterisk(), For example,

"Certified Election Results for Doe County*"
[RESULTS... RESULTS... RESULTS]
[At bottom of certified results]
* DISCLAIMER: This election's certified results are based upon registration data,
and ballots counted and tabulated by computer systems. The county election
clerk has not the resources to examine computer codes (or "firm-ware") line-byline, or "code path-by code path", to assure the registration and vote results are
accurate. Nor has the county clerk or staff been trained professionally for proper
computer security protocols, Therefore, the county election clerk has to "blindly
trust" the software vendor(or examination of the software by the (state)
Secretary of State) that the results are accurate. Further, the county election
clerk has to "blindly trust" that the registration, voting and vote counting
computer systems comply with two US. Supreme Court cases honoring voter's
rights to know that their votes were counted accurately. (See: 1,,./5 MqVgy.(1915)
& Reynolds v Sims (1964)).

Proof of compliance must be provided to the Secretary of State of the United
States, and the Secretary of State of the respective state within 30 days after the
certified election results,
Failure to provide this disclosure on all certified election results is an automatic
termination of future state and federal funding for any county run election.

APPENDIX H
Five Methods for
Casting Ballots

Appendix H:
5 METHODS OF CASTING THE BALLOTS:
Jeffrey Liberty
(These methods along with detailed procedures to be followed are addressed in Part 3 of this
subtrtISSIOn entitled; How Votes Must be Counted:'Transparency, Hona!sty, Verifiability)
I) PAPER BALLOTS AT THE PRECINCTS - AU voting must be carried out by the voter marking
an easy to read and easily marked paper ballots with an indelible pen or marker.(The issues
regarding location and placement ofcandidates or issues on the ballots; handling of tarnished or
voided ballots by the voter; and languages required on the ballot, are separate issues not covered
here)
2) INTERNET VOTING - We hold the position that there never be any type of Internet" voting
because there is no paper trail and no way to absolutely guarantee that the voter's vote is counted
and reported properly. Getting a confirmation email proves nothing. Going to a website, logging
in with a password and having it report back to the voter how they voted still does not guarantee
their vote is included in the tallies upstream in such a process. Internet voting opens the
floodgates for the most thorough scumming of all.
3) EARLY VOTING - Early voting should be eliminated nationwide. Early voting is subject to
massive vote count fraud potential due to chain ofcustody issues and guarding requirements tbr
days or weeks. Voting convenience is not a right and is never to be a reason to sacrifice the
integrity of the process.
4) ABSENTEE VOTING should be a rarity and be permitted only for those too sick or weak to go
to the poll stations or necessary travel. These cases must require validation by some sort of
Doctor order or affidavit. Any Absentee ballots should be counted at the end ofelection day, after
all polls close, the same as other ballots. It is the responsibility ofthe voter to ensure timely
delivery of their ballot or risk having them destroyed and discounted.
5) MluTARy VOTING should be handled with proper secure chain ofcustody of the ballots to be
counted at the end of election day after all the polls close, the same as the other ballots

APPENDIX I
Election Night Gatekeepers

Appendix
Election Night Gatekeepers (rev 12-03-2017)
On the night ofthe 2016 Presidential Election, most Americans had no idea that twelve mega-entities
were cooperating in the role of Election Night Gatekeepers for the Presidential Election, and potentially
all other elections with the exception ofa few local elections in New Hampshire,and perhaps a few other
small areas ofthe country.(WTV has never been able to verify for certain that anywhere outside of five
counties in New Hampshire since 1988 were hand-counting paper ballots properly, meaning handcounting paper ballots BEFORE the ballots left the public sight.)
More precisely, ten ofthese twelve mega-entities actually cooperate on election night. These I11 megaentitiee are:,six media giaua(1)ABC,(2)CBS,(3)NBC.(4)CNN,(5)FOX,(6)AP wire: (7)NEP
(owned by the just named six media giants); and three mega-election-Vendors:(8)Election Systems &
Software(ES&S),(9)Hart InterCivic. and(10) Dominion (which bought Diebold circa 2013). Two of
the twe.lve mega-entities:(II)the RNC(Republican National Committee)and the(12)DNC
(Democratic National Committee), have given-lighted the hiring of the three mega-election-vendors by
the Secretary of State in all 50 states, and 3000+ ofour 3141 counties.
(Note: When we speak of ABC,CBS,NBC,CNN,and FOX with regard to election night, we are
speaking specifically of the NEWS DIVISIONS of the 5 major TV Networks as part ofthe
Election Night Gatekeepers. we are not referring to the on-air opinion commentator personalities
such as Sean Hannity. Tucker Carlson, Laura Ingraham, Chris Matthews, Megyn Kelly, Don
Lemon,etc.)

These 12 Election Night Gatekeepers are:
Oingkee
r mgdigsnotergioesepheaaffilinted , namely:
(1) ABC,(2)CBS,(3)NBC,(4)CNN,(5)FOX,(6) AP Wire,and (7)NEP (National Election
Pool), NEP is a virtually unknown corporation owned by ABC,CBS,NBC,CNN,FOX,and A?
Wire. NFP used to carry the name of VNS Voter News Service)from 1964 until 2004, when
apparently the name of VNS got too stinky after its role became increasingly well known the
1996 Iowa Caucus(Google -A House withous D(y)-s- by Jim Condit Jr.)and its role in dubious
projections during the 2000 campaign,especially projecting Al Gore in Florida at first. F0X's
Bill O'Reilly eventually apologized for reading these projections on air.
On the Friday before the 1998 November Election, Ted Koppers Nightline did an entire show
trying to explain why the various TV Network projections were arrived at independently, even
though the Networks were getting the exact same exit poll information at the exact same time
from the exact same corporation(VNS)which they jointly owned. The Nightline show was
undoubtedly responding to the book,"ViitCSCilril: The Stealing of America" By Ken and Jim
Collier, and the 60 radio appearances of Watch the Vote USA's founder, Jim Condit Jr.(which
reached over 700 radio station outlets, including the then 300 stations carrying the Chuck Harder
Show,and the 350 stations carrying the Roger Friedenberg show west of the Mississippi)from
February to November 1996.
Both the Collier book and the Condit radio talk show appearances tore the mask off of Voter
News Service and its role on election night. The Colliers and Jim Condit Jr, had been working
together since they first teamed up in 1985, and both the book and the radio appearances charged

that the fevv-arid-far-between Voter News Service conducted exit polls could not in any way be
scientific, and, in any case, were often deliberately falsified to prepare the public for the
computerized "results" to be announced later than night by the TV Networks.
Despite the name change from 'VNIS to NEP (Nationtil FlectioR:Pool), nothing essentially
changed with regard to the operation or its role on election night. The owners of both remained
ABC,CBS,NBC,CNN,FOX,and AP wire.
- 3 ntysterious private. virtually unkan a-to-the-public megancorporation electimunguisna, which
are:
(8)ES&S(Election Systems & Software),(9)Hart interCivic„ and (10)Dominion. These
three "count" approximately 99% ofthe USA vote on election nights on their privately owned
secret, computer programs, with the full permission and protection of all 50 Secretaries of State
and all 3000+ county Boards of Election which hire one of these 3 mega-election vendors.
(Dominion acquired the election divisions of Diebold and Sequoia circa 2013. Again, the name of
Diebold became too stinky as it became increasingly known that one of the Diebold officials
bragged something to the effect that they would deliver the 2004 Presidential election to
President George W. Bush.) — These same three mega-election vendors process the votes in about
96% ofour 3141 counties in the USA. You can find out which counties use which mega-electionvendors at the excellent website, VerifiedVoting.org.

A check shows that as of November 2017, 86 ofthe SE counties in Ohio use either ES&S, Hart
InterCivic, or Dominion; the other two counties in Ohio use a small company, Unisyn Voting
Solutions, which respected Ejection Integrity investigator Lynn Landes has stated may he a front
for ES&S. VerifiedVoting.org also documents that ES&S process ALL the votes in the state of
Alabama. Ronnie Dugger reported in his 2004 article in "The Nation" magazine, entitled "How
They Could Steal the Election This Time" that ES&S was "counting"60% of the votes in the
USA.(Ill) And yet, this extraordinary concentration of power seems to be of no concern to any
major media "investigator", nor to any major leader in the Republican or Democratic Party.
Since the 1970s,the predecessors ofthese corporations, such as CES(Computer Election
Services),BRC(Business Records Corporation), and on and on — have morphed one into the
other periodically, with again,the secretive and defensive mode ofoperation always being the
exact same with all ofthese 3 companies, their predecessors, and all the smaller election vendors
which have conducted computerized elections in lesser numbers ofour counties over the decades
since circa 1973.
Also. Scyti, a company now based in Spain, is a growing influence with increasing ties to the
above three named mega-vendors; Scyth specialty is the most vulnerable and insecure method of
voting and tabulating there is of all --- internet voting!
(These entities change somewhat from year to year due to ownership transfers etc which at least in
pert are designed to confuse the public. While the names and owners ofthese media companies
and mega vendor change and have chained regularly since the 1970s, the policies remain the
same)
The 2 leading committees ofthe two major political parties, namely the:
(11)RNC(Republican National Committee)and the(12)DNC(Democratic National
Committee), which have green-lighted and fully approved their Secretaries of State in all 50
states, and their county Board of Election officials circa 3000 ofour 3141 counties, hiring one of
these three mega election-vendor companies(ES&S, Hart Intercivic, Dominion). Then, in a

complete abdication oftheir election night responsibilities, the election officials have allowed
whichever one ofthese three mee,a-election Vendors they have hired, to process our votes on
their secret computer programs. Furthermore, the .RNC and DNC have green-lighted all these
Republican & Democratic election officials to sign contracts with these three election-vendors,
and the other minor computer-election vendors which state that said election officials will not
exam me the source code of the programs which tell the election computers what to do on election
night, and will not sue these election vendors no matter what happens on election night
The Election Night CateKeepers What They Do:
(Please keep in mind that some ofthese corporations could have bought and sold each other since the
Trump Presidential Commission on Election integrity(PCEO has beenArmed We urge everyone,
including election integrity investigators and members ofthe PCEI to NOTget lost in the weeds. if
Dominion, or Hart interCivic, or ES & Shave changed corporate names at some point, or ifthe 3 71,
Network or News Election Pool(NEP)appoint an intermediary company to do some or all oftheir exit
polls, or to be the intermediary between the unverifiable computerted election results on election night
and the announcement ofthese alleged election results by the 3 TV Networks do not be me.smeri:ed Keep
your eye on the ball: that the progression ofevents on before election deo,, on election day, and on election
night are accurately described below)
The RNC and the DNC and all their Republican and Democratic election officials involved in using these
election vendors ofcomputerized election systems totally abdicate their responsibility to the public and
the nation on election night.
The mega-election-vendors ofcomputerized election systems uniformly insist, and have always insisted,
on taking the ballots out of the sight of the people before the ballots are hand-counted, and then insist on
processing the ballots on their secret computer programs without any oversight from public election
officials.
By three standing US Supreme Court decisions., these computerized elections are illegal because the chain
ofcustody ofthe ballots is broken, meaning the voter has no idea whether his or her vote was counted
accurately, or counted at all, possibly having been completely switched physically or electronically for
another falsified ballot.
And the 5 TV Networks and AP Wire hide what is happening from the American public, holding forth
that the those private company executives running the computerized election systems, and the election
officials who hired them,are above reproach and do not need to be questioned in any way. This
horrendous attitude on the part of ABC,CBS, NBC,CNN and FOX is proven by the fact that there has
not been one investigation by these TV Networks into any of the issues raised by this Watch The Vote
USA report. Instead, these Big TV Networks have rather acted as ifthey are the PR agents, enablers,
protectors, and hired hands for the entire,easily-rigged computerized election systems which are in place,
as well as for the coalition of private entities behind it and responsible for it.

Here is what happens on election day and election night:
I. The exit polls reported to the public by the 5 Big TV Networks are officially sanctioned andior
commissioned by NEP(National Election Pool), owned by the 5 Big TV Networks and AP wire. These
arguably un-scientific exit polls are then, real or falsified, given to the 5 TV Networks at the exact same
time by NEP. The exit polls are then reported to the public in a pretend competition-charade by the 5 Big
TV networks who all hold forth that they are rushing to predict the winners and lasers "first".
To examine the unscientific nature of these NEP conducted exit polls, see the 1992 book,"11,21.0,-.Nau

:The Stealing of America" by James & Kenneth Collier, and the article "A House
I) re
by Jim Condit Jr, appearing in the November 1996 issue of"Chronicles Magazine", and now
also online.
VNS(Voter News Service, the predecessor oftoday's NEP)admitted in the national media in the
1992 New Hampshire Republican Presidential Primary, and NEP admitted in the 2016
Democratic Primaries - that their exit polls were wrong because the Pat Buchanan supporters in
1992 and the Bernie Sanders supporters in 2016 were more willing, to talk to the exit poll takers
than those supporting President Bush in 1992 and Hillary Clinton in 2016. In 1992 the exit polls
for the New Hampshire Primary showed that Buchanan would beat then President Bush,and in
2016 the exit polls often showed that Sanders would defeat Hillary Clinton,- but the published
computerized vote count showed the opposite.
In 1996 at the New Hampshire primary, the VNS exit poll lady told our team what we observed: VNS
started their exit polling at 9 AM,roughly two hours after the polls opened, missing the morning rush
hours, and that the results were called into VNS beginning at 5 PM,roughly two hours before the polls
close, thus missing the evening rush hours, And,furthermore, the exit poll lady admitted that only about I
out of /5 voters were willing to be exit polled (people are private, or have to rush to work, or have to pick
up the kids at school, or take Grandma to the doctor, etc). So where is the scientific basis for such exit
polls? This is only the tip ofthe iceberg. What the Big TV Networks did with their entrance poll in the
1996 Iowa Presidential Caucus is even more shocking and obviously fraudulent, as revealed in the above
referenced article,"A House without Doors", and the 1996 radio talk shows interviewing Watch The
Vote's Jim Condit Jr.
The late Jim Collier used to point out the implausibly of exit polls from around the country, in view of
the state of technology in the 1970s and 19130s, being called in to Voter News Service and collated, and
analyzed in time for the TV Networks to often make incredibly precise projections, even in close races, as
the polls were closing and long before any votes were even counted and reported. In "Votescam; the
Stealing of America" the Colliers relate Ken Collier's 1970 race against incumbent congressman Claude
"Red" Pepper, in which the news media ultimately appealed to ONE voting machine in Dade County,
Florida, never specified, to make a projection for incumbent Pepper as the winner right as the polls
closed, It's hilarious, but a harbinger of what was about to descend on the USA and its people.
2. To take a step back, these same networks issue alleged public opinion polls months leading up to a
Presidential elections, and other elections of nationwide significance. In most cases the public opinion
polls prepare the publicfor the exit polk conducted on election day, which almost always prepare the
publicfor the computer results to be published later on election night
(This pattern, described immediately above, was disrupted on election night 2016 in the
Presidential contest, for probable reasons mostly beyond the scope of this paper. But suffice it to
say that, in light ofthe huge crowds at Trump rallies, usually 5,000 to 25,000 people for 14
months straight all over the nation,compared to non-existent crowds of 100 to 400 at Hillary
Clinton rallies, including local Democrats virtually forced to attend, -- and in light ofthe 1000 to
I ratio ofTrump signs to Hillaty signs in the rural areas, and the 100 to 1 ratio ofTrump signs to
Hillary signs in the cities, -- the Big Network Public Opinion Polls published for months leading
up to the election, showing Hillary Clinton far ahead,seem to have been deliberately falsified to
shape public opinion, rather than to reflect it. In fact, numerous commentators., not given
publicity by the 5 TV Networks or related national media, have stated the opinion that rather than
losing the popular vote by 3 million votes, that Trump actually won by up to 10 million votes, that the computer results, according to these opinions, were warped by computer fraud
perpetrated by election hackers, or even the big election vendors themselves. The scary part, the
part that should concern every American, is that no one can prove what was the case, either way.,

since the chain ofcustody of the ballots was spoiled in 49 states and one halfof New Hampshire.
That is the whole point ofthis Watch the Vote report to the Presidential election commission.)
3. On election day,and now leading up to election day in early voting, the people vote using the systems
presented to them by their local county Board of Elections.
4.96%+ ofthe votes of the American people are then processed on the secret, easily-rigged computer
programs of three mega-vendors ofcomputerized election systems without any oversight by election
officials over this process, or any effective checks and balances on election day or night.
5. When the three mega-election vendors approve the results in each county, they are then released to the
county election officials via the local computers,and,the election officials, in turn, take these results on
blind faith, and report these alleged results to the local news media.
6 NEP gets these results from either the local counties, or from the three mega-election vendors.
7. NEP then reports the results, county by county, state by state, directly or indirectly., to their six owners,
the five TV Networks and AP wire.
8. The 5 TV Networks announce the results to the nation, and AP wire sends the results of the state and
national elections, especially the Presidential election, to all ofthe establishment print media, both
national and local publications,
9. If there are any recounts, which are rare, then the ballots are brought out about two or three weeks later,
as a rule, after having been out of the public sight for these weeks. How the ballots are prepared before
the public is allowed to see them again may vaiy, but the public has no idea if the ballots brought out for
the recount are the same ballots marked by the voters. Needless to say, in an estimated 25% of the country
where no paper ballots are used, there is no way to even theoretically double check the published
computer results.
A more extensive treatment of this subject. can be found at the website ElectionNightGatekeepers.com.
The solution, in any case,is hand-counted paper ballots counted by pre-sekcted voters from each
neighborhood precinct BEFORE the bidlots leave the public sight. This way it is impossible for
anyone or any entity to rig the election results from a remote,central location.

The following points, related to the above report., are included for the
consideration of the readers and Election integrity Investigators:
"fr Do the local election officials or the 50 Secretaries of State even know the names ofthe actual
people employed by these mega-vendors who program the software which tells the election
computers in the USA what to do on election night? According to our research and contact with
election officials over decades, the answer is "No".(M)
No one front Russia; no lone-ranger hacker; and no one from the mega-election-vendors, ES&S,
Hart, and Dominion,can possibly alter the results ofa election conducted by hand counting paper
ballots at each neighborhood polling place BEFORE the ballots are removed from the public sight.
Such a hand count of paper ballots prevents the current Election Night Gatekeepers, or anyone
else, from using modern technology to warp or falsify or computer-rig an election from a central
location, or a string ofcentral locations. Those who profess concern that"Russia" hacked the 2016
Presidential election, show no interest in this one step --(hand-counting the ballots BEFORE the

ballots leave the public sight) a step that that would prevent ANY ENTITY or ANYONE ikon
electronically hacking any USA election from a central location.
Every 20-year-old young person knows that there are numerous ways to hack computers, most
definitely including election computers. This was demonstrated in the HBO documentary
"Hacking Democracy by votefraud investigator Bev Harris and computer expert Harry Hursti. At
the recent Del'Con Convention held in August 2017 in Las Vegas, Nevada, numerous independent
computer experts demonstrated how election computers can be hacked. Indeed, as reported in the
groundbreaking article by Dr. Susan L.M. Huck in the November 1976 Issue of American Opinion
Magazine,the Los Angeles Times sponsored "war games" between two sets ofcomputer experts a
few years earlier. One team was commissioned to try and hack into simulated computer elections,
while the other team tried to prevent the first team from succeeding in hacking the simulated
election. Then the teams would switch roles. In 35 contests, the hackers won every time.
Indeed, the commission to which this report is submitted, President Trump's Presidential
Commission on Election Integrity(PCEl), heard testimony from Harry Hurst' at its September
12th, 2017 meeting in New Hampshire that election computers are able to be hacked in numerous
ways. Hursti was backed up by two other top experts, Professor Andrew Appel from Princeton and
Professor Ronald Rivest from MIT.
The Washington Post reported on September 13,2017 that Commission Board Member and
former Ohio Secretary of State Ken Blackwell stated right after the testimony ofthese experts
concluded that he was "duly shaken", a reaction that should be shared by every alert American
concerned about honest elections.

Current Ohio Secretary'ofState John Misted made national news on several cable and
broadcast networks shortly before the 2016 Presidential Election when he went on camera
nationwide via CNN and other outlets to assert that no one could hack a Presidential Election in
the USA because the election was completely decentralized in that it is run by 3141 separate
counties. This sounds good until one realizes that 96% of those counties are counted on the secret
software ofone ofthree mysterious mega-corporation-election-vendors(ES&S, Hart Dominion),
which may be operating in collusion behind the scenes for a powerful special interest or interests
unknown.
As has been explained in numerous forums,including articles, videos, and live testimonies, those
rigging a computer election do not have to be physically present to do so. To believe Mr.John
Husted's analysis,one would have to forget about wireless, cell phone, and satellite technology. In
the groundbreaking 1996 report,"Pandora's Black Box: Did It Really Count Your Vote?" by Dr.
Philip O'Halloran(found linked on "WatchTheVoteUSA.com under the"More" menu tab and on
the homepage of Votefratid.org), O'Halloran wrote about a conversation with an official at one of
the large election vendors in which the official confirmed that there were modems in his
company's election computers through which his company could query the ongoing election
results during the election day, When O'Halloran asked ifthese two-way modems could be used to
manipulate the results as well as monitor them,the conversation and communication was
effectively terminated by the company official.
So, it is essential to realize that even though elections in the USA are in fact run by 3000+ separate
counties in the USA,this does not necessarily mean a thing ifall the computers, and therefore the
computer vote counts can be accessed, queried, and falsified by either hard wire connection-- or
remote cell phone,satellite, or other wireless-type type technologies.

