September 23, 2005

Susan By’snemcz
SECRETARY OF THE STATE
CONNECTICUT

"To: Connecticut Mayors & First Selectmen

Re: Lever Voting Machines

As many of you may already know, it appears that the Federal Government
has banned the use of lever machines in the 20086 election. The Election

Assistance Commission (EAC) recently issued an advisory opinion s
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that lever voting systems have significant barrfers, which‘make compliance
with Section 301(a) of the Help America Vote Act (HAVA) difficult and
unlikely. Please refer to the attachment for a copy of the EAC opinian.

This is a stunning decision because the EAC has issued this advisory opinion
Just four months before the federal deadline. Theé EAC has had 3 years to act
and says this for the first time 4 months before the deadline. My Office and
the rest of the states have been forced to proceed in implementing the
provisions of the Help America Vote Act without guidance from the EAC. If
this advisory opinion is binding, municipalities must replace ALL of their lever
machines for the 2006 elections. The timing of the EAC advisory opinion is
critical to Connecticut. HAVA was signed into law in October 2002 and the
'EAC has just now issued this opinion with less than 4 months to comply.

However, HAVA did provide an option for states to receive additional federal
funds if they agree to replace their lever machines by 2004 (or 2006 if given
an extension). Contrary to my advice, former Governor Rowland did not
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among ower things, the fuiure of voling machines in Connecticut. The

exercise this option. Given the lack of guidance from the EAC on the future

se of lever machines'and given former Governor Rowland’s rejection of
additional federal funds to assist ini this effort, my Office has since proceeded
prudently and cautiously on their eventual replacement under a phase-in plan

- that has been outlined in our HAVA State Plan since July, 2003. The
correspondence with former Governor Rowland and a copy of the HAVA -
State Plan are also attached.

Specifically, as mandated under HAVA, | established a State Planning
Commitiee represented by z diverse group of stakeholders, including the
leadership of the Connecticut Conference of Municipalities and the
Connecticut Council of Smali Towns. This Commites developed a plan for,
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Our State Plan was submitted to the Federal Government for their approval in
July, 2003. Approval and funding were received in August 2003. The EAC never
sent a contrary opinion regarding the timeline for our future replacement of lever
machines. Our Plan for phasing in new machines has not changed. The plan
included local choice and that has not changed.

What may change are the options available to the towns and cities in
Connecticut. Before the ruling the options available to municipalities were:

1. Lever voting machines
2. Optical Scan machines (approved for use in CT since 2001)
3. HAVA Complaint machines under the RFP

After the ruling the options available to municipalities are:

= Optical Scan machines
* HAVA Compliant machines under the RFP

Therefore, | am working with chief municipal and election officials and legislative
leaders to ensure that Connecticut is prepared to comply with the federal ruling.
The Connecticut Conference of Municipalities and the Connecticut Council of
Small Towns will play a vital role in the process. Dué to this sudden EAC
advisory opinion, | have asked Attorney General Blumenthal to explore and look
at remedies available to the State of Connecticut.

As the Chief Elections Official for the State of Connecticut, | will work swiftly and

prudently to address this advisory opinion. Thank you for all of your hard work

and | look forward to working with you regarding this important issue. Feel free

to cor}acpme at (860) 509-6200 if you have any questions.

g }

Susan Bysiewicz
Secretary of the State

Attachments




U.S. Election Assistance Commission
1225 New York Ave. - Suite 1100 '
Washington, DC 20005 -

September 8, 2005

EAC Advisory 2005-005: Lever Voting Machines and HAVA Section 301(&!‘

The U.S. Election Assistance Commission (EAC) has recently received nimerous inquiries
regarding whether lever voting machines meet the requirements of Section 301(a) of the Help
America Vote Act (HAVA) (42 U.S,C. §15481). After careful review of HAVA Section 301(a),
the EAC concludes that lever voting systems have significant barriers which make compliance

with Section 301(a) difficult and unlikely.! :

 HAVA does not specifically outlaw the use of lever machines, per se. However, the statute
does require that the voting system meet the standards found in HAVA Section 301(a). > This
section, titled Voting Systems Standards, sets minimum statutory requirements all voting systems
must meet if they are to be used in an election for Federal office. In applying these requirements
to lever voting machines, the EAC has identified a number of areas which create.compliance
problems for these voting systems. These areas of non-compliance would have to be addressed
and remedied before a lever system could be lawfully used in an election for Federal office on or
after January 1, 2006. EAC’s concerns are fourfold. ' BRSSPI L ;

Audit Capacity. Section 301(a) requires that all voting systems-used in an election for Federal
office “produce a permanent paper record with a manual audit capacity...” (HAVA Section
301(a)(2)(B)X(i)). This paper record must be available for use as an official record in recount
proceedings. (HAVA Section 301(a)(2)(B)(iii)). While most lever machines in use today do not
have the capability to produce a paper record, a few systems have the facility to create a limited
record. Such systems can record the total number of votes cast on a given machine by imprinting
the raised numbers on the counters at the close of an election.

