From: _Riardan. Maureen (CRT): (b)(6)

! (b)(6)
Sent: 9/8/2025 2:15:54 PM
To: Wake, Brittany (CRT) [ (b)(6) ]; Rameres, Jewel (CRT) (b)(6) Y]
Subject: FW: DOJ Request for Information and Vote List

Attachments: DOJ Letter (1).pdf; DOJ Letter (2).pdf

Morning, Can someone please send the directions to Kegan from the Indiana SOS on how to share the Indiana
voter list via JEFS? Please cc me and Michael Gates on the response.

From: Prentice, Kegan'! (b)(6)

Sent: Monday, September 8, 2025 10:01 AM

To: Gates, Michael (CRT); (b)(6) ;

Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT); (b)(6) iMellett, Timothy F (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: DOJ Request for Information and Vote List

Hello Mr. Gates,
| wanted to follow-up on both the requests attached and where our office currently stands on them.

Upon receipt of “DOJ Letter (1)” it was referred to the Indiana Election Division as the Bi-partisan Co-Directors are the
NVRA officials in Indiana. This was done as many of the references in the request are to authorities under the NVRA.
Thus, we referred it to them and asked for an extension for response from the DOJ on their behalf. When the second
letter was received, it was also sent to the Indiana Election Division, and we requested a subsequent extension from the
DOJ.

The extended deadline to respond to the DOJ was September 1st, 2025, and we requested that the Indiana Election
Division let us know if they could finalize a response by August 29th, 2025. We did not receive a response from the
Indiana Election Division, and they have not responded to the DOJ.

After consultation with the Indiana Attorney General, because the Co-Directors have not responded to the DOJ in their
capacity of NVRA officials after multiple extensions being provided, our office is preparing a response under the
statutory authority given to the Secretary of State under IC 3-7-38.2-18. Our office is currently collecting the information
requested and should have a response ready in the coming days.

In the meantime, can you provide information on how to provide the voter lists requested via the “Department’s secure
file-sharing system” as referenced in the letters?

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Best Regards,
Kegan Prentice

Kegan Prentice
Deputy General Counsel
Legislative Director

Indiana Secretary of State Diego Morales
200 W. Washington Street, Room 201
Indianapolis, IN 46204

el (b)(6) ;
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From: Gates, Michael (CRT) | (b)(6)
Sent: Thursday, August 21, 2025 2:26 PM

To: Prentice, Kegan (b)(6) i
Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) (b)(6) EMeIIett, Timothy F (CRT) < (b)(6) >
Subject: RE: DOJ Request for Information and Vote list

This is the first time you received an email from this sender (i (b)(6) i). Exercise caution when clicking links,
opening attachments or taking further action, before validating its authenticity.

EXTERNAL EMAIL: This email was sent from outside your organization. Exercise caution when clicking
links, opening attachments or taking further action, before validating its authenticity.

Mr. Prentice, thank you for your response. An extension to September 1%t is fine; although | would like to be
clear that the authority under which the Justice Department is requesting the Voter Registration List (“VRL")
from Indiana is clear and unambiguous. This extension is granted with the expectation that we will receive
Indiana’s VRL by September 1%, Thank you.

Michael E. Gates
Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division, U.S. Department of Justice

Cell: i (b)(6)

From: Prentice, Kegan? (b)(6)

Sent: Thursday, August 21, 2025 2:10 PM

To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Subject: [EXTERNAL] DOJ Request for Information and Vote List

Hello Maureen,

We received the follow-up letter from the DOJ on August 14™ requesting the entire vote list with all data field by today,
August 21°%,

I am writing to inform you that we have referred this request to the bi-partisan Indiana Election Division.
They are working on this request in addition to the information that was previously requested.
They are working on collecting the information requested.

If possible, we are requesting some additional time to fulfill the request. We are requesting an extension of September
1 to fulfill the request.

They must come to an agreement on a response and if no agreement can be reached the Secretary of State will respond
on their behalf.

