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Seccion 5
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DEFINICION Y ESTANDAR PARA LAS PRESENTACIONES DE LA SECCION 5 BAJO LA LEY DE
DERECHO AL VOTO DEL DEPARTAMENTO DE JUSTICIA




Seccion 5

e Las jurisdicciones cubiertas estan obligadas a presentar los
cambios propuestos al proceso
establecido/norma/referencia—pero qué significa éso
exactamente?

En el Registro Federal del 15 de Abril, 2011 (Vol. 76, No. 73)
las revisiones a los Procedimientos de Derechos al Voto
fueron discutidas y se abord6 éste mismo punto.

Vamos a ver primero cual es la definicion exsistente y, a
continuacion revisaremos la conversacion del Registro
Federal.




28 C.F.R. PART 51--PROCEDIMIENTOS PARA LA
ADMINISTRACION DE LA SECCION 5 DE LA LEY DE
DERECHO AL VOTO DE 1965, EN FORMA ENMENDADA

e §51.2 Definiciones.

» Cambios que afectan la votacion significan cualquier calificacion
de votacion, requisito previo a la votacion, o estandar, practica,
o procedimiento con respecto a la votacion diferente a ésa en
vigor o efecto en la fecha utilizada para determinar la
cobertura bajo la seccion 4(b) e incluye, entre otras cosas, los
ejemplos dados en §51.13.



§ 51.13 Ejemplos de cambios.

Cambios que afectan la votacion incluyen, pero no se limitan a, los siguiente ejemplos:
(a) Cualquier cambio en las calificaciones o elegibilidad para votar.

| (b) Cualquier cambio relativo al registro, votacion, y el conteo de votos y cualquier cambio relativo a la publicidad o asistencia en el
registro o votacion.

(c) Cualquier cambio con respecto al uso de un idioma distinto al Inglés en cualquier aspecto del proceso electoral.

_

——

(d) Cualquier cambio en los limites de recintos de votacion o en la ubicacion de los lugares de votacion.

(e) Cualquier cambio en la circunscripcion de un funcionario o los limites de una unidad de votacion (por ejemplo, a través de la
redistribucion de distritos, anexion, deanexion, incorporacion, redistribucion, cambios a elecciones en general de elecciones de distritos, o ol
cambiar a elecciones de distrito de elecciones en general).

(f) Cualquier cambio en el método para determinar el resultado de una eleccion (por ejemplo., requiriendo una mayoria de votos para la
eleccion o el uso de un sistema de lugar o puesto designado). %

(g) Cualquier cambio que afecte la elegibilidad de personas a ser o sequir siendo candidatos, para obtener una posicion en la boleta en
elecciones primarias o generales, o ser o sequir siendo titulares de cargos electivos.

(h) Cualquier cambio en la elegibilidad y procedimientos de calificacion para candidatos independendientes.

(i) Cualquier cambio en el plazo de un puesto electivo o de un funcionario electivo o en los puestos que son electivos (por ejemplo.,
w acortando el plazo de una oficina, cambiando de eleccion a nombramiento o escalonamiento de los términos de oficinas).

(j) Cualquier cambio que afecte la necesidad de o métodos para ofrecer los temas y propuestas para su aprobacion por referéndum.

. (k) Cualquier cambio que afecte el derecho o la capacidad de personas a participar en campafas politicas que se efectdian por una
jurisdiccion sujeta al requisito de la seccion 5.



Section 51.2 Definitions

The purpose of the revision to the
definition of “change affecting voting” or
“change” is to clarify the definition of
‘the benchmark standard, practice, or
‘procedure. One commenter
recommended we revise this section to
reflect that the benchmark is the
standard, practice, or procedure in force

_ or effect at the time of the submission
- or the last legally enforceable standard,
g practice, or procedure in force or effect
~|in the jurisdiction. We have concluded
- that no further revision of this section
~ is warranted. The Voting Section’s
 practice is to compare the proposed
standard, practice, or procedure to the
‘benchmark. Generally, the benchmark is
the standard, practice, or procedure that
has been: (1) Unchanged since the
jurisdiction’s coverage date; or (2) if
changed since that date, found to
comply with section 5 and “in force or
effect.” Riley v. Kennedy, 553 U.S. 406,
421 (2008); Procedures for the
Administration of Section 5 of the
' Voting Rights Act of 1965, 28 CFR
" 51.54. Where there is an unsubmitted
intervening change, the Attorney
General will make no determination
‘concerning the submitted change
~ because of the prior unsubmitted
Hchange. In such instances, it is our
practice to inform the jurisdiction there
ﬁ is a prior related change that has not
been submitted and that simultaneous
" review is required. A standard, practice,
" or procedure that has been reviewed
and determined to meet section 5
standards is considered to be in force or
effect, even if the jurisdiction never
implements the change because the
change is effective as a matter of federal
law and was available for use.

Federal Register/Vol. 76, No. 73/Friday, April 15, 2011/Rules and Regulations

21239

“Un comentarista recomendo revisar
ésta seccion para reflejar que la
referencia es la norma, practica, o
procedimiento en vigor o efecto en el
momento de la presentacion o en la
ultima norma legalmente aplicable,
practica, o procedimiento en vigor o
efecto en la jurisdiccion.”




Section 51.2 Definitions

The purpose of the revision to the
definition of “change affecting voting” or
“change” is to clarify the definition of Ao
the benchmark standard, practice, or w&'ﬂ.-.?
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Section 51.2 Definitions

The purpose of the revision to the
definition of “change affecting voting” or
“change” is to clarify the definition of
the benchmark standard, practice, or
procedure. One commenter
recommended we revise this section to
reflect that the benchmark is the
standard, practice, or procedure in force
or effect at the time of the submission
oor the last legally enforceable standard,
‘practice, or procedure in force or effect
in the jurisdiction. We have concluded
‘that no further revision of this section
is warranted. The Voting Section’s
practice is to compare the proposed
standard, practice, or procedure to the
benchmark. Generally, the benchmark is
the standard, practice, or procedure that
has been: (1) Unchanged since the
jurisdiction’s coverage date; or (2) if
changed since that date, found to
comply with section 5 and “in force or
effect.” Riley v. Kennedy, 553 U.S. 406,
421 (2008); Procedures for the
Administration of Section 5 of the

' Voting Rights Act of 1965, 28 CFR

' 51.54. Where there is an unsubmitted
intervening change, the Attorney
General will make no determination
concerning the submitted change

. because of the prior unsubmitted
change. In such instances, it is our
practice to inform the jurisdiction there
is a prior related change that has not
been submitted and that simultaneous

. review is required. A standard, practice,
or procedure that has been reviewed

~ and determined to meet section 5
standards is considered to be in force or
effect, even if the jurisdiction never
implements the change because the
change is effective as a matter of federal
law and was available for use.

Federal Register/Vol. 76, No. 73/Friday, April 15, 2011/Rules and Regulations 21239

“Cuando hay un cambio de intervencion
sin presentar, el Fiscal General no hara
ninguna determinacion sobre el cambio
presentado

debido al previo cambio sin presentar.
En ésos casos, es nuestra practica
informar a la jurisdiccion que hay un
cambio previo relacionado que no ha
sido presentado y que se requiere una
revision simultanea.”



Punto de Referencia de la Seccion 5

 En una presentacion de la seccion 51.27(p) es donde el
punto de referencia se establece que la propuesta
presentada se puede comparar a:

51.27(p) PRE-CLEARANCE OF PRIOR PRACTICE

DOJ 2005-3957 contained the existing envelope (Exhibit 11) while the large print and
Braille materials were precleared in DOJ 2005-4532.
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Razones para la Referencia




Monitor de Rendimiento Interno

e Juzgar la eficacia de la politica y el procedimiento
o |dentificar areas que necesitan atencion




%

Comparacion de Encuesta de Votante:
Quedo satisfecho con la facilidad al votar?
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Comparacion de Encuesta de Votante:
Fueron utiles los trabajadores electorales?
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3.5

2.5

1.5

0.5

% de Provisionales Que Fueron
Condicionales

“®-% Counted

<% Did Not

7
<
.

La buena noticia es
que las
provisionales
condicionales se
estan reduciendo en
porcentaje del
grupo provisional
total.

La mala noticia es
gue el namero de
votantes que
regresan sigue
siendo eclipsado por
aquellos que no
regresan con su ID.

2006 Gen

2008 Gen

2010 Gen




Provisionales en el Condado Maricopa

% de Boletas Emitidas % Contadas

* Primaria 2002 2% 78%
e General 2002 4% 76%
e Primaria 2004 3% 76%
e General 2004 6% 74%
* Primaria 2006 3% 74%
e General 2006 5% 70%
* Primaria 2008 2% 76%
e General 2008 7% 71%
* Primaria 2010 2% 78%
e General 2010 5% 81%

PROMEDIOS: 3.9% 75.4%



Comparadas A Otras

e Por encima, o por debajo, del promedio estatal/nacional?

