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 Because this is more in the nature of testimony, this will be written in first person.  It is a 

(brief) response to Richard Brown, JD, RP, and a longer one in response to Jake Porter.  I had 

written an opinion for the Libertarian Party of Colorado specifically on the issue of the 

improperly selected electors in July of 2024, which Mr. Porter raises. 

Response to Mr. Brown 

 First, Mr. Brown is misinformed.  I did not draft or participate in drafting the language 

for Section 1.01 (4) of the Policy Manual, as it was initially drafted in 2022.  I did recommend 

the broadening of counsel requirements in 2024.  I have maintained that, absent a rule, a trial is 

required and no rule is necessary to require one; this has been my position since 2022 since a 

point of order at the Reno Convention, that a trial was required under the existing rules; that 

point of order had established a binding precedent under the rules as they existed.   As a 

consequence, I have seen no need to draft a rule stating that a trial is necessary.   A rule would 

only be necessary to modify the trial requirement.   

 Second, Mr. Brown’s answer is a bit of red herring.  I agree with him that, in most cases, 

a special rule can override a provision in the parliamentary authority (RONR, 2:16, see also n5).  

The issue, however, is if a special rule can modify language in the bylaws.  The Bylaws (6.7) 

state, “The National Committee may, for cause, suspend any officer by a vote of 2/3 of the entire 

National Committee, excepting the officer that is the subject of the vote who may not participate 

in that vote.”  Can a special rule, i.e. a policy manual rule, change the “for cause” clause in the 

bylaws, in the circumstances?  Can a special rule bind not only the hands of the LNC, but also of 

the JC? 

 I am interested in hearing Mr. Brown’s response to the questions in the second point.   
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Response to Mr. Porter 

 Mr. Porter made a claim, “Despite initially leading the LNC to believe otherwise,  

McArdle went so far as to try to remove Oliver from the Colorado ballot as can be found in  

public e-mails released from the Colorado Secretary of State.”  That is a false statement based on 

the e-mail submitted.  An email from the Libertarian Party Chair, Angela McArdle to the 

Colorado Secretary of State’s (SOS) office on July 17, 2024, is given as evidence.  In this email 

she stated that, as Chair, she was “requesting that the false electors be withdrawn.”  There were 

names of electors that were not properly chosen submitted on behalf of the Oliver campaign; that 

is not a request to withdraw the nomination paperwork.  As I was asked to opine on this matter 

by the Chair of the Libertarian Party of Colorado (LPCO), Hannah Goodman, I can give you a 

summary. The opinion that she requested is attached below. 

 The LPCO selects presidential electors at its convention which happens prior to the 

national convention.  Any elector that is seated by the state is required to vote for the candidate 

with the most votes; if the elector votes for someone else, his vote is voided and he is replaced. 
1
 

At their convention in early in 2024, 10 electors were selected. 

 Caryn Ann Harlos filed nomination paperwork with the SOS on July 8, 2024 for Chase 

Oliver.  On the next day (7/9), a list of Oliver electors was submitted to the SOS, though not by 

Ms. Harlos.  Nine of the people on that this were not the electors chosen at the LPCO; they were 

not legitimately chosen as per the LPCO Bylaws. 

 Ms. McArdle’s  email July 17, 2024 to the Colorado SOS deals with these individuals 

that were not properly chosen under the LPCO Bylaws.  It was not “collusion” or an attempt to 

“try to remove Oliver from the Colorado ballot,” as Mr. Porter claims.  Replacing the improperly 

selected electors would not have any bearing on if Oliver was on the ballot in Colorado.  Further, 
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had Oliver won the state of Colorado, any elector would be legally compelled to vote for him, so 

it would make a huge difference, except possibly to the electors, and their supporters. 

 The claim that this is somehow “retaliate against Secretary[sic] Harlos,” is bizarre.  One 

of the presidential electors that was properly chosen by the convention was nominated for the 

position by Ms. Harlos.  That elector’s name is Wayne Harlos, the spouse of Caryn Ann Harlos.  

Had Ms. McArdle been successful in “requesting that the false electors be withdrawn,” Mr. 

Harlos would have been one of the legitimately selected presidential electors.  Supporting Mr. 

Harlos’s legitimate claim to be a duly elected presidential elector could not possibly be 

retaliation against Ms. Harlos.  If anything, it points against retaliation.   

 I will note that I was granted permission by Ms. Goodman to testify before the 

Investigatory Committee, at the trial, and to disclose this information in this format.  Please note 

that the opinion was initially published on X with the redactions.   

End Note 

1
 The regulations relating to this appear here:  

https://www.coloradosos.gov/pubs/rule_making/CurrentRules/8CCR1505-1/Rule24.pdf 
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