Meeting of the Select Committee on 2020 Emergency Election Support
Tuesday, May 19, 2020 - 2:00 p.m. 
Members:
· Bradford E. Cook, Chairman 
· Representative Barbara J. Griffin 
· Katherine M. Hanna 
· Kathy L. Seaver 
· Senator Tom Sherman 
· Eugene Van Loan III 
Also participating:
· David Scanlan, Deputy Secretary of State 
· Orville “Bud” Fitch, Legal Counsel, Secretary of State’s Office
· Nicholas Chong Yen, Assistant Attorney General
· Perry Plummer, Assistant Commissioner, Department of Safety
· Hollister Bundy, Inclusion Solutions
Select Committee meeting
· Chairman Cook opened the meeting at 2:00 p.m. 
· Chairman Cook called the roll; all members were present and attending remotely, alone. 
· Approval of last meeting’s minutes: Mr. Van Loan moved adoption; Sen. Sherman seconded. Minutes unanimously adopted by roll call vote. 
· Chairman Cook: Today’s agenda is extensive. The first order of business was going to be hearing from Department of Public Health, all of whom are out straight right now. That representative will address us Thursday. 
· We’ll hear from the Department of Safety on availability of/funding for PPE; I’ll also ask Sen. Sherman what he knows about PPE. 
· Kathy gave us a good on-the-ground memo on what protective gear needs to be provided at polling places. We’ve asked vendors to tell us what else is available to keep folks safe and what the cost is. 
· Then we’re going to talk about business that’s been on hold. We have a memo from Mr. Van Loan on assumptions going forward; we have a couple of draft applications for absentee ballots to discuss and solicit clerks’ input on, then we have lists of issues that have been prepared and amended to see how they need to be shifted, which will help determine our priorities moving forward. 
· Tomorrow we’ll hear from education representatives and hopefully the postal service. 
· Thursday will be the speaker from Public Health, followed by a work session. 
· Chairman Cook asked Assistant Commissioner Plummer: We understand you’re responsible for acquiring PPE for the state, and that if we were to provide you with requirements for that kind of equipment, you might be able to order it as a source for local election officials. We’re also interested in sources of funding that may be available to acquire these materials. 
· Assistant Commissioner Plummer: Serves as a member of Unified Command for COVID-19 Response, which incorporates the National Guard General, the Commissioner of Health & Human Services, and himself. Under that purview is the state’s emergency operations center. It’s been sourcing PPE for various businesses, healthcare facilities, and state agencies. 
· To answer your first question: Yes, we can source the PPE; it’s very difficult to get; supply chain hasn’t caught up, but we do have bulk purchases going in and we have been getting PPE to meet everyone’s needs. Confident that if given a list of what you need we could source it and work on logistics of delivery and any training that may need to be administered on PPE use. We could do a video or some kind of training, it’s just a matter of having as much lead time as possible to accommodate your needs. 
· To answer your second question: Regarding funding sources, we checked with FEMA to see if PPE is an eligible expense under their funding, and it’s not, based on the type of emergency declaration we’re under. Although elections are critical, they’re not an emergency live-saving procedure, and so PPE for conducting elections wouldn’t be eligible for FEMA funding. Other than that I only know about the CARES Act funding. 
· What we’d need from you are the quantities of PPE you anticipate you’ll need, and I suspect that Public Health officials will be able to make recommendations to you. If you’re talking face masks, those we buy in millions, and then it depends on whether you’re going to do any screening, like with thermometers—those are more difficult to get, but I’m confident we can accommodate whatever you need based on the plan you arrive at.
· Chairman Cook asked Assistant Commissioner Plummer: In your experience, does PPE in your experience include things like Plexiglas shields between people?
· Assistant Commissioner Plummer: Yes, sneeze guards are generally included. Our logistics people can source whatever you need. It’s not something we have readily available, but certainly we’re here to help, so whatever you need we can help source. 
