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2013 Philippine Automated Elections: Worse than in 2010
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In the 2010 national and local elections around 8,000 election returns (ERs) were not transmitted to the Comelec’s
central server. In this year’s election the number of non-transmitted ERs increased to 18,000.
One of the provisions of Section 7 of R.A. 8436 as amended by R.A. 9369 is that the Automated Election System
(AES) must have the “system auditability which provides supporting documentation for verifying the correctness of
reported election results”.
These election results are the election Returns (ERs) and the certificates of canvass (CoCs). The law (RA 9369) is
clear about the importance of the ERs and CoCs as it mandates that “The election returns and certificates of canvass
transmitted electronically and digitally signed shall be considered as official election results and shall beused as the
basis for the canvassing of votes and the proclamation of a candidate.”
Wikipedia, the free dictionary, clearly describes digital signature as “a mathematical scheme for demonstrating the
authenticity of a digital message or document. … Digital signatures are commonly used for software distribution,
financial transactions, and in other cases where it is important to detect forgery or tampering.”
However, in the 2013 Elections, the Commissioners passed a resolution in Comelec Resolution No. 9640 February
15, 2013 instructing the Board of Election Inspectors (BEI) not to digitally sign the ER as shown in (f), (g) and (h)
of section 51.

This Comelec resolution deliberately denies the concerned citizens and election watchdogs the tool to check the
authenticity of the election returns. The resolution practically puts a stumbling block to our effort in detecting
election tampering if there was one.
We believe that the 2013 elections was highly vulnerable to fraud and the election results are highly questionable
because these cannot be verified due to the absence of digital signatures of the Board of Election Inspectors and the
Board of Canvassers, large number of PCOS machines with transmission errors and the use of rewritable compact
flash cards where a number failed and had to be replaced after the election day.
We also see a dominant 60-30-10 pattern at the national, regional, provincial, town and city levels.
At the regional level we see the following pattern:

At the provincial level and the level of independent cities, we also see:

In Bohol, we see the following pattern:

In Davao City we see the following pattern below:

Of the 59,667 clustered precincts posted by the PPCRV in its website. We see the following 60-30-10 pattern.

