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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT (CLARENCE MADDOX
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA S.0. OF FLA.- MIAMI

CASE NO. 06-21265-CIV-SEITZ/MCALILEY

__________________ X

ACTING FOR COMMUNITY TOGETHER (PACT),

FLORIDA AFL-CIO, AMERICAN FEDERATION OF

STATE, COUNTY AND MUNICIPAL EMPLOYEES,

COUNCIL 79 (AFSCME), SEIU FLORIDA

HEALTHCARE UNION, as organizations and as

representatives of their members; MARILYNN WILLS; : :

and JOHN and JANE DOES 1-100, : ES;II§§1358FILING

Plaintiffs, DECLARATIONS

V.

SUE M. COBB, individually and in her official capacity as
Secretary of State for the State of Florida, and DAWN
ROBERTS, individually and in her official capacity as
Director of the Division of Elections within the Department
of State for the State of Florida,

Defendants.

- ——— - ——— - X

PLAINTIFFS, League of Women Voters of Florida, People Acting for Community
Together (PACT), Florida AFL-CIO, American Federation of State, County and Municipal
Employees, Council 79 (AFSCME), SEIU Florida Healthcare Union, as organizations and as
representatives of their members; Marilynn Wills; and John and Jane Does 1-100 (collectively
“Plaintiffs™), by and through their undersigned counsel, hereby file the following Declarations
in further support of Plaintiffs’ Motion for a Preliminary Injunction:

1. lon Sancho, Supervisor of Elections in Leon County, Florida.
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2. Donald P. Green, A. Whitney Griswold Professor of Political Science at Yale
University.
3. Emily J. Groendyke, associate at the law firm of Kramer Levin Naftalis & Frankel
LLP, with the following attached exhibits:
a. Exhibit A: July 19, 2006 Press Release of the Republican Party of Florida
b. Exhibit B: Webpage of the Green Party of Florida
¢. Exhibit C: Report from the United States Census Bureau entitled “Voting

and Registration in the Election of November 2004.”

Dated: July 20, 2006

Gary C. Rosen

Florida Bar No. 310107
BECKER& POLIAKQOFF, P.A,
3111 Stirling Road

Ft. Lauderdale, Florida 33312
Tel: (954) 985-4133

Elizabeth S. Westfall
ADVANCEMENT PROJECT
1730 M. Street, N.W., Suite 910
Washington, D.C. 20036

Tel: (202) 728-9557

Wendy R. Weiser

BRENNAN CENTER FOR JUSTICE
ATNYU SCHOOL OF LAW

161 Avenue of the Americas, 12™ Floor

New York, N.Y. 10013

Tel: (212) 998-6730

Eric A. Tirschwell

Erin A. Walter

Craig L. Siegel

KRAMER LEVIN NAFTALIS &
FRANKEL LLP

1177 Avenue of the Americas

New York, N.Y. 10036

Tel: (212) 715-9100 /7
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By:
“~TFric A. Tirschwell

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of Notice of Filing
Plaintiffs’ Declarations, dated July 20, 2006, was served by electronic mail and regular
United States mail, postage prepaid, on the 20th day of July, 2006, upon the following;

Peter Antonacei, Esq.
GrayRobinson, P.A.

301 S. Bronough Street, Suite 600
Post Office Box 11189
Tallahassee, F1. 32302-3189

A . f/-‘\

Eric A. Tirschwell

S

LAW OFFICES
BECKER & POLIAKOFF, P.A. » 3111 STIRLING ROAD « FORT LAUDERDALE, FL 3331246525
TELEPHONE (934) 987-7530
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 06-21265-CIV-SRITZ/MCALILEY

e x
LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF FLORIDA, PEOPLE
ACTING FOR COMMUNITY TOGETHER (PACT),
FLORID A AFL-CHO, AMERICAN FEDERATION OF
STATE, COUNTY AND MUNICIPAL EMPLOYEES,
COUNCIL 79 (AFSCME), SEIU FLORIDA
HEALTHCARE UNION, as orpanizations and as :

represepiatives of their members; MARILYNN WILLS; ;

2l SOHN and JANE DOES 1-100, : gfggﬁﬁ’mw OFION

Plaintiffs,
V.
SUE M. COBR, individually and in her official capucity as
Sccretary of State for the State of Florida, and DAWN
ROBERTS, individually and in ber official capacity as
Diractor of the Division of Elections within the Depariment
of State for the State of Florida,

Defendants.

1, Ton Sancho, declare:

1 { apa currently the Supervisor of Elections in Leon County, e position that 1
have held since January 2, 1989,

Third-Party Voter Registration Groups:

2. In my experience, third-party registration groups increase the voter
registration rate of eligible voters, which jn turn leads to increased
participation at the polls. These groups assist many lower-income and
transient voters to register to vote, Absent assistance from third-paity
repistration groups, thege prospective vorers would most likely not register to
vote.

3. In my eighteen years 2s the Leon Country Supervisor of Elections, i do not
recall having received a single voter registration application after & book
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closing deadline from the League of Women Voters, the AFL-CIO, AFSCME,
or the SEIU,

Tacrease in Vater Registration Applications As Book Closing Deadline Approaches

4.

During my tenure as Supervisor, as the book closing deadline approaches in
election years, my office has received a larger number of voter registration
applications thas it recejves in prior months. Althongh the numbers vary with
different elections, this has becn the case thronghout my tenure, including in
the petiod from 1989 to 1994.

The voter repistration applications my office receives in the period before
book closing come from individuals registering on their own, third-party voter
registration groups, and political parties. Iam not aware of any appreciable
difference between third party groups, individusls, and political parties in
terms of the time spread in which they are most likely to submit registration
applications.

The lerge of number of applications submitted in the weeks and months prior
to the deadline likely reflects intensified media attention on the election and
campaigning on the part of candidates, which in turn sparks increased interest
in the ¢lection on the part of progpective voters. Additionally, due to the
socio-ecopomic characteristics of prospective registrants who receive
assistance from third-perty voter registration organjzations, such registrants
are likely to delay registeting until the period just prior to the registration
deadline.

In Leon County, I have anticipated this increase in applications and have hired
additional staff and assigned staff to double shifts for the period between
approximaiely three months before the book closing date until two weeks afler
book closing, As a result, I have not had difficulty processing large nunobers
of voter registration applications that are received very close 1o the book
closing deadline.

Submission of Voter Registration Applications by Third-Party Ovganizations nnd
Partisan Organization in 2004

8.

In 2004, my office received ¢ small nomber of voter reglstration applications
after the general election bouk closing deadline from both non-partisan, third-
pasty voter registration organizations, aud politioal partics alike,

More specifically, our records show that in 2004 we received only four such
late voter registration applications from all third party registration
organizations (including political partieg) -~ aithough our records do not
specify whether or how many of those four late applications csme from

Page 5 of 44
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10,

1

12,

politicnl parties, other third party groups, or both. These same thixd party
groups {including political parties) registered 20,943 new voters in 2004,

Third party groups (including political parties) registered 62.7 percent of all
newly registered voters in Leon County in 2004,

Based on my eighteen years of service as a Supervisor of Electiong, I do not
soe any appreciable difference in the timeliness of voter registeation
applications submitted by political partics, as compared to those submitted by
non-partisan third-party voter registration groups.

Given this law's sirict lability snd heavy fines, it will not effectively address
voter registration problems and will instead diminish voter participation by
making it riskier and more costly for private groups to register voters,

1 declere under penslty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct,

Executed on WZI / / 9, 2006

Ton Sancho
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 06-21265-CIV-SEITZ/MCALILEY

X
LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF FLORIDA, PEOPLE
ACTING FOR COMMUNITY TOGETHER (PACT),
FLORIDA AFL-CIO, AMERICAN FEDERATION OF
STATE, COUNTY AND MUNICIPAL EMPLOYEES,
COUNCIL 79 (AFSCME), SEIU FLORIDA

HEALTHCARE UNION, as organizations and as
representatives of their members; MARILYNN WILLS;

and JOHN and JANE DOES 1-100,

AFFIDAVIT OF

ON BEHALF OF
PLAINTIFES

Plaintiffs,
V.

SUE M. COBB, individually and in her official capacity as
Secretary of State for the State of Florida, and DAWN
ROBERTS, individually and in her official capacity as
Director of the Division of Elections within the Department
of State for the State of Florida,

Defendants. :
— .- X

EXPERT AFFIDAVIT OF DONALD P. GREEN
ON BEHALF OF PLAINTIFFES

L Qualifications
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DONALD P. GREEN

1. My academic position is A.Whitney Griswold Professor of Political Science at

Yale University. I received my doctorate in political science from University of

California, Berkeley in 1988. 1 have taught political science at Yale University since

1989. I was promoted to Professor of Political Science in 1994. In 1996, I was appointed

Director of Yale’s Institution for Social and Policy Studies, an interdisciplinary policy

center founded in 1968. 1 also hold a joint appointment in Yale’s Department of
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Psychology. In 2003, I was elected Fellow of the American Academy of Arts and
Sciences.

2. My expertise lies in the area of campaigns, elections and voter behavior. 1
regularly teach courses to undergraduate and graduate students on those topics. I have
published extensively on, among other things, the topic of electoral campaigns, political
parties, public opinion, and voter participation in leading political science journals such
as the American Political Science Review, American Journal of Political Science, Journal
of Politics, Electoral Studies, Political Research Quarterly, and Political Analysis. A
complete list of my publications is included in my curriculum vitae attached as Exhibit A.
I recently co-authored a book entitled Get Qut The Vote! How to Increase Voter Turnout
(Brookings Institution Press, 2004), which repozts the results of more than a dozen
studies of political campaigns and voter mobilization drives. In the course of conducting
these studies and in the years since the book was published, I have worked closely with a
wide array of partisan and nonpartisan campaigns, evaluating their efforts statistically and
observing first hand their day-to-day operations.

3. Qver the past 15 years, | have taught a variety of classes in the field of
American politics and served as a reviewer for every major academic journal in this field.
I have been a member of the American Politics section of the American Political Science
Association since 1984 and have made scores of presentations at professional meetings
and lecture series around the country. In 2005, I was elected to the Council of the
American Political Science Association. I also serve on the Board of Overseers of the
American National Election Study. My scholarship has won recognition from the

National Science Foundation and substantial financial support from the James Irvine
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Foundation, Pew Charitable Trusts, Smith Richardson Foundation, Harry Frank
Guggenheim Foundation, and Russell Sage Foundation.

4.1 am being paid $200 per hour for my work on this case, plus expenses. During
the past six years, I have testified as an expert in the following cases: McConnell v.
Federal Election Commission, California Prolife Council et al. v. Fair Political Practices
Commission et al., and Daggeit v. Webster, and Acorn et al. vs. Bysiewicz.

5. Based on my extensive experience studying campaigns and voter turnout in
elections at local, state and federal level, 1 declare under penalty of perjury that the
comments in this document are true and correct.

