Myths and Facts about HR811'.

Vote “YES” on the Voter Confidence & Increased Accessibility Act of 2007
(HR811) and Vote “NO”” on any unfunded mandate amendment to HR811.

Myth

Fact

“Requires every county in the nation
to replace current equipment”

Most counties would not have to replace current equipment.
Optical scanners meet the bill's requirements — as is. Some existing
ballot marking devices can be easily upgraded before 2012." The
2012 deadline gives ample time to develop, test, certify and
implement improvements for voters with disabilities.

“Multibillion-dollar unfunded
mandate*

Current authorizations are sufficient to cover the costs, including
the 2008 requirements for voter verifiable paper ballots and audits.
HR811’s CBO score says authorizations are sufficient and the bill
authorizes appropriation of such sums as may be required. "

“Preempts state laws allowing a
reel-to-reel paper trail*

The bill allows reel-to-reel paper through 2011. Reel-to-reel paper
roll ballots are proven to be prone to errors and paper jams, violate
ballot secrecy, are not durable, and permit hackers to manipulate
manual audits.

“Requires many counties to replace
their equipment twice — once in
2008 and again in 2012*

Counties required to replace paperless voting systems by November
2008 may purchase equipment today which will meet the 2012
requirements, such as optical-scan paper ballot systems and
upgradeable ballot marking devices or ballot printers."

“Requires parallel voting systems —
new electronic systems that don’t
yet exist along with sufficient pre-
printed paper ballots for all voters*

No parallel systems are required. Existing optical scan paper ballot
voting systems are auditable, less costly, simpler to operate, can be
simply upgraded to meet the bill’s 2012 requirements for voters
with disabilities, and are less vulnerable to Denial of Service
attacks, power outages, electronic failures, and hacking.

“Imposes cumbersome and untested
audit process which postpones the
certification of election results*

Manual independent auditing is a routine procedure in virtually all
fields, can be conducted in a few days, and will improve the
accuracy of election outcomes and increase voter confidence.”

“Prohibits recounts using any
automated equipment*

The bill does not prohibit machine counts, but it does require that
between 3% and 10% of precincts be manually counted to ensure
the accuracy of electronic tallies.”

“Prevents the use of vote centers and
early voting unless county officials
print thousands of different ballot
styles in multiple languages for each
location*

Many States currently use optical-scan paper ballots for early
voting, accommodating multiple languages in multiple precincts.
New Mexico uses a "ballot on demand" system with great success
to eliminate the need to print ballots ahead of time.

“Ignores EAC standards and voting
system certification*

HR811 does not change Federal certification or voting system
standards. The Election Technology Council says that it takes 4 to 9
months to Federally certify new products. HR811 provides four
years, plenty of time until 2012, to certify and implement
accessibility improvements. Federally testing and certifying
software prior to an election does not ensure its proper functioning
during an election; and States do not use certified software to count
votes because ballot definitions which control vote counting are
never Federally tested or certified. Hence the focus is on audits.""




"NACo is distributing an anti-HR811 flier. See a copy: http://electionmathematics.org/em-legislation/vote-
no-NACo.doc and NCSL likewise has an action alert opposing HR811

http://www.ncsl.org/statefed/ ACTALRThr811.htm

" Some ballot markers like AutoMARK could be upgraded with a simple firmware upgrade and self-sealing
ballot envelopes.

iii A September 7, 2007 letter from the Congressional Budget Office to Representative Ehlers explains that
the bll is fully funded: http://electionarchive.org/ucvinfo/US/CBO-HR811.pdf. Also, FY 2008 HAVA
disability access funding was increased from $15,720,000 to $36,720,000. FY 2008 Financial Services
Appropriations bill in the House includes $300 million in HAVA funding, and such funding should be able
to be used to replace equipment purchased with HAVA funds. $100 million each fiscal year is authorized to
fund the audits. $1 billion in funding is authorized for FY 2008 for system replacement and upgrading. A
report released by the EAC on July 31, 2007 concludes that the states collectively have more than $1.3
Billion in HAVA funds remaining unspent as of December 2006 with respect to Title | funding and as of
September 2006 with respect to Title Il funding which has been collecting interest. See state-by-state
summary on pages 8 and 9 of the EAC report:
http://www.eac.gov/docs/Congressional%20Report%20Public%20Release%20Final.pdf Cost comparisons
show that optical scan paper ballot systems pay for the initial cost in operations cost savings and begin to
save taxpayer monies within four years. See http://electionmathematics.org “Voting Systems”. HR811
provides States the opportunity to reduce on-going election administration costs, as well as to ensure
Federal election outcome accuracy.

" Available existing ballot marking devices for voters with disabilities need only a firmware upgrade and
self-sealing ballot privacy envelopes to meet all the 2012 requirements for voters with disabilities and
foreign language needs.

¥ See the Brennan Center’s letter

http://www.brennancenter.org/dynamic/subpages/download file 48231.pdf Some states such as Florida
which only allows ten days between Election Day and the date for state certification of results, may wish to
pass legislation giving themselves more time before certification. Many states allow about 30 days between
election and certification and election officials often take vacations during this canvass period.

' The bill makes the paper ballots the vote of record in all recounts and audits. Alternatively the bill
permits states to manually count an average of about 2% of ballots as long as the amount gives at least as
high certainty for detecting outcome-changing errors as the audit proscribed in HR811.

Y"'The failure of certification to ensure the accuracy of election results is why HR811 emphasizes manual
audits. Federal certification and voting system standards are voluntary for States. It is important to note that
every single voting system that failed in an election was tested and certified on some level — including
federal. That is why paper ballots and routine audits are the heart of the bill. Software security requires
frequent security updates. Yet Federal certification is too costly and time-consuming to certify software
updates. Even with EAC standards and voting system certification processes, software is vulnerable to
ongoing, new threats




