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The e-voting debate in the
Netherlands

Questions:

• How did the Dutch e-voting lose its trust?

• Too much trust in the first place?



The e-voting debate in the
Netherlands

My thesis:

• Due to the pressure group Wij Vertrouwen
Stemcomputers Niet, e-voting is now seen as really
different from paper voting

• Therefore, voting is now required to have trust rather
than confidence only: a decision must be made by
comparing the alternatives

• This by itself makes paper voting more attractive



Confidence and trust

Wait a minute... do we wish to minimise or maximise
trust?



Confidence and trust
According to Niklas Luhmann, there are two modes of

self-assurance relations: confidence and trust
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Explanation of the e-voting debate
in NL

• E-voting was never seen as a real alternative to paper voting, so
that trust was not required

• The pressure group Wij Vertrouwen Stemcomputers Niet made e-
voting an alternative, by explicitly drawing the distinction

history/
progress

alternatives



Explanation of the e-voting debate
in NL

• Comparing the alternatives required trust instead of confidence
only

• Paper voting is less easy to use (confidence), but easier to
understand and analyse (trust)

• The fact that e-voting is now seen as an alternative by itself
makes paper voting more attractive
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How Dutch e-voting lost its trust:
• Due to the pressure group Wij Vertrouwen Stemcomputers Niet, e-voting

is now seen as really different from paper voting
• Confidence occurs when something is accepted without comparison;

trust follows from comparison of and decision between alternatives
• Therefore, voting now demands trust rather than confidence only
• This by itself makes paper voting more attractive, because easier to

understand and analyse
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