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Five Principles for Election Integrity

1. Elections belong to citizens.

2. Integrity first & above all – transparency=truth

3. Any law, rule, or act of government that reduces or 
risks election integrity is void. 

4. Decentralization is critical to self-governance. 

5. Complexity breeds and hides corruption.

3Elections will be trustworthy only when CITIZENS are in control



The Election System in Colorado
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Voter Rolls Voting Tabulation Reporting Auditing

• SCORE insecure 
/inaccurate
•Secret or no 
cybersec
testing
•Foreign IP 
connections
•10+yrs of 
severe vuls

• ERIC +4x new 
voter growth=4x 
CO pop. growth

• Voter ID = sham 
for registration 
& voting

• Voter ID=sham
• Sig. ver=sham
• Voting system 

cyber vuls
• Voting systems 

manipulate, 
degrade ballot 
images, can be 
and ARE 
configured to 
delete records

• TXT2Cure ID so 
lax, ANY ballot 
can be cured

• Black Box count
• Controlled 

by vendors 
– no gov
verification
- they don’t 
even try

• Machines 
duplicate 
/discard 
images and 
Cast Vote 
Records

• Centralization= 
no local control

• Reporting 
process 
controlled by 
vendors

• Gov allows 
foreign company 
control of 
data/totals 

• Focused on 
media demand, 
not integrity

• RLA is SAMPLING
• Opaque code
• Random?
• Detects defects,

not fraud

• SCORE voter rolls 
NEVER audited
• No forensic 
ballot/env. exam
• Only 1 county 
hand-recounted: 
6/10 of 1% of vote
• No checks for 
lost/changed votes

Election 
Management

• Mail-in/Drop-
box chain-of-
custody weak/ 
nonexistent

• No ballot ID# –
anyone can print 
∞ qty

• Vendor EMS 
cyber vuls

• BallotTrax/USPS 
enable 
predictive 
feedback loop 
for fraud

Flaws and vulnerabilities in the systems
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This is not a theory…
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2015

2020

SCORE



Mail-In Ballots
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Adequate Signature Verification
According to CO SecState

Adequate Signature Verification
According to Professionals

20 pages

Hours of training

111 pages

Months of training
Years of experience



Mail-In Ballots
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What Election 
Judges See



COLORADO CANVASSING 
RESULTS
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Reviewer Credentials
Ph.D. in Economics; MS in 
Mathematics; MA in 
International Economics; MA 
in Education; Retired USAF, 
LtCol (served 25yrs); Assistant 
Professor in Mathematics 
(USAFA) and Assistant 
Professor in Economics 
(USAFA); Financial & 
Economic advisor to Deputy 
Assist Secretary of the Air 
Force (Pentagon); Additional 
Experience includes Flight Test 
Analyst, Satellite Tester, and 
Laser Lab Intern

Exemplary prior US military service; 
Bachelor and Master's Degrees in Arts, 
Sciences, and Information Technologies; 40 
Years of Combined Experience: 
Programming, Systems Engineering, 
Product Development, Curriculum Planning, 
Operations Analysis, and Systems 
Architecture; Additional Experience: 
Fortune 500 Companies, Corporate & 
Commercial education, Higher Education, 
Communications, Video Game/Simulations, 
and defense industries.

25+ years Active-Duty military, including 
command of military installations and 
operational forces, staff assignments, 
including Office of the Secretary of Defense, 
and formal research for Department of 
Defense; BA, Political Science/MAS, 
Aeronautical Science/MA, National Security 
Affairs; operational test manager, director, 
analyst; trained in Scientific Test and 
Analysis Techniques (STAT), statistical 
research. 

