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Clock loss is a problem for the iVotronics. so during this startup the clocks were set to the correct date
and time for the present election.

At this time the iVotronic firmware was also ‘checked’ by county staffers. This check consisted of
observing the software version number printed on the startup screen and noting any anomalies or
deviations from 9.1.4.1. When asked. Elections representatives reported no such instances of erross.

(2) Automatic PEB test.

The automatic PEB test made use of a built in procedure of the iVotronic firmware. Said procedure
utilizes a preprogrammed flash and PEB as well as an iVotronic. The flash card in question lists the
sum total of possible candidates on the ballot. The PEB in turn is the Supervisor PEB for a given ward
and district and has been preprogrammed with the ballot for that Ward and District. The Master PEBs
were not employed as part of this process.

PEBs were grouped in boxes of 10. Roughly 14 banks of 10 machines each were available for use in
this process. At the time I was present roughly five to six individuals were involved in the operation of
1Votromc machines.

Each individual was given a box by one of the other staffers and proceeded to insert them into the
machines. On each insertion they would start the system and select a procedure entitled “Multi-Vote
L&A Test.” This procedure would vote a simulated set of ballots for each location. casting one vote
for the first candidate. two for the second. etc. The vote also produced a blank or undervoted ballot in
each race. The exact process was unclear and various individuals described the ballots cast in different
ways. Once the process began the individual would start the next PEB on the next iVotronic and so
on. The entire simulation process ran in parallel.

This vote process also simulated the casting of write-in ballots but they were not retained or read off of
the flash cards. It is unclear whether any text was even filled in. Once the ballot was cast the system
was set to clear the terminal. thus removing. in theory any record of the ballots cast. No printed record
was produced.

This process was said not to update the machine counters as it was a separate test procedure.
It took roughly 17 minutes for the process to be completed for each bank of ten.

Once the PEBs were completed, they were taken to a single laptop running Unity, where they were
read 1n to have the total results checked. Anomalous total values or total votes for each Ward and
District would have prompted a reexamination of the Ballot programming. The total number of ballots
produced for the entire county was expected to be roughly 200 or more.

(3) Manual Ballot Siyie Test.

Following the initial test, the county commenced a manual ballot style test. The stated purpose of this
test was to ensure that the ballots themselves were programmed correctly for style. Initially it had been
proposed by ES&S staffers that this be an automated test with the ballot styles loaded and voted on by
a system. This was overruled by County Staffers.






