

From: Al Kolwicz [mailto:alkolwicz@qwest.net] 
Sent: Monday, February 12, 2007 12:49 PM
To: Michael Coffman
Cc: Jonathan Tee (Jonathan.Tee@SOS.State.CO.US); Dan Kopelman (Dan.Kopelman@SOS.STATE.CO.US); Colorado Voter Group (ColoradoVoter@googlegroups.com); Sheila Horton (sheila.horton@att.net)
Subject: Feb 15th Public Meeting
Dear Mr. Coffman,

I received your note and hope that you will have the secretary of the meeting read the following into the record of the Public Meeting on February 15th..

Thank you for your invitation to make a ten minute presentation at the Pubic Meeting on February 15th.  Please know that I am committed to do what I can to support the successful reform of our election system.  I and my colleagues have spent many years fighting for trustworthy elections.   

I look forward to the opportunity to sit down and discuss each issue, as we see it, with you.  Unfortunately, I am unable to cancel an all day professional commitment on February 15th.  Also, as we previously discussed, ten minutes is nowhere near adequate to describe the issues with electronic voting equipment.  We believe that it would do a great disservice to you and the voters for us to attempt to summarize this issue in a ten minute presentation.  Among other things, we are concerned that by doing so it might be interpreted that we had actually had an opportunity to address our concerns.   

As a suggestion for the meeting, we hope that you will keep in the forefront of your mind the following:

1. The most critical problem with DRE voting equipment is not the equipment itself; it is the digital ballots that they produce.  

By eliminating the digital ballot, as is done in the AutoMark device, the best aspects of electronic voting equipment can be exploited.  AutoMark is not a perfect solution, but it is the correct direction.  We have written a DECLARATION FOR ELECTION QUALITY that summarizes this position – see http://www.coloradovoter.net/DeclarationforQualityElectionsNov212003.pdf .  This declaration has been endorsed by the Boulder County Republican, Democratic, Green and Libertarian Parties.

2. More broadly, the most critical problem with the Colorado election system is the lack of agreement as to the “musts” and “wants” of the system.  

We believe: “The ELECTION SYSTEM MUST be:  (1) secure, (2) accurate, (3) verifiable, (4) anonymous, (5) transparent, and (6) accountable.  Until the “musts” are precisely defined, widely agreed to, and quantified, election systems cannot be measured and should not be certified.

The attachment to this email contains eight (8) pertinent documents. These documents represent only a tiny fraction of the volumes of data that we have published.  We hope that you and your staff will include them in the Public Meeting record and, most importantly, review these documents before the meeting as they can help you to interpret what is said during the meeting.

I look forward to another opportunity to sit with you and discuss Colorado elections.

Al

Attachments (KOLWICZ.ZIP):

            11-16-2003        Declaration for Election Quality

            05-05-2004        HB04-1227 Governor Owens

            12-26-2004        Kolwicz_EAC_Comments

01-01-2005        Simons_EAC_Comment

05-28-2005        Veto SB-198 and SB-206

09-29-2005        Sep 29 2005 Kolwicz to Eustis

07-10-2006        Rob Corry – SOS re: Boulder

07-24-2006        PROPOSED platform – elections

11-10-2006        Prospective advisors – list 1

            

Al Kolwicz

CAMBER – Citizens for Accurate Mail Ballot Election Results

2867 Tincup Circle

Boulder, CO 80305

303-494-1540

AlKolwicz@qwest.net
www.users.qwest.net/~alkolwicz 

www.coloradovoter.blogspot.com 

CAMBER is a dedicated group of volunteers who are working to ensure that every voter gets to vote once, every vote is counted once, and that every ballot is secure and anonymous.

