
Jovan Hutton Pulitzer 

Memo 
To: Arizona Attorney General Mark Brnovich 

From: Jovan Hutton Pulitzer  

cc: All Related Parties 

Date: March 19, 2022 

Re: SUBPEONA – ERIC - The Electronic Registration Information Center 

Attorney General Brnovich, 

As our investigation has already provided evidence of, Arizona has a severe issue with dead 
voters being on its voter rolls combined with phantom and no longer residents of Arizona being 
part of its voter rolls. 

Therefore, in order to gain an accurate and transparent understanding of how the voter rolls are 
maintained in Maricopa County, Arizona, we need an accurate and transparent understanding 
of how the database management operations of ERIC, the Electronic Registration Information 
Center, operates. 

At this moment, we are unable to conceive of how the ERIC program works when it has only 
what seems to be 5 full-time employees, none of which are data or technology experts or 
professionals whose experience match the stated mission of the organization. 

This further leads us to believe that incredibly private voter registration files (which contain full 
names, dates of birth, driver’s license numbers, social security numbers and physical 
addresses) may be located somewhere on the internet where third party contractors have full 
access to such highly private data sets.  Therefore, we seek clarification on exactly how ERIC 
operates and how the data exchanges happen, which occurs regularly, and are assured to be 
fully secure. 

The mission statement of the Electronic Registration Information Center is a noble and logical 
one, but our research indicates the information may not actually be utilized by the member 
states for the purpose stated. 

https://ericstates.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/ERIC_FAQS_V1.0_02-08-2022.pdf
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Our research has shown that Maricopa County might not even be accepting the reports from 
ERIC, which the state pays for, and ignoring the identification of dead voters that should be 
immediately removed from the voter rolls. 

An example of the tremendous disconnect between the ERIC mission statement and its 
reporting to the State of Arizona and Maricopa County is the following comparison we present 
between ERIC state reports when comparing it to deep forensic research of actual voter rolls in 
Arizona.  The following chart details some of the ERIC “list maintenance activities”: 

 

However, between July 2021 and September 2021, the State of Arizona new voter registration 
system data was cross checked with the Social Security Administration data sets and egregious 
mismanagement and maladministration of the Arizona Voter Rolls was discovered.  Fifty-eight 
percent (58%) of the voter records investigated came back as NO MATCH with the Social 
Security Administration as being a real SSN or individual.  NOTE: ERIC also provides value 
by identifying out-of-date records found by comparing voter registration data between 
states to motor vehicle licensing agency data and to the Social Security Administration 
master death index list.  ERIC began providing list maintenance data to members in July 
of 2013. 
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If such invalid and/or illegal records were identified and provided to Maricopa County election 
officials, then such officials and representatives blatantly ignored the warnings, data and 
information provided.  We have to wonder if this information when passed along to the 
Secretary of State in Arizona is just simply ignored or just mishandled. 

 

On December 27th, 2017, Arizona became the 22nd state to participate in the Electronic 
Registration Information Center. In the press release announcing this participation Arizona 
acknowledged “It is estimated that 1 in 8 records in the Country needs to be updated.”  Arizona 
further acknowledged the premise “ERIC compares official data provided by participating states 
as well as U.S. Postal Service addresses and Social Security death records to identify out-of-
date records because they have moved, changed their names, or died. The results data is then 
shared with member states allowing election officials to update their voter registration rolls.” 

Our deep forensic audit of the Maricopa County, Arizona, 2020 General Election clearly shows 
the Maricopa County voter rolls are both compromised and woefully lacking.  Of further concern 
is the fact that the Electronic Registration Information Center (ERIC) is a nation-wide voter data-
gathering system, funded by the Pew Center and an “anonymous” donor, the Soros Open 
Society.  Designed by activists in 2014, it is a membership organization established to maintain 
states’ voter rolls.  It is our belief the mishandling of this “information of bad voter files” was used 
to significantly change the outcome of the 2020 General Election in Maricopa County, Arizona. 

