Monday, November 28, 2022 at 17:25:49 Eastern Standard Time

Subject: RE: Public Records Request (AZ-SEN-22-1123)

Date: Monday, November 28, 2022 at 4:14:13 PM Eastern Standard Time
From: Pete Galvan

To: AO Records

Attachments: Results; AO 1123.pdf

EXTERNAL SENDER

Please find attached all records in the possession of the Senate that are responsive to your request.

Pete

Pete Galvan
Arizona State Senate | Associate Rules Attorney

From: Pete Galvan

Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2022 12:24 PM

To: AO Records <records@americanoversight.org>
Subject: RE: Public Records Request (AZ-SEN-22-1123)

Your request has been received and will be processed.
Pete

Pete Galvan
Arizona State Senate | Associate Rules Attorney

From: AO Records <records@americanoversight.org>
Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2022 12:07 PM

Subject: Public Records Request (AZ-SEN-22-1123)

Dear Public Records Officer:

Please find attached a request for records under Arizona’s public records laws.
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Sincerely,

Mariuxi Pintado

Paralegal

American Oversight

records @americanoversight.org
www.americanoversight.org | @weareoversight

Public Records Request: AZ-SEN-22-1123
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From: Karen Fann

To: Jordan Conradson
Subject: FW: ARRESTED FOR TREASON
Date: Thursday, February 24, 2022 3:46:15 PM

Thought you would appreciate the emails I’'m getting

‘Karen Fann

President of the Senate
Tel: 602.926.5874

From: Michael Benninger <mbeziac@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Thursday, February 24, 2022 3:37 PM

To: Karen Fann <KFann@azleg.gov>

Subject: ARRESTED FOR TREASON

Dear Moron and ldiot,

You're a RINO in action. AZ Senate President Karen Fann claims "We really don't have a mechanism to
decertify". YOU NEED TO BE ARRESTED FOR TREASON. YOU'RE FULL OF BS. REPORT TO
GITMO FOR PROCESSING.

EXCLUSIVE: Arizona Senate President Karen Fann Claims "We Really Don't Have a Mechanism To

Decertify" - Mark Finchem Gave Us The Mechanism

EXCLUSIVE: Arizona Senate President Karen Fann
Claims "We Really Don't H...

Michael Benninger
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From: Jordan Conradson

To: Karen Fann

Cc: Sawyer Bessler

Subject: Interview Tomorrow

Date: Wednesday, August 25, 2021 6:22:06 PM

Jordan Conradson is inviting you to a scheduled Zoom meeting.

Topic: Jordan Conradson's Zoom Meeting
Time: Aug 26, 2021 03:00 PM Arizona

Join Zoom Meeting

https://us05web.zoom.us/j/81674683937?pwd=UGdxcVhkROFIaDIjTHVya3FkY2M3QTQ9

Meeting ID: 816 7468 3937
Passcode: H7Si3q

Thank you!
Jordan Conradson
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From: Karen Fann

To: jordanconradson@gmail.com
Subject: FOIA request on text messages
Date: Tuesday, August 31, 2021 1:44:55 PM

Uploaded to this folder are copies of all the text messages that are included in the document
production. The files are sorted by the sender’s name (Karen, Warren, etc.), and the file names
include the names of the recipients—so hopefully it will be easy for you to review.

‘Karen Fann

President of the Senate
Tel: 602.926.5874
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From: Karen Fann

To: Jordan Conradson

Subject: fyi

Date: Wednesday, September 15, 2021 10:39:51 AM
Attachments: President Fann Demand for CNI Records.pdf
‘Karen Fann

President of the Senate

Tel: 602.926.5874
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KAREN FANN COMMITTEES:
SENATE PRESIDENT Rules, Chairman
FIFTY-FIFTH LEGISLATURE

1700 WEST WASHINGTON, SENATE

PHOENIX, ARIZONA 85007-2844

PHONE: (602) 926-5874

TOLL FREE: 1-800-352-8404

kfann@azleg.gov

DISTRICT 1

Arizona State Senate

September 14, 2021

Cyber Ninjas Inc.

c/o Doug Logan & Legal Department
5077 Fruitville Road, Suite 109-421
Sarasota, Florida 34232
dlogan@cyberninjas.com
legal@cyberninjas.com

To whom it may concern at Cyber Ninjas Inc.:

Pursuant to the Arizona Public Records Act, Sections 15.4 and 18.5 of our Master Services
Agreement dated March 31, 2021, and the orders entered by Judges Kemp and Hannah in
American Oversight v. Fann and Phoenix Newspapers, Inc. v. Arizona State Senate, please
immediately make available to the Arizona State Senate all records within your custody or control,
or within the custody or control of your subcontractors or other agents, with a substantial nexus to
the audit. For the avoidance of doubt, documents with a substantial nexus to the audit include
without limitation all documents and communications relating to the planning and performance or
execution of the audit, all policies and procedures used in connection with the audit, all records
concerning audit funding or staffing, and all records that are reasonably necessary or appropriate
to maintain an accurate knowledge of activities concerning the 2020 Maricopa County election
audit.

Respectfully,

X i \9‘W

Karen Fann, President
Arizona State Senate
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From: Jordan Conradson
To: Karen Fann

Subject: Re: Response from Auditor on Maricopa County"s spin on the audit
Date: Wednesday, October 20, 2021 11:45:40 AM
Thank you!!

On Wed, Oct 20, 2021 at 10:40 AM Karen Fann <KFann@azleg.gov> wrote:

‘Karen Fann

President of the Senate

Tel: 602.926.5874
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From: Karen Fann

To: Jordan Conradson; Christina Bobb; Loretta Honeycutt
Subject: Response letter from Dr Shiva
Date: Saturday, October 2, 2021 6:22:07 AM

Attachments: Letter-in-Response-to-Stamping-Anomaly-Shiva-Ayyadurai-09-26-2021.pdf

‘Karen Fann

President of the Senate
Tel: 602.926.5874
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I. EchoMail’s Interpretation of County Explanation

EchoMail’s interpretation of the County’s explanation is: When a stamp is placed
over a blackened region, on any of the triangles on the EVB return envelope (as
shown in Figure 1), image compression replaces non-white pixels in those triangle
areas with white pixels. And, this image compression process leads to the observed
anomaly.

I1. Questions and Concerns in Response to County’s Explanation

1) What is most concerning is to find out now, for the first time since EchoMail
was engaged for this audit, that the images EchoMail received are a
compressed version of some original version. This means that modifications
took place e.g. compression on the original images that were created from
scanning of the voter’s original EVB return envelopes.

2) Are the pre-compression EVB return envelope images available?

3) How many sets of EVB return envelope images with varying compression
exist?

4) Is there an entire set of EVB return envelope images that are high resolution?
5) Are the original EVB return envelopes available for inspection?

6) Isavirtual i.e. digital “VERIFIED & APPROVED MCTEC” stamp being applied
to the original high-resolution EVB return envelope images?

7) Are the EVB return envelope images encrypted when saved?

8) What other image processing and modifications takes place on the original
EVB return envelope image?

9) Are the EVB return envelope images stored in one central repository?
10)Who has access to the EVB return envelope images?

11)What modifications can be applied to the EVB return envelope images
besides the “VERIFIED & APPROVED MCTEC” stamp?

EchoMail, Inc. 701 Concord Avenue | Cambridge, MA | 02138
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12)Can signatures be removed and altered in the Signature Region of the EVB
return envelope images?

13)Can any region of the EVB return envelope image be altered?

14)What is the Chain of Custody on alterations to the EVB return envelope
images?

15)Is there revision tracking enabled on EVB return envelope image
modifications?