Master's and Ph.D. in Mathematical 
Statistics; 30+ years as a Professional 
Statistician

Master's in Business Analytics; Certified 
Analytics Professional; 10+ Years of 
Analytical and Financial Experience

Certified Public Accountant; 
10+ Years of Accounting 
Experience

27+ years of software development and 
engineering expertise; Experience in 
Healthcare, Jail Systems, and Marketing 
development

40+ years of software development and 
engineering expertise; Experience in 
Marketing, Real Estate, and Voter Data 
Acquisition and Development



Statistical Methodology – Stratified Sampling 

Low Voter Opportunity 
Score Precinct

High Voter Opportunity 
Score Precinct

Voting Population

Advantages
• Lower cost compared to 

simple random sampling
•Sample is less variable
•Estimates more precise

Final Sample



Total Issues Found – All Four Counties



Total Issues Found – Sample of Affidavit Comments



How Can We Extrapolate to The Counties?
• The distribution of the voters 

canvassed in each county 

approximates the distribution for all 

voters in each county
• Given that this is comparing samples to 

a total population, there will be minor 
differences due to sampling error 
(which is common)



Total Issues Found – Extrapolated to Entire State



How Can We Extrapolate to The State?
• The distribution of the voter 

opportunity score for the counties 

canvassed approximates the 

distribution of the voter opportunity 

score for the entire state
• As noted before, given that this is 

comparing samples to a total 
population, there will be minor 
differences due to sampling error 
(which is common)

** SPECIAL NOTE**

• Colorado Secretary of State’s 
data includes voter history for 
some voters that is earlier than 
what is possible based on the 
age recorded for that voter as 
evidenced by the fact that voter 
opportunity scores > 1 exist



Black Box Voting Machines
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• Bev Harris, Black Box Voting, 2004: 
“With computerized voting, the certified and sworn officials step aside and let 
technicians, and sometimes the county computer guy, tell us the election results.” 

• Gould report, Mesa County, September 2021 (like Antrim/Maricopa): 
“(CRS) 1-5-601.5 requires…compliance with…2002 Voting System Standards…this 
forensic examination found that a substantially large number of these requirements 
have not been met.”

• Halderman Declaration, 1:17-CV-2989-AT, Curling v. Raffensberger:
“My July 1, 2021, expert report describes…flaws that would allow attackers to install 
malicious software on the ICX,…with temporary physical access…or remotely from 
(EMS)…Nor do these problems affect (GA) alone…It will be used for accessible voting 
in…Colorado”



“But Where is the Evidence?” #1

Mesa Cty, CO Voting Systems Forensic Examination Report #1, 11 Sep 21

18

https://useipdotus.files.wordpress.com/2021/09/21.09.21-amended-exhibit-f-ex-f-1-1.pdf



“But Where is the OTHER Evidence?” #2
Mesa Cty, CO Voting Systems Forensic Examination Report #2, 28 Feb 22
1. The electronic voting systems contained 36 separate wireless devices
2. The Dominion system was set up to automatically delete audit records
3. The Secretary of State systematically deleted required system log files 

during the “Trusted Build
4. Uncertified software was illegally installed on the Mesa County election 

server
5. The Mesa County electronic voting system is configured to allow any 

computer in the world to connect to the Election Management System 
(EMS) server

6. The Mesa County electronic voting system violates the federal Voting 
System Standards (VSS)

19https://useipdotus.files.wordpress.com/2022/03/mesa-county-forensic-report-no.-2.pdf



Says who?
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“But Where is the OTHER Evidence?” #3
Mesa Cty, CO Voting Systems Forensic Examination Report #3, 19 Mar 22
1. Unauthorized creation of new election databases (Nov. ‘20 General Election)… digital “reloading” of 20,346 ballot 

records…original voter intent…from paper ballots unknown; 5,567 ballots/58 batches’ digital records not copied, 
but votes included

2. Unauthorized creation of new election databases (2021 Grand Junction Municipal Election)…digital reloading of 
2,974 ballot records…obscuring original voter intent…4,458 ballots/46 batches’ digital records not copied, but votes 
included

3. Secure hash algorithm (.sha) files required for each digital ballot image were missing, making the authenticity and 
ballot-level records for those ballots impossible to verify

4. The true total vote count in Mesa County for those two elections cannot be accurately calculated from records in 
the databases of the county’s voting system.