1L Distributing vs. Gathering Registration Forms

6. Inn sum, there are three reasons to expect a registration form distribution
campaign to be less effective than a registration form distribution and collection
campaign. The latter (1) imposes fewer transaction costs on prospective registrants, (2)
more effectively communicates the importance of voter participation, thereby increasing
the motivation o vote, and (3) relies on productivity metrics that sustain incentives for
high quality interactions between canvassers and prospective registrants.

7. First, any law or administrative rule that has the effect of increasing the
transaction cost of registering to vote has the concomitant effect of diminishing voter
turnout. Political scientists disagree about the precise strength of this causal relationship,
but there is no disagreement about the validity of this general principle or the fact that
voter turnout rates are predicted to a statistically significant degree by the ease with

which people in different jurisdictions can register to vote.
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8. This principle applies directly to the question of whether voter registration
forms are more likely to be completed by prospective registrants if these forms are
distributed and collected by groups conducting voter registration drives, as opposed to
merely being distributed by these groups. A group that distributes forms but does not
gather completed forms in effect fobs the transaction cost of sending in the form onto the
prospective registrant, lowering the probability that they will in fact register to vote.

9. Beyond transaction cost-related concerns, it should be added that distributing
forms without collecting them communicates an altogether different message to
prospective registrants. When forms are distributed and gathered, the prospective
registrant is implicitly told that his or her act of registration is of sufficient importance to
merit the patience of the person waiting to gather the forms. When a person simply
hands out forms, the message is different; it is more akin to “Here is a form to fill out and
mail. You are on your own. Good luack.”

10. It may be objected that voter registration workers could take a much more
hands-on approach even when they do not collect completed forms. Volunteers, it may
be argued, could actively assist applicants as they complete the registration form and
encourage them to find postage and a mailbox. This type of personal touch might
characterize some small-scale volunteer campaigns, but this approach breaks down when
applied to large-scale registration campaigns, which rely on a mix of volunteers and paid
staff in order to cover large geographic areas, such as the State of Florida. Registration
drive supervisors monitor the productivity of those conducting registration drives by
counting the number of registration forms that they collect. Without the completed

forms, it is difficult to know which workers are most productive or which areas generate
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the greatest number of new registrants. For these reasons, a group’s inability to gather
completed forms undercuts the efficiency of a registration campaign. As the metric of
productivity shifts from the number of completed forms gathered to the number of forms
distributed, workers will naturally shift their emphasis in dealing with prospective
registrants, favoring larger quantities of brief interactions.

11. This shift in productivity metrics is likely to occur even among unpaid
volunteers. Although unpaid volunteers do not have a direct economic incentive to meet
quotas, their organizational leadership has an incentive to generate quantitative
productivity data as a means of justifying their allocation of volunteer resources and their
fundraising requests to potential donors. The leadership will therefore change the way in
which they train and deploy registration volunteers. The net effect of these changing
organizational imperatives is lower quality interactions with prospective registrants,
which in turn undercuts the effectiveness of voter registration efforts.

12. One of the key lessons generated by the experimental literature on voting is
that the personal touch is crucial to success. Consider the experimental evidence on the
effects of face-to-face communication on voter turnout. As I demonstrate in my Get Out
the Vote book, a variety of studies have established that a get-out-the-vote script is far
more influential when delivered in person rather than by phone. Making direct personal
contact with voters makes a difference. At the same time, the specific content of the get-
out-the-vote appeal tends not to alter its effectiveness. I interpret this pattern to mean that
most of what is communicated at the doorstep is symbolic: volers are informed by the

mere fact that someone has taken the trouble to encourage them to vote that others care
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deeply about their participation. In much the same way, [ believe, registration efforts that
gather completed registration forms implicitly underscore the importance of participation.
II1. Registration Drives as Associative Activity

13. In principle, registration drives could be conducted solely by political parties.
However, any policy that effectively limits the capacity of non-party groups to conduct
voter registration and outreach ignores the role that non-party groups play in the
development and change of political parties and politics. Political parties are not static
entities. They instead represent fluid coalitions, the composition of which is the subject of
ongoing intra-party and extra-party competition. Non-party interest groups are often
actors that attempt to change the balance of power within and between parties.
Throughout American history, non-party actors (e.g., Abolitionists, Progressives, Moral
Majority) have mobilized their adherents and transformed themselves from non-party
actors to part of the dominant coalition within a party. Subjecting non-party interest
groups to different rules when it comes to registering voters disrupts this process by
putting extra-party interest groups at a distinct disadvantage vis-a-vis their established
party counterparts.

14. From the standpoint of prospective registrants, non-party registration drives
offer an important opportunity to express their support for non-party actors in the
political process. Members of new immigrant groups, for example, often feel excluded
from political parties, who are perceived to favor more established voting blocs. Non-
party actors are therefore able to gain political support in these immigrant communities
through outreach efforts that go beyond the efforts of the parties; and in turn, voters who

register through these groups are, in 50 doing, able to express their frustration with the
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parties and their outreach efforts. Again, making it more difficult or risky for non-party
groups to conduct these voter registration efforts impedes the natural process by which
voters and interest groups express themselves in the American party system.

15. A law that singles out non-party organizations with threatened sanctions
undercuts the associative activity that is central to our constitutional design. A system
that, in effect, allows only parties to register voters undermines the associative and
expressive rights of social groups that find themselves outside dominant party coalitions.
Consider again the case of recent immigrants. The strategic logic of maximizing votes
impels parties to give greater attention to so-called high-propensity voters than to newly
naturalized citizens from minority communities. Certain non-party organizations make a
special point of filling this gap, conducting voter registration and education campaigns in
these ethnic communities. Voters, in turn, respond to these organizations’ efforts and
register to vote when approached by these outreach campaigns precisely because of the
reputation these organizations have gained as credible representatives of minority
interests. This kind of associative activity and political expression is threatened by a law
that makes voter registration campaigns the sole province of political parties.

I11. Probable Effects of Penalizing Groups for Gathering Completed Forms

16. Any legal rules that make it risky — catastrophically risky in this case — for
groups to gather completed forms will put these groups out of the business of conducting
what might be called “neighborhood outreach” registration campaigns. By neighborhood
outreach campaigns, I mean the kinds of campaigns in which individuals are visited at

their homes or approached in public places and encouraged to complete registration
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forms. Larpe-scale registration campaigns of this kind were responsible for the record-
breaking surge in voter registration in swing states during the summer of 2004.

17. Why will this style of registration campaign die out? The answer is that the
success of a face-to-face encounter with a prospective registrant hinges on the ability to
gather the completed registration card. Otherwise, the neighborhood registration
campaign is analogous to a direct mail camnpaign, in which voters are merely given
registration materials. Direct mail campaigns aré generally much less expensive than
campaigns that involve the hiring and supervision of a ground operation. The economics
of (merely) distributing registration cards will eliminate neighborhood outreach
campaigns by non-party actors.

18. A growing number of political observers are expressing concern about the de-
personalization of politics and sense of political disengagement that it engenders. Any
policy that impedes the growth of community-based groups engaged in political outreach
efforts and replaces them with automated and impersonal campaign tactics threatens to
reverse the gains in civic engagement that were witnessed in the last presidential election
cycle.

IV. Impairing Registration Efforts Results in Lower Voter Turnout

19. Non-party actors use registration campaigns during the weeks prior to the
close of registration as a stepping stone to the voter education and voter mobilization
efforts that lead up to Election Day. Neighborhood registration activity — the process of
meeting voters and registering them — provides three directlbeneﬁts to any voter
education and get-out-the-vote effort. First, it builds a personal relationship between the

voter and the canvasser (or the canvasser’s organization). Voters, particularly residents
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of low-income communities, often complain about the tendency of traditional political
actors to pay attention to them only in the closing days of a campaign. By establishing a
personal relationship well before Election Day, a registration campaign builds trust in the
political process, conveys the authénticity of the group’s commitment to the community,
and signals the group’s interest in bringing new voters into the political process.

20. Second, the process of registering voters facilitates voter education and get-
out-the-vote campaigns directly. New registrants’ contact information becomes
immediately available to the group that registers them, facilitating the rapid creation of
databases that make timely get-out-the-vote campaigns possible. This data-basing aspect
of a registration drive is of special importance to groups that have as part of their mission
the mobilization of certain demographic groups. For example, in my extensive
experience assembling and analyzing voter files, I have found that in local jurisdictions
registration rolls do not include key pieces of information, such as race, ethnicity, or age.
A group endeavoring to mobilize new registrants from one or more of these demographic
segmenis would have difficulty doing so on the basis of the registration list alone. This
information gap is overcome when new registrants are mef face-to-face during the voter
registration process. Note that political parties in Florida do not face this problem (or at
least not to the same degree as interest groups), because registrars specifically encourage
voters to declare their party affiliation when registering.

21. Finally, the process of registering voters may enhance the effectiveness of get-
out-the-vote contacts in the closing days of the election. Although experimental evidence
on this point is mixed, there is, on balance, reason o believe that the most effective get-

out-the-vote drives are carried out by groups that register and then re-contact the people
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they aim to mobilize. This register-and-re-contact mobilization strategy seems more
effective than a mobilization strategy that targets newly registered people with whom the
organization had no prior contact.
V. Summary

22. Laws that impede the voter registration efforts of non-party organizations
harm the electoral system. The particular law at issue in this case changes the incentive
structure within which these organizations operate in ways that I believe will diminish
voter turnout and impair the representation of groups that would otherwise be the targets
of voter registration drives. By confining registration drives to party-led efforts, the new
law undercuts rights of association and expression that were enjoyed under the status quo
ante, wherein interest groups dramatized the gaps in party representation by reaching out
to communities outside the dominant party coalitions.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Signed / /)’w'v\ Executed on 1/ /?/woé

10
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 06-21265-CIV-SEITZ/MCALILEY

- X
LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OF FLORIDA,
PEOPLE ACTING FOR COMMUNITY TOGETHER
(PACT), FLORIDA  AFL-CIO, AMERICAN
FEDERATION OF STATE, COUNTY AND
MUNICIPAL,.  EMPLOYEES, COUNCH., 79
(AFSCME), SEIU FLORIDA HEALTHCARE UNION,
as organizations and as representatives of their members;

MARILYNN WILLS; and JOHN and JANE DOES 1. : DECLARATION OF
100, o o " EMILY J. GROENDYKE

Plaintiffs,
V.

SUE M. COBB, individually and in her official capacity
as Secretary of State for the State of Florida, and DAWN
ROBERTS, individually and in her official capacily as
Director of the Division of Elections within the
Department of State for the State of Florida,

Defendants.
—~ X
I, Emily J. Groendyke, declare:
1. I am an associate at the law firm of Kramer Levin Naftalis & Franlkel LLP.

My admission to the bar of the State of New York is pending. I submit this declaration
based upon personal knowledge in order to authenticate certain documents submitted to

the Court.