16)What other image processing occurred on the EVB return envelope images
prior to EchoMail receiving them?

17) Why are not all the bona fide i.e. “Verified and Counted” EVB return envelope
images stamped with “VERFIED & APPROVED MCTEC?”

18)Given EchoMail has access to EVB return envelope images, where the stamp
appears both behind and in front of a triangle, how does the County’s
explanation resolve such examples? Do different image compression settings
exist?
19)What is the exact process and Standard Operating Procedure (SOP) from
receipt of the original EVB return envelope from the voter, to scanning, to
stamping, to storage, and compression of the EVB return envelope images?
EchoMail appreciates the response from the County. We look forward to next steps,
once we receive answers to the above questions.

Warm regards,

Dr. Shiva Ayyadurai

EchoMail, Inc. 701 Concord Avenue | Cambridge, MA | 02138
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From: Karen Fann

To: Jordan Conradson; Christina Bobb; Mike Siegel; Jacqueline Lane jlane; Laurie McClain; Loretta Honeycutt
Cc: Dajana Zlaticanin

Subject: Response from Auditor on Maricopa County"s spin on the audit

Date: Wednesday, October 20, 2021 10:40:47 AM

Attachments: Cyber Ninjas Response - Maricopa County Analysis of Senate Report.pdf

‘Karen Tann

President of the Senate
Tel: 602.926.5874
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The question of military personnel is potentially a legitimate partial answer. The voter rolls clearly delineate military
personnel by specifying a military address, as well as frequently having eligibility for voting via the Uniformed and
Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting Act (UOCAVA). While the former is less likely to impact the numbers for the same
reasons as the college students and snowbirds; UOCAVA eligible voters can vote via email, fax, or a portal in addition to
via mail and it shows up as a mail-in vote. As a result, they would not necessarily have to have access to their prior
residence address to receive their ballot in order to cast a mail-in-ballot. Running the 23,344 voter IDs who voted via
mail-in ballots even though they had moved against a list of UOCAVA eligible voters finds 1,344 UOCAVA voters. This
means the proper count for the first finding in our report should be an even 22,000.

1.2 More Early Ballots Returned by Voters Than Received

The numbers simply do not support the County’s claim that the curing of ballots would result in a second scanning of the
envelope, and therefore a second EV33 entry for a received ballot. This is a soundbite, not an explanation.

The 9,041 voter IDs that had more EV33 returned ballot entries than EV32 sent ballots, and the individual voted via mail
was provided to Dr. Shiva to see if there was any correlation between these voter IDs and the prevalence of more than
one scanned envelop. Only 2,138 of these voter IDs had more than one scanned ballot. If the County’s explanation
properly accounted for this issue, then there should be a one-for-one match with multiple scanned ballots for all 9,041
voter IDs. This simply cannot explain the issue when only 24% of the 9,041 had multiple envelop image scans.

1.3 Voters That Potentially Voted in Multiple Counties

It does not appear the County read the report carefully. The finding is extremely clear that the list of identified
individuals should be validated further as name and birthdate overlaps can occur and be shared by different people. The
County has access to full social security numbers and driver’s license numbers. The audit does not. It is not uncommon
nor improper for an audit to find things that require additional investigation, and we look forward to the Attorney
General’s review of this finding rather than the County’s cursory dismissal of this issue as a “Faulty Claim”.

Had the County taken this finding seriously their reply could have shown a good faith effort to validate the finding and
indicate the quantity validated and the reasons why they were not valid. Without any numbers or evidence, it can only
be assumed that the County completely dismissed this, as stated, as a “Faulty Claim”.

NOTE: The County renamed this finding in their response to take out the word “Potentially” so it could be listed as a
faulty claim, rather than recognized the validity of the finding.

1.4 Official Results Does Not Match Who Voted

This finding is accurate as written. The Official Results from the Canvass do not match the list of voters in the VM55 file.
The County attempted to conceal this flaw by renaming this finding in their response to “Official Results Don’t Include All
Voters” for the sole purpose of falsely discrediting the claim. Their explanation states that protected voters are not
included in the VM55 file and therefore there is a discrepancy. This does not explain the issued raised by the audit team;
the fact the County couldn’t reply with a precise number of protected voters who voted in the election that matches the
outlined discrepancy shows that their response is not accurate and willingness to address flaws in their system is non-
existent.

© 2021 Cyber Ninjas® For Public Release Page 2 of 11
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Furthermore, several weeks before the hearing the Senate attorney reached out to the County to request an
explanation for this so that it could be ensured that the audit report was as accurate as possible. The County ignored the
request for weeks and then replied to the request the night before the hearing with the details about the protected
voters list. To ensure the accuracy of our audit despite the County’s willful lack of cooperation, we both discussed this
possible explanation in the hearing and included disclaimers in the report for findings that would be invalid if this
information was true.

1.5 More Duplicate Ballots than Original

The County’s response is extremely misleading and does not respond to any of the specific details outlined within the
audit report. In the case cited by the County, Ward vs. Jackson, only 1,626 ballots were reviewed, while the audit
reviewed all of the duplicated ballots?. The “spilled box of UOCAVA ballots” referenced in the County’s response was not
a box, but a stack of 20. That stack of 20 slide onto the ground in a manner that even maintained the order of the
ballots; and was promptly picked up and put back in the box. This occurred within the contained space of the Senate’s
special ballot coral under the direct view of Ken Bennett and the Secretary of State observer, Ken. This doesn’t account
for anything close to the discrepancies detected by the audit.

Furthermore, the “detailed records” provided by the County for duplicate ballots were shown by the audit to be
incorrect and full of mislabeling and other errors as documented in the report. Detailed records are only useful if they’re
correctly recorded.

1.6 EMS Database & Logs Purged, Files Deleted

The County’s response to the purged and deleted data and files shows they do not know what is going on within their
Election Management System (EMS), and that they didn’t carefully read the subpoena. Not only are many of the items
that were deleted specifically listed in the original subpoena, and therefore a request for an archive or backup wouldn’t
be needed; but the dates and timelines in their response to the audit report and on Twitter is not supported by the
dates in the logs on the machines. Furthermore, what was done for the November 2020 general election does not match
any past elections found on the EMS Server; countering any arguments that the purging and deletion of files is “standard
procedure”, and the over 2 terabytes of free storage on the device counters any arguments it had to be done for space.
These arguments are handled in the following sections but show clear evidence that data that should have been
protected by the subpoena was instead destroyed.

1.6.1 FALSE COUNTY CLAIM: THE SENATE NEEDED TO SUBPOENA BACKUPS OR ARCHIVES

The Senate did not need to subpoena backups or archives. All disputed items were clearly outlined within the Senate,
this is nothing more than an attempt to misdirect and mislead. The original subpoena?® item #4 clearly requests the
“November 2020 general election in Maricopa County, Arizona”, “Election Log Files” and “any other election files and
logs”, and it goes on to list “any other election files or logs” associated with the “Tabulators”, “Result Pair Resolution”,
“Result Files”, and “SQL Database Files”. DVD result files and SQL database files are among the list of items deleted.

2

https://recorder.maricopa.gov/justthefacts/courtcases/7%20Ward%20v.%20Jackson%20(AZ%20Supreme%20Court)/Ward%20v.%2
0Jackson%20APPEAL%20-%202020.12.08%20DECISION%200RDER%20(Ward%20v.%20Jackson,%20Ariz.%20S.%20Ct.).pdf (pg. 4)

3 https://www.scribd.com/document/531671852/SUBPOENA-January-12-2021-NEW-Senate-Sub-to-Maricopa-County
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In addition, at the point where the SQL Database was purged of all data associated with the results of the November
2020 general election and later filled with audit data from ProV&V, it no longer would be a file reflective of the
“November 2020 general election”; but would be a file that represented the ProV&V “audit”. This would mean it would
not meet the requirement from the subpoena for the SQL Database files associated with the election.