 Comparacion a jurisdicciones iguales:
— En tamano
— Método de eleccion(IE. Mezclado en-el-terreno y temprano)
— Cobertura de la Seccion 5




General 2010 Comparacion por Condado en todo el Estado
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VOTER ARRIVALS IN THREE CALIFORNIA COUNTIES, 2008 PRIMARY COMPARATIVE HOURLY TURNOUT PATTERNS IN MARYLAND
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As part of an investigation into voter wait times in three California counties, graduate students at University of California, Berkeley tallied when voters arrived at polls and
cast ballots during the February 2008 election. They noted that while polls were open for 13 hours on Election Day, a quarter of all voters cast ballots suring a two-hour

period from 5 p.m. to 7 p.m. They also found voting activity was almost non-existent in the final 30 minutes, Their data matched similar findings in Maryland, also indicating a
sharp drop in participation during the last hour of voting. Such information could assist voting jurisdictions in making staffing decisions.

(Zachary Markovits and Douglas Spenser, University of California-Berkeley.)

Aunque las graficas de
arriba son de la Primaria
2008, reflejan los
patrones de participacion
tradicionales.

Entonces podemos ver
porqué la General 2008
fué tal anomalia.

== "Moming® Precinct == "Mid-Day" Precinct === "Evening’ Precinct =fll= "Commuter” Precinct - Flatline Precinct

Longest wait time General 2008 Maricopa County

900

800

200 Many precincts had
100-150 voters in line

600 when the workers got
there at 5 AM; an hour
before the polls even

500 opened.

400

300

200

100

O _ I

6am-9am 9am-1pm 1pm-4pm 4pm-7pm




Explicacion

Publico
Medios de
Comunicacion
Legislacion
Litigios

|Step1 -| Step 2 -)IStep 3 -)|Step4 Ly

Step 5

Simple Explanation

Complicated Explanation




Publico y Medios de Comunicacion

EL USO DE DATOS COMO EL “ANTIDOTO DE LA ANECDOTA"




Boletas Provisionales Emitidas en el Lugar de Votacion Equivocado:

Los datos demuestran que se trata de una pequena fraccion de los votos emitidos y que
existe un nivel consistente (1%) de votantes que van a una ubicacidon equivocada.
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Not Counted as % of All Provisionals:
10,043 & 19% of provisionals cast

= Wrong PP
EV Counted
m Not Registered
® Incomplete
Not Eligible
u Insuffient ID
= Sig Not Match

® Prov Counted
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Not Counted as % of All Ballots Cast:

= Wrong PP
EV Counted
m Not Registered
= [ncomplete
Not Eligible
® [nsuffient ID
= Sig Not Match
® Prov Counted
PP Ballots
= Early Ballots
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Not Counted as % of All Ballots Cast at Polls:

| 8% cast at wrong PP

u Wrong PP
EV Counted
m Not Registered
® [ncomplete
Not Eligible
® [nsuffient ID
® Sig Not Match

= Prov Counted
PP Ballots
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For Comparison:
Wrong PP in Past General Elections

u Correct PP
u Wrong PP

20 1% 1% 1.5% 1%

2004 General 2006 General 2008 General 2010 General



Boletas Provisionales Emitidas en el Lugar de Votacion Equivocado:

Los datos también muestran que los votantes que van al lugar de votacion equivocado son
un grupo diverso politicamente, y que nuestros votantes mas jovenes son mas propensos a
exhibir éste comportamiento.
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Who were these voters? Who were these voters?
Went to the wrong PP Went to the wrong PP by decade of birth:
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Boletas Provisionales Emitidas en el Lugar de Votacion Equivocado:
Los datos también muestran que muchas de las ubicaciones donde la mayoria de
votantes emite una boleta provisional incorrectamente no son en lugares donde el
lugar de votacion ha sido movido.
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Legislacion y Litigios

FEDERAL Y ESTATAL




Eficacia del FPCA
v la Ley MOVE

60

50

40

30

20

% of UOCAVA Ballots

10

Effective Ballots Returned in Years

After FPCA Request

4222 Voters

272 Voters

48 Voters

As time elapses the request
becomes more and more
ineffective.

s==Ret Voted

First Year Second Year Third Year Fourth Year

8478 Total Voters 883 Total Voters 804 Total Voters 201 Total Voters

S.1390

National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2010 (Public Print)

Subtitle H--Military Voting
SEC. 581. SHORT TITLE.

This subtitle may be cited as the "~ Military and Overseas Voter Empowerment
Act’.

% of UOCAVA Ballots

Ballots Sent But Never Returned in
Years After FPCA Request

143 Voters

70 579 Voters 516 Voters
60
50

As time transpires the

80

3943 Voters

40
percentage of ballots
30 lost into the void rises
dramatically.
20
==Sent
10
0

Third Year Fourth Year

804 Total Voters

First Year Second Year

8478 Total Voters 883 Total Voters 201 Total Voters

El Departamento de Elecciones del Condado Maricopa proporcioné datos sobre la
probabilidad de que un votante UOCAVA emitira un voto eficaz basado en el impacto
del periodo de tiempo que ha transcurrido desde que fué presentado por el votante.

Esta fué alguna de la informacion utilizada en la Ley MOVE que niega el valor por
defecto del requisito de estado cubierto de 4 anos.

Los votantes todavia pueden designar que necesitan ése periodo de cobertura, solo
gue ya no es el plazo determinado.



Direccion que Coincide con el ID vy
Aumentos de Boleta Provisional

Gneral 2008 General 2008

Address on ID Didn’t Match Signature
Roster Party Breakdown

Provisionals: YES

e 25,176 EV reg but not ret
e 21,937 Newresident
G 16,790 1D address mism@
e 4,371 Nof printed on roster
* 1,2601D provided at polls

* 1,011 Name change
819 Protected address
191 Office error
100 ID provided post election

* 16,790 votantes votaron e La afiliacion de partido de
una boleta |-orow.s,|onal éstos votantes demonstro
porque la direccion en su ID que ésto estaba afectando a
no coincidid con la forma en TODOS los votantes.

que estaban registrados.



Muestra de entrenamiento de
Trabajador Electoral:

Legislacion Estatal 2009

Muestra de entrenamiento de
Trabajador Electoral :

Changes to ID
Law Passed!

* The Legislature
passed changes to
the ID requirement

* The changes have
been submitted to
the Department of
Justice and will be
in effect for the
November election.

There are now 3
lists the voter can
choose from:

List 1: Photo ID
List 2: Non-photo ID
List 3: Mix & Match

 E| Proyecto de Ley 2627 fué
aprobado y luego firmado

por el Gobernador el 14 de
Julio, 2009

 Los cambios fueron
certificados previamente por
el Departamento de Justicia el
29 de Octubre, 2009




Direccion que Coincide con el ID vy
Aumentos de Boleta Provisional

General 2010

T ]
e 3027 votantes votaron una

boleta provisional porque la
direccion en su ID no
coincidio con la forma en
gue estaban registrados.

General 2010

ID Address Mismatch

18000
16000 -

14000 -

12000 -

10000 -

8000 -

6000 -

4000 -

2000 -

2008

2010

M Provisionals Cast

e Esta es una disminucion de
mas de 13,000 boletas

provisionales!

(Esto es Pres frente a Término medio por lo
qgue veremos el impacto real el proximo

ano)




Justificacion
e Mantenimiento de recursos
e Prevision de necesidades futuras

2009 |
Fee Charged . |
Countywide | 5" S ...
. +Kngman s S .50 s,
Election K —
(Per Registered Voter) C— ‘ -
T .
. "o [
e
"~ Santa Cruz Baore




PEVL Yy EZVoter

EZVoter PEVL General 2010

e En la Eleccion General

2010 casi un tercio de .
votantes de MC que se I I -
inscribieron en PEVL en

Polls Ret Undeliv

el servicio en linea de

EZVoter PEVL NOT RETURNED
VR, EZVOter, NO by Party Breakdown
devolvio su boleta.

e Casi 7% terminod
votando una boleta
provisional en las urnas.

IIIIIII




PEVL Yy EZVoter

EZVoter PEVL General 2010

70000

e A partir de Enero de 2011, -
después de 6 meses de
1l

30000

ofrecer PEVL en linea, un
poco mas del 78% de ﬂ
votantes en linea eligieron

estar en PEVL.
 Enero— Septiembre 2011

Polls Ret Undeliv

MCED ha tenid0198,190 Pero, y,a gue sabemos e_sto,_E)ode,mc_)s hacer
. . de ésto un foco de difusion publica y
votantes utilizar el servicio educacion para mitigar el impacto.

que pod ria traducirse a casi Recuerde a sus electores que voten la

11’000 provisionales si the boleta gue sg les enylo por correo, 0 que
. . se retiren si no quieren estar en PEVL
mantienen las tendencias.




Expansidn de Servicios en Linea

e Mas de 84,000 votantes
utilizaron el internet para
solicitar una boleta
temprana o buscar su
lugar de votacion en |a

Eleccion Primaria de
2010.

Website hits up to weekend
before Election Day

8000
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/\J Last day to request
' an early ballot to be

b ‘mniled was August 13t

Website hifs to day after
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25000
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Also interesting to note that more than 1,000 people checked their polling location the DAY AFTER ElectionDay




Queée Medir?




Puntos de Referencia de la
Eleccion

o QUEmedir es muchas veces determinado por PORQUE
algo se va a medir y por QUIEN

* Para que es lo que en ultima instancia desea utilizar ésta
informacion? Desde la perspectiva de un administrador
local, el objetivo seria:

— Utilizar los datos para informar las decisiones politicas,
— revisar el estatus quo, y

— Empoderar a los votantes asegurando que la igualdad de acceso
esta disponible.



