
HAND MARKED BALLOTS
HAND COUNTED



Americans used hand marked, hand counted 
paper ballots for 200 years



Then we turned to machines because we 
wanted instant results

We thought 
the machines 
were 
accurate and 
safe – like a 
Scantron at 
school





1. Coffee Co. voting system produced 39 new 

votes during 2020 recount with no change in 

ballots cast 
2. Voting system then failed to count 185 new 

ballots twice 

2020 Election Inaccuracies –Coffee Co.



2020 Election Inaccuracies –Coffee Co.

Investigation revealed 
we neglected to run 
185 ballots: we then 
ran these ballots we 
reviewed the results 
there was no change 
in vote count despite 
185 ballots added.
Source: Coffee County letter to Sec. of 
State Raffensperger 
https://www.scribd.com/document/66
3729833/Coffee-Election-Issues-
Official-Statement-20202



Accuracy? Remember 
Michelle Long-Spears 
in the DeKalb County 
2022 Primary?

• Michelle Long Spears finished 
3rd in the 2022 DeKalb Co. Dist. 
2 Commission primary race but 
had no votes in the precinct 
where she and husband voted

• She reported the problem and 
DeKalb County Elections tried 
to run a machine recount. It 
failed

• DeKalb postponed certification 
to do a hand count audit of the 
District 2 Commission race.

• The hand count showed that 
she won and that 1,805 ballots 
were scanned but not counted.



Source: Case 1:17-cv-02989-AT Document 1681 Filed 06/14/23

The Halderman 
Report is 

96-pages of ways to 
hack Georgia’s 

voting machines 

https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/review?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:66ec086c-34f1-3dba-9188-618bf7d89ae5
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/review?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:a6a35c09-a949-32fb-97ae-d2bad46e4da0


Background
The “Halderman Report” is a 96-page 
document authored by Alex Halderman of 
Michigan State University focused on the 
vulnerabilities of the Dominion Voting 
System in Georgia. Halderman is:
• Professor of Computer Science & 

Engineering.
• Director, University of Michigan Center 

for Computer Security and Society
• Director, Michigan Computer Science & 

Engineering Systems Lab.

EXPERT



Prof. Halderman writes that the touchscreens can subvert 
ALL security mechanisms – not a few, some or many but 

ALL.
touchscreen

Haldeman Report Link

https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/review?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:66ec086c-34f1-3dba-9188-618bf7d89ae5
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/review?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:a6a35c09-a949-32fb-97ae-d2bad46e4da0


Professor Halderman Concluded:

touchscreen

touchscreen

Haldeman Report Link

Prof. Halderman writes that Georgia voters should have 
NO CONFIDENCE their votes are counted correctly.

Haldeman Report LinkHaldeman Report Link

https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/review?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:66ec086c-34f1-3dba-9188-618bf7d89ae5
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/review?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:a6a35c09-a949-32fb-97ae-d2bad46e4da0
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/review?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:66ec086c-34f1-3dba-9188-618bf7d89ae5
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/review?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:a6a35c09-a949-32fb-97ae-d2bad46e4da0
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/review?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:66ec086c-34f1-3dba-9188-618bf7d89ae5
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/review?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:a6a35c09-a949-32fb-97ae-d2bad46e4da0


Source: Case 1:17-cv-02989-AT Document 1681 Filed 06/14/23

https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/review?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:66ec086c-34f1-3dba-9188-618bf7d89ae5
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/review?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:a6a35c09-a949-32fb-97ae-d2bad46e4da0


Source: Gwinnett County Open Records

Ballot 18 link Ballot 40 link Ballot 46 link

https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/review?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:66ec086c-34f1-3dba-9188-618bf7d89ae5
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/track?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:724f74c2-e336-3829-9141-97f8f1cd39e5
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/track?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:81c15015-0761-3bed-a8c4-2895e847824f
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/track?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:8cf49b79-2f46-3511-a33a-87da171bd25f


