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“
“A va lid  a u d it  is  t h e  a u d it  t h a t  

you r  s t a t e  is  r e q u ir e d  t o  
con d u ct .” 



Post-Election Audits 
Validation

 Arizona: 2% of precincts or 
vote centers and 1% of early 
ballots with escalation

 Colorado: RLAs 
 Michigan: Traditional and 

procedural audit
 New Mexico: Sample size 

based on the margin of 
victory with escalation

 North Dakota: Post-election 
logic and accuracy testing

 West Virginia: 3% of 
precincts; discrepancies of 
more than 1% lead to full 
manual recount



“
Au d it

“A sys t e m a t ic, independent and  
d ocu m e n t e d  p roce ss  for ob ta in ing aud it 
evidence  and  eva lua ting the  evidence  
ob je ct ive ly to  de te rm ine  the  exten t to  
which  the  aud it crite ria  a re  fu lfilled .”
Election Auditing: Key Issues a nd Perspectives, MIT Election Da ta  + Science La b a nd Ca lTech/MIT 
Voting Technology Project



Post-Election Tabulation Audits
Traditional/Fixed %
Alaska, Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, Hawaii, 
Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Minnesota, Missouri, Montana, 
New York, North Carolina, Oklahoma, 
Tennessee, Texas, Utah, Vermont, West 
Virginia, and Wisconsin

Hybrid
Arizona and New Mexico

Other
Arkansas, North Dakota, South Carolina and 
Wyoming

None
Alabama, Idaho, Louisiana, Maine, Mississippi, 
Nebraska*, New Hampshire, and South DakotaOptional RLA or 

Fixed % Audit
Implementing or 
Pilot RLA

Statewide 
Official RLA



Risk-Limiting Audit States
Implementing or Pilot Program
Indiana, Michigan, Nevada, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania and Virginia

Official Option (RLA or Fixed %)
California, Ohio, Oregon and Washington

Official Statewide
Colorado, Georgia and Rhode Island



Compliance 
Audits



Canvass & 
Certification



Forensic 
Audits



“
Fore n s ic

adjective: re la ting to  or denoting the  
app lica tion  of scien tific m e thods and  
techniques to  the  in ve s t iga t ion  o f cr im e

noun: scien tific te sts or techniques used  in  
connection  with  the  d e t e ct ion  o f cr im e
Oxford English Dictiona ry



 What are you auditing?
 Where are your audit procedures outlined?
 When will the audit take place and when will it 

be completed?
 Who runs the audit?
 Who can access paper ballots and voting 

equipment? 
 Who can observe the audit?
 How are discrepancies handled?



Professional Code of Conduct

▫ Exercise sensitive  professiona l and  m ora l 
judgm ents in  a ll activitie s.

▫ Act in  a  way tha t se rves the  public in te rest, 
honors the  public trust, and  dem onstra te  
com m itm ent to  professiona lism .

▫ Perform  a ll re sponsib ilitie s with  the  h ighest 
sense  of in tegrity.

▫ Mainta in  objectivity and  be  free  of conflicts of 
in te rest.

▫ Be independent in  fact and  appearance  when 
provid ing auditing se rvices.



“
“We  a re  a t  ou r  b e s t  w h e n  w e  

fa ce  ch a lle n ge s  t oge t h e r .” 



ElectionsGroup.com



Jennifer Morrell
jennifer@electionsgroup.com
https://electionsgroup.com

@votinggeek
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