Furthermore, the original subpoena* item #7 clearly requests the “November 2020 general election in Maricopa County,
Arizona”, all “Windows Server & Desktop” “Windows event logs and Access logs”. The Security event logs were not
provided separately for any of the systems; even though this is the definition of what an “Access Log” is for a “Windows
Server & Desktop”. Since these logs were rolled over prior to us receiving the machine, they no longer covered the
subpoenaed period of time.

1.6.2 FALSE COUNTY CLAIM: STANDARD ARCHIVAL STEPS WERE TAKEN ON FEBRUARY 2™°.

The Results Tallying and Reporting (RTR) logs clearly show that all database data as well as files in the NAS directory
were purged and deleted on February 1. The action was started at 5:14:47 pm and finished at 5:20:00 pm. If any
backups or archives were conducted on February 2™, the data was already deleted.

If it was normal to purge data as can be seen in the finding in the audit report, it would be expected that this would be
true for every other election on the EMS Server. However, as can be seen in the screenshots below the data is still
present for other past elections. Since the drive had more than 2 terabytes of free space available there was no technical
reason to delete the data before the two audits hired by Maricopa County. In fact, it begs to question what the auditors
had to audit if there were no election results when ProV&V arrived on Feb 2",

4 https://www.scribd.com/document/531671852/SUBPOENA-January-12-2021-NEW-Senate-Sub-to-Maricopa-County
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Figure 1 - Election Results for the 2019 Madison Election. These numbers match the Official Results on the Recorder’s Site.

Figure 2 - All Results Still Exist for the 2020 Primary. These numbers match the Official Results.
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Furthermore, the standard way to “archive” Dominion software is to run a backup from Election Event Designer. This
method of backup is found with every past election, and it’s the only way to create a zip archive with all of the database
details and all of the items within the NAS directory. This operation does NOT delete any data. The last time a package
file was created was on November 13 as can be seen in the screenshot of the RTR logs. This is inconsistent with the
County’s statement an archive was created on Feb 2™,

Figure 3 - The last time an archive was created of the 2020 General Election was on 11/13 at 4:28pm.

1.6.3 FALSE COUNTY CLAIM: THE COUNTY RAN Two FORENSIC AUDITS BY CERTIFIED COMPANIES

The procedures documented within the ProV&V report for the first Maricopa County audit did not follow any industry
recognized standard digital forensic processes, and the SLI report clearly documents that they could not forensically
image the EMS Server due to the RAID configuration. This is consistent with the fact that neither company is certified for
forensic examination of digital equipment, and this is not work either company regularly does. Both companies are
certified by the Election Assistance Commission for certifying election equipment, not for completing forensic audits.

Furthermore, since all election results were cleared from the Election Management System (EMS) Server before any of
these two audits were performed; the only thing these companies could do was run test cases against the election
equipment to see if it behaved properly. No results were audited by either of these two companies.

1.6.4 MISLEADING COUNTY CLAIM: THE COUNTY RAN A HAND COUNT

The hand count done by Maricopa County was such a small sample size that its margin of error was more than twice the
amount of the margin of victory. It is extremely misleading to suggest this is equivalent or just as accurate as a full hand
count. The hand count only counted 5,200 of the 2,089,563 ballots. This equates to roughly 1/4% of a percentage point
of the total ballots. With this small sample size there would be a 1.357% margin of error to achieve a 95% confidence in
the election results. This means that if the ballots were truly chosen randomly, then this hand count could be off by over
28,000 ballots. If the ballots were not chosen randomly then the counts could be off by even more.

© 2021 Cyber Ninjas® For Public Release Page 6 of 11
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1.7 Corrupt and Missing Ballot Images

The County claims that the fact that the ballot images are corrupt or missing from the Election Management System
(EMS) Server is inconsequential, and that ballot images should have been viewed from one of the other drives provided.
This defies normal audit principles where the official system of record, the EMS Server, would be utilized for the analysis.
This also doesn’t explain why or how the images got corrupt, or why images are missing from that system. The drive
provided wasn’t even in the same folder structure as the NAS directory or have any other resemblance of an official
backup. For this drive to be considered as the official source of images would require that there is some documented
procedure for the collection of these images.

Furthermore, a review of the drive provided doesn’t include all pre-adjudicated images. The post-adjudicated images on
the drive show the expected 2,089,563 images, but the pre-adjudicated images only show 1,923,719 images. The
difference of 165,844 appears to be the number of ballots processed by the Election Day ImageCast Precinct 2 tabulators
based on the CVR, but it’s unclear why or how these images would be collected in a manner where these images were
missing. As a result, it creates further questions on the reliability of these images.

At this time, the drive of pre- and post-adjudicated images has not been validated to confirm that corrupt images do not
exist, but this aspect will be reviewed and be confirmed.

1.8 Subpoenaed Equipment Not Provided

The County can’t both state that the matter of missing subpoena items was resolved in the settlement, and then
proceed to argue that certain items were not in the subpoena. Furthermore, failing to comply with a subpoena is a
criminal offense and not something that can be included in a civil settlement. It will be up to the Attorney General to
determine if the missing subpoena items are a sufficient grievance to merit further investigation or prosecution. This is
not something that is within the Senate’s responsibilities.

The actual report has a more extensive list of items that were missing from the subpoena, not all of which are addressed
within the County’s reply. However, to address the specific items listed in the County’s reply:

e Poll Worker Laptops / Sitebook Voter Roll Check-In Devices

0 Item #11 on the original subpoena’ states, “forensic image of computers/devices used to work with

voter rolls”. This was not provided.
e Backup Dominion EMS Server

0 The county states that the Backup Dominion EMS Server was not in use. Logs show regular backups
conducted of the election database throughout the election. Normal practices would dictate that these
would periodically be loaded onto a backup server to confirm the backups integrity. By definition, this is
how a backup server is used and it was part of the election.

0 Item #3 on the original subpoena® states, “For the November 2020 general election in Maricopa County,
Arizona”, “Hardware and Forensic Images of Election Servers...”. The backup EMS Server was not
provided.

e Ballot-on-Demand Printers & Accessible Voting Devices (ICX)

5 https://www.scribd.com/document/531671852/SUBPOENA-January-12-2021-NEW-Senate-Sub-to-Maricopa-County
6 https://www.scribd.com/document/531671852/SUBPOENA-January-12-2021-NEW-Senate-Sub-to-Maricopa-County
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0 Item #1 of the original subpoena’ states “The ballot tabulation and processing equipment from each
polling place and tabulation center”.
= Based on the sentence “processing equipment” that is different than “ballot tabulation”. It’s
unclear what else this could be referring to besides Ballot-on-Demand Printers and accessibility
Ballot Marking Devices since those are the only other devices that process ballots at a polling
location.
0 Item #10 of the original subpoena? states “Election Systems and Software”, “Ballot on Demand — BOD
printing system”:

1.9 Internet Connections & Cyber Security practices

The County continues to repeat the claims that there was no way any of the systems could access the internet, to
abdicate all responsibility to other parties for the County’s failure to properly maintain the security of election systems,
and to purposely misdirect on all other legitimate findings of the audit. As usual, the County fails to cite a single piece of
evidence to support their opinion.