By the way,on the WatchileVoteUSA.corn website, we have an audio of Ohio Secretary of State
John Husted confirming at The Farm Wedding Hall before a Tea Party audience in September
2012 that in fact the contracts with the Election Vendors in Ohio prevent the election officials of
Ohio from looking at the computer software election programs of the hired election vendors,
which computer programs tell the election computers what to do on election night. What Husted
candidly admitted is true in 100% ofthe counties in 49 states, and about halfof the counties in
NH.
);- As far hack as 1985,in Schntzman vs. the Hamilton County Board of Elections(Cincinnati,
Ohio), the head ofXavier University's computer operations, Mr. Robert Strunk, in an official
report to the Judge in that case, Hamilton County Common Pleas Judge Richard Niehaus,
informed the Court that the Hamilton County election computers were connected to the outside
world during the election count by a hard wire connection. The full Strunk report is available at the
election integrity website of Lynn Landes, sAww.Thet.andesReport.c,om,
Indeed, in his 1985 decision in Schutzman vs. the Hamilton County Board of Elections, Judge
Richard Niehaus stated,"There are no safeguards to prevent the computers from being
programmed to distort the election results," Despite this sound judicial decision, no changes were
made to the system in Hamilton County, Ohio,as the Court of Appeals disgracefully overturned
Judge Niehaus's excellent ruling two years later, stating something to the effect that the county
judge had no jurisdiction over the county election computers.
(This Appeals Court Ruling in Ohio was emblematic and representative ofcourt rulings across the
country since the I 970's which have universally protected these indefensible, easily-rigeed
computerized elections,as well as protecting the election vendors which process these
computerized elections on their secret software programs, and protecting the election officials who
hire these vendors.)
If a real-life Sherlock Holmes,Nancy Drew,Colombo,or Jim Rockford were looking at
elections in the United States since at least as far hack as 1988, 29 years ago, the first thing
they would notice is the unholy concentration of power invested in the hiring of only 3 mega.
election vendors to process the elections in over 3000 counties(96%)in the USA.
However, in the Big Media in the USA the real-world reporters and so.called investigators
have no curiosity about this aspect of USA elections, or about any other aspect related to the
(hunters of computerized elections.
Thankfully,there have been real life Calumioos and Nancy Drews in the independent
media,including, roogitly in order of their time ofinvolvement in the computer
votefrand
.Ron Keller(1964)„lifo & Km Collier 097o,Jerome Sauer in Louisiana(1970
Dr. Sown 1_41. 1in4(1976), Watch the Vole USA 's Jira Condit Jr.(1979), Ronnie
Duitger(1988), Dr. Philip OWedlaron (1996), Don Gwen/Coo'(199(), Christopher
Hallyn 0004 80° Harris(20#0._Lyw geldes,(2000, Dr. Loom Pressley (2014),
Debbie',mignon (2015), as well as Unipersity academics such as Dr. Howard
Strauss ofPrinceton, Professor Doug Jones ofthe UniversiO ofkwa, Dr, David
Eill ofStanford,
qfilarvorti,among(niters,,ketlesmilLway
had ia the late 1970s, who compiled mporisfor the Department ofCommerce,

Vickie Karp,former national chair ofthe Coalitionfor Visible Ballots and codirector of VoteRescue, the latter an Anstin,Texas-baSed citizens election integrity
group, believes "citizens count, one vote at a lime" Vat,Res 'ue hosted a radio show
with that tide, and Ms.'carp is also co-author and editor ofHACKED!High-Tech
&MIMI Theft in America, and many other valiant Election Integrity investigators
and activists are surely not included in this list
In the field ofcomputerized elections, skepticism and questions until recently have
been treated as if THEY were the crimes. This runs counter to the entire history of
investigations and the scientific method.
When you are dealing in a field with temptation to commit theft of any kind you must
set up systems that treat everyone as a suspected and potential criminal_ not treat those
running the systems as above reproach and beyond question.
When you are dealing with suspected criminals, shoplifters, embezzlers, or vote
thieves — yon do not give them the benefit of the doubt,you treat them as!impeded
ceiroinals until they are cleared. You set up a system with such checks and loalances that
no one is even tempted to cheat for fear ofgetting caught. Such a system is detailed in
Part 3of this report.
As one qfthe computer experts said in live testimony before the September 12, 2017session of
the Presidential Commission on Election integrity, we must run elections in such a way that
we do not need so trust any person or any company,
•>. While some ofthe language in this report is pretty harsh when referring to election
officials over the last 45 years or so, our intent is not to pick a tight, alienate,or insult the
members of this commission. We rather hope our observations and documentation will help
this Presidential Commission on Election Integrity to finally fix the problems that are inherent
in computer voting systems by returning the official count to hand-counted paper ballots
BEFORE the ballots leave the public sight.
The policy and goals of these twelve Election Night Gatekeepers, has been to make sure
that ballots are removed from the public sight before they can be counted. This is what
vote crooks have done throughout history. Communist Dictator Joseph Stalin famously
said,"Those who cast the votes decide nothing; those who count the votes decide
everything."
The large mega-election-vendors are highly resistant to answering questions or giving
information about the real election night vote-counting process(which they hope the
American people never think about), because they know that the 5 Big TV Networks and
related "mainstream" Big Media will continue to erect an effective curtain between the eyes of
the people and WHO the election night gatekeepers are and WHAT the Election Night
Gatekeepers do on election night.
> The goal of oar group,,Hiatlalig Vott,tat‘,, is to defang the Election Night Gatekeepers
Syndicate,

A hand emu ofpaper ballots in neighborhood polling places
BEFORE the ballots leave the sight ofthe public — ensures that
no one can rig an election.from a central location.

APPENDIX J
Legal Voter Registration
and Identification

Appendix
Legal Voter Registration & Identification
WatchTheVoteUSA.corn

The right of the voter to not have their vote diluted by having illegal voters vote, or legal voters voting
illegally by voting rnore than once, or by having 'dead people casting a vote cannot be ignored.
These following items are contained in cur Part 3, but since these pertain specifically with the issues
of leg& registration they are copied here intact for closer consideration:

32)Picture-voter ID cards, used only for voting, must be issued to all registered votersfor free by each
county Boards of Elections,just as drivers licenses are now issued by the Bureau of Motor Vehicles.
Stations around each county could be 4deputized" to issue these cards for those who have trouble
traveling, and a special unit of the board of elections could issue such cards to individuals who are
hospitalized or homebound due to illness or age. The Board of Elections and its designated places would
have to have cameras,just as The Bureau of Motor Vehicles(BMVs)do now,to take picture IDs of those
registered voters who are registering to vote for the next election. The Board of Elections, like the
militant', and police departments,and the fire departments, are money losers for the voters, but are
necessary to protect our country in relation to each of their necessary duties. The free picture
Identification,and the roving registration teams for the infirm, will solve the objection for poor or
financially strapped voters, or for those who find it difficult to travel. Those who object to picture 1Ds
under these circumstances — must want dishonest elections — or are really stupid.
(Principle: make it as easy as possiblefor everyone to vote, rind minimize a voter voting illegally once, or
voting twice or more by mandatory use of the picture ID. Note: the danger of VOTERfraud is nothing
compared to Election-Vendorfraud perpetrated by election-vendors as big as ES&S, Hart interdvic„ or
Dominion, which three mega-election vendors combined ore processing.96%+ of the vote in the USA on
their secret computer programs, off limits to voters, candidates, and even election officials, by their(the
vendors)demands, uniformly upheld by the courts — sofar.)
*******
33)Instant and same day registration would be done away with. Voters would have to register at least
30 days in advance of election day to be eligible to vote. *Ease of voting' is NOT the only concern, nor is
'making it as easy as possible for every citizen to vote', especially for those who don't even care much
about when election day is. Those who were apathetic this year, but wake up to the importance of
voting after the 30 day deadline has passed — can register for next year's election and vote every year
thereafter. Equally important as ease of voting, is that none of the already eligible voters have their vote
diluted in any way, as demanded by the three above referenced US Supreme Court decision. See
hti,p;Illevw;,v.viatchihmkeuw.comlu,•-sgpreme-court-Oecisiom,
(Principle: Minimize the possibility ofa voter voting illegally by confronting election workers with claims
they cannot always resolve quickly and accurately.)

34)in past decades many boards of elections mailed out postcards to every registered voter about 4
weeks in advance of election day, after the 30 day period for registration before election day had
passed.The postcards that were returned due to the death of the voter or due to change of residency
helped to keep the list of registered voters clean. This should be done again, or something that
accomplishes the same goal
(Principle: Minimize the possibility ofa voter voting illegally by confronting election workers with claims
they cannot always resolve quickly and accurately.)
*******
35)The purple finger Nipping one's finger in purple ink after voting), as has been done in India and
elsewhere,should be looked at seriouslyfor use in the(iSA. Once all early voting is eliminated from
election day once again,the "purple finger" would go a long way towards preventing people from
physically going from one place to another on election clay in order to vote more than once.
(Principle: Minimize the possibility ofa voter voting illegally by confronting election workers with claims
they cannot always resolve quickly and accurately.)
*******
36)Some method to allow dead voters to be removed from voting roles must be instituted. Perhaps
some counties have already worked this out, but perhaps a national ,.vebsite or at least State websites
where coroners uploaded death notices would be a help. in turn these could be searched and collated
by Federal or State election offices or the public to see who has died and must be removed from the
voter rolls.
(Principle:Stop dead peoplefrom "voting" by those trying to commitsystematic election fraudfrom any
source.)
*******
37)Ways should be explored to ensure that a voter cannot be registered in more than one county.
This writer cannot imagine a way to do this without a national database in which each county could
check to remove a voter from his or her last county of residence before registering him or her in the
current county in which he or she reside. I know there are MAJOR, perhaps decisive objections to a
national database of voters and even some on our Watch The Vote USA team are TOTALLY opposed to
any kind of a national database of voters.This writer just can't figure any way to make sure a voter isn't
registered in more than one county without a national database of voters. Maybe someone else is far
more imaginative on this point. Maybe it's already been solved, but this writer is unaware of it.
Perhaps this would be a step in the right direction: when a voter registers to vote in a new county,they
would be required to sign an affidavit listing the previous county he or she was registered In, if any.
Then, because all new voters eligible to vote in the next election would have already registered 30 days
In advance of election day,each local Board of Elections would have sufficient time to contact the
previous county listed by the voter. Then the previous county could remove that voter from the voter
rolls since they no longer live there. This would help ensure that each voter was only registered to vote
in one county at a time.
Deliberate attempts at fraud in this matter would result in fines and jail terms for each violator, whether
voter or election official
Universal databases are fraught with potential dangers, and we do not fall to recognize this. We bring
this up because the dangers of a National Database must be weighed against the dangers of people

being registered to vote in more than one county and making sure that the dead no longer have a "right
to vote".
The above suggested practices would be a step in the right direction to ensure that each voter is only
registered in one county at a time on each election day.
(Principle' To try to ensure that no voter is registered to vote in more than one county ot o time)

38) Every county must ensure that only United States citizens are registered to vote. Practices such as
allowing non-citizens to vote with driver's licenses must be ended.
Principle: Only eligible US voters ore to be allowed to vote.

PART 6
Appendices K-M

(Independent Material)

Disclaimer
The following Appendices(K-M)include articles or reports written by Election Integrity Experts
not associated with Watch The Vote USA,but which we fee/ are important enough to include
with prominence in our Watch The Vote USA report to the Presidential Advisory Commission
on Election Integrity.
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01)CHAIN OF CUSTODY
(Black Box Voting - Bev Harris

CHAIN OF CUSTODY
From www.Blackboxvotillgmrg

Bev liarris

Chain of custody: refers to the chronological documentation showing the collection, custody,
control, transfer, analysis, and disposition of physical or electronic evidence. Chain ofcustody
helps mitigate against alteration ofrecords, substitution ofrecords, removal of a portion of the
record, or addition offalse records.
Useful chain of custody methods include surveillance video; conducting election business in
open public meeting; and, to some extent, physical security measures can be helpful, such as
locks and seals and sign-in/out sheets
For elections to be accountable to the public, chain ofcustody should be observable and publicly
..kuthenticatable just like vote counts and voter participation records.
ITEMS RELATED TO CHAIN OF CUSTODY:

About Chain of Custody
By Bev Harris February 14, 2016

Elections chain of custody refers to physical and electronic evidence controls for:
who can vote
who did vote
— actual ballots as marked by each voter, and
evidence transfer and storage
Dispute resolution (recounts or litigation) and law enforcement measures need authentic
evidentiary records.
Proper accounting requires chain ofcustody measures, which auditors use to assess information
reliability. Accountants take chain ofcustody seriously and, when absent, auditors often write
"we decline to state an opinion" as to the correctness of the record."Decline to state" indicates a
failed audit and sometimes accompanies recommendations to refer a case to law enforcement.
Legitimate elections require public "right to know"(freedom of information)to allow the public
and the media to authenticate truth of results. Proper chain ofcustody safeguards are part of the
larger concept of political legitimacy.
Retention periods
In the U.S.,elections documents must be retained for 22 months in 11.deral contests.
Incurable uncertainty
Handling election records and data must be scrupulously careful in order to demonstrate to the
public that there has been no tampering or contamination.
In court cases, chain ofcustody violations can result in refusal to admit evidence or even
throwing a case out. In elections, chain of custody violations can result in "incurable uncertainty"
and court orders to redo elections.

Useful chain of custody safeguards for elections
-- Durable, physical, objective, voter-marked records
Standard, public-records-available video surveillance
Clear identification of all persons present for each essential part ofthe election process
Meaningful public physical observation to allow authentication of votes and vote totals by any
person.
Election thain of eustukt issues
The "Australian Paper Ballot" method carefully addresses chain of custody for each phase of the
election:
I. Only official ballots used, with ballot accounting requited for the number of ballots printed,
voted, spoiled, and left over
2. In-person voting required under public observation of who comes in to vote
3. Publicly observable counting of ballots at each precinct
4. Public comparison of aggregated totals with component parts(publication of precinct detail
along with total tabulation).
Evolving voting methods have produced systems with significant holes in chain ofcustody
which can call election legitimacy into question. Three voting methods which produce breaches
in chain ofcustody are: vote-by-tnail: electronic voting; and Internet voting. These methods
make it difficult for the public to verify that:(a)all ballots cast were actually counted;(b)ballots
counted were not altered; and (c) unauthorized votes were not added.
When considering solutions
No magic wand solves all problems, but by establishing a series oftests which any voting
method must pass in order to be accepted, we can work towards a suite of solutions to improve
election integrity.
A litmus test for any voting system should begin with assessing its ability to achieve two
essentials:
1. Ensure right to vote
2. Protect the right ofany person to verify the count.
Public chain ofcustody is but one component of protecting., elections, but needs carefui
consideration when evaluating and voting system.

Appendix K: ACCOUNTABILITY
02) ABOUT RECOUNTS
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2016-11-24 — About recounts — A recount is only as good as its chain ofcustody, which
helps ensure that all ballots, and only real and legitimate ballots are counted.

About Recounts
By Bev Harris
November 25,2016

International election standards include, as part of free and fair elections, access to peaceful
dispute mechanisms.
Recounts check the accuracy of reported results. They do not require any specific anomalies,
though questionable statistical results sometimes prompt candidates to request recounts.
A different dispute resolution method, called a contest or an appeal, addresses anomalies with
litigation. Lawsuits may address irregularities like vote stuffing, vote suppression, provision of
wrong ballots, and certain voting machine malfunctions better than recounts, because a discovery
process accompanies litigation.
COMMON MISCONCEPTIONS
Requesting a recount doesn't require allegations of fraud. A recount simply verifies the count,
a basic part ofelection accountability.
— Characterizing those who seek recounts as "sore losers" or "tiyinc to discredit the system" is
inappropriate. Recounts serve to validate the election process.
A rerun is not the same thing as a recount. However, several states changed statutory
definitions of recounts by substituting words calling retabulations "recounts." A machine

retabulation is not a valid way to authenticate results produced by a machine. A true recount
compares voter-verified ballots against the machine result.
See also: When is a recount a sham? httviblackboxvoting.or&,hen-is-a-recourit-a-sham
HOW RECOUNTS WORK
A recount can be automatic or requested by a candidate or voter.
An automatic recount can be triggered when results are close.
A candidate can request a recount, though in some states the candidate must meet a threshold in
order to qualify.
Voters are the ultimate stakeholder in elections, and can request recounts in some(but not all)
jurisdictions. Elections actually belong to the voters, not to candidates or the government.
Whether or not voters are given legal standing to request a recount, they have moral standing and
should at least be allowed to inspect ballots under right-to-know laws.
Recount deadlines are quite tight, and differ from contest(lawsuit) deadlines. A recount cannot
be requested until the election is certified, and then usually must be requested almost
immediately. Each jurisdiction varies on timing, who can file, and cost.
Some voting systems,like paperless ORE machines and Internet voting cannot be recounted and
are not accountable to the public.
RECOUNT COSTS
Statutory recounts, triggered by close races, do not cost the candidate anything.
Non-mandatory recounts usually involve paying a deposit when making the request. If the
recount materially changes a result, the fee should be refunded.
Costs for recounts vary enormously,from reasonable and statutorily limited fees(Maine,
Vermont)to unaccountable and outrageous fees(California, Wisconsin), which allow election
officials to arbitrarily set fees?.
RECOUNT METHODS
A method called "sort and stack" offers simple, fast, and easily verifiable hand recounts.
I. Place ballots on a table where all can see.
2. Sort ballots into one stack for each candidate.
3. Deal out ballots from each stack one by one while counting out loud.
WHY A RECOUNT(;'A' CH ANG E THE RESULT

Election officials sometimes write down the wrong number.
Sometimes entire precincts, or certain voting machines, are found to be omitted from the count.
Sometimes a set of votes has been put through twice the first time votes were counted.
Write-in votes are sometimes incorrectly counted or not counted at all,
Issues like folded absentee ballots can produce voting machine miscounts:
Recounts may not catch incorrect results, when:
Ballots were added, omitted, or altered;
Eligible voters were prevented from voting;
- Voters were given the wrong ballots.
CAN A RECOUNT DETECT FRAUD?
Perhaps, but not reliably. Recounts may detect a possibility offraud, and may detect certain
kinds of voting machine miscounts. If the reason for a change of count systematically benefits
one candidate or subset of voters, it could he due to fraud. However,only law enforcement has
the standing and resources to determine whether criminal intent can be established.
Election officials will typically point to either "human error" or"a software malfunction" to
explain discrepancies, but in truth, the issue ofintent can rarely be determined. It may be
possible to ascertain that intentionality exists, with subpoena power and access to wiretaps and
banking records, but this level ofinvestigation is unusual after an election. Occasionally election
fraud activities are detected in the course of other corruption investigations.
Some types ofelection fraud, such as absentee ballot stuffing, are more easily deteded than
others.
Recounts may detect central tabulator fraud or ballot scanner tampering, but because
computerized voting fraud is most easily accomplished by persons with inside access, and the
same people may have access to the ballots, they are more likely to use their access to adjust
ballots so that they match the count than to allow themselves to be caught by offering up
unadjusted recount ballots. For this reason, if doing a recount for the purpose of detecting voting
machine tampering observers should focus concurrently, and intensively, on ballot chain of
custody.
CHAIN OF CUSTODY IN RECOUNTS
A recount is only as good as its chain ofcustody, which helps ensure that all ballots, and only
real and legitimate ballots are counted.
See also: About chain of custody — http:./hlackboxvoting.orgfabout-chain-of-custody
Any time ballots are transported from one place to another they are at risk for tampering. As
ballots are brought out for recount, observers should note whether they are in correct. containers,

seals are intact, portions of the container can be opened other than the sealed area, whether
number of ballots matches number ofsigned names on participating voter list, and whether ballot
storage was documented with surveillance cameras.
ANOTHER.FORM OF RECOUNT
Only an official recount can change official election results. However, using freedom of
information laws, members of the public can conduct their own recounts.
Time limits are longer for public records inspections than for recounts.
Public records recounts cost less and can evaluate accuracy ofthe count in a more holistic way,
looking at many candidates and also several different kinds ofrecords.
See also: What constitutes an election audit? ht
election

c 'bm,:v.ofirw,„im_aoL o
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Unofficial recounts can also use ballot images, which are pictures of ballots automatically
created by voting machines when they record each ballot. Ballot images are countable either one
by one, by human examination, or using open source public software such as that developed by
Mitch Trachtenberg for the Humboldt County Transparency Project.
Ballot images can be compared with actual ballots, especially when pegged to the ballots with a
unique identifying number.
See also: The Brakey Method: Intp:fiblackboxvoting.orgithe-brakev-axibps1
Use of right-to-know laws for ballot inspection has been blocked by some states.'
Despite obstructive actions by some elections officials, one of the most optimistic developments
in election transparency is the new area ofenabling citizen-initiated recounts, through release of
ballot images combined with allowing ballot inpections under public right-to-know law.

NOTES:
1. ACE Encyclopaedia: Election Integrity (Version 1.0) — Fair Process; Transparency;
Complaints and Appeals http:!i"oceproject.orOnaitv'eng.lisiveilei.htm 4-1
2. Stanislaus County,. California set an example for exhorbitant recount fees by charging
City of Riverbank mayoral candidate Virginia Madueflo $2,000 an hour, more than five
times the amount the county charged for its 2008'Measure S' recount.
See: Ken Carlson: Former Riverbank mayor contests bill for mcount, Modesto Bee,
03/14/2013,(original link is now dead; was:
http://www.modbee.com/2013/03/14/2622408/former-riverbank-mayor-contests.htrni)
Relevant excer s:

-The Stanislaus County election office charged her campaign $10.217 for the Dec, 10
recount, or about $2,000 an hour.
Sacramento attorney Amber Maltbie,,representing Maduegio„ said the registrar of voters
office gave them written statements that the recount would cost $300 an hour with a
$2A00 deposit required each day of the recount.
After the count was cut short the first day. Maduetio'S campaign expected that part ofthe
$2,400 deposit from Riverbank Councilwoman Dotty Nygard would be refunded. But
they received a county invoice Jan. 25 stating the total cost was $10.217.28.
A $7,817 balance was owed,the letter said.
Maltbie said the figure was more than three times higher than the estimate given twice to
Madatnio's campaign.
The cost for the Dec. 10 count was more than five times the amount for the Measure S
recount in 2008. which cost $1,875„,and likely; sets a precedent for what candidates will
be charged for recounts in Stanislaus County..
-Three months after the recount, we are still trying to get to the bottom of it,'" said
Maitbie of Nossaman U.,P.Ifits permissible to he so incorrect with an initial estimate
and the requester is blindsided later, people are not going to exercise their right to a
recount. It will have a chilling effiect."-...
Maltbic cited recounts in California that cost less. including a rerun ofa Tulare County
supervisor race costing $4.370 in 2010 and the city of Cathedrars may oral recount last
year that was terminated after one day.costing $2,800. ...
Cost accounting wasn't so thorough for recounting Measure Ss a countywide road tax that
almost received two-thirds approval in 2008. The Yes on S Committee made a one-day
deposit of$2,500 and stopped the hand count at midday after a cheek of certain precincts
confirmed results. said Bill Bassitt, the C0111311iliee'S treasurer.
The county charged $1,875 and refunded the rest'
In another example. California citizen Dr.John Maa reported the following variation in
recount costs for Prop 29:
.0mtrage County:.29 per ballot
'Placer County:.94 per ballot
..Los Angeles County: $2.24 per ballot
Sacramento County:$3.86 per ballot
See: Brad Friedman: Arbitrary and Outrageous Costs for'Recounts' of Paper Ballot
Elections in California Continue to Stymie Citizen Authentication of Results, The
BradBlog,03119/20/3, ilistri::www.bradbfrtwomi?p'
,
:9926
Another example: FieStIO County Registrar of Voters effective/21 stopped a citizen-

organized attempt to recount 20/2 Prop 37 initiative results. While Orange County
charged S600/day for hand-counting ballots, and Sierra County charged $500/day,
Fresno set fees at $4,000/day in addition to a "start up" fee of$14,000
More: Brad Friedman: Forget About Fresno: How One CA County Clerk Stopped Prop
37's Oversight'Recount'
And why secretly taltied paper ballots undermine U.S. democracy, BradBlog.com,
02/04/2013, http;1!wv,rw.bradblog.corn -9848 4-)
3. Voting machines have been documented misreading thlded absentee ballots in Yakima
County, Washington and in a 2006 Wyoming election. For more on that see:
Ballot problems: Folded ballots and voting machines, Black Box Voting, 11/08/2006,
:
nachinti 4-)
garztarizipidsslzhgl.ots-1_,_„:uus.avalg
htt
ack
4. For example, in a Los Banos Calif. school board election, two incumbents were unseated
by just a few votes while hundreds of voters had been given wrong ballots. This caused
ineligible votes to be counted and some eligible voters to be unable to cast a vote. A
recount does not shed any light on such a miscount.
Thaddeus Miller: Election certified despite errors, Los Banos Enterprise, 12/01/2012,
http
losbanwnterprise.com/2012i1 2101119480610ertjon-certi ed-despiteexpahunt 4-)
5. For example, Wichita State University mathematician Beth Clarkson attempted to review
paper tapes from voting machines in an effort to explain statistical anomalies favoring
Republicans in certain jurisdictions.
More: Roxar3a Hegeman: WSI.1 statistician sues seeking Kansas voting: machine paper
tapes, Associated Press, 04/01/2015, http:ilwww,kansas.com4sewsloliticsgovernmentiarticle 1 7139890.html
In the above case, Kansas Secretaty of State Kris Kobach refused Clarkson's request,
arguing that Kansas law prohibits disclosure. Local officials claimed the request was
"unnecessarily burdensome" and refused to comply.
More: Roxana Ilegeman: Kansas seeks to block release of voting machine paper tapes,
Associated Press,08/26/201i, htjp:ifksn.corn1201.5108/24/kansas-seeks-to-block-releaseof-votina-nwhine-paper-tapes;
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Audits or Fraudits?
By Bev Harris
November 18, 2016

Most of the activities termed "audits" in elections are not audits at all, but are renity spot chocks.
An actual audit differs in these important ways:
It is holistic, cross-checking information from a variety ofsource documents;
- Discrepancies trigger nonrestricted expansion of the audit;
The entity being audited is not allowed to constrain the audit;
A real audit involves selections based on hunches, red flags, and suspicions as well as targeting
by random choice.
Why it's important to call it a spot check not an audit: A spot check. cannot prove an election
was sound or that its results were accurate, Ballot spot checks can help to discover errors and
may,in some cases, act as a deterrent for certain types ofelection fraud, but referring to spotchecks as "audits" produces false confidence and often causes election officials and the media to
overstate the implications ofthe spot check.
HOW TO DETECT A SHAM
I. All phases must be publicly observable. Were ballots sorted or chosen before observers
arrived? Was target selection fully transparent and public? Were any essential records deemed
"off limits"?
2. Precinct results must be published and publicly available well before samples are selected for
spot check..
3. Selection must be an unpredictable surprise. UNPREDICTABLE is not the same thing as
RANDOM. Also, there should not be any unobserved time lapse between selection and spot
check.

