Organized Groups
Verifiedvoting.org / Verified Voting Foundation – www.verifiedvoting.org 
· Pushing to update HAVA, provide public an opportunity to verify, for themselves, that their vote accurate and correct
· Issue reports and suggestions on updating the present situation
· Seeking to have BBV's print out paper ballots to ensure that the voting was captured properly
Election Science Institute – www.votewatch.us 
· Promote transparency in elections, seek to mobilize groups and individuals to monitor and test election practices
Black Box Voting – 
Official: www.blackboxvoting.org 

Unofficial: www.blackboxvoting.com

· Bev Harris

· Founder

· Author of “Black Box Voting Book” – user’s manual to electronic voting

· Research and issues arising out of touch-screen computerized voting methods
· Against E-voting through use of Black Box techniques, where all processes are self contained and centralized
· http://www.bbvforums.org/forums/messages/8/114.html - Central location for news and events pertaining to e-voting issues

Election Reform Information Project and ElectionOnline – www.electiononline.org
· Source of wide array of information, non partisan and non advocatory. Provides centralized base for items ranging from news, legislation, news, and prepared briefings on the election system
· Uses active server pages, which does not normally display different page titles in address bar; any link will have to be to the main page above with either directions or a general link to their site

· Database of information - http://www.electionline.org/Default.aspx?tabid=279 
Voters Unite – www.votersunite.org
· Publishers of “Mythbreakers”

- Corrects HAVA misconceptions 
- Describes HAVA-compliant alternatives to DREs 
- Gives general pricing information 
- Speaks about myth vs. misinformation
Velvet Revolution - http://www.velvetrevolution.us/index.php?Main=ELECTION2004
Electronic Frontier Foundation – www.eff.org
· General electronic rights activists

· Seeking an electronic voting method with a paper audit trail

· Support bill Voter Confidence and Increased Accessibility Act VCIAA, HR 500, reintroduced in Feb. 2005

Common Cause – www.commoncause.org
· Support the use of a paper audit trail

· Support following bills before Congress

· H.R. 550, Voter Confidence and Increased Accessibility Act of 2005. Sponsor: Rep. Holt (NJ).

· S. 450, Count Every Vote Act of 2005. Sponsors: Sens. Clinton (NY), Boxer (CA).

· S. 330, Voting Integrity and Verification Act of 2005. Sponsors: Sens. Ensign (NV), Reid (NV).

Computer Professionals for Social Responsibility - http://www.cpsr.org/issues/vote/
· Proponent of paper audit trail - http://www.cpsr.org/news/inthenews/News_Item.2004-10-08.1544
Center for Democracy and Technology (CDT) – www.cdt.org 

Institute for Politics Democracy and the Internet (IPDI) – www.ipdi.org
· Work to promote online campaigning, but work jointly with CDT to ensure proper and transparent elections

· Part of the George Washington University

National Institute of Standards and Technology - http://vote.nist.gov/ 
· http://www.vote.nist.gov/docmap.htm - document base explaining technical aspects of voting, reports, testimony, public comments, etc…

· http://www.vote.nist.gov/work.htm - Efforts the NIST is working on with HAVA, including:

· The Technical Guidelines Development Committee (TDGC)

· National Voluntary Laboratory Accreditation Program (NVLAP)
· National Software Reference Library (NSRL)
National Committee for Voting Integrity

· Far reaching and comprehensive source for documents, laws, issues, projects, and more pertaining to current and changing voting systems

· Document base - http://votingintegrity.org/tool/documents/documents.html
· http://www.newsgarden.org/columns/dugger.shtml - early, and first “mainstream news story” providing public with possible problems and flaws in computerized voting. Published in 1988, shows just how slowly the system has evolved.

Electronic Privacy Information Center (EPIC) – www.epic.org; tied closely with NCVI

· Brings in the interesting point that current voting systems harm the privacy of individuals

· Voting and personal information are handled by third parties, creating a scenario where breach of privacy is easily attainable

· Harms the absolute right to privacy and secrecy in balloting which helps form the backbone of American voting

· Testimony of Lilly Coney, Senior Political Analyst for the foundation

· http://www.vote.nist.gov/voting_statement.pdf
www.ballotintegrity.org - want paper voting over electronic; optical scanning easily

hacked; BBV no good either
· Advocating Voting Integrity and Verification Act of 2005 (V.I.V.A. 2005), which will require federal elections to have a Voter Verifiable Paper Ballot - http://www.ballotintegrity.org/action.html 
· http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/query/z?c108:S.2437:
· Competing Bills

· Ensign - http://thomas.loc.gov/cgi-bin/query/z?c108:S.2437:
· Dodd - http://www.ballotintegrity.org/DoddBillS17.pdf
Open Voting Consortium (OVC) – www.openvotingconsortium.org  
· Primary goal is to establish electronic systems using open source software
· Believe that current technology and software can be enhanced by established greater accountability and opening up to public scrutiny

· Tied in with the Electronic Voting Machine Project (EVM), http://evm2003.sourceforge.net/index.html
· Attempting to establish a PC based voting machine, claiming it will be more secure, faster, and cheaper than present systems

· Runs through threat models in proposed voting system
· Determines the flaws and attack points in such systems