Let me know if you have any questions.

Best Regards,
Kegan Prentice
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Kegan Prentice
Legislative Director

Indiana Secretary of State Diego Morales
200 W. Washington Street, Room 201
Indianapolis, IN 46204

e:! (b)(6) i
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U.S. Department of Justice
Civil Rights Division

Voting Section
950 Pennsylvania Ave, NW — 4CON
Washington, DC 20530

July 14, 2025

Via Mail and Email

The Honorable Diego Morales
Secretary of State

200 West Washington Street, Room 201
Indianapolis, IN 46204
S0s(@s0s.in.gov

Dear Secretary Morales:
s
We write to you as the chief election official for the State of Indiana to request

information regarding the state’s procedures for complying with the statewide voter registration
list maintenance provisions of the National Voter Registration Act (“"NVRA™), 52 U.S.C.
§ 20501 et seq. RS

Please provide a list of the clection officials who are responsible for implementing
Indiana’s general program of voter registration list maintenance from November 2022 through
receipt of this letter, including those responsible officials not employed by your office (such as
local election officials) who are also involved in that effort. Please also provide a description of
the steps that you have taken, and when those steps were taken, to ensure that the state’s list
maintenance program has been properly carried out in full compliance with the NVRA.

The NVRA requires each state and the District of Columbia to make available for
inspection “all records concerning the implementation of programs and activities conducted for
the purpose of ensuring the accuracy and currency of official lists of eligible voters.” 52 U.S.C. §
20507(¢i)(1). Section 11 of the NVRA authorizes the Attorney General to bring NVRA
enforcement actions. See 52 U.S.C. § 20510.

Pursuant to Section 20507(i) of the NVRA, the Attorney General requests that you
produce for inspection the following records:

The current electronic copy of Indiana’s computerized statewide voter registration
list (“statewide voter registration list”) as required by Section 303(a) of the Help
America Vote Act. Please include all fields contained within the list. Please
produce each list in a .xls, .csv, or delimited-text file format. Please specify what
delimiter is used, if applicable, or provide a file layout along with a database user
manual, coding list, or other materials that define or explain how a voter record is
coded into the statewide voter registration list and reported in the clectronic copy
of the statewide voter registration list.
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Additionally, please provide the following information in electronic form. The time period for
these requests is close of registration [or the November 2022 general election through the close
of registration for the November 2024 general electton, the same time period as the most recent
report from the Election Assistance Commission’s Election Administration and Voting Survey
(“BEAVS”). I 'you are unable to provide the data, please explain why the data is not available.

. Confirmation Notice data was missing in the EAVS survey for Questions A 10a through
A10i in Indiana. Please provide the data for each county in Indiana for Questions A 10a through
A10L In EAVS data, Question al2¢, Indiana reported removing 168,838 for failurc to return
confirmation notices. Please explain Indiana’s process for sending out and keeping track of the
results of Conlirmation Notices,

2. In the EAVS data, Question Al2a, Indiana reported that it removed 888,506 voters from
the voter rolls, which was twice as high as the national average. Indiana does not categorize
714,021, 80.4 percent, of those removals. Please provide a list of all registrants removed from the
statewide voter registration list including the date(s) of removal. [f they were linked with
another record, please provide that information. Please explain the process of how the State
determines when to remove voters from the statewide voter registration database.

3. No data was listed in the EAVS survey for Question QA [2¢ regarding the removal of
voters due to death. Please explain Indiana’s process for determining who is deceased and
removing them [rom the voter roll and when that occurs.

4, Please provide a description of the steps that Indiana has taken, and when those steps
were {aken, to identify registered voters who are ineligible to vote as well as the procedures the
state used to remove those ineligible voters from the registration list. Please identify the number
of registered voters iwdentilied as ineligible to vote for the time period of the close of registration
{or the November 2022 general election through present {or each of the following reasons:

I. Non-citizen
2. Adjudicated incompetent
3. Felony conviction

For each of those voters identilied in categories 1-3 above, provide their registration information
on the statewide voter registration list, including their vote history.