'Example: Fresno County California was preselecting its spot-check precincts two months before
the election. In the 2004 Ohio presidential recount, Cuyahoga County employees admitted to
choosing their own precincts for a spot check, stating "our random is our random,"(Watch the
film "Hacking PerooeratQf'for footage of this scene, videotaped by a citizen observer.)
4. All ballot questions must be checkable. Random selection of one or two races is unlikely to
pick the most controversial race, or the few races most at risk for fraud.
5. Selection must begin with the whole set of precincts, and public observers must have a way to
confirm that the whole set was used.
Example: Several years ago in West Virginia a county election official chose a "random sample"
of precincts using slips of paper in a hag. When an observer, videotaping the process, asked her
to empty out the bag to show that it contained a slip of paper for every precinct, the official
hurriedly left the room (holding the bag)and then returned with the bag containing all its
precincts. Computer selection may seem more professional than slips in a paper bag but is
actually even less transparent. Observers may have difficulty verifying that every one of the
hundreds of precincts in a large jurisdiction are actually included in the spot Check selection
program.
5. Every ballot should have some chance of being audited. There should be no subset or class of
ballots that are excluded from the audit.
Example: in San Diego County after the 2016 primary election, a large subset of vote-by-mail
ballots were excluded from the spot check. Knowing that this set would be excluded, these voteby-mail ballots could be targeted for election fraud with little risk.
6. Ifthe audit does reveal a descrepancy it must have a mechanism to increase scrutiny, such as
taking a larger sample or examining other kinds ofrecords.
Example; In San Diego County after the 2016 primary, a number of ballots were observed with
"whiteout" obliterating the original votes. Regardless of whether the reason given for the whiteout seems valid, this kind of discrepancy would need to be examined by expanding the study of
all ballots with white-out, and by incorporating statistical analysis to determine if the white-out
disproportionately affected one class of voters or one candidate.
7. A ballot spot check. must be hand counted not machine counted. A machine count cannot serve
as the primary way to authenticate another machine count.
8. There are four areas where election tampering can change results. A spot check or audit ofone
area does not cover the others. Tampering in any one of the four areas can alter the outcome,
FOUR AREAS TO AUDIT
a. Who can vote
b. Who did vote
c. Counting ofthe vote
d. Chain of custody
Auditing who can vote examines whether
(I) AU eligible voters would have been allowed to vote
(2)Any ineligible voters could have voted.
Auditing who did vote examines whether
(1)Number of voters matches number of votes, and determining if turnout percentage was within

normal bounds
(2)Any eligible voters were turned away
(3)Any ineligible voters cast votes
Auditing the counting of the vote examines whether:
(1)A human examination of ballots matches results reported by machine
(2) Ballot images* (pictures of ballots) match reported count
(3) Ballot images match actual ballots
• Because ballot images are an electronic record, giving public access to ail ballot images can
speed up verification of election results as long as the public can compare ballot images to
actual ballots.(See"The Brakev Method")

Auditing chain of custody examines whether:
(1)The votes counted included all the ballots, extra ballots, or altered ballots
(2) Whether all essential components can be shown to be the original element.
Example: Shelby County Tennessee August 2010,a records inspection sought to determine
whether poll tapes (results printed from each precinct machine) matched reported results from
the central tabulator. The poll tapes were not made available until 12 days after the election.
During the 12-day interval, additional voting machines were set up in an adjoining room and
were observed printing poll tapes. Prior to that, poll tapes had been observed in a trash bag.
Inspectors were not able to determine whether the poll tapes they were given to inspect were the
originals.

Appendix K ACCOUNTABILITY
04)CAUCUS INTEGRITY
(Black Box Voting a Bev Harris

2016.02-01 — Caucus integrity — Caucus chain of custody has sometimes been a weak area.
In a caucus the count happens two places,first at the local precinct and next at the state
where they add up all the local results. Rick for vote counts being changed as they move
from precinct to state; provides detailed examples of several chain of custody failures in the
2012 Iowa caucus

Caucus integrity
By Bev Harris
February 1,2016

A caucus is an election style where participants come together in a meeting to first discuss, then
vote. The process is more transparent than most U.S. elections because you can see who can
vote, who did vote, observe the vote count,and (hopefully)observe the chain ofcustody. With
caucuses, chain ofcustody has been a weak area. Sometimes party bosses set up procedures to
remove chain ofcustody from public view, and in that way, they can control the outcome no
matter how transparent the rest of it is. It doesn't need to be this way.
What's meant by "chain ofcustody" in a caucus? Simple: The count happens two places, first at
the local precinct and next at the state where they add up all the local results. If vote counts can
be changed as they move from precinct to state, and if this can be achieved without anyone
seeing it, you have a chain of custody problem which can create "incurable uncertainty" for
election results.
Republican Party chiefs grudgingly admit this happened in Iowa's 2012 presidential caucus,
where results traveling from precinct. to the state reporting center got Jost, and produced
impossible totals(such as more votes than voters) in dozens of locations.'
At first the party bosses announced that Mitt Romney had won; they were forced to reconsider
when a false total favoring Romney was flagged from Appanoose County by caucus participant
Edward True (true story, name and all). At first party officials "stood by"the false nwnhee; next
decided not to comment until further notice'', and finally said they would never know the true

result(incurable uncertainty), while admitting that, apparently, a different guy won (Rick
Santorum).1 Even more egregious chain ofcustody breaches took place in Maine's 2012 caucus,'''.
and Nevada came up with just plain impossible numbers.
This can only happen if observable chain of custody is missing or delayed. It's missing when
state party officials announce a total without also publishing 100 percent of the precinct results.
It's delayed when election officials claim they won't release all the parts ofthe total until days,
or weeks, after they announce the total. Ofcourse, because the total is a sum of its parts, you
have to know the parts before you can know the whole,so it makes no sense to announce a
winner but claim you can't release precinct results until later.
If you hide the parts and a guy like True says one of them is false, as long as you delay
publication of other parts you can still cling to a wrong total by shifting some of the other
precinct results around.
ELECTIONS ARE POLITICAL
Political ethics follow a different script than you and I do in everyday life, partly because we
don't hold politicians accountable as rigorously as we should! The duty of party leaders is to
deliver a win. If obscuring a portion of the process helps deliver that win, integrity loses.
In regular elections software counts the votes, automatically obscuring counting from the public.
But caucuses(usually) don't use software to count votes at precinct level. The only place left to
obscure the process is in the transfer from precinct to state totals, Idealistic ethics get picked off
like ticks as political players move up the ladder. Moving vote totals from precinct to state levels
transfers vote data from the most idealistic participants(local citizens) to the most ambitious,
beholden, and pragmatic players(state political bosses).
Election integrity doesn't need to depend on trust and confidence in someone else's ethics.
SOLUTIONS FOR CAUCUS CHAIN OF CUSTODY
In 2015, Microsoft announced that it was providing a technology solution for Iowa's 2016
caucuses, providing both a technology to transmit precinct results and a media center to display
them in "real time."
That's a great start but not the whole solution. The Sanders campaign, and probably all the other
campaigns, know that and made efforts to address it.
Did Sanders shun Microsoft? Or just set up prudent checks and balances?
Shortly before the caucus, Democratic presidential candidate Bernie Sanders said that in addition
to Microsoft's technology his campaign had developed their own precinct reporting app. This
was reported as "suspicion" of Microsoft, casting the issue in terms of trust rather than focusing
on the more essential issues ofelection transparency and accountability.'The Sanders campaign
said their parallel method was to check and confirm and make sure precinct results were
available timely. MSNBC,however, used the term "suspicious" four times and "conspiracy
theory" once in their coverage ofthe Sanders app.'
Headline:"Sanders camp suspicious of Microsoft's influence in Iowa Caucus" ..."The
arrangement has aroused the suspicions ofaides to Sanders" "During the 2004 presidential
election, for instance, there was widespread suspicion on the left about Diebold voting
machines." ... "With Sanders supporters already suspicious of meddling from forces they see as

hostile to their candidate, including the Democratic Party and corporations, the backup system
could help tamp down questions and conspiracy theories."
MSNBC missed the point and diverted attention away from accountability to trust and
confidence. Here's how MSNBC's reporting could have been vastly more helpful. Compare:
"The Iowa Democratic Party has always believed in the importance of new election technology,
and ... we completely trust the integrity of their staff and the app. MSNBC reporting, quoting
Sam Lau
Instead, they could have talked about something like this:
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Or, instead on
"He has complete confidence in the Iowa Democratic Party, and absolute trust on integrity,"
(MSNBC quoting Pete D'Alessandro)
They could have said something like this:
Lal3mw esIg .!mi any q. •
videotape Ihe count and fake apkwre of thc revult.v
w?Ything theY•
f-z;w?
.t;!. their ,, wchd network ming Twiffe?., Fuothook,
par0:wan!.
'oneho11.07is COMMO? bwai re,vniLs' with
L.017R3g.
fiw kilerox010
died.(am/
In fact, when Microsoft and the parties say they have developed complex algorithms to detect
improbable numbers and impossible scenarios,'-' that's nice but in addition they could do
something quite simple: Using everyday technology, precinct officials can take a picture of their
signed, witnessed results form and send it along with their typed-in results. This requires no
fancy mathematics and can resolve problems immediately. Which calls into question why 48
hours is needed. According to John McCormick of Bloomberg News, "The state parties have
also put in place a plan to get all the paperwork from the precincts to Des Moines within 48
hours of the caucuses, should a speedy auditing be needed."
A "speedy auditing" should always be done, whether the race is tight or not, and there is no
reason it can't be done on election night. Which calls into question the next statement:
"Once the precinct figures are approved by the state party, they'll be posted online in real time
for the public to follow. ... The parties and political observers may have an easier time tracking
the caucus result thanks to Microsoft's technology, but that doesn't mean we'll know the Iowa
winners on February
Why not? With all the technology Microsoft is putting into this, and all the money behind the
U.S. presidential race, why can't wejust get it right on election night? Maybe we need Apple
'Phones instead of Microsoft apps and algorithms.
In the end,elections and caucuses don't belong to political parties and candidates. They belong
to voters. Technology is widely available to all and should be used that way. Indeed, technology
can provide a great boost to public transparency and facilitate "speedy auditing" -- if political
party chiefs truly want that.
'40p1t! e.:£5,n

NOTES

1. Jennifer Jacobs: Missing precincts: What happened in each county?, Des Moines Register,
01/25/2012, http://catglIses deemoinesreeister _corn/201/9112§/290491
Cerro Gordo County: missing Mason City Ward 2 Precinct 3."'All my stuff was in order when
sent it in a sealed box with delivery confirmation. When they opened up that box in Des Moines
and spread it out on the table, can't verify what happened down there.' County GOP Chairman
John Rowe said he personally organized all the paperwork,a 12-inch stack, and mailed it
himself."
Emmet County: missing Precinct 5 EWES according to Emmet County GOP Chairwoman Deb
Satem,though state party officials reported missing Estherville Ward 2."She declined to name
the chair for the missing precinct.,..Satern said she has no idea what the vote count was for this
precinct."All my other packets have the ballots in them, but this one does not."
Franklin County: missing precinct: Geneva-Reeve."When the votes were done,the four chairs
called(GOP Chairwoman Karen)Zander with the numbers,and she submitted them via the
party's password-protected website." But when she mailed the envelopes containing Form E,
the results report,to the state she didn't check to see whether the form was included,
Lee County: missing precincts Fort Madison 4A, Fort Madison 48, Franklin-Cedar-Marion,
Washington-Green Bay-Denmark.Two results forms were lost. "I don't know what happened to
them," said GOP Chairman Don LUCAS, and neither do the precinct officials. Two results forms
were blank. "I didn't feel it was ethically right to fill it out and have someone else sign It," Lucas
said.
Pocahontas County: missing precinct Center-South Roosevelt,North Lincoln. Results form was
missing because according to GOP Chairman Michael Ryan,the results form did not get back to
him. He declined to name the person responsible.

Jennifer Jacobs: Santorum supporters upset that title has asterisk, Des Moines Register,
01/1912012,
hiti):;'1www.des :ioinesregister conva lc. er701101'10ER;50930Q,00034/t0071NEWS0
Plymouth County: three large vote changes between caucus night and certified totals,
with 185, 144, and 129 votes.
Alison Gowans UNI-Dome Caucus Originally Overcounted Santorum's Vote, Party
Leader Says,Cedar Falls Patch.corn, 01/19/2012, littp://cedarlaa.patch.coin;arkiciesiunizuvai
doine-c• ecus-eriOnally-overcokipted-santorma
Santonnn's Vote by
Originally
Overcounted
Caucus
County:
UNI-Dome
Black Hawk
nine votes
Fayette County Contributes to Caucus Confusion „ KCMH News,01/20/2012,
littx,/www,krudi.corniVire'newslat),F I 1...Fayetk.CountySontribulesjo...Caucus_. °Coati
sion..07315S.php
Fayette County: More votes than voters Illyria township reported 54 votes but there
were only 5; Oelwein's third precinct reported 54 votes when it should have been 4,
reporting 99 more votes than voters. As for the signed results forMS: Four precincts
results forms were signed by the wrong person (and the same person).
Jennifer Jacobs: Saltier= supporters upset that title has asterisk, Des Moines Register,
01/1912012,
litto:iiWw‘w4esn-ioirsesregister.1;orm'artick,20120I 20/'4 S09i301/00034;I007/NEWS0

5.

Typos discovered in 131 precincts for a sum total of 2,140 vote differences
Precincts with doubleAigit errors: 51
Precincts with errors of20 votes or more: 3$
Precincts with a vote change of36 votes or more: 20
Precincts with errors of50 votes or more: 11
Chad Selweski: SELWESK1: Another reason why Iowa should not go first, Daily
Tribune,01/21/2012,
littri;.Uv,,ww.dailytribtine,coa'a '1-00 1j01:21/n -taw. oliticskloc4f1h0ed2.084765,61

926f3A:st,?0-:mmtx10.4011tory:
,
"Results for some precincts came in on pieces of paper other than the official forms.
Many forms had only one signature, or the wrong signature; 18 documents had no
signatures at all.
In past votes„ among both Republicans and Democrats, the Iowa outcome was reported as
official results — in many cases, these were game-changing events. Yet, many days later it
was learned that only 70 or 75 percent ofthe precinct results were reported. In a tight
1980 race between Ronald Reagan and Gauge H. W. Bush, 165 mostly rural precincts
favorable to Reagan were never included in the initial tally. It was later learned that 142
precincts never reported their results or didn't bold caucuses." **`3
2. Jason Clare,/orth: 2 votes, not 22,to Romney in precinct, county says, Des Moines Register,
01/06/2012,
h to://wvm.desmoinesregister.corniaIOCig1.2012Q1Q7MEWS99/301070034/1007/NEWSOS
Appanoose County:"The issue came to light after Moulton resident Edward True signed an
affidavit saying that he helped count the vote at the Garrett Memorial Library in Moulton and
that the precinct had two votes for Romney,not 22,as reported online by the state GOP, _Terri
Haub, a Moulton resident who was secretary of the precinct, also confirmed Friday that the
count signed in True's affidavit is accurate. Haub, who works at the Elmer Wood Co.in Moulton,
said she checked the numbers twice. .• We stand by the figures that were presented by the
Moulton precinct caucus,'said Lyle Brinegar,chairman of the Appanoose County GOP„.State
GOP chairman Strewn said,"Out of respect to the candidates involved, party officials will not
respond to every rumor,innuendo or allegation." t-3
3. Carol E. Lee, Brody Mullins and Kristina Peterson: Iowa Caucus Totals May Be Shifting., Wall
Street Journal,01/13/2012, htto://biogs.wsi.com/washwire/2012/01/1
3/lowa-cus4thifnj
"An Iowa GOP spokeswoman said she could not comment until the count was complete,"
Note: However„ the Iowa GOP did comment,in the most powerful way, by announcing that Mitt
Romney had won the caucus. 4-.>
4. Jennifer Jacobs: Did Romney win Iowa's caucuses? Definitive answer may never come,Des
Moines Register,01/17/2012,
implthnvjg,;(i,;
:0
.,nsiu mAstesJariLmjatticlea,p1.2011.7/NEWS09 3011700414007 NEWS05
"Ifs possible that this year's certified results will be incomplete,and that Iowans may never
know the full outcome."
5. Jennifer Jacobs: Santorum supporters upset that title has asterisk, Des Moines Register,
01/19/2012,
netp://www.desmoinesreeister.comlarticie/V.3120I20/NEVVS09/301200034/1007/NEW9 5
6. than Andrews: Where's Waldo? Waldo County mostly missing from official Maine GOP results,
Village Soup Waldo,02/13/2012, htt

eel5e.

mostly-rnissing-from-officiai-maingegeueemeAteigayi
Maine: Ali but one of 18 Waldo commmities were given zeros below the name of each
candidate, as though no one had voted."According to Mike Quatrano, executive director of the
Maine Republican Party, and the person who issued the press release, the omission of the
Waldo County votes was not a typo.... Rut according to Raymond St. Onge, who organized the
multi-town Wattio County gathering, he submitted results of the Feb. 4 caucuses to the party
immediately after the event, which was held a week before the deadline."They had the
numbers to count," said St. Onge, referring to state party officials.'Why they didn't include
them, don't know the answer to that." According to figures supplied by St. Onge, Ron Paul
came out the winner among the 18 towns that gathered on Feb.4 with 43 votes,followed by
Rick Suitor= with 41. The Maine Republican Party drew criticism over the weekend for
declaring Mitt Romney the statewide winner without results from Washington County(which
also went for Ron Paul) and the Waldo County towns.
Note: In addition, results released by the Maine Republican Party did not add up to their own
self.
7. Spencer Lubitz Caucus chaos continues: Clark County GOP has more ballots than voters, KTNV
News,02/05/2012, thjpeliee_Weirltnv,comineweLleCAJL13875649elltd
Nevada: Clark County has more GOP ballots than voters, throwing the caucus process into
disarray. In a statement, Michael Chamberlain, the communication director for the Clark County
GOP addressed the concerns that there were more ballots than voters. "I don't know how that
could've happened and I am not going to speculate on why that might be." t•;,,
8. Steps to improve how we hold public officials accountable include:
1. Defining accountability more broadly. Accountability isn't just adhering to rules and laws.
Include also expectations of ethical accountability and moral responsibility.
2. There are many types of consequences which can increase accountability. Among these:
— Inquiries, investigations
— Sanctions
—Suspension
— Resignation
— impeachment
—Recall elections
—Prosecution
— Vote of no confidence
—Demand for account-giving or explanatory report
— Media publicity
Watchdog groups can help by demanding appropriate consequences. e.
9. Dan"! Lewin: Microsoft technology to usher in new era for 2016 Iowa caucuses, IVIicrosoft.com,
06/0S/2015, https:fibioss.microsoft.correlon-the-issues/2015106/0Simicrosoft-technology-tousher-irenew-era-for-2016-iowe-caucuses/
and
— Microsoft: Press Release: Microsoft to Sponsor 2016 Iowa Caucus Media Center, Iowa Media
Center,08119/2015, httpliwww.2016iowamdiacentmcornisAesidefaultifilesilowa- mediacenter-press-reiease.081915.pdf
10. Alex Seitz-Wald: Sanders camp suspicious of Microsoft's influence in Iowa Caucus, MSNBC,
1/28/2016,litadhve.yeeffleak rer rri rt...,,o_Lainessa„mimmogaisimkgmuntejn.U.,,li PI 14;e:;
iowa-caucus „„

11. Alex Seitz-Weld: Sanders camp suspicious of Microsoft's influence in lowa Caucus, tvISNBC,
1/28/2016, httpAymiyi.msnbc.comimsnbcisatWers-campaign•suspicious-coroorate-influence,
iowa-caucus
12. Alex Seitz-Wald: Sanders camp suspicious of Microsoft's influence in lowa Caucus, WISNEIC,
1/28/2016, httpl/www.msnbc.ronlmsribcisandpr5-campaign-susoiclous-cornoratejnfluencelowa-caucus 4-4
13. Russell Berman:The Iowa Caucus Gets an Upgrade,The Atlantic, 12/20/2015,
httpliwww.theatlantic com/partieslarchiY 12015112fiche-lowa-caucuslets-a.much-neededz
!JpgradeM220S2/
"The app is designed so it can't accept results that don't add up,and the parties have each
developed algorithms to catch suspicious tallies. "They'll flag results that are wildly ofr
and
The app will allow the media,the campaigns,and anyone else to see tallies posted in real time
and to drill down to the precinct level for specific results?'.e
14. John McCormick: Microsoft Puts Name on Line With Iowa Caucuses Tabulation. Bloomberg
News,01/27/2015,PtIp://www.bloombere.com/politics/wticIPs/2016-01-271microsoft-outsnarne.on-line-wjth-iowa-caueuses-tabulation
the state parties have also put in place a plan to get all the paperwork from the precincts to
Des Moines within 48 hours of the caucuses,should a speedy auditing be needed in the case of
another exceptionally dose race."
15. Emily Cadel: Iowa Caucuses Go High-Tech, Newsweek,01/08/2015,
htto://www,newsweek.comiiowa-caucoses-eo-Ngh::Igth-412958
"Once the precinct figures are approved by the state party, they'll he posted online in real time
for the public to follow. The parties and political obsenters may have an easier time tracking
the caucus result thanks to microsoit's technology, but that doesn't mean we'll know the Iowa
winners on February 1." 4-4
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05) ELECTIONS IN THE USA
(Black Box Voting - Bev Harris)

201341-29 — Elections in the United States — poor chain or custody for vote-hy-mail ballots;
Video surveillance systems used inconsistently in U.S.

Elections in the United States
By Bev Harris
November 29,2013

LAST UPDATED [12/15/131— The next general election in the US is scheduled for Tuesday,
Nov.4 2014, Throughout 2014 leading up to the general election, primal),elections will be held
in each state, with considerable variation in dates. Greatest risk areas: Centralization of vote
reporting and voting machine programming, with over 99 percent of all votes counted out of
public view; high percentage of vote-by-mail; poor chain of custody for vote-by-mail ballots;
nontransparent and/or missing public accountability.
RATI NCS
— Freedom:"Free" rating I on a scale of 1-6, with I being most free.
— Election Risk: High; 7.5 on a scale of 1-10, with 10 being most at risk for election fraud:
— 2013 Corruption Perception Index; Transparency International has the United States tied
with Uruguay, ranked 19 out of 177 countries.
The most immediate risk to US elections sterns from a culture of nontransparency surrounding
vote counting and voter data. Reporters in the USA consistently fail to ask the right questions.
Private industry has essentially been made an agent of the state, performing the actual
programming for vote counting computers,and in some cases also controlling results reporting.
American election procedure violates international standards in several material ways.