· Chairman Cook: I know the grocery stores have put those up between cashiers and the public, and I can see those being in front of the poll workers. For everyone’s information, we posted questions for town clerks to weigh in on, among which were: “How many poll workers do you have? How may do you expect for the fall elections?” etc. so we could have a sense of how many people we’re talking. 
· Mr. Van Loan asked Assistant Commissioner Plummer: From a logistics point of view, what makes the most sense as to how to determine distribution of PPE equipment? For example, would it make sense that the various National Guard armories around the state stockpile a certain amount of PPE and they be requisitioned by various towns for whatever they need, as opposed to shipping PPE to various towns whether they need it or not. 
· Assistant Commissioner Plummer: That system is already set up through the emergency operations center. We deliver on a regular basis. We could create a simple online form that asks each city or town clerk what they need, and we could make deliveries to them and pick up whatever’s left unused afterward. Or as a group we could sit down and figure out, based on the anticipated number of polls workers, what each town will need, and deliver packages to each of them. We have the distribution network that could be invoked without a problem. 
· Sen. Sherman: One of the models we’ve been considering is one where we provide PPE to all voters coming to polling places. The question is whether that would include masks and gloves, and we’d need to calculate the burn rate for those materials (“burn rate” refers to how long a specific piece of PPE lasts before needing to be disposed of and replaced). Sounds like we’d need to come up with the number of people we’re hoping to cover in each polling place and how frequently they’ll be changing that equipment, and if we got that to you as soon as possible that’d give you an idea of how much you’d need to have on hand as we near the Primary. Is that fair to say?
· Assistant Commissioner Plummer: Yes. We’d just need to know where to leave the materials and who the contact person is for each city or town. The burn rate at a polling place isn’t going to be as urgent as it would be at a nursing home, but we need to know the estimated need and then we’d overstock all those needs to have on hand. It’s probably masks and gloves, sneeze guards, disposable pencils, and hand sanitizer and wipes that will be your most emergent need. We could get together and figure out what makes sense for each community based on level of anticipated voter activity then come up with a package, overstock, and pick up unused materials after the election. 
· Rep. Griffin asked Assistant Commissioner Plummer: Your operations are in place because of our state of emergency, is that correct?
· Assistant Commissioner Plummer: Correct.
· Rep. Griffin: So if that no longer exists, do your operations cease?
· Assistant Commissioner Plummer: No. We stand up for different operations, like NASCAR, for example. If we closed the emergency operations center we’d still provide those services for the election. We could even draft a continuance of operation plan we would stick to. 
· Rep. Griffin: In regards to the funding for your operation, is that independent of CARES Act funding?
· Assistant Commissioner Plummer: Yes. Part of that would be normal operations costs. 
· Ms. Seaver asked Assistant Commissioner Plummer: Whereas the two fall elections are so close, wouldn’t it make sense to streamline the PPE requisition process into one request versus doing the math for the two elections separately? 
· Assistant Commissioner Plummer: Yes, we could do that. It may be too much for municipalities to store all at once, so we could do a few deliveries, but ideally yes we’d deliver once and then if they need more for November, go back out. 
· Chairman Cook asked Assistant Commissioner Plummer: I assume you have a price list of all the different items you can supply to this committee, so the calculations can be made?
· Assistant Commissioner Plummer: Yes.
· Chairman Cook: Noted chat room comments are reflecting additional materials that will need to be considered on election day. 
· Assistant Commissioner Plummer: We can source really anything you might need, no matter how rare or nuanced. 
· Rep. Griffin asked Assistant Commissioner Plummer: It occurs to me that there is some lack of understanding of the proper use of PPE. Have you all in your capacity of running the emergency center issued PSAs on proper use? Would that be valuable? If I have a worker at a poll with gloves on, there seems to be question as to whether or not things have to be changed every time something is touched. What kind of education on the proper use of PPE is available? 
· Assistant Commissioner Plummer: We have leaflets. We have the means to create an online training video that would show proper usage for your purposes. It’s either commercially available or we could create one in-house, which wouldn’t be a problem. Each worker could watch the video on the proper use. We could accompany it with written training materials as well, packaged up for trainings. 