5. No function or feature…that could be executed inadvertently or deliberately by a local election official that would 
cause this combination of events to occur, especially within the time frame of the events…

6. Trusted Build update on the EMS server in May 2021…directed by the CO SecState, destroyed all data on the EMS 
hard drive, including batch and ballot records that evidenced the creation of new databases and reprocessing of 
ballot records 

7. Demonstrates critical security failure…manipulation undetectable to election officials, observers, judges, citizens -
need both cyber and database management system expertise, and total access to database records/log files

21https://useipdotus.files.wordpress.com/2022/03/mesa-3-report.pdf



Says who? 
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Jeffrey O’Donnell is a Full Stack software and database developer and analyst. He holds 
Bachelor’s degrees in Computer Science and Mathematics from the University of 
Pittsburgh. Over the last 40 years, Mr. O’Donnell has worked and consulted for 
numerous private sector corporations, including Rockwell International, Westinghouse 
Electric Nuclear, General Defense, U.S. Steel, Mellon Bank, IOTA 360, and the Penn 
State Applied Research Laboratory. For several years he also delivered and created 
computer science curriculum for the Community College of Allegheny County. For the 
last two decades, Mr. O’Donnell has developed numerous “big data” analysis systems, 
including systems to provide short-term stock market investors with new types of 
research and predictive analytics. He currently is President of Qest Development, a full-
service software consulting and publishing company, and is Chief Information Officer of 
Ordros Analytics, which specializes in election analytics of all types.



Says who? 
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Dr. Walter C. Daugherity is a computer consultant and also Senior Lecturer Emeritus in the 
Department of Computer Science and Engineering at Texas A&M University. He graduated from 
Oklahoma Christian University with a degree in mathematics, and then earned master’s and 
doctor’s degrees from Harvard University, which he attended on a Prize Fellowship from the 
National Science Foundation. As a computer expert he has consulted for major national and 
international firms, and for government agencies. He helped develop the national computer 
keyboard standard and invented integrated user training within computer applications as well 
as various electronic computer interfaces. As a computer science and engineering teacher and 
researcher, he has published 26 research articles from over $2.8 million in funded research 
projects, plus conference papers and other publications. He taught many areas of computer 
science and engineering for 37 years (32 years at Texas A&M University), including artificial 
intelligence, quantum computing, programming and software design, and cyber-ethics. At 
Harvard he received the Bowdoin Prize and medal for writing, and in 2015 was named a 
Distinguished Alumnus of Oklahoma Christian University. He is a life member of the Association 
for Computing Machinery and American MENSA.



But Wait, There’s More!

•Colorado’s Dominion Voting Systems:
•Democracy Suite 5.11-CO/5.13
•EMS Server/Workstations; Adjudication 
Workstations; ICC; ICX; ICVA 

•Maricopa Cty, AZ:
•Democracy Suite 5.5B
•EMS Server/Workstations; Adjudication 
Workstations; ICC; ICX; ICP; ICVA

24



“But where is the other evidence?”
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“But where is the other evidence?”
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Says who?
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“But Where is the OTHER Evidence?”

•USEIP’s Colorado Canvassing Report 
•USEIP.org
•This is why NAACP/LWV/Mi Familia Vota
are suing USEIP

28



“But, but, but…”
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“But, but, but…”
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Unaccountable Criminality
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• Interfered w/election officials’ discharge of their official duty by prohibiting 
backups (CRS 1-13-701)

• Certified 4 voting system versions w/out testing by accredited voting 
system testing lab. (CRS 1-5-608.5)

• Violated certification of voting systems with installation of uncertified, 
untested software. (CRS 1-5-618)

• Allowed use of improperly certified voting systems in elections (CRS 1-5-
612)

• Certified election results from despite the conduct of elections on illegally-
certified systems with unauthorized software. (CRS 1-10-105)

• Destroyed election records. (CRS 1-7-802)
• Violated 8 CCR 1505-1 (her OWN rules) re: random seed, multiple years



Put Up or Shut Up?
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Pueblo Chieftain, 3 April 2022: 
Pueblo County Clerk and Recorder Gilbert “Bo” Ortiz joined a bipartisan group of clerks from across the state in Denver on 
Sunday to call on critics who have claimed that Colorado’s election practices are fraudulent to back up their allegations with 
evidence. “We call on the individuals behind these allegations and ongoing disinformation to provide actual evidence of 
problems within our system to law enforcement, either through county district attorneys, or even directly through an outreach
to the Colorado General Attorney," Weld County Clerk Carly Koppes told reporters at the Denver County Elections Division.