2. On July 19, 2006 at 9:26 p.m., I visited the web site of the Republican
Party of Florida and reviewed a press release, dated March 5, 2004, entitled: “Florida

Republican Leaders Join Chairman Jordan 1o Launch Unprecedented Voter Registration

17 of 44
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Effort.” I printed the entire press release from the web site, located at the following
URL: http://www.rpof org/press/2004030501 php. The printout accurately reflects the
press release posted on the web site. The printout is attached as Exhibit A to this
declaration.

3. On July 19, 2006 at 9:27 p.m., I visited the web site of the Green Party of
Florida and reviewed the web page entitled: “Green Party of Florida FAQ (Frequently
Asked Questions).” Iprinted the entire web page, which was located at the following
URL:
hitp:/fwww floridagreens org/modules. php?op=modload&name=F AQ&file=index&myfa
g=yes&id_cat=4. The printout accurately reflecis the web page. The printout is attached
as Exhibit B to this declaration.

4, On July 19, 2006 at 10:05 p.m., I visited the web site of the United States
Census Bureau and viewed a report entitled: “Voting and Registration in the Election of
November 2004.” I printed the entire report from the web site, located at the following
URL: http://www.census.gov/prod/2006pubs/p20-556.pdf, The printout accurately
reflects the report posted on the web site. The printout is atiached as Exhibit C {o this
declaration.

5. I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on L;{g{ 1, 2006

Emily J. &oerﬂgg t

FEH

e s A s ks sn i nmmn v ke e o e
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EXHIBIT A
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REPUBLICAN PARTY OF FLORIDA

s Press Releases

+ Radio Actualities

Press Release

For Immediate Release: March 5, 2004 ;
Florida Republican Leaders Join Chairman Contact: Joseph Agostini
Jordan To Launch Unprecedented Voter (850) 222-7920 x520
Registration Effort

Lieutenant Governor Toni Jennings and Chief Financial Officer Tom Gallagher joined *
Chairman Jordan for kickoff '

TALLAHASSEE - Republican Party of Florida Chairman Carole Jean Jordan was joined by
Lleutenant Governor Toni Jennings and Chief Financial Officer Tom Gallagher today to mark
the beginning of National Voter Registration Week. The weeklong drive begins March 6 and
concludes March 13, 2004.

In January, the Republican National Committee (RNC) designated March 6-13 as National
Voter Registration Week as a part of its commitment to register three million new voters

nationwide by Election Day 2004. This is the largest voter registration drive in the history
of the Republican Party.

"Our highest priority is reaching out to new voters and growing our Party at the grassroots
level, one voter at a time," said Chairman Jordan. "By expanding our party, we will ensure
that we have the grassroots network in place to elect Republican candidates from the
courthouse to the White House on Election Day 2004. The more voters we register, the
more Republicans will win."

"As the 2000 election demonstrated, every single vote counts,” continued Chairman
Jordan. "That is why the Republican Party is making registering to vote easier than ever,
Not only will volunteers be calling prospective voters and going door-to-door to register as
many Republicans as possible, voters can now register online by visiting

hitp:/fwww.rpof.org/press/2004030501.php 7/19/2006
20 of 44
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RPOF: Press Releases Page2 of 2

http://www.rpof.org> and downloading their voter registration form."

420 E. Jefferson Street, PO Box 311, Tallahassee, Fl. 32301 Phone; B50.222.7920 Fax: 850.5681.0184

Pald for by the Republican Party of Florlda.
Not authorized by any candldate or candidate committee. www.rpof.org
£

. Copyright © 2004 Republican Party of Florida | Privacy Policy | Legal Disclaimer
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Green Party of Florida ::

Member Login

MAIN MENU

* Home

= Platform
* Contacts
* Join

» Donate

= Bylaws

EVENTS

No Events

NEWS

* Protester motmn

arrested outside
White House (Sep 29,
2005)

» GREENS IN
SOLIDARITY WITH
GLIB Community

(3un 25, 2005)

« Broward Green
attends L. 8 A
Testing watch the
video (Jun 25, 2009)

= Coordinated
Campaign
Committee Cali for

Candidates (un 02,
2005)

« Lauderdale
officials, business
owners not too
thrilled about global

confersnce (Apr 28,
2005}

» Anti-war
protesters in Lake
Worth mark 2nd

Page 1 of 2

Green Party
of Florida

About Us 1: News 1: Events :; Forums :: Links :: Downioads ;: Search

Green Party of Florida FAQ (Frequently Asked
Questions)

Categary: Main -> 3. Join the Green Party

Question
» Join The Green Party!

Answer
» Join The Green Party!

The Green Party of Florida Needs Your Help!

If you want to join, first try to find a Local Green Party group near
you,

You will find the current list of them under Contacts, or just Click
Here.

Send an Email to them with your name, address, county (all as listed
on your voter registration, If registered), and phone number and
precinct {if you know it}.

*Call them* to introduce yourself.. especially since each persen
checks email at different Intervals. Check out their website and any
announcement email list they may have. Find out where they meek
and when.

If you can find no coordinator for your area, please conslder
becoming a Local Green Party Coordinator for that area. A local
coordinator helps keep track of the people interested in the Green
Party in that area, so that they may begin meeting, and organizing a
local party. Whether or not you want to be a coordinator, you can
contact our Qutreach Comrmittee, or our Spokespersons.

If you do not have email, you may also mall your information to the
Green Party of Florida.

http://www.floridagreens.org/modules php7op=modload&name=F AQ&file=index&myfaq... 7/19/2006




Case 1:06-cv-21265-PCH Document 36 Entered on FLSD Docket 07/24/2006 Page 24 of 44

Green Party of Florida :: Page 2 of 2

vear of Irag conflict
{Mar 23, 2005)

. : Please consider changing your votlng registration to list you as a
Republican Green Party voter. That will send a loud signal to Politicians that an

Nationa| Convention increasing amount of people support our Key Values and our Green
- Green Actions (ul
04, 2004} Party Platform.
» The Green Party of

Florida Retains ACLU

You may change your voting registration by filling out the tiny form

(Jun 18, 2004} on the reverse side of your voting card (if your voting cards has one),

« The Ballots Are In! or by filling out a new voter registration form, available at most post P
(lur 15, 2004) offices, and specifying Green Party under Party Affillation. A person £
« Cameio for VP to can re-register and change their voter registeration as many times as i

they like, but some time limits exist for voting in primarles. Most of
our Local Green Party organizers keep voter registratlons available, to
help with voter registration drives.

Nader (un 04, 2004)

Be sure to come back here often to check out the News and Events,
or subscribe to our email list newsletter.

Welcome to the Green Party!

Back fo top
[ FAQ index ]
i
Your Account ;1 About Us @ News :: Events :: Farums @ Links :: Downloads :: Search H
This web site was made with PostNuke, released under the GNU/GPL license.

You can syndicate cur news using the fite hackend.php ;

http://www.floridagreens.org/modules.php?op=modload&name=F A Q&file=index&myfaq... 7/19/2006
24 of 44
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Voting and Registration in the
Election of Nﬂvpmber 2004 lssued March 2006

Population Characteristics
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Table A.
Reported Rates of Voting and Registration: 19926 to 2004

{Numbers in thousands)

Cltizans Reglstored
Registered Voted

Presidential election year
80-percent g90-parcent | Percent| 80-percent
confidence confidence | reported | confidence
Total Total | Number | Percent interval | Number | Percent Iriterval voled interval

Total, 18 Years and Older
2004 ... ... ... ... | 218684 197.005] 142,070 721 71.8-72.4| 125,736 63.8] 63.5-64.1 B8.5| BB3-HB.7
2000 .. . ..., .. .. .. ... :202609] 186,366 ] 129,649 69.5] 69.2-65.8| 110,826 585 592-538 B85.5| B52-85.8
1996. .. ... . . .. ... .. .. .. ] 193,851 179,835 127,661 70.91 708-71.2] 105,017 58.41 58,1-58.7 82.3| 82.0-82.6

Souree: U 8. Census Bureay, Gurrent Popelation Survey, November 1986, 2000, and 2004,

28 of 44

vote. Total registration in the
November 2004 election was

142 million citizens, an increase of
12.5 million registered citizens
since the 2000 election.

The majority of people who were
registerad 1o vote actually voted.
Amang people who were regis-
tered to vote in the November
2004 election, 89 percent reported
they votad, up from 86 percent in
the 2000 presidential election.
Historically, the likelihcod that an
individual will actually vote once
registered has remained high, with
the peak at 91 percant in 1968.

WHO VOTES?

This section of the report high-
lights voting and registration rates
by selected characteristlcs for the
voting-age citizen population who
participated in the November 2004
presidential election,

Sex

Amonyg the citizen population,

74 percent of women and 71 per-
cent of men were ragistered to vote
In the 2004 presidential election.
Women were more likely than men
to vote (65 percent compared with
62 percent), as shown in Table B,
Although men historically have

voted at higher rates than women,
women's rates surpassed those of
men in the |8-and-older population
for the flrst time in the presidential
election of 1984.

Natlvity Status

in 2004, most voting-age citizens,
93 percent, were native (that is,
born in the United States or its ter-
ritories or born abroad 1o a U.S.
citlzen), and thus automatically
had U.5. citlzenship at birth. Of
the estimated 216 million people
of voting age In November 2004,
32 million were not citlzens at
birth, having immigrated to the
United States. Of those, 13 millllon
{41 percent) were naturalized clti-
zens and therefore eligible to reg-
ister and vote in the November
2004 election. The remalinder of
immigrants, 19 million people,
wers of voting age hut did not
have U.S. citizenship.

Registration rates were higher
among native than naturalized citi-
zens (Table B). in the election of
2004, 73 percent of native citizens
were reglstered, compared with

61 percent of naturalized citizens.
Native citizens also had a higher
voter turnout {65 percent) than
naturalized citizens (54 percent).

Age

The voting rate was higher among
the older citizen population than
the younger citlzen popuiation.
The rate for cltizens 55 and older
was 72 percent in the 2004 presi-
dential election, compared with
47 percent among 18- to 24-year
old citizens.

A key difference between these
age groups was registration. While
79 percent of citizens 55 years and
older were reglstered 1o vote in
2004, 58 percent of the younger
citizens were.* Young adults, espe-
cially people In their twenties, are
the most transient, which may fead
to lower leveils of registration
because moving usually requires
re-registering.’

While young adults had the lowest
voting and registratlon rates in
2004, they had the largest increase
in both rates since the 2000 presi-
dential efection compared with all
other age groups. The registration
rate for 18- to 24-vear-old citizens

* The voting rates of those 55 ta 64
years of age, 65 to 74 years of age, and
75 years and older were not statistically
different.

* Jason Schachter. "Geographic Mobility:
2002 w 2003."7 Current Population Reports
P20-549. Washington, DC: 1.8, Census
Bureau, 2004.

LS. Census Bureau
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Flgure 1.