Please provide this information within 14 days of the date of this letter. The information

and materials may be sent by encrypted email to voting.section@usdoj.gov or via the
Department’s secure file-sharing system, Justice Enterprise File Sharing (JEFS).
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Should further clarification be required, please contact Maureen Riordan at

(b)(6) We look forward to your assistance in advance.

CcCl

Sincerely, 7
s Y
/,4’ 7
/&{%(//fe’:
Michdel E. Gates

Dep/uty Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

Maureen Riordan
Acting Chief, Voting Section
Civil Rights Division

J. Bradley King

Co-Director, Elections Division

302 West Washington Street, Room E-204

Indianapolis, IN 46204

(b)(6)

Angela Nussmeyer

Co-Director, Elections Division

302 West Washington Street, Room E-204
Indiananolis, IN_46204

(b)(6)
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U.S. Department of Justice

Civil Rights Division

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

August 14, 2025

Via Mail and Email

The Honorable Diego Morales
Secretary of State

200 West Washington Street, Room 201
Indianapolis, IN 46204

S0S(@s0S.1n.gov

Re:  Complete Indiana’s Voter Registration List with All Fields

Secretary Morales:

We have received Indiana’s statewide voter registration list (“VRL”). However, as the
Attorney General requested, the electronic copy of the statewide VRL must contain all fields,
including the registrant’s full name, date of birth, residential address, his or her state driver’s license
number or the last four digits of the registrant’s social security number as required under the Help
America Vote Act (“HAVA™)! to register individuals for federal eclections. See 52 U.S.C. §
21083(a)(S)(A)(1).

We have requested Indiana’s VRL to assess your state’s compliance with the statewide VRL
maintenance provisions of the National Voter Registration Act (“NVRA”), 52 U.S.C. § 20501, et seq.
Our request is pursuant to the Attorney General’s authority under Section 11 of the NVRA to bring
enforcement actions. See 52 U.S.C. § 20501(a).

The Help America Vote Act (“HAVA”), 52 U.S.C. § 20501, et seq., also provides authority
for the Justice Department to seek the State’s VRL via Section 401, which makes the Attorney
General solely responsible for actions to enforce HAVA’s computerized statewide Voter Registration
List requirements. See 52 U.S.C. § 21111; see also Brunner v. Ohio Republican Party, 555 U.S. 5, 6
(2008) (per curiam) (finding there is no private right of action to enforce those requirements in
HAVA).

!In charging the Attorney General with enforcement of the voter registration list requirements in the HAVA
and in the NVRA, Congress plainly intended that Justice Department be able to conduct an independent
review of each state’s list. Any statewide prohibitions are clearly preempted by federal law.
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In addition to those authorities, the Attorney General is also empowered by Congress to
request records pursuant to Title II of the Civil Rights Act of 1960 (“CRA”), codified at 52 U.S.C.
§ 20701, et seq. Section 301 of the CRA requires state and local officials to retain and preserve
records related to voter registration and other acts requisite to voting for any federal office for a period
of 22 months after any federal general, special or primary election. See 52 U.S.C. § 20701.

Section 303 of the CRA provides, in pertinent part, “Any record or paper required by section
20701 of'this title to be retained and preserved shall, upon demand in writing by the Attorney General
or his representative directed to the person having custody, possession, or control of such record or
paper, be made available for inspection, reproduction, and copying at the principal office of such
custodian by the Attorney General or his representative...” 52 U.S.C. § 20703.

Pursuant to the foregoing authorities, including the CRA, the Attorney General is demanding
an electronic copy of Indiana’s complete and current VRL. The purpose of the request is to ascertain
Indiana’s compliance with the list maintenance requirements of the NVRA and HAVA.