CRS § 1-13-101(1) Any person may file an 
affidavit with the district attorney stating the 
name of any person who has violated any of 
the provisions of this code and stating the 
facts which constitute the alleged offense. 
Upon the filing of such affidavit, the district 
attorney shall forthwith investigate, and, if 
reasonable grounds appear therefor, he shall 
prosecute the violator.
(2) The attorney general shall have equal 
power with district attorneys to file and 
prosecute informations or complaints against 
any persons for violating any of the 
provisions of this code.



The Election System We Have

•Centralized, vulnerable, dirty voter rolls
•Vulnerable mail-in ballots & lax ID
•Vulnerable black-box vote counting
•Vulnerable vendor-controlled reporting
•Vulnerable black-box election audits
•No way to verify HOW your vote counted

33Vulnerable to fake voters, fake ballots, fake counts



The Election System We Need  

Component

Prevents

Fake 
Voters

Fake
Ballots

Fake
Counts

Start over: Local-controlled, clean voter rolls 

In-person, election DAY voting w/gov. photo ID  

Precinct hand-count of numbered ballots
under live-streamed, archived HD video

 

Precincts certify and report vote count to precinct 
VOTERS, then Report certified count to counties



Counties tally precinct counts ON VIDEO, report 
certified tally to voters/states



States tally counties’ tallies, report/certify to voters 



What You Can Do

•Share the evidence – demand public 
officials do their duty
•Tell County Commissioners you want to 
stop using black-box voting systems
•Affidavits – coming!
•Get involved – BFI Action Plan

35Elections belong to US.  WE must restore election integrity.



The Ask
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1. County-Controlled
Voter Rolls

2. End Mail-In Voting 3. Eliminate Electronic 
Voting Machines

4. In-Person Register & 
Vote, w/Gov. Photo ID

A. Citizens a. Pressure clerks, 
commissioners, 
legislators

b. Bring suit
c. Recall resisters

a. Pressure legislators
b. Bring suit
c. Recall resisters

a. Pressure commissioners
b. Recall resisters
c. Volunteer to hand-count

a. Pressure clerks, 
commissioners, 
legislators

b. Bring suit
c. Recall resisters

B. Boards of 
County 
Commissioners

a. Pressure legislators
b. Bring suit

a. Pressure legislators
b. Bring suit

a. Vote:eliminate electronic 
voting machines

b. Direct hand-count
c. De-couple local elections

a. Pressure legislators
b. Bring suit

C. Legislators a. Modify CRS
b. Direct audit of 

elections, systems

a. Modify CRS
b. Direct audit of 

elections, systems

a. Modify CRS
b. Direct audit of elections, 

systems

a. Modify CRS
b. Direct audit of 

elections, systems

D. Prosecutors
/Courts

a. Investigate evidence 
of criminal violations

b. Hear evidence and 
rule for integrity

a. Investigate evidence 
of criminal violations

b. Hear evidence and 
rule for integrity

None. a. Investigate evidence of 
criminal violations

b. Hear evidence and rule 
for integrity



Join the Cause

37https://causeofamerica.org/concierge/



The World, According to 
“Election Experts”
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“No Incident of Fraud or Misconduct”

• “Election-Related data explicitly required to be preserved” (2002 VSS, Vol 1, para 
2.2.4.1, 2.2.5.3, 4.3, 4.4.3, and 6.5.5) “has been destroyed in violation of Federal 
and State law” (Preservation required by 52 U.S.C. § 20701 and CRS § 1-7-802).