For example:
— Observation of actual ballot-counting, with ability to see and authenticate each vote choice, is
generally prohibited, replacing meaningful authentication with semantics."Watching the
process"--- for example, standing behind a window to watch people moving around in a room
- has been allowed to replace observing the count ofthe votes themselves. In many locations,
even the officials in charge of certifying the election are not permitted to see votes counted,
International freedom standards require independent observers for the vote count.
Ballot tracking mechanisms, affixed to most vote-by-mail ballots and many electronic voting
systems used for early voting, violate secrecy of the ballot, International standards require a
secret ballot.
— Chain ofcustody is weak for absentee ballots, with ineffective protections against wholesale
ballot-stuffing by election workers. Mailing databases --- the ultimate controlling system for who
gets ballots and where they axe delivered -- are outsourced to private vendors, or individuals.
Video surveillance systems to watch over ballot storage and handling are used inconsistently,
almost never available timely to the public. We can fill up our phones with video of grandbabies
and boyfriends; video surveillance is typically configured for online viewing nowadays, but
election officials seem unwilling to put"many eyes" on ballot chain ofcustody,

Concepts:
Election transparency: Election transparency is the public ability to see and verify each
essential step in elections, the essential steps being:(1)who can vote(voter list),(2)who did
vote(poll list, or participating voter list),(3)counting ofthe vote, and(4)chain ofcustody.
Reasons for transparency with sources: Ingpealanithoxvoting.orghtransparencyt
All Black Box Voting stories related to election transparency:
litip./Iblankboxvotingeorgicategoryfelection-tmporcpcv/
NOTES:
1. Freedom House: Freedom in the World 2013- United States Report. New York, US;
Rowman & Littlefield (2013)ISBN 978-1-4422-0122-4,,e4
2. Election Risk Rating: compiled by Black Box Voting by applying an election integrity
taxonomy to public records,news reports, citizen reports and field observations. -,ee
3. The Transparency International Corruption Perceptions Index(see;
l'Aijelnqcpinransparency.o 0,11'20/3/results/)ranks countries and territories based on how
corrupt their public sector is perceived to be. A country or territory's score indicates the
perceived level of public sector corruption on a scale of0-- 100, where 0 means that a
country is perceived as highly corrupt and 100 means it is perceived as very clean. A
country's rank indicates its position relative to the other countries and territories included
in the index. This year's index includes 177 countries and territories. 't''3
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06) ELECTIONS IN
AFGHANISTAN
(Black Box Voting - Bev Harris

2013-11-28 — Elections in A ghanistan — Chain of custody is put at risk when ballots are
moved for central count,(though in locations like Afghanistant, at high risk for election
violence, this may be necessary to count in safe place; requires mitigation by observers in
ballot transport vehicle; also, in 2009 Afghan election, misplaced ballots were found from
500 locations, a significant chain of custody breach.

Elections in Afghanistan
By Bev Harris
November 28, 2013

LAST UPDATED [121041131 The next election in Afghanistan is scheduled for April 5,2014.
Greatest risk areas: violence, and a national climate ofcorruption, from the President to the cop
on the local street corner.
RATINGS
— Freedom "Not free" rating 6 on a scale of 1-6, with 6 being least free,'
Election Risk: Highest, rated 10 on a scale of 110, with 10 being most at risk for election
fraud.
2013 Corruption Perception Index: Transparency International has Afghanistan in a threeway tie ibr most corrupt country in the world, out of 177 countries analyzed in 2013.'
The most immediate risk to Afghan elections stems from violence and intimidation, affecting
who can vote, through intimidation and sometimes killings, of voter registration workers, and
resulting in registration centers being closed down in some areas due to inability to secure them.
Lawlessness, coercion, and intimidation also affect whether registered voters do vote, Women

are especially targeted, and also subjected to repression and theft of their votes, as men 'cast
women's votes by proxy" in some of Afghartistan"s more conservative areas,
in 2013,at least two election workers were kidnapped, one senior election official assassinated,
three election workers injured by a roadside bomb, and one candidate shot to death. These grim
events have taken place despite the presence of tbreign military security forces, which are
scheduled to be pulled out of Afghanistan before the 2014 election leaving voter safety in
question. The Taribart has taken credit for assassinating the high-level election official, and has
vowed to disrupt the 2014 election, believing that their time to return to power is coming.
ELECTION ACCOUNTING
The largest election accounting problem is an out-of-control voter card system, which features
lack of administrative control combined with some of the busiest voter card trafficking
entrepreneurs on the planet,
Nearly 10 times as many voter cards have been issued as voters who registered to vote; the
number of voter cards is double the number of possible voters. Yes,let's do those numbers:
Afghanistan has a low voter registration rate(2.7 voters out of 12 million eligible to register); no
one knows exactly how many potential voters exist because they haven't had a census in 30
years. Though an estimated 12 million people should be eligible to register, over 20 million voter
cards have been issued, including a vast number of duplicates, added to an unknown number of
completely made-up persons.
There is no database to track voter cards, which have no expiration date. There is no eligible
voter list on election day to validate that voters who show up are registered.
Voter cards have been issued for five elections in a row, but without keeping track of who
already has them. A leading Afghan election official estimates that only 80 percent ofissued
voter cards have been accounted for.
Only men's voter cards require a photograph, making trafficking in cards issued to women's
names especially appealing.
THE GOOD NEWS
The Afghan people have been standing up for their right to vote, and vote transparently. Dozens
of Afghan rights organizations have announced plans to monitor the election process, working to
prevent fraud and abuse on Election Day, By invitation, the OSCE has agreed to send a team of
international observers,one ofthe more effective measures to combat election fraud.
Election transparency starts with a set of publicly available rules, and for the first time in over a
decade.. Afghanistan has formal electoral laws passed by both houses of parliament and signed
off on by the president.

A large number of candidates have thrown hats into the ring for the opportunity to replace
President Karzai, who is termed out. The multitude ofcandidates is reflective ofexcitement
about the election, despite all the problems, but may also be caused by the lack ofa political
party system, generating a lot of independent candidates.
Election officials hope to counteract the pool of questionable voter cards by requiring longlasting ink on voter fingers, and by stepping up training to help election workers recognize
counterfeit cards.
Afghan media has continued to grow and diversify, and a 2007 media law was hoped to limit
government interference and provide explicit press freedoms. An even more powerful
transparency development, a rapidly growing use ofInternet and cell phones, will speed
distribution of information and help to capture evidence ofelection irregularities.
Though women's rights have been a challenge in Afghanistan, and though voter registration is
weak, nearly a million of the 2.7 million voters registered for the 2014 election are female.
Afghanistan uses real ballots, publicly visible ballot boxes,and counts votes in front of
independent nonpartisan observers,assuming enough can be found and that any of them is
willing to accept observation duties in the roost high-risk locations.
Ballot chain ofcustody is at risk when ballots are moved for more centralized counting, but such
risks are offset by the ability to secure vote-counting in safer locations, and can be mitigated by
allowing members of international observer teams to ride along in the transport vehicle.
This good news is important, because it shows a toe-hold can be found for at least the potential
for free elections — but it still measures barely a blip on Afghani election risk.
POLITICAL FINANCE
Afghanistan caps the amount of money candidates can spend at about $180,000 per candidate, an
important measure in a country where drug money flows deep enough to swamp the gross
national product. But candidates don't have to reveal much about income, leaving the public no
way to know ifthey are bankrolled by crime cartels or warlords. And,in fact, some candidates
are warlords,
PAST IRREGULARITIES
In 2009, now-president Karzai initially was declared the winner but large-scale fraud discovered
later so significantly reduced his vote count that a runoff was scheduled; however, due to
unmitigated potential for more fraud, his opponent refused to compete,claiming it a Sham,
During the presidential election, a group of men burst into a polling center during voting causing
everyone to flee. The ballot boxes,empty when they arrived, were full afterwards.
Voter turnout in the 2010 parliamentary was low,depressed through intimidation and violence;
over 30 people were killed on election day. The electoral commission found misplaced ballots

from over 500 locations. The 2010 Parliamentary elections were so contentious that, although at
first forced to acknowledge dozens of whiners not quite to his liking, the president convened a
special court, reinstating 64 candidates who had been defeated or declared ineligible to run for
office at all.
"This is the reality of this country," Noor Mohammed Noor, the head ofthe Independent
Election Commission,is quoted as saying by the Associated Press,"We are conducting elections
in a difficult situation, with poor security, but we must conduct elections. It is the only way for
our country to succeed."
And he's right. When you step back to look at the macro, the biggest and seemingly most
insurmountable obstacles are the Taliban's avowed resistance to allowing any democratic
election to succeed, and the kleptocrats and the way to unseat corrupt public officials, absent a
strong judicial system, is to vote 'em out.

Concepts:

Election transparency: Election transparency is the public ability to see and verify each
essential step in elections, the essential steps being:(1) who can vote (voter list),(2) who did
vote (poll list, or participating voter list),(3)counting of the vote, and(4)chain ofcustody.
Reasons for transparency with sources: http:Iblackboxvotine.orgittarisnarenev
All Black Box Voting stories related to election transparency:

bitaatigibanairmawmvso vfrpreny
NOTES;

1. Freedom House: Freedom in the World 2013- Afghanistan Report. New York, US:
Rowman 8z Littlefield (2013)ISBN 978-1-4422-0122-4 t!.
2. Election Risk Rating: compiled by Black Box Voting by applying an election integrity
taxonomy to public records, news reports, citizen reports and field observations,
3. The Transparency International Corruption Perceptions Index (see:
http://epi,transpareney.orglepi2013iresultsl)ranks countries and territories based on how
corrupt their public sector is perceived to be. A country or territory's score indicates the
perceived level of public sector corruption on a scale of0- 100, where 0 means that a
country is perceived as highly corrupt and 100 means it is perceived as very clean. A
country's rank indicates its position relative to the other countries and territories included
in the index. This year's index includes 177 countries and territories.
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Ballot Privacy
By Bev Harris
November 27, 20:13

Victims were told by perpetrators that they were cutting off their hands as punishment for using
their hands in the 1996 vote. — "Sian Leone war amputees learn to vote with their feet"'
"It was a common question in going over the list of voters, Who can influence this man? and
Who can lay the screw on that one?1"
Ballot privacy is the right to vote without anyone else seeing your choices. Today, we so
universally expect the secret ballot that we would be shocked to hear someone claim a right to
see how we voted, but lurking quietly under this premise you will find one of the strangest
conflicts in modern election administration.
Whereas the principle of ballot secrecy evolved to prevent voter intimidation and vote-selling, in
today's digital and still-dangerous world, ballot privacy is more about data mining, potential
intimidation by despots, and international security surveillance. Ballot privacy, increasingly
illusory, has evolved into relational databases and coded identifiers, however fashionably
explained. These "improvements" are claimed to make voting more convenient and to increase
both enfranchisement and participation. We are told to have confidence in these shiny new
things.
BALLOT PRIVACY RIGHTS
Underlying human rights::
Right tofreedom:
Right to choose our representation in government;

Right to equality: Every person has an equal right to vote; Every vote is anitled to equal
weight
Right to privacy: Right to be free of searchisurveilianee without due cause
Ballot privacy rights:
Right to vote
• Right to vote without intimidation: A bullied vote is not afree choice;
— Right to votefree ofbribety: Purchased voles remove ballot equality:
Right to ballot privacy: Protectsfrom intimidation and bribery;
Right to see what public representatives are doing: secret ballot not applicable to public
representatives° votes while conducting public business.
WHY BALLOT PRIVACY?
In freedom we have nothing more than an ideal unless it is implemented in practice. Freedom,
therefore, requires notjust the right to choose but the protection of that right, a reality patrol.
Reality, in the forms of coercion, extortion, and bribery, has at times become so odious that a
special requirement was set forth to protect freedom: the secrecy of the ballot.
TRENDS
Ballot privacy has trended upward since the I 850s when many nations changed election law to
protect the secret. ballot2 Election systems are now trending toward database and printing
technology embedded with unique identifiers which compromise voter privacy. Network
transportation routes for online voting can also put ballot privacy at risk. Modern technology
vastly increases the speed and scale with which ballot privacy rights can be abused, converting
voter ID and ballot identifiers into electronic retrieval systems capable of harvesting hundreds of
thousands of records at once.
And here we may be facing the ultimate end game for political privacy, the last conflict in ballot
privacy rights, that between voter right to protection of personal privacy and right to vote, and
government encroachment on these rights with or without disclosure ofthe breach. Modern,
subtle erosions of our freedom to choose come not only from electronic ballot tracking, which
can be misused, but increasingly include required collection.of biometrics like fingerprints and
national securiry-format facial images in order to vote at alI. Mandatory voter biometry forces
voters into potential exploitation by data mining companies; the kinds of biometrics being
collected are being shared and can be used for surveillance in everyday life, Ofcourse, this data
is also spectacularly useful for law enforcement.
While early threats to freedom of choice were somewhat visible, the large-scale threat comes
now from insiders who act out of public view to control usage ofelectronic data. Several.
governments have signed offon multinational agreements to share data profiles. In many
countries, you now cannot exercise your right to choose representation unless you first submit to
biometric profiling. The use of and sharing of this data is typically not disclosed, and when it is,
disclosures are not necessarily complete nor truthful. Some have questioned the constitutionality
ofextorting biometrics in exchange for right to vote.; others question the propriety of forcing
voters to subject their vote-by-mail ballot to tracking mechanisms.'
Benefits for ballot tracking and biometric voter ID, though missing the necessary full
disclosures, are cited to justify encroachment on privacy. Ballot and vote-tracking mechanisms

are said to be needed for convenience voting (like absentee, vote-by-mail. and Internet voting)
and to prevent voter fraud (for example. persons who vote early but die befbre Election Day).
Biometrics are rationalized with claims of reduced voter fraud and increased enfranchisement."
BACKGROUND: BALLOT PRIVACY
At one time votes were cast by voice (the VI voce system). Everyone could see how you voted,
resulting in open intimidation and bribery. When a system of unofficial ballots replaced viva
voce methods all sorts of people came up their own ballots, handing out made-up ballots and
often creating identifiable ballots. Unofficial ballots became a tool of much abuse and elections
were not a pretty sight:
"Men were marched or carried to the polls ...supplied with ballots; and compelled to hold their
hands up with their ballots in them so they could easily be watched until the ballots were
dropped into the box. .., Others who voted against their employers'lvishes lost theirfobs."
USA
"... intimidation[was]exercised by landlords on tenants; by employers on the employed:by
customers on shopkeepers; by a lauyer on a client:, by a doctor on a patient." —Ireland
".... our elections were exceedingly riotous .„ .1 have been in the balcony °fan hotel during one
ofthe city elections, when the raging mobs down in the street were so violent that Icertainly
would not have risked my life to have crossed the street." Australia
The 1858 Australian Ballot Act tamed elections and its method soon began to spread across the
world. The term "Australian ballot system" describes a publicly transparent process with secret
ballots; currently, not all elections in Australia use this system. The Australian system offers
open scrutiny of voter lists, polls lists and vote counting, while also facilitating ballot privacy.
The Australian system can't be used in vote-by-mail, Internet voting,or vote counts performed
exclusively by computers.
What is the Australian Ballot System?
all ballots prepared by officials;
only uniform ballots allowed:
• ballots distributed only at polls on Election hay by election o kers:
• ballots marked in secret;
• ballots deposited so contents can't be seen:
registered voter list publicly available
— many eyes observing the count
EROSION OF BALLOT PRIVACY
Several places have changed parts of the Australian system such that ballot privacy is no longer
strictly protected.
Numbering systems
Ballot-and-voter numbering systems emerged in various forms throughout the I 900s. Numbering
can, but won't necessarily, remove ballot privacy. Its purpose is to check (1) number of ballots
cast against number of participating voters; and (2) whether ballots are official Printing ballot
numbers on perforated stubs ifdetached from the ballot can retain safeguards while preserving
privacy. If numbered stubs are not detached, or unique ballot numbers are printed onto the ballot

in the form of bar codes, data blocs, or non-visible inks, privacy becomes exploitable by vendors
and government officials, Even if ballots are sealed away, modem voting machine scanners
capture and store each ballot identifier.
The best ballot secrecy protections make it impossible to connect voted ballots to voters.
Requiring a court order to match ballot to voter is less protective, and permitting "only"
government officials to match vote to voter really isn't a secret ballot at all.
Computer databases
A database is a computer file that can store and process millions of information pieces. Most
powerfttl of all,"relational databases" sets ofseparate data tables that can connect together —
are used in many phases of modern elections, Databases handle varied formats like text,
numbers, pictures (signatures, fingerprints, even voted ballot images); they can perform
calculations, convert bar codes to readable numbers,convert fingerprints and faces to numeric
codes, and find record sets based on age,address, race or anything else. Databases can convert
information to share it with other files, even if those were created on different software.
Sometimes election officials tell us that tracking data cannot connect voted ballots to voters. This
is a parsed truth which conveys a false impression. While it is true that data may be stored in
separate tables to keep voter names separate from their votes, simply merging files reconnects
ballot to voter. Saying privacy is protected because votes and voters are stored in different tables
is like saying no one can wear shoes and socks because shoes are kept in a closet and socks in a
drawer, Like shoes and socks, data tables are designed to be put together. Unlike footwear, data
can be copied in minutes and shared with friends as quickly as passing out pencils. Databases
increase scale of ballot privacy violations by empowering massive, almost instantaneous
harvesting of voter choices.
Encryption
"Encryption is the conversion of data into a form,called a ciphertext, that cannot be easily
understood by unauthorized people. Decryption is the process of converting encrypted data back
into its original form,so it can be understood.
Encryption makes it more difficult for the general public to connect ballots to voters, but actually
just transfers access from one set of people to another_ Encrypted information always has a
decryption key. Someone always has that key. Encryption doesn't really protect information
from system administrators or from government intrusions. It may limit who can gain access to
the information, but then again, should voters be forced to entrust the privacy oftheir political
choices to those with highest-level access national security entities, the military, vendors that
designed the system, and powerful political authorities?
Biometrics
Biometrics refers to the identification of humans by their characteristics or traits. d
Biometrics is used in computer science as a form of identification and access control. Common
biometric measures used in elections are fingerprints, signatures and facial scans.
Bolivia claims that it vastly improved voter enfranchisement using a nationwide, mandatory
fingerprint-and-facial scan voter registration program. The Philippines' election administration
body, Comelec,claims that it cut down the number ofregistered voters using biometrics,
reducing voter fraud. Typically, the corporations involved in handling the databases are not firms
domiciled in the nations mandating biornetric voter data collection. Multinational agreements

exist to share government-collected data, and sometimes data collected by private corporations,
creating quite a little jurisdictional stew that is anything but transparent. Exactly who is sharing
the data with whom? The United States, for one,refused to answer a Freedom ofInformation
request from the Electronic Privacy Information Center(EPIC),and is being sued over its stony
silence on such matters. There is no doubt that biometrics affect right to vote when submission
to biometric profiling becomes a requirement for voting. Just how biometrics affect ballot
privacy is not precisely known,and may be unknowable given the classified nature of
international security interagency agreements regarding the data, and the opacity of the voting
machine software. Smartmatic, for example, sells both the biometrics system and the electronic
voting machines.
Network transportation routes
Online voting sends vote data from one place to another, usually through widely used
commercial network routes. Within these routes sit network administrators, state security
agencies, and hackers, all of whom have opportunities to breach privacy. Online military voting
poses additional risks because it transmits voter data through foreign countries where it could
risk revealing militaty positions.
Globalization and technology have changed the terrain such that secrecy of the ballot can no
longer be considered a resolved issue.
Concepts:
Freedom ofInformation(FOI laws) allow public access to data held by government,to be
received freely or at minimal cost, barring standard exceptions. Also called open records or
sunshine laws. Governments are bound by a duty to publish and promote openness, Wikipedia
link: http://en,wikipedia.org/wikitkrcedorn_otlinfOrmatio_laws_by country
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2008-05-24- What Constitutes an Election Audit- Lapses in chain of custody after ballots leave
polling place provide opportunity for ballot tampering prior to tabulation, in which case a subsequent
hand count will nicely match the tabulator count. Chain of custody breach after ballots are tabulated
provide opportunity for ballot substitution to make ballots match a rigged tabulator count.

What Constitutes an Election Audit
By Bev Harris
July 19, 2016 A

Guest Author Richard Hayes Phillips, Ph.D.: Ohio citizens conducted, under my direction, a
genuine audit ofthe 2004 presidential election. This was no mere "spot check" ofrandomly
selected precincts, and no mere "recount" of the same ballots previously run through the
electronic tabulators.
We learned to ask for everything: ballots, poll books, voter signature books, ballot accounting
charts, packing slips, and invoices. We asked to see all the ballots, whether voted, spoiled, or
unused. And we always asked to photograph the records, so that I could analyze them with
painstaking accuracy, and reexamine the same records when necessary.
We lacked the element of surprise, as a list of requested precincts was almost always demanded
in writing and well in advance. But I picked the counties, and I picked the precincts, and I rarely
said how or why."What are you looking for?" I was often asked."1 don't know," 1 would reply.
"This is an audit,"
'When the IRS audits your tax returns, you don't get to pick the year, or decide which !words to
show them. They want to see everything. And so did we.
When election results have been altered, this will almost always be apparent at the precinct level.
Either the numbers will be at variance with long-established voting patterns, or inexplicable

combinations ofchokes will be attributed to the same voters on the same day, or both. Voter
turnout, that is, the percentage of registered voters casting ballots, may he suspect, either too
high or too low. The percentage of ballots recorded as having no choice for the office, equal to
undervotes plus overvotes, may be anomalously high or low. Based upon these criteria, we
audited the most suspect precincts,
All of the records we requested are important. it is rightly the responsibility of election officials
to verify the accuracy of the elections they administer.
The ballot accounting charts for each precinct should state the number of ballots received at the
start of the day, which should match the number on the itemized packing slip from the printer
who supplied the county with all its ballots. That same chart should state the total number of
"voted" ballots, which should equal the number of names in the poll book and the voter signature
book. It should state the number of"spoiled" ballots, which should match the number of altered
ballot stub numbers recorded in the voter signature book. And it should state the number of
"unused" ballots remaining at the end of the day, which, when added to the number of"voted"
and "spoiled" ballots, should equal the total number of ballots received at the start ofthe day.
Without these records there is no way to tell if the ballot box contains too many ballots, or too
few.
Ballot stubs are numbered strips of paper attached to each ballot The stub number for each ballot
issued, both "voted" and "spoiled," should be recorded by a poll worker right next to the voter's
name in both the poll book, written by the poll worker, and the voter signature book,signed by
the voter. The ballot stub should be torn off and placed into the ballot box separately, to protect
voter privacy and the right to a secret ballot. The numbers on the tom-off stubs should match the
stub numbers in the poll book and the voter signature book,and the numbers on the stubs still
attached to the unused ballots should not; and all the stubs, and all the ballots., whether voted,
spoiled, or unused, should be preserved. Without these records there is no way to tell if the
ballots run through the electronic tabulator are the same ballots issued to the voters.
In Ohio, Boards of Elections are at liberty to "remake" ballots at their discretion, ostensibly so
that the voter's intent will be accurately recorded by the electronic tabulator. In the counties we
audited, the number of"remakes" or "duplicates" ranged from a mere handful to more than one
percent of the total ballots cast in the entire county. The original "spoiled" ballots which the
"remakes" allegedly duplicate are supposed to be preserved. We never saw any of them. Without.
these records, there is no way to tell if the "remakes" are legitimate.
The subsets ofregular, absentee, and provisional ballots in each precinct are also supposed to
match the corresponding numbers of names recorded in the poll book and the voter signature
book. If the books do not indicate which absentee ballots were returned by the voters and which
were not,and which provisional ballots were approved and which were not, another opportunity
arises for alteration of the vote count.
The ballots for each precinct must be kept in the same sequence in which the auditor found them.
Failure to do so can compromise the evidence. Long consecutive runs of ballots for one
candidate or another are proof of hand sorting,for which there might be no legitimate reason.
Abrupt changes in voting patterns partway through the stack of ballots may be indicative of
ballot tampering, especially if there is a marked increase or decrease in "ticket splitting." This is
why "whole ballot analysis" is essential. The combinations ofchoices attributed to individual
voters on each ballot must be examined, not merely the contest being investigated.

