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 The Republican State Leadership Committee, home to the national caucuses for Republican

state legislators and Secretaries of State, in early February formed a commission to restore the
American people’s confidence in the integrity of their free and fair elections by working with
its members to share and discuss voter-centric current laws and future reforms that make it
easier to vote and harder to cheat.

This document, which members of the commission and Republican secretaries of state from
across the nation have worked together to produce over the past few weeks, is intended to
present a non-exhaustive sampling of state provisions and policies on elections administration
and integrity measures. This document includes a wide variety of practices, and it identifies
states where those practices have been implemented. The commission encourages states to
adopt measures that increase voter access and participation, without sacrificing security,
accountability, and transparency.

Though restoring confidence in American elections is a national priority, it’s the states that
bear the important responsibility of administering elections. As a long-time partner to the
secretaries of state and legislators who will be implementing laws and reforms in their current
states, RSLC understands that each state is unique and there is no one-size-fits-all model
system. What works successfully in one state may not find the same success in others, as there
are numerous differences between states when it comes to the history of how their elections
have traditionally been administered. 

To that end, we hope that this serves as merely the beginning of a conversation in considering
a sampling of current state provisions and innovations that may be useful in the future.
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During the Pre-Election Period, election officials use voter registration information to plan
and administer an election. The offices and issues to be presented to voters are established.
Voters residing within a participating district are eligible to participate in the election.
Election officials use voter registration data to identify the specific type and number of
ballots to prepare, determine the amount of personnel and facilities needed to conduct the
voting process, and ensure the correct information is provided to the voter. 

the pre-election period

The foundation for secure elections is accurate voter rolls. They help election officials to
plan an election, allow voters receive the correct ballot, and ensure that only eligible voters
cast ballots. Voter registration laws should ensure that every eligible citizen has clear
instructions and access to registering to vote. Each year, people become eligible to vote
because they turn 18 years of age, move to a new neighborhood, or become a U.S. citizen.
These changes impact voter registration records. To ensure accessible, secure, and accurate
elections, officials must keep up with these changes by regularly updating their state voter.

The National Voter Registration Act of 1993 (NVRA) sets forth certain voter registration
requirements with respect to elections for federal office. Successful election administration
requires states to implement procedures to maintain accurate and current voter registration
lists, as well as others deemed necessary by the states. States provide citizens the
opportunity to register or update voter registration information at designated government
offices, in-person, online, or by mail. Additionally, 40 states utilize online voter registration.
[1]  States may consider: the time deadline for accepting voter registration applications;
under which circumstances a person’s name may be removed from its voter registration
rolls; and the notice process before or after removing a person from the voting rolls. 

voter registration

Ensuring state law goes as far as federal law will permit when maintaining an accurate
voter registration list. List maintenance of voter rolls should be regular and ongoing
throughout every election cycle with quarterly or annual updates of national change of
address provided by the USPS and other commercial vendors. 
Training that stresses that local election officials notify other jurisdictions when a voter
has moved from the respective jurisdiction. 
Cooperation among state agencies to have accurate voter rolls. Example: match death
records with vital statistics. 

Additional initiatives to consider:

[1] 41 states have passed; 40 states currently utilize, Oklahoma has not implemented
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Receiving jury notifications from state courts when an individual states they are
ineligible to serve on a jury because of non-citizenship, change of address, or notice of
death. 
Providing free training to voter registration groups.
Penalties for falsifying election documents. 

pre-election testing
Managing election technology and testing voting equipment prior to the election is another
way to increase voter confidence and allow for free and fair elections. Testing should be
open to the public in a bipartisan and transparent manner.

paper ballots
Paper ballots provide a voter-verified paper audit trail (VVPAT), allowing election officials
to have physical records against which they can test and verify tabulation results. Electronic
or touch screen devices can produce a VVPAT to provide a similar safeguard. States may
consider how and when paper ballots are completed or tabulated.

ballot tabulation
There are currently two main types of technology for tabulating votes: optical or digital
scanners to count paper ballots, or Direct-Recording Electronic (DRE) machines (touch
screen).