• “Due to non-compliance with the 2002 VSS requirements, these voting systems 
and accompanying vendor-provided, Colorado Secretary of State-approved 
procedures for county use cannot have met the certification requirements of the 
State of Colorado, and should not have been certified for use in the state.” 
• 2002 VSS (per CRS 1-5-601.5) requires voting systems generate/preserve log files

• The Dominion system was set up to automatically delete audit records
• Secretary of State systematically deleted required system log files during the “Trusted Build”

• DVS D-Suite 5.11-CO system did meet 2002 VSS requirements, but the Secretary of State falsely 
and illegally certified that it did.

• Uncertified software was illegally installed on the Mesa County election server
• The Mesa County electronic voting system is configured to allow any computer in the world to 

connect to the Election Management System (EMS) server

39



“We believe there’s a strategy behind this…”

• “…to spread fear, and to scare people and to create chaos…”

• “…they want to go back to voting on just one day…”

• “…they would like all counting of ballots to happen by hand on one 
day and be canvassed the day after the election…”

• “…they also want to get rid of mail ballots…”

• “…they want to go back to precinct polling places…”

• “…ironically, the solutions they’re talking about will have a 
catastrophic effect on our elections here in Colorado…”

40



The “Catastrophic Effect” - UOCAVA

• “First of all, it will significantly decrease access to the ballot…”

• “It will have the potential impact of disenfranchising our military 
voters…”

• CRS § 1-8.3-110(2): ”A covered voter who requests that a ballot and 
balloting materials be sent to the voter by electronic transmission may 
choose facsimile transmission or electronic mail delivery, or, if offered by 
the voter's jurisdiction, other electronic means…”

• CRS § 1-8.3-111: “To be valid, a ballot shall be received by the appropriate 
local election official not later than the close of the polls, or the voter shall 
submit the ballot for mailing, electronic transmission, or other authorized 
means of delivery not later than 7:00 p.m. mountain time on the date of 
the election.”

41



The “Catastrophic Effect” - Disability

• “…For our voters with disabilities…right now, we have at least 2 
weeks of in-person voting and 3 weeks with your mail-in 
ballot…to allow a voter with a disability to vote independently 
and without assistance which is required by Federal law…”

• 52 U.S. Code § 10508 - Voting assistance for blind, disabled or 
illiterate persons

“Any voter who requires assistance to vote by reason of 
blindness, disability, or inability to read or write may be given 
assistance by a person of the voter’s choice, other than the 
voter’s employer or agent of that employer or officer or agent 
of the voter’s union.”

42



The “Catastrophic Effect” – Error-Rate

• “…at the very base, the thought is that a hand-count has at 
least a 2% error rate”

• "Post-Election Auditing… Effects of Election Procedure and Ballot Type 
on Manual Counting Accuracy, Efficiency and Auditor Satisfaction and 
Confidence,” 5 Mar 2012, Election Law Journal

“Based on the processing of the ballots, the researchers found a one-half to 1 
percent error rate for the "read and mark" method, and up to a 2 percent 
error rate for the "sort and stack" method.”

• “In accordance with Election Rule 25.2.2 (a), the Secretary of State 
established a risk limit of 4% for the comparison risk-limiting audit 
(RLA) of the November 3, 2020 General Election.”

43
https://doi.org/10.1089/elj.2010.0098



The “Catastrophic Effect” – The Demonstration

• “…our systems count ballots accurately. We can demonstrate that, 
we have demonstrated that after every single election…we have 
extensive pre-election testing, we have our risk-limiting audit…”

• 8 CCR 1505-1, Rule 11.3.2 – Logic and Accuracy Test
• The “Hat Trick,” In its simplest form, the trick works by placing the hat 

on a specially made table or chest. Both the hat, and the surface it is 
placed on, will have a hidden opening in them, through which an 
object stored in a compartment in the table or chest can be pulled. 
Alternatively, the performer can produce an item hidden in their 
sleeve using sleight of hand and misdirection. This eliminates the 
need to place the hat on a surface, and also allows the performer to 
give the hat to an audience member for inspection… This trick is also 
traditionally performed for children, since it is a basic trick with basic 
props.”

