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***

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

Well certainly good morning, and I appreciate everyone that is here this morning.  And as most of you were coming in, you did see the sign in sheet out there?  I know most of you already signed in once.  We would appreciate the you signing in again, to make sure we have proper documentation of your attendance today.  So, the sign in forms are outside.  You can do that right before the committee meetings, if you so choose to do so.  

We do have a few housekeeping issues, that we would like to go over this morning.  And I’ll turn it over to Commissioner McCormick at this time to go over a few of the housekeeping issues. 

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:

Good morning.  So, when you sign in, if you haven’t gotten your certificate, the certificates are still on the table.  And we’ll mail out to anybody who didn’t pick theirs up, but -- so, that’s one thing.  If you need a boarding pass printed out, the office is open and you can print your boarding passes.  So, if you go right down this hall way, around the corner, Ashley and Shirley and those folks are going to be in there, and they can help assist you with printing your boarding pass.  Also, be sure to get all your receipts in the little envelope and mail those in as soon as possible.  So, that we can get everybody paid back for whatever expenses you had incurred.  And then, we’re going to switch up some of the rooms this morning, nothing drastic, but the EAVS Committee, which was in Navarro A is moving to Navarro B.  Which is the room we had lunch in yesterday.  And then, Bylaws, if you all could meet out in one of the balconies or something.  I know it’s a small group.  And then, we’ll do Open Mic in here with the Commissioners.  And any other Committees -- are still the same.  VVSG is in the Zapata Room.  The Clearinghouse in the Madero Room.  USPS in the Carranza Room.  And then any of the small committees, I’m sure you can find a space in one of the balconies or out on the foyer or down in the lobby whatever you decide.  So, that’s it for me.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

All right.  And then, the Chairman of the Proxy Committee, Gary Poser, has an announcement.

COMMISSIONER POSER:

Yes, so the Proxy, Mr. Chairman, -- the Proxy Committee met yesterday afternoon.  And we have received eight Proxy’s from the DFO, which we reviewed and approved all of them.  So, from Georgia, Brian Kemp has a Proxy to Lynn Bailey of Georgia.  In Louisiana Angie Rogers, has a proxy to Elaine Manlove of Delaware.  In Massachusetts, John McCarey has a proxy to Michelle Tassinari of Massachusetts.  Jim Silrum of North Dakota, to John Merrill of Alabama.  Robert Dezmelyk of New Hampshire to Anthony Stevens of New Hampshire.  Linda Von Nessi of New Jersey to Bob Giles of New Jersey.  Doug Sanderson of Oklahoma to Carol Morris of Oklahoma.  And Kai Shawn of Wyoming to Jacki Gonzalez of Wyoming. 

 So, if there were to be any roll call votes on any business conducted today, those would be the individuals who would be allowed to do a Proxy vote for the person who gave them their proxy.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

All right.  Any questions to the Chairman of the Proxy Committee?  All right.  Good.  

The next order of business -- before I get into the introduction of the Officers and new Executive Board, that officially the term will start April the 29th, we do have an outgoing member on the Executive Committee, they served and took the task of the VVSG Committee, and we are certainly proud of his service.  We do have a gift for you.  Paul, if you’ll come up here and I’ll present you this gift.  If you notice his shirt, he clearly is proud to be an American.  

[Laughter]

And Secretary Merrill, as much as I hate to say it, he is a ‘Roll Tide’ fan.

[Laughter]

COMMISSIONER MERRILL:




God bless him for that.  

[Laughter]

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

So, on behalf of the Executive Committee, we have a lapel pin that does not say ‘Roll Tide’ but that says ‘Proud to be an American’.  And with the service that he’s provided to this Executive Committee we certainly are proud of you, and were proud that you’re proud to be an American.  Paul Lux.

[Applause.]

COMMISSIONER LUX:




I noticed nobody yelled speech and I get that.

[Laughter]

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

So, the Executive Committee did meet last night, and part of that meeting is to select a Chairman, a Vice-Chairman, and a Secretary.  And I can share with you, it’s truly been an honor to have served as Chairman.  I’m from a small town in Tennessee about 8,000 individuals.  And I got to tell you, one of the benefits that I didn’t even realize was just having an opportunity to meet the individuals from all across the nation and the territories.  And if you haven’t done this, I would encourage you to network as much as possible.  Because you never know, and there’s going to be legislation going through your committee, and you have to get an answer very quickly and you have to pick up that call -- that phone call to Steve Trout, or whatever it may be.  Steve Trout of Oregon or whoever it may be.  And say I have a quick question, I need an answer, and they get back with you as expediently as possible.  I will share with you, it has truly been a joy.  I’ve grown professionally doing it. And two years from now there will be some Executive Board Elections.  I encourage you to think about that and step up to the plate, if you so choose.   Because, you do have to be on the Executive Committee to serve in the capacity as Chair, Vice-Chair or Secretary.  As Chair, I’m not allowed to have consecutive terms.  And not that anybody wanted me to have consecutive terms, but anyway, I’m very gracious for the one term I had.  Last night, we did elect a Chairman going forward, and that is Edgardo Cortes.  

[Applause]

And of course, currently he’s the Vice-Chairman.  Last year’s Chairman was Brad King.  He also has served as Secretary, now he has completed the trifecta, and he was chosen as the Vice-Chair.

[Applause]

Jerry Schwarting has stepped up to get the position that everybody loves and wants.  And that is Secretary.  And we certainly do appreciate Jerry stepping up to take that position.  

[Applause]

He was unopposed and the only person who voted against him being Secretary was Jerry.

[Laughter]

Of course, I will remain on the Executive Board.  We have Gary Poser, he does an excellent job.  Greg Riddlemoser, you want to stand up?  You saw him yesterday, of course, but he is a new member that will begin April the 29th.  

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




Saturday.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

Saturday.  Tomorrow.  So, anyway, Ray Valenzuela, here on the front.  Genevieve Whitaker was elected to another term, as was Ray.  

[Applause]




And then, Sally Williams, of course.  



All right.  So, we did appoint committees yesterday.  And have you made an announcement about the rooms?

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




Yes, I have.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:




Okay.  Good deal.

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




Do you want me to do it again?

[Laughter]

CHAIRMAN GOINS;




That’s do it again, since the Chair wasn’t listening.  

[Laughter]

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:

So, we are moving the committee rooms are VVSG, Zapata; EAC Clearinghouse, Madero; we’re moving EAVS to the Navarro B room, which was where we had lunch yesterday; USPS is in the Carranza room; Bylaws will be out with Brad King, one of the balconies, directly outside the door here; and then, the Open Mic with Commissioners will remain in this room.  

COMMISSIONER REEVES:

I have a question, sorry, Peggy Reeves.  How do we know what committee were on, because we -- oh --

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:



We’re going to do that. 