Ballots from numerous counties must be examined. Unless this is done, there is no frame of
reference, and there is no way to tell if ballots are counterfeit. Likewise, all the marks on the
ballot must be examined, to see if one or more of the marks are made by a different hand then the
others. Such forgeries can be a method for spoiling the ballot by turning the voter's choice into
an "overvote," or by turning an "undervote" into a vote for the candidate desired by the election
riggers.
One cannot overstate the importance of the chain ofcustody for the ballots, as it is here that the
opportunity for election rigging arises. Lapses in the chain ofcustody after the ballots leave the
polling place on Election Night provide the opportunity for ballot tampering prior to tabulation,
in which case a subsequent hand count will nicely match the tabulator count. Lapses in the chain
ofcustody after the ballots are tabulated provide the opportunity for ballot substitution in order
to get the ballots to match a rigged tabulator count. And the greater the number of"extra" ballots
ordered by the Board of Elections, above and beyond what could possibly be needed to
accommodate all the voters, the greater the margin by which the vote count can be altered. All
that is needed to cover the tracks is to destroy the unwanted ballots and the unused ballots, or to
leave the "extra" ballots off the invoice and the packing slip in the first place.
Despite the numerous methods of ballot tampering practiced in Ohio, doing away with paper
ballots is not the solution. Quite the contrary; the fact that eighty-five percent of the votes in
Ohio in the 2004 election were cast on paper is what made the fraud detectable in the first place,
whereas electronic voting with no paper record makes election fraud undetectable. What made
ballot alteration and ballot substitution possible in Ohio were the breaks in the chain ofcustody;
and what allowed the 2004 election to withstand the initial court challenge was the fact that
investigators were not allowed to examine the ballots until 2006.
The preconditions for any crime are motive, means, and opportunity. In case of election fraud,
the motive will always be provided by the desire to win the official count, and the means will
always be provided by whatever voting method is used. The only way to prevent election fraud is
to prevent the opportunity.
In my judgment, based upon three years' experience auditing a rigged presidential election, the
solution is this: paper ballots, counted by hand, in full public view, at the polling place, on
Election Night, no matter how long it takes. In this way the counting takes place before any
chain ofcustody questions have arisen, which effectively prevents the opportunity for wholesale
election fraud associated with central tabulation. If this seems old-fashioned, so be it. When one
is on the wrong path, a step backward is a step in the right direction.
Make them steal elections the old-fashioned way, by altering ballots, destroying ballots, or
stuffing the ballot boxes right at the polling places, in precinct after precinct. This requires the
collusion of large numbers of poll workers, both Republican and Democrat,and runs the risk of
exposure at any polling place where we, the people, are watching.
Presented at the Building a New World Conference Radford, Virginia, May 24,2008
Copies of"Witness to a Crime" can be obtained from the author: richardhayesphillips at mail
dot corn
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Richard Hayes Phillips holds a A. in Politics and Geography from the State University of
New York at Potsdam, M.A. degrees in History and Geography from the University of
Oklahoma, and a PhD.in Geomorphology from the University of Oregon. He has taught twelve
different courses at seven colleges and universities. He is the author of many books and
professional papers,including "Witness to a Crime: A Citizens' Audit ofan American Election"
(Canterbury Press, Rome, New York, 2008), and most recently a historical and genealogical
trilogy on white child slavery in colonial Maryland and Virginia: "Without Indentures,"'Birth
and Shipping Records," and "The Search for Survivors." These are standard references in more
than one hundred libraries and archives in the United States, Canada,England, Scotland. Ireland,
Australia, and New Zealand.
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2007/01/24 Wyomingt Sheridan County: Hand recounts prohibited — Here, ballots are a public
record„ but a chain of. custody issue is introduced when there is a delay between public inspection and
original count,
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2007/01/24 — Wyoming: Sheridan County: Hand recounts prohibited — Here, ballots are a public
record,. but a chain of custody issue is introduced when there is a delay between public inspection and
original count.

2007/01/24 —(WY)Sheridan County: Hand
Recounts Prohibited
By Bev Harris
January 24, 20I7

„AIP

01/24/
20071 Through Freedom of information Act(FOIA)requests, a group of Wyoming citizens in Sheridan
County chose to examine ballots for the 2006 US House race. Use of "right to know" lawsfor public
authentication of ballot counts provides a useful, though not definitive way to evaluate vote count
integrity.

The difference between a public hand count through FOIA requests and an election recount is
this: No discovery offalse results through a FOIA request will result in change ofan election
outcome. A recount, however,does change the outcome of the election if the count changes to
favor a losing candidate.
From the Jackson Hole Star Tribune.. published January 24,2007(link now dear)'
Recount confirms Cubin win
A nonbinding review of Novembers U.S. House race in Sheridan County has
SHERIDAN
Rep, Barbara Cubin's narrow victory over Democrat Gary Trauner. The
Republican
confirmed
two-day hand review of more than 11.000 ballots turned up only six ambiguous votes that had
not been counted by electronic election machines, County officials said Tuesday the results

confirmed the accuracy of the machines and the integrity of Wyoming's election system. The
state purchased new voting machines for counties last year.
The three Democrats who sought the recount said they had hoped in part to expose problems that
would prompt the state Legislature to rewrite election laws. Official hand recounts are not
allowed under Wyoming law. The "document review," as county officials insisted on calling the
effort, yielded the same results as the original tally except for six ballots that were improperly
filled out. Cubin captured 5.883 votes in Sheridan County and Trawler 5,255.
"We know the machines do what they're supposed to do," said Sheridan County Attorney Matt
Redle. Referring to the ambiguous votes, he added,"Sometimes the voters don't vote properly,
but the machines do work."
Ofthe six ambiguous ballots, four appeared to be for Cubin. and one each for Trauner and
Thomas Rankin,the Libertarian candidate. Even if the votes had been counted, it would have
done little to alter Cuhin's statewide margin of victory over Trauner 1,012 votes out of
193,369 cast. However, Redle said the six likely would have been rejected by election judges just
as the machines had rejected them.
The ham review was initiated by a public records request from three Trawler supporters in
Sheridan, who said they were satisfied with the results but continued to insist hand recounts
should be allowed in Wyoming.
Concepts:
Election transparency: Election transparency is the public ability to see and verify each
essential step in elections, the essential steps being:(I)who can vote(voter list),(2)who did
vote (poll list, or participating voter list),(3)counting of the vote, and (4)chain ofcustody.
ata‘magnm:
.ka9„tjj
-pl
Reasons for transparency with sources: hktp
All Black Box Voting stories related to election transparency:
hltrObigc.kbon*ing,orvicatelwryMectiort-transparenevi
Freedom of Information(F0/ laws) allow public access to data held by government, to be
received freely or at minimal cost, barring standard exceptions. Also called open records or
sunshine laws. Governments are bound by a duty to publish and promote openness. Wikipedia
link: littp:)len.wikipAlil\orgiwikjIrrcp(toni_of informationJaws_by„sountry
NOTES:
1. Matthew Brown: Recount confirms Cubin win ,hason Hole Star Tribune,01/24/2007, was —
http://www.jacksonhoiestartrib.comiarticies/2007/01/24/news/wyoming/2de1448517e16948
725726c008

Appendix K: ACCOUNTABILITY
10)2006-11-04
(TX) Williamson County —
ES&S voting machines
miscount
(Black Box Voting - Bev Harris)

2006/11104 — Ten
Comraigmg_ichno_mts.folrin 111
count — Private company ES&S
installed patch for IVotronic touchscreens(new software}, bypassing whatever chain of custody exists
for independent testing and federal cettification.

11/04/2006: Texas: Williamson County —
ES&S voting machines miscount
By Bev Harris
April 1, 2006

.....................

11104/2006: During a public test, electronic voting machines made by Election Systems &
Software(ES&S)miscounted, for the second time,in the same way, in the same place, in the
same election. Though the software had been certified and is not supposed to be changed after it
is certified. ES&S dealt with the miscount by replacing the program with new software.
Accountability cannot exist without proper accounting practices. !Selection records are missing
or can't be inspected, the election is not accountable regardless of whether an election official
says results are correct. In this case, the affected votes used a touchscreen with no paper ballots,
which are essential election records needed to authenticate results. Accountability also involves
compliance with control systems. Laws and rules prohibit substitution of voting software with
changed versions unless examined and certified. Putting in a program "patch" circumvents
control processes and evades certification and testing rules,
Only the iVotronic direct recording electronic(DRE)machines showed the miscount, which
appeared during testing for both early voting and Election Day precinct voting. Williamson
County was using a combination of paper ballots, counted with ES&S M100 optical scan
machines, and paperless electronic voting, counted by ES&S iVotronic touch-screens. All early
voting was counted by iVotronic electronic voting machines. Voting at precincts on Election Day

provided Notronics as an accessibility option for disabled voters, but used primarily paper
ballots counted on ES&S computers.
Republican Valerie Covey was running against Democrat Randall Craig for Precinct 3
Commissioner; the report states that"When a straight-party vote was cast, the screen did not
show that a candidate was selected for Precinct 3 commissioner." It does not say whether the
vote count omission affected just one candidate or both.
The American Statesman article, now taken offline by the Statesman, was archived by
Voterslinite,org.
ELECTION TRANSPARENCY PROBLEMS
Software-based vote counting, which does not provide a way for voters, candidates, the media,
election officials, or the public to confirm the truth of reported vote counts, violates basic
transparency principles by placing sole control of vote counting into the hands of opaque
methodology. Absent transparency, legitimacy of representation will always be questionable.
Testing does not always catch software that miscounts; in this case, it did, but the remedy was to
replace the software with something new bypassing another level oftesting, the certification
process which authorizes use of the system in the first place. When changed software is
introduced during the last moments before the election, even minor levels of transparency
offered through examination by certifiers are rendered moot.
VOTE COUNT PROBLEMS: When voters chose the "straight party" option, which is
supposed to vote every candidate for the voter's chosen party selection, the system failed to
reflect votes for one race. The article does not state whether this miscount, coded into the
software, affected just the Democratic or Republican candidate in this race, or both parties,
CHAIN OF CUSTODY PROBLEMS: Certified software was switched out immediately before
the election, with new software to repair the problem. The public, the media, the candidates, and
even the elections officials had no way to know what counting instructions were contained in the
new software.
SPIN:"The same problem occurred at the beginning of early voting, but it was corrected and no
votes were affected," elections administrator Debra Stacy is quoted as saying. That"no votes
were affected" is not provable, however, and the statement raises more questions. Ifthe problem
was corrected for early voting by inserting new software,as reported, why did the problem
happen again during Election Day testing? Since there are no paper ballots, it is not possible to
know whether actual votes were affected during real voting,
"I feel confident that Debra Stacy and the software company are going to get the issue resolved
before the election," Republican candidate Valerie Covey is quoted as saying, spinning to a trustbased model based on confidence, reassigning public transparency rights to an election official
and a private company.
NUMBERS:"During early voting, 14 machines were used; 81 machines would be used on
Election Day,one for each voting location." However,the number of machines is unrelated to
the number of votes in Williamson County. All early votes were counted on the iVotronic
machines, and subsequent articles pertaining to Williamson County voting patterns indicate that,
in 2008, 70 percent ofall voters east early votes.

',Iwww,votersimite.orOrticle.asp?
ARCHIVED ARTICLE,thanks to VotersUnite,org
id-6722 ')
Electronic voting machines causing problems in Williamson Canny They may not be
available by Election Day
By Lisa Ogle AMERICAN-STATESM.AN STAFF Samrday, November 04.. 2006
GEORGETOWN:: • An electronic ballot may not be an option for Williamson County voters on
Tuesday.
A public test of the voting machines Election Day software which is required by state law,.
ed Friday. When a straight-party vote was cast, the screen did not show that a candidate was
selected for Precinct 3 commissioner, Elections Administrator Debra Stacy said,
In that race, Republican Valerie Covey is running against Democrat Randall Craig to fill the
unexpired term ofTom McDaniel, who died in February. The same problem occurred at the
beginning ofearly voting, but it was corrected and no votes were affected, Stacy said.
'This morning, representatives of Elections Systems & Software are expected to install new
soh.ware in an effort to correct the glitch. Stacy said. Candidates and party members will be
contacted before another test is run on Saturday. she said,
"I feel confident that Debra Stacy and the. software company are going to get the issue resolved
before the election," Covey said."I know all the candidates want an accurate count, and that's
the top priority:"
if necessary, the county may decide not to use the machines Tuesday, Stacy said, During early
voting., 14 machines were used. Stacy said the total number of voters who used the machines
won't be available until Tuesday evening. Should they be approved for use, 81 machines would
be used on Election Day., one for each voting location.
Some attendees of Friday's test raised questions about whether Williamson County should
continue working with Elections Systems & Software.
-We'll review the vendor after this election and go from there." Stacy said,
In Travis County, voters trying to cast their ballots Friday on the last day ofearly voting found
lone lines and sometimes had to wait an hour or more.
Mary Fero, spokeswoman with the election division of the TraViS County Clerk's office, said the
long lines were due to to a number of factors, including changes in state law that shortened the
early voting period by two days and a longer ballot caused by the introduction of more uniform
election dates,
Fero said the last few days ofearly voting see the largest turnout and she said Friday appeared to
follow that trend.
"By mid-afternoon, we had already surpassed (Thursday's) Vote totals:.Fero said,"Ws going to
be a big day."
Williamson County also saw a rise in turnout through Friday, election officials said,
Concepts:

Election transparency: Election transparency is the public ability to see and verify each
essential step in elections, the essential steps being:(I) who can vote(voter list),(2) who did
vote(poll list, or participating voter list),(3)counting of the vote, and (4)chain ofcustody.
Reasons for transparency with sources: http://hiackly.4xtioting.orgAransparency/
All Black Box Voting stories related to election transparency:
,
.
.
x
Ifetup
is
r - ncv
NOTES:
1. Lisa Ogle: Electronic voting machines causing problems in Williamson County, AmericanStatesman, 11/4/200E, archived at VoterslUnite.ong http:/fwwwotersunite.org/ardeasp?
id=6722(original link:
http://www,gatesman.comirbewsicontentinewsistoriesilocai/11/04/4voting.htmi)e
2. Philip Jankowski: County considers backing all electronic voting, The Hutto News,04/22/2009,
httoiAirww,thehuttonews.cornieditorialiarticle c5Etrb9d0-aead-5a81-O95f-abnedada679,htn1
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Many long time activists in election integrity support scrapping our
electronic voting systems,and reverting to 100% hand counted paper
ballots(HCPB)(https://www.electiondefense.orgipaper-ballots/).
Arty other proposed reform is met with a sense that supporting it
would be selling out because it does not specifically advocate for the
end of electronic voting technology.
We completely understand the perspective behind that sentiment,
which generally comes from a direct experience with faulty and/or
corrupt computerized. elections.
For that reason, we are writing this letter to all who want to work for
100% HCPB,and who find themselves frustrated and unsure how to
move forward.
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Hand Counted Paper Ballots in 2008
By Sheila Parks
Tikkun
Monday 10 April 2006
The right to vote, as well as the principle of"one person, one .vote," are cornerstones
of our democracy. The anti-slavery, women's suffrage, and civil rights movements as
well as the expansion of voting to young people are all part of the history of electoral
reform in this country. Equally fundamental is the assurance that each voter knows
that her or his vote counts and is counted as intended. At this time in our history,
many have lost confidence in our voting system.
The presidential elections of 2000 and 2004, and at least six contests in the midterm elections of 2002,raised many questions about fraud and electronic voting
machines, The Help America Vote Act(HAVA)of 2002,the IT,S, Election Assistance
Commission(EAC)established by HAVA,and the Carter-Baker National Commission

WAN'

on Federal Election Reform, were all created after the 2000 election to improve the
electoral process. All ofthese efforts, however, have been detrimental to the
prevention and detection of election fraud and error due to their advocacy of the use of
electronic voting machines. One election reform advocate, Bev Harris of Black Box
Voting, provides a particularly vivid glimpse into the scope ofthe problems associated
with electronic voting machines. She notes that, at a special Texas meeting ofthe
Carter-Baker Commission,"I asked a member ofthe Panel why they[the Commission)
had not asked a single question about bow hacks can be done, He said it is not
necessary to understand how the system can be compromised in order to protect it?
The U.S. Government Ac mutability Office(GAO)in its nonpartisan September
2005 report on elections states in its conclusions:"Numerous recent studies and
reports have highlighted problems with the security and reliability ofelectronic voting
systems the concerns they raise have the potential to affect election outcomes."
Currently there is no government agency that regulates the voting machine industry
in the United States. Roughly 8o% of votes in the 2004 presidential election were cast
and counted on machines manufactured by two private companies, Diebold and ES&S
(Election Systems & Software,Inc),both controlled by registered Republicans. There
are two principal types of machines now in use:(1)touch-screens(DRE - Direct
Response Electronic), on which no audit or recount is possible because they have no
paper trail and (2)optical scans, which use paper ballots for the vote but are counted
by central tabulators (particularly susceptible to fraud).
Although several bills currently pending in the U.S. House and Senate, introduced
by both Republicans and Democrats, propose changes to electronic voting machines,
as do HAVA,the EAC and the Carter-Baker Commission, none consider hand marked,
hand counted paper ballots(HCPB)as a possible solution. Most ofthe proposed
legislation advocates for what is variously called a voter verified paper audit trail
(VVPAT),a voter verified paper trail(WPT)or a voter verified paper ballot(YVPB). A
discussion of the nuances between and among these systems is beyond the scope of
this article, but all share a potential weakness - namely, there is no way to prevent
hacking of electronic voting machines later in the process, whether a voter receives a
record of how she or he voted and/or whether there is a paper trail in the machine.
Mandated random audits of the vote raise the question of whether the audit will really
be random and bring back flashes of Florida in 2000 and a long drawn out struggle.
Will the Supreme Court again put a non-elected person in office as president of the
United States?
Although much has been published on the Internet,the mainstream media have
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mostly chosen to ignore or dismiss the questions of fraud and error raised in relation
to electronic voting machines. Notable exceptions are discussions by Keith Olbermann
on MSNBC's "Countdown" and Mark Crispin Miller's article "None Dare Call It
Stolen" in Harpers Magazine, in which he strongly suggests that the presidential
election of 2004 was rigged, much of it by electronic voting machines.
HCPB are an alternative to the current widespread and increasing use of electronic
voting machines. An HCPB system of voting has the following major advantages over
electronic voting machines:(i) Counting of ballots is publicly done,observed and
filmed by everyday citizens who are registered voters in the precinct where the
counting takes place,(2)Security safeguards are much more easily built in to protect
against tampering.(3)The cost is far less.
There have been two recent efforts to promote an I-ICPS system in the United
States, and a third will take place later in 2006.in 2004, voting rights activists
Sharona Merel, Kaen Renick, Ellen Theisen, and Kathleen Wynne proposed federal
legislation for federal offices. in 2005,four voting rights activists (this writer and
three members of CASE Ohio - John Bunk,Phil Fry, and Dorri Steinhoff) began work
on a protocol for HCPB„ Some of this writing has been modified and is included in this
paper in the specifics for HCPB. In November 2006, voting rights activist Joanne
Karasak plans to promote a state constitutional amendment for HCPB in Ohio. There
are 18 states where such constitutional amendments are possible.
The key elements of an HCPB system are as •follows: (1.) Electronic voting machines
are not involved in this process in any way whatsoever,(2) Nothing used in an HCPB
system is purchased from companies or vendors who have ties to partisan political
groups or parties,(3) Each voter hand marks a sturdy paper ballot with a black felt
pen provided at the precinct.(4)The counting process happens at each precinct
immediately after the polls close.(5)Each ballot is hand counted by registered voters
from that precinct in full view of other registered voters from that precinct,(6)The
counting process is filmed,(7)A chain of custody of the ballots and ballot boxes is
specified,(8)Ballot boxes are observed and filmed as they are opened and closed and
move from place to place.
Three categories of registered voters are included in this process: the official
counters, the official observers of the counters, and the public watchers ofthe
counters and observers. The hand marked, paper ballots are hand counted in full view
of the public in each precinct by a specified number of registered voters in that
precinct - e,g., four, six or eight voters. Half of the counters will consist of one person

from each party on the ballot, chosen by the party itself; the other half of the counters
will consist of registered voters, chosen by lottery. The hand counting is obse?ved by
the same number ofregistered voters (e.g,,four, six or eight), and chosen in the same
way as the counters. Counting is filmed by a video projection unit; a process will be set
up to determine how the videotaping unit will be selected. The videotaping will be
broadcast over closed-circuit TV and streamed over the Internet while the counting is
happening. All watchers may also videotape and/or take photographs.
Each polling place must be arranged so that registered voters from that precinct(in
addition to the above mentioned official observers)can easily watch the vote counting.
These watchers are not to be confused with the observers ofthe counters. Watchers
will include two registered voters from each party on the ballot, chosen by the party,
and eight registered voters chosen by lottery. The polling place must be large enough
to accommodate these numbers.
Even with all these safeguards in place, the chance for fraud still exists. Therefore,
immediately after the first count, there will be a i00% hand counted audit of the vote,
carried out in the same way as the first hand count, but in the audit,the observers will
be the counters and the counters will be the observers.
Ballot boxes must be clearly marked and visible in plain view. Ballot boxes will be
sealed and locked whenever they contain ballots and are not being actively used.
Ballot boxes are secured from the beginning of voting until the end ofcounting by a
chain of custody procedure. Ballot boxes never leave the precinct until after the vote is
counted, audited and certified. Each time ballot boxes move from the physical control
of or visual contact from one person to another, a duplicate record signed by all
counters and observers must be made relinquishing and gaining control. There will be
a documentation process wherein each ballot box will have a record of its handling
from the beginning ofthe day to the end of counting. On the web site of computer
science expert Professor Douglas W.Jones,there is a very clear and detailed protocol
for "Ballot and Ballot Box Transportation" and "Ballot Storage."
The call to action now is: HCPB for all federal races in the 2008 elections. This
would mean hand counting just 1-3 races(the president and vice president; your U.S.
senator if s/he is up for re-election; your U.S. Representative). Yes, we would need two
ballots, one for these races and one for all other contests and questions on the ballots.
Canada already uses an HCPB system for its federal races. Various states and
. municipalities already have protocols for HCPB,and one has been presented in this
paper. These could easily he adapted from one jurisdiction to another. Elections are

governed by state rather than federal statutes(HAVA notwithstanding). According to
electionline.org, a website that provides an ongoing analysis of election reform,"Each
state strikes a unique balance in allocating responsibility for elections between state
and local governments. A survey of all 50 states reveals a wide spectrum of powersharing arrangements." There is a "Snapshot ofthe States" on pp. 11-14 of the Election
Reform Briefing. When you begin this work, call your local Secretary of State and get
the exact rules for your state.
It is time to make electronic voting machines a NIMBI?'(not in my back yard and not
in anyone else's back yard either) issue. To begin a movement for HCPB,ordinary
citizens, registered voters, must begin organizing door-to-door with their neighbors to
petition their local election officers and demand HCPB in their city or town. Although
organizing could also proceed on a state level, going municipality by municipality is a
good way to start, depending on your state's laws.

Sheila Parks,.Ed.D. is a longtime activist/organizer. She has been working against
electronic voting machinesforfour years.Please contact her to get involved with
other election reform activists workingfor HCPB across the country.

§§,

Last modified on Monday,21 April 2008 15:26
back to top

2012 TrilthOUt

Appendix 1:
3) FOUR AREAS TO AUDIT Bev Harris

FOUR AREAS TO AUDIT
Excerpt from "Audits or Fraudits"
by Bev Harris(2016)

Example: In San Diego County after the 2016 primary, a number of ballots were observed with
"white-out" obliterating the original votes. Regardless of whether the reason given for the whiteout seems valid, this kind of discrepancy would need to be examined by expanding the study of
all ballots with white-out, and by incorporating statistical analysis to determine if the %Alte-out
disproportionately affected one class of voters or one candidate.
7„4. ballot spot check must be hand counted not machine counted. A machine count cannot serve
as the primary way to authenticate another machine count.
S. There are four areas where election tampering can change results. A spot check or audit of one
area does not cover the others. Tampering in any one ofthe four areas can alter the outcome.
FOL R AREAS TO Al:D1T
a. Who can vote
b. Who did vote
c. Counting of the vote
d. Chain ofcustody
Auditing who can vote examines whether:
(1) All eligible voters would have been allowed to vote
(2)Any ineligible voters could have voted.
Auditing who did vote examines whether:
(1)Number of voters matches number of votes, and determining if turnout percentage was within
normal bounds
(2) Any eligible voters were turned away
(3)Any ineligible voters cast votes
Auditing the counting of the vote examines whether:
(1) A human examination of ballots matches results reported by machine
(2) Ballot images* (pictures of ballots) match reported count
(3) Ballot images match actual ballots

• Because ballot images are an electronic record, giving public access to all ballot images
can speed up verification of election results as long as the public can compare ballot
images to actual ballots.(See "The Brakey Method")
Auditing chain of custody examines whether:
(1)The votes counted included all the ballots, extra ballots, or altered ballots
(2) Whether all essential components can be shown to be the original element.
Example: Shelby County Tennessee -- August 2010,a records inspection sought to determine
whether poll tapes (results printed from each precinct machine) matched reported results from
the central tabulator. The poll tapes were not made available until 12 days after the election.
During the 12-day interval, additional voting machines were set up in an adjoining room and
were observed printing poll tapes. Prior to that, poll tapes had been observed in a trash bag.
Inspectors were not able to determine whether the poll tapes they were given to inspect were the
originals.