44“…when I see the F-35, I don’t see a fighter. I see a computer that happens to fly.”



The “Catastrophic Effect” – Municipal Elections

• “…if you think about…a lot of our elections, especially our municipal 
elections in odd years, it’s not uncommon for those elections to come 
down to one or two votes and in some cases be tied, so why would 
we ever accept a system that starts with an assumption of a 2% error 
rate?”

• Mesa Report #3: “The same unauthorized creation of new election 
databases occurred during the 2021 Grand Junction Municipal 
Election on March 30, 2021, followed by the digital reloading of 2,974 
ballot records, making the original voter intent recorded on those 
ballots unknown. In addition, 4,458 ballots in 46 batches did not have 
their digital records copied to thenew database, although the votes 
from the ballots in those batches were recorded in the Main election 
database.”

45
https://results.enr.clarityelections.com/CO/Mesa/111096/web.278093/#/summary



The “Catastrophic Effect” – Security

• “…right now in our central count facilities we have tight chain of 
custody, we have camera coverage on every part of the 
operation…there is no way that you can secure those 200 polling 
places for hand count and have the same types of chain of custody, 
the same security as you can in one central count facility.”

46



The “Catastrophic Effect” – Too Old to Count?

• “…the average age of our election judges is a little bit up there. 
Probably 60s and 70s. So to ask people after working a 14 or 15 hour 
day to then turn around and count a 2 to 3 page ballot with 50-some 
races on it and have it all done by the next morning or the next 
day…no ability to audit, no ability to double check…”

• 1. Shifts. Obviously.

• 2. One-page ballot.

• 3. Perfectly transparent ability for ANYBODY to audit. At home.

47

“Interestingly, it’s the younger cohorts who are 
dragging U.S. numeracy scores down. 
Americans aged 55 to 65 did okay, if not 
exactly spectacularly, when compared with 
their counterparts in other countries.”



“What they’re not experts in…is elections…”

• “…they don’t understand election systems, election laws, and election 
processes…”

• “…29,000 election records were deleted and not retained…that’s not 
true…Records required for retention under Federal and State election 
law are not deleted as part of the trusted build process…counties 
back up the required records”

48



“…not operating system records…”

• “…what’s important here is that the records required for retention 
under federal law are voting system records, not operating system 
records…”

2002 Voting System Standards, Vol. 1, para 2.2.5.3:

49



“…at any point, the Clerk in Mesa could have…”

• “…I think it’s very telling that the people who put out these reports, 
including…at any point, the Clerk in Mesa could have gone back and 
done a hand recount of those ballots…”

50



“A testing lab can only lose its accreditation…”

• “…by a vote of the Federal Election Assistance Commissioners…”

• 52 U.S.C. § 20971(b)(2)(A) “…no laboratory may be accredited…unless 
its accreditation is approved by a vote of the Commission.”

• Voting System Testing Laboratory Program Manual, Versions 1.0, July 
2008, and 2.0, 31 May 15

51



“…this whole thing…that it never happened…”

52



“…wireless components on our voting systems”

• “…this is known. These systems go through Federal certification and 
state certification with it known that these devices have that capability. 
However, here in Colorado we make sure that capability is disabled 
through the Trusted Build process…”

53

Report #3

5.11-CO Test Report

5.13 Test Report

https://sbg.colorado.gov/sites/sbg/files/6I%20Tech%20Doc_2.pdf

https://www.stigviewer.com/stig/general_wireless_policy/2012-09-21/finding/V-19813



“…2019, when (SoS) took over access to BIOS”

• Integrated Dell Remote Access Controller (iDRAC) “The technology allows 
you to deploy, monitor, manage, configure, update, and troubleshoot 
Dell EMC systems from any location without using any agents or an 
operating system.”