Citlzan
popidation population

November 2004,

Voters Among the Total, Citizen,
and Registered Voting-Age
Populations: 2004

{Poputation 18 and older, in miflions}

Source: L1.S, Census Bureau, Current Population Survey,

population

:j":t PLIAE— Voting
f  population
{Vating rate}

Registered
population

increased 7 percentage points and voting rate (71 percent) than wid- compared with 70 percent).t

the vbting rate Increased 11 per- owed {62 percent), divorced Women who were not married had

centage points between the 2000 {58 percent), separated (48 per- higher registration and voting rates

and 2004 elections. cent), or never-married individuals {69 percent and 59 percent, respec-
(52 percent). Separated and never-  tively) than men who were not

Marital Status martled individuals are generally married (6] percent and 50 percent,

Marital status is also associated younger, which may influence their  respectively).’

with registration and voting vating patterns. 5

patterns. In 2004, married individ-
uals had the highest rate of voter
registration at 78 percent (Table B).
Married Individuals had a higher

While married women had virtually
the same registration rate ds mar- furerw/socdemo/voting.html>.
ried men {about 77 percent), they
had a higher voting rate {71 percent  owed, or never married.

¢ Detalled tables on marltal status are
avaliable at <www census.gov/papuiation

' The term “not married® refers 1o individ-
uals who were divosced, separated, wid-

.8 Census Bureau

o~

PR
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Table B.

Reported Rates of Voting and Registration by Selected Characteristics: 2004

{Mumbers In thousands)

Citizens Registerad
Registersd Vated
Characleristic
80-persent 90-percent | Percent S90-percent
Pear- | confidenca Per- | confidence | raporied | confidence
Tolal Total| Number{ cenl interval| Number| cent intervat voted Inlecrval
Total, 18 years
and older .........1 215694 187,005| 142,070 72.1| 71.8~724| 125,736| 63.8( 63.5~64.1 §8.5! 88.3-88.7
Sex
Men .... . 103,812 94,147 BB4061 70.5| 70.1-70.8 584565 621} 61.7-62.5 88.0| 87.6-BB.4
Women . .. . 111,882 | 102.858| 75,663| 73.6| 73.2-740] 867281 654} 65.0-658 889 8a86-89.2
Race and Hispamc Dﬂgin
White alene . ............ .1 176,618 162,859 139.828( 73.8| 73.3-73.9| 106,588 &54| 65.1-857 889} 8B6-892
White alons, non-HIs;)amc .1 151,470 148,188 111,918| 75.1| 74.8-754| 58567 67.2| 66.9-67.5 85.41 891897
Black glens . .. .. .1 24810y 23,346| 16035 68.7| 67.7-6B7; 14,016( 60.0| 5B.9-61.1 87.4] 86.5-88.3
Astanalone . ... .. 9,281 6,270 3,247 51.8| 495-541 2768 44.1| 41.9-46.3 85.2] 83.0-87.4
Hispanic (any race) .. ... ..-.{ 27,129} 16,088 9,308§ 57.9{ 56.2~59.8 7.587{ 47.2| 45.5-489 81.5] 79.7-83.3
Nativity Status
Tolaicitizens ...... ... | 197.008| 187,005 142,070] 72| 71.8~724| 125,736| 63.8} 63.5-64.1 88.5| 883-88.7
Nalive - ooweov oo ... .- .«.| 183,880| 183,8B0; 134,036 729 726-73.2| 118,603 64.5] 64.2-64.8 B8.61 88.4-88.8
Naturalized ... ... 13,128} 13,135 B030( &1.2| 600-HR4 70421 537 525-54.9 B7.7| 86.7-88.7
Age
13!0 24 years . ...... ... i 27.808] 24898] 14,334 576} 56.7-5B.5| 11,638 467] 458476 81.2] 80.3-82.1
25 1o 34 years 38,003| 32,842( 21,680] 660] 653-86.7] 18,285 557 54.9-G6.5 84.3] 83.6-85.0
35044 years . ... 43,130 38380F 27,681 72| 71.5-727( 24,560) 64.0] 633-64.7 887 88.2-88.2
45 to 54 yemrs .. .. e 41,588 39,011 29,448 T75.5| 74.9-76.1 26,813 687 680-594 91.1] 90.6-91.6
55 years and ofder ...... ... 64,1841 61.865! 48.018; 79.1| 788-79.6( 44,438 71.8] 71.3-723 80.8| 90.5-811
GS5to74vyears ......... .. 18.363| 17,758 14,125; 78.5( 786-80.4| 13010F 73.3| 724-74.2 921, 91.5-927
75 years and older . 16,375 15,833 12,681 78.0| 78.1-79.8 10,415 68.5| 87.5-88.5 86.8| 855-87.7
Marital Status ‘
Married . ... . e 123,484 | 111,763 868371 VI.B| TTA-778} 78.8b4 70.7| 70.2-71.2 81.2| 90.8~915
Widowsd -...... ... ......] 18868; 13231 96771 731| 7T1.7-745 8,155¢ B1.6] 60.1-634 84.3| B30-856
Divoreed .. ... - 212227 20,327 13,843 6B.1| 669893 11,881 &B4| 57.2-69.6 85.8| B47-86.9
Separated .. - : 4,748 4,179 2601 B22| 59.5-64.9 1,986 A47.%| 44.7-50.3 7641 734-78.4
Never marded . ...... .. 5p371| 47,518 29,3121 617 60.9-825] 24,730 52.0| 51.2-628 B4.4! B36-85.2
Educational Attainment
Less than high schoo!
graduats - 33,233! 25,668) 13,5691 529! B22-838] 10,1321 395| 38.3-407 74.71 T3.8-75.6
High school gfaduaie or
GED . . 68,545| 63,600 42,180 66.2! 65.7-66.7{ 35804 564 555-569 8511 84.7-85.5
Some co!iege ar assncxate s ‘
degree .. e 68,043 | 56,494 | 43,434 769! 765-77.3| 38,822 6B.9| 48.4-594 B9.6] 89.2-80.0
Bachelur’s degrera 36,591} 34,281 28,158 82.1} 81.6-82.6| 26,579 77.5| 77.0-780 84.41 94.1-94.7
Advanced degree . .. . 18,352 16,872 14,730 87.3| 86.7-87.9 14,210 84.2] 83.5-84.9 96 5] 96.1-85.9
Annual Family Income? i
Total family members 161,927 | 147,542 108,786 73.7] 733-741| 67,852F 66.0| 656-66.4 89.5| 85.2-89.8
Less than $20,600 . . 18,828, 15646 0.545| 610] s87-623 75521 483| 46.9-48.7 791 | 780-80.2
$20,000t0 529,988 ... ......| 15574 13,170 9,056 688| B7.4-70.2 7,690 684 56.8-58.9 84.9| 836-86.2
$30,000 1o $3B,958 ... ..... 17,1841 15.042| 10,822 71.3| 70.6-73.2 93341 621 60.7-63.5 B6.3¢ B52-874
34000010 $48,969 . ... ... 13,2081 12,078 89,2741 758] 75.5«78.1 8278, 685| 67.0-70.0 89.21 88.1-80.3
850,00010 574,909 ... ... . .| B0,i79] 28467 22824 BRD2| 79.4-810| 20,559; 72.2| 71.3-731 801 A94-90.8
575,000 to 589,989 .. ...... .| 18,123 17,247 14389; B34} B24-84.4| 13,434 77.5| 76.8-70.0 93.4| 927-94.1
§100,000 and ovar ... .. . 24,025| 23,039 19,782 859 B5.1-86.7{ 18737 81.3] B0.4-B22 94.7| 94.2-95.2
income not repored .. . .......| 24,723 22,851 13,105]| b57.3; 564-882] 1,771| 5185| 506-524 89.8| 89.1-90.5
Employment Stalus
In the civiltan labor fores . 146,082 132871 97.211| 73.2| 728735 86,612 652| 648656 B9.1 88.8-80.4
Employed .. .. ...........] 138,831 128,336 83,130 73.7| 734-74.0| 83,250| 65.9] 65.5-66.3 894 89.1-88.7
Unemployed .. .. ..... .. 7.251 5,535 4,081 824} g0.7-64.1 3,382 514 49.7-53.1 B82.4( 80.7-B4.1
Not In the labor farce .. ... 69,612 | 64.135] 44859 699; 6§9.2-702| 39,124 61.0| 60.3-61.3 B72| 8G.8-87.6

Seea fooinotes &t end of table.

L1.5. Census Buraat
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Table B.
Reported Rates of Voting and Registration by Selected Characteristics: 2004—Con.

{Numbers in thousands})

Cilizens Registerad
Heglstared Voled
Characteristic
g0-pescant a0-parcent} Parcant| 80-percent
Pear-{ confidence Per- | confidenca | repored | confidence
Totat Total| Numbar| cent interval] MNumber| cent interval voled interval
Tenure

Owner .. ....... . --..... .} 157442 148811} 113,80%; 76.1)] 75.8-76.4{ 102,837} 687/ 68.4-550 90.4} 80.2-80.6
Renter..... ... e 88,252 47,395! 28,280 58.6] 59.0-602 22,830 4B3| 477489 81.00 80.3.81.7

Buration of Reskiance®
tessthantyear.............[ 81,358| 26335 17,321 65.8] 64.8-668] 13,0832 529| 518-540 804 79.3-81.5
1to2vyears ... ... ... ...} 30105 25407 186N | 733, 723-743] 16,132 635| 624-646 86.7| 858-87.6
Btedymars . . .. .o 27,280 24,449 19,467 798| 78.7-BDS 17.302 708| 6o.8-71.8 B88.8, 8B8,1-88.7

Syearsorlonger .. .. .. .. | 104747 100,88¢} 85083 B4.3| 83.9-847! 76914| 762 757-76.7 0.4 90.0-90.8
Notmgporlsd . ... ...... ... ] 22205! 18,926 1,618 8.1 7.6-8.6 1456 7.3 §.4-8.2 90.0} 87.9-92.1

Veteran Status®
Tolal population ... . .| 215830} 197,067 142,197 722| 71.9-725 125.880] 68.0| 636-842 BB El 88.3-88.7
Veteran .. ... e 23,747 23,630 18,952 80.2( 78.5-80.8 17,367 73.5] TB7-743 216 91.0-822

Nonveteran. ... ..o vae.w . .| 191,883 173437 123,246] 71.%1| 70.8-71.4| 108512 626 62.3-62.9 B8.0| 87.7-88.3
Region

Northeast . Ce 41,006 37,488 26,785 714 7O0B-720 24,040 G4.1| 63.4-64.8 89.8( 85.3-90.3
Midwest . ... ........... ... .| 48418 46453| 35242( 758 754-704| 31,495| 67.8| 67.2-684 89.4| 83.0-84.8
South .......... e 77,188 | 71,358] &80666| 70.8{ 70.3-71.3| 43,512 6.0 B604-616 86.1| B56-86.6
Waest ... ..o e e 49,080 | 41,707 29,486 707! 70.0-7i4| 26,689 640)] 63.3-64.7 90.5| 90.0-81.0
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TLimited to peeple In familias.

2pala on duration of residence ware obtzinad from responses to the question "How long hes (this person) fived at this address?
3These estimates ware derived using the veleran welght, which uses different procedures for construction than the person weight used
to produce estimates elsawhare In this table; therafore, papulation totals dilfer while proportfons are nol affecled.