When providing the electronic copy of the statewide VRL, Indiana must ensure that it contains
all fields, which includes the registrant’s full name, date of birth, residential address, his or her state
driver’s license number or the last four digits of the registrant’s social security number as required
under the Help America Vote Act (“HAVA”)? to register individuals for federal elections. See 52
U.S.C. § 21083(a)(5)(A)(i).

To the extent there are privacy concerns, the voter registration list is subject to federal privacy
protections. Section 304 of the CRA provides the answer:

Unless otherwise ordered by a court of the United States, neither the Attorney General nor
any employee of the Department of Justice, nor any other representative of the Attorney
General, shall disclose any record or paper produced pursuant to this chapter, or any
reproduction or copy, except to Congress and any committee thereof, governmental agencies,
and in the presentation of any case or proceeding before any court or grand jury.

Moreover, HAVA specifies that the “last 4 digits of a social security number . . . shall not be
considered a social security number for purposes of section 7 of the Privacy Act of 1974” (5 U.S.C.
§ 552a note); 52 U.S.C. § 21083(c). In addition, any prohibition of disclosure of a motor vehicle
record contained in the Driver’s License Protection Act, codified at 18 U.S.C. § 2721(b)(1), is
exempted when the disclosure is for use by a government agency in carrying out the government
agency’s function to accomplish its enforcement authority as the Justice Department is now doing.
That said, all data received from you will be kept securely and treated consistently with the Privacy
Act.

2 In charging the Attorney General with enforcement of the voter registration list requirements in the HAVA
and in the NVRA, Congress plainly intended that Justice Department be able to conduct an independent
review of each state’s list. Any statewide prohibitions are clearly preempted by federal law.
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In charging the Attorney General with enforcement of the voter registration list requirements
in HAVA and in the NVRA, Congress plainly intended that DOJ be able to conduct an independent
review of each state’s list. Any statewide prohibitions are preempted by federal law.

To that end, please provide the requested electronic Voter Registration List® to the Justice
Department within seven days or by August 21, 2025.

The information and materials may be sent by encrypted email to voting.section@usdoj.gov
or via the Department’s secure file-sharing system, Justice Enterprise File Sharing (“JEFS”). Should
further clarification be required, please contact Maureen Riordan at (b)(e)

Regards,

i HA

Harmeet K. Dhillon
Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

o5 J. Bradley King
Co-Director, Elections Division
302 West Washington Street, Room E-204
Indianapolis. IN_ 46204

(b)(6)

Angela Nussmeyer

Co-Director, Elections Division

302 West Washington Street, Room E-204
Indianapolis, IN 46204

(b)(6)

3 Containing all fields, which includes either the registrant’s full name, date of birth, residential address, his or

her state driver’s license number or the last four digits of the registrant’s social security number as required by
HAVA.
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From: Gates, Michael (CRT) ! (b)(6)
: (b)(6)

Sent: 9/9/2025 12:56:46 PM
To: Zuckerman, Joshua (CRT) [ (b)(6) ]
Subject: RE: Oregon Complaint

Attachments: 20250814 Read from CRT.pdf

Thank you. Attached is the ‘basis’

Michael E. Gates

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

From: Zuckerman, Joshua (CRT) <i (b)(6) >
Sent: Monday, September 8, 2025 6:26 PM

To: Gates, Michael (CRT)i (b)(6)

Subject: Re: Oregon Complaint

Hi Michael,

Nice to meet you! | have been working on this project. | drafted the OSC for Maureen today, and I’'m happy to
draft a complaint tomorrow; | (b)(5) ‘

Thanks!

Josh

From: Gates, Michael (CRT) 4 (b)(6)

Sent: Monday, September 8, 2025 5:49:27 PM

To: Zuckerman, Joshua (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Subject: Oregon Complaint

HilJosh, | am the DAAG assighed to the Voting Section. | just got back today from a week off last week. It was
my understanding that we were preparing a Complaint against OR for violations of the NVRA/HAVA, including
failure to hand over its Voter Registration List (with DL or last 4 of SSN). Have you been working on this
project? If you worked on the attached too, you might be up to speed enough to help draft a Complaint. | do

é (b)(5) :
would be ideal — but Maureen is out tomorrow. Are you able to take a stab at a basic Complaint? If so, Tim
Mellet of VOT can help provide; (b)(5) i Attached
is a sample Complaint against AZ for HAVA violations; although not sure if this is very helpful.
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In any event, a long explanation. We can discuss more
assist. Thank you.