COMMISSIONER REEVES:



Oh, sorry.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

So, just make a logical guess about the committee that you think you’re on.  

[laughter]

So, in a moment I’ll call on the Chairmen, they’ll announce their committees.  I will announce the TGDC, it is our honor to appoint two members to that.  We stayed the course.  Robert Giles, has been selected, as well as, Greg Riddlemoser, that are currently on the Board, and we felt that had continued to give good service on their behalf.  So, they were selected.  At this time, I will -- well let me say this.  If you are not appointed to a committee, you have a couple options.  If you want to attend Open Mic then you’re more than welcome to do so.  Or if there is a committee that you have an interest in, then you can go and listen and participate by that means.  So, for example, if you are not on the VVSG Committee, but that’s a committee that interests you then you’re more than welcome to attend that meeting.  Proxy Committee, I’ll call on Gary so he can announce the members of the Proxy Committee.

CHAIRMAN POSER:

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  So, the Proxy Committee going forward, which again we won’t meet until the next meeting, a year from now, to review the Proxy’s.  So, the committee members of the new Proxy Committee are Marci Andino of South Carolina; Tim De Carlo of Connecticut; Elaine Manlove of Delaware; and Patricia Wolfe of Ohio. 

CHAIRMAN GOINS:




Bylaws Committee.  Chairman Brad King.

CHAIRMAN KING:

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  The members of the committee are myself as Chair.  Michael Hass; Maria Pangelinan; Dennis Parrott; Gary Poser; Howard Sholl; Kris Swanson.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:




Resolution Committee.  Once again, Chair Brad King.

CHAIRMAN KING:

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  The Resolutions Committee consists of myself as Chair; Marci Andino; Dana Debeauvoir; Lisa Harris-Moorhead; and Holly Robertson.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

The EAVS Committee, Edgardo serving as Chair of the Executive Board, he will now be able to serve ex officio on all the committees.  However, for today’s meeting he will still be the Chairman of the EAVS Committee.  I am the incoming Chairman of that committee, but Edgardo, would you like to mention the EAVS members?

VICE-CHAIRMAN CORTES:

Sure.  So, the members of the EAVS Committee, as Mark

mentioned, he is -- will be Chairing the Committee going forward.  Lynn Bailey from Georgia; Nikki Charlson, Maryland; Kristin Gabriel, South Dakota; Stuart Holmes, from Washigton; Keith Ingram from Texas; Gary Poser, Minnesota; Howard Sholl from Delaware; Michelle Tassinari, Massachusetts; Mark Thomas from Utah; Carol Thompson, from Alaska; Patricia Wolfe from Ohio.  So, those are the committee members for EAVS.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

Incoming Chairman for the VVSG Committee will be Greg Riddlemoser, but for today’s meeting, Paul Lux will conduct that meeting.  Paul, would you like to announce the members?

CHAIRMAN LUX:

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  So, the members of the new VVSG Committee, of course, Greg Riddlemoser, who will Chair the committee starting tomorrow; Veronica Degraffenreid from North Carolina; Robert Dezmelyk from New Hampshire; Kari Fresquez from New Mexico; Bob Giles from New Jersey; Lance Gough from Illinois; Tim Hurst from Idaho; Keith Ingram from Texas; I will remain on the committee as a committee member from Florida; Marian Schneider from Pennsylvania; Dwight Shellman from Colorado; Steve Trout from Oregon; Ray Valenzuela from Arizona; and Brian Wood from West Virginia. 

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

All right.  The United State Postal Service Committee is Chaired by Sally Williams.  Sally, will you announce your members.

CHAIRMAN WILLIAMS:

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  I have Josie Bahnke from Alaska; Barbara Goeckner from Wisconsin; Jackie Gonzales from Wyoming; Neal Kelley from California; Brad King from Indiana; Carol Olsen from Iowa; Peggie Reeves from Connecticut; Derrin Robinson from Oregon; Linda Von Nessi from New Jersey; and Justus Wendland from Nevada.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

The Clearinghouse Committee is Chaired by Genevieve Whitaker.  Genevieve, will you announce your members?

CHAIRMAN WHITAKER:

Thank you, Mr. Chair.  We have Julie Flynn from Maine; Joe Gloria from Nevada; Douglas Kellner from New York; Brad King from Indiana; Baretta Mosley from Michigan; Rudy Santos from Colorado; Auli’i Tenn from Hawaii; Patty Weeks from Idaho; and Brittany Westfall of West Virginia.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

All right.  The Executive Director Search is a committee that’s currently not active, but for purposes of the record it is a committee that is existing.  Obviously, there’s no vacancy in that position, but we do keep that committee active.  The Chair in that Executive Director Search Committee is Brad King.  Will you announce the members?

CHAIRMAN KING:

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  The members in the Executive Director Search Committee are myself, as Chair; Maryellen Allen from Kentucky; Josie Bahnke from Alaska; Edgardo Cortes from Virginia; Steve Harsmon from Ohio; Carol Olsen from Iowa; Rob Rock from Rhode Island; Jan Roncelli from Michigan.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

And the next committee is the Nominating Committee, Chaired by Jerry Schwarting.  Jerry?

CHAIRMAN SCHWARTING:

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  First we have Shirley Black-Oliver from South Carolina; Steve Harsmon from Ohio; Rob Rock from Rhode Island; and Eric Spencer from Arizona.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

All right.  Thank you, very much.  The Executive Board also looked at forming a Cyber Security Committee.  And after looking at the Bylaws, the Executive Board made a recommendation to the Chair, because the Chair is allowed to appoint special committees for limited purpose.  And so, the thought process is, we would have a limited committee, at this point, dealing with Cyber Security.  And next year if -- and we believe it will probably be valuable to have it as a standing committee, come before the full Board, and recommend a full Cyber Security Board.  But in doing so, we are going to appoint the Executive Board to serve as this limited committee dealing with Cyber Security for the duration, until the next meeting, and we will be working and looking at what the DHS says and does in regards to the critical infrastructure designation.  Any other announcements from Christy?  All right.  At this time, we will go to our meetings and come back promptly around 9:15.  

***

[Open mic with EAC Commissioners]

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

This is Open mic with two of the Commissioners.  Commissioner Hicks sends his regards.  He actually had to leave early this morning to go to another Election Meeting somewhere.  So, always on the move trying to get out there, so.  Commissioner McCormick and I -- it is great for us without Tom.  We’ll just weigh in on everything -- got to make decisions.  (laughter)  Happy to answer questions.  Have a discussion about anything, take advice?  Things you’d like us to focus on, things you’d like us to be doing, any of that.  Commissioner McCormick will tell standup comedy routine.

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




Oh.  I want everybody to tell me jokes.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

Oh. So, we’ll open it up.  If you all have any question or thoughts.