- Clearly, those lever voting systems that are not capable of producing a paper record are not

_ in compliance with HAVA Section 301(a)(2)(B). Similarly, it is the position of the EAC that

those machines which produce a limited paper record (documenting only vote totals) also do not
meet these requirements. HAVA makes it clear that the reason it requires a paper record trail is to

! The EAC is the Federal agency charged with the administration of HAVA. HAVA requires the Commission to draft
guidance to assist states in their implementation of Section 301(a). Although EAC’s administrative interpretations do
not have the force of law associated with legislative rules, the Supreme Court has long held that the interpretations of
agencies charged with the administration of a statute are to be given deferential treatment by Courts when faced with
issues of statutory construction. York v, Secretary of Treasury, 774 F.2d 417,419 — 420 (10" Cir. 1985) (citing
Compensation Commission of Alaska v. Aragon, 329 U.S. 143, 153 - 154 (1963)); See also Christian v. Harris
County, 529 U.S. 576 (2000); Edelman v, Lynchburg College, 122 S. Ct. 1145 (2002).

% A State’s acceptance or repudiation of Federal Funds to replace lever machines under HAVA Section 102 in no way
affects its obligation to meet minimum voting system requirements under HAVA Section 301(a).




ensure all voting systems create a permanent, manually auditable record for use in a recount.
(HAVA Section 301(2)(2)(B)(i) and (iii)). Given these facts, to meet HAVA’s Audit Capacity
requirement, systems must create a paper record that can serve as an audit trail. In other words,
the document must be a “chain of evidence connecting. ., summary results to original
transactions.” A document is not an appropriate audit tool when it is, itself, a summary that
cannot show the original actions that make up its whole.

Error Rate. Section 301(a) requires that all voting systems have a test error rate that complies
with error rate requirements “established under Section 3.2.1 of the voting systems standards
issued by the Federal Election Commission, which are in effect on the date of the enactment of
[HAVA]” (HAVA Section 301(a)(5)). That standard (in testing) is a maximum of one error for
every 500,000 ballot positions.* Thus, in order to comply with HAVA Section 301(a), 2 voting
system must have a tested error rate that falls below the one per 500,000 standard. The EAC is
unaware of any lever voting system that has a documented, tested error rate. A lever voting
system cannot meet the requirements of Section 301(a)(5) without a documented, tested error rate
that meets the one per 500,000 standard.

Alternative Language Accessibility. Section 301(a) requires voting systems provide alternative
language accessibility pursuant to the requirements of the Voting Rights Act.of 1965 (42 U.S.C. §
1973aa-1a). While lever voting systems are capable of providing ballots in more than one
language, the number of languages such systems may present is limited. Election officials must
ensure that the number of languages a particular lever voting system can accommodate meets the
number of alternative languages required in a given jurisdiction by the Voting Rights Act.

Accessibility for Individuals with Disabilities. Section 301(a) requires that, at a minimum,
election officials provide at least one voting system equipped for individuals with disabilities at
each polling place. Such systems must provide disabled individuals the same opportunity for
access (includi‘l)égﬁﬁvacy and independence) as other voters. (HAVA Section 301(a)(3)). The
EAC is unaware (‘fi@ly lever voting system that is presently capable of meeting the disability
standards in Section 301(a)(3). No system may be used exclusively at a polling place unless it
complies with Section 301(a)(3).