Optical/digital scan systems tabulate paper ballots that are marked by the voter. Ballots are
either scanned at the polling place or collected in ballot boxes to be scanned at a central
location. DRE machines allow the voter to directly vote on the machine by the manual
touch of a screen, monitor, wheel, or other device. States may consider: the necessary
minimum requirements for a voting tabulator; where and how frequently paper ballots are
scanned if using an optical/digital scanner; and if using a DRE machine, whether it should
come with a voter-verified paper audit trail (VVPAT). Ensuring a paper trail for every vote
cast in America promotes ballot security. 

voter id
Requiring a photo ID card for online voter registration or in-person voting is a security
measure to increase confidence in voter registration accuracy by deterring voter
impersonation. Online voter registration applications submitted with a state-issued driver’s
license or ID card and social security number can be compared to the appropriate state
department data for verification. This practice confirms the applicant has previously
appeared in-person at a government office. Photo ID at in-person voting locations provides
election workers a uniform method to check-in voters.
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the voting period
Election system infrastructures in each state must be robust enough to provide accessible
voting to all eligible citizens. They must also ensure that only one ballot is cast by and
counted for each eligible voter, the ballots are counted, and the results are reported
accurately. States have established and expanded in-person and mail-in voting options
based upon the personnel, facilities, and equipment infrastructure available in local election
offices.

uocava
The electronic transmission of ballots – via fax, email, or web portal – is most often reserved
for voters who fall under the federal Uniform and Overseas Citizens Absentee Voting Act
(UOCAVA), since UOCAVA voters often face unique challenges in obtaining and
returning absentee ballots within state deadlines. In 2009, Congress passed the Military and
Overseas Voter Empowerment (MOVE) Act, which expanded UOCAVA to provide greater
protections and authorized the electronic transmittal of a ballot to an overseas or absent
military or civilian voter. The UOCAVA voter will have the choice of receiving a ballot via
mail or electronic means. States may consider: method(s) in which a UOCAVA voter may
submit their ballot electronically; deadlines in which a UOCAVA ballot must be received to
be counted; and whether the definition of a UOCAVA voter is expanded to include a larger
group in the state.

absentee voting
Absentee voting occurs outside the supervision of election officials, which may decrease
voter confidence and the chance for fraud, but states understand that there is a need or
desire for some voters to vote prior to Election Day. To balance these considerations, states
may consider: eligibility to vote by absentee ballots; how a voter’s identity is confirmed for
an absentee ballot; uniform standards across the state; who may be authorized to touch or
handle a sealed absentee ballot; how an error or omission on an absentee ballot may be
cured; the deadline to request absentee ballots and the deadline to accept absentee ballots;
when absentee ballots may be processed; and the addition of ballot tracking software to
allow voters and the state election officials to track outstanding ballots.
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States may consider: what types of photo IDs are acceptable; how states can ensure eligible
voters have free and easy access to the necessary ID; and the circumstances, if any, when a
voter should be permitted to vote a regular ballot without a valid photo ID.



early in-person voting
Early in-person voting offers voters the flexibility of an expanded window to vote, thereby
creating greater access to in-person voting, while reducing the stress on election day lines
and resources. Unlike absentee voting, it is conducted under the supervision of election
officials, and may be a less expensive way to provide access to voters. States may consider:
the number and placement of early voting locations; the timeline and hours available for
early voting; when early voting ballots may be processed; and the security measures that
need to be implemented to ensure than an early voter does not vote again.

universal vote by mail
Five states have adopted elections-by-mail systems with reduced options for in-person
voting. When voting occurs outside of a voting center or polling location, security measures
must be implemented to inspire public confidence that all eligible voters receive the correct
ballots, that each returned ballot was voted by the voter to whom it was issued, and that
only one ballot is counted for each eligible voter. 

Security measures are critical for maintaining public confidence when officials send a ballot
to each registered voter. To increase confidence, the state voter registration system must
accurately contain the most up-to-date information on voters and their addresses, and
exclude the deceased, nonresidents, and noncitizens. The voter registration information
must be verified by the state department of motor vehicle licensing or the Social Security
Administration per HAVA requirements. States may also consider evaluating technological
ways a voter may provide an ID to election officials electronically without the use of a
copier. The returned ballot should be verified through a signature match to the voter
registration record or with the use of an ID, if possible. The statewide voter registration
database must be compatible with local election management systems to ensure each
eligible voter receives the correct ballot at the correct address with enough time to cast a
ballot and have it counted. The systems must also ensure only one ballot can be counted for
each eligible voter, whether more than one ballot is issued, or if the voter chooses to vote in-
person.