If information is obtained about “out of state moves”, “dead voters”, and “bad voter registration”, 
this information can be used to “cast votes illegally for those not legally present to vote”.  This 
information can be used as a “voter slush fund” or what we call a “fungible voter asset” if 
nefarious parties know exactly where to “discover” such obscure assets. The chart below shows 
how we track these “dormant and reactivatable assets” in our deep forensic audit of Maricopa 
County, Arizona, as it relates to the 2020 General Election. 

 

https://www.azsos.gov/sites/default/files/arizona_joins_national_electronic_registration_information_center.pdf
https://www.pewtrusts.org/en/research-and-analysis/video/2013/eric-ensuring-the-efficiency-and-integrity-of-americas-voter-rolls
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In an election ostensibly won with a margin of .0509%, one can easily see that between 
reactivating “dormant voters” in partial {REACT BOX} or reactivating “dormant voters” in full 
{INACTIVE BOX}, any and all elections can result in a “selected winner” versus a “duly elected 
winner”, and this does not even include the abundant crop of dead but still active and registered 
voters which can be weaponized.   

This is why we must secure information from ERIC and gain transparency of their relationship 
with the State of Arizona (specifically Maricopa County) and determine if the information 
provided by ERIC to Maricopa County (State of Arizona) was used for good or nefarious 
purposes. 

“Each member state is mandated by the ERIC bylaws to submit ALL details on every voter, both 
active and inactive, to ERIC every 60 days.  Along with this, states must give over all data from 
their motor vehicle registration divisions.  This provides ERIC the information on everyone with a 
driver’s license or even a learner’s permit PLUS all ID recipients which include illegals, elderly 
shut-ins, etc.  For this, ERIC then gives each member state a targeted list of all those NOT 
registered to vote and requires that the state contact a minimum of 95% of these people within 90 
days, soliciting them to register.  Where updates in individual profiles are garnered, those voters 
must be contacted within 90 days as well.”  Furthermore, “Member states are encouraged but not 
required to “update” their lists once every year.  ERIC sends their data updates approximately 
every 425 days, whether or not it is requested.” 

Let us highlight this provision of ERIC membership from its own bylaws: “Under no 
circumstances shall the members transmit any record indicating an individual is a non-citizen of 
the U.S.”    The one thing that is NOT mandated is that voter rolls be purged, and we strongly 
believe Maricopa County, and the State of Arizona, has potentially used the ERIC supplied 
research, records, and information for creating votes for those non-eligible to vote so they could 
make a material difference to the outcome of the election in Maricopa County, Arizona. 

We request and pray for the following subpoena and/or information request and investigation be 
submitted and initiated regarding the Electronic Registration Information Center (ERIC). 

 

 

MARICOPA COUNTY FACTS REGARDING THE 2020 GENERAL ELECTION 

https://ericstates.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/02/ERIC_Bylaws_01-2020.pdf
https://ericstates.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/02/ERIC_Bylaws_01-2020.pdf
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❖ Maricopa County, Arizona, REACTIVATED 179,418 previously “deemed inactive” 
voters for the 2020 General Election. 

❖ This REACTIVATION accounts for 7.3532841169014% of the total active voter 
count, additionally: 

o The number of those reactivated is an amount equal to 17 times the margin 
of victory in the 2020 General Election. 

❖ Maricopa County also shows 255,493 “INACTIVE” voters still able to be 
reactivated at any time, additionally: 

o This fungible voter asset represents 24 times the margin of victory in the 
2020 General Election, or a 10.471149042345% “fungibility” which could be 
used at a future date. 

 

E.R.I.C. - Electronic Registration Information Center a/k/a (ERIC) https://ericstates.org/  
Electronic Registration Information Center, Inc. 1155 F Street NW Suite 1050, 
Washington, DC  20004, Phone: (202)695-3464, Fax: (866)200-2651, info@ericstates.org 
OR 1201 CONNECTICUT AVE NW STE 600, WASHINGTON, DC, 20036-2605 - UBI 
604154251 and/or ELECTRONIC REGISTRATION INFORMATION CENTER was 
incorporated on Aug 02, 2017, as a NONPROFIT Regular Corporation Type registered at 
711 CAPITOL WAY S STE 204, OLYMPIA, WA. NOTE: Electronic Registration Information 
Center, Inc. is located in Washington, DC, United States. Electronic Registration 
Information Center, Inc. has 5 total employees across all of its locations.  NTEE code, 
primary: R40: Voter Education, Registration, NAICS code primary: 813319: Social 
Advocacy Organizations, Parent/child status: Independent – EIN 45-5389681 