Source: US. Census Bureau, Currant Popuiation Survay, Novembar 2004

Educational Attainment

At each successive level of educa-
tional attainment, registration and
voting rates increased. The voting
rate of citizens who had a bache-
lor’s degree (78 percent) was about
twice as high as that of cltizens
who had not completed high
school {40 percent).

Younger adults overall had fow vot-
ing rates; however, some sub-
groups of this population had rela-
tively high voting rates. As shown
in Figure 2, young adults with at
least a bachelor’s degree had a
higher voting rate (67 percent)
than young aduilts with lower lev-
eis of educational attalnment

{25 percent to 57 percent). Young
adults with at least a bachelor’s

degree also had a higher voting
rate than 25- to 44-year-old aduits
with some college education

{64 percent) and 45- 10 64-year-cld
adults whose highest level of
attainment was high school gradu-
ate (63 percent).®

Income and
Employment Status

Cltizens with higher incomes were
more likely to register and to vote.
The voting rate among citizens

* The following voilng rates were not sta-

tistically different: those 65 years and alder
with some college and those 45 to 54 years
old with a bachelor's degree or higher; those
45 1o 64 years old with same college and
those 25 o 44 years old with a bacheinr’s
degree or higher; those 18 10 24 years old
and 25 10 44 years old with less thae a kigh
scheof education.

living In families with annual
incomes of 550,000 or more was
77 percent, compared with 48 per-
cent for citizens living in families
with incomes under $20,000.°

Employment status is another key
indicator of veting participation.
In the 2004 presidential clection,
66 parcent of employed cltizens
reported voting, compared with
51 percent of those who were in
the labor force but not employed.
Citlzens who were not in the labor
force, a group that included many
retired people, had 2 voter
participation rate of 61 percent.

* Data en income are |imlted to people
living In famlifes  Famities include only the
reference person and people related to the
reference person.

1.8, Census Burcaw
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Figure 2.
Voting Rates by Educational Attainment and Age Groups: 2004

(Citizens 18 and older, in percent)
B 65 years and clder
83-} 84-9

18 to 24 years B4 45 1w 64 vears

82.2

i

Bachelor's degree
or more

Higk schoot
graduate

Some college or
associate's degree

Less than high school
graduate

Source: U.5. Census Bureay, Current Population Survey, November 2004

Veterans
Figure 3.

Table B shows veterans had higher
registration (80 percent) and vot-
ing rates (74 percent} in the presi-

Type of Voting Rate by Race and
Hispanic Origin: 2004
(Papulation 18 and older, in percent)

dential election than did nonveter-
ans (71 percent and 63 percent,

1] Total popllation
5 Citizen population

respectively). Parcent ’ ;
not citizens M Registered population

Voting rates for veterans also var-

ied by selected characteristics.

Veterans whose highest educa- 8.7 Total §

tional attainment was a high
school dipioma had a voting rate
of 66 percent, compared with siml- 21
larly educated nonveterans, whose
voting rate was 55 percent.
Veterans with a bachelor’s or
advanced degree had the highest 8.3
voting rate at 85 percent.'”

88.5

89.4

Black alone
N 37,4

Qlder veterans (65 and older) had
higher votlhg and reglstration rates 325
than both younger veterans and
nonveterans of all ages. Women

Asian along

_ 40.7 Hispanic I:

* Derailed tables on veteran status are T R B1.5
available a1 <www.census.gov/population o i j o1~

fwww/socdemo/voting hmb>. '
Source; 4.5 Census Bareau, Current Population Survey, November 2004,

6 U.5. Census Bureau
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Flgure 4.

Voting Rates by Race and Hispanic Origin

by Region: 2004

{Citizens 1B and older, in percent}

Total

White alone, [
non-Hispanic

Black alone

Asian alone

Hispanlc
{any race)

Source: U.5. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, November 2004,

veterans, although a small propor-
tion of the total veteran popula-
tion, had registration and voting
rates that were not different from
those of their male counterparts
(about 78 parcent and 73 percent,
respectively).

Race and Hispanic Origin

The likelihood of registering and
voting differed among racial
groups and Hispanics (Table B).
Non-Hispanic Whites had the high-
est registration rate at 75 percent.
Sixty-nine percent of Blacks,

52 percent of Aslans, and
58 percent of Hispanics were regls-
tered to vote in 20040

** Federal surveys now glve respondenis
the optlon of reporting mare than one race.
Therefore, two basle ways of defining a race
group are possible. A group such as Asian
may be defined as those who reported Aslan
and no ather race fihe race-alone or single-
yace concept) or as those who reported
Asian regardless ef whether they also
reported another race (the race-alone-orin-
combinatlon concept). The bady of this
report (text, flgures, and tables) shows data
for people who reported they were the sin-
gle race White and not Hispanle, people who
reported the single race Black, ang people
who reported the single race Aslan. Use of
the single-race populatiens does not imply
that It 1s the preferred method of presenting
or analyzing data. The Census Bureau uses

Nonr-Hispanic White citizens had
the highest level of voter turnout
in the November 2004 election—
67 percent, followed by Black citi-
zens at 60 percent, Hispanle citi-
zens at 47 percent, and Asian
citizens at 44 percent.

Citizenship is especially Important
in the consideration of raclal and
ethnic differences in voting rates.
immigration has contributed to dif-
ferent proportions of noncitizens
In various groups—2 percent of
non-Hispanic Whites were not citi-
zens, compared with 6 percent of
Blacks, 33 percent of Aslans, and
41 percent of Hispanlcs (of any
race) in 2004. Thus, voting rates
based on the voting-age pdpula-
tion and the voting-age cltizen
population differ the most for the
latter two groups (Figure 3). The
voting rate for both Asians and
Hispanlcs was ahout 28 percent of
the voting-age population, and

44 percent and 47 percent, respec-
tively, of the voting-age citizen
poputation In each group.

A lcey to voter turnout is registra-
tion, as the majority of registered
voters among all racial and ethnic
groups voted In the 2004 election.
Among the registered citizen
population—89 percent of non-
Hispanic Whites, 87 percent of
Blacks, 85 percent of Asians, and
82 percent of Hispanics voted.?

a varlety of approaches; see the Appendix
Table.

Hecause Hispanfcs may be any race, data
ih this report for Eispanics ovedap slightly
with data for the Biack populasion and the
Asian population. Based on the November
2004 CPS, 3 percent of the Black voting-age
population and 1 percent of the Aslan
voting-age population were Hispanic. Of the
voting-zge clizen population, 2 percent of
Blacks and 1 percent of Asians were
Hispanic. Data for the Amarican Indlan and
Alaska Native and the Native Hawallan and
Other Pacific Islander poputations are not
showi: in this report because of thelr smalt
sample stze in the November 2004 CPS.

" The voting rates of Blacks and Asians
were not, stat|stically different.

U5 Census Bureau
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Region

Citizens residing in the Midwest
were more llkely to register and to
vote than those in other regions
{Table B). In 2004, 76 percent in
the Midwest were registered toc vote
and 68 percent voted. People are
able to register on election day in
some of these states.” The voting
rates in the Northeast and the West
were each 64 percent, compared
with 61 percent in the South.

in 2004, non-Hispanic Whites in
the West had a higher voting rate
(71 percent) than their counter
parts in the other three regions
(Figure 4). SIxty-six percant of
Blacks in the Midwest voted, com-
pared to 56 percent of Blacks in
the Northeast. Voting rates for
Hispanics and Asians were not sta-
tistically different across reglons.

States

Excluding North Bakota, which has
no voter registration process,
Minnesota had the highest level of
voter reglstration in the country
{85 percent), Maine, Minnesota,
New Hampshire, and Wisconsin had
registratlon rates that were above
the national average of 72 percent.
These states, plus ldaho and
Wyoming, allow potentlal voters to
register on the day of the efection.
Overall, 17 states had registration
rates that were not statistically dif-
ferent from the national average.
Hawali had the lowest registration
level in the country at 58 percent.

In 2004, the citizen voting rates
for states ranged from 51 percent
in Hawaii to 79 percent In
Minnesota {(Figure 5). Seventeen
states had voting rates that were
not statistically different from the
national average of 64 percent. in

" |fako, Malne, Minnesota, New
Hampshlre, Wisconsin, and Wyoming have
election-day registration. Morth Dakota has
no voter registration.

Oregon, where all ballots have
been mailed-in since the 2000
presidentlal electlon, the voting
rate was 74 percent, higher than in
most other states.'

PROFILE OF VOTERS

This section of the report profiles
selected characteristics of voting-
age cltizens and those who actu-
ally voted. Table C lists the distri-
bution of all citizens, voters, and
nonvoters by a varlety of
characteristics.

Race and Hispanic Origin

in 2004, the non-Hispanic White
population constituted the majority
of all potential voters (75 percent),
followed by Blacks {12 percent),
Hispanics (8 percent), and Aslans
(3 percent). Of those who actually
voted, 79 percent were non-
Hispanic White, 11 percent were
Black, 6 percent were Hispanic,
and 2 percent were Asfan.

Age

Young aduits constituted 13 per-

cent of the total voting-age citizen
population in 2004 and 9 percent
of the voting population. In com-

¥ Minnesota had & vetlng rate higher
than that of Qregor, and Wisconsn, Maine,
New Mampshire, North Dakota, and Jowa had
votlag rates that were not statlstically differ
ent from thar of Oregen.

parison, adults aged 5% and older
composed 31 percent of the

voting-age citizen population and
35 percent of the population that
voted in the presidentlal election.

Marital Status

in 2004, 57 percent of potential
voters were married, compared
with 63 percent of voters. Never
married individuals constituted a
lower proportion of voters (20 per-
cent} than of the citizen population
{24 percent).

Educational Attainment

People with a bachelor’s degree or
more education made up 26 per-
cent of potential voters and

32 percent of those who reported
voting in the 2004 election.
individuals who did not graduate
from high school were 13 percent
of the population that could poten-
tially vote in 2004, while 8 percent
of actual voters.

income

Votlng-age citizens who llved in
families with incomes below
520,000 represented 11 percent of
the total population and 8 percent
of the voting population, while
those who lived In families with
incomes of 50,000 or more com-
posed 47 percent of the total pop-
ulation and 54 percent of voters.