Finally, robust physical and electronic audit trails must be established by election officials
to provide a chain of custody for ballot processing. These audit trails must include dual-
control environments, security seals and logs to document who had access to ballots during
processing, and consistent ballot handling procedures for all local election offices across
each state. Election officials should publicly reconcile and account for all mailed and
received ballots at the conclusion of an election. 
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Unless a state or local jurisdiction reaches a 60% threshold of voters with ongoing
absentee ballot status, and maintains that threshold for two federal election cycles,
they should not consider migrating to a full vote-by-mail system.  States with the
most experience conducting elections by mail found the successful full conversion
to vote-by-mail takes between five and ten years to implement.
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signature verification
Signature verification is a tool to prevent voter impersonation. When election officials
receive an application from a voter requesting an absentee ballot, the voter’s identity is
verified before the ballot is sent. This is done in a variety of ways. Some states conduct
signature verification when a ballot request is received and when the ballot is received to
compare the voter’s signature with their signature on file with the election official.
States may consider: whether this is a necessary or desired step and how and when any
rejected applications may be cured. Contacting voters whose returned ballot envelopes
contain unsigned oaths or mismatched signatures assists in updating voter signatures and
identifying potentially fraudulent returned ballots.  

Election Day In-Person Voting
Election day in-person voting is recognized as the gold standard. Each state should adopt
laws in compliance with all federal laws in place. 

poll watchers
Permitting representatives from each candidate, political party, or the general public to
observe the administration of elections helps to promote transparency and confidence in the
voting system and procedures. The rights of poll watchers and observers should be uniform
across the state and expressly permitted any time voting is taking place or when ballots are
processed or counted. States may consider: the qualification and credentialing of poll
watchers; when poll watchers can be in place and where they may be located; and the rules
of conduct for poll watchers.

voting centers
Voting centers are often placed in high traffic areas within the local jurisdiction where larger
numbers of voters can be accommodated as an alternative to traditional, neighborhood-
based precincts, so that voters may cast their Election Day ballots at any given voting center
in its jurisdiction, regardless of their residential address. The possible advantages to using a
voting center model are voter convenience, budgetary savings, and increased voter turnout;
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audits
A post-election audit serves as a way of checking that the voting equipment and procedures
used to count votes worked properly and that an election yielded the correct outcome. In
states with post-election audits, it is critical that the audits are clear and uniformly applied
across all jurisdictions within the state. In addition to post-election audits, local election
offices can provide transparency of the process with a reconciliation report detailing the
disposition of each returned and cast ballot. There are various versions of post-election
audits. As a state determines which type of audit may be successful, it may consider: the
necessary scope and method in consideration of its voting method and state population;
who should be tasked with conducting the audit; the timing of an audit; who may observe
the audit; and what happens if a discrepancy is found.

however, the possible disadvantages include voter education in understanding the new 
system and the cost and logistics of producing the necessary equipment and technology to 
successfully run a voting center.  If used in lieu of precinct-based polling locations, 
voting centers may also pose transportation difficulties for voters. In addition to 
those considerations, states may also weigh whether voting centers are required statewide 
or at the discretion of a jurisdiction, as well as the duration the voting centers are used.

post-election day period
The Post-Election Day Period of an election is used to reconcile, audit, certify, and, if 
necessary, recount an election. These processes should be transparent to the public to 
inspire confidence in the integrity of the election.

recounts
Election recounts are conducted after an election when the margin of victory is narrow or
requested by a permitted individual. States may consider: whether a recount should be
automatically triggered, and if so, what is an appropriate margin to trigger an automatic
recount; whether a recount may be requested even if the margin of victory is outside of a set
margin; if a recount is permissible by request, who is permitted to request a recount and the
deadline by which the recount request must be made; who pays the costs of the recount;
and the timeline and procedures that guides any such recount.
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This will also require election officials to be transparent and communicative 

voting engagement
Citizens should have a way to ask questions and communicate problems/issues relating to
the voting process, as well as report potential voter fraud or misinformation that could lead
to voter disenfranchisement to election officials, who are the trusted sources for election
information. States should consider whether to provide rewards for tips that lead to
convictions of voter fraud or voter disenfranchisement. 

poll officials
Poll Officials must be adequately and uniformly trained across all jurisdictions in a state.
Polling locations should be staffed by a sufficient number of workers with bipartisan, or
multi-partisan, representation.