Source: Gwinnett County Open Records

Ballot 18 link Ballot 40 link Ballot 46 link

https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/review?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:66ec086c-34f1-3dba-9188-618bf7d89ae5
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/track?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:724f74c2-e336-3829-9141-97f8f1cd39e5
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/track?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:81c15015-0761-3bed-a8c4-2895e847824f
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/track?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:8cf49b79-2f46-3511-a33a-87da171bd25f


What Dominion says 
about Dominion

• Source: Dominion v. Fox News

https://t.co/XPjvBzpmiW


Source: Dominion v. Fox News

https://t.co/XPjvBzpmiW


Source: Dominion v. Fox News

https://t.co/XPjvBzpmiW


Secretary of State Raffensperger 
cited an unsigned report from MITRE 
that refutes Professor Haldeman’s 
96-page exhaustive report on the 
total fallibility of Dominion devices. 
The report was paid for by 
Dominion. 

https://sos.ga.gov/sites/default/files/2023-06/MITRE Report.pdf

https://sos.ga.gov/sites/default/files/2023-06/MITRE%20Report.pdf
https://sos.ga.gov/sites/default/files/2023-06/MITRE%20Report.pdf


MITRE’s 
unsigned 
report that 
was paid for 
by Dominion

https://sos.ga.gov/sites/default/files/2023-06/MITRE Report.pdf

https://sos.ga.gov/sites/default/files/2023-06/MITRE%20Report.pdf


29 Industry 
Leading 

Computer 
Scientists 

REFUTE the 
MITRE Report

In July 2023, 29 national experts in 
cyber security and computer 
programming demanded that 
MITRE retract their report due to 
gross oversights and flaws in the 
Dominion paid for report. 

Source: Letter to MITRE

https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/track?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:935b7ef1-dc40-3271-ab15-0415ab6fd315
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/track?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:935b7ef1-dc40-3271-ab15-0415ab6fd315


29 Industry 
Leading 

Computer 
Scientists 

REFUTE the 
MITRE Report

In July 2023, 29 national experts in 
cyber security and computer 
programming demanded that 
MITRE retract their report due to 
gross oversights and flaws in the 
Dominion paid for report. 

Source: Letter to MITRE

https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/track?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:935b7ef1-dc40-3271-ab15-0415ab6fd315
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/track?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:935b7ef1-dc40-3271-ab15-0415ab6fd315


Source: Letter to MITRE

Among the 29 who signed the letter refuting 
MITRE’s report:

Ron Rivest, Institutional Professor, MIT
Andrew Appel, Professor, Princeton University
Prateek Mittal, Professor, Princeton University
Michael Fischer, Professor Yale University
Philip B. Stark, Professor 
 University of California at Berkeley
Bruce Schneier, Technologist and Lecturer,
 Harvard University 
Eugene H. Spafford, Professor
  Purdue University

https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/track?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:935b7ef1-dc40-3271-ab15-0415ab6fd315
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/track?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:935b7ef1-dc40-3271-ab15-0415ab6fd315


Source: Letter from Coalition for Good Governance

Buried in a footnote is 
an admission that 
MITRE did not examine 
the Dominion system or 
use any discernible 
technical methodology.

https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/track?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:821776c9-6575-3f10-8f50-c19e3f47e94b
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/track?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:935b7ef1-dc40-3271-ab15-0415ab6fd315


Source: Letter from Coalition for Good Governance

The United States 
government validated 
ALL of Professor 
Halderman's findings 
and recommended the 
vulnerabilities be 
patched “as soon as 
possible”. 

Dominion voting systems hired MITRE to 
write the report.

https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/track?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:821776c9-6575-3f10-8f50-c19e3f47e94b
https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/track?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:935b7ef1-dc40-3271-ab15-0415ab6fd315


In Pearson v. Kemp, the Secretary of State argued that he had 

NO LAWFUL AUTHORITY over county election officials. He has 

no authority to fine ANY COUNTY – It is not in Georgia law.

