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INDEPENDENT ACCOUNTANT’S REPORT
ON APPLYING AGREED-UPON PROCEDURES

The Honorable Diana Duran
New Mexico Secretary of State
325 Don Gaspar, Suite 300
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87503

We have performed the procedures enumerated below, which were agreed to by the State of New Mexico, Secretary
of State, solely to assist you in evaluating the following assertions related to the Secretary of State canvass summary
of results of the 2012 State of New Mexico primary election conducted on June 5, 2012.

The State of New Mexico, Secretary of State’s assertions relating to the state canvass summary of the results of the
June §, 2012 primary election follow:

1.

The number of votes for each candidate on each county precinct canvass sheet agrees to the number
of votes per the voting machine tapes and hand counted ballot tally sheets provided by the county.

The total number of voters listed on each county precinct canvass sheet agrees to the voting machine
tapes and hand counted ballot tally sheets and the county clerk’s roster signature certificate.

The number of votes for each candidate on the voting convenience center (VCC) spreadsheet
provided by the Secretary of State personnel agrees to the number of votes per machine tapes and
hand tally sheets provided by the county.

The number of votes for each candidate on the precinct spreadsheet provided by the Secretary of State

personnel agrees to the number of votes for each candidate on the voting convenience center machine
spreadsheet.

The number of votes for each candidate on the Secretary of State provided spreadsheets combined
with the number of votes for each candidate for each precinct not included in the voting convenience
centers agrees to the total votes for each candidate on the Regular county canvass sheet.

The total votes per candidate and total voters on each county precinct canvass sheet agrees to the totals
per the county summary canvass sheet.

The number of votes for each contest, by party, and the total number of voters on each county precinct
canvass sheet and county summary canvass sheet is added correctly to ensure the total number of votes
for all candidates, by contest, does not exceed total votes cast, by party, for each contest (over-vote).



8. The total number of voters, by county, on the state-wide summary canvass sheet agrees to the total
number of voters on each county summary canvass sheet.

9. The total number of votes, by county, for each candidate on the state-wide summary canvass sheet
agrees to the total number of votes for each candidate on the county summary canvass sheet.

10. The number of votes for each candidate on the state-wide summary canvass sheet is mathematically
correct.

This agreed-upon procedures engagement was performed in accordance with standards established by the American
Institute of Certificated Public Accountants. The sufficiency of these procedures is solely the responsibility of the
specified users of the report. Consequently, we make no representation regarding the sufficiency of the procedures
described below either for the purpose for which this report has been requested or for any other purpose.

Our procedures and findings were as follows:

We performed the procedures enumerated below to the State of New Mexico, Secretary of State canvass summary of
the June 5, 2012 New Mexico primary election, for the Democratic and Republican parties, the contests contained in
the attached executive office proclamation. As part of our procedures, we randomly selected for testing, ten percent
(10%) of the total precincts in all counties for regular in-person election day voting, 10% of the total voting
convenience centers (VCC) within each county (a minimum of one VCC), to test the overall accuracy of the vote count
by contest. Inaddition, we performed the procedures enumerated below to either the absentee or early-vote precincts
that correspond to the randomly selected precincts.

For the contests defined above, we have performed the following procedures for 1) each county precinct selected for
testing, 2) each county summary canvass sheet, and 3) the state-wide summary canvass sheet.

1. We have agreed the total number of votes for each candidate, for each contest, on each county canvass
sheet to the total number of votes reported on the voting machine tapes and hand counted ballot tally

sheets provided by each county. We noted two (2) discrepancies in our review of all counties of the
state.

% We have agreed the total number of voters, by precinct, listed on each county canvass sheet, to the
voting machine tapes and hand counted ballot tally sheets and the county clerk’s signature roster
certificate. We noted three (3) discrepancies in our review of all counties of the state.

3. We have agreed the total number of votes for each contest, per candidate, and total voters on each
county precinct canvass sheet to the totals on the county summary canvass sheet. There were no
discrepancies noted.

4. We have agreed the total number of votes for each contest, by party, and the total number of voters
on each county precinct canvass sheet and county summary canvass sheet to ensure that the total
number of votes for all candidates, by contest, does not exceed total votes, by party, for each contest.
We noted no discrepancies.

5. We have agreed the total number of voters, by county, on the state-wide summary canvass sheet to the
total number of voters on each county summary canvass sheet. We noted no discrepancies.

6. We have agreed the total number of votes, by county, for each candidate, for each contest, on the state-
wide summary canvass sheet to the total number of votes for each candidate on the county summary
canvass sheet. We noted no discrepancies.



7. ‘We have verified the mathematical calculations of the number of votes for each candidate on the state-
wide summary canvass sheet. We noted no discrepancies.

The above discrepancies were corrected by either the county clerks or State Bureau of Elections personnel of the
Secretary of State.

Other matters noted:

1.

Section 1-3-4 NMSA 1978 was amended by Chapter 131, Laws 2011 to allow for consolidation of precincts

to provide polling locations that are commonly referred to as Voting Convenience Centers, however Section
1-12-70 NMSA 1978 requires reporting by counties of vote totals by precinct. The data provided by county
clerks utilizing voting convenience centers did not include detail sufficient to verify results reported on election
night by precinct. In our opinion, the most reliable source for verification of election results are the machine
tapes that may be printed by precinct. The lack of printed machine tapes by precinct required the Secretary
of State to compile spreadsheets that allowed for verification in total for a voting convenience center but not
by precinct as required by law. Because voting data included in spreadsheets was manually entered by
Secretary of State personnel, inevitable errors were made that required a reconciliation process that resulted
in unreconcilable items in the larger counties. However, these errors were immaterial and did not change the
result of any contest. We recommend that county clerks provide printed machine tapes that would allow for
proper verification of elections results.

In accordance with Laws 2008, Chapter 41, Section 1, an automatic recount of the vote is required when the
canvass of returns for a federal or state office in a primary or general election indicates that the margin between
the two candidates receiving the greatest number of votes for the office is less than one-half of one percent of
the total votes cast for that office in that election.

There were no federal offices that required an automatic recount, however there were two state offices that
required an automatic recount in accordance with Laws 2008, Chapter 41, Section 1.
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We were not engaged to, and did not perform an examination, the objective of which would be the expression of an
opinion on the accompanying assertions defined above. Accordingly, we do not express such an opinion. Had we
performed additional procedures, other matters might have come to our attention that would have been reported to you.

The report is intended solely for the use of the State of New Mexico, Secretary of State, and should not be used by

those who have not agreed to the procedures and taken responsibility for the sufficiency of the procedures for their

purposes.
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Robert J. Rive
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Santa Fe, New Mexico
June 26, 2012