States should consider permitting all registered voters to be poll workers, rather than
limiting the opportunity to only major-party registrants. States should also consider
centralized poll-worker recruitment efforts by states’ chief election officials, such as through
a poll-worker online recruitment portal or partnerships with the private sector to locate and
enlist poll workers.

funding of elections
To prevent outside non-government individuals or organizations from unduly
influencing election administration, funding from non-government sources must
be prohibited. 
with government funding bodies about the true needs and costs of conducting elections. 
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absentee

index

Ala. Code § 17-11. Absentee Voting. 
Ala. Admin Code r. 820-2-3-.01. Contents of the absentee ballot and accompanying
affidavit envelope.

Alabama

AS 15.20.010. Persons who may vote absentee.
AS 15.20.061. Absentee voting in person.
AS 15.20.081. Absentee voting in general; applying for absentee ballot by mail or
electronic transmission.
AS 15.20.170. Disposition of ballots.

Alaska

Fla. Stat. § 101.62. Request for vote-by-mail ballots.
Fla. Stat. § 101.64. Delivery of vote-by-mail ballots; envelopes; form.
Fla. Stat. § 101.65. Instructions to absent electors.
Fla. Stat. § 101.68. Canvassing of vote-by-mail ballot.
Fla. Stat. § 101.67. Safekeeping of mailed ballots; deadline for receiving vote-by-mail
ballots.

Florida

Ind. Code § 3-11-10-1. Voter’s affidavit; voting procedure; transmission of ballot.
Ind. Code § 3-11-10-4. Examination of signature.

Indiana

LSA-R.S. 18:1303. Persons entitled to vote.
LSA-R.S. 18:1307. Application by mail. 
LSA-R.S. 18:1313(C)(1). Tabulation and counting of absentee by mail.

Louisiana

Miss. Code Ann. § 23-15-713. Electors qualified to vote as absentees.
Miss. Code Ann. § 23-15-719. Delivery of ballots to applicant; completion of ballots;
affidavit; delivery of ballots to registrar.
Miss. Code Ann. § 23-15-721. Procedures applicable to electors temporarily residing
outside county and to electors who are physically disabled; mailing of ballots to
registrar.

Mississippi
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index
Miss. Admin. Code Pt. 17, R. 1.1 – 4.2. Requiring absentee ballots to remain in
registrar’s offices, providing counting of said ballots, and providing for ‘curing’ certain
specified deficiencies.
Miss. Code Ann. § 23-15-637. Timely casting of ballots.
Miss. Code Ann. § 23-15-639. Examination, processing and counting of all absentee
ballots at the opening and closing of polls.

Mont. Code Ann. § 13-19-106. General requirements for mail ballot election.
Mont. Code Ann. § 13-19-306. Returning marked ballots – when – where.

Montana

S.D. Codified Laws § 12-19-12. Delivery of absentee ballot to polling place after close
of polls.

South Dakota

Tenn. Code Ann. § 2-6-202(a)(3). Voting absentee - applications - ballots.
Tennessee

Wash. Rev. Code § 29A.40.020. Special ballots. 
Washington

audits

Colo. Rev. Stat. § 1-7-514. Random audit.
Colo. Rev. Stat. § 1-7-515. Risk-limiting audits – rules – legislative declaration –
definitions.
8 Code Colo. Regs. § 1505, R. 25.

Colorado

Fla. Stat. §§ 101.5601–101.5614. Electronic Voting Systems Act.
Fla. Stat. § 101.591. Voting system audit.

Florida

Ind. Code § 3-12-13. Risk-Limiting Audits.
Indiana

Iowa Code § 49.128. Commissioner filings and notifications.
Iowa Code § 50.51. Election audits.

Iowa
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index

Mont. Code Ann. § 13-17-501 – 13-17-509. Postelection Audit.
Montana

Wash. Rev. Code § 29A.60.185. Audit of results.
Wash. Rev. Code § 29A.60.235. Reconciliation reports.

Washington

early in-person voting

AS 15.20.064. Early voting. 
Alaska

Fla. Stat. § 101.657. Early voting. 
Florida

LSA- R.S. 18:1309 A(1)(a)(i). Early voting. 
Louisiana

Tenn. Code Ann. § 2-6-102(a)(1) and (b)(1). Purpose and Early Voting.
Tenn. Code Ann. § 2-6-103(a)(1) - (b)(1). Purpose and Early Voting.

Tennessee

Wash. Rev. Code § 29A.40.160 (1-16). Voting Centers.
Washington

paper ballots

AS 15.15.030. Preparation of official ballot.
Alaska

Fla. Stat. § 101.56075. Voting methods.
Florida

Ind. Code § 3-11-11-1.1. Paper ballot use by county election board.
Ind. Code § 3-11-11-6. Delivery of ballots and writing instrument to voter;
explanations.