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




If you don’t, that’s okay, too.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:




Yeah.  If you don’t, no problem.  We’ll close it down and --

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




Just hang out.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:




… hang out, so.  The floor is yours.  Maryellen.

MS. ALLEN:




I don’t know if I need a microphone.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

You do, because the transcriptionist needs you to have a microphone.  Otherwise.

MS. ALLEN:

-- update.  I’m just curious about an update of the issue on the rulemaking for the Proof of Citizenship.  

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

Yes.  I mean -- so, I forget when.  Cliff’s here -- correct me if I get it wrong.  The Court in DC made a decision sending back -- what is it -- remanding back -- different -- is it eight?

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




Several items.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

Several items back to the EAC for a decision that the crux of the items being, ‘did the Executive Director have the authority to make the decision that he made?’  So, we, as a Commission, have until June 1st to weigh in on the response to questions that the Court sent back to us.  At which point, the Court will set a scheduling order and begin working through whatever they receive from us.  And that way, so, we’re working with Counsel to put together a response for the Court before June 1st.  Did I get it Cliff?

COUNSEL TATUM:




Yes, that’s it. 

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




And we’re working on that.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:




Yes.  Good question.  

MS. ALLEN:

I guess with a follow up, is there any other litigation that the EAC is watching, you know, others that, you know, important?  It’s almost hard to keep up with some of the challenges to different provisions of the NVRA.  And I noticed there was one challenge about the two year rule and whether that applied to applications.  And I don’t remember what state that’s in.  I can hardly keep up, so.  Are there any in particular that you’re watching that are new, that, other than the old standbys.

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:

We’re not actually keeping an eye on the litigation.  Although, we know they’re looking at specific cases.  We know there’s a lot of litigation out there.  We also know that a number of states have received Notices from different organizations on list  maintenance, and that’s going to be interesting to see going forward, where that ends up.  We’re hoping that -- I hope I can say this, but we’re going to try and work with the Department of Justice on updating some guidance, if possible.  I don’t if it’s actually going to be possible, but we’re going to look into doing that.  Because we know you all need some guidelines as to what’s permissible and what isn’t.  And there’s been so many cases out there, that it’s hard to keep up with what the Court’s have said what you’re allowed to do and not allowed to do.  So, we’re aware of that and hopefully -- I mean, we tried to give you some tools on list maintenance.  We had list maintenance month in March.  We’re hoping to do some more of that and then to work on giving you some more concrete guidelines going forward for list maintenance.  

MS. ALLEN:

Well, Kentucky is one of those states, that we got -- received three different requests, three different organizations, and the categories are all slightly different.  

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:




Yes.

MS. ALLEN:




Not the standard Section 8 Information, so.

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:

And from the entire spectrum of advocacy groups left and right.

MS. ALLEN:




Yes.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

Yes.  That’s part of the reason we did list maintenance month last month.  One, because list maintenance in theory going on all the time, but particularly right now, but two, because there’s been increased litigation, increased attention to it.  And so, laying some best practices around techniques on doing that was important to us.  Because we heard from you all, that was an issue.  You were struggling -- to answer your broader question, it’s actually, I never thought of us as just being a clearinghouse for litigation, but Moritz, Ohio State’s College of Law, tracks, literally, every election law case out there.  

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




Yes.  It’s a great resource.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

Yes, they do a really good job for having a summary and then providing all of the filings in the Court cases, as well, so.  That’s a place I’d recommend.  I know there’s quite a bit going on.  

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




And we also know the guidance out there is really old.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:




Yes.

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




I think that --

MS. ALLEN:

Like some of the listing, for instance, on the nonvoting, or you know, how you can call that original grooves, or even this sort of nuance about with the junior apply applications.  Which is anything that would impact its original implementation guides, where you’re right, they’re old.  And I could allowed some of those things. 

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




Written in the 90’s.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

Commissioner McCormick has been talking to the DOJ about updating the -- just for that reason.  It’s old.  You all need up to date guidelines.

MR. CASKEY:

Brian Caskey from Kansas.  Just to follow up on also one of those days.  And I’m not suggesting that you should be a clearinghouse for all lawsuits, but it might not be a bad idea as it relates to NVRA.  At our NASED meeting in February we heard from a third party group who was -- had a different interpretations of NVRA that I’ve ever heard in my life time. 

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:




I remember that.

MR. CASKEY:




I think I may have had an opinion on that.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

There was an audible groan from the NASED members at that point in time.  

MR. CASKEY:

And I’m not saying who’s right, but it may not hurt that if there’re decisions being handed down, because we’re all relying on  those NASED guides from 1990 that have been photocopied 73 times and --

[Laughter]

… I’m just curious if there’re decisions actually being made or DOJ saying things, I don’t always hear as quick as I’d like to and since we’re just simultaneously getting hit from both sides about this, it may not hurt in that specific area, there’s a little more information at the EAC level.  I realize the tracking every lawsuit is almost ridiculous.  I’m not suggesting that.

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:

Just the fact that DOJ’s responding and speaking to us, is a huge step forward, so.  We’re hoping that we can actually work something out with them.  And they’re not generally prone to working with anyone else or giving advice.  Because they’re just, like, we don’t give legal advice to people.  But they really -- we all need to have guidelines on how to handle this.  Especially, with all the litigation.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

Yes.  I like your suggestion.  I’ll have to think about the best way to do it, but when a decision is made, right, something that’s going to -- has some precedent behind it, or something like that, informing you all in some way to help give you some guidance in that way.  Good suggestion.

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:

Cliff, did you have something to say?  Peering around the podium. 

COUNSEL TATUM:

Newby and I actually talked about the idea of collecting information about litigation in all 50 States and Territories, and it encroaches upon the Paperwork Reduction Act if we’re surveying our more than 10 individuals about the same types of questions, so.  

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:

I think, though, that’s all public information that we can just compile.  We don’t necessarily have to ask the States for it.  But we’ll have to think about how to do this going forward.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

I mean, honestly, but -- I’m really going off the cuff here, sorry.  But honestly, what we can do is just go to Moritz website.  T up the ones that have some decisions that are going to have some impact on it, and just share those with you in some sort of update, right, that’s pretty easy.  And it’s not surveying you all in any way, shape, or form.

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




Certainly, put them on the news.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:




Yes.

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




On the website, at least.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

Yes.  Or through the Board’s Newsletter, or you know, a variety of things.

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




Right.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

Speaking of surveys, this one I had one for you, I know it’s open.  But how many in this room got the GAO Survey or AGAO Survey?  Yes, we just became aware of that regarding voting systems and --

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




Tuesday.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

… other stuff.  So, we’ll be reaching out to GAO to understand why they’re asking you all the same or similar questions that we already collect.  Because outside of it being a waste of your time, because you already submitted it via EAVS, there’s a track in there, in that if you submit data that’s different to them and to us, it’s the questions that you shouldn’t have to answer, because you’ve already answered the questions via the EAVS Survey.  So, we’ll be reaching out to GAO to understand.  We can’t have them take back the survey, it is what it is, at this point.  We didn’t know.  But we’re certainly going to reach out and ask them the purpose, what they’re trying to get at.  We have the EAVS Survey, here’s the information, so.  That was disappointing to hear that, I think.

