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To:  David Scanlan, Secretary of State 

From:  Appointed General Audit Team 

Date:  Friday, November 11, 2022 

Re:  Results of the 2022 General Audit 

Audit Report – 2022 General Election 

 The 2022 General Audit was conducted in accordance with S.B. 366 (2022). The Secretary of 

State, using a randomized selection process, selected the AccuVote electronic ballot counting devices in 

Pembroke, Tilton, Durham, and Somersworth Ward 3.  

Findings: 

 1. Exhibit 1: Post-Election Audit Worksheet for Pembroke, signed and certified by participating 

members of the Audit Team. The Audit Team found that the audit of the Pembroke AccuVote electronic 

ballot counting device was successful, and results were within the expected margins. 

 2. Exhibit 5: Post-Election Audit Worksheet for Tilton, signed and certified by participating 

members of the Audit Team. The Audit Team found that the audit of the Tilton AccuVote electronic ballot 

counting device was successful, and results were within the expected margins. 

 3. Exhibit 7: Post-Election Audit Worksheet for Durham, signed and certified by participating 

members of the Audit Team. The Audit Team found that the audit of the Durham AccuVote electronic 

ballot counting device was successful, and results were within the expected margins. Durham Moderator 

Christopher Regan, an appointed member of the Audit Team, recused himself from this audit. 

 4. Exhibit 9: Post-Election Audit Worksheet for Somersworth Ward 3, signed and certified by 

participating members of the Audit Team. The Audit Team found that the audit of the Somersworth Ward 

3 AccuVote electronic ballot counting device was successful, and results were within the expected 

margins. 

Pembroke AccuVote Machine Audit 

1. Number of Ballots 

1. AccuVote Long-Tape Count: 3241 

2. Clear Ballot Count: 3248 

2. Discrepancies 

1. No discrepancies were detected, following a visual scan of a random sample of 5% of the 

ballots, between the voters’ choices recorded on the ballot against the candidate credited with a 

vote by the Clear Ballot ballot counting device. 

2. There was a seven-ballot difference in the number of ballots counted by the Clear Ballot ballot 

counting device versus the number of ballots recorded on the AccuVote long-tape. Part of the 

difference may be credited to potential jams that the Poll Officials mistakenly believed were 
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counted by the machine. In particular, the Clear Ballot ballot counting device recorded two 

ballots with overvotes. In the Governor’s race, a vote is clearly intended for Chris Sununu, 

however, the bubble for write-in has some coloring over it (Exhibit 2). The AccuVote device 

likely would have rejected this ballot as an overvote, however, it is possible that this ballot was 

jammed and Poll Officials mistakenly thought the ballot was counted by the machine and 

therefore placed in the ballot bin below the AccuVote device. This same, potential explanation 

would apply to a ballot that Clear Ballot indicated was an overvote (Exhibit 3). Here, the voter 

crossed out a filled-in oval over “Yes,” filled in the oval for “No,” and circled the oval for 

“No,” clearly indicating their intent to vote “No” on the first Constitutional question. The 

AccuVote would have rejected this ballot as an overvote, however, the same possibility with 

the first reported overvote could have occurred.  

3. Exhibit 4: Attached to this report is a document memorializing the number of votes credited to 

each candidate by the Clear Ballot ballot counting device, which is printed in the left column, 

and the number of votes credited to each candidate by the AccuVote ballot counting device 

written in by hand in the right column. This document shows any discrepancies in the number 

of votes for each candidate between the two devices. 

Tilton AccuVote Machine Audit 

1. Number of Ballots 

1. AccuVote Long-Tape Count: 1546 

2. Clear Ballot Count: 1546 

2. Discrepancies 

1. The Tilton AccuVote long-tape matched exactly to the Clear Ballot Report of Votes, with the 

exception of one race. In Tilton’s Executive Councilor race, Dana S. Hilliard was credited 675 

votes in the Clear Ballot report and 676 votes on the AccuVote long-tape, while 52 undervotes 

were recorded in the Clear Ballot report and 51 undervotes were recorded on the AccuVote 

long-tape. 

2. No discrepancies were detected, following a visual scan of a random sample of 5% of the 

ballots, between the voters’ choices recorded on the ballot against the candidate credited with a 

vote by the Clear Ballot ballot counting device. 