INFORMATION REQUEST FOR BUT NOT LIMITED TO: (Former and Current Associates) 
John Lindback – Non–Voting Board Member, Janie Petty – Treasurer, Gail Fenumiai – Director, 
Sarah Whitt – Data Specialist, Mandi Grandjean – Director of Elections, Deputy Secretary of 
State – Ohio, Ericka Haas, Systems Engineer and Technical Liaison, Rick Retzman – 
Information Assurance Consultant, Shane Hamlin – Executive Director (Shane Hamlin of 
Olympia, WA., former Co-Director of Elections in the Washington Secretary of State’s Office), 
Edgardo Cortes-Chair-Commissioner, Virginia Department of Elections, Mark Thomas-Vice-
Chair-Director of Elections, Utah Lt. Governor’s Office, Elaine Manlove-Treasurer-
Commissioner of Elections, Delaware, Steve Trout-Secretary-Director, Oregon Elections 
Division, Angie Rogers-Immediate Past Chair-Director of Elections, Louisiana Secretary of 
State, Peggy Reeves-Executive Committee member-Director of Elections, Connecticut 
Secretary of State, Wayne Thorley-Executive Committee member-Deputy Secretary for 
Elections, Nevada, C T CORPORATION SYSTEM- agent, DEBORAH SCROGGIN- governor, 
MEAGAN WOLFE- governor, ROB ROCK – governor, KORI LORICK – governor, BRITTANY 
WESTFALL – governor, JONATHAN BRATER – governor, CLAY HELMS – governor, GAIL 
FENUMIAI – governor, JUDD CHOATE- governor, TED BROMLEY, governor, ANTHONY 
ALBENCE – governor, JORDAN FUCHS – governor, BERNADETTE MATTHEWS – governor, 
HEIDI BURHANS – governor, JARED DEARING -governor, SHERRI HADSKEY – governor, 
LINDA LAMONE – governor,  DAVID MAEDA -governor,  CHRISSY PETERS – governor, 
MANDY VIGIL – governor, MANDI GRANDJEAN -governor, JONATHAN MARKS – governor, 
MARCI ANDINO – governor, JUSTIN LEE -governor, WILL SENNING – governor,  CHRIS 

https://ericstates.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/01/FINAL_ERIC_2017_Annual_Report.pdf
https://www.causeiq.com/organizations/electronic-registration-information-center,455389681/
https://ericstates.org/
mailto:info@ericstates.org
https://www.causeiq.com/organizations/view_990/455389681/4b57bd245a68c8d614a43385b3d4afa8
https://s3.amazonaws.com/irs-form-990/201921359349310367_public.xml
https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/event_document/files/Shane-Hamlin-PCEA-Testimony-ERIC.pdf
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PIPER-  governor, STUART HOLMES – governor,  ALICE MILLER – governor, MARIA 
MATTHEWS – governor, KEITH INGRAM - governor, MARIA MATTHEWS – governor, KEITH 
INGRAM – governor, 

INFORMATION REQUEST: 

1. Each member state is mandated by the ERIC bylaws to submit ALL details on every 
voter, both active and inactive, to ERIC every 60 days. 

a. How does the State of Arizona transfer the voter roll information to ERIC? 
i. Who is responsible for this transfer function for the State of Arizona? 

1. Is there a specific ERIC liaison or project manager assigned at the 
State level for ERIC? 

2. Who in the ERIC organization is responsible for managing the 
relationship with the State of Arizona? 

3. What are their duties and procedures? 
4. Since membership enrollment in ERIC, has the State of Arizona 

provided the required (by bylaws) active and inactive voter 
information to ERIC? 

5. When was the initial transfer of the starting voter rolls to ERIC as 
part of membership? 

a. How large was the file transfer in data size, individual voter 
IDs, and overall fields per UID? 

b. What were your first initial findings when work initially 
began on the services provided by ERIC to the State of 
Arizona? 

c. When was the date of the first report back to the State of 
Arizona? 

i. Who made the report for Arizona on behalf of 
ERIC? 

ii. Who accepted the data for the State of Arizona on 
behalf of the State? 