Source:Pearson v. Kemp, Document 14   (Read the document, it is only 4 pages long.)

https://acrobat.adobe.com/link/review?uri=urn:aaid:scds:US:ae1f1bd9-7fe2-381e-92e8-061c03072636


Brad Raffensperger
Mr. Raffenperger refutes the Halderman 
Report and offers “the MITRE Report” which 
is not signed by any computer scientist or 
anyone at all and Mr. Raffensperger’s 
background is:
• Civil Engineer educated at the University 

of Western Ontario, not Computer 
Science

• He has no computer scientist or 
programmers on staff at the Sec. of State.

NOT AN
EXPERT



Georgia Law 
In support of Georgia counties 
authority to use hand marked, hand 
counted paper ballots counted by 
people at the precinct.



2022 Georgia Code
Title 21 - Elections
Chapter 2 - Elections and Primaries Generally
Article 8A - State-Wide Voting Equipment
§ 21-2-300. Provision of New Voting Equipment by State; Uniform System for All 
Elections to Be Conducted With Use of Scanning Ballots Marked by Electronic 
Ballot Markers; Pilot Programs Authorized; County Responsibilities; Education; 
County and Municipal Contracts for Equipment

Source: https://law.justia.com/codes/georgia/2022/title-21/chapter-2/article-8a/section-21-2-300/



BMD “ballots” 
are nothing 
more than 
receipts 
because they 
do not contain 
the full ballot 
or referendum 
questions.

What exactly did the elector 
vote for? The pre-printed ballot 
holds the full description while 
this document is a “receipt”.



2022 Georgia Code
Title 21 - Elections
Chapter 2 - Elections and Primaries Generally
Article 9 - Voting Machines and Vote Recorders Generally
Part 2 - Voting Machines
§ 21-2-334. Voting by Paper Ballot When Use of Voting Machine Impossible or Impracticable

Source: https://law.justia.com/codes/georgia/2022/title-21/chapter-2/article-9/part-2/section-21-2-334/



What does the law say about accuracy of the 
machines?

2022 Georgia Code
Title 21 - Elections
Chapter 2 - Elections and Primaries Generally
Article 9 - Voting Machines and Vote Recorders Generally
Part 4 - Optical Scanning Voting Systems
§ 21-2-365. Requirements for Use of Optical Scanning Voting Systems
Universal Citation: GA Code § 21-2-365 (2022)

Source: https://law.justia.com/codes/georgia/2020/title-21/chapter-2/article-9/part-4/section-21-2-365/

https://law.justia.com/citations.html


2022 Georgia Code
Title 21 - Elections
Chapter 2 - Elections and Primaries Generally
Article 9 - Voting Machines and Vote Recorders Generally
Part 4 - Optical Scanning Voting Systems
§ 21-2-368. Review of Manufacturer’s Systems by Secretary of State; 
Appointment and Compensation of Examiners; Revocation of 
Approval; Written Verification and Certification Prior to Election or 
Primary; Penalties; Conflicts of Interest
Universal Citation: GA Code § 21-2-368 (2022)

Source: https://law.justia.com/codes/georgia/2022/title-21/chapter-2/article-9/part-4/section-21-2-368/

https://law.justia.com/citations.html


2022 Georgia Code - Title 21 – Elections
Chapter 2 - Elections and Primaries Generally
Article 9 - Voting Machines and Vote Recorders Generally
Part 6 - Electronic Balloting
§ 21-2-379.24. Examination of Electronic Ballot Markers; Revocation 
of Approval; Penalty to Vendors for Inappropriate Sale; 
Improvements or Changes to Devices; Prohibition on Pecuniary 
Interest; Limitation on Public Inspection

Source: https://law.justia.com/codes/georgia/2022/title-21/chapter-2/article-9/part-6/section-21-2-379-24/

21-2-279 (c)



Conclusions:

• Georgia’s system is not 
accurate

• Georgia’s system is 
hackable

• Counties CAN take less risk 
by switching to paper 
ballots that will provide 
greater transparence AND 
save vast sums of money.



The Constitution says…

“The American empire should rest on the consent of 
the people.  The streams of national power should 
flow from that pure, original fountain of all 
legitimate authority.”  and

“…The people delegate power to the government”
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