· Mr. Van Loan asked Assistant Commissioner Plummer: Off the top of your head, what’s the difference between an N95 mask and the other conventional masks available?
· Assistant Commissioner Plummer: There are four types of masks: one would be a surgical mask that you wear that just covers the mouth and nose, which cuts down on droplets and excretions. Those are about $0.60 each. Cloth masks are washable and more comfortable, and do exactly the same thing. Then you have an N95 mask, which is the gold standard: workers wear them in hospitals and it protects the wearer and the environment. Those masks are running $4-5.00 each and are hard to get right now. In between there’s a KN95 mask, which is Asia’s version of an N95. They are less bulky and provide less protection, but they do protect the wearer. These are probably $3.50 each. We could work through what you feel people should wear. 
· Sen. Sherman: It would make sense to consider the role of each poll worker and their level of interaction with voters and each other. Different roles may require different protective equipment. Typically when you go to the level of a N95 mask you have to have a fit test, because the goal is to ensure there’s a seal around that mask. I’ve gone through 2 fit tests and they take 5 minutes each or longer, so if we’re going for that level of protection, we may need to think about whether we also need to do fit tests to ensure they’re getting a good seal around the mask, which would be labor and time intensive but would provide optimal protection. 
· Ms. Hanna asked Assistant Commissioner Plummer: In the course of your work have you had occasion to request opinions from the Attorney General’s office about whether government can require employees and/or members of the public to wear masks?
· Assistant Commissioner Plummer: It’s a good question and I’ll get an answer for you. I know that “require” is an interesting word. At checkpoints, we ask people to wear a mask and no one has refused, so “require” is a relative word, I suppose. I’ll ask that question and get an answer for the committee.
· Sen. Sherman asked Assistant Commissioner Plummer: There’s one other piece of PPE that’s been referenced in the chat and that’s the shields, many of which can be wiped clean with disinfectant. Where do you think shields would fit into this scenario? If a poll worker couldn’t tolerate an N95 mask, would you say a wraparound shield would serve as an adequate replacement?
· Assistant Commissioner Plummer: Certainly would replace those masks, but wouldn’t replace an M95. Lots of folks are wearing face shields which are in the $3 or $3.50 range, perhaps less. We can get those, as well. We’re here to help and answer any questions that may arise. 
· Sen. Sherman: My niece was in the Washington Post last week because of her role: She’s a professor at MIT and when this first became a breaking issue, several MIT professors got together and pooled their resources to come up with solutions that would have an impact. She worked on bringing PPE in an airlift. Floated the idea to the White House and it wasn’t accepted, so she decided to take it state-by-state. She called me one night and said “What is PPE and how does it get used?” So we talked that through and the asked me to be their Chief Medical Officer. The bottom line is they brought PPE to MA and NH in large shipments, along with Dean Kamen. Those big planes that came in were partly from the group from the COVID Policy Alliance, which has been working closely with Mr. Plummer. That’s been critical to ensuring our preparedness for the surge, which is hopefully coming to a close. 
· In terms of use of PPE in elections, I really look forward to hearing from Trish Tilley, who will bring the public health component to this discussion. There are lots of questions in the chat about protecting poll workers, and we need a standard of practice for poll workers and for voters who decide to vote in-person. From a healthcare standpoint, best option is that nobody vote in-person, but that’s not realistic. How do we protect poll workers and voters? 
· After we hear from Trish, I’d like to explore creating a template/standard of practice for polling places to use as a guide that municipalities can flexibly apply as needed. 
· Chairman Cook: Sen Levesque just asked: If a voter shows up wearing their own mask, is that sufficient?
· Sen. Sherman: Yes, I think what we’re looking for is to assume everyone walking through line has COVID, which we have to assume because we don’t yet have universal testing. Either a cloth or surgical mask will protect other from an asymptomatic carrier. 