1.5, Census Bureau
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Figure 5.
Voting by State: 2004
{Citizens 18 and older)

Earfy or  Election- Tﬂ Percent voted of the voting-age citizen poptilation

Sin-person day
absentes” reglstra- Senate Governor 90-percent confidence Interval

voting " tlon race race
X Minnesota {MW)
Wisconsin (MW)
Cregon (W)
Maina (NE)
New Hampshire (NE)
X North Dakota QW)
lowa (MW)
X Momntana (W)
Dist of Cotumbia (%)
Massachusetts (NE)
X Missouri (MW)
South Dakota (MW)
X Utah (4}
Alaska W)
X Washington (W)
Colotade W)
X Vermont (NE)
Michigan (MW}
X Wyaming (W}
X Delaware (S)
Chio (MW}
New jersey (NE}
{#Hlinois (MW)
Maryiand {5)
Nebraska (MW)
Kentucky (5}
Pennsylvania (NE)
New Maxico (W)
Flarida (5}
Kansas (MW)
Louisiana ()
Arizonz (W)
~ United States
Rhode lsland (NE)
Alabama (5)
Connectlcut {(NE}
South Carolina {5}
Virginla (S)
Oklahoma (5)
California (W)
Mississippl {$)
Idaho (W) | *
X North Carolina (5)
New York {NE)
Nevada (W) E—
Arkansas {5) o—a—
X Indiana (MW) R ;
West Virginta {8) L

Texas (S) -
Georgia (5) +——i
—
5

X
X
X
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Tenhessee (5) M““1

X Hawati (W) L
45 50 5

60 635 70 75 80 85 1.
Percent

* Not statistically different from the natlonal average.

Nowe: Reglon Codest NE - Northeast, MW - Midwest, S - South, W - West,

Source: U.S. Cersus Bureau, Curent Populatlon Survey, November 2004; National Conferenca of State Legislatures <www.nesl.orgs;

Center for Politics <www.centerforpolitlcs org»

U5, Cepsus Burmau g
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Among voters, 19 percent lived in Table C. .
families with incomes of $100,000  Characteristics of Voters and Nonvoters: 2004
or more. Sixteen percent of the Percent distribution
¢itizen population was in this Characteristic
income hrackat. Tolal citizens Volers Nonvoters®
Total, 18 years and older. ........ 100.0 100.0 1080
METHODS OF Sex
REGISTRATION MBR o et e e et e et et rn eas 47.8 46.5 501
Wamen e aeeaaias 522 535 48.9
In 2004, all respondents were Raco and Hispan}c Orlgtn
asked how or where they regis- White alone. ... . ... e e 827 84.8 791
tered to vote," One-guarter of the White alone. non- H"SF’E”"> SRR 752 702 68.c
. d fat] d th Black aiong . . e e 11.8 111 13.1
registerea population reported that  agian aone, ... ... e e 32 2.2 48
they registered at‘ a co;ﬁfﬂty Gr gov- Hispanlc {any race}..... . ... ... ... .. 82 6.0 1.8
ernment registration office. Nativity Status
Another 19 percent registered NEIVE. . oot o e neiine s aae e aean 933 94.4 1.5
while obtaining a drivers license or  Naluralized .. ... ... ..o 87 56 85
identification card at a mator vehi- Age » . o
: iBlo24years ..... ... .. 28 : 18.6
cle department, while 12 percent 2510 34 YBAIS +. v v\ verre s on e 16.7 14.5 20 4
mailed a registration form to a B510 A4 YBAMS ov v oerannne e an s 19.5 19.5 1894
local election office (Figure 6). 4B10 B4 YBAM ... .ot 198 21.3 171
SSyears andolder . .......... ... . 314 353 245
Fifteen percent of the younger Marltal Status
population (those 18 to 24 years) Marrigd. .. ..o en oan S e 56.7 62.8 46.0
registered at a school, hospltal, or Widowed ... e e 6.7 65 71
Divorcad . ... covn et e e 103 94 11.9
college campus.' The older popu- SERARAE . o e aa e e 24 1.6 3.1
lation {those 55 and older) was Never maried. .. oooovns eeiie 244 19.7 320
more likely to register at a county Educational Attainment
i ; f {.es5 than high school graduate ... ... ... 13.0 8.t 21.8
or government reglstration office High school graduate of GED.. .. .. ... 32.3 28.5 39.0
(35 percent) than use the ather Some college or associate’s degree . .. ... 287 31.0 24.7
methods. Twenty-three percent of Bachelor's degree ormore ... ..... .. ... 26.0 3z.4 14.5
naturallzed citizens registered by Annual Family Income
it m w Tolaf famlly members . ... ... ... 100.0 100.0 100.0
mail, compared with 12 percent of -, 000, . . 10.6 7.8 16.1
native citizens, $20,000 10 B4B,890.. .o o vanuaian 27.3 26.0 280
. S0,000 10 SIDB0D v v v s rerciiis 31.0 34.8 23.4
OF the four regions, the South had ;1 00,000 and c:ver e 156 152 a5
the highest percentage of people income notrepored . ... ... ... .o 1586 2.4 22.1
reglstering at a motor vehicle Employment Status
department (23 percent). The west  In the civlllan faborforge . .....owov o 7.4 68.9 64.9
N g b h( P ) . EMPIOYE < verrver e e 54.1 862 80,5
ad the highest percentage or peo- Unemployed ..... ..o cn aeran e 33 27 4.5
ple registering at a registration Naot It the labor force . ... oovvvnrnns. 328 314 35.4
booth {14 percent). Thirteen per- Duratlon of Residence
i idwest reg- lessthantyear.......... ... cu.o. o 13.4 1.1 17.4
Fent (:jf peoé)!e m:he Ml ? trdg TO2YBAMB. . e e e 12.9 128 130
istered at the polls on election day. BE0S YOAMS. oo e vt e wa an 12.4 138 10.0
Sysarsorionger.... ... eus e 5t.2 81.2 336
METHODS OF VOTING Notrepontsd ... ..coeienvinnr s i 10.9 12 259
. Vet E
In the 2004 election, 80 percent of  vetarm o 120 138 71
voters reported that they voted on NONVEIBIBN . . .0 caurs s vneene vt nan 88.0 Be2 P2y
election day, and 20 percent voted Reglon
NOMhEASt. ...... ... oeoiciiiieiinnnn 19.0 19.1 189
: LY He T 238 250 21.0
* Oniy people registered since 1995 d
were asked this question in the 1996 and 20T 362 4.6 3841
2000 suppiements. Therefore, the findings West....... R, e e e 212 212 21.3

for 2004 are not directly comparable 1o

these earler years. "Nonvoters only Includes respondants who answered “no” to the question "Did you vole

% Deralled tables on methods of registra- in the etection held on Tuesday, November 2, 20047" Raspondents who answered “don’t
tion are avaifable at <www census.gov kniow" and those who did not respond ara not included.
/papulation/www/socdemo/votiag.hmb>- Source; U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, Novamber 2004.

10 U.§. Census Bureau
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Figure 6.

County or government
registration office [

With driver's license
(at @ motor vehicle agency)

Dor't know or did not answer
Malled forrn to electicn office
Registration booth

At polls on electlon day

Other place or way

At school, hospital, 13
college campus [8

At public assistance agency

Method of Registration to Vote: 2004
{Percent distribution of reglstered voters)

Source: 4.5, Censuts Bureay, Current Population Survey, Novembler 2004.

24.4

before election day, either In
person or by mail (Table ). All
states offer voters the option to
vote prior to the election. Most
absentee voting is conducted by
mail-in ballots. Twenty-six states
offer no-excuse absentee voting,
while other states permit absentee
voting only under a limited set of
circumstances. QOregon requires all
voters to cast their ballot through
the mall. Voting rates by mail
{either on or before election day) in
other western states were 66 per-
cent in Washington, 32 percent in
Arlzona, 31 percent in California,
and 29 percent in Colorade.’”

About half of the states allow sorme
form of early voting at an electlon
office or other satellite voting loca-
tion. Several states aiso allow "in-
person absentee” voting before the
election.'® Forty-five percent of vot-
ers in Texas cast ballots in person

¥ The rates of voling by mail in Arizona,
Callformia, and Colerado are not stasistically
different.

" informatlen about state regulations fer
registration and voting can be faund at the
National Conference of State Legislatures
Web site <www.niesl.ong> or from the Indi-
vidual state electlon offices.

ptior to election day. Nevada,
Tennessee {each about

38 percent), New Mexico (29 per-
cent), Arkansas, and North Carolina
(each about 24 percent) aiso had
higher rates of in-person early vot-
ing than most other states in 2004,

REASONS FOR NOT
REGISTERING

Of the 32 million people who
reported that they were not regis-
terad o vote in 2004, 15 million
(47 percent) reported that they
were not interested In the election
or were not [nvolved In politics
(Table E}." Anather 6 million, or
17 percent, reported that they did
not meet the registration dead-
tines. Other reasons for not belng
registered included not being eligi-
ble to vote (7 percent}, permanent
lliness or disability (6 percent), and
not knowing where or how to reg-
ister {5 percent). Four percent of
the nonregistered population
indicated their vote would not

“ Only Indlviduals who reporred that
they had not registered were asked the
guestion about the reason for not reglster-
ing. This ppputation does not include those
whao responded "did not know" or “refused.”

make a difference and 4 percent
reported they did not meet resk
dency requirements.

About 50 percent of non-Hispanic
Whites, people whose highest edu-
cational attainment was a high
school diploma, and people aged
45 10 64 reported they did not reg-
ister because they were not inter-
ested in the election or In politics
Twenty-four percent of 18- to 24-
vear olds and 28 percent of people
with a bachelor’s degree or higher
reported they missed the registra-
tion deadlines. About 5 percent of
women, 18- to 24-year olds, and
people with less than a high school
education reported they did not
know where or how to register to
vote. Eighteen percent of natural-
lzed citizens, 13 percent of both
Asians and Hispanics, and 8 per-
cent of men reported they did not
register because they were not
eligible 1o vote.

Respondents were asked to choose
why they were not registered from
a list of nine reasons, one of which
was Other. Write-in responses o
Other were recoded back Into the
remaining eight categories or [isted
as "don't know" or “refused” wher-
ever possible. Prior to recoding,
17 percent of the respondents
were classified as Other After
recoding, 5 percent of the respon-
dents remained In the Other cate-
gory. The 5 percent of responses
that remalned In the Other cate-
gory were classifled as personal
reasons (31 percent), religlous rea-
sons {28 percent}, registration
preblems (17 percent), moved and
dld not re-register in the new loca-
tlon {15 percent), out of town or
out of country {7 percent), and all
other (3 percent).?

® The percentages of people in the Other
category who reported personal reasons and
those who reported relfglous reasons were
not statisucally different, nor were the per
centages who reported they moved and dld
not re-register and those who reporied regls-
tratlon probiems

U.5. Census Bureau
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Table D.

