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LOSS OF TRUST BY VOTERS
• Voters on all sides of the political spectrum have 

been raising concerns about electronic voting since 
its inception in the early 2000’s. 

• Sixty-two percent (62%) of Georgia voters are 
concerned that election results in their state don’t 
accurately reflect the true number of voters, 
including 38% who are Very Concerned. Eighty-one 
percent (81%) of Republicans are at least somewhat 
concerned about the accuracy of Georgia’s election 
results, as are 46% of Democrats and 56% of 
unaffiliated voters.

Upon discovery of the following outlined unlawful 
status of BMD’s, vulnerabilities and election security 
issues, it is incumbent upon the elected 
representatives of Grady County to provide for secure 
and transparent elections. Counties need to 
decentralize the process, the poll books, and the 
counting.

GeorgiansForTruth.org
https://www.rasmussenreports.com/public_content/politics/partner_surveys/most_georgia_v
oters_think_trump_prosecution_unfair   September 15, 2023
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https://www.rasmussenreports.com/public_content/politics/partner_surveys/most_georgia_voters_think_trump_prosecution_unfair
https://www.rasmussenreports.com/public_content/politics/partner_surveys/most_georgia_voters_think_trump_prosecution_unfair


CYBERSECURITY EXPERTS AGREE

GeorgiansForTruth.org

Only cybersecurity expert on the SAFE 
Commission created by Kemp to study 
feasibility for new electronic voting 
system.



REAL ISSUES WITH ICX and ICP

GeorgiansForTruth.org

ImageCast X (ICX) = 
Ballot Marking Device (touchscreens)

97% of all Georgia counties checked 
have this error (65 out of 67).  

ImageCast Precinct (ICP) = 
Scanner/Tabulator



UNREADABLE QR CODE IS UNLAWFUL
• O.C.G.A. § 21-2-300(a)(2) mandates voting on 

“electronic ballot markers” that …(2) produce paper 
ballots which are marked with the elector’s choice in a 
format readable by the elector”. 

• Pursuant to an OPINION AND ORDER by US District 
Judge Amy Totenberg in Curling vs Raffensperger, dated 
October 11, 2020, the current electronic voting system 
in Georgia utilizing the Dominion ballot marking 
devices (BMD), scanning equipment and software 
violates Georgia Statute by utilizing “an unencrypted, 
humanly unverifiable QR code that can be subject to 
external manipulation and does not allow proper voter 
verification and ballot vote auditing.”

• Unreadable QR code cannot be VERIFIED by the voter 
and represents a foreign mark which SPOILS the ballot.

• VOTER IS INJURED AND DEPRIVED OF VOTING RIGHTS

GeorgiansForTruth.org

https://law.justia.com/codes/georgia/2022/title-21/chapter-2/article-8a/section-21-2-300/
https://georgiansfortruth.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/06/2020-10-11-Curling-v-Raffensperger-Totenberg.pdf


INJURY OF VOTER/DEPRIVATION OF RIGHTS

GeorgiansForTruth.org

• The right to vote is the fundamental right upon which the republic rests.

• “No right is more precious in a free country than that of having a choice in the election of 
those who make the laws under which, as good citizens, we must live.  Other rights, even the 
most basic are illusory if the right to vote is undermined.” Duncan v. Poythress, 515 F Supp. 
(N.D. Ga 1981) April 28, 1981

• “The right to vote freely for the candidate of one’s choice is the essence of a democratic 
society, and any restrictions on that right strike at the heart of representative government…” 
Reynolds v. Sims (1964) 377 US 533.

• 42 USC Section 1983 – “Every person who, under color of any statute, ordinance, regulation, 
custom, or usage, of any State or Territory or the District of Columbia, subjects, or causes to 
be subjected, any citizen of the United States or other person within the jurisdiction thereof 
to the deprivation of any rights, privileges, or immunities secured by the Constitution and 
laws, shall be liable to the party injured in an action at law, suit in equity, or other proper 
proceeding for redress …” 

https://law.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/FSupp/515/327/1962731/
https://law.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/FSupp/515/327/1962731/
https://supreme.justia.com/cases/federal/us/377/533/
https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/42/1983


CURLING vs RAFFENSPERGER
• Page 64 – “The consensus among voting system experts is 

that the best audit trail is voter-marked paper ballots;”

• Page 65 – “Paper ballots are designed to provide a human-
readable recording of a voter’s choices. The term “paper 
ballot’’ here refers to a “voter-verifiable paper ballot,” in the 
sense that voters have the opportunity to verify that their 
choices are correctly recorded before they cast their paper 
ballots.” 

• Page 66 – BMD “by its nature, erases all direct evidence of 
voter intent.” 

• Page 68 – “only 6.5% of participants in the study noticed 
their votes had been changed by the BMD.” 

• Page 72 – “the overwhelming evidence from actual studies of 
voter behavior “suggests that less than ten percent of voters 
check their printouts and that voters who do check often 
overlook errors.”

GeorgiansForTruth.org
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LEGAL AUTHORITY TO CONDUCT VOTING BY PAPER 
BALLOTS

• O.C.G.A. 21-2-281 “In any primary or election in which the use of voting equipment is 
impossible or impracticable, for the reasons set out in Code Section 21-2-334, the primary 
or election may be conducted by paper ballot in the manner provided in Code Section 21-
2-334.” 

• O.C.G.A. 21-2-334 “If a method of nomination or election for any candidate or office, or of 
voting on any question is prescribed by law, in which the use of voting machines is not 
possible or practicable, or in case, at any primary or election, the number of candidates 
seeking nomination or nominated for any office renders the use of voting machines for 
such office at such primary or election impracticable, or if, for any other reason, at any 
primary or election the use of voting machines wholly or in part is not practicable, the 
superintendent may arrange to have the voting for such candidates or offices or for 
such questions conducted by paper ballots.”