Indexacion y Comparacion

* Siel objetivo es fomentar ciertas practicas administrativas
que proporcionan un mayor acceso, entonces seria Util

cuantificar:
— Requisitos de inscripcion de votantes para elegibilidad
— Puntos de acceso al registro (Pueden los electores registrarse en linea?)
— Nudmero de opciones de votacion (temprana, por correo, etc.)
— Nudmero de dias/horas que la votacion esta disponible
— Nudmero/promedio de votantes designados a un lugar de votacion
— Nudmero de trabajadores/maquinas/recursos en cada PP
— Qué informacion esta disponible a los votantes en Linea?



Indexacion y Comparacion

* Siotro objetivo es revisar y fomentar la eficacia:

— Numero de clases de entrenamiento realizadas para una
eleccion General por “X" nimero de votantes

— Frequencia del entrenamiento (anual, cada eleccion, etc)

— Deben los administradores electorales tener algun
entrenamiento/certificaciones?

— Son realizadas las pruebas de Logica y Exactitud? Con qué
frecuencia?

— Queé tipo de procedimientos de auditoria estan en lugar?
— Cuan transparente es el proceso?



Recursos de Informacion

INTERNOS




Arch1vo de Registro de Votante

Caracteristicas del votante (Fecha de nacimiento, apellido, afiliacion de

partido)

e Métodos de votacion (PEVL, centro EV, PP)

e Historia de votante

 Seguimiento de origen (fechas etc.) para el registro, aplicacion de EV

1] Penmanent Early Voting List— Earty Ballt {see instructions above)
O¥ES, 1 want to automaticaly receive an early ballo for each
o

electon or which | am efgible:

NO, 100 NOT want to automatically receive an eary ballt. | understand CHECKING THIS BOX wil
was
ot Rame ‘nmm e Narre: |Jusm||
€] cross streets, parcel #, ‘o landmarks, H] AptUnit
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2004-2010 Presidential Cycle

PEVL vs. Single EV Request _
UOCAVA Comparison

3500 W Sent 2004
Return 2004
3000
[

Some participated at a Sent 2008
2500 higher rate in 2004 Returned 2008
2000 Others participated at a

higher rate in 2008

1500

96% of the ballots mailed but not 1000
returned were PEVL I I

500

0

Domestic Military  Overseas Military  Overseas Citizens Overseas Employee

Some of the Domestic Military in ‘04 could possibly be
a portion of the Overseas Military voters 4 years later
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Hispanic Surname Voting Trends in Last 3 General Elections
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PARTY VOTER REGISTRATION TRENDS
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Voter Registration in Maricopa County

Las tendencias a largo plazo pueden ser identificadas y ajustes administrativos pueden
ser necesarios (IE. Revisidon de tarjetas de solicitud de EV para la primaria, etc.)
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Voter Registration in Maricopa County

Esto demuestra el impacto en nuestra primaria semi-abierta (1998) y cémo pudo haber
impactado el aumento en votantes no registrandose con un partido reconocido
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Datos de Escrutinio

e Participacion
e Resultados del nivel del
recinto
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Trouble Sheoter Neme/#.

TROUBLE SHOOTER SURVEY
2011 Jurisdictional ELections

. Was yourtraining adequate to prepare you forthe election?

1

. Did you have any issues/problems delivering your Inspector Packets?

—
~

w

Did all of your Inspectors have their Monday
- [ ]
5 4. How many Monday setup meetings were you able to attend?
b
) I I C u ‘ : ; a : ; l I I C a : ; . Did the board workers use their Training Manuals at the setup meeting?
. Which supplies did you give outat the Monday setup meeting?

_ Did you have the s g
ELECTION WAIT TIME SURVEY
] %{M i enier

ELECTION DATE: _/, o

. Did any of your pre¢ POLLING PLACE: nissien BeJf pocaTion: %6 45 wW Be 7

e Encuestas de votantes
———  ewowm  Leyo
 Encuestas de Trabajador Electoral R

[

o

b
~

®

I yes, please mark the box next o the reason(s):

Malfunctionof squipment (4= | (Y7 cl%‘m", tape ih ﬂs:;,ifj

X
* Encuestas de Trouble Shooter e ol

Other (please explain)

f ° Encuestas de tiempo de espera
Elecciones Generales

B _ NyES 0NO

Board Worker Survey Results

« Evaluacion de clase de capacitacion TR, o,

Very Good 27% Vary Good 27% Vary Good 26% Vary Good_21%
o Good 5% Good 12% Good 10% Good 2%
M " Fair 2% Fair 4% Fair 4% Fair 1%
Poor 0% Poor 2% Poor % Poor o%
NA 3% NA 3% NA 8% NA 4% tes.
2) bo you feel that the training you recaived was sufficient to give you the knowledge tes (2 hours)
nécassory to have a successful Election Day?
03/08/05 11/2/04 9/7/2004 05/18/04
Yas 96% Yes 87% Yas 76% Yes  95%
Ne 1% Ne "% Ne 15% Ne 4%
NA 3% NA 4% NA 9% NA 1%
¢ o 3) Ware all of your supplies ot your polling place when you reported for your et Up meating?
Waere your supplies ready for use?
03/08/05 11/2/04 9/7/2004 05/18/04
Yas 76% Yes 90% Yes 87% Yes  96%
No 21% No 8% Neo % No 4%
NA 2% NA 2% NA 6%
4) Did you encounter any difficulties with Set-Up?
03/08/05 11/2/04 9/7/2004 05/18/04
Yas 1% Yes  13% Yes 20% Yes 10%
No 86% No 85% Ne 73% No 90%
NA 3% NA 2% NA %
5) bid your polling place meet your requirements? (Handicap accessible, encugh lighti
03/08/05 11/2/04 2/7/2004 05/18/04
L Yes B7% Yes_82% Yes  78% Yes  86%
No  11% No 14% No  16% No  14%
NA 2% NA 3% NA %
&) Was your Trouble-Shooter of assistance to you?
03/08/05 11/2/04 9/7/2004 05/18/04
Yas 95% Yes B89% Yes 89% Yes 99%
No 2% No 6% Ne 3% No 1%

NA 3% NA 5% NA 8%
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Bilingual Class Assessments This Election:
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Seguimiento Interno

e Uso del sitio web
e Sistema de Notificacion

MARICOPA COUNTY ELECTIONS DEPARTMENT
' g, ELECTION REPORTING SVSTEM
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Resumenes del Sistema de Notificacion
Origen de Votante

2006-2010

MARICOPA COUNTY ELECTIONS DEPARTMENT

b
’ ;'

ELECTION REPORTING SYSTEM
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Reportes Totales de Votantes
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Total de Llamadas de Votantes

3 Llamadas de Votantes
acerca del Edge de 1886

M Edge Calls
W Other




Total de Llamadas de Votantes

250
Podemos rastrear lo que preocupa mas
200 a los votantes en cualquier eleccion, asi
como tendencias y medidas de
mejoramiento.
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Reporting System

* 1295 Reports over 652 Precincts:
« 298 concerning boardworkers
* 319 about procedures
* 104 about supplies
* 91 about the Edge (touchscreen)
* 98 about the polling place
* 43 about the Insight (optical scan)
* 21 about “other"—electioneering was most prevalent
* 17 about voter registration
* 2 about language assistance
* 2 about observers

{ MARICOPA COUNTY ELECTIONS DEPARTMENT
'@T ELECTION REPORTING SYSTEM

También podemos rastrear por las veces
de las llamadas entrantes asi como la
categoria del problema y el origen.

Esta es una muestra de la Primaria
2010:

90
—Insight
80 —Edge
70 —Polling Place
—Supplies
60 - Procedures
50 —Boardworker
40 -
30 -
20 +
10 +
0 T T T T T T T T




Fuentes de Informacion

EXTERNAS




EAC Encuesta del Dia de Eleccion

« Mandatos del Congreso para colectar informacion sobre:

— NVRA: Inscripcion de votante,
— UOCAVA: votacion militar y en el extranjero

— HAVA: tecnologia de votacion, procedimientos
administrativos

sl U.S. ELECTION ASSISTANCE COMMISSION
~@\ 2010 Election Administration & Voting Survey




SECTION A VOTER REGISTRATION

EAC is mandated by the National Voter Registration Act (NVRA) to collection information from states concerning the
impact of that statute on the administration of Federal elections. With this information EAC is required to make a
report to Congress and provide recommendations for the improvement of Federal and State procedures, forms, and
other NVRA matters. States that timely respond to all questions in this survey concerning voter registration related
matters will meet their NVRA reporting requirements under 42 U.S.C. § 1973gg-7 and EAC regulations.

Roadmap to Section A:

o A1, A2 and A3 ask for information about the number of registered voters in your jurisdiction and how you calculate
those statistics.

o A4 asks for information about registration activity on days in which it was possible for a person to both register and
vote on the same day.