6. Please list, since the date of inception and membership, the 
following: 

a. Each data transfer to ERIC from the State of Arizona 
b. Each data transfer from the State of Arizona to ERIC 
c. The file size, format, and number of individual voter files 

represented in said transfers 
d. When first running the data files provided by the State of 

Arizona, did ERIC detect duplicate voters or voters with the 
same or relatively the same identifying information but 
unique voter registration numbers? 

i. Did ERIC notify the State of Arizona of such 
duplicate or bad records from the start? 

ii. How many of these types of records were initially 
discovered? 

iii. Who did ERIC report the findings of such to at the 
State of Arizona? 

iv. Upon the next test of data or systems were the bad 
files still present? 
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7. Does the State of Arizona provide you with a new complete voter 
file each 60 days or just new registrations? 

8. After ERIC’s initial receipt of the complete voter files from the 
State of Arizona, does ERIC ever request the full data set at a 
later date to cross check IF the State of Arizona is making voter 
roll adjustments based on the findings of ERIC? 

a. Has the above scenario of rerunning ALL TO DATE 
VOTER ROLLS from the State of Arizona back through to 
assure compliance ever occurred? 

i. If YES, please state each instance this has 
occurred by date. 

ii. If NO, please state how you are able to assure, or 
even check for, the State of Arizona even utilizing 
your services effectively or in a prudent and 
fiduciary manner. 

iii. If you do NOT run cross checks for compliance by 
member states, please explain why such is not 
policy. 

9. Is it possible for ERIC to have a different voter list, in part, partial, 
or whole, which is different and/or materially different than the 
State of Arizona? 

a. If YES, please explain why such difference could occur 
and what would cause such an occurrence. 

b. If NO, please explain HOW ERIC and the State are able to 
cross check each other’s compliance and fiduciary efforts 
IF only updated batches are being transferred back 
between each other every 60 days and not complete top-
to-bottom list maintenance and compliance measures are 
not in practice. 
 

10. Additionally, provide by data delivery or transfer the total number 
of the following: 

i. How many voters from Arizona were found to have 
moved out of the State of Arizona (by batch 
transfer, date, size, number of unique records, 
etc.)? 

ii. How many voters were found to have moved out of 
state when the data was checked for Arizona (by 
batch transfer, date, size, number of unique 
records, etc.)? 

iii. When a MOVED OUT-OF-STATE VOTER is 
detected by ERIC and reported to the State of 
Arizona, does ERIC keep reporting the presence of 
a moved out of state voter for each instance the 
voter is continually detected past the initial 
discovery? 

iv. Does ERIC only report a moved out-of-state voter 
to the State one time and then never follow up? 
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v. If ERIC reports an instance of a moved out-of-state 
voter, yet finds in subsequent runs the voter is still 
on the roll, what steps does ERIC take, such as: 

1. Continue to report the instances to the 
State? 

2. Ignore the file flag since it had been 
previously reported? 

vi. How does ERIC keep track of moved out-of-state 
voters which may have been previously detected 
and/or reported? 

1. Where is this information stored? 
2. In what format? 
3. In what numbers? 
4. In what logging, flagging or detection 

system? 
 

11. How many voters were found to be mis-matched social security 
numbers when the data was checked (by batch transfer)? 

i. When a mismatched social security number is 
detected by ERIC and reported to the State of 
Arizona, does ERIC keep reporting the presence of 
a mismatched social security number voter for each 
instance the voter is continually detected past the 
initial discovery? 

ii. Does ERIC only report a mismatched social 
security number voter to the State one time and 
then never follow up? 

iii. If ERIC reports an instance of a mismatched social 
security number voter, yet finds in subsequent runs 
the voter is still on the roll, what steps does ERIC 
take, such as: 

1. Continue to report the instances to the 
State? 

2. Ignore the file flag since it had been 
previously reported? 

iv. How does ERIC keep track of mismatched social 
security numbers of voters which may have been 
previously detected and/or reported? 