3. Exhibit 6: Attached to this report is a document memorializing the number of votes credited to 

each candidate by the Clear Ballot ballot counting device, which is printed in the left column, 

and the number of votes credited to each candidate by the AccuVote ballot counting device 

written in by hand in the right column. This document shows any discrepancies in the number 

of votes for each candidate between the two devices. 
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Durham AccuVote Machine Audit 

1. Durham’s moderator, Attorney Christopher Regan, is an appointed member of the Audit Team. As 

part of the audit, Attorney Regan was not informed which AccuVote devices in which voting 

districts were randomly selected. At noon on Election Day, a representative of the Secretary of 

State’s office delivered a letter informing Attorney Regan that Durham’s AccuVote device was 

selected for the audit. During the audit on November 10, 2022, Attorney Regan was not involved 

in the audit of Durham’s AccuVote device, and remained outside the guardrail as an observer for 

the duration of the Durham audit.  

2. Number of Ballots 

1. AccuVote Long-Tape Count: 5873 

2. Clear Ballot Count: 5872 

3. Discrepancies 

1. Prior to beginning the audit, Durham’s Moderator informed the Audit Team that, during the 

course of the election, a ballot had jammed in the AccuVote machine. The Moderator believes 

the ballot was not read by the AccuVote device, however, when he went to unjam the ballot 

from beneath the AccuVote device, the ballot fell into the ballot bin and commingled with 

other ballots. It was therefore not possible to rescan the correct ballot. 

2. The Moderator also informed the Audit Team there was one ripped ballot. He placed the large 

portion of the ripped ballot at the top of one of the sealed ballot boxes, but was unsure where 

the smaller piece of the ballot was in the sealed boxes. The ballot was not ripped when it was 

fed through the AccuVote device, rather, it was ripped when ballots were taken from a full bin 

and placed in the ballot boxes to be sealed. During the audit, the second part of the ballot was 

found in Ballot Box 5 of 7. The two parts of the ballot were taped together and fed through the 

Clear Ballot scanner in Target Card ID ED-020. A second ballot with a small tear at the top of 

the paper was also fed through the same Target Card ID. 

3. During the audit, the Clear Ballot scanner reported two unreadable ballots. The first ballot was 

in Target Card ID 036, and the second ballot was in Target Card ID 048. Each of these ballots 

were manually adjudicated after all ballots counted by Durham’s AccuVote machine were 

scanned by the Clear Ballot ballot counting device. The Audit Team determined that the Clear 

Ballot scanner was not able to read the ballots because there was a fold in the ballot in the 

bottom corners. This fold interfered with the timing marks, rendering them unreadable by the 

scanner.   

4. No discrepancies were detected, following a visual scan of a random sample of 5% of the 

ballots, between the voters’ choices recorded on the ballot against the candidate credited with a 

vote by the Clear Ballot ballot counting device. 

5. Exhibit 8: Attached to this report is a document memorializing the number of votes credited to 

each candidate by the Clear Ballot ballot counting device, which is printed in the left column, 

and the number of votes credited to each candidate by the AccuVote ballot counting device 

written in by hand in the right column. This document shows any discrepancies in the number 

of votes for each candidate between the two devices. 
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Somersworth Ward 3 AccuVote Machine Audit 

1. Number of Ballots 

1. AccuVote Long-Tape Count: 856 

2. Clear Ballot Count: 854 

2. Discrepancies 

1. On Election Day, Somersworth simultaneously conducted a municipal election, therefore, the 

AccuVote device in Somersworth Ward 3 processed both state and city ballots. Prior to 

beginning the audit of Somersworth Ward 3’s AccuVote device, the Audit Team diligently 

sorted through the ballots to ensure that only the state ballots were included in the audit.  

2. The Somersworth Ward 3 AccuVote long-tape reported 856 total ballots case in the state 

election, while the Clear Ballot Statement of Votes reported 854 total ballots. 

3. No discrepancies were detected, following a visual scan of a random sample of 5% of the 

ballots, between the voters’ choices recorded on the ballot against the candidate credited with a 

vote by the Clear Ballot ballot counting device. 

4. The Clear Ballot ballot counting device reported an overvote for the second Constitutional 

question (Exhibit 10). The Audit Team was unable to determine whether this overvote – which 

consists of a light “X” over both the “Yes” and “No” oval – was counted by the AccuVote 

device for either “Yes” or “No.”  

5. Exhibit 11: Attached to this report is a document memorializing the number of votes credited 

to each candidate by the Clear Ballot ballot counting device, which is printed in the left 

column, and the number of votes credited to each candidate by the AccuVote ballot counting 

device written in by hand in the right column. This document shows any discrepancies in the 

number of votes for each candidate between the two devices. 

Sincerely, 

Attorney Orville Fitch    Dan Cloutier  

Attorney Christopher Regan1   Christopher Bentzler 

Senator James Gray    Attorney Jennifer Coté 

Attorney Eric Forcier    Ira Margulies, Clear Ballot 

Patricia Lovejoy, Senior Deputy   John Chadbourne, Clear Ballot 

John Penney     

 

 
1 Attorney Regan did not participate in the Durham audit. 


















































































































