» A5 asks for information on all registration forms for all types of registration transactions (successful and
unsuccessful) received by your office.

o A6 asks for the sources of all registration forms (both successful and unsuccessful).
o AT asks for the sources of new registrations.

o A8 asks for the sources of duplicate registrations.

o A9 asks for the sources of invalid or rejected registrations.

o A10 asks for information on removal notices sent under NVRA Section 8(d) 2.

o A11 asks for the number of voters removed from the voter registration rolls and the reason for their removal.




SECTION B UNIFORMED & OVERSEAS CITIZENS ABSENTEE VOTING ACT (UOCAVA)

Section B serves as the EAC’s standardized format for the state reporting of UOCAVA voting information as
required by 42 U.S.C. §1973ff-1. States that complete and timely submit this section to the EAC will fulfill their
UOCAVA reporting requirement under 42 U.S.C §1973ff-1(c).

Pursuant UOCAVA, this section collects various data elements needed to determine: (1) the combined number of
absentee ballots transmitted to UOCAVA voters; (2) the combined number of ballots returned by UOCAVA voters;
and (3) the combined number of returned ballots cast by UOCAVA voters (the number of cast ballots is practically
determined by collecting data concerning the total votes counted and rejected).

Roadmap to Section B:
+ B1and B2 ask for information about the number and type of UOCAVA absentee ballots transmitted.
+ B3 asks for the number and type of all UOCAVA ballots returned and submitted for counting.
+ B4, B5, B6, and B7 asks for information on the fype of UOCAVA ballot retumed by type of UOCAVA voter.
+ B8 asks for the number and type of all UOCAVA ballots counted.
+ B9, B10, B11, and B12 asks for information on the type of UOCAVA ballot counted by type of UOCAVA voter.
*  B13 asks for the number and type of all UOCAVA ballots rejected.
+  B14 asks for information on reasons why UOCAVA ballots were rejected.
+ B15,B16, B17, and B18 asks for information on the type of UOCAVA ballot rejected by type of UOCAVA voter.

a4



SECTION C Domestic Civilian Absentee Ballots

Roadmap to Section C.

*  C1asks for information about absentee ballots transmitted and the status of the transmitted ballots.
+ C2and C3 ask for information on any voters who may be registered as permanent absentee voters.
*  C4 asks for information on the status of absentee ballots retumed and submitted for counting.

+  C5 asks for information on the reasons absentee ballots were rejected.

SECTION D Election Administration

o D1 asks for information on the number of precinets in your jurisdiction
o D2 asks for information on the number and type of polling places in your jurisdiction
o D3, D4, and D5 ask for information on poll workers utilized in the November 2010 general election.

SECTIONE Provisional Ballots

o  E1 asks for the information on the number and status of provisional ballots submitted.
o  E2 asks for the information on reasons why provisional ballots were rejected.




SECTION F Election Day Activities
o  F1:and F2 ask for umout figures for the November 2010 general election and the source used to amive at this

number.
o F3asks for the number of first time voters who reqistered to vote by mail and, under HAVA 303(b), were required to
provide identification in order to vote.
o F4 asks for information on ic poll or ic lists of voters that may have been used.
- o+ F5and F6 ask for information on printed poll inted lists of voters that may have been used.

»  F7 asks for the type of primary voting equipment used.
- » 8 solcts any additional comments jurisdictions may wish to share regarding their Election Day experiences.
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Below are postings from the past 30 days. (See Archives’ Absentee jon at Public

posting: p ys. (See Archives) e-nﬁ-m . emsm

Summary of State Election Reform Laws o Voting Rights Partisanship

Aug. 30 - Roger Larocca and John Klemanski of Oakland University have prepared this Ll and Litigation

table of election reform laws, including early and absentee voting, voter ID, and election

day registration reforms. It is posted with the authors' permission. J Commentary H In the News | | Info & Analysis

The Application of the Gift Tax
Provisions in the Internal Revenue
Code to § 501(c)(4) Organizations
Donald B. Tobin

Many political operatives are setting up
501(c)(4) social welfare organizations as
a platform to engage in independent political campaign
activities. Section 501(c)(4) organizations are
altractive as campaign vehicles because contributions
to 501(c)(4)s are generally not subject to disclosure,
and therefore donors can keep their contributions
anenymous. Traditionally, 501(c)(4)s are
organizations created to promote social weifare, and,
campaign intervention is not considered a social
welfare activity. Social welfare organizations are,
therefore, not designed to be the mechanism for
significant campaign activities. However, since political
organizations under section 527 of the Code are
subject to disclosure provisions, there has been a
significant movement toward the use of 501(c)(4)
organizations as campaign vehicles.

more commentary...

2008 Key Questions for Key States | McCain v. Obama Election Law Journal I From Registration to Recounts Citizens United

' MOﬂ Election Law @ Moritz | The Ohio State University Michael E. Moritz College of Law | electionlaw@osu.ed
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“'“"ii‘“’”‘l“ expressed by individuals associated with Election Law @ Moritz, either on this web site or in connection with conferences or other activities
undertaken by the program, represent solely the views of the individuals offering the opinions and not the program itself. Election Law @
Moritz institutionally does not represent any clients or participate in any litigation. Individuals affiliated with the program may in their own personal capacity participate in
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Election >
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Redistricting
Prof

- McDonald

Blog

| Estudios Académicos y Recursos

o El Proyecto de Elecciones de Estados Unidos en la
‘B Universidad de George Mason es un gran recurso de datos.

The United States Elections Project is an information source for the United States electoral system. The mission of
the project is to provide timely and accurate election statistics, electoral laws, research reports, and other useful
information regarding the United States electoral system. By providing this information, the project seeks to inform the
people of the United States on how their electoral system works, how it may be improved, and how they can participate
init.

The website serves as a means to disseminate research conducted by Dr. Michael McDonald, an Associate Professor at
George Mason University and a non-resident Senior Fellow at Brookings Institution. Prof. McDonald serves on the
advisory boards of the Overseas Vote Foundation, Non-Profit Voter Engagement Network, and Americans for Redistricting
Reform. The voter turnout rates found here are widely used by the media, academics, and policymakers. An interest in
voting naturally leads one to the mechanics of voting. Information on redistricting and election administration can also be
found here.

You can also find 2010 early voting statistics here.

Dr. Michael McDonald

[Department of Public and International Affairs
eorge Mason University

4400 University Drive 3F4

Fairfax, VA 22030-4444

Office: 703-993-4191
Fax: 703-993-1399
E-mail: mmcdon@gmu.edu
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* El Proyecto de
Tecnologia de
Votacion de
Caltech/MIT tiene
una gran cantidad
de informacion
sobre una serie
de temas de
eleccion.

e

» Election Integrity -
Past, Present &
Future

(5 days)
 Fifth Annual NYU-
CESS Experimental
Political Science

Date
(158 days)
« Fifth Annual NYU-
CESS Experimental

Nalibianl Cainnan

Home »»

Data

US Election Assistance Commission: 2008 Election Administration &
Voting Survey

Submitted by gbain on Tue, 12/22/2009 - 17:08.

The ongoing process of improving America’s election systems relies in part on having accurate data about the way
Americans cast their ballots. In 2002, Congress chartered the U.S. Election Assistance Commission to collect
information on the state of American elections and make it widely available to policy makers, advocates, scholars,
journalists and the general public. Since 2004, the Commission has sponsored an Election Day Survey as its primary
tool for fulfilling that mission. We are pleased to present the 2008 Election Day Survey, and we ask for your help in

Read more 1 attachment

2008 Survey of the Performance of American Elections

Submitted by gbain on Tue, 12/22/2009 - 15:30.
Executive Summary

This study is based on the responses to an Internet survey of 200 registered voters in each of the 50
states, for a total of 10,000 observations overall. Individuals were asked about their experience
voting—either in-person on Election Day, in-person early, or absentee voting. Non-voters were

also surveyed. Below is a summary of key findings from the report.

2 attachments

2008 Super Tuesday - Survey Questionnaire

Submitted by gbain on Tue, 12/22/2009 - 15:19.

1 attachment

Questionnaire: Decision to Vote and Reasons for Not Voting

Submitted by gbain on Tue, 12/22/2009 - 15:17.

Questions dealing with experiences voting during the November 2008 general election.

1 attachment

2007 Pilot Survey

Submitted by gbain on Tue, 12/22/2009 - 15:15.

1 attachment
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EYIC

BLOG FAQ RESOURCES OUR RESEARCH

Early Voting
Information Center

{Search

ABOUT EVIC

We are a non-partisan academic
research center based at Reed
College in Portland, Oregon

Professor Paul Gronke and his team
conduct research on early voting and
election reform, predominantly in the
United States

ELECTION 2010

Early voting calendar

Home

Resources

There is a growing body of data pertaining to non-precinct-place voting available
online. Much of it is still scattered around state, county, and other local offices, but
there are several useful datasets and resources.

Election Day Survey #

The US Election Assistance Commission (EAC) has run a national Election Day
Survey every two years since 2004. The data on election administration and voting
collected from local election officials are publicly available on the EAC's website. While
early survey data are largely incomplete (for many survey items) and prompted serious
academic criticism, later iterations of the survey have improved dramatically. Moreover,
the Election Day Surveys are on their way toward creating an incomparable time-series
dataset of election administration and voting metrics in the US.

