PEW/ERIC PROJECT:

· Election Registration Information Center, Inc. (ERIC) project is a bi-partisan multi-state project initially organized by the Pew Center on States, and  is run by the states that are the members of ERIC.

· Nevada, Washington (R), Colorado (R), Utah (R), Connecticut, Delaware, Maryland and Virginia (R) are currently participating states.  More states scheduled to come on board after elections including Oregon and Pennsylvania. 

· Project uses state of the art matching technology using multiple data sources.  States share data (primarily voter registration databases and DMV records) with one another allow partnership allows states to share the costs of acquiring data from other sources including NCOA and National Vital Statistics.

· Goal of Project (provide member states with assistance when performing maintenance on statewide voter registration lists by identifying potential duplicate, outdated, and inaccurate voter records as well as unregistered eligible individuals with more accuracy than ever before.

DATA MATCHING PROCESS/MAILER:

· As part of that ERIC project, SOS office produced and distributed approximately 400,000 educational postcards to households in an effort to reach Nevada’s unregistered and eligible voters to inform them that they may, for the first time in Nevada, register online.  

· The costs of the mailer were paid for with federal money allocated to Nevada for the purpose of voter education

· For the list of eligible, unregistered Nevada citizens (
· Data we received from DMV specifically excluded any records that had any immigration status (this is the data that populated the list for the mailer)

· Issue:  we found out after the fact that DMV did not collect immigration status data prior to 2005 and anyone who received a DL/ID prior to that time has not been asked to prove citizenship since and likely hasn’t offered that information to DMV

· Result (some recipients of the postcard were non-citizens legally residing in Nevada who had been issued a both a DMV DL/ID and social security number prior to 2005.

· Mailer was not sent to addresses identified as Nevada penal institutions, correctional facilities, conservation camps, restitution centers, transitional housing.

Paper Registrations / Online Registration:

· When a DMV DL/ID # used to verify an individual by Clerk or through NOVA, the process only confirms that a record with matching data exists in the DMV records pursuant to federal election law.  

· When a registrant does not provide a DMV DL/ID# or it cannot be verified, the next step is to verify the SSN pursuant to federal election law.  

NON-CITIZENS:

· Who can get a DMV DL/ID:
· Both require proof of “legal presence” in NV (DL requires additional steps to obtain a DL; tests, etc.)
· Some states are classified as “legal presence” states; NV is not formally designated as such (relates to Real ID implementation), but it has the same requirements.
· Real ID:  NV has passed law, but legislature has not passed regulations to implement it
· Requirements to establish “legal presence”:  a federal document demonstrating person is present legally through a certain end date (or expiration date); this is date establishes the expiration date on the DL/ID card.
· 2 DMV employees check and verify document (one is a supervising manager); image of document not retained so nothing to look back on
· The only records DMV runs against save are the ones that come through with a number and are “questionable.”
· Pre-2005:  varying standards for getting a DL/ID from DMV and no requirement to demonstrate citizenship or legal presence.
· Who can get a SSN:
· Generally any noncitizens authorized to be present and work in the US by DHS can get a SSN (for wages/tax purposes).
· What must be provided depends on how the noncitizen is legally residing in US.  http://ssa.gov/pubs/10096.html#a0=1
FELONS:

· Who Can Register/Vote:

· Convicted of non-violent felony and you were unconditionally released after serving your full sentence or were honorably discharged from felony parole or probation. 

· Proof or restoration of voting rights must be provided when registering to vote.

· Who Cannot Register/Vote:

· In prison, on parole, or on probation for a felony

· Dishonorably discharged from parole

· Convicted of a Category A felony, Category B felony resulting in substantial bodily harm, or convicted of more than one separate felony (violent or non-violent) and have not had your voting rights restored.

· Voter Registration Cancellation Process:

· Nevada US Attorney notifies the Secretary of State regarding convictions and Secretary of State notifies local election official of the conviction notice.

· Conviction information is registered in a Central Repository for Nevada Records of Criminal History and local election officials review voter registrations against the Central Repository. 

· Local election officials send a cancellation notice to registered voters that match a felony conviction record and provide the individual 15 days to respond or provide documentation regarding the restoration of their right to vote.

· NOTE:  If a conviction is overturned, the notice is disseminated to the county election office through the same procedure.

· NOTE:  Nevada is currently reforming the state and federal notification process. By automating state and federal process and retroactively tracks conviction records to ensure offenders are flagged to provide documentation when required.