Ecotalk – www.ecotalk.org/votingsecurity.htm
· Journalist Lynn Lande provides a source for documents, articles, litigation updates. Wants the removal of any system that does not involve a direct vote by the voter, essentially only wants a system where people drop a ballot in a box. Any system involving an intermediary or third party is open to critical errors and fraud
People (Testimony, publications, etc…)
Michael Shamos - Carnegie Mellon University
· Current machine voting is better than what current opinion says it is

· There is not a firm infrastructure to study, fix, or update the machine format; only a loose collaboration of budgets, statutes, and markets driving the industry (paraphrasing from testimony)

· Attempting to jumpstart a more formalized dedication to DREs and machine voting

· Testimony

· http://reform.house.gov/UploadedFiles/Shamos1.pdf
· http://euro.ecom.cmu.edu/people/faculty/mshamos/Testimony.htm
· http://euro.ecom.cmu.edu/people/faculty/mshamos/USCCR.htm
· http://euro.ecom.cmu.edu/people/faculty/mshamos/HouseScience.htm
· http://euro.ecom.cmu.edu/people/faculty/mshamos/ShamosTestimony.htm
· Publications

· http://euro.ecom.cmu.edu/people/faculty/mshamos/CFP93.htm
· http://euro.ecom.cmu.edu/people/faculty/mshamos/paper.htm
· http://euro.ecom.cmu.edu/people/faculty/mshamos/200411cacm-vspr-article.pdf
Professor Ted Selker, MIT – http://web.media.mit.edu/~selker/voting_publications.htm
· Concerned that the current and proposed methods of paper trail audits need far more research and testing. As they stand now, they do not provide solutions but create even more problems for the voting system

· Publications
· http://www.technologyreview.com/articles/04/11/wo_selker111704.asp
Professor David L. Dill – Computer Science, Stanford University

· Supports at the very least, paper trail audits involved in elections. Current touch screen voting does not provide the required opacity needed for election integrity

· The most important aspect of a proper, secure voting system is the voter’s ability to individually verify her vote; current DREs do not provide this aspect

· Testimony

· http://www.verifiedvoting.org/article.php?id=5789
· http://www.verifiedvotingfoundation.org/article.php?id=5987
· http://www.eac.gov/docs/Dill.pdf
· Cites further the secrecy involved in Diebold’s software; open and transparent software should be required

· Major flaws are allowed to pass through because only Diebold has the ability to test and scrutinize the product

· Video Clips

· Panel Discussion at Rice University concerning the accountability of electronic voting methods - http://webcast.rice.edu/speeches/20040225dill.html 
Professor Dan Wallach, Rice University - http://www.cs.rice.edu/~dwallach/

· Believes that open source software will offset the high cost of testing, certification, and maintenance of current election software

· Testimony

· http://www.cs.rice.edu/%7Edwallach/pub/eac-tgdc-20sep2004.pdf
· http://www.cs.rice.edu/%7Edwallach/pub/dwallach-texas-17may2004.pdf
· http://www.cs.rice.edu/%7Edwallach/pub/dwallach-texas-31march2004.pdf
· http://www.cs.rice.edu/~dwallach/pub/dwallach-ohio-18march2004.pdf
· Articles/Op-Ed

· http://www.cs.rice.edu/~dwallach/pub/statesman-2sep04.pdf
Professor Avi Rubin, Johns Hopkins - http://avirubin.com/vote/
· Wishes to see voter verifiable audit trail in the form of printable ballot receipts from an e-voting machine
· Publication

· http://avirubin.com/vote.pdf
· Source for video clips, publication, opinions, etc… on state of and direction of voting in a technological society

Dr. Rebecca Mercuri, PhD – Fellow, Radcliffe; Founder of Notable Software
· Established the “Mercuri Method” of vote verification. Electronic Voting Systems are required to print out a tally of how the voter voted. The printout is read through a glass panel, insuring that the vote was tabulated correctly and that the voter will not walk off with the vote

· Location of papers and publications - http://www.notablesoftware.com/evote.html#RMPapers
· A statement of recommendation found on her site, with a short analysis and comments on solutions - http://www.notablesoftware.com/Papers/RMonHAVA04.htm
Dr. David Mertz, PhD – Founder of Gnossis software

· Works with the OVC

· Published papers and books calling for open source software in e-voting; more specifically, seeking a markup language which is dedicated solely to the election process

· http://www-128.ibm.com/developerworks/xml/library/x-matters36.html
· http://www-128.ibm.com/developerworks/library-combined/x-matters38.html
· http://evm2003.sourceforge.net/index.html
Miscellaneous 

www.vreceipt.com – automatically opens David Chaum article on a proposed way of auditing elections
A simple PowerPoint presentation raising and explaining basic issues involved in electronic voting. Created by Duke graduate student Justin Moore (Justin’s Voting related page may be found at http://www.cs.duke.edu/~justin/voting/index.html)

· Presentation - http://www.cs.duke.edu/~justin/voting/VotingForum.ppt
A short paper from a conference on Open Voting Systems, authored by Irwin Mann
· http://www.cpsr.org/prevsite/conferences/cfp93/mann.html
Article from PC World investigating the flaws in e-voting. Included are explanations of the process, how flaws can occur, and possible solutions.
· http://www.pcworld.com/news/article/0,aid,115608,00.asp 