GeorgiansForTruth.org

https://law.justia.com/codes/georgia/2022/title-21/chapter-2/article-8/section-21-2-281/
https://law.justia.com/codes/georgia/2010/title-21/chapter-2/article-9/part-2/21-2-334


LEG

GeorgiansForTruth.org



SOS NO AUTHORITY OVER COUNTY

GeorgiansForTruth.org



LAWFUL REMEDY – 

• Hand-marked in INK Emergency Paper Ballots as per Ga. Rules & 
Regs 183-1-12-.11

• Retain 1 BMD at each precinct for accessibility

• Poll workers already trained on “Using Emergency Ballots”, page 
72 of the Georgia Poll Worker Training Manual

• Scanned by ICP Scanner/Tabulator

• Post-Election Hand Count before Certification

GeorgiansForTruth.org

https://rules.sos.state.ga.us/GAC/183-1-12-.11?urlRedirected=yes&data=admin&lookingfor=183-1-12-.11
https://rules.sos.state.ga.us/GAC/183-1-12-.11?urlRedirected=yes&data=admin&lookingfor=183-1-12-.11


EMERGENCY PAPER BALLOTS
Ga. Comp. R. & Regs. r. 183-1-12-.11 Conducting Elections

• (c) If an emergency situation makes utilizing the electronic ballot markers impossible or impracticable, as 
determined by the election superintendent, the poll officer shall issue the voter an emergency paper ballot that is to be 
filled out with a pen after verifying the identity of the voter and that the person is a registered voter of the precinct. 
Emergency paper ballots shall not be treated as provisional ballots, but instead shall be placed into the scanner in the 
same manner that printed ballots in the polling place are scanned. The election superintendent shall cause each polling 
place to have a sufficient amount of emergency paper ballots so that voting may continue uninterrupted if emergency 
circumstances render the electronic ballot markers or printers unusable. For any primary or general election for which a 
state or federal candidate is on the ballot, a sufficient amount of emergency paper ballots shall be at least 10% of the 
number of registered voters to a polling place. The poll manager shall store all emergency ballots in a secure manner 
and ensure that all used and unused emergency ballots are accounted for. All unused emergency ballots shall be placed 
into a secure envelope and sealed such that the envelope cannot be opened without breaking such seal.

• (d) If an emergency situation exists that makes voting on the electronic ballot markers impossible or impracticable, 
the poll manager shall alert the election superintendent as soon as possible. The existence of an emergency situation 
shall be in the discretion of the election supervisor. However, if a poll manager is unable to contact the election 
superintendent after diligent effort, the poll manager shall have the ability to declare that an emergency situation exists 
at the polling place. The poll manager shall continue diligent efforts to contact the election superintendent, and shall 
inform the superintendent as soon as possible of the situation at the polling place. The election superintendent, in his 
or her discretion, shall either overrule or concur with the declaration of emergency circumstances. While the 
determination of an emergency situation is in the discretion of the election superintendent, the types of events that 
may be considered emergencies are power outages, malfunctions causing a sufficient number of electronic ballot 
markers to be unavailable for use, or waiting times longer than 30 minutes.

GeorgiansForTruth.org

https://rules.sos.state.ga.us/GAC/183-1-12-.11?urlRedirected=yes&data=admin&lookingfor=183-1-12-.11


HAND COUNT – DUTY TO CERTIFY ACCURATE
• Current O.C.G.A. provides for hand counting in both O.C.G.A. 21-2-334, O.C.G.A 

21-2-437, and O.C.G.A. 21-2-493.  It is the duty of the Election Superintendent to 
certify the elections of Grady County are accurate. Further, the oath of office the 
Election Superintendent and Board of Elections/Registrars O.C.G.A 21-2-70-15 
requires  “prevent any fraud, deceit, or abuse in carrying on the same, that I will 
make a true and perfect return of such primaries and elections,…”  

• Considering the security vulnerabilities, the neglected software maintenance 
requirements, and the illegality of utilizing the QR code described above, it would 
seem that the Election Superintendent, Board of Registrars, and Board of 
Commissioners would want to do everything in their power to ensure that going 
forward our county will only use voting methods that can be publicly verified to 
garner public trust in their accuracy. 

GeorgiansForTruth.org

https://law.justia.com/codes/georgia/2010/title-21/chapter-2/article-9/part-2/21-2-334
https://law.justia.com/codes/georgia/2022/title-21/chapter-2/article-11/part-2/section-21-2-437/
https://law.justia.com/codes/georgia/2022/title-21/chapter-2/article-11/part-2/section-21-2-437/
https://law.justia.com/codes/georgia/2022/title-21/chapter-2/article-12/section-21-2-493/
https://law.justia.com/codes/georgia/2022/title-21/chapter-2/article-2/part-3/section-21-2-70/


RESULTS –  

• Voter can VERIFY their ballot selections

• Voter INTENT known

• Voter CONFIDENCE improved

• TRANSPARENT count/audit of results

• Reduced equipment failures

• Significantly less Logic & Accuracy Testing

• County savings on maintenance, storage, transport, testing, etc. per 
O.C.G.A. 21-2-71

• Helps restore trust in Grady County, Georgia elections

GeorgiansForTruth.org

https://law.justia.com/codes/georgia/2010/title-21/chapter-2/article-2/part-3/21-2-71


DISCUSSION –  

GeorgiansForTruth.org
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