Methods of Voting by State: 2004

(Numbers in thousands)

Voted on election day

Vioted bafore election day

Slale -

Total! In person By mail in parsoh By mall

Unltad States .. .onuus 125,338 73.3 0.7 7.8 122
Alabama . .. e e e 2,060 86.7 - 0.4 2.8
Aaska .. .. ... ... 282 84.3 04 6.5 g8
ANZONE v oavocnrnneee cnnans 2230 65.6 1.2 22 310
Arkansas e e 1,136 70.9 o4 24.8 38
Californla . .. . ..., 12,736 67.6 24 17 283
Colorado e e 2,087 552 +X5] 163 280
Connecticut . ...... U 1,618 92.8 03 09 6.0
Delaware ... ...... . ..... 385 g7 2 o2 03 23
Dislrict of Columbla . .. ... ... 268 88,5 - 38 114
Florida . 7,329 578 01 158 16.1
Georgia o .vovvounn o 3,305 7886 04 131 7.8
Mawail . . .. . 429 678 04 a7 234
fdaho ven e niiaane 583 B8.1 e 5.3 6.8
llHingis ....... v 5650 88,4 G.1 14 3.4
Indigna ............ .. 2,588 9t.3 0.z 18 6.7
fowa ...... ‘ 1.521 74.6 08 4.4 204
Kansas . .. .... .. ... ... 1,186 8.5 02 84 9.5
Kenfucky .. ..... ... aunn 1.927 98.7 - 28 1.5
Llotlsiana .. ..o v e 2,060 858 - 2.5 1.7
Maine ... ... ........ 734 B2.7 0.3 6.7 16.4
Manyland ........... ... . 2,409 941 0.1 04 54
Massachusetts ..., .. . .. 3,072 B5.2 0.2 08 ag
Michigan. ...  ..... .. .... 4,809 B1.2 0.4 o7 17.7
Minnesola ... ...... . 2,882 924 - 18 6.1
Mississippi ... ... 1,263 a5 1 0.2 0.6 29
Missouri 2816 94.7 0.1 17 35
Momntana ..... . . R 481 809 0.4 1.7 17.0
Nebraska .. ............ . ... 702 86.2 0.3 1.7 1.8
Nevada .. .. . . . B&B 488 0.1 40 4 9.6
New Hampshire . 676 84.2 0.1 08 5.0
NewJersey ... . .. 3,693 04.9 0.1 0.1 4.9
New Mexico .. .. .. ... . 835 55.5 0.1 20.3 15.1
New York .. .. .. ...... .. . 7667 5.2 0.4 0.1 4.2
Norh Caroling ... ..o couus 3,832 7.5 - 238 4.8
Nordh Dakota .. .. .. ... ... .. as0 B4.4 o1 3.8 116
Ohic ..... ... 5,474 o1t 02 0.8 7.8
Oklahoma . 1,539 881 04 5.8 47
Oregon ..... . 1,810 1.3 59 0.4 92.4
Pennsylvarda .. . . S 5,845 883 01 01 as
Rhode lsland ... ... ....... 466 86.4 02 05 28
South Carolina . 1,897 .7 02 23 58
South Dakota .. . .. .. .. an BGS 0.1 12.1 73
TANFBSSOB . v vve v inanna 2,298 52.5 - 38,1 24
Texas - ..... ... f P 7,912 50.0 0.3 45.2 45
Bah ........... ... .. .. .. 1,023 832 01 27 4.1
Vermont .. .. . ... .. .. . 318 838 4 30 127
Virgila . ..... .. .. .. .. . 3,134 95.0 0.3 1.0 37
Washington .. .. ... .. ... . 2,837 334 58 05 60.4
Wast Virginia ... .ocovrvnanns 798 84.6 - 1386 1.8
Wisgonein .. .. ... ... 3,008 8g1 a4 4.7 8.1
Wyoming 247 83.3 &1 5.5 110

- Reprasants zero or rounds to zero,

TBoes rot include “dor’t know"” or "refused” to the questions about when and how the respondent voted.
Source: U.8. Census Bureau, Gurren! Population Survey, November 2004,
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Table E.
Reasons for Not Registering by Selected Characteristics: 2004

(Nurnbers In thousands)

Percort dislribtlion of reasons for not registering
Not
inter- !
asted i
Characleristlc Inthe{ DOid not Did not] My vote :
election meet Perma- Did not mest would i
of nol | ragistra- Not fient know rasl- not Diffi- i
involved fon{ eliglbla Don't; liness where or} dency| maksa cully b
In dead- to| knowor| or dis- howto| requira- difer- with :
Total*| politics lines vote | refused ability | Otheri regisler; ments ence | Engllsh
Total, 18 years
and older......... 32,432 46.6 174 8.7 6.2 56 4.7 45 3.7 3.7 1.0
Sex
Malg... ... .. . ........ ..116,8607 48.7 171 8.1 6.6 4.7 4.4 a8 a7 39 1.0
Female, ...... . ... ......; 15825 465 177 53 86 6.5 49 52 3.7 34 1.0
Race and Hispanic Crigin
Whitealene. .- -.-...........1 26,185 482 175 6.0 5.6 5.5 48 42 3.7 38 0.8
White alone, non-Hispanic. 22,267 59,1 177 4.5 5.5 E8 51 38 3.2 3.9 0.8
Blackalone .. .. ...........] 3,378 383 18.3 9.5 9.0 71 46 53 a3 4.4 0%
Asignalong.. .... . ... ...| 1.758 arr 14 4 184 7.8 43 a8 6.2 50 15 6.2
Hispanic (any rece) .. ........| 4,280 37.8 18.7 138 6.8 3.5 31 6.8 63 28 2.6 ;
Natlvity Status i
Native...... P .| 28,217 48.3 117 58 6.1 57 4.8 4.3 3.z 39 0.4 :
Naturailzed ... . ... .| 3,215 310 47 17.6 68 4.1 3as 59 8.2 13 66 i
Age i
1Bto24dyears . ... .. . 6,888 440 240 58 B2 18 3.1 6.2 3.5 28 038
25tcdd years .. ...........[13,284 457 19.0 85 55 28 5.0 48 4.4 35 07 :
45to6dvyears .. ............| 8508 504 134 66 67 59 46 3z 30 4.6 1.8
65yearsand oider . . .. . .| 3,751 458 9.1 23 38 218 63 31 22 38 23 ;
Marltal Status
Marded... .. . .. ..... .|14.468 483 17.3 68 6.1 3.0 57 4.0 37 37 1.5 ;
Notwarded ... ... .. .. .{17,968 451 178 8.6 63 7.6 39 48 37 a7 0.6 §
Edugallonat AHalnment :
Less than high school
graduate ......... .. 8649 458 11.5 8.8 690 93 38 568 36 33 22
High scheol graduate or ;
GED .. . ............ |13308 50.8 15.1 585 56 52 45 44 27 42 o X i
Some college or : :
associate’s degree ... ... .| 7,178 44.4 243 50 87 33 8.5 35 4.6 3.4 a2 :
Bachelor's degres or more 3,307 381 27.5 8.0 6.3 22 57 42 57 2.9 1.3
Duration of Residence
tess than § year. . C .| 7807 30.6 228 7.4 49 2.8 4.3 6.1 87 31 0.5
tlo2years. ......... .....| 5894 44.8 165 8.3 5.4 42 53 54 37 35 1.1
Sysarsof fonger .. ... .. [17.908 50.4 151 &8 6.4 73 4.7 3.5 1.5 41 12
Notreported ... ..-. ... . 532 40.7 50 49 30.9 7.0 26 4.0 2.6 08, 18
Reglon |
Northeast...... . ..........| %882 474 17,5 60 73 48 4.8 g 3.3 ar 14 i
Midwest. . .. . .... . .| BB22 516 139 38 50 35 60 50 3.6 3.8 o7 i
South. . .. ............... 12612 452 19.0 78 6.1 Ba 35 40 38 37 C.6
Wesl.... .. . ... ........1 7.308 43.7 17.8 7.8 58 50 58 53 38 3.5 17 o
i
Responses prlor to
recoding of Other ... ......| 32,432 38.8 16.2 57 50 50| 165 4.3 37 3.6 1.0
VIncludes only those respondents whe answered “no" to the gueslion "Were you registered in the election of November 20047"
Source: U.8 Censys Bureau, Gurrent Popuiation Survay, November 20604.
U.5. Consus Bureau 13
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REASONS FOR NOT VOTING

Of the 142 million people who
reporied that they were registered
to vore, 16 million (12 percent) did
not vote in the 2004 presidential
election (Table F). Of these regis-
tered nonvoters, 20 percent
reported that they did not vote
because they were too busy or had
conflicting worlk or school sched-
ules. Another 15 percent reported
that they did not vote because
they were Hi, disabled, or had a
family emergency; 11 percent did
not vote berause they were not
interested or felt thelr vate would
net make a difference; and 10 per-
cent did not like the candidates or
the issues.” Some other specifled
reasens for not votlhg included out
of town {9 percent), confusion or
uncertainty about registration

(7 percent), forgetting to vote

(3 percent), and transportation
problems (2 percent).”

Thirty-two percent of Aslans,

28 percent of people aged 25 to
44 years, and 23 percent of men
reported they did not vote because
they were too busy or had conflict-
Ing work or school schedules.®
Those more likely to report not
voting becausa they were I or dis-
abled or had a family emergency
included 46 percent of people 65
years and older, 26 percent of peo-
ple with less than a high school
diploma, and 20 percent of
women. About 12 percent of peoc-
ple with less than a high school
diplema reported they were not

" The percentage of people who reporied
they did not voie because they were not Inter-
ested |n the electon was not statfstically dif-
ferent from the percentage who reported they
did not like the cendldates.

* The percentage of people who reported
they did not vote because they did not like
the candidates was not statistically different
fram the percentage who reporied they were
aut of town

# The percentage of Astans who reported
they were 10¢ busy 1o vote was not statistl-
cally different from the percentage of 25- to
44-year olds or the percentage of Hispanlcs
who reported they were too Busy to vota,

Interested In the election or in poli-
tics, compared with 6 percent of
people with a bachelor’s degree or
rmore education.

MEASURING VOTING IN
THE CURRENT POPULATION
SURVEY

The CPS is a naticnally representa-
tive sample survey that collects
information on voting 2 weeks
after an electlon In November. The
CPS estimates the number of peo-
ple who registered to vote and
voted from direct interviews with
household respondents. The CPS
estimates are an important analytic
tool in election studies because
they identify the demographic and
socioeconomic characteristics of
people who report that they do, or
do hot, vote,

The official counts are tabulated by
each state’s board of electlons and
reported by the Clerk of the U.S.
House of Representatives. These
tallies show the number of votes
counted for specific offices. Ina
presidential electton, the officlal
count of comparlson is the
national total number of votes cast
for the office of president.

Discrepancies occur each election
between the CPS estimates and the
officlal counts. [n the November
2004 CPS, an estimated 126 mil-
lion of the 216 million people of
voting age in the civilian noninsti-
tutionzlized population reported
that they voted in the November
2004 election. QOfficlal counts
showed 122 milfion votes cast for
president, a difference of 4 million
votes (3 percent) between the two
sources.® In previous years, the
disparity In the estimates in presi-
dential elections has varied
between 4 percent and 12 percent

* The officlal count of votes cast can be
found on the Web page of the Clerk of the
House of Representatives at
<http://cterk house.gov/index.phps.

of the total number of people
reported as having voted in the
official tallies.

Differences between the official
counts and the CPS may be a com-
bination of an understatement of
the official numbers and an over-
statement in the CPS estimates as
described below.