Indiana

Iowa Code § 49.26. Commissioner to decide method of voting – counting of ballots.
Iowa
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index

Miss. Code Ann. § 23-15-531.1. Minimum requirements DRE systems must meet to
be used in elections.

Mississippi

Mont. Code Ann. § 13-12-202. Ballot form and uniformity.
Montana

S.D. Codified Laws § 12-16-2. Paper and printing specifications – Columns for parties
and independent candidates – Automatically tabulating systems.
S.D. Codified Laws § 12-16-2.1. Colors for ballots.

South Dakota

Wash. Rev. Code § 29A.12.085. Paper record.
Washington

Ala. Code § 17-9-30. Identification of electors; Alabama photo voter identification card.
Alabama

Ind. Code § 3-5-2-40.5. Proof of Identification.
Indiana

photo id

LSA-R.S. 18:562. Prerequisites to elections.
Louisiana

Miss. Const., § 249A. Government issued photo identification required to vote.
Miss. Code Ann. § 23-15-563. Qualified elector required to provide identification
before voting; kinds of identification; voting by affidavit ballot.

Mississippi

Mont. Code Ann. § 13-13-114. Voter identification and marking precinct register book
before elector votes -- provisional voting.

Montana

S.D. Codified Laws § 12-18-6.1. Voters required to provide identification before voting.
South Dakota

S.D. Codified Laws § 12-18-6.1. Voters required to provide identification before voting.
Tennessee
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index

Wash. Rev. Code § 29A.08.107. Applicant information for registration - Provisional
registration - Exception.
Wash. Rev. Code § 29A.08.123. Registration electronically.

Washington

LSA-R.S. 18:425. Commissioners.
LSA-R.S. 18:435. Watchers; appointment and commission.

Louisiana

Miss. Code Ann. § 23-15-231. Appointment of poll managers; designation of bailiff.
Miss. Code Ann. § 23-15-237. Oath of office for poll managers.
Miss. Code Ann. § 23-15-239. Mandatory training of poll managers; single,
comprehensive poll manager training program; certified poll managers.
Miss. Code Ann. § 23-15-240. Appointment of student interns to serve during
elections.

Mississippi

Alaska Admin. Code tit. 6, § 25.020. Privileges and conduct of poll watchers.
Alaska

poll officials

LSA-R.S. 18:427. Watchers.
LSA-R.S. 18:435. Watchers; appointment and commission.

Louisiana

Miss. Code Ann. § 23-15-577. Presence of credentialed poll watchers and candidates at
polling place; presentation of written authorization of candidate or political party by
credentialed poll watcher to poll manager; inspection and challenge of qualifications of
voter by candidate or credentialed poll watcher; interference in election process by
candidates and credentialed poll watchers prohibited.

Mississippi

Mont. Code Ann. § 13-13-120. Poll watchers – announcement of elector’s name.
Mont. Code Ann. § 13-13-121. Additional poll watchers.

Montana

Wash. Rev. Code § 29A.40.100. Observers.
Washington

poll watchers
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index

AS 15.20.900. Optically scanned or electronically generated ballots.
AS 15.20.910. Standards for voting machines and tally systems.

Alaska

Fla. Stat. § 101.5601 – 101.5614. Electronic Voting Systems Act.
Fla. Stat. § 101.56065. Voting system defects; disclosure; investigations; penalties.
Fla. Stat. § 101.015. DOS to maintain voting system information; prepare software.
Fla. Admin. Code R. 1S-2.004. Purchase, Sale, and Uses of Voting Equipment and
Systems.

Florida

Iowa Code § 52.35. Equipment tested.
Iowa

pre-election testing

LSA-R.S. 18:1373. Notice of preparation of machines for election; preparation of
machines for election; testing and adjusting; examination by candidate or his
representative; securing and sealing machines.
LSA-R.S. 18:1309.1. Preparation of machines for early voting; examination by
candidate or his representative; sealing machines.

Louisiana

Miss. Code Ann. § 23-15-531.6. Minimum number of machines to be used; officials to
ensure delivery of proper DRE units to polling places at least one hour before polls
open; each unit to be tested, inspected and sealed prior to delivery to polling place;
memory cards and encoders to be tested; protection against molestation of or injury to
DRE units; preparation of DRE units for voting.
Miss. Code Ann. § 23-15-521. Testing of OMR equipment.