}M:RM‘MW 4 ﬂ%&ﬁ ,,9 —

ia Hillman Paul DeGregario
Chair Vice Chairman
Ray Martinez III Donetta Davidson
Commissioner Commissioner

*«Audit trail” as defined in Black's Law Dictionary 131 (6th ed. 1990).
* Voluntary Voting System Standards, Volume I; Performance Standards, Federal Election Commission (April 2002),
Section 3.2.1.
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A1 90 9003 Susan Bysiewicz
Apnl 29, 2003 T
SECRETARY OF THE STATE
’ CONNECTICUT ’
The Honorable John G. Rowiand o
Govemnor
210 Capitol Avenue

Hartford, CT 06106
Dear Governor Rowland:

This letter is to inform you that as of 11:00 A.M. I filed cértification under Sections 101
and 102 of the Help America Vote Act on behaif of the State of Connecticut. Iwas
disappointed when, yesterday, your office called at 9:30 A.M. to cancel our meeting
scheduled for 10:00 A.M. on Monday April 28, 2003. This would have been an excellent
opportunity to discuss many of the issues you raise in your letter dated April 29, 2003
and received by my office via hand delivery at 1:30 P.M. '

Today, at my scheduled Help America Vote Act State Planning meeting held at 10:00
AM.; your designee to the comumittee was absent and the sole representative from the
Office of Policy and Management could not report on the official position of your office
when asked about the upcoming certification. Therefore, as the Chief Election Official in
the State of Connecticut, I found it necessary to file certification with the Federal
govemment on behalf of the State of Connecticut within the prescribed timeline.

My office contacted attorneys from both political parties representing the United States
Senaie and the United States House of Representatives who were able to confirm my
understanding of the circumstances and penalties associated with certification under
Section 102 of the Act.

- When the State of Connecticut filed certification under Section 102 of the Help America

Vote Act, the State certified that it would replace all lever voting systems that were in use
during the 2000 Presidential election. If the State does not complete this task by January
1, 2006 (using the available waiver), the State of Connecticut must return a percentage of
the funds associated with Section 102 certification. Since the minimum payment
guaranteed to the State of Connecticut pursuant to Title I is $5 million, the only funds
subject to penalty would be a percentage of the additional $1.7 million that the State of
Connecticut receives pursuant to certification under Section 102 of the Act. Apart from
this penalty, I was advised thaf there is no additional obligation on the part of the State of
Connecticut to continue to replace all lever voting systems after submission of the
monetary penalty. ' '

Upon certification pursuant to Section 102 of the Act, the State of Connecticut is required
to replace approximately 3,300 voting systems. Using an average cost of $5,000 for
electronic machines, it will cost the State of Connecticut approximately $16.5 million to
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eplace all lever voting systems. The State of Connecticut is already slated to receive
proxunately $17 million in Federal payments in the first fiscal year alone. This

funding, already appropriated by Congress, would certainly cover the cost of compliance
with Section 102 of the Act.

In addition, your Office of Protection and Advocacy has testified in both 2002 and 2003
before the Government Administration and Elections Committee indicating their support

for electronic voting systems. They have stated that this technology would gllow 200,000 .
to0 300,000 citizens with disabilities, in Connecticut, to vote privately and independently.

Finally, Governor George Pataki of New York State has recommended phasing out lever
voting systems in his State. This means that the State of Connecticut would be thp only
State left that is completely reliant on lever voting systems. Also, it has been indicated

- that democracy advocacy groups are looking into initiating civil actions regarding the

constitutionality of lever voting systems. Should such a case be litigated in Federal
Court, the decision will become binding upon the State of Connecticut.

As Chief Elections Official, I felt that it was prudent to certify under Section 102 of the
Act to maximize all Federal money available to our state. If, after reviewing the
available te¢hnology, the State of Connecticut does not wish to fully pursue electronic
voting technology, the State would simply return an amount equal to the “noncompliant
precinct percentage” of the $1.7 million received pursuant to Section 102 of the Act. If,
however, the State of Connecticut did not certify under Section 102, the State of
Connecticut would have lost $1.7 million in Federal funding. In times of fiscal crisis, I
feel it would have been irresponsible to pass this loss along to the municipalities.

S
/" Sincerely, //"
f‘ // IWM Mt »é"i-fx ‘,f
(-7 Susan B 5ys1e'\mcz 4 {

Secretary of the State

@




STATE OF CONNECTICUT
EXECUTIVE CHAMBERS

JOHN G. ROWLAND
GOVERNOR April 29, 2003

HAND DELIVERED i

The Honorable Susan Bysiewicz
The Secretary of the State

State Capitol, Room 104
Hartford, Connecticut 06106

Dear Secretary Bysiewicz: -

The Help America Vote Act of 2002, was signed into law by President George W.
Bush on October 29, 2002. The states are eligible to receive federal funding to assist
them in meeting new federal voting requirements. In order to receive that federal
funding, the states must file a formal certification under Title I of the Act by today.