Understatement of
Total Votes Cast

The official counts may not include
all the votes cast because ballots
ware invalidated in the counting
{and thus thrown put} or because
the ballots were mismarked,
unreadable, or blank. in addition,
when the total number of votes
cast for president is used as the
official count, some votets will not
be Included if they did not vote for
this office.

Reports of Voting in the CPS

Some of the eror in estimating
turnout In the CPS is the result of
population controls and survey cov-
erage. Respondent misreporting is
also a source of error in the CPS
estimates. Previous analyses based
on reinterviews showed that respon-
dents and proxy respondents are
consistent in their reported answers
and thus misunderstanding the
questions does not fully account for
the difference between the official
counts and the CPS. Howaver, other
studles that matched survey
responses with voting records indi-
cate that part of the discrepancy
between survey estimates and offl-
cial counts Is the result of respan-
dent misreporting.®

As stated above, another source of
disparity can be found in the

* For more detatled explanations of the
differences between official counts and sur-
vey caunts, see (1.5, Bureau of the Cansus,
Studies In the Measurement of Voter
Turnout, Current Papulation Reports, Serles
P-23, No. 168, U.5. Goverrment Printing
Offlce, Washington, DC, 1990,

14

1.5, Census Bureau
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Tahle F,

Reasons for Not Voting by Selected Characteristics: 2004

(MNumbers in thousands)

Percent distribution of reasons for not voling

"‘Did
Too not
Characteristic busy, like Trans-
con- candi- Don't | Regls- incon-{ porta- Bad
flicting | lHness Not| dates know | tratlon veniant|  tion |weather
sched- | or dis-| Other| inter- or| Out of or| prob-| Forgot| pofling| prob-| condi-
Total uls: abilily | remson| ested| lssues| town [refused | fems [fovote| place| lems| fions
Total, 18 years
and older........ 16,334 198| 154 108 107 9.9 8.0 B85 6.8 34 2.0 2.1 0.5
Sex
Male .. . .. 7,951 225 07y 108 106 101 11.0 10.6 6.6 34 3.1 08 0.3
Female . . .| 8.3B3 17.4 198 10.8 10.7 87 7.1 72 7.0 35 29 a3 0.6
Race and Hlspanic Or[g]n
White alone. - 138 19.4 i5.6 i6.9 108 106 g4 78 6.8 34 3.0 iR 04
White alcmei
non-Hispanic Jqilorezp 189 162| 108F 108 114 8.9 76 62 3.0 32 1.8 05
Black alone . coa- b 20181 207 165 8.8{ 100 6.4 551 130 72 as 2.6 4.2 03
Agianalone. .. ............. 478 35 61| 137 78 44| 118 8.0 51 1.4 5.5 1.3 18
Hispanic (any race} . . 1,721 235 107 116 105 78 63 58| 104 8.1 15 18 G2
Nativity Status
Nagive. ... e oe--.1 15,346 188 154 108 0.8 102 8.8 B85 68 34 28 22 0.4
Naturalized - ... .... 968B| 262 141 111 6.9 4.8 108 100 69 31 33 186 10
Age
18to2d ysars .. .. el 2,685 232 2.8 168! 100 54 128 152 82 6.1 25 1.9 0.1
25todd years... .. .. Ciane 8525 276 74 1.8 0.3 100 8.1 786 B& 3.4 3.3 1.5 0.3
45tfobdyears..... .. Ceaa 4,333 172 186 108 108 128 10.7 88 55 3.0 3.0 18 0.4
G5 years andotder ... .....| 2,781 29; 458 g0} 116 8.4 4.5 42 3.7 17 25 46 1.2
Murita! Status
Maried ... ... 748682 220f 155) 116 102 08 8.0 7.0 6.9 3.4 31 1.0 2.3
Not married. 8,681 181 152 10.2 1.0 100 B9 59 6.8 a4 2.8 3.1 06
Educetional Attainment
Lesa than high schooi
graduate . .. . oo f 34371 w4l 287 103 122 87 58 A 45 4.1 2.4 4.1 0y
Hngh schem graduate or
=D e .-..1 62861 202 1514 112 125 11.3 7.4 8.7 8.2 25 31 20 g2
Bome co!lege or
apsociale’s degree .. .. ...-| 456127 22§ S8; 111 8.9 85: 111 98 78 4.3 az 1.7 03
Bachelor's degree or more . 2,009 223 1.2 10.3 8.3 85 160 78 105 31 28 04 09
Duration of Resldence
less than 1 year 3,388 241 89 11.8 84 85 10.2 5.8 150 53 1.9 24 02
Tto2years .......... . ..| 248D 243 10.5 10.2 11.5 9.6 7.4 77 8.0 35 4.1 3.0 02
3yeasorlongar........... 10,304 17.51 19.8) 107 111 105 8.0 8.4 4.0 28 3.1 2.0 06
MNotreported ... .. . 62| 71| 145| 106] 154| 88| 09 32{ 23| 04 -1 04 -
Region .
Norheast. . .. . . 2,745 185 17.5 103 i0.8| 134 B.7 8.1 48 25 28 1.8 o1
Midwest. .. . 3,747 177 151 108] 122 123 85 101 62 22 23 1.8 02
South. ... 70447 2011 158 107 107 84 a8 a1 7.0 4.2 az 26 07
West . . . 274 227 188] 125 83 7.1 8.8 a.1 B4 4.0 33 20 05
- Represents zero or rounds to zero.
Source: U.S Census Bureau, Current Poputation Survey, Novamber 2004
U.5. Census Bureau 15
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definitlon of the official count. The
respondents in the CPS are not
asked which office(s) they voted
for, only whether or not they voted
in the November election. A
respondent who voted only for
state or local offices would be
counted in the CPS estimate but
not in the official count because he
or she did not vote for president.

Veting Not Captured
in the CPS

Although the official counts were
generally lower than those shown
in the CPS, they tallied votes from
a broader population universe,

The CPS covers only the civilian
noninstitutionalized population
reslding in the United States, while
the official counts list all vates cast
by this universe plus citizens resid-
Ing in the United States who were
in the military or living in Institu-
tions and citizens residing outside
the Unlted States, both civilian and
military, who cast absantee ballots.

SCURCE OF THE DATA

The population represented (the
population universe} in the Voting
and Registration Supplement 10 the
November 2004 CPS is the clvillan
noninstitttionalized population liv-
ing in the United States. The insti-
tutionalized population, which is
excluded from the pogpulation uni-
verse, |s composed primarily of the
population In correctional Institu-
tlohs and nursing homes {31 per-
cent of the 4.1 millfon institutional-
ized people in Census 2000).

Most estimates in this report come
from data obtained in November
2004 from the CPS. Some esth
mates are based on data obtained
from the CPS in earlier years., The
Census Bureau conducts this sur-
vey every month, although this

report uses only November data
for its estimates.

The estimates in this report are
derived from the affirmative

responses to the November supple-

ment guestions on voting and reg-
istration participation.
Respondents were first asked if
they voted in the election held on
Tuesday, November 2, 2004.
Those respondents who answered
“no," "do not know," or who did
not respond to this question were
then asked If they were reglstered
to vote in this election. Non-
responses and responses of "no" or
“do not know” to elther question
were included in the respective
categories of “not registered” or
“did not vote.”

ACCURACY OF THE
ESTIMATES

Statistics from sample surveys are
subject to sampiing etror and noh-
sampling error. All comparisons
presentad in this report have taken
sampling error into account and
are significant at the 90-percent
confidence level. This means the
90-percent confidence interval for
the difference between estimates
being compared does not include
zern. Nonsampling error in sur-
veys may be attributed to a variety
of sources, such as how the survey
was designed, how respondents
interpret guestions, how able and
wiliing respondents are to arovide
correct answers, and how accu-
rately answers are coded and clas-
sified. To minimlze these errors,
the Census Bureau employs quality
control procedures in sample selec-
tlen, the wording of questions,
interviewing, coding, data process-
ing, and data analysis.

The CPS weighting procedure uses
ratio estimation whereby sample
estimates are adjusted to

independent estimates of the
national population by age, race,
sex, and Hispanic origin. This
weighting partially corrects for
blas due 1o undercoverage, but
biases may still be present when
people who are missed by the sur-
vey differ from those Interviewed
In ways other than age, race, sex,
and Hisparic orlgin. How this
welghting procedure affects other
variables in the survey Is not pre-
cisely known. All of these consid-
erations affect comparisons across
different surveys or data sources.

Further information on the source
of the datz and accuracy of the estl-
mates, Including standard errors
and confidence intervals, can be
found at <www.census.gov
/population/scedemo/voting
/cps2004/5a2004. pdf> or by
contacting Rebecca Olson of the
Demographic Statistical Methods
Division via e-mall at

<dsmd source.and.accuracy
Brensus.govs,

MORE INFORMATION

Detailed tabulatlons are available
that provide demographic charac-
tetistics of the population on vot-
ing and reglstration. Tha electronic
version of these tables is avallable
on the Internet at the Census
Bureau’s Web site
<WWW.Census.gov>. Once on the
site, in the “Subjects A-Z" areg,
click on "V," and then on "Voting
and Registration Data.”

CONTACT

For additional information on these
topics, contact the Education and
Soclal Stratification Branch, 301-
763-2464 or via Internet e-mail
<pop@census.gove,

U.5. Census Bureau
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Appendix Table.
Reported Rates of Voting and Registration by Race; 2004

{Numbers in thousands)

. - Alone or
Characteristic Afone [ In combination in combination

White
Total eitizens. ... ... 162,958 2,284 165,243
Reported registered . ......... . 119,929 1,598 121,527
Reporled voted . .. ... o 108,588 1,342 107,930
Percent reporiad regssiered . 73.86 70.0 735
Parcent reported voted. .. ... ... ... B854 588 853

Black
Tolaicitizens. .. .. ........ 23,346 562 23,908
FAepored registared . .. .. . .. 16,035 373 16,408
RAeported voled . ... .. . 14,016 308 14,324
Parcent reparted fegusterect o 68.7 86.4 68 8
Percent reported voted. .. ... .. 60.0 54.8 59.8

Aslan
Total citizens. . ... ............ 6,270 418 6,685
Reported registered .. .. ... ... a.24v 261 3,508
Reportad voled . e 2,768 212 2,980
Percant reporiad regisiared _ 51.8 8.7 625
Percent reported voled, ... ..., d4.1 51.0 446

Note: This table shows data on reported rates of voling and registration far people who
reported they were White, Black, or Asian, including peopie who reporiad that raca alone,
paople who reported thal race In combination with another race, and people who reported
thal race regardiess of whether they also reporied another race. For further Informallon,
sae the Census 2000 brief Overview of Hace and Hispanic Orlgin: 2000 {C2KBR/O1-1)
<www.cansus gov/population/wwwicen2000/briefs himl>.

Source: U.8. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, November 2004

USER COMMENTS

The Census Bureau welcomes the
comments and advice of data and
report users. If you have any sug-
gestions or comments, please
write to!

Chief, Population Division
U.S. Census Bursau
Washington, DC 20233-8800

or send e-mail 102
pop@census.gov
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