
SUMMARY: What We Now Know About Utah’s Voting System

1. Utah’s open records laws do not apply to election records, so that Utah election officials 
can and do keep virtually all election records, procedures, and data secret that could be used to 
evaluate the integrity and accuracy of Utah’s electoral process.

2. The Diebold/Premier (D/P) central county tabulator is inaccurate:

a. It does not accurately transfer hundreds of votes between its two database tables due to 
D/P’s use of the low level Microsoft JETS database rather than a professional quality 
database http://electionmathematics.org/em-audits/OH/2006Audit/cuyahoga_audit_report.pdf

b. It drops hundreds of votes of entire touch-screen voting machine memory cards but 
reports that it has uploaded them to election officials.  http://voices.washingtonpost.com/the-
trail/2008/08/21/ohio_voting_machines_contained.html

c. It drops hundreds of votes by dropping the entire first batch of absentee ballots that are 
counted on the optical scanner http://blog.wired.com/27bstroke6/2008/12/unique-election.html

d. Its activity log files do not log all events, create inaccurate timestamps, and are 
erasable, providing no unalterable record of what happened during elections. 
http://www.times-standard.com/localnews/ci_11939445 

3. Utah’s election “audit” procedures will not detect most types of inaccuracies, innocent or 
deliberate, in the reported results. http://utahcountvotes.org/ltgov/Response2LtGov-Audit-Recount.pdf

4. Touch-screen paper roll ballot records can be fraudulently manipulated in at least four 
different ways that are not detectable to voters and election officials – so even valid 
independent audits cannot detect errors. http://www.cs.ucsb.edu/~seclab/projects/voting/

5. D/P touch-screens 2 minute timeout problem. http://www.kansascity.com/115/story/790105.html

6. D/P touch-screens have a “2 Strikes and You are Out” rule that can prevent the most diligent 
and observant voter from making sure that there is an accurate voter-verifiable paper roll ballot 
record of his ballot because on the third try, the ballot is cast without giving voters an 
opportunity to observe or verify the paper roll ballot record. 
http://www.verifiedvotingfoundation.org/article.php?id=6488

7. D/P violate ballot privacy by time-stamping and storing paper roll ballot and electronic ballot 
records in the same order voters are recorded in the pollbooks. 
http://www.sos.ca.gov/elections/voting_systems/ttbr/diebold-source-public-jul29.pdf 

8. Other states and counties, including Maryland, Florida, Iowa, Tennessee, New Mexico, and 
California among others have decided to replace touch-screen e-ballot voting systems with 
economical, auditable, reliable paper ballot optical scan voting systems. About 65% of U.S. 
jurisdictions use paper ballots and ballot marking devices rather than e-ballot touch-screens. 
http://axisoflogic.com/artman/publish/article_28098.shtml

Many types of accidental vote miscount, ballot substitution, ballot tampering, voter 
disenfranchisement, and ballot box stuffing are undetectable in Utah because Utah’s election 
procedures and statutes do not allow sufficient oversight over the electoral process. 
http://utahcountvotes.org/legislature/UTLegislativeElectionReformSummary.pdf

The League of Women Voters of Utah is endorsing changes to Utah’s election laws to obtain public 
oversight over Utah’s electoral process.   Please help to protect election integrity in Utah. Alice 
Steiner, Co-President of LWV, UT, AKARSteiner@aol.com  A Summary Request for Election Law 
Changes - http://utahcountvotes.org/legislature/UTSummaryElectionTransparencyRequest.pdf 
Kathy Dopp, kathy@utahcountvotes.org  435-658-4657 9/11/08 updated 9/20/2008
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