How Did We Get into This Mess?

After the election problems in Florida, the federal government passed the “Help America Vote Act” (HAVA), which forced jurisdictions to discard lever and punch card systems.  Concerned voting integrity groups made efforts to educate local election officials in charge of choosing new voting systems, pointing out pros and cons of each, so that they could choose responsibly.  

Unfortunately, in 2006, the Bucks County commissioners purchased the Danaher touchscreen (DRE) system, despite many warnings of their inherent flaws regarding security, verifiability and accuracy.  These warnings have continued to be supported by ongoing extensive research by computer experts, in government studies, and actual election disasters.  

What’s So Bad about a Direct Record Electronic (DRE) Voting System?

With a bit of common sense, it is easy to understand what the inherent flaws are.  This system uses a computer that allegedly records the selections you push on the touchscreen.  This information is allegedly stored electronically on software and printed on a paper roll inside the machine, unseen by the voter.  Computer experts say allegedly because it is impossible for the voter to verify that his selection has actually been cast correctly.  It is impossible to know or verify if the software-generated tally at the end of the election is accurate. 

There is no software-independent, hard copy of the voter’s intent to go back to!

This presents a serious problem for many reasons.  What if the computer crashes, a security breach is suspected, or an election result is questioned?  These situations have happened with DRE voting systems.  It’d be too bad—it is impossible to have a recount, impossible to conduct a meaningful audit, and impossible to reconstruct what the voters intended!  

Even worse, it may be impossible to find or prove if something has actually gone wrong in a touchscreen (DRE) system.  Everything happens unseen inside the machine, on secret vendor software.

Two of the commissioners have stated they “have confidence in the system.”  They cannot prove it’s trustworthy, but demand we trust like they do! 

So Is There a Better Voting System?

Any system that uses a voter-marked paper ballot produces a hard record to go back to for recounts and audits.  The precinct-based optical scan system is more secure, cost effective, and easier to use than a DRE system like ours.  

A voter makes his choices on a paper ballot, filling in circles next to candidates’ names (as with a lottery ticket).  The ballot is fed into a scanner that tabulates the vote and then retains this ballot in its locked box.  These voter-marked ballots are available to double-check the tallies, conduct recounts and verify results with meaningful audits. 

The fact that there is a software-independent, voter-marked ballot is the most important reason the optical scan system is far superior to the Direct Record Electronic (DRE) system, although it is also more cost effective and easy to use.

What is the Situation in Bucks Now?

The Coalition for Voting Integrity has been speaking out on this issue for over three years, educating election officials, the public and legislators at every level, from local to federal.  We have encountered something surprising and disturbing. 

Debating the merits of the two systems would suggest that anyone concerned with election integrity would reject the touchscreens and go with a paper ballot system.  We have found that nearly every regular citizen with a smidgeon of common sense who hears about this agrees, and they are also speaking up.  

Unfortunately, the Bucks County commissioners who made the Danaher DRE purchase have resisted every logical argument, ignored extensive research, challenged us with straw arguments that have no bearing on the real problems, and have otherwise thwarted every effort on our part to get the election system that Buck County citizens deserve.

Pennsylvania, a swing state, has the potential to host the next election fiasco because there is no way to verify our own elections.  It has the highest number of “paperless” touchscreen precincts in the nation!  Other states have realized those systems are fatally flawed and have replaced them with optical scans. 

The situation is critical, and we need your help to convince the Commissioners to change our system.  Since logic, expert testimony, and common sense have failed to sway them, only public outcry to do the right thing may save our right to have elections we can have confidence in.

What Can We Do?

Call, write or give your message personally to Commissioners Jim Cawley and Charley Martin.  Let them know you’re very unhappy with our voting system, and strongly feel we need a voter-marked paper-based voting system, so Bucks County citizens have actual, original ballots available for recounts and meaningful audits.  Please alert your friends and family about this issue!

Comm. Jim Cawley:        215-348-6424  

CommCawley@co.bucks.pa.us
Comm. Charley Martin:  215-348-6426 

CHMartin@co.bucks.pa.us 

Comm. Diane Marseglia supports optical scans; let her know you support her efforts

215-348-6425

CommEllisMarseglia@co.bucks.pa.us
WARNING:  You may hear some “classic” misleading or confusing statements from the two commissioners--ones we have refuted or corrected repeatedly over the years.  Please contact the Coalition for Voting Integrity with any questions you may have or if you are told something that seems to disagree with our information.

“Our DRE system is electro-mechanical, not like the others. We’ve had no problems with them.” ALL DRE systems are inherently the same.  They record votes on software, with no voter-marked hard copy.  There are many documented machine problems, but we worry most about the problems that are impossible to detect. 

“The Danahers are accurate and secure, and have been government certified.” Both claims are impossible to prove without software-independent records of votes.  Certification is based on functionality only, not security, with testing paid by vendors!

“These machines have paper recording the votes.” The paper is inside machine, printing alleged votes cast on unseen software. We can’t know what it records!

“It would cost too much money to switch systems.”  Touchscreen systems are more costly to purchase and maintain than paper-based systems.  Cost shouldn’t stand in the way of having the most secure and accurate election system.

CONTACT:   votingintegrity@aol.com
                    Ruth Matheny 267-250-2879

www.CoalitionForVotingIntegrity.org
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It’s 1776                            All Over Again…         Will Your Vote                 Actually Be Counted?

Did You Know It Is Impossible to Prove Our Actual Entry of Votes? 

· Did you know that with the voting system used here in Bucks County, it is impossible to conduct recounts or produce meaningful audits? 

· Did you know that extensive research has proven that our type of touchscreen voting system is fatally flawed, and impossible to be made secure or proven accurate?
· Did you know that it is possible Pennsylvania’s elections may become the next Ohio or Florida electoral disaster?
· Do you want to know how you, as a citizen, can make a difference to remedy this unacceptable situation?