1.9.1 INTERNET CONNECTIVITY

The County’s response does not state that the systems were never connected to the internet; but always seems to
address this issue in the present tense indicating that the election system is not currently connected to the internet; and
then cite the two “forensic audits” conducted by the County that proved at the time of their “audits” there was no
evidence of internet activity. CyFIR’s analysis never stated that the systems were always connected to the internet, but
simply stated that there are distinct periods of time where internet connectivity can be validated. As a result, while on
the surface it looks like the County is countering the claims in the audit report; in fact, their response appears to be a
misdirection.

CyFIR utilized a tool called HstEx v4 from Digital Detective to review the hard drives of all the affected systems for
artifacts of internet activity. This tool both looks at the allocated space, which is the normal file structure you see on a
system, and the unallocated space, which is what shows up on your system as “free space”. When you delete a file on
your file system the space that file occupied is shown in the computer as “free space”; but the file itself is still fully intact
on the file system until the computer puts some other file in the space occupied prior by that file. In this way the tool
looks at both normal files and deleted files.

HstEX v4 identified and extracted all internet history into a .hstx file that was analyzed using the Digital Detective
NetAnalysis v2 tool. In addition to the URL that was navigated to, this data includes a visits column. Per the tool
documentation® and basic forensic analysis, the visits field is ONLY populated when a URL is actually visited and does not
populate when a web page cannot be resolved. This visits column can be seen in all of the following screenshots of the
tool output, and clearly refutes the claim that the machines never had a pathway to the internet.

7 https://www.scribd.com/document/531671852/SUBPOENA-January-12-2021-NEW-Senate-Sub-to-Maricopa-County
8 https://www.scribd.com/document/531671852/SUBPOENA-January-12-2021-NEW-Senate-Sub-to-Maricopa-County
9 https://www.digital-detective.net/Documents/NetAnalysis%20v2%20User%20Guide.pdf
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1.9.1.1 EMS SERVER CONNECTIONS
On 2 February 2021 the EMS Server connected to the az700632.vo.msecnd.net web site three times.

Figure 4 - EMS Internet Connections

1.9.1.1 EMS CLIENT 1 CONNECTIONS
The EMS Client 1 connected to three different sites a total of 9 separate times after the installation of the Dominion
software. Figure 5 - EMS Client 1 Connections details these connections.

Figure 5 - EMS Client 1 Connections

1.9.1.2 EMS CLIENT 3 CONNECTIONS

The EMS Client 3 connected to the go.microsoft.com web site 6 times after the installation of the Dominion software.
Figure 6 — EMS Client 3 Connections details these connections.

Figure 6 - EMS Client 3 Connections

1.9.1.3 REWEB1601 AND REGIS1202 CONNECTIONS

The Maricopa County Board of Supervisors represented to the public and to the auditors that none of the election
systems were connected to the internet. The Maricopa Board of Supervisors did not provide any qualifying statements
to the auditors at the time of equipment delivery, nor did they provide a network diagram explaining that the
REWEB1601 and the REGIS1202 servers were connected to the internet. The auditors subsequently took the Maricopa
Board of Supervisors at their stated word and reported the internet connections to each of these servers to the Arizona
Senate. The auditors appreciate the Maricopa County Board of Supervisors admission that these two servers were
indeed connected to the internet. The Maricopa County Board of Supervisors stated that two federally certified Voting
System Testing Laboratories independently reported that the systems were not connected to the internet. It is not
uncommon for firms to miss internet artifacts that may exist in the unallocated and allocated space of a system.
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1.9.2 SOFTWARE AND PATCH MANAGEMENT

The County’s neglect of the software, patch management, and virus scan updates violates all solid principles of Cyber
Security and demonstrates a negligence in protecting the integrity of voting system. Their attempts to blame the
Election Assistance Commission (EAC) is disingenuous at best and simply demonstrates they're failure to take
responsibility and control of their election systems, and instead attempting to delegate all responsibility to the voting
machine vendor.

The EAC clearly has a process for “de minimis changes”*° to account for Operating System level patches and changes to
trusted builds, and advocates those critical patches be applied!. This advice is further enforced by the Cybersecurity &
Infrastructure Security Agency!? (CISA), and the Center for Internet Security®3 (CIS). Nowhere in any documentation is
there any indication that virus scans update would somehow negate the certification, yet those were also not applied.

The fact that the County failed to recognize the risk of having out-of-date software and never requested the voting
machine vendor to go through the simple process to get patches approved, as is required by the “Warranty” section of
the County’s contract®, nor did they choose to move to a later version of the voting system software that has later
approved patches; does not somehow make their system secure. The County failed to implement basic Cybersecurity
hygiene. This should be acknowledged, and policies put in place to make sure this never happens again.

1.9.3 CREDENTIAL MANAGEMENT

The County’s response related to credential management is beyond misleading and goes into the realm out outright lies.
They state, “To access each tabulator, an operator needs a series of two passwords and a security token (key).
Passwords used to access the election program and to tabulate ballots are changed prior to each election.” This
statement only applies to the ImageCast Precinct 2 (ICP2) tabulators which were ONLY used on election day and doesn’t
apply to ballots tabulated on the HiPro or the ImageCast Precinct devices. To give perspective, the ICP2 only accounted
for 7.9% of the vote, while the other tabulators accounted for 92.1% of the vote. The devices that tabulated 92.1% of
the vote, as well as the systems utilized to generate the output for the official certified results; were where the problems
outlined within the audit report were found.

To be more specific, the credential management finding is specific to the username and passwords required to access
the EMS server, the EMS workstations, the Adjudication workstations, the HiPro scanners and the ImageCast (ICC)
Workstations. Accessing these systems did not require anything but a typical computer username and password
combination. The usernames/accounts of these systems were not assigned to specific individuals, but rather were
shared between various people. The passwords for these accounts were created during the installation of the Dominion
software on 8/6/2019 and were never changed up to the point where these systems were delivered for the audit.
Furthermore, in complete disregard to all standard security practices, the same password was used for ALL user
accounts on ALL of the EMS, EMS Client, ICC, HiPro, and Adjudication systems. To be clear, if someone knew the
password to a single user account on one of these systems that individual would know the password to the admin
account on any of these systems.

10 https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/voting equipment/NOC19.01 SoftwareDeMinimisChanges 11-15-2019.pdf
11 https://www.eac.gov/windows-critical-update-faq

12 https://us-cert.cisa.gov/ncas/tips/ST19-002

13 https://www.cisecurity.org/spotlight/ei-isac-cybersecurity-spotlight-patching/

14 https://www.scribd.com/document/533751776/Maricopa-County-Elections-Tabulation-System-Contract (Page 34)
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1.9.4 LoG MANAGEMENT

The Maricopa County Board of Supervisors stated the following in response to the Audit report concerning the County’s
failure to preserve the operating logs on the EMS server “The system automatically logs all actions taken on the
equipment. These logs are configured according to factory settings and have a storage limit of 20 megabytes.” This
statement ignores the crux of the finding.

1.9.4.1 FAILURE TO PROPERLY RETAIN LOGGED DATA

Maricopa county had full administrative authorities over the configuration and maintenance of the logging functions and
the log retention duration operations. To claim that the reason the log data was not retained because the log size
default setting was only 20MB is disingenuous at best when the county had the full control to properly modify this
setting to ensure that the logged data was properly retained. The retention period for these log artifacts should have
been for twenty-two (22) months but wasn’t.

1.9.4.2 INTENTIONAL EXECUTION OF SCRIPTS TO DELIBERATELY ENSURE THAT LOG ENTRIES WERE NOT RETAINED
The response by Maricopa County does not address the fact that a user leveraging the emsadmin account deliberately
and purposely executed a script that checked the accounts for duplicate passwords 38,478 times. This deliberate
execution of the script occurred over three days, specifically on 2/11/2021 there were 462 log entries overwritten, on
3/3/2021 there were 37,686 log entries overwritten, and on 4/12/2021 there were 330 log entries overwritten. Given
that the Maricopa County knew that the setting on the log retention was limited to 20MB, the act of executing these
scripts had the effect of deliberated ensuring that the Windows security logs covering the dates of the general election
would not be available for review.