v. Where is this information stored? 
1. In what format? 
2. In what numbers? 
3. In what logging, flagging or detection 

system? 
vi. Additionally, provide by data delivery (by batch 

transfer, date, size, number of unique records, 
etc.), the following: 

1. Mismatched social security numbers 
2. Voters from Arizona found to have moved 

out of the State of Arizona 
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3. Voters found to have moved out of state 
when the data was checked for Arizona 
 

12. WHEN A MOVED DECEASED VOTER is detected by ERIC and 
reported to the State of Arizona, does ERIC keep reporting the 
presence of the deceased voter for each instance the voter is 
continually detected past the initial discovery? 

i. Does ERIC only report a deceased voter to the 
State one time and then never follow up? 

ii. If ERIC reports an instance of a deceased voter, 
yet finds in subsequent runs the voter is still on the 
roll, what steps does ERIC take, such as: 

1. Continue to report the instances to the 
State? 

2. Ignore the file flag since it had been 
previously reported? 

iii. How does ERIC keep track of deceased voters 
which may have been previously detected and/or 
reported? 

1. Where is this information stored? 
2. In what format? 
3. In what numbers? 
4. In what logging, flagging or detection 

system? 
 

13. Has the State of Arizona missed providing any of the required 
every-60-day data dumps to ERIC? 

a. If so, please identify each 60-day period said transfers of 
data were not made, and note the following: 

i. Did ERIC notify the State of Arizona of the 
information lapse? 

ii. If YES, who did ERIC report this to? (Full contact 
information please) 

1. Did the State of Arizona respond? 
2. What was the response? 
3. Did the State of Arizona remedy the 

situation? 
4. If yes, when and how? 

iii. If NO, and it is a requirement of membership in 
ERIC, why did ERIC choose to NOT report such to 
the State of Arizona? 

1. Who at ERIC was responsible for making 
the decision to NOT notify the State of 
Arizona? 

b. Does ERIC have a liaison at each county level, such as 
Maricopa County, Arizona, and if yes, who is this 
individual? 

c. How does Maricopa County provide this information and 
data transfer to the state? 
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d. In what manner does Maricopa County transfer this data to 
the State (procedures and formats of data)? 

e. Who is responsible for the assembling of the state for said 
transfer of data to ERIC at the State level? 

 
14. How does the State of Arizona transfer to ERIC the data from the 

motor vehicles registration divisions? 
ii. Who is responsible for this data at the motor vehicles 

registration divisions? 
iii. Please list, by date and batch, all transfers of data to ERIC 

by the motor registration divisions in the State of Arizona. 
 

      15. Is the ERIC system or data base, when combined with other official State 
Databases (specifically the dataset of the Social Security Administration 
and motor vehicles division) able to identify any individuals which may be 
a non-citizen of the US? 

16. If the bylaws of ERIC demand the following, “Under no circumstances 
shall the members transmit any record indicating an individual is a 
non-citizen of the U.S.”, how do the following compliance procedures 
occur? 

i. How does ERIC assure that it has not accidentally 
been given, inadvertently, records of individuals which 
are, in fact, non-citizens of the US? 

ii. If ERIC does not verify or assure US Citizenship, how 
does ERIC just assume the member state, in this case 
the State of Arizona, has made sure that such files are 
not transferred to ERIC? 

iii. Does ERIC automatically assume, due to its written 
bylaws and membership agreement with a member 
state, the State is automatically complying with such 
non-citizen rules? 

a. What happens if a member state does not 
comply with this bylaw of ERIC? 

b. What does ERIC do if it is able to tell, identify, 
flag, recognize, or in some way detect, by either 
file information, Social Security Administration 
information, or motor vehicle division 
information, IF a file has been sent which does 
not represent a legal US Citizen? 

i. Is there published procedure for such? 
ii. Has this type of event ever occurred? 
iii. If YES, how many voter files or 

individual files have been flagged in this 
manner? 

iv. Who has this information been sent to at 
the State of Arizona? 

17. Can ERIC assure the State, Legislative Officials, Lawmakers, 
Investigators or Auditors that it does not have any files in its systems or 
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databases which do/could/or may belong to a file – also known as a voter 
– who is in fact NOT a legal US citizen? 