Michael E. Gates

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

(b)(6)

(b)(6)

. Please advise of your availability and ability to

From: Zuckerman, Joshua (CRT) < (b)(6)

Sent: Sunday, September 7, 2025 8:10 PM

To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) <i (b)(6)

Subject: NVRA research

Hi Maureen,

In conjunction with DOJ’s request that the Oregon Secretary of State produce voter data pursuant to 52 USC

(b)(5),

20703, you asked me to analyze whether!

(b)(5)
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(b)(5)

You also asked me to research whether the Attorney General! (b)(5)
(b)(5) i but I'll continue to research that tomorrow.
Thanks!

Josh Zuckerman | Trial Attorney
U.S. Department of Justice | Civil Rights Division
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Washington, D.C. 20530

(b)(6)
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U.S. Department of Justice

Civil Rights Division

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

August 14, 2025

Via Mail and Email

The Honorable Tobias Read

Secretary of State

900 Court Street NE, Capitol Room 136
Salem, OR 97301
0regon.sos(@sos.oregon.gov

Re:  Complete Oregon’s Voter Registration List with All Fields

Secretary Read:

We understand that the time the Justice Department has provided your state to respond to the
request for a statewide voter registration list (“VRL”) and other information has not reached its
deadline.

Given responses from other states thus far, we want to clarify that the Justice Department’s
request to provide an electronic copy of the statewide VRL should contain al// fields, which means,
your state’s VRL must include the registrant’s full name, date of birth, residential address, his or her
state driver’s license number or the last four digits of the registrant’s social security number as
required under the Help America Vote Act (“HAVA™)! to register individuals for federal elections.
See 52 U.S.C. § 21083(a)(5)(A)(i).

We have requested Oregon’s VRL to assess your state’s compliance with the statewide VRL
maintenance provisions of the National Voter Registration Act (“NVRA”), 52 U.S.C. § 20501, et seq.
Our request is pursuant to the Attorney General’s authority under Section 11 of the NVRA to bring
enforcement actions. See 52 U.S.C. § 20501(a).

The Help America Vote Act (“HAVA”), 52 U.S.C. § 20501, et seq., also provides authority
for the Justice Department to seek the State’s VRL via Section 401, which makes the Attorney

IIn charging the Attorney General with enforcement of the voter registration list requirements in the HAVA
and in the NVRA, Congress plainly intended that DOJ be able to conduct an independent review of each
state’s list. Any statewide prohibitions are clearly preempted by federal law.
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General solely responsible for actions to enforce HAVA’s computerized statewide voter registration
list requirements. See 52 U.S.C. § 21111; see also Brunner v. Ohio Republican Party, 555 U.S. 5, 6
(2008) (per curiam) (finding there is no private right of action to enforce those requirements in
HAVA).

In addition to those authorities, the Attorney General is also empowered by Congress to
request records pursuant to Title I1T of the Civil Rights Act of 1960 (“CRA”), codified at 52 U.S.C.
§ 20701, et seq. Section 301 of the CRA requires state and local officials to retain and preserve
records related to voter registration and other acts requisite to voting for any federal office for a period
of 22 months after any federal general, special or primary election. See 52 U.S.C. § 20701.

Section 303 of the CRA provides, in pertinent part, “Any record or paper required by section
20701 of this title to be retained and preserved shall, upon demand in writing by the Attorney General
or his representative directed to the person having custody, possession, or control of such record or
paper, be made available for inspection, reproduction, and copying at the principal office of such
custodian by the Attorney General or his representative...” 52 U.S.C. § 20703.