© 2021 Cyber Ninjas® For Public Release Page 11 of 11
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From: Karen Fann

To: Karen Fann

Bcc: Christina Bobb; Jordan Conradson; Howard Fischer; Mary Jo Pitzl; Jeremy Duda; Loretta Honeycutt; Mike Siegel;
Shelby Busch; Josh Barnett; Mark Finchem; Shawnna Bolick; Nancy Cottle

Subject: Dr. Shiva’s response to media questions

Date: Wednesday, October 6, 2021 11:37:31 AM

Attachments: Dr-Shiva-Replies-to-Maricopa-County-Officials.pdf

Sent from my iPad
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From: Mike Easterly

To: Wendy Rogers
Subject: 2020 Election Audit
Date: Tuesday, November 30, 2021 8:57:35 AM

Good Morning,

My name is Mike Easterly and | am a native Arizonan who worked with the senior leadership team on the 2020
election audit. There is significant information available that was not included in the official audit report. The
information is available in the form of a supplemental report prepared by leadership that participated in the audit
from start to finish. Ultimately, we would like to get this info to AG Brnovich as we believe it could save him
valuable time with his investigation. | have emailed his office today as well. If you're interested in helping us get
this information to the appropriate people to aid in the investigation, please let me know the most efficient way of
getting the report to you. | can also be contacted by cell phone at 602-300-8041. Thanks.

-Mike Easterly

Sent from my iPhone
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From: Kelly Townsend

To: jason@innitech.com

Subject: Fw: 1487 Complaint - Arizona Audit
Date: Monday, September 27, 2021 5:46:29 PM
Attachments: Townsend 1487 Audit Report.pdf

1487 Appendix A (1).docx

From: Kelly Townsend

Sent: Monday, September 27, 2021 12:51 PM

To: GovernmentAccountability@azag.gov <GovernmentAccountability@azag.gov>
Subject: 1487 Complaint - Arizona Audit

General Brnovich,

Please find attached the 1487 | am submitting regarding the Arizona audit results from earlier this
Summer, and from September 24, 2021. Please note that there is an Appendix A with more detailed
guestions. | understand that this 1487 is asking for a lot of information. Itis my understanding that
the answers exist with the contractors and subcontractors employed by the Arizona Audit team.
Please answer as many of these questions as possible. If time runs out, please let me know which
guestions are left unanswered and | can resubmit the 1487.

Thank you,
Senator Kelly J. Townsend

Member, Legislative District 16
602.926.4467

ktownsend@azleg.gov
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Appendix A

Ballot Paper Issues -
A.R.S. § 16-468(2) and A.R.S. § 16-502(A).

1. It has come to my attention that there may have been multiple types of paper used that were not
authorized. Please provide evidence of all of the various papers that were purchased and used from a
company that provides such legally authorized paper.

2. Who were the suppliers of paper for both Runbeck printed ballots and the day of election ballots of
an kind?

3. Did Dominion supply any paper for ballots? If so, please provide purchase orders to show where this
paper came from and if it met the standards of our statutes.

4. At any time did any precinct need to buy paper that ran out on Election Day? If so, which precincts ran
out of paper and where did Maricopa County procure additional paper? Who was responsible for
supplying that paper and do we have explanation as to why it ran out?

5. Maricopa County said they used VoteSecure paper by Roland. Please provide purchase orders and
which VoteSecure paper that were used and where.

6. If these processes regarding the use of ballot secure paper were not followed correctly and by state
law, who would be held accountable for these violations?

7. As a member of the Arizona Senate, | received information regarding irregular ballots that were
inserted among the other ballots. These ballots were being logged and tracked in an official log book.
Please report back how many of these anomalies were found, and what do the logs say about them.
Additionally, what were the vote tallies on those ballots?

8. In the preliminary report, we received information that the ballots had bled through and caused
overvotes, despite the Legislature being told that these issues would not happen due to ballot secure
paper that was impermeable from Sharpie ink. Please report back any information obtained regarding
the county having ballots that had bleed through and what effect that had on adjudication rate.

9. If different types of ballot paper were used for different precincts and voters, and occasionally non
ballot secure paper was used creating bleed through and overvote / artifact, leading to adjudication
rates being high among some voters and not others, would that constitute an unequal application of
policy / election security and a 14th Amendment violation of the voter's civil rights?

Signature / Envelope Issues
A.R.S.16-550(A)

1. Did Maricopa County fulfill statutory requirements for signature verification on all counted ballots
included in the official canvass?

2. Signature issues were reported in the recent Audit conducted by the Senate. They included the
following problems:
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1. Completely blank signature

2. Nearly blank signature

3. Scribbled signature that did not match
If there are ballots included in the official canvass that were counted without complying with A.R.S.16-
550(A), how many were included that did not meet this legal threshold?

3. Who would be responsible for allowing illegal ballots to be counted that did not meet the legal
threshold of A.R.S.16-550(A)?

4. Ballot envelopes were reported in the audit with a "Verified and approved" stamp appearing BEHIND
the envelope graphic of a triangle. How did these images of the verified and approved stamp print from
behind the triangle image on the envelope?

5. How many of these envelopes with irregular printing of the "verified and approved" or other stamp
behind the original graphics of the envelope have been uncovered, and were the ballots contained
therein counted in the official canvass?

Duplicate ballots

1. In the Dr. Shiva presentation of the Arizona audit, it was reported that there were 17,322 duplicate
voter envelopes submitted in the final canvass of the election.

a. What is the party affiliation of those voters? Can we contact them and ask them who they
voted for?

b. Did they knowingly submit too many ballots and will they be held accountable if so?

c. Why were these voters allowed to keep their duplicate ballots / votes as part of the official ¢
canvass? Who was responsible for removing the duplicates and will they be held accountable?

2.There were 255,326 votes mismatched between the VM55 and EV33 files. Which file matched the
hand count?

3. If it is 255k votes over the hand count, does that match with any of the wrong paper usage?

4. If the discrepancy cannot be accounted for, what is the proper and legal course of action?

Chain of Custody
ARS 16-621.E

1. Please provide evidence that all chain of custody documents required by law were adhered to and
preserved for inspection and audit.

2. If these documents do not exist or are not available, who is responsible legally for that failure?
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Data Security (Usernames & Passwords) -
2019 Elections Procedures Manual, p. 209 (Section 2, Subsection a., number 2)

1. The elections procedures manual requires that "The application shall provide distinct security roles,
with separate usernames and secure passwords for each user or station." Please provide evidence that
this requirement was followed in Maricopa County as it relates to all login and password requirements,
systemwide.

2. Who is responsible for ensuring this is maintained, and what consequence/recourse does the state
have for such a breach of protocol?

3. Is the master/administrative password that has not been released by Maricopa County or Dominion in
compliance with State law?

4. Do anonymous logins of any kind violate the 2019 Elections Procedure Manual?

Internet History
1. Were the EMS Server, EMS Client workstations, REWEB 1601 & 1602 connected to the internet?

2. If they were connected to the internet, is this a violation of A.R.S.16 and the Elections procedure
manual?

3. Do the Dominion voting tabulation machines have the capability to connect to the internet?
4. Was at any time the voting machines connected to the internet?