MS. ALLEN:




 -- the definitions were the same.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:




Yes.

MS. ALLEN:

I think the issue there too some of us talked about the definitions weren’t the same, define a certain type of voting system or I think we talked about the absentee verses early voting.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:




Yes.

MS. ALLEN:

The definition -- even the surveys are inconsistent and also different from what he said.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

I mean, the frustration is probably clear from us, but we spent a lot of time working with you all to try and get those definitions clearer, better, make the survey better in that way, and they just throw it out there, right.  Not helpful.

MR. CASKEY:

The survey also went to local jurisdictions.  And I -- quite frankly was disappointed that they didn’t tell us what local jurisdictions, because one of my local jurisdictions had already responded before I even knew about it.  And I share your concern that it’s a trap.  And so, I’m pretty disappointed that I -- that a county in my state responded to the Federal Government with questions that aren’t the same questions that have been asked at other places without me knowing about it.  Andi I’m very disappointed in GAO for -- then there’s, I don’t understand the reasoning for this other than their doing something that isn’t on the up and up.

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:

Well we had understood that they were asked to do some studies.  I think they mentioned it.  I think, Brian, you mentioned this to me last, last summer they announced, I think at NASED and NASS, that they would be doing some studies.  We didn’t know these surveys, we think these surveys are a part of those studies, we’re not sure.  We’re also disappointed that they didn’t reach out to us and at least tell us.  We really -- there should be better coordination on the Federal side.  And that’s something that the EAC is very serious about, you know, trying to coordinate your federal connection to your federal partners, so.  For them to do this without even giving us a warning, you know, obviously, we’re a little concerned about it for numerous reasons, so.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

It’s this body, for what it’s worth, expressing that frustration might not be the worst thing, because this is all the states, right, and locals.  And you already submitted much of that data to us.  And we have yours, so.  Rob, did you have --

MR. ROCK:

Rob Rock from Rhode Island.  Another potential clearinghouse topic, legislation, throughout the country.  I know that I’m always interested to see what other states are doing.  Obviously, I more interested in the legislation that’s put forth by members states and local government, opposed to just legislatures that are putting in information, but it’d be interesting to see if it’s possible for the EAC to have a clearinghouse for legislation.  I know that the NCLS does some work on it.  And Wendy gave a great presentation at NASED, which I found very helpful, so.  I guess, for me, would just be a lazy thing so I can just go to one website, at EAC, and look for it.

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




That’s what we want.

MR. ROCK:




But I think --

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:




We love lazy.

MR. ROCK:

But I -- I know, me, personally, I would really like to see what other states are doing, because that’s just kind of where we get out ideas from, no need to reinvent the wheel on some stuff, so, just an idea.

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:

Yes, we should coordinate that better with NCSL and do some more work on that.  You know, we’re going to add it to our list of things to work on.  Yes, there’s no reason we shouldn’t be tracking legislation.  

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

Well -- and Shawn mentioned it yesterday in the EAVS Survey.  So, we have the statuary overview of part of the EAVS Survey.  So, that’s the State of the Law, at that time of reporting, right.  So, it’s a snapshot of your laws.  At that time of reporting, but there’s still -- we given some thought, and Shawn certainly, given quite a bit of thought, to a more dynamic version of that, that would update kind of as we go over that two year period, instead of just that snapshot to capture what the current state of the laws in the, you know, throughout the course.  Because then, on top of providing good information to you as you’re looking to find it, when we do the EAVS Survey down the road, not in 2018, we can ask you tailored questions to the laws that you have that you’ve reported throughout the course of the statutory overview.  So, like Shawn used yesterday, if you’re an all vote by mail state, we’re not going to ask you how many polling places you have, right.  So, you don’t have to answer that question.  We can tailor some of the questions that way.  So, it behooves us process wise to explore how to do what you’re suggesting, both tracking, you know, providing information on legislation, but updating the statutory overview as we go.  So, that the EAVS Survey can be a more tailored experience for you all.

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:

It also gives you some resources to take to your legislators to show them what’s going on in other states.  And to update legislation in your state.  We have a desperate need to update election laws in this country, as you all, I’m sure, are very aware.  So, that is a great suggestion, and we’ll work on it.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:




Yes.  Other stuff?   

MR. ARNOLD:

John Arnold from North Dakota.  We are wondering what counties can do with equipment that was purchased with HAVA funds, like 12-14 years ago.  Now that they don’t need it anymore, and not just tabulators, but even like that big ADA heavy duty folding tables.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:




Yes.

MR. ARNOLD:

Can they sell those?  Do they just have to throw them out?  What can they do with that equipment?

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

Yes.  eBay.  No, I’m kidding.  Totally kidding.  That’s a joke.  We have guidance on that, and it’s actually just been recently updated and ready for distribution.  So, we’ll be sending out to the Standard’s Board, updating guidance on what can be done, how to track HAVA equipment, it’s a question that we get a lot.   So, if you sell it, there’s certain responsibilities you have in selling it and how to track inventory, the sales.  But that only applies if you sell it for a certain amount.  So, many of the voting systems at this point don’t reach even the threshold sale amount of cost, and so that it’s easier to dispose of, and than if they did.  So, we have updated guidance coming on that very soon, I think.  I can’t seem to be -- but we’ve talked about -- Colorado asked us the same question.  And so, we’ll be getting updated guidance that will give you some clear instructions on that.  And then, our thought is, depending on, if it makes sense, even perhaps doing a webinar or something to walk through what the guidance says, so it’s very clear on what to do, because we know this is challenge you all face.  And it’s not just the voting systems, your right, it’s other items purchased with HAVA money.  It’s a good question.  

The other -- someone asked me for an update, so I’ll give it and you can share it with your colleagues.  I was asked -- I forget who asked me, about the status of the House Bill to eliminate the EAC, and the status is, it was voted out of committee.  There’s been no action since then.  We we’re told we’re in the President’s budget.  We’re not sure the funding amount, yet.

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




It was a five percent cut to us, in the President’s budget.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

The five percent.   And so, we’re cautiously optimistic, I guess.  And focused on just doing our job.  But someone had asked me for an update, so we haven’t heard anything since the vote out of committee couple months ago, right?

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




Yes.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:




So, that’s where that is.  Anything else?  

MS. RONCELLI:

Janet Roncelli, Michigan.  Is there anything -- and I’m sorry, I’m late.  Is there any interest in taking a stand on the Department of Justice infrastructure issue?