18. Is ERIC able to confirm which member states have updated their 
voter rolls on the recommended one-a-year cycle? 

i. How does ERIC confirm the State is complying with the 
once-a-year update? 

ii. If ERIC does not confirm the State in fact does a once-a-
year update, why not? 

iii. If State is not utilizing the information and data provided by 
ERIC, would that in fact mean the State is not keeping up 
with their voter rolls effectively? 

iv. If the State is contracting with ERIC and becoming a 
member, yet they neglect updating their voter rolls, then is 
the ERIC program and membership of any use to the 
member state? 
 

19. If ERIC is obtaining information from member states, why is ERIC 
only providing a data update to the State approximately every 425 days, 
whether or not it is requested by the member state? 

i. Has the State of Arizona requested in any form, written or 
otherwise, their update from ERIC on or before the 425-
day mark for any given update? 

ii. Has the State of Arizona ever failed to request an updated 
voter roll file from ERIC either on or before the 425-day 
mark? 

a. If YES, what years did this occur? 
iii. What is the significance of using the term set at 425 days? 

a. With elections going on regularly and voters moving 
in and out of the State of Arizona regularly, why not 
update in faster intervals? 
 

20. Since data continually flows to ERIC from the member state of 
Arizona, in the event a voter happens to die immediately following the day 
of said transfer, does this then equate to the possibility of a dead voter, 
confirmed dead, staying active on the State of Arizona voter rolls at least 
425 days from the date of discovery or date of report to the State? 
 
21. If the State of Arizona does not in fact take ERIC dead voters 
accumulated data, could it be possible that the State of Arizona has dead 
voters inside their voter rolls? 
 
22.  If the State of Arizona was to ignore two (2) 425 reporting cycle 
updates from ERIC and was to not update their voter rolls from said ERIC 
compiled data, would this then reelect the very real possibility of a dead 
voter not being detected for 2.34 years? 
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23. Why would a State such as Arizona not accept your dead voter data 
set information as part of their regular maintenance program? 
 
24.  How many Voters, since membership of the State of Arizona, has 
ERIC identified for the State of Arizona? 

i. Please provide Total Number By Year 
ii. Please provide Total Number By Party Affiliation 

25. How does ERIC “activate” a Voter for a member state? 

i. Does ERIC actually register them with the state? 
ii. Does ERIC have access to the state registration system 

and can insert voters into the state voter registrations 
system? 

a. If NOT active insertion by ERIC, what are the 
procedures, methods, and steps for getting said 
new voter information into the State Voter 
Registration Database? 
 

26.  When ERIC identifies a new voter for activation within the State of 
Arizona’s Voter Registration System, does ERIC or its assigns conduct 
any or all of the following: 

i. Confirm physical address for the new voter? 
a. If YES, how does the ERIC system confirm 

such? 
ii. Confirm a valid Driver’s License or proper State 

Issued Identification for the new voter? 
a. If YES, how does the ERIC system confirm 

such? 
iii. Confirm the truthful and full date of birth for the new 

voter? 
a. If YES, how does the ERIC system confirm 

such? 
iv. Confirm a valid and full Social Security Number for 

the new voter? 
a. If YES, how does the ERIC system confirm 

such? 
v. If the State provided voter roll database has voters 

on the rolls which are not legal citizens, but for 
some reason have gone inactive as a voter, how 
does ERIC handle this situation and avoid 
unintentionally registering a new voter who may 
actually be a non-citizen? 

27.  If ERIC is obtaining motor vehicle division records, which may or may 
not mean the person is already a voter, how does ERIC then convert 
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them to a new voter for the State of Arizona, if in fact ERIC does not 
check citizenship? 

i. Thus, since ERIC may not confirm actual citizenship of an 
individual while it is taking delivery of motor vehicle division 
records (which does not mean the person is registered to 
vote or legal to vote), how does ERIC insure such 
instances of the improper onboarding of non-qualified 
persons or illegal voters into the State of Arizona’s Voter 
Registration Records? 