5. Who would be responsible and held accountable if any laws in this section were broken?

Calibration -
52 U.S.C. § 21081(b)(1)

1. In the initial audit report we received information that the machines in some locations were not
calibrated and that the ballots were offset significantly. Please report back as to what information is
available regarding the miscalibration of the machines that caused the offset reported to us regarding
the work by Jovan Pulitzer.

2. Did the calibration problems come from specific voting machines or were they random?

3. If they were specific machines, what precincts had the machines that were grossly mis-calibrated?

4. Have those machines been identified and sent for repair, or will they be replaced by the newly
purchased machines?

5.Who is responsible for the calibration of the machines?
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6. In order to identify the machines that are grossly mis-calibrated, which ballot on Demand systems or
printers were used to print ballots either for early votes, day of, and duplicate votes? Where were they
located, and model/registration number and service number of the actual machine.

7. Is there a GPS tracker on each machine, and if so, what is the data on each of those machines?

Adjudicated Ballots
A.R.S.16-621(B)3(a)

1. In the audit, we learned that some of the adjudicated ballots were missing serial numbers, had wrong
serial numbers, or had obstructed serial numbers. How many ballots did not meet the requirements of
A.R.S.16-621(B)3(a)?

2. Who is responsible for ensuring that this law is abided by, and what is the recourse for voters when
this law is not adhered to, yet the illegal ballots were counted in the official canvass?

Deleted files —
52 USC 20701

1. Please investigate all reports of deleted files at Maricopa County for the 2020 General election. The
County has explained that these deleted files were regarding a different election and were being
archived. Please verify the validity of this information.

2. Please provide proof these files exist in archive.

3. Did the auditors or subcontractors find that there was a program created to specifically remove and
purge files of the 2020 election? If so, who implemented it?

4. If we are unable to show that these files were archived and indeed deleted and not related to a
different election, does that show intent to tamper with evidence?

5. Is it normal procedure to create a special program to archive files at the Maricopa County Recorder;s
office?

6. Please provide a detailed report of this special program used to "archive" or delete files on
02/01/2021 at the Maricopa County Recorder's office referenced in the audit report, a copy of the

program and an explanation of what it is designed to do.

7. Who designed the program?

Unsealed Boxes
A.R.S.16-564(C)

1. Why were the ballot boxes delivered to the Senate auditors unsealed?

AZ-SEN-22-1123-A-000108



2. Who removed the seals off and when? Please provide all documentation available that is required to
be kept upon opening boxes.

3. Who is responsible for compliance with this state law, and is it possible to discover who opened the
boxes based on video recording?

Ineligible Voters Allowed to Cast Votes -
A.R.S. 16 Articles 1, 1.1, and 2, Elections Procedures Manual

1. Were ineligible voters allowed to cast votes in the Maricopa County 2020 General election?

2. If there are votes included in the official canvass of the 2020 General election, it is to be concluded
that the election performed was an illegal election and should be nullified and repeated? Please
comment on how to proceed, based on any findings of yours that establish illegal completion of a
secure election in Maricopa County.

Redacted Maricopa County Audit Details -

NOTE: This concerns information obtained regarding the actions of the Maricopa County Recorder's
office discovered through the Senate Auditors. If not 100% of the information obtained was released,
the public will not receive answers to what information was obtained via an audit that was paid for, in
part, by public funds. Therefore, the subsequent questions asked are salient and appropriate for this
1487 complaint to ensure that all the forementioned laws were abided by.

1. Does there exist information about Maricopa County that was discovered via audit this year that has
been omitted and not reported to the public and if so, what was that information?

2. Who requested that information to be omitted and why?

3. Were there any threats of cancelation of contract and removal of indemnity should any discovered
information be reported to the public?

4. Was there an agreement to settle the debt of the audit expenses with a provision that certain
information was omitted? If so who made that requirement?
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From: Kelly Townsend

To: Jordanconradson@gamail.com
Subject: Fw: Data Request - Federal only voters
Date: Monday, June 7, 2021 12:23:39 PM
Attachments: image003.png

Fyi

From: KayRee Kubat <KKubat@azleg.gov>

Sent: Saturday, June 5, 2021 4:26 PM

To: Kelly Townsend <ktownsend@azleg.gov>; kellyjtownsend@yahoo.com
<kellyjtownsend @yahoo.com>

Subject: Fwd: Data Request - Federal only voters

This came through late yesterday and | just saw it.

Respectfully,

KayRee Kubat

Administrative Assistant to

Senator Kelly Townsend, LD16

Vice Chair of Government Committee
Arizona State Senate

1700 W. Washington St. Phoenix, AZ 85007
602-926-3536

kkubat@azleg.gov

From: Allie Bones <ABones@azs0s.gov>
Sent: Friday, June 4, 2021 5:55 PM

To: KayRee Kubat

Subject: RE: Data Request

Here you go:

County Count
APACHE 163
COCHISE 242
COCONINO 896
GILA 65
GRAHAM 38
GREENLEE 9
LA PAZ 23
MARICOPA| 13239
MOHAVE 609
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NAVAJO 134
PIMA 3705
PINAL 1245
SANTA

CRUZ 68
YAVAPAI 357
YUMA 756
TOTAL 21549

Allie Bones (She | Her | Hers)
Assistant Secretary of State
Arizona Secretary of State

Email: abones@azsos.gov
Office: 602-542-4919
Cell: 602-540-5348

1700 W. Washington St., 7" FI. | Phoenix, AZ | 85007

This message and any messages in response to the sender of this
message may be subject to a public records request.

From: KayRee Kubat <KKubat@azleg.gov>
Sent: Friday, June 4, 2021 12:16 PM

To: Allie Bones <ABones@azsos.gov>
Subject: FW: Data Request

Good afternoon Allie,

In Will’s absence, I’'m hoping you can help. Senator Townsend is requesting the total number of
federal only voters in Arizona, broken down by county. Thank you, in advance, for your help.

Respectfully,

KayRee Kubat

Assistant to Senator Kelly Townsend, LD16
Arizona State Senate 602-926-4467

1700 W Washington St Phoenix, AZ 85007

From: KayRee Kubat <KKubat@azleg.gov>
Sent: Friday, June 4, 2021 12:14 PM

To: William Gaona <WGaona@azsos.gov>
Subject: Data Request

Good afternoon Will,
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| hope this finds you well.

Senator Townsend is requesting the total number of federal only voters in Arizona, broken down by

county.

Please let me know if you need anything further for this request.
Thank you, in advance!

Respectfully,

KayRee Kubat
Assistant to Senator Kelly Townsend, LD16
Arizona State Senate 602-926-4467

1700 W Washington St Phoenix, AZ 85007
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From: Kelly Townsend

To: Kelly Townsend; John Kavanagh; JD (Javan) Mesnard; Shawnna Bolick; alexander.kolodin@kolodinlaw.com;
Jason Hope; dkersey@wvsos.gov; Kevin Payne; Bret Roberts; Walter Blackman

Cc: Heather Covert; Marsha Hood; Sandy Kelley; Hilda Santacruz; Donald Kersey; Amanda Strickland; Sue Adams;
Keesha Esquerette

Subject: RE: Elections Stakeholder Meeting

Date: Friday, March 5, 2021 1:00:49 PM

Attachments: Stakeholder Meeting March 5.docx

Good afternoon Election Stakeholders,
Attached is the agenda for today’s meeting.