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:




Department of Homeland Security?  I’m sorry.

MS. RONCELLI:




Sorry.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

That’s an interesting question.  So, we held a hearing two weeks ago, three weeks ago on this.  We have repeatedly since August of last year, and consistently expressed the concerns of the Election Community our disagreement, both with the designation, I think and the way it was done.  Since last August, I mean, Homeland Security, I think, is pretty clear at this point on that.  The issue now is a balance of expressing that opinion and the fact that the Homeland Security Secretary is, at this point, indicated that it’s not going anywhere.  And so now, trying to make sure that they’re talking to you all, that if it’s going to stick around, they’re talking to Election Officials.  And talking to us to share that information as best we can.  So, that if it is here, they’re at least talking to the experts in elections about what -- how elections are actually run versus theorizing on that.  So, we’re trying to strike the balance between expressing the concerns that, you know, objections of the community, and shaping if it’s going to be here, let’s try to make sure that Election Officials are involved throughout, so that they have the information you need.  

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:

And listening to Dr. Jenkins yesterday it does appear to me that our statements, my statement in particular, and some of the statements from NASS resolutions on the NASS and some of the feedback they had received from the states and local election administrators, they’ve actually moved more toward us, toward the Election Community.  They did this kind of in a vacuum without any information.  They don’t have the election experience, obviously, in DHS, that they would need to shape a sector like this.  I was happy to hear, what was kind of a change on the voluntariness of this, when Jay Johnson, originally when Secretary Johnson came out and announced and he said if you aren’t participating you won’t get the information.  But that has obviously changed.  And I think that’s a result of us pushing back a little bit.  I also think that, them stating that the EAC will be involved and they absolutely have to rely on us and this community for information is also a huge step forward.  At the beginning they weren’t as welcoming to us, they included us in conversations, but obviously made decisions without our input.  So, I think the more we speak up the more we will shape how that ends up looking in the end.  And it does appear that Secretary Kelly is going to continue going forward with this critical infrastructure designation.  So, we’ll see how it goes.  We appreciate any input that you all have.  In terms of questions, that’s super important.  I don’t know if they know exactly how this is all going to work out.  It is a huge, almost, you know, Secretary Schedler calls it the TSA for Elections, which, you know, all these committees, you know, all kinds of stuff.  I think, I mean, it’s important for us, and it’s also a concern of mine.  And I think my fellow Commissioners share that elections have always been very transparent.  And we’ve taken pains to make sure that entire process is transparent.  This would not be transparent.  And that is a big change for this community.  And how that’s going to work, and how we keep confidence of the electorate in what we do.  If we have these secret meetings about elections.  There’s a lot going on there, and we would appreciate any input that you have, any comments you have, any questions you have, I know that you can either call Brian Newby in our office or email him, or what is the website that we have in the special email address for something.  

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR NEWBY:

Probably the easiest one we have clearinghouse@eac.gov.  That’s probably the easiest one.  We have many other, but that’s the easiest one to remember, I think.  And then, mine, bnewby@eac.gov.

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:

So, please, do enter that conversation with us.  We need you.  We need the community all acting together to figure this out going forward.  

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

And the plan is to involve the Standard’s Board throughout, as well.  They -- the document they provided yesterday.  Standards Board feedback on that will be important.  This is the only body that encapsulates all 50 states, with the state and local, in this way.  So, --

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




And territories.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

And territories.  And so, leveraging the knowledge here the experience here is going to be important.  

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




Rob?

MR. ROCK:

I just have one final thing.  Rob Rock from Rhode Island.  I just want to thank the EAC, again.  I know I’ve mentioned it before, but your help over the last year and a half in particular with all the changes we’ve made to modernize elections.  We appreciate all your help.  We couldn’t’ve done without all of you.  I know, Chairman, you were at our task force meeting about a month ago, which was extremely helpful.  Got a lot of really good feedback.  We just released our report.  But for the last year and a half, all the changes we made, we couldn’t’ve done it without the EAC, so we appreciate it.  

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:

Thank you.  We’re trying to get out as much as we can.  We know we can’t get everywhere, but we appreciate the invitations to come out and that survey that you all filled out.  The Survey Gismo, we’ll take that heart and try and get out to as many of you as we can.  Obviously, we just want to be here to assist you and serve in whatever way we can to help you improve elections as you’re doing right now.  So, thank you.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:

Yes.  For those -- we’ve worked with Rob in Rhode Island for the last year and a half, as they did the craziest thing I’d ever seen and rolled out a new voting system and new poll books in a Presidential Election year and they nailed it.  So, we helped with RFP’s and all that.  And I remember talking to Rob at the very beginning thinking, man, here we go.  But they did a heck of a job.  And so, the point is, if you have RFP’s, if you’re purchasing new election technology, if you just are running a process to look at purchasing new election just to sort of educate legislatures, we’ve been involved in several states.  I was just in Delaware with Elaine, talking to some legislatures and her committee.  We love doing that.  Honestly, reviewing RFP’s -- this is terrible.  I love it.  I love looking at it.  I do, because I learn something about Election Officials expect the technology to do, which helps inform the VVSG.  And so, to the extent you have those, either that you’ve already done it, you can send to us to share with your colleagues.  We have over 125 RFP’s on our website for folks to look at, that covers everything from voting systems, to election night reporting, to valid delivery systems, you know, e poll books.  We love sharing that information.  We love reviewing it, and sharing a little bit of our knowledge, but really learning from what you all are doing.  I know we did that with five counties in Kansas, and had tremendous success with it.  It was -- it’s a lot of fun for us.  It’s an area that we want to expand and really help states and locals with, so, make sure your folks back home know that we’re available to do that, as well.  Anything else?  Well we appreciate your time.  We’re here.  So, if you want to grab us on anything else.  Thank you so much for being here in San Antonio.

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:

Yes, thank you.  Any ideas that you have, or any way we can help serve you, just let us know.

CHAIRMAN MASTERSON:




Thank you, all. 

[Applause]

***

[Committee reports]
***

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

We’ll go ahead and get started as the folks that’s out in the foyer if they’ll meander in, that’d be great.  Well I hope the Committee meetings were productive.  I was able to sit in on one and visit another.  Seemed like the groups were working.  The first order of business would be Committee Reports.  Committee Reports, and what we’ll do, on the agenda it starts with the VVSG, but I think because the next order of business is Discussion and Vote on TGDC Recommendations, we’ll save the VVSG report until last.  We’ll go with the Bylaws Report, first.  That is Chairman King.  And Chairman King, if you will share with us what the Bylaws Committee discussed.