ii. Can ERIC assure State, Legislative Officials, Lawmakers, 
Investigators or Auditors of the following: 

a. ERIC only recommends, signs up, identifies, 
onboards or registers ONLY legal US citizens to 
become registered voters in the State of Arizona? 

b. ERIC only recommends, signs up, identifies, 
onboards or registers ONLY legal voting age US 
citizens to become registered voters in the State of 
Arizona? 

c. ERIC only recommends, signs up, identifies, 
onboards or registers ONLY legal voters who ARE 
NOT UTILIZING A FAKE ID OR AN ILLEGAL 
ASSUMED INDENTITY in order to become a US 
registered voter in the State of Arizona? 

d. To what end (and means) does ERIC take all the 
assurance and compliance steps with such an 
extremely minimal staff to handle such larger 
records? 

e. To what end (and means) does ERIC take all the 
assurance and compliance steps to assure it does 
not recommend, sign up, identify, onboard or 
register a convicted felon who is in the motor 
registration records (or existing voter rolls of the 
State) in order to become a registered valid voter in 
the State of Arizona? 

28.  What is the purpose of ERIC needing and requiring the following 
information from member states, and, how does it help with assuring bad 
voter files or even new qualified voters are identified by the ERIC 
services? ERIC requires submission from each state of totals of the 
following: 

i. Total provisional ballots counted 
ii. Total of those uncounted 
iii. Total voter registrations changed or updated on the day of 

voting 
iv. Total paper ballots were cast 
v. Total electronic votes tabulated 
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vi. Names of all individuals who participate in the act of 
registering voters 

a. How many of these individuals’ names and 
information have been provided to ERIC? 

vii. Information of individuals who help in the voting 
registration or voting location process, specifically: 

a. public library staff 
i. How many of these individuals’ names and 

information have been provided to ERIC? 
b. DHS 

i. How many of these individuals’ names and 
information have been provided to ERIC? 

c. Depts. of Health and Public Safety 
i. How many of these individuals’ names and 

information have been provided to ERIC? 
d. Volunteer organizations and/or workers 

i. How many of these individuals’ names and 
information have been provided to ERIC? 

29. How does the above Q28 i-vii help find bad voter records and activate 
inactive voters? Please explain in detail. 

30. Since these items noted in Q28 i-vii are more akin to data harvesting 
and identifying individuals active in elections, which are normally kept 
private, protected and confidential, what is happening to this data? 

i. Where is this data being stored? 
ii. What systems is this data being interfaced with? 
iii. Do all of the volunteers and election supports know they 

are being identified by the state in disconnected 3rd party 
databases, when most of these lists are kept confidential 
and many subject to non-disclose agreements? 

iv. How does ERIC having this data not allow the compromise 
of people, officials and the like who actively work elections 
in the State of Arizona? 

v. Did ERIC or the State of Arizona receive a release of such 
confidential information from the individuals it has released 
information about? 

vi. Did each State Official which ERIC has listed as 
participants, members, officials, or participants grant the 
unconditional release of such personal and private 
information? 

vii. Did those officials allow the participants the opportunity to 
dis-enroll from this list building and data analytics function? 

viii. How does this feature in ERIC, its bylaws and agreements 
reconcile with current privacy laws and the Privacy Act? 

ix. Do the individuals who have been profiled and inserted 
into the ERIC database by the State of Arizona have a way 
to immediately remove their information, and the said 
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resulting information collected about and from them, from 
the ERIC database in totality? 

x. Does ERIC even have the ability to eliminate this highly 
private information from its database and artificial 
intelligence programs, including all resulting information 
collected as the result of the inclusion of such hidden data, 
the information which has been shared on individuals? 

xi. If the Supreme Court has interpreted the United States 
Constitution as providing individuals with a right to privacy 
and this right generally guards only against government 
intrusions, how is this disclosure of information (compiled 
by ERIC since 2012) not a violation of privacy and thus a 
total invasion of privacy enacted by the joint efforts of ERIC 
and the State of Arizona? 

xii. How is the ERIC data prevented from rolling into other third 
part databases? 

a. Is this or has this occurred? 
b. Is ERIC or any of its members, officials, or assigns 

profiting or generating any revenue (no matter how 
insignificant) off this information provided by the 
State of Arizona? 
 

 

 