· In terms of environmental protection, we want poll workers to be protected from voters and that’s where things like sneeze shield and N95s and face shields will be really important. 
· Chairman Cook: One issue that came up, in terms of how many poll workers there will be, is that we also need to consider election observers, which aren’t technically poll workers but they will be in the same shared space. Who pays for their PPE?
· Sen. Sherman: I think they should be considered to be at the same risk level as poll workers. They’re sitting in same enclosed environment. 
· Mr. Van Loan: Disagrees that we should be funding PPE for observers. They should be required to provide their own. 
· Sen. Sherman: Reality is that if someone shows up without it, we can’t disallow them entry, so we need to provide something for them. 
· Mr. Van Loan noted we need to address the issue of noncompliant voters re: PPE. 
· Sen. Sherman would like input on that from Attorney General’s office. 
· Ms. Seaver: Prepared a memo for the committee, which was a good recitation from practical point of view of the things that will be needed. Does anyone have additions?
· Mr. Van Loan thinks Ms. Seaver’s list is great. Might want to add the availability of drop boxes. 
· Rep. Griffin: In the smaller communities in particular I envision there are going to be different spacing of things like tables and things that can’t be moved. What happens if a community needs to set up and doesn’t have enough stuff? Do we have surplus materials somewhere in the state to respond to that need? If we need more tables for additional processes, etc. 
· Sen. Sherman: I don’t know if it belongs on the list, but a couple of the expenses, which could be considered “tech and marketing”—in almost every comment and the discussions we’ve had, disseminating information out to the public in several different ways has been deemed critical. We have a responsibility to inform the public and that’s not going to be cheap to do. Also, re: tech, the idea of making webcams available to check IDs. These kinds of suggestions would cost money.
· We received a memo from Mona Harrington of the Election Assistance Commission, and in that it had a list of purpose and uses of funds re: what this money could be used for, and it included many of the things we’ve discussed. One thing we need to plan for is cleaning. I’m worried about this across the state. 
· Chairman Cook: That’ll be a further problem in places where voting takes place in schools.
· Sen. Sherman: Schools right now are going through their summer cleaning early because they’ve been out; that may be a good question for the DOE or the superintendents, just to get a notion of what they’d envision if they need to provide this level of cleaning. Would they have the capacity to do it, and how long would it take them to do it after a day of voting? 
· Hollister Bundy, Inclusion Solutions: It’s interesting hearing state officials discuss distribution models. Two states have done it through the state and had state officials source PPE. Those states are Indiana and Nebraska. Almost every other state worked through vendors, and my company provides innovative kits of PPE for localities. All items are included in a kit, and we’ve done this in 11 states including Vermont, Connecticut, New Jersey, North Carolina, Oklahoma, South Dakota, Wyoming, and several more. 
· Chairman Cook asked Mr. Bundy: Are your kits customizable?
· Mr. Bundy: Yes, depending on what the state wants. 
· Chairman Cook: Are the specific types of masks customizable?
· Mr. Bundy: Yes. We have access to all the types of masks you’ve discussed. The Secretary of State’s office has the price point information. 
· Sen. Sherman: Is there flexibility in your kits? We’ve heard from emergency operations that if you’re giving droplet or surgical masks, even if they’re 3-ply, they’re inadequate to protect poll workers; they’d need a shield or a higher end mask to do that. Would your kits be customizable to include shields and high-end masks?
· Mr. Bundy: Yes, absolutely. We also sell standalone face shields. Our kits are customizable and made specifically for elections.
· Sen. Sherman asked Mr. Bundy: Do you have any concern about not having adequate supplies?
· Mr. Bundy: It’s been a challenge, but we’ve been able to fulfill all orders thus far. 
· Peter Wensberg: AMI Graphics, NH-based manufacturer, makes the sneeze shields. 
· We have a number of items the state might want, including: yard signs, social spacing signs, acrylic sneeze guards that can be customized, a floor standing model that serves as a pass-through, election and other notices, and various signage.