MR. KING:

Thank you, Mr. Chairman, Members of the Standards Board.  The Bylaws Committee met and welcomed a new member.  We reviewed the existing Bylaws structure within the larger context of HAVA, and the work in particular involved with proposed amendments.  I want to call attention to the fact that any member of the Standards Board may submit a Bylaws amendment.  When that occurs, there’s a form for doing so, and it takes the form of legislation.  Many of us are familiar with either drafting or reviewing it.  It is then referred to the Bylaws Committee, and reviewed by the distinguished gentleman to my left, Mr. Tatum, is General Counsel.  And then is brought to the next Standards Board Committee Meeting, assuming that the time requirements have been met.  The time requirements are based on the date of the next meeting, so theyr’e uncertain as you and I speak, but you can expect some communication from the Bylaws Committee when we have a meeting date set to provide notice for an opportunity to submit any proposed amendment to the Bylaws that a member thinks is desirable.  That concludes the report.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

All right.  Thank you, very much.  Any questions for Chair King?  All right.  The United States Postal Service, Sally Williams, you are Chair.  Do you have a report?
MS. WILLIAMS:

I do.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  We have a very active and lively Committee.  It’s always great, because there’s never a lack of issues, I think, to discuss.  But we’re very happy to welcome a few new members.  And we had some guests sit in with us.  Dan Bentley from yesterday’s presentation, was still here and was able to talk to us for a minute on Anthony Albence, from the Election Center, in the State of Delaware, was there and we were able to conference in Tammy Patrick, which we do on a regular basis, who is our, you know, a major resource for us and a connection with the US Postal Service.  We’ve also invited Jessica Myers from the EAC into the mix, who’s really getting involved on the EAC Staff on these issues, as well.  So, we talked just a little bit about the focus of our Committee, last year being new and continuing to move forward, and the unique role that we have in the Standards Board in able to communicate some key messages, both up and down the chain, and we’re going to continue to focus on that.  For the upcoming year, I think, you know, continuing to focus on the use of electionmail.org the website to report problems, which, you know, could be any type of election mail problems, not even just ballots.  We talked about voter registration, voter notifications, and some upcoming things going on with US Postal Service.  They are going into a major effort on a suggested design, model design for outgoing ballots.  Ballot mailings, and so, you may have noticed in the survey prior to coming here, we asked for some samples of ballot packets, ballot mailing packets, as well as the statutory language in your states, what’s required to be printed on your AV mailings.  We are still collecting that information, if anyone has brought packets, I will gladly take them, but I also have information on statutory language and where that can be mailed.  This is very important if people can participate so that as the USPS comes up with a model mailing design that they’re understanding the differences between states.  But I won’t go too far into the weeds.  Plenty to talk about, great group, we’re going to continue to meet by phone conference at least every other month.  

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

All right.  Thank you, very much.  Any questions for Sally?  Seeing none, let’s move on.  EAVS Committee, Chaired by Edgardo Cortes.  

VICE-CHAIRMAN CORTES:

All right.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  We had a very good discussion, and a lot of work for the incoming Chairman of the Committee to focus on.  That’s you. 

CHAIRMAN GOINS:




Oh, that’s me?

VICE-CHAIRMAN CORTES:




Yes, that’s you.  

[Laughter]

So, this year the EAVS Committee will have a lot of work as the EAC starts -- or is getting the ball rolling already on the 2018 Survey, even as they wrap up the 2016 Surveys.  So, I think, the Committee initially is going to be working on providing some feedback to the EAC on the 2018 Survey instrument, as they get ready to put that out for the public comment period.  They’re required to do under the Paperwork Reduction Act.  So, everybody gets a chance to weigh in, but the Committee will be taking an initial shot at the Help EAC shape some of the changes that are going on there.  Again, the 2018 Survey, Shawn mentioned yesterday, will be kind of an intermediate stab to get to 2020 and beyond where there may be some more substantial changes to document.  I think the group also talked about providing -- being able to provide feedback.  I think some folks had issues in terms of the error validation that was being used this go around for the data collection.  So, the committee is going to be working to provide some feedback and have a discussion with EAC and Fors-Marsh Group about how that -- what logic was used to create those validation tools, so that we can hopefully improve those going forward.  Again, there’s the ongoing discussion that we want to weigh in on, and give some input on in terms of data collection tools that the EAC is using for the EAVS Survey.  So, there will be a lot of work going on with the committee going forward.  And I know the EAC and Shawn, Fors-Marsh Group are going to be working very closely with us.  So, everybody was very excited to get to work on it.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

Any questions for the Chair?  And by the way, if you are over here in the first three rows, I cannot see you from the podium.  So, if you’re over here you’ll need to stand if you need to speak.  All right. 

All right.  The next Committee -- I’m sorry I had sidebar comment up here.  Anyway, the next Committee is the EAC Clearinghouse, Chairman Whitaker is the Chair.
MS. WHITAKER:

Thank you, Mr. Chair.  We had a very fruitfull meeting.  And I think we kind of started to hone in on the original mandate and the provisions within the clearinghouse.  Specifically looking at the provision related to the information on experiences of state and local governments and implementing VVSG and also overall experience and operating voting systems.  We would seek to reach out to the membership to get information on that overall experience.  As systems become old, and as we go through, you know, many states are going through the procurement process.  We also -- a suggestion was also put out to see how in between our meetings that we find a way to perhaps meet as election administrators in between the yearly meeting whether through conference call on specific topics before the next meeting.  And then finally, ideas surrounding putting together a compendium of laws and information that many others can access, in terms of laws pertaining to procedures and respect to using a voting system and I think various things like that, as well as procurement policies or laws that will be helpful to others.  And we also elected leadership going forward, we have Rudy Santos, who’s our Secretary and Brittany -- I’m sorry, I forgot your last name, but Brittany Westfall of West Virginia.  Brittany will be the Vice Chair for our Committee.  And we’ll meet essentially quarterly to start off with.  
CHAIRMAN GOINS:

Okay, great.  Any questions, comments for Chairlady Whitaker?  I love all these sidebar comments.  They’re great, you know.  But anyway.  Well great, good report.  The next report is from the VVSG and that will lead us into also -- I suppose it will lead us into the discussion to vote on TGDC Recommendations.  And as you know, as we do approach that, this is an Advisory Board, but we also are a Board that I hope that carries some weight and that we are a representation of the United States and the Territories.  So, we look forward hearing from all the Committees, but now at this point, we’ll hear from the VVSG.  I recognize outgoing Chairman Paul Lux.

MR. LUX:

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  And so, we also had a very lively meeting, filled with a few surprises. I think to say the least.  But mostly we talked about the need for continued participation in the EAC Public Working Groups.  So, if you’re not on the VVSG Committee, I would highly encourage all of our members to participate in those EAC working groups.  So, what did you say -- Where’s Mary?

MS. BRADY:




I’m right here.