Pursuant to the foregoing authorities, including the CRA, the Attorney General is demanding
an electronic copy of Oregon’s complete and current VRL. The purpose of the request is to ascertain
Oregon’s compliance with the list maintenance requirements of the NVRA and HAVA.

When providing the electronic copy of the statewide VRL, Oregon must ensure that it contains
all fields, which includes either the registrant’s full name, date of birth, residential address, his or her
state driver’s license number, or the last four digits of the registrant’s social security number as
required under the Help America Vote Act (“HAVA”)? to register individuals for federal elections.
See 52 U.S.C. § 21083(a)(5)(A)(1).

To the extent there are privacy concerns, the voter registration list is subject to federal privacy
protections. Section 304 of the CRA provides the answer:

Unless otherwise ordered by a court of the United States, neither the Attorney General nor
any employee of the Department of Justice, nor any other representative of the Attorney
General, shall disclose any record or paper produced pursuant to this chapter, or any
reproduction or copy, except to Congress and any committee thereof, governmental agencies,
and in the presentation of any case or proceeding before any court or grand jury.

HAVA specifies that the “last 4 digits of a social security number . . . shall not be considered
a social security number for purposes of section 7 of the Privacy Act of 1974” (5 U.S.C. § 552a note);
52 U.S.C. § 21083(c). In addition, any prohibition of disclosure of a motor vehicle record contained
in the Driver’s License Protection Act, codified at 18 U.S.C. § 2721(b)(1), is exempted when the
disclosure is for use by a government agency in carrying out the government agency’s function to

2 In charging the Attorney General with enforcement of the voter registration list requirements in HAVA and
in the NVRA, Congress plainly intended that DOJ be able to conduct an independent review of each state’s
list. Any statewide prohibitions are clearly preempted by federal law.
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accomplish its enforcement authority as the Justice Department is now doing. That said, all data
received from you will be kept securely and treated consistently with the Privacy Act.

To that end, please provide the requested electronic Voter Registration List® to the Justice
Department by the date set for your delivery by our original letter, or by August 21, 2025, whichever
is later.

The information and materials may be sent by encrypted email to voting.section@usdoj.gov
or via the Department’s secure file-sharing system, Justice Enterprise File Sharing (“JEFS”). Should
further clarification be required, please contact Maureen Riordan at (b)(6) '

Regards,

i HE

Harmeet K. Dhillon
Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

cc: Dena Dawson
Elections Director
Public Service Building, Suite 126
255 Capitol St. NE
Salem, OR 97310
elections.sos(@s0s.oregon.gov

3 Containing all fields, which includes either the registrant’s full name, date of birth, residential address, his or
her state driver’s license number or the last four digits of the registrant’s social security number as required by
HAVA.
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From: Gates, Michael (CRT) ! (b)(6)
: (b)(6) i
Sent: 9/8/2025 9:49:27 PM
To: Zuckerman, Joshua (CRT) [ (b)(6) ]
Subject: Oregon Complaint

Attachments: Oregon Memo ISO Motion to Compel.docx; Maureen S Riordan Decl.docx; Oregon Order to Show Cause.docx;
OTSC.docx; Arizona HAVA Complaint Draft 2025_09-04.doc

HiJosh, | am the DAAG assigned to the Voting Section. | just got back today from a week off last week. It was
my understanding that we were preparing a Complaint against OR for violations of the NVRA/HAVA, including
failure to hand over its Voter Registration List (with DL or last 4 of SSN). Have you been working on this

project? If you worked on the attached too, you might be up to speed enough to help draft a Complaint. | do

(b)(3)

would be ideal — but Maureen is out tomorrow. Are you able to take a stab at a basic Complaint? If so, Tim

Mellet of VOT can help provide:

(b)(5)

i Attached

is a sample Complaint against AZ for HAVA violations; although not sure if this is very helpful.

In any event, a long explanation. We can discuss more. Please advise of your availability and ability to

assist. Thank you.