Mississippi

Wash. Rev. Code § 29A.12.130. Tallying systems-Programming tests.
Washington

AS § 15.20.430 – 15.20.480. Election Recounts.
Alaska Admin. Code tit. 6 § 25.200. Recounts.

Alaska
recounts

Fla. Stat. § 102.141. County canvassing board; duties.
Fla. Stat. § 102.166. Manual recounts of overvotes and undervotes.

Florida
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index
Fla. Admin. Code R. 1S-2.03. Recount Procedures.
Fla. Admin. Code R. 1S-2.027. Standards for Determining Voter's Choice on a Ballot.
Fla. Admin. Code R. 1S-2.051. Standards for Determining Voter's Choice on a Federal
Write-In Absentee Ballot.

LSA-R.S. 18:1451. Recount of absentee by mail and early voting ballots authorized.
Louisiana

N.Y. E.L.N. Law § 9-208. Provisions for recanvass of vote in every election district in
the state; procedure in case of discrepancy.

New York

Fla. Stat. § 101.68. Canvassing of vote-by-mail ballot.
Fla. Stat. § 101.64. Delivery of vote-by-mail ballot.

Florida

Iowa Code § 49.78. Voter identity and signature verification.
Iowa

Miss. Code Ann. § 23-15-641. Signatures from absentee ballot application and
absentee ballot envelopes not corresponding is grounds for rejection of ballot.

Mississippi

Wash. Rev. Code § 29A.40.110 (3). Processing incoming ballots.
Wash. Rev. Code § 29A.60.165. Unsigned ballot declarations.

Washington

signature verification

Ohio Rev. Code § 3515.01 – 3515.16. Recount; Contest of Elections.
Ohio

Wash. Rev. Code § 29A.64. Recounts.
Washington

W. Va. Code § 3-1-22. County court clerks to provide election supplies; requirements
for poll books and ballot boxes.
W. Va. Code § 3-1-32. County commission to arrange polling places and equipment;
requirements.

West Virginia
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index

Colo. Rev. State. § 1-7.5. Mail Ballot Elections.
Colorado

Wash. Rev. Code § 29A.40.010 – 29A.40.180. Elections By Mail.
Washington

Fla. Stat. § 100.191. General election laws applicable to special elections; returns.
Florida

Universal vote by mail

LSA-R.S. 18:1308(A)(2). Absentee voting by mail.
Louisiana

Miss. Code Ann. §§ 23-15-671 - 23-15-701. Armed Services Absentee Voting Law. 
Mississippi

Wash. Rev. Code § 29A.40.020. Special ballots.
Wash. Rev. Code § 29A.04.109. Overseas Voter.
Wash. Rev. Code § 29A.04.163. Service Voter.

Washington

National Voter Registration Act of 1993 (NVRA).
voter registration

uocava

W. Va. Code § 3-3-1 - § 3-3-5. Voting By Absentee.
West Virginia

LSA-R.S. 18:1309. Early voting.
Louisiana

voting centers

N.M. Stat. § 1-3-4. Consolidation of precincts; voter convenience centers.
New Mexico

Tenn. Code Ann. § 2-3-301. Purpose of part – Pilot projects – Convenient voting
centers.
Tenn. Code Ann. § 2-3-302. Establishment of convenient voting centers.
Tenn. Code Ann. § 2-3-304. Publication of location of convenient voting – Notification
to voters and government officials.

Tennessee
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index

Wash. Rev. Code § 29A.40.160 (1-16). Voting Centers.
Washington

AS 15.20.900. Optically scanned or electronically generated ballots.
Alaska

LSA-R.S. 18:1364. Placement and sufficiency of voting machines.
LSA-R.S. 18:1365. Procedures; direct record electronic voting machines.

Louisiana

Tenn. Code Ann. § 2-19-107(b). Illegal registration or voting; penalties.
Tennessee

voting tabulators

Wash. Rev. Code § 29A.32. Voters’ pamphlets.
Washington

voter engagement

Miss. Code Ann. §§ 23-15-501 - 23-15-525. Optical Mark Reading Equipment.
Miss. Code Ann. §§ 23-15-531 - 23-15-531.13. Direct recording electronic voting
equipment (DRE). 

Mississippi

S.D. Codified Laws § 12-17B-2. Requirements for automatic tabulating, electronic
ballot marking, and election voting equipment systems – Approval of changes or
modifications. 

South Dakota

Wash. Rev. Code § 29A.12. Voting Systems.
Washington