MR. LUX:




Well what was the website?  Election --

MS. BRADY:




Vote.nist.gov

MR. LUX:

Vote.nist.gov will take you straight to the page about all of that.  There are the working groups for pre-election, election, and post-election that you heard about.  Underneath those, there are committees for Cyber Security, Human Factors including Accessibility and Usability, Interoperative Ability and Testing and Certification. Two of the documents in your packet, yesterday, were some of those recommendations out of some of those committees.  The ones on Human Factors and the ones on Interoperability, which was the big thick one that nobody read.  So, what we really need then, we had a discussion of the 17 principles or guidelines that help define the scope.  You’ve heard from the TDGC Committee, yesterday, that the VVSG Committee met back in February and we unanimously approved for this Board to approve that.  So, when we get to the next section, that will be one of the motions that you’re going to hear.  So, for those you who don’t know what we’re talking about, the document VVSG 2.0 Scope and Structure.  It’s about eight page document, maybe seven pages.  On page two of that, you’ll see those 17 guidelines defining Scope, so that’s what we’re talking about.  And again, these are high level recommendations for -- we want to make sure that these core functions are part of how the test assertions are being written.  So please, bear in mind that the recommendations from the VVSG Committee, today, for things we are asking you to vote on are not a final -- these are the VVSG Standards, this is still with the idea that this is the right direction to move in.  And the TDGC needs that thumbs up from us to continue doing the work that they’re doing.  The other document that we talked about was the -- it’s 10 pages but they double sided it.  So, it’s not as thick as it could be -- and the trees thank you, by the way.  But it says Draft VVSG 2.0 Principles and Guidelines, so.  The highlighted four sections, if you recall back in Carlsbad, if you were with us in Carlsbad.  We approved those four high level guidelines and principles.  And then, they have fleshed that out with additional principles.  Now, we had, like I said, a very lively discussion about this document.  There were some concerns about the lack of specific references to some form of auditability, like a VVPAT or whatever technology that would allow voters to review their ballots before they were cast.  And so, notes were taken from NIST and from the TDGC members to make sure that, that gets discussed and talked about as a point moving forward.  We had some other concerns about ballot.  Anonymity and its impact in a particular state of our union, who doesn’t necessarily do that for everybody.  But so, it’s something that’s going to need to be worked out.  So again, the other motion you are going to hear from me is our unanimous decision to recommend to the Standards Board, that we give the green light for this document to go forward.  Although, we understand that this is not the final document, that will represent the VVSG Standards necessarily.  So, it’s certainly, its still subject to change and your review before the Standards Board votes to approve that.  And that basically is where we were.  Any questions, comments?  If not, Mr. Chairman, I’ll turn it back to you.
CHAIRMAN GOINS:

All right.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  The next order of business, actually, is the discussion to vote on the TGDC recommendations.  Sounds like -- sounds like that, Chairman, you’re going to make a motion at this time, if you would like to make a motion, the Chair will entertain a motion.

MR. LUX:

All right.  So, the first motion then, I move that we, the VVSG committee, in February, voted to approve the 17 guidelines defining Scope, the 17 core functions.  I make a motion that the Standards Board approve that officially to provide guidance to the TGDC to go forward.  Do I have a second?
MR. RIDDLEMOSER:




Second.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

That is a proper motion.  It has been seconded.  Any discussion?  Yes?

MR. KELLNER:

This is Doug Kellner from New York.  I want to support the motion, that I think that we are moving forward in a good and positive direction.  And that these guidelines which follow the principles that were recommended last year are the right direction towards coming up with appropriate Voluntary Voting System Guidelines.  In reviewing these additional guidelines, I always start with four principle values of election administration, that when we administer elections, we should make sure we do so in a uniform manner, that accuracy is important, that it’s done in a transparent manner and that they result be verifiable.  And these four principles, I would apply not just to casting and counting votes, but also to the role we play in ballot access or in regulating campaigns.  And some of us have campaign finance regulation responsibilities, as well.  That these four values that our activities be uniform, accurate, transparent, and verifiable.  With those are core principles.  And the last, the verifiability, I always recall President Reagan’s comment with Mikhail Gorbochov, when they signed the Nuclear Nonproliferation Treaty, that we can trust, but we must also verify.  And to some extent that was written into the Help America Vote Act.  Section 301(a)(2) of HAVA requires that the voting system have an audit capacity.  Specifically, it says, the voting system shall produce a record with an audit capacity, for such system, that there be a manual audit capacity.  One, the voting system shall produce a permanent paper record with a manual audit capacity for such system.  Two, the voting system shall provide the voter with an opportunity to change the ballot or correct any error before the permanent paper record is produced.  And three, the paper record produced under sub paragraph (a) shall be available as an official record for any recount conducted with respect to any election, in which the system is used.  Those core principles were explained by the EAC, in Advisory Opinion 2005, which gave the EAC’s opinion, that the lever voting machines then in use, which had not been explicitly prohibited by the Help America Vote Act, did not comply with the audit requirement.  The EAC wrote, “it’s the position of the EAC that those machines, which produce a limited paper record documenting only vote totals, do not meet the requirements to produce a permanent paper record with a manual audit capacity.  To meet HAVA’s audit capacity requirement, systems must create a paper record that can serve as an audit trail.”  In other words, the document must be a chain of evidence connecting summary results to original transactions.  So, that was EAC’s ruling on lever voting machines.  The only wish that they had applied that ruling to DRE’s at the same time, that DRE’s, which only produce a summary of the totals that don’t have the chain of evidence connecting the summary results to the original transactions, don’t serve as a viable audit trail.  These guidelines do address those issues in a positive way.  Interoperability Guideline 1.4 specifically says, the data used in critical device operations, such as for cast vote records, tabulation, and event logs, includes all elements necessary for verification of the data and analysis and auditability of the operations.  And then, in the security principles and guidelines it says, that the voting system is auditable and enables evidence based elections, and specifically principle 1.1 in the security principles, provides that an undetected error or fault in the voting system software is not capable of causing an undetectable change in election results.  Under the current technology that we have, these guidelines do effectively require a voter verifiable paper audit trail as the only means for providing a chain of evidence that will connect the voters view of the ballot to ensure that the ballot was actually cast and recorded as the voter intended in order to create a viable audit trail.  Perhaps, there could have been more elaboration in the usabilty section of explicitly providing for the voter to verify that the vote cast record did accurately reflect the voters choice.  But these guidelines, I think, do sufficiently accomplish that.  And these are very important principles.  I’m reminded of an old Henny Youngman joke, where the patient goes in to see the doctor, and the doctor says I have horrible news, your xrays show that there’s a very serious problem and the patient well says how much is it going to cost me?  And the doctor says, well, if you can’t afford the operation, we’ll touch up the xrays.
[Laughter]

In this case, we shouldn’t be touching up the xrays.  We should be making sure that our voting systems do have an effective audit trail, so that we can trust that the final results accurately reflect what the voter actually intended when they cast the ballot.  Thank you.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

Thank you.  Anymore discussion?  Seeing none.  Is there a move for previous question?  