Were the state to file a certification under Section 102 of the Act, that section then
requires the state to ensure that all lever voting machines in each of the 780 precincts
across the state are replaced by next year’s federal election or, with a one-time waiver, by
January 1, 2006. While I certainly support taking all steps necessary to meet the new
federal voting requirements, I do not wish to file a Section 102 certification and mandate
that the municipalities replace all of their existing lever voting machines within the time
allotted, without affording them the opportunity to explore alternatives available to them
under the Act. Indeed, the Act does not require Connecticut’s municipalities to replace

their existing lever equipment, so long as the voting equipment meets federal voting
requirements. -

Please file the requisite electronic certification under Section 101, and not under
Section 102, on behalf of the State of Connecticut.

I appreciate your efforts as the Chief Election Official in keeping this office
abreast of federal voting requirements and assisting the municipalities in meeting those
requirements. I look forward to the results of this November’s demonstration project
with the electronic voting machines that your office is overseeing.

Sincerely, -
prd
/
/

/o / Ve
;{/;/f./‘\ %}

/ /
:’,f/ JOHN G. ROWLAND .

Governor

WWW_State. CT.Us/governor
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The Honorable Susan Bysiewicz
The Secretary of the State

Stats Capitol, Room 104
Hartford, Connecticut 06106

Dearti Secratary Bysiewicz:

Tharik you for your participation in the Help America Vote Act, Title | application and
ceriification process. As part of that process, you certified clecironically to both Section
101 and 102. However, we subsaquently received a fBx memorandum (enclesed) from
Mslinda Decker, Assistant Legal Counssl for Govemor Rowland, with a |stter attached
that the Govermnor had sent to you, conceming Gonns:;ticut’s filingeta cedification only

under Section 101 of the Help America Vote Act.

Our Office of General Counsal reviewed the letter, and advised us that the Govemor's
iattef should be considered the state's "offi ial* certification. Section 1 01(a) of HAVA
provides that, . ..the Administrator shall. make a payment 1o each State in which the
chief exscutive officer of the State, or designes, in consultation and coordination with the
chief siection official, notifies the Administrator not later than 8 months after the date of
the enactment of this Act that the State intends 10 uss the payment in accordance with this
section.” In this cass the Govemor, the Chief Execufive Officer of the State, clsarly and
unambiguously stated the Staie's intent 10 apply for funding under Sec. 101 only. This
notification was coordinated with the Secretary of Stats, the Chiaf Election Officer and we
received it within 8 months of the enactment of HAVA, Therefors, the Governor's ietter
meets the statutory requirements of HAVA for certification from the State of Connecticut.

1n accordance with the opinicn cited above, we havs modified Connecticut's certification
to raflect certification of section 101 only. This change dees not affect Connecticut’s
eligibility for the $5,000,000 minimum disbursement. Please call me on 202-501-0718, or
Stephen Kulenguski on 202-801 -4496, if you have any comrments or questions. Thank
you.. :

Sinéere!y,

Deborah J. Schilling
Director of Budgst

Enclosure

U.S, General Services Adminiswration
1800 F Street, NW

washingtan, DC 20405-00C2
wwws (JS2.GoV




State of Connecticut

State Plan

As required by the Help Amenca Vote Act

Public Law 107-252 Sectlon 253(b)

July 23,2003

Secretary of the State Susan Bysiewicz
State Capitol

210 Capitol Avenue

Suite 104

Hartford, CT 06106




Secretary of the State of Connecticut
Preliminary State Plan

STATE PLAN APPROACH

The State of Connecticut administers elections through a two-tiered system. The
Secretary of the State is the Chief Election Official and through the Secretary’s agency
administers and supervises the electoral process at the state level. Each of the 169 towns
in Connecticut have a town clerk who is either elected or appointed and two registrars of
voters who are elected for two or four year terms. These officials work in cooperation to
effectively administer successful elections at the local level. The Secretary of the State,
as an advisor, the town clerks, and registrars of voters must work together to serve all
political candidates and the nearly 2 million registered voters in Connecticut.