54

NIST Special Publication 800-147 – BIOS Protection Guidelines

https://www.dell.com/support/home/en-us/product-support/servicetag/0-LzFKcUpLc2pNRjlGTUZCb2pJVnY4dz090/overview



“New components for our voting systems…”

• “…do not have these wireless components…so this is something that 
you already see the industry moving away from…”

55

Halderman Declaration
Voluntary Voting System 
Guidelines, 2.0, February 
10, 2021.  P. 240
“This requirement does 
not prohibit wireless 
hardware within the voting 
system so long as the 
hardware cannot be used 
e.g. no wireless drivers 
present.”



“Unauthorized software on the voting systems

• “…additional software is known and there is a mechanism for the state 
to approve this…Microsoft SQL Management Studio…it’s a default 
package of the SQL Server download…it was not explicitly called out on 
the certification”

56

Microsoft.com

Dominion Voting Systems Application for Certification, 5.11-CO

5.11-CO Test Report



“the other one…is LibreOffice…”

• “…this is a freeware version of Office. Counties download this so they 
can have the Excel version of this to help them with reports. Colorado 
Election Rule 20.2 expressly allows counties to download additional 
software to their voting system server with approval from the 
Secretary of State’s office.  ”

57

CRS § 1-5-618
(1) After an electronic or electromechanical voting system has been 
certified by the secretary of state, a political subdivision may not adopt 
any modification of the system until the modification is certified or 
approved in accordance with the provisions of subsection (1.5) of this 
section by the secretary of state. A person desiring approval of a 
modification shall submit a written application for approval to the 
secretary of state... 
(2) The requirements for approval of a modified electronic or 
electromechanical voting system are the same as those prescribed by 
this part 6 for the initial certification of the system

8 CCR 1505-1, Rule 20.2
The county may not install any software on any 
component of the voting system unless directed to, 
or approved by, the Secretary of State.

2002 VSS, para 1.6.1
After a system has completed qualification testing, 
further examination of a system is required if 
modifications are made to hardware, software, or 
telecommunications, including the installation of 
software on different hardware…



“the other one…is LibreOffice…”

• “…this is a freeware version of Office. Counties download this so they 
can have the Excel version of this to help them with reports. Colorado 
Election Rule 20.2 expressly allows counties to download additional 
software to their voting system server with approval from the 
Secretary of State’s office.  ”

58

CRS § 1-5-618
(1) After an electronic or electromechanical voting system has been 
certified by the secretary of state, a political subdivision may not adopt 
any modification of the system until the modification is certified or 
approved in accordance with the provisions of subsection (1.5) of this 
section by the secretary of state. A person desiring approval of a 
modification shall submit a written application for approval to the 
secretary of state... 
(2) The requirements for approval of a modified electronic or 
electromechanical voting system are the same as those prescribed by 
this part 6 for the initial certification of the system

8 CCR 1505-1, Rule 20.2
The county may not install any software on any 
component of the voting system unless directed to, 
or approved by, the Secretary of State.

2002 VSS, para 1.6.1
After a system has completed qualification testing, 
further examination of a system is required if 
modifications are made to hardware, software, or 
telecommunications, including the installation of 
software on different hardware…



The Election System We Need  

Component

Prevents

Fake 
Voters

Fake
Ballots

Fake
Counts

Start over: Local-controlled, clean voter rolls 

In-person, election DAY voting w/gov. photo ID  

Precinct hand-count of numbered ballots
under live-streamed, archived HD video

 

Precincts certify and report vote count to precinct 
VOTERS, then Report certified count to counties



Counties tally precinct counts ON VIDEO, report 
certified tally to voters/states



States tally counties’ tallies, report/certify to voters 



What You Can Do

•Share the evidence – demand public 
officials do their duty
•Tell County Commissioners you want to 
stop using black-box voting systems
•Affidavits – coming!
•Get involved – BFI Action Plan

60Elections belong to US.  WE must restore election integrity.



Join the Cause

61https://causeofamerica.org/concierge/