· We make economy sneeze guards, which are a $20 item we sell by the thousands. Very cheap option for protecting poll workers. 
· All manufactured out of Strafford, NH and we have these readily available, as well as a frames and feather flags. 
· We can produce by the thousands. The Secretary of State’s office has a price list for most these items and I will follow up with a complete list.
· Jeff Silvestro, AHI Associates:
· Handles all election tech support for the state right now; very familiar with how things are run. We have provided booths, tables, signage, sneeze guards, floor decals, and crowd control stanchions. 
· Our sneeze guards don’t need tools to be assembled. They’re 36 inches tall to provide comprehensive protection. 
· If these orders are placed early enough we can deliver them when we do routine machine maintenance over the summer, so you wouldn’t incur any additional shipping costs. Would be delivered by technicians. 
· In terms of cleaning of voting booths and polling locations: When you figure out what that looks like during the course of election day itself, we had a lot of issues with the March town elections with people putting too much sanitizer on the voting area and damaging the ballots, which were causing them to be destroyed when they were put in the machines, which caused a lot of operational problems. There do need to be some standard protocols on how to clean those surfaces and positioning hand sanitizer in a way that doesn’t damage ballots. 
· #2 pencils will work in these machines; they’ll read anything that isn’t red or highlighter. Pencils can damage machines in various ways. We always try and push people toward use of pens; even if it’s ballpoint pens, you can get them for relatively cheap. 
· Ms. Hanna asked Mr. Silvester: With respect to the use/maintenance of these machines, do you believe that having an 8.5x11” manila envelope for people to remit absentee ballots in, so as to avoid having them folded, is a good use of our money to help those machines work smoothly?
· Mr. Silvester: Folded ballots always have higher possibility of being misread or rejected. The creases can cause shadowing and result in misreading/rejection. Generally ballots for these primaries are either 11” or 14” and November will probably be a 17” or 18” ballot, at which point postage would probably get cost-prohibitive. I’d like to see less folded ballots but I don’t think it’s possible with what we’re trying to accomplish. A 2-sided 11” ballot could potentially work, but can represent its own problems. 
· Mr. Van Loan asked Mr. Silvester: Is there any mechanical reason that the standard ballot cannot be 8.5x11”?
· Mr. Silvester: There are technical limitations within the programming software that designs the ballots and the code which goes around the perimeter and back of the ballot. We’re limited to 8.5x11”, 14”, 17”, or 18”—those are the paper sizes. You could do 2-sided on any of those. 
· Rep. Griffin asked Mr. Silvester: Do you think it would be possible to have a fairly inexpensive sheet that would go at voting station surface for each booth so each voter could have their own thin piece of paper to put down on the surface to put their ballot on and then that could be changed out with every voter? Would that suffice?
· Mr. Silvester: That would remove danger of too much hand sanitizer ruining ballots. I think it could be done.
· Chairman Cook: When we have all that info on numbers back from local officials and when we have the price list to compare and summarize, we can determine how best to provide PPE comprehensively and at the best price. 
· Chairman Cook: Committee to take up Mr. Van Loan’s baseline assumptions. Then we’ll look at proposed applications and ask for input from folks who were able to view them online. Then we’ll talk about list of issues to see what issues should be added or subtracted so we have outline for decision making matrix going forward. I don’t think we’ll need too much more testimony from groups after this week unless we identify new ones, as we really need to get to the decision making process. Gene, you prepared these assumptions, please go through them with us.
· Mr. Van Loan: Let me say that the purpose of what I was trying to do was to put before the committee and the public some of our assumptions; these are not decisions. We’re not in a position of making decisions right now, but we have to ultimately make some decisions and before we can do that we need to have a context for doing so. We’re living in an unstable environment and need to make some prospective assumptions. I tried to put down some simple propositions that we could agree upon for framing our decisions. Assumptions:
· 1. The fall primary will be held on September 8, 2020 and the general election will be on November 3, 2020, meaning they will not be canceled or moved.