Status of State of Connecticut’s HAVA implementation:

The State of Connecticut is near completion of a centralized voter registration system that
will connect all 169 towns to a central database of all registered voters in the State.
Currently, the State of Connecticut has 149 towns out of 169 towns connected to the
centralized voter registration system. An additional 10 towns have committed to joining
the system before the Federally mandated deadline and have sent in the appropriate
information to the State of Connecticut to enable them to join. Upon completion, the
centralized voter registration system will allow registrars of voters to effectively monitor
their official registry list, to keep track of those electors who may have moved in or out of
their municipalities, and to more effectively prevent voter fraud and duplicate
registration.®

Considgﬂe efforts are necessary for the State to meet all of the other HAVA
rquirgﬁa@; The State of Connecticut will need to complete the centralized voter
registration system by adding the remaining towns to the system (in accordance with
recent State legislation passed, Connecticut Public Act 03-117, An Act Concerning the
State-Wide Centralized Voter Registration System, requiring all towns to participate on
the cenfralized voter registration system by September 1, 2003), redesign the election
administration processes, establish a provisional ballot system, revamp training, and
investigate voting system alternatives (through passage of H.B. 6592, An Act Concerning
Implementation and Administration of the Help America Vote Act). The State of
Connecticut’s ability to provide ongoing operations as well as maintenance of new and
required capabilities is dependent on adequate resources and funding from the Federal
level.

State of Connecticut’s Future Approach:

This State Plan is organized as specified in HAVA §254. Each section of this document
corresponds to a subsection of §254 and addresses a State Plan requirement specified in
HAVA. The plan outlines HAVA requirements and the State’s current status in regard to
those requirements, and defines the actions planned to help the State meet those
requirements.




‘Secretary of the State of Connecticut
Preliminary State Plan

STATE PLAN REQUIRED ELEMENTS

A. TITLE IIIl REQUIREMENTS AND OTHER ACTIVITIES

How the State will use the requirements payment to meet the requirements of title I11,
and, if applicable under section 251(b)(2), to carry out other activities to improve the
administration of elections. (HAVA §254(a)(3)).

1) §301(a) Voting System Standards Requirements
Deadline for Compliance: January 1, 2006

The State currently uses two voting systems in its 169 towns, lever voting systems, and
optical scan voting systems. Before the enactment of HAVA, the State of Connecticut
began investigating other voting technologies. In the 2001 and 2002 legislative and
special sessions there was proposed legislation that would have allowed at least three
municipalities to participate in a voting demonstration project using electronic voting
technology. This legislation was not passed. In the 2003 legislative session, the
Secretary of the State again proposed legislation that would allow at least three
municipalities to participate in a voting demonstration project using electronic voting
technology. On April 29, 2003, Governor John Rowland signed Connecticut Public Act
03-7, An Act Concerning a Demonstration Project for the use of Electronic Equipment
for the Casting and Counting of Ballots and Prohibiting the use of Punch-Card Voting
Machines, that allows the State of Connecticut to test electronic voting technologies in
different municipalities. After the demonstration, a full report will be issued to the
legislative committee having cognizance over this matter detailing the success and
failures of the different voting technologies along with individual voter feedback. This
report will be useful as the State of Connecticut begins the process of moving toward
electronic voting systems.

Three of Connecticut’s 169 municipalities currently use optical scan voting systems to
tabulate the results of the full election ballot. Several of the State’s 169 municipalities
use optical scan voting systems for absentee balloting. The remaining municipalities use
lever voting systems. Pursuant to Connecticut General Statutes §9-238, one lever voting
machine is required for each nine-hundred or fraction of nine-hundred electors whose
names appear on the last completed registry list of the municipality. This results in
approximately 3,308 lever voting systems used throughout the entire State. Research
with regard to the electronic voting systems capacity as to how many voters the electronic
systems can accommodate during an election must be continued. The electronic voting
systems will be closely monitored during the demonstration project to determine the
actual number of voters each electronic voting system can accommodate during Election
Day.

It is expected that the State of Connecticut will incur significant costs to train poll
workers and election officials and to conduct voter outreach on the use of the new
electronic voting equipment. Adequate federal funding is vital to ensure the State of




Secretary of the State of Connecticut
Preliminary State Plan

Connecticut’s compliance with this provision of HAVA. If the electronic voting
equipment available can accommodate 900-1000 voters per Election Day, it would
require Connecticut to purchase 3,308 electronic voting systems. Implementation of
these systems would cost approximately $16 million for hardware (3,308 x $5000 / per
machine).

