Optical Scan Voting Systems - Each Polling Place Needs 

1.  One Ballot Marking Device (BMD), to allow the blind and other disadvantaged voters to use the computer to mark or print their ballot and to hear [read back to them verification purposes] how the ballot was electronically marked 

2.  Voting booths and marking pens

3.  One Ballot Optical-Scanning Device to:

a. check each ballot for an "overvote" and warn the voter of an "undervote". If an "overvote" is discovered, the ballot will be rejected. 

b. count the votes cast on all items of the ballot and supply at the end of the voting day a printed tally of the total votes cast item by item on the Scanner; 

This system is Simple, Reliable, Accurate, and Audit-able 

APPROXIMATE COST COMPARISON

POLLING PLACE with FIVE (5) VOTING BOOTHS

7,430 voting machines state-wide
	OPTICAL SCAN- shorter lines
	DRE

	Ballot Marking device - $4,500
	DRE voting machine 

$3,000 per voting booth

	Polling Place Op-Scanner $5,000
	

	TOTAL $9,500 
	TOTAL $15,000 

	STATE: $14,117,000
	STATE: $22,290,000


+
 $5,944,000 state-wide  for central tabulating equipment (i.e approximately $50,000 for the central tabulator for either DREs or Op Scan)

Not including voting booths, transportation, and security costs!

Note HAVA funding can also be spent for R&D, election audit, or voter registration systems.

What is the most reliable and most economical equipment to buy? 

The New York TIMES (March 9, 2005) 

recommends Optical Ballot-scanning systems. 

Here are some quotes from the NY Times: 

"... touch-screen, [vote-casting] machines are highly vulnerable to being hacked or maliciously programmed to Change votes." 

(As an example, on the evening of October 7, 2003, after the close of the Recall Election, in Alameda County, California, while processing paper absentee ballots, the electronic counting and tallying machine SWITCHED, either intentionally or in error, 8,000 votes from one candidate to another. Alert poll workers, not the maker's technicians, noticed the Diversion of votes and turned off the machine.) 

"If touch-screen machines are going to be used ... it is vital that they produce voter-verified paper records of every vote cast to ensure that results are accurate." 

(It is also vital that the paper records be recounted for accuracy by people other than those employed or selected by the maker of the machines.) 

"Because touch-screen machines are so expensive, localities are likely to buy too few, leading to long lines at the polls...[and bringing allegations of voter-fraud and the intentional Suppression of Votes]." 

"The better course [says the NY Times] would be NOT to use them at all." 

"The Best voting technology now available uses Optical Scanning. These machines work like a standardized test at school. Voters mark their choices on a paper ballot, which is then counted by hand or by an electronic computer." 

"The paper ballots are kept, becoming after an election the official record. They can be recounted, and if there is a discrepancy between them and the machine count, the paper ballots are the final word." 

"Optical-scan machines produce a better paper record than touch-screen machines, because it is one the voter has actually filled out, NOT a [flimsy] receipt [perhaps kept under a glass] that the voter must check for accuracy...[but can't touch]." 