· 2. COVID-19 will not have been eliminated as a factor that will affect the elections to some degree. 
· 3. Both elections will include in-person voting. 
· 4. Both elections will include availability of in-person election day registration for new voters. Will be problematic for election officials.
· 5. Notwithstanding existence of in-person voting at both elections, there will be significant increase in absentee voting. 
· Ms. Hanna: Should we also add that there will be increase in absentee registrations?
· Mr. Van Loan: Doesn’t have a problem with adding that. 
· Sen. Sherman: The current system is cumbersome. Probably in some cases, I think as Deputy Secretary Scanlan has already said, as the laws have changed they’ve maybe not gotten rid of some antiquated aspects, so there may be duplicative or difficult requirements that may no longer be appropriate. 
· As to the point about both elections will include the availability of in-person registration and what Ms. Hanna said about increase in absentee registration: We’ve really highlighted the fact that the current process of accessing absentee registration has been very difficult. Secondly, requirements to successfully do that are significantly more difficult than in-person registration. Some of these challenges really underscore the need for reform. In making these processes easier to complete we have to contemplate some of the unique experiences of doing things absentee, one of which is not having witnesses available to complete current system requirement. Making the absentee process easier should be prioritized by this committee. 
· Rep. Griffin: I think we need to step back and look at reality of how absentee registration vs. in-person registration occurs. By far, majority of registrations in this state are same-day. The significantly outnumber registrations during the time period prior to election. 
· I agree that registration is an issue but I would point out that I don’t think this election will be different than any other: the majority of registrations will be at a polling place, simply by virtue of human nature and voters’ past election experiences. 
· I also believe that while we have same-day registration already, I think where we consistently see higher numbers is absentee voting. I agree registration must be considered but I suspect this will be occurring primarily at the polls. I’d like that element added as a consideration.
· Chairman Cook: Noted there’s been much discussion on the chat about towns where hundreds of new registrants come out in groups and talking about trying to arrange for early remote sites for the clerks so people can register in a safe, staggered fashion. 
· Mr. Van Loan wants this list of assumptions voted on and posted on the Secretary of State’s website. 
· Mr. Van Loan moved to approve the list as amended, seconded by Ms. Hanna. Assumptions unanimously adopted by roll call vote. 
· Consideration of draft absentee ballot application forms. Sen. Sherman came up with a slightly altered form that was also circulated. Mr. Van Loan described his to the committee the other day and it was subsequently cleaned up. 
· Sen. Sherman: I have a slight proposal which is the most efficient use of time: Let’s have a tiny subcommittee of me and Mr. Van Loan so we can marry our two documents together or arrive at one, and bring that back Thursday for the committee’s consideration rather than try to do that in real time. 
· Chairman Cook: Invited anyone to provide input on these draft forms. 
· Darryl Perry: I reviewed Mr. Van Loan’s suggestion and I would change the word “fear” to “concern” and then maintain the rest of the language, then instead of saying “contracting”, change that to “contracting or spreading” because the word “fear” seems very strong and you’re signing that under penalty of law. 
· Liz Tentarelli: I noticed on the form that one can check both elections to get an absentee ballot; we no longer need two forms to be sent in. Is that correct? 
· Chairman Cook: Yes. 
· Ms. Seaver: I favor the way Senator Sherman did it, because it’s the same thing, only kind of backwards. It’s a request for the November election and they can choose not to get the September one rather than having to select both. I like how that’s structured. 
· Ms. Hanna: Attorney Chong Yen sent out a document to the committee. Do you think it is not legally permissible to ask for an absentee ballot for two elections versus one, or did I misread that?
· Attorney Chong Yen: What I gave you is the information I was able to find through my research re: the legislative history involving the statutes at play and trying to distill what the legislative intent was, even though I can’t have access to State Archives to figure out the intent behind original language of the statute. My short answer for that question is that under existing law, yes, voters are required to complete separate requests for each election. But again, I was trying to provide this as a way to demonstrate legislative history, what current statutes say, and what the Secretary of State’s guidance has been so you have the full picture. I’m not suggesting the committee can’t recommend one form for both requests.