The importance of public citizens doing field observation cannot be overstated. Success ofany
spot check or audit depends on getting the details right. Without vigilant public observers,
official "verification" ofelections can become nothing more than taxpayer-funded theatre.

Disdain=
This Appendix includes information written by Election Integrity Experts not associated with
Watch The Vote USA,but which we feel are important enough to include with prominence in
our Watch The Vote USA report to the Presidential Advisory Commission on Election Integrity.
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Election Watch

Imo Black Box Votingeorg
Actions: The Brakey Method
By Bev Harris
November 15, 2016

Put the brakes on "mystery elections" once and for ails A simple 3-step method places public
elections back under public control.
THE BRAKEY METHOD
1. Preserve and make public the "ballot images ---- Modem voting systems take a picture of
every ballot, called a "ballot image."
2. Peg the ballot image to the actual ballot using a unique ID number(not connected to any
voter identifier in any way).
3. Make sure ballots are a public record so that any person can. arrange to inspect the actual
ballots at any time.
Ballot images can be released electronically, either upon request or better by placing them
on the Web,allowing any person to examine pictures ofany or all ballots, These electronic
images can be authenticated by any person by checking any ballot, which must contain same
unique ID number.
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS

Q. Do all voting systems make ballot images?
A. Most ofthem do. The best ballot images are actual photographic images of voter-marked
paper ballots, but even the pa.perless DRE machines are capable of, and usually do, automatically
make ballot images.
Q, Wheat do I go to ask to see ballot images?
A.Public records and freedom ofinformation laws direct persons to the "custodian of the
records." For most locations, the custodian ofthe records for ballot images is the county
elections office. In some locations, primarily in New England, the custodian of the records is a
municipality.
Q. How do I ask for the ballot images?
A. You can go to the elections office with a USB stick in hand and ask thr a copy as a public
records request,
Q. What if they tell me the ballot images don't exist?
A. There are two possible reasons this could be the case:(I)They destroyed the ballot images,
which violates records retention requirements and destroys a crucial audit record, and,in some
states, constitutes a felony.(Note that one case, in Alameda County Calif, required an election
official to re-run an election after she destroyed audit records.) Or(2)They are using old, out of
date voting machines,some of which do not produce a ballot image. Ifthey destroyed the ballot
images,seek out a qualified attorney to take appropriate legal action, or focus on obtaining
legislation to require preservation of ballot images and making them public. ifthey are using
machines which do not produce the images,focus cm public pressure to purchase the right kind
ofvoting machines next time,and/or on getting legislation requiring the use of machines that
produce ballot images, plus public release of the images.
Q. What if they won't let. me see anything at all?
A. Some states, like Kansas, Utah, and Nevada, have passed exceptionally undemocratic laws
which prohibit any inspection ofkey election audit documents. Ifthis is the case, litigation or
change oflegislation will be the appropriate action.
Q. How does the Brakey Method address issues like voter purges or voter ID?
A. It doesn't. The Brakey Method solves transparency problems with the counting ofthe vote.
There is no magic wand that solves all types ofelection integrity issues in one swoop. It helps to
parse election integrity into four components:
Who can vote (voter lists)
Who did vote (participating voter lists)

a Counting of the vote (The Brakey Method produces transparency and auditability of the count).
a Chain ofcustody(Are the ballots and images the real ballots? Have any gone missing or been
added?)
Q. Why is it called The Brakey Method'?
A. Actually it has a lengthier pedigree. The first election integrity advocate to propose using
ballot images to authenticate the count was Harri Hursti, in 2006. Hursti is the computer security
expert who demonstrated hacking voting machines in the film Hacking Democracy.(See
hitiniThackingdentocracy.com). Black Box Voting promoted this concept in 2006, working with
Hursti to produce a prototype to allow public, open source, automated counting of ballot images
if desired. A commercial fisherman named Kevin Collins, from Humboldt County California,
together with Carolyn Cmich,a Humboldt County election official, met with Bev Harris to
discuss actually implementing the use of ballot images to authenticate the count. Humboldt
County purchased an off-the-shelfscanner and began making its ballot images available to the
public in 2008. A Humboldt County citizen named Mitch Trachtenberg developed free open
source software which improved on the original Hursti prototype. The first time Humboldt
County allowed public authentication of the count using ballot images, it was discovered that the
central tabulator had miscounted. A Colorado citizen named Marilyn Marks filed, and won,a
succession of lawsuits establishing that both ballots and ballot images must be treated as public
records in Colorado. But it was in 2016, under the relentless and strategic efforts of Arizona
election integrity advocate John Brakey, that the ballot image concept really began to take off,
Brakey requested ballot images from Pima County, was told they were being destroyed. He
sought and obtained a Temporary Restraining Order(TRO)to prohibit Arizona officials from
destroying the images. His work mushroomed out into many other U.S. states, generating
cooperation from some and obstruction from others. It is Brakey who boiled this important
transparency measure down into a simple three-part method (images,connector ID, right to
examine actual ballots). It is Brakey who has been most effective at propagating this excellent
solution. We need a name for it. Bev Harris started calling it The Brakey Method to make it easy
to say and easy to explain as a 1-2-3 process that;
a. Is already available with most voting systems
b. Is already pinned into Freedom ofInformation rights in most places
c. Costs little or nothing to implement
OBJECTIONS
e "This might allow voters to sell their vote." No, it won't,and if you are concerned
about that you are against vote-by-mail right? Because it is far easier to sell a vote by just
taking a picture ofan absentee ballot than by trying to identify an anonymous ballot
image.

ty "This might jeopardize secrecy of the ballot." No,it doesn't, unless your election
administration is permitting an identifier on the ballot which ties back to the voter. One
state, Colorado, was caught doing this, embedding a OA code on each ballot which
connected to vote ID number, permitting election otTicials and vendors to see how you
voted. The solution is to prohibit printing identifying information on the ballot. There is
no special class of persons such as election officials or vendors who have a right to see
how you voted.
Using The Brakey Method, it doesn't matter if Attila the Hun owns the voting machines, the
public will once again own its elections.
Work on getting The Brakey Method going in your location. It is, at this time, the most important
thing you can to do protect the counting ofthe vote.

Disclaimer
This Appendix includes information written by Election Integrity Experts not associated with
Watch The Vote USA,but which we feel are important enough to include with prominence in
our Watch The Vote USA report to the Presidential Advisory commission on Election Integrity.

Appendix M:
PUBLICLY VERIFIED ELECTIONS
ARE KEY JOHN BRAKEY

Publicly Verified Elections are Key to De-Corrupting Our Democracy
Stop Election Officials from Hiding or Destroying Ballot images - Ballot Images are Public
Records, By John R. Brakey of AUDIT-AZ Revised July 23,2017
This document will explain how
F.. Kc:n
digital solutions that are currently
in 1
available can help prevent
election fraud and allow for the
detection of malfeasance in our
rtr
voting systems. Moreover,the
new technology would diminish
the need for litigation because
ballot images could be made
available to the public.
Thlt
Transparency would build trust in
(If ri;:'
befc,s-e r
election outcomes and save
millions of taxpayer dollars in
oi err
litigation cost and machine
recounts of close elections. As it
stands today,state and county election officers and boards escalate costs by contesting the people's right
to verify that their votes are accurately recorded. For our democracy to work, people must know that
election results are accurate and capable of public verification. In 2016,only 55.3% of Arizona's eligible
voters bothered to participate.' Voter turnout will increase when people see proof that election results are
valid. Local governments must not be the sole verifiers of electronic elections.
WHO WE ARE
As an Election Transparency Activist from Tucson, Arizona,
I have been working for more than a decade to make
elections transparent,trackable and subject to public
verification. I lead Americans United for Democracy,
Integrity & Transparency in Elections in Arizona (AUDIT
AZ). AUDIT-AZ is comprised of individuals who donate
their time and expertise to ensure the election equipment
and vote counting protocols at all levels of government
are not vulnerable to hacking and that the official election
outcomes accurately reflect the will of the people who
cast ballots. See Pima County Databases court case,
2007.2 We act as legal watchdogs for transparency and
accountability in vote counting. We use state public
records request laws to gain access to the hidden
computer management of public voting records and
database files. Although many examples in this paper are based on faults uncovered in the Arizona system,
the same flaws are prevalent nationwide.
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WHY AUDIT-AZ EXISTS
Voter Suppression, Election Fraud, and Gerrymandering are Election integrity issues. AUDIT focus is based
on making the black box into a transparent box, ensuring that the results match and accurately represent
the will of the voters. We are a nonpartisan organization whose mission is to restore public ownership and
oversight of elections, to work to ensure the fundamental right of every American citizen to vote,and to
have each vote counted as intended in a secure,transparent, impartial, and independently audited election
process.
Over the last 13 years, AUDIT-AZ has been on the front line investigating and litigating elections and
educating the public about the process. Election anomalies in the 2004 Arizona election precipitated our
initial interest.3 Our investigation of anomalies in the May 2008 Regional Transit Authority Bond Election
uncovered illegal software, malfunctioning precinct scanners, and a list of other issues. We litigated for
eight years, winning three out of four cases. The fourth case was designed to present evidence proving that
the $2 billion bond election was rigged. The case was derailed by county operatives and the Status Quo.
Our goal with that lawsuit was and still is to protect the purity of future elections. This article by J.T.
Waldron sums it up: Elections Remain Compromised.4
Stories of malfeasance in vote counting undermine the public's trust. Ensuring the integrity of the voting
process has always been challenging. Methods to cheat or subvert the will of the people in favor of the will
of a minority change and evolve with developments in vote counting technology.
In November 2015,AUDIT-AZ caught Pima County election officials on video breaking and entering the
sealed Election Management System (EMS)before an $800 million bond election. The law requires a final
Logic and Accuracy(L&A)test be performed on the equipment before the EMS is sealed and the voting
begins. The break-in occurred after the EMS was sealed by political party representatives. Officials
audaciously lied about it and here is the proof!' Link to reports to Secretary of States and radio show.7 The
bond election failed. It was the first bond election failure in ii bond elections.
AUDIT-AZ believes electoral vigilance is the duty and privilege of all citizens who seek a truly representative
form of government. We are committed to struggle for elections that are transparent, trackable and
publicly verified.
PAST & CURRENT HISTORY OF EVOWTION OF MACHINES & PROCEDURES
Throughout the ages, voting has determined the wishes of the citizenry. Please watch 8-minute video to get
historic view of voting.8
In-person voting and hand-counted paper ballots are centuries old and provide the roost transparency.
Counting ballots by hand depends upon humans to interpret voter intent. "Attacks on physical voting don't
scale well because over the years every conceivable method of fraud has been tried and defended against.
It takes much effort, many people,and only one person to leak the conspiracy for the whole thing to fall
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apart. However, with electronic voting, one person can launch an attack. It takes approximately the same
effort to change one [electronic] vote as it does to change one million (electronic] votes." See this short 8minute videos for a fuller understanding.
Over time,technological advancements have shifted the burden of correctly interpreting and recording
voter intent from humans to machines. In 1888, Samuel Shoup Invented the metal lever voting machine)D
They were in use in most urban areas and in many rural areas well before the advent of punch cards.
During the first half of the 20'h century, more people in the United States voted on lever voting machines
than voted on paper ballots. Although bulky(875 lbs)and expensive to store, lever machines were popular
and considered very efficient and reliable. In fact, after the 2000 Florida recount,a Harvard study
concluded that lever machines were the most reliable mode of voting in existence at that time.
Beginning In the 1960s, punch cards replaced lever machines because they were easier to use and much
less expensive to store. Voters push through perforated spots creating holes in punch card ballots that are
read as votes by machines.The 2000 Presidential Election debacle in Florida with its "hanging" and
"dangling" chads led to the end of punch card voting, it was a nightmare by design. For the real story of
Florida's hanging chads and the calculated fraud that precipitated the move from punch cards to electronic
voting and led to the Help America Vote Act(HAVA)in 2002,link to the complete story on Brad Blognand
Dan Rather's report.3-2
Optical scanners count votes by sensing dark spots made by voters on ballots and are currently used in
many counties across the nation. That technology is termed "Mark Sense"33 and is on the verge of
extinction due to the ageing of voting equipment and the scarcity of replacement parts. Optical scanners
are being replaced by a digital revolution of digitally scanned ballot images. If fact the voting system doesn't
really count the original scan ballot, it counts the digital produced exact copy of that ballot and could put a
tracking number on both. See History ofthe Digital Revolution.14
Fact is, election manipulation can be done remotely, without setting foot In a county. Since 2003, William
E. Doyle has controlled the backdoor to elections in most of Arizona's 15 counties. Doyle had access to the
election day phone modem numbers that upload precinct results to the central tabulator on election night
from the polling locations, Doyle used the modem numbers to load the election database, which is Hiegel.
Practices like this set the stage for "Fraction Magic." See William E. Doyle, the Hidden De Facto Statewide
Election Director's and The Curious EittiSineSS of William E Doyle.'
New election machinery in 2002 was financed in large part by HAVA, with about half of the $3.9 billion
federal program to upgrade voting machines and the other half creating statewide voter databases that can
be linked nationally and then used with commercial and political party databases to profile electors.' In
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the 2016 Presidential Primaries and General Election, there is evidence that the voter databases were used
to suppress the vote in several different ways, by micne-targeting electors, changing party affiliations, and
simply dropping the registrations entirely.la Link to Dianne Post Esq.'s Affidavit regarding the Arizona
Presidential Preferential Election aka the Arizona Presidential Primary of March 2016.'9
It is the opinion of AUDIT-AZ that many election officials are ill equipped to understand the complexities of
the electronic voting machines making them dependent on election vendors. it is absurd that the vote
counting software is proprietary, not subject to review, in most cases, are programed and run by vendors.
Corporate lobbyists and agents of voting machine companies are influencing and in effect privatizing what
historically has been the public undertaking of election administration.
If there is one person that has had the most damaging effect on election integrity nationally and help build
the model above,it's R. Doug Lewis of the Election Center out of Texas.2° & 1"1-lis connection to power, the
vendors, his certification of and teaching election directors/ administrators, that a 'good election
administrators is a person who knows how to hide ail the warts'is also a big part of the problem as is the
concept of"security by obscurity' widely used in elections.
Even an ethical professional under the guidance of R. Doug Lewis's training, would run their elections
department in the shadows and away from public scrutiny, leading to a very slippery slope of deceit.
After all, where would you find another public official, other than an election official, intentionally
destroying public records that are clearly in the chain-of-custody and refusing to verify their work? Would
you tolerate this from the treasure,tax department and recorder's office?
In October 2003,Jim Hightower 22 said; the Election Center as a "private firm that also doubles as the quasiregulator ofthe industry, supposedly overseeing the integrity of the machines, while also coordinating
affairs between the vendors andstate election officials" and Center executive director R. Doug Lewis as the
perfect embodiment of Georee W.'s philosophy of'voluntary regulation.'"
We at AUDIT-AZ have also been tracking voter databases since 2005 when investigative journalist Greg
Paiast personally brought this to my attention. In 2006, Mimi Kennedy and I uncovered vote by mail
problems in California. The following article explains: The GOP Knows You Don't Like Anchovies by Peter
Wallsten and Torn Hamburger who cover national politics for The Times. Their book is One Party Country:
The Republican Plan for Dominance in the 21st Century, 6/25/2006.' It foretold and predicted the future of
micro-targeting electors.
Along with HAVA,new technology was introduced that allows touch-screen voting whereby vote choices
are instantly captured electronically through the use of Direct Recording Electronic(ORE) machines.
Originally ORE machines had NO paper trail. After the 2004 election, activists across the country demanded
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an end to such lunacy. The absence of paper trails makes auditing the results impossible as currently
exemplified in the state of Georgia which bought their ORE machines in 200V48t2s
in 2007, California Secretary of State Debra Bowen conducted a top-to-bottom
review of the voting systems certified for use in her state. The review was led by
top computer scientists from all over the U.S. The review confirmed what we
knew about the vulnerabilities of the vote counting systems. Election
transparency activists can no longer be called Conspiracy Theorists. Those who
deal in facts are now referred to as Conspiracy Factua1ists.z6
In Arizona, candidates and citizens are prohibited from reviewing paper ballots. A court must order a
recount but fraud must be proven before the court will order access to the ballots. Without access to the
original paper ballots, it is difficult to establish fraud. Many court cases over a dozen years in various
Arizona counties has taught us that the law prohibits recounting paper ballots in any election challenge.
Recounts in Arizona are NOT permitted unless the initial computer vote count is within "one-tenth of one
per cent of the number of votes cast." That's right. Arizona has the strictest standard in the U.S.27
In an election with 10,000 votes cast,an automatic recount requires a difference of ten or fewer votes.
Furthermore, Arizona law requires the machine recount to be performed on the same machines that
render the first set of results. Voting machinery and software technology conceal how computers handle
votes by using proprietary code strictly off limits to all inspection.28
In Arizona, all of this creates a Catch-22 situation that results in a mandate to use machine results unless
proof of fraud is submitted. Ballots represent the necessary proof that is needed but courts in Arizona have
ruled that it is illegal to review themi See link to AUD11.A2long time attorney William "Bill" Risnees
Statement of Facts."
The older "mark sense"system was poorly built and depends on a failed concept known as Security by
Obscurity," which ultimately became the handy rationale for skirting transparency.
Ion Sancho of Tallahassee Florida set the example of an election director dedicated to maintaining
democracy. He appeared in the HBO film Hocking Democracy. Link to Movie.3 Sancho and Bev Harris of
BlackBoxVoting.org proved that votes could be hacked at the precinct and recorded at election
headquarters. Their tests were performed on optical scanners running hand-marked paper ballots.
The computers that process ballots are not simple adding machines. Humans make decisions about how to
calibrate sensing mechanisms (e.g.. Must an oval beside a candidate's name be 30% darkened to register a
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vote?). There is no fail-safe mechanical solution to tabulating votes; America's Electronic Voting Machines
Are Scarily Easy Torgets.32
Fraction Magic is a computer application that operates under the
radar to count votes as a percentage of a vote and is programmed on
a precinct level. (See video.33 240,000 views) Fraction Magic can
select a population and apply a formula to take away a citizen's right
to have 100% of their vote counted. Some sectors of the population
can be given more weight while others lose their full vote. This devastating video contains a real-time demo
of precise, scalable, invisible election manipulation, which can be performed in multiple counties and states
at the same time. Over 5,000 subcontractors and middlemen have access to perform this for any or all
clients. Contract signing authority can be granted to whomever the user chooses. All political power can be
converted to the hands of a few anonymous subcontractors.34
Even so-called Logic and Accuracy(L&A)tests done before or after an election begins are subject to
programmable overrides. Auditor Mickey Duniho, a master programmer, retired after 37 years with the
National Security Agency(NSA)testified in court 1A1 L & A test only shows that the machines are working
right at that moment." Link to video35
The security of electronic data can no longer be taken for granted in an age when
Volkswagen "...deliberately programmed 600,000 diesel cars distributed in the U.S.
to deceive users programming them to turn on pollution controls WHILE BEING
TESTED and then turning off when on the road."'See also 5/6/17, WI Inside
VW's Campaign of Trickery,37
Ballot access is necessary to verify elections. in Arizona and many other states,the Status Quo insists
original paper ballots must be withheld from the public to prevent election chicanery.
Although most states recognize ballots as public records, legal restrictions and logistics make it difficult to
get authorization to conduct ballot reviews. Cast paper ballots are often stored in private company vaults
for various lengths of time, State and city ballots are stored for six months,federal ballots for 22 months.
The latest technology does not have that problem because a digital ballot image is an exact copy of the
original paper ballot and it is extremely difficult to alter hundreds or thousands of hand-marked ballots
especially in precincts with multiple races and ballot rotations. However, it's possible, and that why both
image and ballot must be only be married to each other with unique serialized numbers for tracking, but
not to the voter who remains anonymous.The ES&S 05850 is a high-speed German made scanner originally
designed for bankers for controlling and tracking documents. Furthermore, we do not have to prove the
technology works, we just have to get them to use the technology the way it was created.
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Our esteemed colleague Bev Harris of BiackBoxVoting.org explains The Brakey
Method...puts the brakes on mystery elections once andfor all. A simple 3-step
method places public elections back under public controV
1. Preserve and make public the "ballot images.' Modem voting systems take a picture of every
ballot, called a "ballot image."
2. Peg the ballot image to the actual ballot using a unique iD number that is not connected to any
voter identifier in any way.
3. Make sure ballots are a public record so that any person can arrange to inspect the actual ballots at
any time.
NEW SYSTEM E UIPPED TO INCORPORATE PUBLIC OVERSIGHT
Transparency is built into the new system of digital optical scanners and represents a solution to the serious
challenge of restoring confidence In election results. Open public review of scanned ballot Images would
put a stop to the endless political wrangling that goes on after most elections. it will not, however,stop
other ways to rig elections such as ballot stuffing, ballot harvesting or vote by mail fraud. in many states
vendors are printing, mailing, and receiving the ballots. tri some cases, private companies are even verifying
the signatures.See report: The Stock,Strip & Flip Selection of the California June 7, 2016 Presidential
Primary 39 and link to the Massachusetts investigation.'4
The new systems are auditabie, with each step of the electoral process independent but linked to the
others with the serialized tracking system. This heightened security is particularly necessary for ea/1y or
vote by mail ballot tabulation.'
The new systems scan by digitizing the ballot and creating an exact copy front and back. This innovation is a
big win for We the People.These systems deliver digital ballot images, maintain trackability through the
chain-of-custody, reconcile ballots by precinct, and enable anyone to audit and verify election results.
These new systems by ES&S, Dominion Voting System, Hart InterCivie, Clear Ballot and others, if fully
implemented, eliminate the impunity of the old mark sense system.'
To explain these new voting systems let's focus on the largest vendor, Elections Systems and Software
(ES&S). ES&S serves 60 percent of the market share in the United States, About half of the equipment in
the field consists of the new digital ballot image systems(scanners). In Arizona,11 ofthe 15 counties
utilize ballot images. ES&S equipment is utilized in ten of those counties." By 2020, we expect all Arizona
counties will rely 100% on digital scanners. This gives us hope that future elections will be subject to
verification using the technology already built into the machines.
Now for the best part. This is how the new system makes elections transparent,trackable and publicly
verifiable.
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Video," I filmed this MS05850 in Waukesha, Wisconsin during the
Jill Stein presidential preference election recount challenge in
December 2016. here is how the ES&S 05850 works.
As the ballots are processed through the 05850, at approximately
300 ballots per minute,the machine takes a picture of both sides of
each ballot." If the resulting ballot image is deemed readable by the
computer's software, and if the 05850 successfully lifts the data and
places it as a Cast Vote Record (known as a CVR)the 05850 will
assign a serial number to the ballot image file. if there is an ink
cartridge installed and the serial imprint feature is turned on,the
05850 will put a different serialized number on the original paper
ballot. Both numbers are recorded and reconciled in the Ballot
Table.
Successfully read ballots are cycled into the bottom output bin of the 05850. If a ballot image fails to be
read property, that ballot will cycle to the 05850's upper bin indicating the ballot needs to be inspected. if
human inspection deems the ballot is okay, the ballot is reprocessed but its orientation is changed so the
printed serial number is not superimposed over the earlier failed serial number. The Ballot Table also
tracks which machine counted the ballot.
The CVR and Ballot Table are terrific auditing features. The CVR creates an audit trail that tracks every ballot
and records all votes cast in Comma Separated Value (C5V)or Excel format. Each row contains the
complete results of one ballot that can be provided to the public in Excel or CSV format with hyperlinks to
the ballot images. Anyone can review how the machine interpreted the marks on the paper ballot and can
visually inspect an image of the paper ballot from which the data was taken. The Ballot Table links the CNA
number with the serialized number sprayed on the original paper ballot and identifies which 05850
produced the ballot image and the CVR. Link to actual CVR."
Again, in many states, new systems (like the 05850) were designed and federally certified by the Election
Assistance Commission to perform all these functions but some election officials choose to not run the
machines as certified.
This is a national people project. If your county or state hasn't changed to digital imagery,soon they will.
Most of the vendors supply equipment that is called commercial off-the-shelf hardware. It's important that
the high-speed optical scanners are able to print a serialized number on the original ballot pegging it to the
ballot image.
PROS & CONS OF OPEN ACCESS TO BALLOT IMAGES
Ballot imaging Is a positive and inevitable innovation in technology that provides an excellent, cost-effective
solution to verifying the Black box output in elections. It is a solution for exposing and resolving problems
of secrecy and chain-of-custody concerns.
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I want you to know,we at AUDIT-A.2 are not making this up!
ES&S sent the following exchange to San Francisco Elections(SFE), on August 28,
2015 in response to a Request for Information(RN)on the new voting system. Link
to document from ES&S that explains the 05200 and DS850: See page 22.49
Question SF:G)Creates andfacilitates the posting of ballot imagefiles on the
Deportment's website so that members of the public can tabulate the some vote information that the
Department uses when tallying the official results.
ES&S RESPONSE: All ballot images can be exported and posted to the Department's website.
Question SFE: H)Collects and then converts the election information in a manner thatfacilitates the
Department's ability to provide reports in data formats and styles requestedfrom other agencies„ the
media, and members ofthe public.
ES&S RESPONSE:All data can be exportedfrom the system in XML and CS Vforrnot and provided to other
agencies, media, and members of the public.
The ES&S DS8S0 and 05200 are Amazing Technology,
Approximately 40% of the country is using ballot images to count the vote." At the present pace of voting
machine replacement, it is estimated that by the next presidential election, more than 85% of the country
will be generating ballot images. In the 2016 election cycle, Maine, Maryland,and Rhode Island, as well as
hundreds of counties across the U.S., went 100% with ES86's DS series of ballot image machines,
These new digital imageries voting system are federally certified and are designed to create auditabie,
trustworthy elections with checks and balances and a clear chain-of,custody that can be publicly verified.
Despite widespread use, thus far we have not found one jurisdiction that uses the new systems to its fullest
and best potential.
In Arizona, Ohio and many other states, these important audit features using scanned ballot imaging could
verify election results. However, the technology is not being used to make elections transparent. Ballot
images are being deliberately destroyed. Election officials still fight to maintain out-of-sight control of
election outcomes. Many officials are suppressing the good news about ballot images and the audit
potential that's built into the system,
In Arizona and Ohio, election officials intentionally selected a software setting to destroy the ballot images
after the images were made and used to count the votes. Destroying the ballot images breaks the chain of
accountability. If the images determine the vote count, it is illegal to dispose of the ballot images in the
electoral process. If paper ballots must be preserved for specified lengths of time,then ballot images must
also be retained.
AUD1T-AZ is not aware of any other public official, other than an election administrator, intentionally
destroying public records that are clearly in the chaineof-custody and refusing to verify their work.
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Our lawsuit is important because it's the first act in a growing movement to advocate constructive use of
ballot images as a means of verifying the vote in any election, after all its the image of the ballot that is
counted, clearly, it's in the chain-of-custody and legally the second it was made and counted became a
publicly record.
Well known Ohio attorney and Election Transparency Activist, Bob Fitrakis took the Secretary of State
(SOS)of Ohio and 13 other counties that used ballot images to court in Franklin County by filing a
temporary restraining order(TRO)asking the court to order election officials to follow the law and preserve
the ballot images. The defendants' attorney misinformed the court when he claimed the election officials
did not turn on the feature to preserve ballot images when in fact the machine doesn't count unless it
produces an image first. The default setting for ES&S machines is pre-set to save the images, The machine
tabulates vote counts using the scanned images made from the paper ballots and does not destroy either
public record unless the machine operator expressly orders the machine to eliminate the electronic files
containing the ballot images,
Election officials intentionally selected an option which destroyed the ballot
images. The 0S850's instructional guide offers the operator options.