Non-Precinct Place Voting in the States ©

Jonathan Nagler (New York University), Jan Leighley (University of Arizona), Nathan
Cemenska and Daniel P. Tokaji (University of Ohio) compiled a dataset of state laws
governing non-precinct place voting across the country. The dataset runs from 1972
through 2008 and includes the relevant statutes at each presidential election within that
period.

Ballot Integrity and Voting by Mail: The Oregon Experience ©

As part of the Carter-Baker Commission on Federal Election Reform, Dr. Gronke
submitted a memorandum outlining Oregon's vote-by-mail experience. This map was

to help the C identify best for vote-by-mail systems,
highlight potential pitfalls, and guide the Commission's deliberations as they evaluated
the rapid expansion of by-mail voting.

See also the full commission report

Election Administration in the United States #

Joseph Harris's landmark 1834 book on election administration, available in full on the
NIST website.

OTHER SITES
NPPV Reports [Pew]

State-by-state laws
[NCSL]

Secretaries of State
[NASS] &

El Centro de Informacion de
Votacion Temprana en el
Colegio Reed se centra en
el estudio de las

tendencias de votacion
temprana.



Estudios Académicos y Recursos

M UNIVERSITY OF MINNESOTA
Driven to Discover

HUMPHREY SCHOOL OF PUBLIC AFFAIRS

e La Escuela de Asuntos
Publicos Humphrey de la
Universidad de Minnesota
tiene un programa de

— . Administracion Electoral que

—— incluye hal [azg os de

D shessran Investigacion.

& subseribe by email

-
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Ho absentee voting works in Minnesota
I Twitter

Ranked Choice Voting Supported But Falls Short of Expectations 1 Contact the ath
ontact the author

Other Election Research




Encuestas

» Ademas de las muchas noticias y medios de comunicacion que
realizan encuestas y sondeos de opinion, hay varias empresas

que también sondean al publico.

 Sondeos y encuestas es una forma de
inmediatas y oportunas de como el pd
pero puede haber problemas con los ¢

nublico hace debido a problemas con
propia.

A\ t—

GALLUP POLL

RAOE S ENCYEREES

I international

obtener respuestas

olico sientey piensa,
atos en cuanto lo que el
0s sesgos de informacion
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Una Nota de Investigacion
Stephen Ansolabehere y Eitan Hershy

 Enun articulo reciente por el Profesor de Ciencias Politicas de Ia

Género, Raza, Edad y Votacion:

Universidad Harvard Ansolabehere y el Profesor Asociado de
Ciencias Politicas Hershy de la Universidad Yale la cuestion de
autonotificacion erronea se dirige al revisar el registro y la
participacion de la concurrencia.

Comparando el historial de votantes a los estudios comparables
de la CPS han identificado una gran disparidad en conclusiones
extraidas de los comportamientos de votacion de varias

poblaciones y pide un traslado a utilizar el analisis basado en
hechos en lugar de datos de la encuesta:



B * “Estamos en un momento historico en la ciencia politica.
Podemos estudiar la participacion politica no mediante la
administracion de encuestas pero al observar la poblacion

| completa basada en registros oficiales y perfiles de los

& consumidores.”

Wl + “Este hallazqo es s6lo un paso inicial en un movimiento para
reflexionar sobre la naturaleza de participacion politica basada
no en lo que la gente dice que hace sino en lo que realmente
hace.”

wfl @)
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Proyectos Actuales de
Reterencia

PUBLICADOS, PREVISTOS, Y EN LAS OBRAS A NIVEL NACIONAL




PROJECT 2010 Election Administration Policy Recommendations
Administracién de Elecciones Vdﬁ summary

Recomendaciones de Politica

e Grupo:  Votacion de Proyecto
* Datos: Introduccion Legal

 Comentarios: El verdadero problema con éste
resumen es que no tomo en consideracion el volimen de
tareas administrativas que no se especifican en el estatuto,
sino que estan contenidas en el Manual de Procedimientos
de la Secretaria de Estado (que tiene la causa y el efecto de
la ley). Hemos traido ésto a su atencion, pero no se
hicieron cambios.

* Aqui esta la diferencia que hace:



Recommended Early Voting Practices

Early voting with same-day registration is permitted

Early voting sites are disbursed through jurisdictions
in multiple locations 4

Early voting hours extend into evenings and
weekends

|
Information on early voting is made available on neaV

contemporaneous basis

FL | Ml

MO




Realmente el UNICO estado con TODAS marcadas!
(Pero no se sabe si otros son incorrectos tambien ...)

Recommended List Maintenance Practices

’ AZ| CO| FL| Ml MO| NC/ NM| NV| OH | PA| VA
i Voters are notified about pending cancellation of
registrations vV Vv v v v
Cancelled voters’ records are made public vV v vV v Vv Vv VvV

Cancelled voters' records are kept on file for two

years v v vV

“Exact Match” standards are used for data matching

Election officials use multiple databases for matching /

List maintenance activities are uniform,
non-discriminatory, and on a date-specific timetable




Tarjeta de Puntuacion _

de Sistema de Votacion ¥ vorm system
SCORECARD

f * Grupo:  Rock the Vote S sl
e Datos: - e ‘
e Censo CPS

o Estudios académicos
» Servicio de Investigacion del Congreso

o Informes de FVAP, Conferencia Nacional
de Legislaturas Estatales, Centro
Brennan para Justicia en la Escuela de
Leyes de NYU, Centro Pew sobre los
Estados, y Fundacion de Voto Extranjero

 Enfoque: Atencion especial
puesta en votantes jovenes



M etOdOlO gia sdnscman KEY -—

* Los estados reciben posibles
puntos en base a la
cuadricula de la derecha.

* A los procedimientos
administrativos se les
asigno una puntuacion
basada en un juicio de valor
de lo que seria deseable,
otra organizacion podria
asignar de forma diferente.

Best Score

Voter Registration

Automatic registration

Permanent and portable registration

1
Same Day Registration 3
3
1

Online voter registration

Third-Party Registration Drives
REGISTRATION SUBTOTAL

Casting a Ballot

Convenience voting 2
Voter ID

2
Residency requirements 1
1
1

Absentee laws

Military and overseas voters

VOTING SUBTOTAL

Best Score

Young Voter Preparation

Civics education

Pre-registration 1

PREPARATION SUBTOTAL

OVERALL BEST SCORE



e

| Definiciones: Registro de Votante

Automatic Registration (3 points possible)

| oy The holy grail of automatic registration would be immediately registering every newly eligible

“c'f voter when they turn 18, become citizens, or are discharged from prison by using data from

" ilg official government sources (e.g., the DMV, education records, tax records, Selective Service,
Immigration Services). This does not yet exist in any state.

Scoring:
i - 1 point: partially or fully automated at
3 motor vehicle agencies
- 2 points: fully automated at motor vehicle
and other state service agencies
3 points: automatic registration upon
voters becoming eligible

Permanent and Portable Registration
- (1 point possible)

Scoring:
+ 1 point; automatic address updates or providing voters the ability to update their
registration at the polls



Definiciones: Registro de Votante

Same Day Registration (3 points possible)

Scoring:
- 3 points: SDR for all elections

Online Voter Registration (3 points possible)

T e e T e e T T = e T ™ -~

Scoring:
- 3 points: online voter registration system

Restrictions on Third-Party Registration Drives (1 point possible)

-,
< G

Scoring:
- 1 point: no deputy registrar program or other onerous restrictions on third-party
voter registration drives




Definiciones: Emitir el voto

Convenience Voting (2 points possible)

£

Scoring:
- 2 points: allowing in-person voting prior to Election Day or vote-by-mail

Voter Identification Requirements (2 points possible)

Scoring:

- Zero points: most restrictive range of photo ID
. 1 point: broader range of acceptable forms of identification or photo ID requirement
with ability for voter to sign an affidavit if not in possession of photo ID

. 2 points: identity must be verified, but no formal documentation required



Definiciones: Emitir el voto

Residency Requirements (1 point possible)

Y i
e g
Ul = o

Scoring:

. Zerogpoints: restrictive residency laws that make it difficult for students without
intent to remain in-state after school to establish residency

- 0.5 points: no explicit legal protections for students who want to register and vote
where they go to school, but provides ability for students to establish residency

- 1 point: explicit legal protections for students who want to register and vote where
they go to school

" N Absentee Voting (1 point possible)

e T T e ——

Scoring:
- Zero points: very restrictive laws, including prohibitions against first-time
voters voting absentee
- 0.5 points: additional requirements such as providing an excuse with absentee ballot
" request and getting ballot notarized or witnessed
- 1 point: voter-friendly laws, including no notarization or witnessing requirements




fl © Arizona es uno de los estados mas altos en nuestras politicas

Definiciones: Emitir el voto

Military and Overseas Voting (1 point possible)

Scoring:
- 0 to 1 point based on FVAP assessment of state policies

abordando los obstaculos adicionales que enfrentan los votantes
UOCAVA.