· Ms. Hanna asked Attorney Chong Yen: So you believe it’s possible for us to change the form so someone can ask for both at once?
· Attorney Chong Yen: I can’t say what’ll happen under existing law in terms of whether you can change the forms; I want to give a direct answer but I think the problem I have is that my office only operates under enforcement authority provided by existing law. Committee members have lots of latitude around what they can ask or suggest; I can only provide guidance per existing law. 
· Mr. Van Loan: Has no preference between his form and Senator Sherman’s. if you want us to spend time working on the forms I’m sure we’ll do it but I think it’s going to be pretty much what it is; we’re not far apart on this. 
· Chairman Cook: It’s not clear to me in step one of yours that you’re asking for one form for both. I’d make more emphasis there. 
· Rep. Griffin: There’s a reason the law governing these forms says “substantially in the following format”. Because of the importance of this process, this process goes through the legislature to be clear that what the process is for elections is authorized by the elected people by the voters. The “substantially the same” doesn’t refer to content but rather to form. There are some serious discrepancies in these forms that need to be rectified and it needs to be closer to statute. This seems like a drastic departure from current law.
· Sen. Sherman: I think it’s helpful to have the intent, which Rep. Griffin brings to the discussion. Recognizing that, what I also think we need to recognize is the unique setting of this election. It may take an executive order or temporary legislative action to expand the COVID-19 crisis to a separate box. My proposal is broken down more by steps versus Mr. Van Loan’s, which more closely resembles current form. I think it would be nice for us to come to as close an agreement as possible on what would be ideal application for this 2020 cycle, recognizing how much of it we think and hope will be absentee. I want the opportunity to work through this with Mr. Van Loan. 
· Louise Spencer: The committee needs to determine legal underpinning of whatever the process is, so process is grounded in a legal framework voters can depend on. I hope you work with the Attorney General’s office and the Secretary of State’s office to resolve that issue.
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Ms. Hanna: Given situation with COVID and opinions issued that disabled means concern about COVID-19, I think we’d be remiss if we didn’t recommend some changes to the form because this. It was an unintended consequence of the opinion, but you’ll see the forms in the law provides that if you’re disabled then you can have someone assist you with completing your ballot. I don’t think we meant that a person who has a concern about COVID-19 can have someone assist them, but technically that’s the use of disabled under current law. I think Senator Sherman’s and Mr. Van Loan’s rewrite should include a specific statement about concern about COVID-19, which would help to address that issue. Also helps to assuage concerns by people who complete these forms that they’re being honest in why they want to vote absentee. 
· Chairman Cook: Discussed list of items discussed and priorities identified. 
· Mr. Van Loan: In terms of our basic charge, I like what Ms. Seaver put together. 
· Sen. Sherman: Feels this is a significant discussion he doesn’t want to rush. I’ve been through these things before and it’s hard for us to get to “how do we recommend the $3.2 million are used if we don’t know the process?” I think we should arrive at a recommended blueprint for the 2020 elections. 
· Chairman Cook: We’ve listened, we’ve identified concerns and priorities, and we’re distilling it to focusing on the fall. This will bear itself out. 
· Sen. Sherman: The work I did over the weekend to create these documents are not at all written in stone but when I was on the Medicaid expansion commission I found it very helpful after all this testimony to create a framework from which we could work to get to where we want to be. I hope we can incorporate some of that work into our discussions as we move forward. 
· Chairman Cook asked all members to review the circulated documents. 
· Ms. Hanna noted that the chats are reflecting there is trouble locating the committee’s docs on the Secretary of State’s website. 
· Deputy Secretary Scanlan: Noted everything is available on the website and everything will be updated as more materials become available.
· Mr. Van Loan moved to adjourn, Sen. Sherman seconded. Unanimously adjourned by roll call vote. Meeting closed at 4:21 p.m. 
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