2

"3. You will be able to selectfrom one of thefollowing options:
* None
All Processed Images
Processed Write-in Images Only.

,

Please note that the recommend setting is *Ail Processed Images
An operator who selects * None willfully chooses to destroy public records.
In the Ohio case, Bob Fitrakis said,"rm shocked! It's inconceivable that you
would disable the securityfeatures built into the vote counting machines. I believe the election officials in
Clermont County are tampering with public records. This is another reason whyso many people believe our
elections are riggecr.'
In a similar situation in a recent Pima County lawsuit, the judge properly recognized that images are part of
the chain-of•custody when he stated and clearly ruled that they are a public record.52 In fact, Judge Gordon
asked the attorney for Pima County,"If you take voted ballots, make a copy of them and use those copies to
count votes, what makes you think that you con destroy them?'Link to Pima video 2" Court Hearing Oct
14,2016 at 9:30 minutes.53
Ina court hearing to pursue this matter on May 8, 2017 the attorney for the defendant, Pima County
Attorney Daniel Jurkowitz, attempted to mislead the judge with claims that the process is fine and We the
People don't need to see "how the sausage is made." See PlaintiffSupplemental Post-Hearing Brief to

judge prohibits Vote Sect/ray MeasUres in
sg Judge ruled that bal/ot inlages are a public record:
53 Link to Pima video 2:wi Court Hearing Oct 1.4th, 2016 at 9:30 minutes:

?

7
'

Address Misleading Factual Assertion Filed 5123/17.54 You bet we do according to our Arizona constitutioni
55Unk to 8-minute video and complete raw footage"
Jurkowitz asserted that the Secretary of State oversees elections and checks the databases;and Pima
County does a 4% audit of the election resuits. Unbelievable assertionsi Pima County audits 4% of the
votes in very few precinct races and NO county election races are ever checked.See ARS 16-602.in 2010S,
they audited 2%.After they had me falsely attested over the hand count audit in a NOB election,57 it went
to 4%. Back then, about 75% of the vote was cast at a precinct. Now,Vote by Mail is about BO% of the vote
and they do a useless 1% audit on those ballots. The county utterly refused to sort ballots by precincts for
the sake of check and balances,See Video — Verify that Vote by Mail is not hacked! Duniho & Bra key at
PCBOS.141.1r3k to report of what happened in court.
POUTiCS OF CORRUPTION
In October 2008,Pima County formed the Pima County Election Integrity Commission (PCElC)as a response
to the RTA litigation. The Commission is supposed to oversee elections, investigate issues, and advise the
Board of Supervisors. Unfortunately,that has not been the general case. See Pima county Elections
Integrity Commissioner(Mickey Duniho)Resigns, Administrator Refuses Refarrn.w Excerpt: Duniho told the
Arizona Daily Independent in an email that the Pima County Elections Integrity Commission Issimply a way
to waste all the election reformers'time. Every suggestion we have made has been rejected.'Video of
Duniho on radio show Wakeup Tucson.61
In late 2015,Pima County purchased new voting equipment from ES&S. in early August 2016,after being
led to believe for? months that the ballot images were being preserved, the commissioners and concerned
citizens discovered that the ballot images were being systematically destroyed, Link to short audio clip
from PCEICR Pima County VC on 7.15.16, item W ofAgenda. it slips out that the March Presidential
Preference Election and the May 17th Prop123 state election ballot images were destroyed,"

54 15 Plaintiff SUPPLEMENTAL POST-HEARING BriiEF TO ADDRESS MISLEADiNG FACTUAL ASSERTiON AT MAY 8,17 NEARING ON
MOTION FOR.RJOEGMENT ON PLEADINGS 5/23/2017; htLos;/ickly,e,gonele_comiocian?idrzDR2Ti(mk5NAiCiSiiSeicx2EFw2lA
n Court Nearing on 5/5/17 was about People's Right to Verified Elections and do We the People" have the right to "see bow the
Sausage is Mader You bet we do says our AZ constitution!
httosj/drive.gop.g,le,corrii,c2,2en?idt-:082TRmkSNAkCiMLISRsAMSLUy0413194
36 see MfrI clip from court "Sausage made"8 minutes: hrt
-routs.i.be lx4Mmi;I:DECN Raw footage 39 min, video of hearing:
ht:/voute.hetifVXGCNiYvitw
57 Link to arrest of John Braker. Video: htto:ilplectionniehtmares.corn/2015/06/21/fiashbac.k.2008s-false.a rresi-of-lohn-bnikevunearths. a-Ovria.d.....of•nargi-.•count-audjt-deficieru,ligsjand
httoKawytyalaclonvalUy,,iaLreirhenangelarchives/2009/04/22/charees-dronuari army-birthdavand:
htto://www.b.racIbioe.rom,Poz6363
Video Verify that Vote by Mail is Not hackedi Duniho & arekey at PCBOS; httarilvoist3;.h4v•1wilX2.9Pac
s9 Court Hearing(5/8/17)about People's Right to Verified Elections and do'We the People" have the right to "see how the Sausage
is Mader: haps:I/drive,,
.00e,e.d.)01,4'91g.n?idr-OinTif.inkSNAkfi.VIRMhXdFRI:WDaEi.i
Pima County Elections Integrity commissioner resigns,admstrator refuses reform; August 19,2014:
htrOs://ef zonadailviridfsPeidei;r.corn.412014/08/19/Piilegi:S..QW1tiztiKtiens,inteecitv,c:Nwnissioner-resip,n5-ae.i;'fiink:strai9LaLw
reform/
VP Duniho on radio show Wakeun Tucsori.64Ittord/YE%-:•li-q,blbarsli4RMAR
Link to short audio clip from PCEIC Clip 2 of 2 Short Video dip — Excerpt: March PPE and the May 17th Pro128 state elections are
saved,only to find out that ballot images were destroyed and the Cast Vote Record iCVR) is no good without ballot images. Link to
video: https;//youtu.halitiLiZMNWHO
0 Link to short audio clip after 7 months of the Commission thinking that the ballot images were saved for the March PPE

As soon as we found out that ballot images were being destroyed. AUD1T-AZ filed a Public Records
Request64 to confirm this practice. Then we filed a TRO in Pima County Superior Court protecting the ballot
images from being destroyed in the next election. We won the first round.The court ruled that the ballot
images are part of the chain-of-custody and are a public record that cannot be destroyed. Link to judge's
order.6s We are now In the second round of that litigation attempting to have the images publicly released.
Pima County has not only fought over the plain meaning of various election and public records laws, it has
actively intervened in drafting election iaws. Specifically, in 2006 former Representative Ted Downing and
former Senator Karen Johnson authored SB 1557 in the state legislature to mandate random auditing and
hand counting of ballots. Pirna County Election Director Brad Nelson told Representative Downing that
including county races in the bill would be a "deal breaker." Nelson said that he and the Tvlaricapa County
Election Director would oppose the entire bill if county eledions were covered by the mandatory hand
count audit. Because of that threat 513 1557 was passed, became A.R.S. §16-602.66 and county races were
not included. Video of Downing testimony.
Bill Risner, attorney and member of AUD1T-AZ wrote in September of 2016"all records are public records.
The legislature created A.R.S. 39422, which clearly defines what is(a)public record and has remained
unchanged since statehood, There is no question that those images are public records. The only argument
relates to whether there is a legal basisfor not disclosing them despite thefact that they ore public records.
The county must eitherfind co statute that prevents disclosure, or make an argument under the "Car/son
Case" which would presume that the board could not carry out theirjob if the public obtained copies of the
images. if they have such an argument, they shouldfork it over."
On October 14,2016, Pima County lost its case to destroy ballot images. The only way they could prevail
was to create new legislation to support their position. The legislature passed 581094 as a striker bill on
March 23, 2017. A striker bill strikes all the old language of an existing bill. SB 1094 was run as an
Innocuous housekeeping bill that makes it more difficult to legally release ballot images to the public. We
believe that legislators were manipulated into passing 591094 and did not understand what impact it would
have on our litigation and ultimately on the trustworthiness of the vote.
The passage of SB 1094 will become ARS 16.62S in early August. The bill reads:"THE OFFICER IN CHARGE
DIGITAL WAGES OF
OF ELECTIONS SHALL ENSURE THAT ELECTRONIC DATA FROM AND ELECT
BALLOTS ARE PROTECTED FROM PHYSICAL AND ELECTRONIC ACCESS, INCLUDING UNAUTHORIZED
COPYING OR TRANSFER, AND THAT ALL SECURITY MEASURES ARE AT LEAST A.5 PROTECTIVE AS THOSE
PRESCRIBED FOR PAPER BALLOTS."
It is important to note that the final text of the bill is strikingly similar to the defendant's words used in
court filings and oral arguments. Link to video of second court hearing, Oct 14,2016."
This language is also found in the Defendant's(Pima County)reply to a Motion for Judgment on the
Pleadings on December 7,2016. Excerpt from page 3 line 20:"The Courtshould order that, until ballot
image retention is expressly addressed by the Arizona Legislature, the Secretary ofState by way of
64 Public Records Request Pima Co filed for Ballot Images 8.15.16:

htton:ilriv.ponple.com,looeiOiclr.082Tkm:kSrtlAk(f23obntittiithqw.e
Link to judge order https://drive.google.comlopen?ldwOB2ThmSNAkCfAighViC1eVknOWiA
NRS 16-602 designated margin; hand counts; vote count verification committee: http:fiwww.azieg.stovieut16/ 0602.nten
67 Testimony of former Rep.Ted Downing on why County races were not included in hand count audit:
rr; i...-rer.;-ted-downirtg-recalls.efortt..t;.7s..4,,Ki,-:ii3d?i•4140,j,i,:sif;couraxracetis
://e
64 Link to Video of 2"1 Court Hearing Oct le,2015:10,11V-1Mtgi,thi.14-1.1CAME.71:41

regulation, or the Arizona Department of Library, Archives, and Records by retention schedule, the ballot
images should be treated the some as voted ballots, and the copies should be placed In ballot boxes to
remain unopened and unaltered pursuant to A.R.S.§16-624: Link to court fiiing,65
The bill was signed by Governor Doug Ducey on March 29,2017 and becomes ARS 16-6257 ninety days after
the legislative session ends. Link to PDF document that explains the scam of $B1094."
excerpt AZ Daily Start71 "In his May 24 ruling,Judge Richard Gordon made that injunction permanent, but
also — citing the Arizona Constitution's requirement of"secrecy in voting"and recent legislation — ruled
that both ballots and images ofthem are exempt from public disclosure'," Link to ruling.72
Thomas W. Ryan,Ph.D. is a well-known, highly respected computer scientist from Tucson with academic
and commercial development experience in systems engineering and software design. Dr. Ryan is one of
the best experts on elections and the digital technology used in Arizona elections.
Dr. Ryan is also a founding member of the Pima County Election Integrity Commission and served as its
chair until just recently. An op-ed written by Dr. Ryan was published in the October 31, 2016 edition ofThe
Arizona Republic!3 Excerpt:"There is a simple way to make our elections more transparent. How? By
releasing anonymous digital images of the paper ballots. Many modern tabulation systems, including those
used in most of Arizona's counties, create and countsuch images as part ofroutine ballot
processing. Releasing these images would allow anyone to count the ballots, either by hand or using
automated software."
As to claims that ballot images could lead to vote selling? Well, we have Vote by Mail(VW)which is 80%
of the vote and begot selfies are legal in AZ. Or. Ryan argued in the Op-ed:"This is a red herring because it
is alreadyfairly easy to sell votes, either by posting a photo of your ballot on social media(which is legal in
Arizona), or by sitting next to your vote buyer at home while you fill out your early ballot prior to mailing."
We know from years of experience that these cases are difficult to win for a combination of reasons. Most
of the judges in Arizona are Republicans. AU of the judges are appointed through the "merit" selection
process which eliminates anyone who has shown courage in the past in favor of the little guy or
justice. Bright young judges often want to rise in their career to the Court of Appeals or State Supreme
Court, AU judges view political cases as hot potatoes and look for a way to dump the case or pass it on to
the appeals court. Judges operate in an autocratic system where they are required by precedent to follow
the judges above them. They are opposed to democracy and are generally frightened by people
power. They are "establishment" team players who do not normally know how the system works and thus
don't know when they can go against the establishment. They know ruling for power is always the safest
course.
We think the Court understood the. issue when the Court asked:
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"Let me ask Mr. lurkowitz this: ifsomebody is concerned, legitimately concerned, that these
machines aren't doing what they're supposed to be doing; that they want to know how the
sausage is made. Many people don't want to know how sausage Is made. But they want to
know how sausage is made. They take pictures ofthese things and they count these images.
How would they ever be able to get that information? And are they entitled to that information?
As a citizen of our state, they want to know that there is some integrity in these machines so that
their votes are counted appropriately. With these statutes in place, and with the ruling that you
want me to make, how would they ever get that information? Or ore they not entitled to it?"
YouTube start at court question."
By now I hope that you can see at least that in some states, that the Status Quo is fighting to protect their
ability to cheat now or in some future election. Clearly, they don't want elections that are transparent,
trackable and publicly verified.
We know that our actions have prevented ballot images from being destroyed statewide in Arizona!
Needless to say, we at AUDIT-AZ will proudly fight on and should recover our attorney fees.
GOOD APPLES BAD APPLES THEY WERE ALL MOSTLY GOOD IN THE BEGINNING
Logic says that if the machines are so perfect in counting the ballots there is no reason to think that
releasing ballot images would result in a "can of worms" as used in Barbara Tellman's public letter to
Richard Elias, County Supetvisons4Teliman is the official observer for the Pima County Democratic Party.
We at AUD1T-AZ know the ballot images will always match the official count when counted properly.
Besides, if anyone claims to have found a different total from counting ballot images, you can bet that
someone else will check that claim by counting them again. Multiple counts will merely verify the machine
count because the machine count is always correct, if it has not been rigged,therefore, there is no reason
to fear a "can of worms"from releasing ballot images. However, what is troubling here is the very fact that
people like Barbara Tellrnan, the Pima County Democratic Party Rep; Election Director Brad Nelson; and his
boss, County Manager Chuck Huckelberry work together to prevent the release of ballot images.
The op-ed led to a coup against Chairman Tom Ryan (D)and he was voted out as chair. Fellow democrat
Teliman nominated and voted for a right-wing Republican to be the new chair of the Commission. The new
Chair is in sync with the county's desire to keep images secret. The very next monthly meeting of the PCE1C,
he invited Benny White,J.D. owner of Southwest Political Consultants, Inc., former Commission member
and antithesis of election transparence - to present on the evil of ballot images. See video link."
To further solidify power on the PCEIC, the new Chairman scheduled a training on Arizona open meeting
law 77 for the next monthly meeting - training designed to encourage public committee members to worry
more about what they can't say then what they can say. It's Groupthink programming. See dangers of
Groupthink."
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Teliman claims that Brakey's goal is to allow anyone to check the results for his/her own precinct via the
internet. True, do want people to have the right to check and verify how their votes are counted. Publicly
Verified Elections are Key to De-Corrupting Our Democracyl
proposed ballot counting parties, not "pool parties" as Tellman wrote. Here is how its done. Link to video
verifying voting machine output with digitally imaged ballots as done in Wisconsin,79
At the state meeting on Jan 23,2010,the Arizona State Democratic Party made election irstegrity and
transparency a party plank. Read the resolution offered by Bill Risner.N
The Arizona Democratic Party, at that time,supported a robust effort to lead the election integrity and
transparency lawsuits that were filed to ensure the right of every voter to have votes counted accurately.
However, an alliance formed about 6 years ago among certain Democratic Party officials and county
officials has virtually destroyed that support,
Maricooa County,the 4th Largest County in

is under New Nianagement

After the blatant voter suspension of the March 2016 Presidential Primary election, Maricopa County has a
new County Recorder, Adrian Fontes(D). Here are links to two articles that make me proud to call Adrian
Fontes a friend.82&"
Maricopa Department of Elections purchased their ballot processing equipment in 1995. Initially they used
the ES&S NI-650 for the central count and M400s in the precinct polling stations. In 2006, after the
scandalous 2004 Maricopa Legislative District 20 Republican Primary, which had a documented error rate of
Maricopa County changed to Sequoia Voting Systems software. The ES&S M-650 became Sequoia
Optech 400C and the M-100 became Sequoia Optech Insight Eagle. The public thought the problem was
solved. Unfortunately, it was only a name change of the existing equipment. Phoenix New Times
investigative journalist, John Dougherty wrote a series of stories that exposed the scandal. Link to Ballot
Box Breakdowns with reportfrom Dr Douglas Jones.84 Excerpt:"Jones is one of the nation's top experts on
voting.machine technology. He discovered the irregularities during an inspection of the county's vote
tabulation machinery late last month. Any election where the margin of victory is under 2 percent could be
called into question," says University of Iowa computer science professor Douglas Jones."
Ws not widely known but interesting to note that both ES&S and Sequoia bought the technology from a
defunct voting system company named "Business Records Corporation" out of Texas. More on this below.

