
 
January 20, 2005 

 
Last October, the Verified Voting Foundation submitted a letter with attachments 
regarding verifiable voting technology to Secretary of the State Susan Bysiewicz, 
in support of Connecticut’s pending consideration of election equipment changes. 
This update offers new information about key issues in those documents.1
 
1. Successful Tests of Accessible Ballot-Marking Devices 
 
A ballot marking device enables voters with disabilities to mark and verify a 
standard optical scan paper ballot privately and independently, thus allowing an 
optical scan voting system to meet accessibility requirements of the Help 
America Vote Act (HAVA) and other federal voting laws. The Arizona Secretary 
of State’s office conducted successful tests of a ballot-marking device in several 
Arizona counties during the November 2004 election. A press release from that 
office is attached, along with news reports describing this test. The model2 tested 
is expected to complete federally mandated testing required for certification this 
month, and to receive its federal qualification in February 2005. Another model3 
is also expected to be available, thus providing the state with two prospective 
RFP bidders for this technology—unless limitations of the RFP exclude the 
participation of optical-scan system vendors. Note that Arizona uses precinct-
based optical scan voting systems statewide, as does Oklahoma. 
 
2. Nevada’s VVPB Printers Performed Well In November Election 
 
Nevada was the only State to have voter-verified paper ballot (VVPB) printers 
installed on its direct recording electronic (DRE) voting machines for the 
November 2004 election. These printers performed extremely well, both during 
that election and during the Nevada primary election held in September 2004, 
thus demonstrating the viability of this concept. News stories describing the 
success of these VVPB printers are attached. 
 
3. Ohio Secretary Of State Announces Switch To Optical Scan 
 
On January 12, 2005, Ohio’s Secretary of State Kenneth Blackwell announced 
that Ohio has abandoned its previous plan to deploy DRE touch screen voting 

                                                 
1 A copy of those documents was also sent to Deputy Secretary of the State Maria Greenslade. Delivery of 
these documents was confirmed by the U.S. Postal Service via an Express Mail confirmation of delivery 
receipt. In addition, in mid-October 2004, electronic copies of these documents were sent via electronic 
mail to Mr. Donald Maloney, RFP Project Director . Regrettably, none of these individuals responded to 
any of these submissions. 
2 AutoMark Voter Assist Terminal (http://www.automarkts.com) 
3 Avante Vote-Trakker (http://www.aitechnology.com/votetrakker2/accessible_optical_voting.html) 



systems statewide, and will instead deploy a statewide system of precinct-based 
optical scanners. In addition, to meet the accessibility requirements mandated by 
HAVA, Ohio will also deploy one accessible voting system (either an accessible 
DRE or ballot marking device) to each Ohio polling place. A copy of the press 
release from Blackwell’s office (announcing this decision) is attached. Other 
States, such as Michigan and Minnesota, are also developing similar plans, as 
indicated in an article by Minnesota’s Secretary of State, which is also attached. 
 
In summary, it can be seen that a number of other states are questioning the 
wisdom of deploying paperless DRE voting systems, because the results of such 
systems are unverifiable and because they make it impossible to conduct any 
kind of meaningful manual recount. In addition, many states have concluded that 
precinct-based optical scan voting systems, augmented by accessible equipment 
such as ballot marking devices, can provide a much more verifiable and cost-
effective solution than the deployment of paperless DRE voting systems. 
 
Once again, we encourage Connecticut to study the examples provided by 
these other states, and to promptly revise and update its voting system RFP so 
as to enable voting system vendors to provide bids for voting systems that are 
both more verifiable and more cost-effective than the very restrictive set of 
paperless DRE voting systems currently included in that RFP. 
 
We would further encourage Connecticut to provide more effective means for 
public input into this RFP process, so that Connecticut voters are given a voice in 
selecting the type of voting technology that will be deployed. While we applaud 
the plan for conducting public demonstrations of voting systems under 
consideration, we believe those demonstrations should include all HAVA-
compliant voting systems, including VVPB-equipped DRE voting machines, 
precinct-based optical scanners, and ballot marking devices. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
Willard W. Bunnell, voter, 2 Strathmore Lane, Madison, CT 06443 
(Retired Engineer) wwb@mindspring.com 
 
Dr. Michael Fischer, voter, 80 Killdeer Road, Hamden, CT 06517 
(Professor of Computer Science, Yale University) fischer-michael@cs.yale.edu 
 
Rich Sivel, voter, (West Hartford Citizens for Peace & Justice) 
rich.sivel@comcast.net 
 
Robert Kibrick, Legislative Analyst for the VerifiedVoting Foundation 
bob@verifiedvoting.org
 
Pamela Smith, Nationwide Coordinator for the VerifiedVoting Foundation 
pam@verifiedvoting.org 

mailto:bob@verifiedvoting.org


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.00
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /Unknown

  /Description <<
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDF documents with higher image resolution for high quality pre-press printing. The PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Reader 5.0 and later. These settings require font embedding.)
    /JPN <FEFF3053306e8a2d5b9a306f30019ad889e350cf5ea6753b50cf3092542b308030d730ea30d730ec30b9537052377528306e00200050004400460020658766f830924f5c62103059308b3068304d306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103057305f00200050004400460020658766f8306f0020004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d30678868793a3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /FRA <>
    /DEU <>
    /PTB <>
    /DAN <>
    /NLD <>
    /ESP <>
    /SUO <>
    /ITA <>
    /NOR <>
    /SVE <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