· Restoration of Voting Rights:

· For the purpose of determining whether an individual’s right to vote has been restored a county election official may rely on information received from the Secretary of State, order from any federal or state court, document issued by penal agency in Nevada, other state or federal government, a pardon, discharge from probation, parole, or prison on or before July 1, 2003.
· Documentation must be provided at time of registration:
· If convicted of any felony (violent or non-violent) in Nevada and completed the sentence before July 1, 2003, the individual’s right to vote was automatically restored.

· If convicted on or after July 1, 2003 of a Category A or B felony that results in substantial bodily harm to the victim or two or more felonies, unless the convictions arose out of the same act, an individual must petition the court for an order granting restoration of voting rights.

· If convicted of a felony in Nevada other than a Category A or B felony and the individual has been honorably discharged from probation, parole, or released from prison, the individual’s civil rights to vote are automatically restored.

· If convicted of a felony in another state, the right to vote must have been restored by the laws of the state in which the person was convicted.

Background Pew Project for States on Upgrading Voter Registration 
The Problem: Voter Registration today is not as Accurate, Cost-Effective or Efficient as it could and should be
· Pew’s February, 2012 report underscores the need for improvements because current voter registration systems are not accurate enough, too costly to maintain, and inefficient:
· Approximately 24 million—one of every eight—active voter registrations in the United States are no longer valid or are significantly inaccurate.
· Nearly two million deceased individuals are listed as active voters.
· Approximately 2.75 million people have active registrations in more than one state.
· About 12 million records with incorrect addresses, indicating that either the voters have moved, or that errors in the information on file make it unlikely the Postal Service can reach them.
· At least 51 million eligible citizens remain unregistered—more than 24 percent of the eligible population.  
· In 2008, the cost to state and local taxpayers in Oregon was $4.11 per active voter to process registrations. 
· Canada, which uses modern technology and data-matching techniques common in the private sector, spends less than 35 cents per voter to process registrations.
· Election offices often are flooded with millions of paper registration applications from third-party voter registration drives right before deadline, further straining limited resources. 
·  Why? One reason is because voter registration can’t keep pace with a mobile society in which many of us are unlikely to live in one voting precinct all our lives.
· About one in eight Americans moved during each of the 2008 and 2010 election years.
· Some Americans—including those serving in the military, young people and those living in communities affected by the economic downturn—are even more transient. 
· Voters don’t always know to update their registrations. One in four voters assumes that election officials or the U.S. Postal Service updates registrations automatically with each move,even though that is almost never the case, and about half of all voters don’t know they can update their registration at a motor vehicles office.
· The current voter registration process is something that relies almost exclusively on paper and mail – 19th and 20th century technologies – to serve a 21st century electorate, that expects more.

· The way most people register or update their registrations is still the way they did it decades ago – they fill out a paper registration form (often provided by a third party group), and election officials decipher the handwriting and input the data into their systems (usually in the weeks immediately preceding a major election). This process leads to errors in the records and a tremendous drain on election offices’ resources.

· At a time when almost every transaction with government can be done conveniently and securely online – paying taxes, renewing a license, paying parking tickets – most states don’t have a way voters can register to vote or update their voter registration online.

· Individual state surveys revealed strong public support for upgrading state voter registration systems within each state. In the six states polled, support for the UVR plan reached or topped 70 percent in each state, while opposition never topped 20 percent. In each state, support was consistent across the political spectrum and geographically distributed. 
· Components of an upgraded system already used in states are very popular. Polling on online voter registration (OLVR) conducted after the 2008 General Election in Washington and Arizona (the only two states to offer online registration at the time) demonstrates great support. Among voters who registered through OLVR, there was strong agreement—over 90%—that the online process was easier and more convenient than registering by paper and over 95% said they would recommend OLVR to others. Support remains strong even among voters who registered by paper, with nearly 70% saying they would use OLVR if they moved or needed to update their registration.  
The Solution: Using the Latest Technology 
· For the last several years, states have been working with Pew to develop a comprehensive solution that addresses these problems. 
· Improving voter registration will help us both protect the integrity of elections and ease the path for eligible voters to get on the rolls and keep their records up-to-date.
· Inaccurate and incomplete lists fuel the perception that the elections process lacks integrity, or could lead to fraud, and can lead to litigation and legislation.  But this perception of fraud or lack of integrity is a symptom related to the root problem that we have  an outdated voter registration system.
· By implementing proven solutions and technology already in place in other areas of government and the private sector, we can finally bring voter registration into the 21st century.  
· We (states) are launching an unprecedented bipartisan partnership between at least nine states to develop a new system that uses the latest technology to upgrade the nation’s voter registration systems and maintain voter lists with greater accuracy, cost-effectiveness, and efficiency.  The nine states currently partnering together include Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, Maryland, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Utah, Virginia, and Washington.
· We may come from different geographical areas and different political backgrounds, but we all believe in the importance of upgrading voter registration in America, to ensure that every eligible voter, and only eligible voters, can vote, . 
About the Upgraded System
· The key component of the upgraded system is a data center – the Electronic Registration Information Center, or ERIC -- run by the states, for the states, that compares and matches data from state voter registration lists to other publicly available sources of information. The resulting data and analyses will inform election officials of records to update and correct for voters who have moved, changed their names or died, as well as duplicate and no longer valid records to remove. The data also identify potentially eligible voters who are not currently registered.
· Each state continues to maintain control of their voter registration list.  No national list is created. The data shared in the data center is only a resource, and is not an official record. The official voter records stay where they are now – in the control of state election authorities. States join voluntarily to harness the power of data-matching, thus improving their abilities to manage their own lists.