19 Link to video Verifying voting-machine output with digitally iftlaiged

ballots. The last five minutes are particularly important. A
small group on Jan 23,2010.up of people could get together and do this with a laptop and flat screen TV).
https://youtu.belSlimOrTal."Ma
AUDIT AZ's attorney, Gill Risner passed a resolution making this issue a party piank at the AZ Democratic Party on Jan 23„,
2010L This report tells it like it is from a seasoned attorney with 49 years of experience on how bad the election systems is and the
solution of ballot Images:tinp,;11www,velvetrevelutiors,usielectionstrikaforceiArizoneVerriResniution20/0.pdf
al New Phoenix Eiection Chief Says'Nearly 91,000'Citizens Left Off Voter Roils:'BradCase 5/5/2017
Guest: Maricopa County, AZ Recorder Adrian Fontes: tittp://bratitsiog.corn/?p=12134
4.1 The Republic I azcentralcorn 3.22.17: AZ Recorder Adrian Fontes; Who's been kicked off Maricapa County voter rolls? Lawsuit
resolution may tell. htitp://wwwatcentralrorrucsiory/riewsliocaiii%civiiii12017/012:zimcorders-office'wttlemefit-Pfoiett-vote'..
could-,show-voter.s-kicked.off-rogs/99462142/
"John Dougherty,'Election Eve Nightmare — Can the Maricopa County Elections Department ensure the accuracy of early voting?
Hell No)" Phoenix New Times, 10/14/04; http:www.3hoenixnewttines,com/200440.14inewsielection-eve-nightmarel
84 The series of stories in his irwestigation exposes the problems with elections in Maricopa in 2004. Link `Ballot Box Breakdowns
with highlights of Dr Doug Jones report:httos://drive.rsooaie.comfonen?idzOkinkrnk'SNAkCfiviFAwRVASYrodheMkF.
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We filed a Mandamus lawsuit against Maricopa Elections because they added to the scandal by directing
Sequoia Voting Systems to remove the poll worker signature lines from the precinct poll tapes. in my
opinion that was to make it easy to rerun the precinct ballots at Sheriff Joe Arpaio's Training Center making
sure what happened in 2004 wouldn't happen again.
Short History of AUD1T-AZ and Maricopa County Elections from 2004 to 2010 by John Brakey 3/26/17. 11.5
Maricopa wants to go 100% Vote by Mail using the old technology. Link to Verify that Vote by Mail is not
Hacked! Duniho & Brakey at PC1096 We believe that by 2020 Maricopa will upgrade their equipment
because they have some of the oldest equipment in the US.
The Birth of Computer Voting. was not based on the Highest of Ethical Princibles1
Election activist and actress Mimi Kennedy" incorrect when she says,'All these voting companies have
STDs(Software Transmitted Diseases)1 One time or another they all have been in bed with each other."
Both ES&.S and Sequoia bought their technology from a now-defunct voting system company named
Business Fiecords Corporation (BBC). BRC was started with money from Texas billionaire Nelson Bunker
Hunt. Hunt and Howard Ahmanson are large contributors to the Chalcedon Foundation, a think tank for the
Christian Reconstruction movement,which advocates literal application of Old-Testament law." Here is a
link to the story of Global Election Management System (GEMS)that became Diebold that is currently doing
business as Dominion Voting Systems and was for a short time owned by ES&S until the Justice Department
ordered divestiture in March of 2010."Jeffrey Dean, an embezzler who specialized in sophisticated
alteration of computer records programmed the King County voting system,and is mentioned specifically in
the Diebold memos in connection with programming the (then) new 1.96 version optical-scan software and
the touch-screen WindowsCE program. Let's look at some of the features Dean says he programmed for a
"ballot on demand'optical scan application. Jeffrey W. Dean,January 22,2002 RE: serial numbers on
ballots."When releasedfrom orison[Dean]had $87in his inmate account. He had been ordered to pay
$385,227in restitution for his embezzlements__ Most of us wouldfind it difficult to bankroll a business
under those circumstances, yetsomehow Dean(and his wife, Deborah M. Dean)managed to become the
owners ofSpectrum Print & Mara ballot printing company. "According to securities documentsfor Global
Election Systems in September 2000,Spectrum was purchasedfor $1.6 million by Global Election Systems."
"and this is outrageous stuff!
We've learned that an application like Fraction Magic, uncovered by Bev Harris
and Benny Smith,can only change the numbers. It cannot change a complex
hard copy, hand-marked paper ballot pegged against its corresponding ballot
Image. When fully implemented,the ballot images and the audit features of

United for Democracy Integrity & Transparency)and Maricooa County Eiections
from 2004 to 2010 By John R Brakey March 26,2017; httos://drivegooitje.cszo/open?4:.01PUrntISNAkCibGfEMDloT2txek
"Arizona Verify that Vote by Mail Is Not Hacked/ Duniho & Brakey at PCBOS: bttos-,//youtu.hekty.2wen984c
Could 4Fraction Magic'Steal Part Of Your Vote? Guest: Mimi Kennedy: i!ttos://youtu.heAmAnuOnaY04
"Both EFAS,and Sequoia bought their technology from a now-defunct voting system company named "lik?s,fnen A.-xords
Corporation:traitattyk.,..y,esmagezine.prAdissuesiwhos
"Justice Department Requires Key Divestiture in Election Systems & Software/Premier Election Solutions Merger:.
httosifwww.ivgice.goVonajorfiustice.*ponn;':nt-rerinires-key-divstitura-election-votems-sofotaregiamier-election
foThe story of Global that became Diebold "WWI'e in prison; httP:ablaCkbOKVating.OrgibbLi...ChaptC-14.pdf
. i)oksAgou04?,,
„ W
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"
See linko .Short History of AUDIT-AZ(American

the new voting machines can help prevent fraudulent practices like Fraction Magic.
Denying this valuable function simply fuels the belief that the ballot images are being destroyed for
nefarious purposes in defiance of common sense and the law.
As reported in the Pima County Election Integrity Commission Jan 18 agenda's meeting notes: ITEM 12.
'Tom Ryon had a conversation with Ken Carbullido now a former Vice President ofMS who presented
several[alternatives]to destroy[ing] the ballot images. One is to leave the images on the scanners and then
transfer them later; Ken thinks there is enough storage space on the scanners to do that. The second option
Is to do the transfer, but not pull them into the database and just leave them on the disc. The third is to pull
them into the database each night which would cause the disc tofill up rapidly because there would-be
duplication ofimages each night.' Pima Elections completely ignores all 3 options and destroys ballot
images.'
Pima County has a history of starting the mail in vote count 10 days early. We know from the
Diebold/GEMS audit log that the election department was illegally peeking and printing election results
before election day."The new system was NOT meant to transfer the data every day. It was built to secure
the data In the 05850 to be transferred on election day to the Election Management System.
We the People demand that elections be transparent, trackable and publicly verified. The ballot Images
should be put online by precinct and the public should have the right to verify as explained in this
document and then use a method to verify a number of images against the original ballots.
Most of the public is unaware that our elections are vulnerable to illegal manipulation by vendors,
programmers, and insiders, as well as, memory card viruses, and other security breaches. In December of
2016, we reported that we found SIM cards in Wisconsin.
Excerpt from my Affidavit I, John R Brakey,swear or affirm
3. I am well acquainted with electronic voting and have been working around machine counted
elections in general since 2004.
4. My specialty is evaluating the vulnerability and reliability of election systems.
S. I have been investigating many of the twenty-four Wisconsin counties that are conducting a recount of
the 2016 presidential race using optical scanner voting machines instead a recount by hand.
6. I learned that the machines in many of these counties are vulnerable to insider or sophisticated hacking
because election results are transmitted through a cellular modern that is connected to the Internet.
7. I confirmed that the scanning machines used in Milwaukee and Waukesha Counties contain a cellular
modem to allow results to be sent over the Internet making them vulnerable to insider and sophisticated
hackers. End of excerpt from Affidavit. Link to my Affidavit and joint report.
??,)
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99 Pima County has a history counting Vote by Nola 10 days early. Peeking and printing results before election day:
"Affidavit of John ft fkakey confirmed that the scanning machines used in Milwaukee and Waukesha Counties contain a
cellular modem to ailow results, to be sent over the internet making them vulnerable to insider and sophisticated hackers:

Excerpt from the Report: FBI Director Comey told the American people and specifically Congress that the
U.S. voting machines are not connected to the Internet, As we've seen, at least in the case of the extremely
popular D5200 voting machine,that isn't true. They are physically connected to the Internet, without
question. ES&S would argue that there is a software block in place but as far as we can tell, nobody has
tested the efficiency of that block or checked to see if it can be subverted. Anything connected to the
Internet is hack able if you find the right hacker. This is an irltoilerable situation.
California does not use the Election Assistance Commission (EAC). California certifies their election
software and equipment.
Excerpt of report prepared for the California Secretafy of
State, November 4,2016 on DS200 Network Configuration:
Even though the DS200's Ethernet port is located within
the enclosure and not accessible, it is still active by default
and configured with a static IP address."Furthermore, it
was discovered that an SSH server is installed, which allows
remote access with "root" user loginsipermissions,(An
insider's backdoor; this also describes what wefound in
Wisconsin. J Brakey)

'YOU NEVER CHANGE MINOS BY TINTING THE DENG
WTIIII CHANGE SOMETHING,KO A NEW MOGEI.
THAT MAKES THE EXISTING MLi4, soar
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lAtthTIMAGES CHANGE THAT MODEL Alt THAI'S WHY
THEY'RE HOG ANDTDR DESTROYING THEM:
JOHN R

Depending on the user's permission, if an attacker were able to access this internal networking port they
would be able to log into the 05200 and access the Linux operating system. Furthermore, as noted in the
previous section,the root password was trivially cracked and could be used to gain root-level access to the
system. Also read this! The Internet of things.%
NOW WHAT?
This is a lot to digest regarding the vulnerabilities and shortcomings of the voting systems and the utter
reluctance of many election officials to pursue transparent, trackable, publicly verifiable elections now,

WHAT NEXT? A NATIONAL ACTION PLAN:
Now is the time. The future is herd l Currently, voting machine vendors only sell digital optical scanners
that count hand-marked paper ballots and produce ballot images. In most cases,they're using off the
shelf scanners. The scanners photograph ballots and make ballots easily trackable and publicly
verifiable. The ballot images could be read by aftermarl<et software with little additional programming.
See link to ClearAucilem is the nation's first independent,automated election audit tool that audits other
systems, providing a visual comparison to the voting system results.w
This is a major step forward toward protecting the vote and our democracy. We must take advantage of
this leap forward and work hard toward making elections transparent,trackable and publicly verified
nationwide.

95 Report on Prepared fof the California Secretary of State on IMMO and Sims Card it an attacker Were able to access this internal nelWorxing

port,they would he ante to fog into the DS20a and access the Linux °prang system. Furthermore, as noted in the prevtous section. the root
password was trivially cracked and could be used to gain root•level access to the system;
hno;Notingsystemss-An umca,gew'venderelessfunity3410.fred-tearn.adt
96 The interne of things: itgalierr.witsioedia.orelwikilinterno of Rims
oThis video gives an oyeiview of the CiearAudit reporthg tool where Etedion 0ficteis can virorvet vis:Jakzet0 and determine Vw.er intent. here
you can see how quickly ClearAudit can resolve a close race. Video: hilos:?tynetu.nel7v1PW13rYl.ic
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EDUCATE: We have a problem that can be overcome. By being proactive and devising strategies that will
overcome obstruction we can take away the impunity of the system that wants to protect its ability to
cheat.
The effort will involve a publicity campaign that informs the public of the shocking actions of political
parties and the media to minimize the problem and wish it and us away. Due to fear of losing their jobs,
very few reporters have given equal time to discuss the manipulation of elections. Every story they write
against the status quo is just another nail in their journalistic coffin.
Fortunately,there is a new independent media alive and growing on the intemet. The fact is right now,
We the People do not know what has been going on behind closed doors in election offices throughout
the country. Once upon a time, the people themselves had oversight over elections. No one knew that
the man behind the curtain (an insider) could get away with stealing an election in the United States of
America. The thought of that is sickening, and frankly unbelievable, especially to people who think that
technology is being used to deliver votes more quickly,&caret+, and accurately. It is a rude awakening
but an awakening with a solution!
We have an opportunity. People are questioning election results because of
the many fiascos of the 2016 elections that featured widespread news of
hacking and systematic electronic voter suppression. Even FOX NEWS covered
the story on May 13, 2017."
Anyone who owns a personal computer knows that hacking and tampering with our computers by
insiders, foreign actors and unscrupulous criminals is not a rare occurrence.
DEFEAT IMPUNITY: Elections in a number of states are routinely stolen with impunity by insiders and
inadequate procedures such as poor to no auditing. In Arizona Vote by Mail is wide open do to virtually no
real auditing at all. Our job as election transparency activists is to take that impunity away by public
exposure of easy to understand motives, methods,and examples of stolen elections. AUDIT-AZ has gained
valuable watchdog experience, as have other election groups in Ohio, Florida, California and elsewhere.
Election transparency and election integrity activists have demonstrated good citizenship through
persistence and assertion of the right to oversight and transparency. AUDIT-AZ has amassed an enormous
amount of experience as we continue to gather information to challenge the Status Quo.
Accountability and criminal punishment would put a stop to election manipulation. We aim to make
culpable insiders, election officials, and vendors paranoid because it Is a good thing for democracy.
Obstacles: The status quo and their insiders have power and they are willing to do almost anything to
maintain it. The public needs to know how this game is played, Insiders who are controlled by the Status
Quo cannot overcome the will of an INFORMED PUBLIC, The dramatic step forward is that in most states
ballots are already considered a public record. Also, ballots are anonymous once separated from the voter
or the envelope.
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When the Idea that ballot images are a public record and can be used to verify the vote becomes common
knowledge,our dream of transparency will come true. We the People will reassert our constitutional
authority of election oversight.
Remedies: The mainstream media has declared a moratorium on challenging election
results because the media is part of the Status Quo. Often the media are, as Bill Moyers
has said, "stenographers to power." The mainstream message is that elections are not
being hacked. Except when done by Russians.
Election Integrity and transparency activists are familiar with being marginalized as
conspiracy theorists. The time is now to act upon the public's disgust with political
parties. Rightfully, there is widespread suspicion that votes are not being counted
properly. Time after time legislatures blatantly ignore the needs, desires, and rights of
We the People. We need to be our own media and build new focused social connection with all groups on
the right or left, that believe and understand that elections are not any good unless they are verified.
MESSAGE: We need to craft a message of hope and promote the notion that we can overturn a corrupt
election system. We have a model with the means and tried and true methods to make it happen.
Overturning a corrupt election system is the first and primary step to de-corrupting our democracy.
ORGANIZING/FUNDING: We need a nationwide campaign with close collaboration among the voting rights
community to restore the people's role if we are going to rescue democracy.
We must believe that our democracy cannot die. We know how to keep democracy alive. Coordinated legal
actions within the states will gain public notice and restore faith in voter participation. Don't believe
people who say that when people know insiders control elections they won't vote, so we must never tell
them. The truth is that when the people know and feel they have the power to oversee their elections they
will vote.
We the People must act. This is our country. We must regain trust and establish civility, There is no better
way than to make American elections the world standard for transparent, trackable, verifiable elections.
Let's end the controversy and rebuild trust in election outcomes. We must stop the Status Quo from
suppressing the technology that allows people to see the proof of victory or defeat.
Our job must be to investigate, educate and litigate and hammer home that we must have elections that
are transparent,trackable, and publicly verified. We have a plan. We're doing it in Arizona. We need to help
others do what we do in other states ASAP.
American United for Democracy, hawk',and Transparency in Election USA
AUDIT Elections USA will need to be a non-partisan non-profit 501c4(contributions not tax-deductible)
organization that advocates for legislation and regulation that promotes transparency, trackable and
publicly verified elections. Across the U.S. Each state team would be called AUDIT Elections with that
state name at the end. The activist that work for AUDIT Elections USA will foster small groups and train
all in the work to achieve verified elections.
414
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We believe the integrity and strength of our democracy relies on citizen's trust that each vote be
counted as cast.
AUDIT Elections USA will pick a dozen or so key states with dedicated activists on the ground and use the
same strategies implemented in Arizona - Public Records Requests and Mandamus Act type actions - to
force election departments to follow the law, AUDIT Elections will have a crew of on-call experts to advise
on this new technology. Our attorneys Kasey Nye and Bill Risner have laid a legal path forward. Link to case
file: Roque "Rocky" De La Fuente"/ Richard Hernandez v. Pima County.1°
Likewise, we must consider where it would be best to file in a Federal court as to the federal issues and our
civil rights. The main federal law involved used to be 42 USC 1974-1974e, but was changed to "TITLE 52
Subtitle II/ CHAPTER 207 §20701" without any change to the critical opening paragraph:"§20701.
Retention and preservation ofrecords and papers by officers of elections; deposit with custodian; penaltyfor
violation/4°1 Every officer ofelection shall retain ond preserve,for a period of twenty-two monthsfrom the
date of any general,special, or primary election of which candidatesfor the office ofPresident, Vice
President, presidential elector, Member of the Senate, Member of the House of Representatives, or Resident
Commissionerfrom the Commonwealth ofPuerto Rico are votedfor, all records and papers which come
into his possession relating to any application, registration, payment ofpoll tax, or other act requisite to
voting in such election, except that, when required by law,such records and papers may be delivered to
another officer ofelection_
Any officer ofelection or custodian who willfullyfails to comply with this
section shall befined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned not more than one year,or both.
AUDIT Elections USA would train people to do what AU01T-A2 does- investigate, educate and litigate.
For our democracy to recover We the People must understand and address these
three major issues:
1. Election Fraud,
2. Voter Suporession,t'and
3. Gerrymandering.43
Fora list of voting equipment used in any county in the United States go to "The
Verifier - Polling Place Equipment Current'.w4
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Jonathan Simon author of CODE RED wrote and I totally agree: "The reality is that we may wind up
buttoning up our computers against "outside"intruders while leaving them vulnerable as ever to insiders—
working at, with, or through the handful of private corporations to which we have outsourced this bedrock
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protocol ofour derrocrocy-and to anyone with a s'connection"and the funds to purchase their services."
Simon is correct, most fraud is done by insiders and sadly we know it's done with impunity. lcs
That must change! That just another reason why ballot images must be pegged against the hand marked
paper ballot, Fact: Elections are not any good unless they transparent,trackable and publicly verified,
Personal Message
consider myself to be a "social justice gadfly" type activist who works,
believes and teaches what I call the 7 "Cs" of a good social gadfly,
Character, Capacity, Credibility, Civility, Citizenship,love of Country and the
most important of the "Cs" is Couragel To have the Courage to stand up,
sometimes all by yourself, after carefully reflecting on the first 6"Cs"I
After all, what kind of a Character has the Capacity to destroy his Credibility
by saying or doing something stupid without thinking it out first? All l have
to offer as an election transparency activist is my CREDIBILITY and my many years of experience in
elections.
I

Our country, our children and their children are endangered by the corruption that's been going on for
many years. Corruption that denies American citizens their right to have their votes accurately counted and
verified. This corruption has the capability of installing a government that the people may not have voted
into office. Please consider a donation to our continuing work by going to:
hup://electionnightmartn,cos
With hope and peace for a real working democracy,
-ea&
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John RBrakey, Executive Director and Co-founder; Americans United for
Democracy integrity and Transparency - AUDIT-Arilona
JohnBrakey.pgmailcom
httos:Ilwww.faE.^1book.comijohn.r.brakev
SSG S Placita PIcacho El Diablo
Tucson, AZ 85706
Phone: 520.-S78,5678

Auditect-Jotto. #4. Btakev

Cell: 520-339 2696

Our main site: www.EletionNiehtMares.corn
https://www.youtdOexorniuser/AUDITAZ
https://v4ww.facebook.comiRrouos/AUDITAZ
https://www.facebook.cornipagesiSarita-Cruz-EIC
Old sites: www.RiegedNoMore.com
Old sites: htto://seekingjusticeauditaz.bioesdot,com
Old site: httpljaudit-az.blogiu?pt.corn
Real old site started in 2005: htto:llauditaztlogsoolcom
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BE THE'WE" with AUDIT-AZ: Join the movement. Learn how we could make Elections Publicly Verified!
"Never doubt that a small group of thoughtful, committed citizens con change the world. Indeed, it Is the
only thing that ever has. Margaret Mead
"Make yourselfsheep and the wolves will eat you. -- Benjamin Franklin
"There is no safetyfor honest men except by believing all possible evil of evil men."— Edmund Burke
AUDIT-AZ is a nonpartisan organization whose mission is to restore public ownership and oversight of
elections,to work to ensure the fundamental right of every American citizen to vote,and to have each vote
counted as intended in a secure, transparent, impartial, and independently audited election process.
John Brakey is a longtime election transparency activist from Arizona who has specialized in electronic
voting machine security and backing issues for nearly two decades. His group, AUDIT AZ, has filed
numerous lawsuits that have challenged reported election results and shown breakdowns in verifying the
vote.
According to longtime attorney and friend Bill Risner,"Every study of the security ofcomputer voting
systems has identified insiders such as company employees and or vendors and election department
employees as the primary security risks. These some vendors when having their software certified,
instructed the test labs "NOT"to check the softwarefor security." Court: Intps://youtu.beilE0kOvild 0
Well know actress and activist Mimi Kennedy wrote about Fraction Magic:"This 20 minutes can change
the world. Because our world is depending on democracy and the true voice ofthe people as we wake up
and work together to save our children and the planet. This is not partisan drama. This is ourfuture as a
planetary people. We are created with minds tofigure things out. Thank you to those who thought and
questioned until theyfound this..,. https://voutu.be/Fob-AGgn44
Scene inside a polling station during the French presidential election of 2017: election officials and a
standard transparent ballot box
History teaches us that elections without public accountability are nothing more than
vote-counting in the dark, controlled by a county government,in the act of choosing
itself and its cronies, while picking our pockets.
Our message is simple:"We the People," must have elections that are 100% Transparent, Trackable and
Publicly Verified. Case no. C20163926
01 Plaintiff Hernandez v Pima County Application for TRO Court Copy 8.24,16:
tittos:adriyexpogie.comiopen?id=0B21-KmkSNAkCfri3hiji:r0zVmplEaXM
02 Plaintiff Hernandez v Pima County Verified Complaint Court Copy with Ex A 8.24.16:
httosWdrive.eovele.comionen?id4B2TRarkSNAkCfaWnihi..MxSVERCNmfyl
03 Clef Pima County Response to Richard Hernandez Election Ballot image case 8,29A6:
https://cifivel,gole*comlipen?id=0132TKmkSNAkCINIGFhtvIW9TMElZtvinc
04 Plaintiff Response to Def Motion to Dismiss 9.21.16:
comlopttfl?id=0/32TKmkSNAkCfbVM2b1V3NTVWXth
ROO
05 Def County Reply Brief with Exhibits on 10.7.16:
httoszilcirive.goo. ki,,comiciperOid-z0B2IKtrikSNAkCfanZSU3beVGheklig
06 is Judge Gordon Ruling Images are a Public Record 10.14.16 C20163926:
https://i.iriyeocp,ie.comioben'isid=082TKonkSNAKAighWC.10ikhOWIA
"07 Plaintiff Second Amended Complaint about getting ballot images 1025.16":
https://tirive.izoogie.comio5.ten?idt---082TKmKSKIAkadidrXONSekw5 nc

en
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08 Def reply Pima Co Motion for Judgment on the Pleadings 12.7.16:
h tt t3s://clriv..P
,C0 mlogen?idr-OB2TKmkSNAkCfaDRMWURBOXRI.,YWc
09 Def Reply Pima County Answer 12.7.16:
httos://drive.Roo0e.comjnpen'•''E.Imi, B2TKmkSNAkCfNDIfdit/tXSURr.N2c
10 PLAINTIFF OBJECTION TO PIMA CO MOTION FOR JUDGEMENT ON THE PLEADING 3,03.17:
httos:Pdrive,
en'E'id=t0B2ThrnkSNAkCf0E.IwVEISUnE3aXM
10A Def Public Records Request Response 127 2016 - 2-24 PM:
gcngiez.s:Hriippein?IdttIOB2TKmkSNA„KfcXFmN2ItYlippTIIM
108 Def Public Records Request CVR G Nov 7 Election-Excel Final 427 1018allots, very large file, you r'sf3d to
download: tittiwildrive.googie,corn/openlidF,OVIWkSNAke,:faWZON2N2enii0Te
11 Def Reply to Motion for Judgment on the Pleadings 3.16.2017:
lat.pijilskjy.ie.comiooen?idz:082TKmkSNA kCfSGbDa kdfAILII.Rd
12 Plaintiff OBJECTIONS TO MOTION TO STRIKE & CROSS MOTION FOR ORDER GOVERNING SCHEDULING &
DISCOVERY 3,17.17: httos://drivegooelecomlopen?id4,062nmk5NAkCitRZRatikenhakit
13 Def Pirna County NOTICE OF SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY from law they got passed SB1094 Filed April
14.17: https://drive.nowle.comlooen?id=082TKmkSNAkCfM'FliNGIMWH JITnM
14A Plaintiff OBJECTION TO MOTION TO STRIKE AND CROSS MOTION 4.27,17
httns://drive.googig.conniqpen?Idz=082TKrrikSNAkCfbVVVvdl7.lyTIL/d3c
14B Plaintiff NOTICE OF ERRATTA filed 4,27,17:
tittos: 7drive.g.s2oRle.comjopen?Idu082TKmkSNAkCfilthnNiitcnivY3M
15 Plaintiff SUPPLEMENTAL POST-HEARING BRIEF TO ADDRESS MISLEADING FACTUAL ASSERTION AT MAY
8,17 HEARING ON MOTION FOR JUDEGMENT ON PLEADINGS 5/23/2017:
httos://drive.google.com/opert?idz082TKmkSNARC5II5eicxZEF 21A
16 in his May 24 ruling, Judge Richard Gordon made that injunction permanent, but also — citing the
Arizona Constitution's requirement of "secrecy in voting' and recent legislation ---- ruled that both ballots
and images of them are exempt'from public disclosure:
htt s://drive,google.corniopen?id=0B2TKmkSNAkCfdihq'TmZaUloink
Video of Court Proceecnng by John Bralcey ED of AUDITAZ 10.15.16
Video of r Court Hearing from Aug 30°,2016: httos:llyoutu.belaVFHWYKir.2
Video of 2 Court Hearing Oct 10,2016: httos.://youtu,beig4HoLIMP-fzi
Video ofr Court Hearing May 8, 2017: httin://yoututteiNXGCNIYvnw
Mini clip how Sausage made 8 minutes 5/8/17: httos://yrnittg.be/IxdfOm69,06