e 10 otros estados recibieron una puntuacion de .9 junto con
Arizona

 Maine fué el Unico estado que anoto el total de 1 punto



Puntuaciones de Arizona :
— 5dell Registros

— 4.9 de 7 Votaciones

— 0of2 Preparacion

Total: 9.9 of 21

Posicion: 7th

'S 3)
§ o )
(o] Q $ 5 O
Best Possible Score
[Alabama ojJofJofJol 1 [ofos[os]o3 2] 0
Alaska ojoflolol 1] 2]05[/05]05 0ol o
Arizona 1 0l3]o0 1 1 2 ]05|05]|09 0|0
Arkansas 1JofJolol 1 [ 2]o0s]05]09 o]0
California 1jojojol 2|2 1)1 |08 21
Colorado ol1fl3]olo 1] 2]0s5] 1 Jos ol o
[ Connecticut oJofJoJol 1 [oJos[ 1 Jo7 0fo
Delaware 2|1 |3]0]0 6 1 /0]05/05]10 211
1 1 0|3 1 6 2|2 1 1|08 1/0
1 0jojlo] 0 1 2 105| 1 |08 011
1lojolol 0] 2 05| 1 |07 20
ojojlolo]|1 1201 ]06 0l
oftJofl3] 1t [ 2]of1|o8 oo
0jolojlo]lo 0 2|2 1 1 109 0] 0
0joj3fo0 1 0] 2|05/05]|08 0olo
oj1fol3ln 2121 ]1]o9 20
1lof3]lol1 01211 |09 2|0
1 0jojo 1 1 [ 1 1|07 2|0
ofJofJ3fol 1 2]1 [ foa 2] 0
0 1 013 1 2 12 1 1110 0|0
of1jojoj1 2|2 |11 |08 21
ojJoflolo]1 2lof1]1]os oo
1lojojlol 1 /0] 1]0]06 2|0
0 1 03 1 20 1 1|08 0|0
ofJoJolol 2lof1]os]od 2] 0
0jlojlolol 110]05[05]05 210
o[ rJol3T 1211 ]os 2|0
ojloflololo 0 221 ]1]os 2] 0
0fo0)3 01 212 005)1 |09 0|0
of1Jo[3To0 2ol v]1Jo7 o] o
1Jofjofoln 2 (o1 []or7 0|0
ojojolo]o 0 2121051 |09 2|0
ojlojojo 1 2|0 1 1|06 2|0
1Jifolsla 6 2 [ 2]05]05]08 01
= : = : = 1 205|109 0 -
0 1 o]0 1 1 2 105| 1 |06 2|0
ofJoJoJol 0[2]os5[05]08 0lo
013|011 21211 |08 0l
1 0jojo 1 2|0 1]05/[08 0|0
1 0jlolo 1 2 10 ]05/05]03 011
1 0jojo 1 0] 0|05]|05]|08 0ol o
South Dakota tlifololn 121 o05]08 2] 0
Tennessee 0jo0jojoj1 1 [2]0[0]08 00
Texas 1jJ]ojojlo]o 0l 2|1 ]1]05 2|0
Utah ofJofJ3fol 4 1/ 2]os[ 1|10 olo
Vermont oloflolol 2 [2[1]1]06 0l o
Virginia ofojojo|1 1 /0]05]/05]|08 0|0
Washington tJifs3]ofn 6 22051 Jor 2] 0
West Virginia 0jojojof 2| 20051 |06 2|0
Wisconsin 0j1jo]3f 0|2 |1 ]05]06 2|0
omin of1]Jof3lo 4 22 1] o8 0jo

*North Dakota does not have voter registration. Applying only the non-voter registration metrics - such as all of the voting metrics and the civics score - the
state receives 60% of the possible points (5.4 out of 9). I North Dakota is given 11 peints available for voter i

score would be 17.4 out of 21 or 83%, the highest in the country.
*4As of May 31, 2011.%

0.8

and 1 point for p

its total




Indice de Salud Civica

e Grupo:  Centro para el Futuro de Arizonay
Conferencia Nacional sobre

e Datos: Encuesta CPS

la
Ciudadania

e Enfoque: Comportamiento Publico y la Participacion

Civi
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Medidas

o Este proyecto es mas
sociologico que analiza
comportamientos del
publico en general en
relacion a la
participacion en una
forma atractiva con la
comunidad en general.

o Esto incluye estar
informado, asi como
tomando accion.

ACTIONS THAT BUILD COMMUNITY

The Civic Health Index includes a set of nine indicators that measure how connected people are
to one another. The more connected people are, the more likely they are to participate in Civic life.

Connect with Family, Friends and Neighbors

2011 Report (2010 Data) Nation Arzona  Rank
Eat dinner together most days 88.1% 87.4% 34"
Talk with family, friends online frequently 54.3% 58.3% 16"
Talk to neighbors frequently 42.3% 439% 2
Do favors for neighbors frequently 15.2% 17.9% 9
Participate in Civic Life

2011 Report (2010 Date) Nation Arizona  Rank
Belong to one or more groups 33.3% 315% 40"
Attend meetings about local issues 9.2% 9.4% 29"
Volunteer 26.3% 23.9% 4"
Work with neighbors to fix something 8.1% 8.3% 28"
Make charitable contribution of $25 or more 50.0% 51.3% 29"




Expresar

La encuesta de 2011
demostrd que aun
cuando hubo una
disminucion en el nimero
de Arizonenses que
discuten sobre politica
frequentemente (de
39.1% a 27.2%) y un
aumento en quellos que
respondieron “No en
absoluto” (de 30.9% a
34.7%), la clasificacion

subio a nivel nacional de
32nd g 21st .

27%

of Arizonans said they
discuss politics frequently,
higher than the national
average.

12 2011 ARIZONA CIVIC HEALTH INDEX

ACTIONS THAT INFLUENCE GOVERNMENT

Express Political Views
Two key i of civic

are how

we discuss political issues with one

another and how often we contact our elected public officials. In last year's report, Arizona's
performance on these two indicators was based on citizen responses to guestions about their
actions in 2008-2009. This year's report, the 2011 Arizona Civic Heaith Index, captures citizen

responses about their actions in 2010.

5. Discuss Politics with Family, Friends

2010 Report (2008-2009 Data)

Frequently
Infrequently
Not at all

20141 Report (2010 Dats)

Frequently
Infrequently
Not at all

" 2010 TOP10 1

57.5% 43.3%

District of Minnesota
Columbia
I 2011 TOP 10 1

42.1% 30.0%
District of Alabama
Columbia

AZ Nation Rank
39.14% 39.3% 32
20.9%

30.9%

AZ Natlon Rank
27.2% 26.0% 21
38.0%

34.7%

2010 LOW PERFORMING
39.1% 29.7
Arizona Hawaii

2011 LOW PERFORMING

[LLHTEEED 6)

27.2% 19.1%
Arizona Delaware
What H. d? Less political discussion was

State average:
27.2%
Citizen groups below state average:

Education (Age 25+): High school only
Geographic: Suburban

Income: Less then $35,000

Age: 18-10-29 yeer olds

Employment: Unemployed

Education (Age 25+): Less than

high school diploma

reported in all states compared to 2008-2009, a
Presidential election year. However, Arizona rose
inthe 2011 ing: the f of
our political discussions with family and friends
was higher than the national average in a Midterm
election year. Similarly, a modest 3 percentage
point increase in Nevada moved the state from
50™to 18" in the nation.

2011 Top 10: District of Columbia, South
Carolina, Oregon, Maine, Maryland, Alaska,
Wyoming, Vermont, Mississippi, Alabama

The Arizona We Want Goal: Increase political
discussion by a minimum 2.8 percentage points
(the difference between Arizona and #10
Alabama), especially among citizen groups
reporting participation below the state average.




Contacto

Cada seccion mira lo que los grupos
de ciudadanos caen por debajo del
promedio estatal—un punto de
referencia dentro del estado ademas
de comparacion a otros estados.

Contacted or visited
public official in 2010

State average:
10.0%

Citizen groups below state average:
6.7%
6.6%

=)

6%

3.7%

Ethnicity: Latino

Income: Less than $35,000
Education (Age 25+): High school only
Age: 18-10-29 year olds

Employment: Unemployed

Education (Age 25+): Less than

high school diploma

6. Contact or Visit a Public Official

2010 Report (2008 -2009 Data)

AZ Nation Rank
9.9% 10.9% 36"
2010 TOP 10 1
1
23.8% 14.7%
Wyoming Washington

[ 2011 TOP10 7

2011 Report (2010 Data)

AZ Nation Rank

10.0% 9.9% 32%
2010 LOW PERFORMING

BL

2011 LOW PERFORMING

10.0% 6.9%
Arizona Louisiana

19.6% 13.7%
Montana Connecticut
Contacted or visited

public official in 2010

State average:
10.0%
Citizen groups below state average:

6.7%

3.7%

B Ethnicity: Latino
M Income: Less than $35 000
B Education (Age 25+): High school only
W Age: 18-10-29 year olds
B Employment: Unemployed
W Education (Age 25+): Less than
high school diploma

What Happened? Arizona was one of 17 states
reporting more citizen contact with public officials
in 2010. Mississippi led the nation with an

increase of 4.2 percentage points, moving them
from 45" in the nation last year to 20” in 2011.

2011 Top 10: Montana, Vermont, Alaska, District
of Columbia, Maine, Oregon, Wyoming, South
Dakota, New Mexico, Connecticut

The Arizona We Want Goal: Increase citizen
contact with elected officials overall by a
minimum 3.7 percentage points (the difference
between Arizona and #10 Connecticut),
especially among citizen groups reporting
participation below the state average.