Respectfully,

KayRee Kubat

Assistant to

Senator Kelly Townsend, LD16

Arizona State Senate

1700 W Washington St Phoenix, AZ 85007

From: Kelly Townsend <ktownsend@azleg.gov>

Sent: Thursday, March 4, 2021 10:36 AM

To: Kelly Townsend; John Kavanagh; JD (Javan) Mesnard; Shawnna Bolick;
alexander.kolodin@kolodinlaw.com; Jason Hope; dkersey@wvsos.gov; Kevin Payne; Bret Roberts;
Walter Blackman

Cc: Heather Covert; Marsha Hood; Sandy Kelley; Hilda Santacruz; KayRee Kubat; Donald Kersey;
Amanda Strickland; Sue Adams; Keesha Esquerette

Subject: Elections Stakeholder Meeting

When: Friday, March 5, 2021 2:00 PM-3:00 PM (UTC-07:00) Arizona.

Where: Alex Kolodin's Office 3443 North Central Avenue Suite 1009, Phoenix, Arizona 85012

In-person or Zoom (link below)

Senator Townsend is inviting you to an Elections Stakeholder Meeting taking place this Friday, March

5% from 2-3 PM at Alex Kolodin’s Office at 3443 North Central Avenue Suite 1009, Phoenix, Arizona
85012, or via Zoom.

One of the agenda items is to hear from the West Virginia Secretary of State General Counsel,
Deak Kersey, their key contact and resident technical expert on e-voting.

If you have any questions, please let me now.

Respectfully,

KayRee Kubat

Assistant to
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Senator Kelly Townsend, LD16
Arizona State Senate, 602-926-3536 or cell 48-275-0831
1700 W Washington St Phoenix, AZ 85007

Alexander Kolodin is inviting you to a scheduled Zoom meeting.

Topic: Elections Stakeholder Meeting (Zoom Link)
Time: Mar 5, 2021 02:00 PM Arizona

Join Zoom Meeting
https://usO02web.zoom.us/j/86711780119?pwd=0UNxa0pZQXdtOE02RzhFbXRodDdpUTO9

Meeting ID: 867 1178 0119

Passcode: 085196

One tap mobile
+16699006833,,867117801194,,,,*085196# US (San Jose)
+12532158782,,867117801194,,,,*085196# US (Tacoma)

Dial by your location
+1 669 900 6833 US (San Jose)
+1 253 215 8782 US (Tacoma)
+1 346 248 7799 US (Houston)
+1 929 205 6099 US (New York)
+1 301 715 8592 US (Washington DC)
+1 312 626 6799 US (Chicago)
Meeting ID: 867 1178 0119
Passcode: 085196

Find your local number: https://us02web.zoom.us/u/kctGtm5lis

Alexander Michael del Rey Kolodin
Kolodin Law Group PLLC

3443 North Central Avenue Suite 1009
Phoenix, AZ 85012

C: (602) 820-4240

0: (602) 730-2985

F: (602) 801-2539
alexander.kolodin@kolodinlaw.com
www.kolodinlaw.com
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Stakeholder's Meeting Agenda

Election Integrity & Technology

03/05/2021

1. Greetings / Purpose of the meeting

2. Introductions

3. Presentation by the West Virginia Secretary of State's office
4. Goal Setting

5. Topics to take on

6. Action Items

7. Set up next meeting.
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From: KayRee Kubat

To: Kelly Townsend; John Kavanagh; JD (Javan) Mesnard; Shawnna Bolick; alexander.kolodin@kolodinlaw.com;
Jason Hope; dkersey@wvsos.gov; Kevin Payne; Bret Roberts; Walter Blackman

Cc: Heather Covert; Marsha Hood; Sandy Kelley; Hilda Santacruz; Donald Kersey; Amanda Strickland; Sue Adams;
Keesha Esquerette

Subject: RE: Elections Stakeholder Meeting

Date: Friday, March 5, 2021 1:15:07 PM

Attachments: Election Integrity Issue ranking.docx

Hello again, here is one more attachment for today’s meeting.
For in-person attendees, Sen. Townsend will have printed copies for you.

Respectfully,

KayRee Kubat

Assistant to

Senator Kelly Townsend, LD16

Arizona State Senate

1700 W Washington St Phoenix, AZ 85007

From: Kelly Townsend <ktownsend@azleg.gov>

Sent: Thursday, March 4, 2021 10:36 AM

To: Kelly Townsend; John Kavanagh; JD (Javan) Mesnard; Shawnna Bolick;
alexander.kolodin@kolodinlaw.com; Jason Hope; dkersey@wvsos.gov; Kevin Payne; Bret Roberts;
Walter Blackman

Cc: Heather Covert; Marsha Hood; Sandy Kelley; Hilda Santacruz; KayRee Kubat; Donald Kersey;
Amanda Strickland; Sue Adams; Keesha Esquerette

Subject: Elections Stakeholder Meeting

When: Friday, March 5, 2021 2:00 PM-3:00 PM (UTC-07:00) Arizona.

Where: Alex Kolodin's Office 3443 North Central Avenue Suite 1009, Phoenix, Arizona 85012

In-person or Zoom (link below)

Senator Townsend is inviting you to an Elections Stakeholder Meeting taking place this Friday, March

5% from 2-3 PM at Alex Kolodin’s Office at 3443 North Central Avenue Suite 1009, Phoenix, Arizona
85012, or via Zoom.

One of the agenda items is to hear from the West Virginia Secretary of State General Counsel,
Deak Kersey, their key contact and resident technical expert on e-voting.

If you have any questions, please let me now.

Respectfully,

KayRee Kubat

Assistant to

Senator Kelly Townsend, LD16

Arizona State Senate, 602-926-3536 or cell 48-275-0831
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1700 W Washington St Phoenix. AZ 85007

Alexander Kolodin is inviting you to a scheduled Zoom meeting.

Topic: Elections Stakeholder Meeting (Zoom Link)
Time: Mar 5, 2021 02:00 PM Arizona

Join Zoom Meeting
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/86711780119?pwd=0UNxa0pZQXdtOE02RzhFbXRodDdpUT09

Meeting ID: 867 1178 0119

Passcode: 085196

One tap mobile
+16699006833,,867117801194,,,,*085196# US (San Jose)
+12532158782,,86711780119#,,,,*085196# US (Tacoma)

Dial by your location
+1 669 900 6833 US (San Jose)
+1 253 2158782 US (Tacoma)
+1 346 248 7799 US (Houston)
+1 929 205 6099 US (New York)
+1 301 715 8592 US (Washington DC)
+1 312 626 6799 US (Chicago)
Meeting ID: 867 1178 0119
Passcode: 085196

Find your local number: https://us02web.zoom.us/u/kctGtmb5lis

Alexander Michael del Rey Kolodin
Kolodin Law Group PLLC

3443 North Central Avenue Suite 1009
Phoenix, AZ 85012

C: (602) 820-4240

0: (602) 730-2985

F: (602) 801-2539
alexander.kolodin@kolodinlaw.com

www.kolodinlaw.com

AZ-SEN-22-1123-A-000117



Election Integrity & Technology

03/05/2021

Please mark your top five issues
______ Mail-in ballots
Voter registration issues
Chain of Custody
New technology vs. paper ballots (Blockchain, cloud, etc)
Ballot adjudication security
Tabulation machine security (i.e.. Dominion machines) (At Recorder's and in precinct)
Federal only voters
Audit procedures, risk-limiting audits, etc.
Federal takeover of elections
Voter ID card
Clean up of voter rolls
Ballot harvesting
Centralized vs. decentralized voting procedures around the state
Non-residents voting (new residents, students, etc)
Deceased voters
Precincts vs. voting centers
Ballot visible to voter after submitting it

Other

Other

Other
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From: Kelly Townsend
To: James Knox; Kelly Townsend; jason@innitech.com; Merissa Hamilton; Vera Anderson
(veraanderson4l@gamail.com); alexander.kolodin@kolodinlaw.com; lizharrismba@gmail.com;

forestmoriart; ahoo.com

Subject: RE: UPDATED TIME - Presentation re: Findings from Ballot Trafficking Research 12/7 at 1-3pm
Date: Tuesday, November 23, 2021 5:28:54 PM
Attachments: image001.png

On the First Floor of the Senate Building in the Capitol Complex.