In addition, the State of Connecticut is actively reviewing whether the current lever
machines used in the municipalities would be compliant with HAVA if they were “retro-
fitted” with a “print-o-matic” function. This function would allow election officials to
make a carbon copy of the official counters located inside the machine by use of a special
device that makes an imprint on the carbon paper. This method would produce a paper
record of the machine results for audit purposes. It remains unclear whether the paper
audit record required by HAVA is a paper audit record for the machine or a paper audit
record for each vote. The State of Connecticut understands that several of the electronic
voting systems available comply with both the disability and audit requirements provided
in HAVA.

The ultimate goal of the Secretary of the State was to replace all lever voting systems
within the State. However, with the rejection of the State of Connecticut’s HAVA §102
application, which would have provided additional funds and authority to replace all
lever voting systems in the State, this ultimate goal may be delayed. Therefore, to fully
comply with the provisions of HAVA regarding accessibility for individuals with
disabilities, the State of Connecticut will purchase one electronic voting system for each
polling location in Connecticut (currently 746 statewide) for use by individuals with
disabilities. In addition, the State of Connecticut is now working with all municipalities
on a “Phase-In” plan (described below) for replacement of lever voting systems.

Finally, §301(a) of HAVA requires states to define what constitutes a legal vote for each
type of voting system used in the State. Connecticut already complies with this
provision. For each voting system in current use, the Secretary of the State produces a
manual defining what constitutes a legal vote in the case of a canvass or recanvass. The
State will continue to define a legal vote in a uniform manner for each voting system used
in the State.

Implementation of Connecticut’s Voting System Compliance will progress as follows:

a) Planning - Connecticut will conduct a demonstration project using electronic
voting technology pursuant to Connecticut Public Act 03-7. Such
demonstration project will require a full written report of the results of such
project. The report will then be used as a reference when Connecticut
proceeds with final certification of electronic voting equipment.

b) Implementation— The State of Connecticut will place one electronic voting
system in each polling location in Connecticut. After such initial step,
Connecticut will require each municipality to assess the overall condition of
their voting equipment and submit a plan to the Secretary of the State




Secretary of the State of Connecticut
Preliminary State Plan

indicating whether the municipality will seek to replace all lever voting
systems; only a portion of the lever voting systems; or continue to rely solely
on such systems for all elections in the municipality. Such plan will also
detail the municipality’s plan of implementation if lever voting systems are to
be replaced. Upon receipt of such plan, Connecticut will review procurement
options for the electronic voting systems and create schedules, work plans and
trainings to effectively replace all noncompliant voting systems in the State.

A more detailed explanation of Connecticut’s compliance with Section 301, Voting
System Standards, can be found in Appendix A.

2) §302, Provisional Voting and Voting Information Requirements
Deadline for Compliance: January 1, 2004

HAVA addresses the process of provisional voting to ensure that no individual who
appears at the polls intending to cast a ballot is turned away without having the
opportunity to do so. Currently, Connecticut General Statutes §9-232 allows an elector to
cast a challenge ballot if the elector’s name appears on the last completed registry list but
the elector is challenged on the grounds of want of identity, disfranchisement or lack of
bona fide residence.

In reaction to the passage of HAVA, the Office of the Secretary of the State assessed the
State’s current challenge ballot procedures to determine those elements needing
modification in order to fully comply with HAVA. The Secretary of the State determined
that the HAVA requirements on provisional ballots differ greatly from the current
challenge ballot procedures in state statute. Therefore, the Secretary of the State drafted
new legislation, H.B. 6502, An Act Concerning Implementation and Administration of
the “Help America Vote Act”, currently before the General Assembly, that creates a
provisional ballot procedure compliant with the procedures set forth in HAVA.

In addition to provisional voting requirements, HAVA mandates that states publicly post
specific information at the polls on Election Day. Connecticut currently displays certain
voting information at each polling place, however, the Secretary of the State must adjust
and include some content to these postings in order to comply with HAVA.

HAVA further provides that voters who vote (pursuant to a court or other order), during
extended hours after the normal close of a polling place, cast provisional ballots. These
ballots must be kept separate from other provisional ballots. As with other provisional
ballot requirements, the State of Connecticut does not currently have this provision in
state statute. Therefore, H.B. 6592 creates a procedure for this circumstance.

Implementation of Connecticut’s Provisional Voting Procedures will progress as follows:

a) Impact Assessment - The Secretary of the State assessed the requirements of
HAVA §302 and reviewed and compared existing State law with HAVA.




Secretary of the State of Connecticut
Preliminary State Plan

APPENDIX
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