· Through this partnership, participating states submit their voter lists, state motor vehicle data and potentially other state data (such as state vital records) to the center where it will be cross-checked against data from other states and additional data sources (such as change of address data from the postal service) to compile the most accurate and up-to-date information enabling election officials to keep up with voters as they move, or they die.
· Costs for the new data-matching system are projected at $500,000 to $1 million a year, which will be shared by all participating states. Savings to state and local governments are expected to be considerable and will be documented.
· Pew and the states are sharing in the costs of developing this technologically-sophisticated system. Pew is investing a substantial amount of resources to fundthe development and initial operations of the upgrade; the partnership of participating states will contribute resources and share costs going forward. After the system is up and running in 2012, it will be maintained and governed solely by the participating states.
· Upgraded technology helps ensure that election officials have access to the most current and reliable information about voters—an important feature in today’s mobile society.  
· The potential for registration fraud will be reduced by using more data sources and employing greater cross-checking to identify records that may be duplicates or contain inaccurate or fraudulent information. 
· By using the latest technology–in data matching and other tools such as online registration–we have the potential to significantly reduce costs while increasing accuracy. We will be able to reduce reliance on handwritten applications and manual data entry, and require fewer resources to create and maintain the lists, and reduce printing and mailing costs. 
Maricopa County, Ariz.—which includes Phoenix and has a larger population than 23 states—saved more than $1 millionin five years by providing online voter registration. Printing costs were reduced 75 percent. Each online registration costs an average of 3 cents to process, compared with 83 cents per paper form.
· The state-of-the-art matching technology using multiple data sources is more accurate and cost-effective than other less sophisticated methods currently employed. This partnership allows states to share the costs of acquiring data from a wider variety of sources and employing state-of-the-art matching technology. 
· By reducing the need for paper forms and data entry, not only are printing costs and the need for data entry reduced, voter records also are more accurate, since the voter – who has a far greater incentive to ensure his/her information is accurate – is more directly inputting their information onto the voter lists, without need for the paper “middle-man”.

· The states are in control of the data center, with all nine states who are currently members serving on the board of directors of ERIC. Washington State currently serves as Chair, with Maryland serving as Treasurer, and Colorado serving as Secretary.
Security/Privacy
· Pew, the states, and technology experts who designed the system built security and privacy into the design from the beginning. The data center the states will be using was designed with input from data system security experts, using the highest security protocols to limit vulnerabilities. 
· Pew asked the The Center for Democracy and Technology (CDT), a non-profit leader on issues relating to privacy protection, toevaluate the ERIC design, and recommend improvements and identify flaws.  CDT concluded that:
“Pew’s UVR design, and the ERIC data center at its core, incorporate technology, policy and governance features that appropriately balance and advance the interests at stake: improving the quality of voter registration data while at the same time protecting and even improving the privacy and security of information shared across state lines for registration purposes.”
· The data center will restrict the collection and retention of personal information to data which is directly relevant and necessary for voter registration.  Any confidential or personal data in a person’s record – driver’s license number, the last four digits of a citizen’s Social Security number, etc. – will be anonymizedtwice before entering the system, using secure, modern practices that prevent decryption.
· The confidential data will not be stored in any kind of human-readable way, and cannot be decrypted. 

· Each state will only have one point of access to their data and reports on their site; furthermore, each transaction within the system will be fully auditable and audited regularly.
· The upgraded process and the data center protect privacy better than the current process.  Many people now register by handing a paper form with all their personal information – name, address, license number, last four digits of their Social Security number, birthdate, and signature – to a complete stranger (often a representative of a third party group), trusting that individual to deliver the form to election officials for processing. States upgrading their voter registration systems will put the power to protect their personal information directly in voters’ hands, enabling them to directly input their information onto the lists, without need for any third parties or paper, and ensure their information is accurate.