1700 W. Washington St, Phoenix, AZ 85007

Park in the north Wesley Bolin Parking lot. (the south lot may still be under construction)
Let me know if you have any other questions.

Happy Thanksgiving!
Best,
KayRee

From: James Knox <James.Knox@zionsbancorp.com>

Sent: Tuesday, November 23, 2021 5:13 PM

To: KayRee Kubat <KKubat@azleg.gov>; Kelly Townsend <ktownsend@azleg.gov>;
jason@innitech.com; Merissa Hamilton <merissa@merissahamilton.com>; Vera Anderson
(veraanderson4l1@gmail.com) <veraanderson4l@gmail.com>; alexander.kolodin@kolodinlaw.com;
lizharrismba@gmail.com; forestmoriarty@yahoo.com

Subject: RE: UPDATED TIME - Presentation re: Findings from Ballot Trafficking Research 12/7 at 1-
3pm

No but | manually added it. Where is the caucus room?

Thank you,

James Knox

IT Resiliency Manager (MBCP & FBCI)
ZIONS BANCORPORATION | ETO
419-957-4024

From: KayRee Kubat <KKubat@azleg.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, November 23,2021 5:12 PM

To: James Knox <James.Knox@zionsbancorp.com>; Kelly Townsend <ktownsend@azleg.gov>;
jason@innitech.com; Merissa Hamilton <merissa@merissahamilton.com>; Vera Anderson
(veraanderson4l@gmail.com) <veraanderson4l1@gmail.com>; alexander.kolodin@kolodinlaw.com;
lizharrismba@gmail.com; forestmoriarty@yahoo.com

Subject: RE: UPDATED TIME - Presentation re: Findings from Ballot Trafficking Research 12/7 at 1-
3pm

EXTERNAL EMAIL! Inspect contents carefully.
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Thank you, James. Did the calendar invitation come through ok for you?

Best,
KayRee

From: James Knox <James.Knox@zionsbancorp.com>

Sent: Tuesday, November 23, 2021 5:10 PM

To: Kelly Townsend <ktownsend@azleg.gov>; jason@innitech.com; Merissa Hamilton
<merissa@merissahamilton.com>; Vera Anderson (veraanderson41@gmail.com)
<veraanderson41@gmail.com>; alexander.kolodin@kolodinlaw.com; lizharrismba@gmail.com;

forestmoriarty@yahoo.com
Cc: KayRee Kubat <KKubat@azleg.gov>

Subject: RE: UPDATED TIME - Presentation re: Findings from Ballot Trafficking Research 12/7 at 1-
3pm

| will be there!

Thank you,

James Know

IT Resiliency Manager (MBCP & FBCI)
ZIONS BANCORPORATION | ETO
419-957-4024

From: Kelly Townsend <ktownsend@azleg.gov>

Sent: Tuesday, November 23, 2021 5:02 PM

To: jason@innitech.com; Merissa Hamilton <merissa@merissahamilton.com>; Vera Anderson
(veraanderson41@gmail.com) <veraanderson41@gmail.com>; alexander.kolodin@kolodinlaw.com;
lizharrismba@gmail.com; forestmoriarty@yahoo.com; James Knox
<James.Knox@zionsbancorp.com>

Cc: Kelly Townsend <ktownsend@azleg.gov>; KayRee Kubat <KKubat@azleg.gov>

Subject: UPDATED TIME - Presentation re: Findings from Ballot Trafficking Research 12/7 at 1-3pm
Importance: High

EXTERNAL EMAIL! Inspect contents carefully.

Stakeholders,
| wanted to make sure you received the update about this Presentation.

We are going to have you join the afternoon meeting with the Legislators since we could not hold a
morning meeting due a conflict that arose on Senator Townsend schedule that day.
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The meeting time is now 1:00-3:00 PM, same day, Tuesday, Dec. 7th,
It will be in-person, but we will have a Zoom link in case you need it.

Please confirm if you are able to attend this new time so | can get a headcount.

I will send an updated invitation. If you can please reply on that, it would be helpful and
appreciated.

Respectfully,

KayRee Kubat

Assistant to:

From: Kelly Townsend

Sent: Friday, November 19, 2021 9:25 AM

To: jason@innitech.com; Merissa Hamilton; Vera Anderson (veraanderson4l@gmail.com);
alexander.kolodin@kolodinlaw.com; lizharrismba@gmail.com; Forest Moriarty

Cc: KayRee Kubat; James Knox Jr

Subject: Presentation re: Findings from Ballot Trafficking Research

When: Tuesday, December 7, 2021 1:00 PM-3:00 PM (UTC-07:00) Arizona.

Where: Senate Majority Caucus Room

UPDATE:
Good morning Stakeholders,

Due to a schedule conflict, Senator Townsend is going to merge the stakeholder and legislator
meetings, which will be held from 1:00 - 3:00 PM.

| hope you're able to attend this new time.

Elections Stakeholders,
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You’'re invited to attend a special presentation by Gregg Phillips of OPSEC Group and Catherine
Engelbrecht of True the Vote https://www.truethevote.org/ where they will be presenting their
findings from Ballot Trafficking research.

Please join us on Tuesday, December 7™ from 1:00 PM — 3:00 PM in the Majority Caucus Room

located in the State Senate Building (which is on the 1% floor). The first hour will be the presentation
and second hour will be Q&A.

This will be in-person, but we can offer a Zoom option, if needed. If you prefer to attend via Zoom,
please mention “Zoom” in your RSVP reply.

Please RSVP by accepting the invitation or emailing KayRee Kubat at kkubat@azleg.gov or call 602-
926-4467. Remember to mention if you are planning to attend via Zoom or in-person.

Respectfully,

KayRee Kubat

Assistant to:

THIS ELECTRONIC MESSAGE, INCLUDING ANY ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS, IS CONFIDENTIAL and
may contain information that is privileged and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you
are neither the intended recipient nor responsible for delivering the message to the intended
recipient, please note that any dissemination, distribution, copying or the taking of any action in
reliance upon the message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error,
please notify the sender immediately. Thank you.

THIS ELECTRONIC MESSAGE, INCLUDING ANY ACCOMPANYING DOCUMENTS, IS CONFIDENTIAL and
may contain information that is privileged and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you
are neither the intended recipient nor responsible for delivering the message to the intended
recipient, please note that any dissemination, distribution, copying or the taking of any action in
reliance upon the message is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error,
please notify the sender immediately. Thank you.
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From: WethepeopleAZ

To: KayRee Kubat
Subject: Volunteer to Recall Arizona Representatives
Date: Tuesday, March 30, 2021 1:08:10 PM

Good afternoon KayRee!
Thank you so much for your support!

We are in this together, as we fight for election integrity. We need all the help we can get. Here are
ways to get plugged in right away:

1. Go to any of our listed events at www.wethepeopleazalliance.com and ask how to plug in, pick up
petitions, or sign up.

2. Email DebbieWPAA@ protonmail.com to have petitions mailed to you or get connected to the
Director in your area.

3. Stop by our office at 4225 W Glendale Ave #116, Phoenix, AZ 85051 between 10 am and 5 pm
Monday through Friday.

4. Donate through our portal at www.wethepeopleazalliance.com

Also, if you demand a 100% full forensic audit please reach out to Arizona senators

at https://azpeopleslobbyist.com

Thank you and God Bless!
We the People AZ Alliance

Sent with ProtonMail Secure Email.
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