SENATOR CLINTON  SUGGESTS  ELECTION  SYSTEM  IN  INDIA 
ACHIEVES  VOTER CONFIDENCE  LEVEL  SOUGHT  FOR  U.S. 

Senator Hillary Clinton (D-N.Y.) suggested in testimony before the Senate Rules Committee July 25 that the election system used in India in 2004 produced the voter confidence in the election process the Congress is seeking to achieve by federal legislation.  Clinton was the lead-off witness in the hearing on S. 1487, the Ballot Integrity Act of 2007, and is co-sponsor of S. 804, the Count Every Vote Act, an election reform package requiring a voter-verifiable paper ballot and a paper audit trail. 
Clinton explained the parliamentary election in India was one in which the ruling power, expected to win, was defeated in a surprise result that shocked the nation. She said if something like that happened in the United States “there would be all kinds of concerns about the integrity of our election system.”  In India, she said, “there were no complaints.”
Clinton told the Committee she asked the people, “Well, how did that happen? And the response I received was that India had the equivalent of a Federal Reserve Board running their elections, taking it out of political parties completely, overseeing that how it would be conducted would be beyond reproach. They voted on computers, I’m not exactly sure what kind, but they had a computer system that had several fail-safes in it, both in the local voting place, at a regional server center, and nationally so there were no questions that whether you were a dot-com billionaire in Mumbai or an illiterate peasant in Rajasthan you were voting in a way that guaranteed confidence in the outcome.” 

Clinton told the Committee she is confident we will undertake the reforms needed to ensure the accuracy and fairness of elections. She concluded, “We must return integrity to the ballot process.”
The election to which Clinton referred was one in which the Congress Party of India, which had dominated the country from its founding until the mid-nineties, regained power even though the pre-election polls had predicted a government-coalition victory.  Newspaper stories covering the 2004 election reported at least 44 persons killed by election-related violence during the campaign, a sharp reduction from the number killed in the preceding parliamentary election of 1999.  

India has a population exceeding one billion. The Election Commission of India reported more than 671 million registered voters for the election of 2004.
The computer voting system mentioned by Clinton is a small lightweight electronic voting system developed in India. The Indian Election Commission website describes and offers pictures of the voting machine and ballot style.  Parliament was the only office on the ballot. The names and party symbols of the candidates for parliament were listed vertically down the left side of the machine. To vote, the voter pushed a button opposite the name and symbol of the preferred candidate or party.  More than one million electronic voting machines were deployed during the election.

Votes were stored electronically and there was no paper trail or opportunity for the voter to confirm that the vote was counted correctly.  According to the India Election Commission, the voting machines cost the equivalent of $300 U.S. each.  

The Election Commission reported the advantages of its electronic voting system as:

· Huge expenditure involved in printing, storing and transportation and security of ballot paper can be avoided.

· Lower operating costs.

· Easier to manage with less demand on manpower.

· Provision can be made to connect to a “CENTRAL STATION” to consolidate and display/record the results countrywide. 

For Clinton’s Rules Committee testimony see: http:/rules.senate.gov/hearing. For additional information on the electoral system in India and on its electronic voting machine see the Indian Election Commission website: www.eci.gov.in.  