L THTTEEETTEETR a——

9.9% 6.4%
Arizona Alabama

10%

of Arizonans said they
contacted or visited a
public official in 2010.




Abastecimiento de éste tipo de revision basado en los estudios
de la opinion publica tendria sentido, sin embargo cuando se

trata de cifras en elecciones tradicionales (como el registro y la
participacion) puede ser problematico como mencionamos
anteriormente.

......



Registro de Votantes

De nuevo, ésto se basa en
como el votante
respondio a la encuesta,
no en el registro real o
datos de votacion y
escrutinio.

MCED estubo muy
complacido al ver que el

informe de 2011 utilizd
VEP.

(Sin embargo, la
participacion tradicional
en escrutinios oficiales es
el informe de la
participacion de los
votantes registrados, no
de toda la poblacion
elegible.)

KEY FINDINGS

How Arizona Compares to the Nation

ACTIONS THAT INFLUENCE GOVERNMENT

In last year's 2010 Arizona Civic Health Index, Arizona’s performance was based on citizen
responses about their participation in the 2008 Presidential election and other civic behaviors
during 2008-2009. This year's report captures citizen responses about their participation in

the 2010 Midterm election and other civic behaviors during 2010.

Voter Registration & Turnout (2010 Midterm Election)

2011 Report (2010 Data) Nation
Arizona Voter Registration 65.1%
Among 18-t0-29 year olds 49.2%
Arizona Voter Turnout 45.5%
Among 18-t0-29 year olds 24.0%

Express Political Views

2011 Report (2010 Data) Nation
Discuss politics with family, friends 26.0%
Contact or visit a public official 9.9%

Arizona

66.0%
52.3%

48.8%
30.6%

Arizona

27.2%
10.0%

Rank
27
14

ig"
gt

Rank

215!
32

Note: All voter registration and voter turnout percentages are based on the number of eligible
citizens who reside in Arizona based on U.S. Census data. This method is used by CIRCLE to
create state rankings and trend lines due to variations in state policies regarding absentee

ballots, how registered voters are qualified for counting, etc.




Registro de Votantes: Problemas de la Encuesta

* Los votantes pueden realmente no estar registrados, pero
piensan que lo estan porque se registraron una vez, cuando
cumplieron 18 afos, en otro estado (o en otra direccion, etc.).

* Los votantes pueden todavia estar registrados , pero no piensan
que lo estan are, porque no han votado en un largo tiempo y
pueden pensar que es un requisito necesario permanecer
registrados.

* Dicho ésto, vamos a ver lo que el informe de éste afio mostro.



Registro

Esto demuestra que in 2010
Arizona se traslado a 27t
desde la posicion anterior
de mitad de periodo de 48t
en 2006.

Es interesante notar que de
aquellos que estaban no-
registrados 35.3% dijeron
no estar interesados, pero
19.8% dijeron que no
complian con el plazo limite
de inscripcion.

ACTIONS THAT INFLUENCE GOVERNMENT

Voter Registration & Voter Turnout

The most powerful way for citizens to influence government is by voting - choosing leaders to
govern, manage the public life of our nation and address the challenges that confront the state
and our local communities. Because Presidential election years have consistently higher voter
turnout than Midterm election years, the 2011 Arizona Civic Health Index separates data on

Arizona

was one of only 10 states
to increase voter
registration in 2010.

In North Dakata, citizens do not have to
register to vote by law, and was therefore
not included in this ranking

8 2011 ARIZONA CIVIC HEALTH INDEX

Midterm elections from data on Presidential elections.

1. Voter Registration (2006 - 2010 Midterm Elections)

2006

AZ Nation Rank
62.1% 67.6% 48"
[ 2006 TOP 10 7

79.3% 73.4%
Maine Michigan

I 2010 TOP 10 1

76.6% 70.0%
Maine Wisconsin

LT

2010
AZ Nation Rank
66.0% 65.1% 2m

2006 LOW PERFORMING

62.1% 55.2%
Arizona  Hawalii

2010 LOW PERFORMING

51
66.0% 52.3%
Arizona Hawaii
What ? Arizona was one of 10

2010 Midterm Election
Arizona Voter Registration
State average:

Citizen groups below state average:

63.4%

s75% |

B Gender: Male

Education (Age 25+): High school only
Geographic: Rural

Income: Less than $35,000
Ethnicity: Latino

Marital Status: Single, never married
Age: 18-t0-29 year olds

Employment: Unemployed

Education (Age 25+) Less than

high school diploma

57.
5:

states that increased voter registration in
the 2010 Midterm election. Arizona (+3.9%)
and South Carolina (+3.8%) experienced the
largest increases, a key factor in moving
both states up in the national rankings. It is
believed the statewide debate over SB 1070
helped drive citizen participation in Arizona’s
2010 Midterm election.

2010 Top 10: Maine, Louisiana, Vermont,
Mississippi, Washington, Minnesota,
Michigan, Oregon, lowa, Wisconsin

The Arizona We Want Goal: Increase voter
registration in the 2014 Midterm election by
a minimum 4 percentage points (the differ-
ence between Arizona and #10 Wisconsin),
especially among citizen groups reporting
participation below the state average.

Challenges: In the fall 2010 U.S. Census Current
Population (CPS) Survey, 35.3% of unregistered
citizens report they are not interested in politics
or elections, 19.8% report they did not meet
registration deadlines, and 18.8% report other
reasons for not registering.




4 °

Voto

Ademas del aumento en el
registro, Arizona paso de
32 3 18t en participacion
segun lo informado por el
votante.

30% de los encuestados
dijo que no votaron
porque estaban demasiado
ocupados, 11% dijeron que
no estaban interesados o
sentian que su voto no
haria una diferencia.

2. Voter Turnout (2006 - 2010 Midterm Elections)

2006 2010

AZ Nation Rank AZ Nation Rank

46.4% 47.8% 33 48.8% 45.5% 18"

I 2006 TOP 10 7 2006 LOW PERFORMING
65.4% 56.4% 46.4% 36.7%

Minnesota Maryland Arizona Utah

I 2010 TOP 10 7 2010 LOW PERFORMING

1 10 18 g
59.4% 52.3% 48.8% 36.4%
Maine lowa Arizona Texas

What Happened? Arizona was one of 13 states that increased voter turnout in the 2010 Midterm
election. The gains ranged from as low as 1 percentage point to as high as 10 percentage points
in Louisiana. For the first time since 1974, Arizona exceeded the national average for Midterm voter
turnout. It is believed that the statewide debate over SB 1070 helped drive citizen participation in
Arizona's 2010 election.

2010 Top 10: Maine, Washington, Oregon,

2010 Midterm Election North Dakota, Vermont, Minnesota, South
Arizona Voter Turnout Dakota, Wisconsin, Colorado, lowa
State average:

18-t0-29 Year olds: Voter turnout among 18-t0-29

Year olds in Midterm elections increased from
CREsnSIRHpa BsioW EINS SVSCRES] 23% in the 2006 Midterm election to 31% in
2010, an increase that moved Arizona from
37" to 9" in the national rankings. Other top 10
states for this age group in 2010 include Oregon,
North Dakota, South Carolina, Minnesota, Wash-
EF ington, South Dakota, Maine, the District of
Columbia and Colorado. State rankings are not
available for other demographic groups.
The Arizona We Want Goal: Increase voter turn-
- out in the 2014 Midterm election by a minimum
B Education (Age 25+): High school only 3.5 percentage points (the difference between
= Geographic: Rural Arizona and #10 lowa), especially among citizen
: ‘:’ﬁ z::’:f’;:;‘:’:;? - groups reporting participation below the state
B Employment: Unemployed average.
B Ethnicity: Latino
B Marital Status: Single, never married Challenges: In the fall 2010 U.S. Census CPS
B Education (Age 25+): Less than Survey, nearly 30% of Arizonans who did not vote
high school diploma indicated they were too busy and the election
B Age: 18-t0-29 year olds

conflicted with their work or school schedules.
Nearly 11% said they weren'tinterested and felt
their vote wouldn't make a difference.

Arizona

exceeded the national
average for voter turnout
in 2010.




Conveniencia de Voto

La votacion temprana es o
una tendencia cada vez
mayor.

En Arizona vemos mas 52 9%
votos emitidos de ésta o Arizonets i e

H 1aterm election said the
manera que el promedio i} o :
nacional.

Pero mas personas a
nivel nacional votan
temprano en los lugares
de votacion que por
correo.

Es interesante notar sin
embargo que en la
Eleccion General 2010,
aunqgue tuvimos una
tasa tan baja de
devolucion para
nuestras boletas
tempranas (77%), en
el Condado Maricopa
65% de nuestra
participacion fué por
correo.




Centro Electoral

e Grupo:  Asociacion Nacional de Oficiales Electorales

e Datos:
— Encuesta del dia de Eleccion EAC
— Estudios Académicos de la Universidad de Nueva Orleans

e Enfoque: Administracion y Direccion de Elecciones

/

ELECT&ON CEnTER

Natlo al Assodation of Election Offi cals




e QOriginado en la primavera de 2010, la Fuerza de Trabajo de
Referencia esta compuesto de administradores electorales
de todo el pais, local y estatal, urbano y rural, grande y
pequefo, compartiendo un objetivo comun.