MR. LUX:




Move the question, Mr. Chair.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

Don’t think -- can the person -- the person making the motion cannot move for previous question, correct?  

SECRETARY MERRILL:



Call the question.
CHAIRMAN GOINS:

So, Secretary Merrill calls for the question.  Is there a second?

MR. POSER:




Second.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

There is a second from Gary Poser from Minnesota.  Previous question has been called.  All those in favor of the motion, please vote by saying, aye.  Any opposed by saying, nay?  Motion prevails

[The motion carried unanimously.]

***
MR. LUX:

So, the second motion, and Doug, I think your comments speak more to the second motion, than the first, because the first motion was for those 17 guidelines for the scope.  The second document, that I referenced, for the draft VVSG 2.0 Principles and Guidelines, is the information that Doug just shared with you when he was talking about the sub groups that talk about auditability and stuff like that.  And so, my motion, again, that the Recommendation of the VVSG Committee unanimously is to recommend this document as a guideline for the TGDC going forward.  And so, I move that the Board make that approval, as well.

MR. KELLNER:




Second.

MR. LUX:




Thank you.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

I saw two seconds, and actually I saw member Kellner from New York, first.  So, we have a proper motion and properly seconded, at this point, we’ll move to the discussion.  

MR. LUX:

Mr. Chair, I just want to refence, and I know were not supposed to speak Russian, but I just want to tell Mr. Kellner the Russian for trust but verify, Доверяй, но проверяй
[Laughter]

CHAIRMAN GOINS:




Remember this is being transcribed.

[Laughter]




Any discussions in English?

MS. SCHNEIDER:
My name is Marian Schneider from Pennsylvania, and I just wanted to reiterate the discussion that the Committee had regarding that we will be looking at the language to make sure that the voter is presented with their selections to verify before the vote is cast.  And I think -- and I also wanted to support what Doug said, as coming from Pennsylvania, who endured an enormous amount of scrutiny in the last presidential election cycle.  It is so important for this body and for the EAC to ensure that everyone can have confidence in the election outcomes, so that we don’t have this distraction over how our elections are run, and how -- and the integrity of everyone in this room and all of our staff that you need to do everything we can do mitigate that and avoid it in the future, so, having confidence in the outcome by these guidelines go really, really long way to ensuring that.  And I wanted -- I thank everyone who has worked on them to this point.  But I did want to mention those two things.  Thank you.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

Any further discussion?  Seeing none.  The Chair would entertain a motion for previous question.  Yes, ma’am.  Back in the back will you --

MS. HARRIS-MOORHEAD:





I move the previous question.
CHAIRMAN GOINS:

Okay.  And there’s a second from Keith Ingram from Texas.  At this point, we’ll be voting on the main motion.  All those in favor of the motion say, aye.  All those opposed say, nay.  It prevails.

[The motion carried unanimously.]

***

CHAIRMAN GOINS:
Great job.  Way to move through the agenda.  I think we should all be proud of the work product that’s been produced during this meeting.  At this time, there are -- we’re close to getting out of here.  I know there are some announcements that need to be made, but on a level of personal privilege, you know, when you come into things you always look, is this going to meet expectations, or exceed expectations.  And I can tell you, full circle, all the way around in working with the DFO, Commissioner McCormick, with the Election Commissioners in general, Commissioner Hicks, Chairman Masterson, the Staff, Brian Newby, the Staff has been excellent.  The Executive Board and the members of the this Committee and the work product that’s been produced.  My expectations have been exceeded.  And I think that -- I hope the same is true for you, in regards to this meeting.  And I hope that when I woke up Wednesday, when I thought this is going to be the best meeting ever.  I hope that came true.  It did for me.  But anyway, at this time, I’ll turn it over to Commissioner McCormick for some housekeeping measures.

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:

Well first, I want to say that our expectations have been exceeded with you as Chairman of this body.  And I want to thank you personally.  I thank you on behalf of the other Commissioners for a great year.  Appreciate your leadership, your organization, and your dedication and reliability to making sure that we stayed on track and got business done all year.  And I just appreciate your attitude, as well.  So, thank you, so much for all your hard work.

[Applause.]

CHAIRMAN GOINS:




Thank you.  

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:

And I do have a couple of announcements.  I’ve been told that the street outside of our hotel will be open.  The streets around the hotel -- other streets around the hotel are going to be closed for the Battle of the Flowers Parade.  That is a big deal here.  I believe, that you do need a ticket to the parade, if you’re going to be around.  I don’t know where to get the tickets, so you might want to ask the hotel concierge.  My understanding is this is a very interesting parade, not just because it’s bright and colorful, it’s the only parade event that’s totally run by women.  And the money from this parade goes to support nonprofits in the city of San Antonio.  So, if you’re around and you want to get a ticket, it might be something worth seeing.  

Then, the other thing I want to tell you is that all the presentations from this meeting are going to be -- the PowerPoints are going to be posted on our website.  Brian, can you give me the instructions, again, on how to --

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR NEWBY:




So, on our front page --

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




Grab a mic, please.

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR NEWBY:

Hello.  On our front page there is an event schedule that shows Standards Board for today.  And that link then, takes you to a Standards Board Meeting page.  And all the presentations are listed there.

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:

Thank you.  Do we have any questions that I can clarify for anyone?  Thank you, so much for your participation on behalf of myself and the Commissioners and the staff.  We would just want to thank you for taking time out of, I know, your very, very busy schedules, and you’re vital to the functioning of the EAC.  So, thank you, so much for being here, for your participation.  I appreciate every single one of you.  You all do such a great job.  You make us look good, so thank you, so much.  
[Applause]

CHAIRMAIN GOINS:




Any announcements, comments?  Yes?

MS. FLYNN:

Do you want us to save our tents and our badges?  Do you reuse those?

COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




Brain, staff members?  

MS. SMITH:

You can leave them on the tables, if you want, we can use them again.
COMMISSIONER McCORMICK:




You can leave them on the tables.  We’ll collect them.  

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

Any other suggestions, comments?  Seeing none, the Chair will entertain a motion to adjourn.

MR. INGRAM:




So moved.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:




Keith Ingram.

MR. INGRAM:




Keith Ingram.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

Keith Ingram has moved to adjourn.  He wants us to spend tax dollars in Texas apparently, being from Texas.

[Laughter.]




Is there a second?  

MR. LUX:

Second.

CHAIRMAN GOINS:

For the record everywhere across the room, but second from Paul Lux.  All those in favor of adjournment say, aye.  Any opposed?  We’re adjourned.

[The motion carried unanimously.]

***

[The Standards Board meeting of the United States Election Assistance Commission adjourned at 9:56 p.m.]
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