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Unanimously approved by the legislature in 2020, Electronic Adjudication is efficient, secure and reliable.

In every election, voters return ballots that have coffee stains, smudges, corrections or other issues. In these cases, the tabulation
equipment is programmed to send a digital copy of the ballot to a bipartisan board for further review. These are called Electronic
Adjudication Boards. State law requires that these three member boards consist of at least one Democrat and one Republican. 

The Elections Department trains Electronic Adjudication Boards to review these situations to make sure a vote is counted the way
the voter intended. In most cases, these coffee stains, smudges or other issues only affect a single contest. One of the advantages
of Electronic Adjudication is that bipartisan boards only need to review the contest in question. 

In the past, these situations were resolved through a manual duplication process, which required every contest on the ballot to be
reviewed, duplicated and marked on a new paper ballot. Manual duplication took much longer, required more handling of the
original ballot and was much more expensive. 

Electronic Adjudication Boards also review write-in candidates, as tabulation equipment cannot read handwriting. In past
elections, the process to count write-in candidates was manual and time consuming. Using Electronic Adjudication, it's much
more efficient and secure.

All Electronic Adjudication actions are recorded by the system, logged manually by each board, and reviewed for accuracy. 
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November 2020

2,089,563

August 2020

860,704

After a thorough review, a bipartisan board
confirmed that no action should be taken and the  
ballot is tabulated as an overvote, blank ballot,
stray mark, etc.

Ballots with coffee stains, smudges, corrections
or other issues where trained boards took action
to count the vote the way the voter intended.

Smudges & Issues Corrected

Reviewed & Confirmed

Vote for 1
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Write-in

Ballots with at least one write-in candidate
marked. 

Write-ins

Total Ballots Tabulated:

Voter Enfranchisement
Total ballots sent to be reviewed by Electronic
Adjudication Boards.

12,395

1.4%

65,265

7.6%
The higher rate was driven by 39,611
write-in votes cast for Corporation

Commissioner.

71,380

3.4%

63,917

3.1%
 With more contests on the ballot
(up to 75), voters are more likely

to make a correction.

19,576

2.3%
103,191

4.9%

95,205*

11.1%
235,392*

11.3%
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Up to 18 contests on the ballot.

With 46 judges on the ballot, voters are
more likely to overvote these contests.

For the March 2020 Presidential Preference Election, there was only one contest on the ballot and it did not include the option for write-in
candidates. Total Ballots Tabulated: 358,390. Of those, 4,560 (1.27%) ballots were sent to Electronic Adjudication Boards for review. 1,602
(.4%) ballots had an issue that needed to be corrected. After a thorough review of 2,958 (.8%) ballots, a bipartisan board confirmed that no
action should be taken and the ballot is tabulated as an overvote, blank ballot, stray mark, etc.

No judges on the Primary ballot.

*Each of the categories in the table above are unique and do not sum to the total ballots sent to be reviewed by Electronic Adjudication Boards,
because ballots can have both write-in candidates and coffee stains, smudges or other issues. 