To identify common measures
which can be used by state and
local election administrators for the
continuous improvement of the
elections process.




Al Davidson, Deputy of Elections, Arapahoe County, CO
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Linda Lindberg, General Registrar, Arlington County, VA
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Ernie Hawkins, Chairman, Board of Directors, Sacramento CA

Task Force Chair:

Keith A. Cunningham, Special Projects Manager, Ohio Secretary of State

Observer:
Tom Wilkey. U.S. Election Assistance Commission, Washington DC




UNO Encuesta de Administradores

Electorales

Costos

Registro

Trabajadores electorales
Equipo de votacion
Boletas

Boletas por correo
Lugares de Votacion
Operaciones de votacion
Boletas Provisionales
Conteo de votos

Y preguntaron si los datos se utilizan para:

Evaluacion

Presupuesto

Explicacion de funciones
Reduccion

Encontrar el punto de partida: antes de avanzar la Fuerza de Trabajo, primero intentamos
averiguar qué datos estaban siendo recopilados ya, y como estaban siendo utilizados.

La Universidad de Nueva Orleans encuesto a los administradores electorales sobre éstos
temas:

Vamos a ver un par de resumenes
iniciales de las respuestas a ver qué
datos estan siendo recopilados y
como estan siendo utilizados.
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Producto Final

Este proyecto alin esta en su fase inicial y anticipa a ser,
una aventura a largo plazo, durante varios afos.

Debido a que los participantes son el 99% de
administradores de elecciones habra la interrupcion
ocasional en el progreso del grupo—una desaceleracion
cada dos afos o algo asi con un cese casi completo durante
los ciclos de elecciones presidenciales

Presidential Primaries and Caucuses
by Month (2012)




Indice de Rendimiento de Elecciones

Centro Pew sobre .

os Estados

e Grupo: Investigadores c

e Pew, y un consejo asesor

compuesto de Administradores Electorales, Demaografos, y

Académicos

e Datos:
— Encuesta del Dia de Eleccion
— Datos del censo
— Introduccion Legal
— Estudios académicos

 Enfoque:

EAC

www.pewcenteront hestates .org

Pew’s Elections

Performance Index

Helping States Strengthen
Our Democrac y




Centro Pew sobre los Estados

Efficient Elections: Costs and Outputs
NCSL Legislative Summit: Aug. 8, 2011

The Pew Elections Performance
Index will provide an empirical
assessment of how well the

nation’s democracy is working.

I —— v 03:06 / 05:14  «f1 [}

Time: 0:5:14

Speaker
Zachary Markovits, senior associate, Pew Center on the States




Centro Pew sobre los Estados:
El Inicio del Indice

o “Datos para la Democracia— Mejorar
las Elecciones a traves de Métricas y
Medlicion, un compendio de
investigacion que...comienza a mirar

como los datos son recopilados en el Data for
Democracy
Ca m pOo IMPROVING ELECTIONS THROUGH METRICS AND MEASUREMENT

 Destaca estados que hacen un
trabajo solido de recoleccion y
presentacion de datos, examina
desafios que enfrentan en la
coleccion de datos en el campo y
evalua la diversidad de datos
mecanismos de recopilacion de datos
entre los gobiernos locales.”

http://www.pewcenteronthestates.org/report detail.aspx?id=46600




Centro Pew sobre los Estados:

El Inicio del Indice

» “Entre los esfuerzos de recopilacion de datos
destacados en la publicacion:

g

Un esfuerzo de Maryland para evaluar patrones
de votacion a través del uso de datos de libros
electronicos de las encuestas.

Un sistema de notificacion de informacion en
el Condado Maricopa, Ariz. Permitiendo una
revision del rendimiento de la maquina de
votacion, abastecimiento y distribucion y
eficacia del trabajador electoral.

Un vistazo de como los datos ?/ la transparencia
Eodrlan haber evitado el problema de la “doble
urbuja” en la eleccion primaria de preferencia

presidencial 2008 en el Condado de Los Angeles.

El uso de datos del sistema de informacion
geografica (GIS) para maximizar la eficiencia de
ubicaciones de lugares de votacion en el
Condado Forsyth, Georgia.”

Data for
Democracy

IMPROVING ELECTIONS THROUGH METRICS AND MEASUREMENT

=

DECEMBER 2008

http://www.pewcenteronthestates.orqg/report detail.aspx/I0=




Centro Pew sobre los Estados

“Pew ha estado trabajando en colaboracion con los principales
funcionarios electorales, creadores de politicas y académicos
para identificar un conjunto de medidas esenciales de la salud
de los sistemas de eleccion de los estados y |ocalidades.
Utilizando los mejores datos disponibles, el Indice de
Desempeiio de Elecciones de Pew se vera con el tiempo y en
todos los estados para proporcionar una evaluacion empirica de
lo bien que nuestra nacion esta llevando a cabo elecciones
basadas en criterios tales como: exactitud de las listas de
registro de votantes; la integridad del proceso de votacion

militar y en ausencia; y el disefio y sequridad de tecnologia de
votacion y boletas.”

http://www.pewcenteronthestates.org/uploadedFiles/wwwpewcenteronthestatesorg/Initiatives/MVW/Performance index factsheet.pdf




Envio de Datos

 Lanzada el 27 de Septiembre,
Pew ahora esta haciendo un
“Envio de Datos” semanal
para transmitir informacion
sobre administracion de
elecciones.

e Este sera sin duda un gran
lugar para localizar datos
comparativos.

ELECTION

DATADISPATCHES

Election Data Dispatches

BRI TS G IRt

DATADISPATCHES

Election Administration by the Numbers

About Election Data Dispatches

Election Data Dispatches provides data, research and analysis about election administration
in America.

Although we link to external research data and other materials, we do not independently verify
external research, endorse the reports or affirm the authors' opinions.



Cuentos de Precaucion...

PORQUE ASEGURAR QUE LOS DATOS SON EXACTOS Y LAS CONCLUSIONES CORRECTAS SON ELABORADAS
ES IMPORTANTE




Indexacion y Comparacion
Inevitablemente la discusion recurre al registro y la

participacion. Pero hay muchas sutilezas a considerar cuando
se habla de registro:

e Qué numerador/denominador utilizar? Para Arizona hace
una GRAN diferencia si esta preguntando sobre el
porcentaje de Poblacion de Edad de Votacion del Censo
(VAP) o Poblacion de Ciudadanos Elegibles (CEP); cuando
se comparan a otro estado ése estado incluye los votantes
inactivos en sus listas? O solo el estatus activo?

| Coenends sl

numeros utilizados, AZ tiene AR VEP 71.1%
una oscilacion de 20% de

Active + Inactive VAP 71.8%
tasa




2010 Indice de Salud Publica
Registro de Votantes

 Dakota del Norte, <1ue no tiene ningun requisito de registro, fué
catalogado como el mas alto rango de votantes registradps.

INDICATOR 1: VOTER REGISTRATION
2008 NATIONAL AVERAGE - 71% ARIZONA AVERAGE - 68.9%
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e Elusode VAP o VEP es un elemento critico cuando se comparan los
estados que puedan tener un mayor nimero de personas contadas

por el Censo pero quienes no son elegibles para r%gistrarse—ésto
Icacion, etc.

puede ser debido a ciudadania, delito mayor, adju




Indexacion y Comparacion

« Mantenimiento de la Lista de Registro de Votantes:

— Si una jurisdiccion no tiene una rutina vigorosa de mantenimiento
para mantener sus listas actuales, entonces podrian tener un
rango mayor potencialmente de enmascaramiento de carencias
en alcance, acceso, etc.

— Sin embargo, para jurisdicciones que si mantienen listas mas
precisas removiendo a aquellos que se han mudado o fallecido
podrian ser penalizados porque los datos del Censo no son
actualizados tan frecuentemente.

— En algunos de los rangos hay estados con puntuacion superipr a
Arizona pero tienen litigios existentes con DOJ por no cumplir con
la Ley Nacional de Registro de Votantes (NVRA).



Indexacion y Comparacion

Uno también tiene que tener cuidado de hacer las preguntas
correctas en lo que respecta a la asignacion de recursos:

— El nimero de maquinas es mas impactante si se utiliza DREs, y
si no ponderada, beneficiaria a aquellas jurisdicciones—el
escaneo optico es usualmente 1 por lugar de votacion, DREs son
multiples por ubicacion ya que el votante tiene que tener una
para poder votar.

— El numero de trabajadores puede ser reducido debido al uso de
libros electronicos de urnas u otras ayudas técnicas.

— Como los centros de votacion afectan la conversacion?




Indexacion y Comparacion

La misma advertencia va para otras medidas:

— La participacion puede verse afectada por:

* Lo que esta en la boleta—cuestiones controvertidas, candidatos
carismaticos aumentan la participacion.

* Fecha de la eleccion: el dia después del Dia del Trabajo

— Lineas cortas pueden significar:

* Apatia de los votantes
Falta de notificacion o educacion del votante
Intimidacion a los votantes

“Fatiga del votante”—no solo al final de la votacion, pero elecciones
frecuentes pueden tener un impacto en la capacidad de atencion del
votante

Una linea larga no es SIEMPRE mala.




Preguntas y Comentarios?