Michael E. Gates

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

(b)(6)
(b)(6)

From: Zuckerman, Joshua (CRT) <

(b)(6) >

Sent: Sunday, September 7, 2025 8:10 PM

To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) <!

(b)(6) >

Subject: NVRA research

Hi Maureen,

In conjunction with DOJ’s request that the Oregon Sectetary of State produce voter data pursuant to 52 USC

20703, you asked me to

(b)(5)

(b)(5)
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(b)(5)

You also asked me to research whether the Attorney General can | (b)(5)
(b)(5) ibut I'll continue to research that tomorrow.
Thanks!

Josh Zuckerman | Trial Attorney

U.S. Department of Justice | Civil Rights Division

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Washington, D.C. 20530
Mobile: {77 (o)) """ 7F | (b)(6) '
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DOCUMENT WITHHELD IN FULL UNDER FOIA EXEMPTION B(6).
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DOCUMENT WITHHELD IN FULL UNDER FOIA EXEMPTION B(5).
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DOCUMENT WITHHELD IN FULL UNDER FOIA EXEMPTION B(5).
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DOCUMENT WITHHELD IN FULL UNDER FOIA EXEMPTION B(5).
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DOCUMENT WITHHELD IN FULL UNDER FOIA EXEMPTION B(5).
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From: Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) [ (b)(6)

Sent: 9/9/2025 2:58:43 PM_ :
To: Gates, Michael (CRT) (b)(6) i

CC: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) [! (b)(6)

1]

Subject: RE: Oregon Complaint draft

Will do

From: Gates, Michael (CRT); (b)(6)
Sent: Tuesday, September 9, 2025 10:55 AM

To: Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) < (b)(8) >
Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) <i (b)(6) >
Subject: RE: Oregon Complaint draft

Okay, please make sure Harin includes

(b)(5)

(b)(5)

Michael E. Gates

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

L (1L H— E

(b)(6)

From: Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Sent: Tuesday, September 9, 2025 10:44 AM
To: Gates, Michael (CRT) < (b)(8) i

Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) (b)(6)

Subject: RE: Oregon Complairit araft

Josh Zuckerman and David Vandenberg have pivoted to Maineg

(b)(5) ! Harin Song is drafting a complaint for

Oregon! (b)(5) tand she has a deadline of cob today. | will ask Mary Rosenberg to draft a

similar complaint; (p)(5) | Thanks,

Tim

From: Mellett, Timothy F (CRT)
Sent: Tuesday, September 9, 2025 9:29 AM
To: Gates, Michael (CRT) < (b)(6) :

Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) 1 (b)(6) i

Subject: RE: Oregon Complaint draft
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(b)(3)

From: Gates, Michael (CRT) 4 (b)(6)

Sent: Tuesday, September 9, 2025 9:21 AM

To: Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) < (b)(6) >
Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) <i (b)(6)

Subject: RE: Oregon Complaint draft

(b)(3)

(b)(5)

Michael E. Gates

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

From: Gates, Michael (CRT)
Sent: Tuesday, September 9, 2025 9:14 AM
To: Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) 4 (b)(6)

Subject: RE: Oregon Complaint draft
(b)(5) So, it does not have to

be done today. Please advise ASAP.

Michael E. Gates

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

- (] N— |

CREW v. DOJ — CRT - 000414



(b)(6)

From: Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) < (b)(6) >
Sent: Tuesday, September 9, 2025 9:10 AM

To: Gates, Michael (CRT) < (b)(6)

Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT): (b)(6)

Subject: RE: Oregon Complaint draft

Tz

(b)(5) , Happy to discuss.

Tim

From: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) (b)(6)
Sent: Monday, September 8, 2025 6:50 PM

To: Gates, Michael (CRT) (b)(6)

Cc: Mellett, Tlmothy F (CRT) ﬁ: (b)(e)

Subject: Oregon Complaint drart

(b)(S)

Something weird with the formatting too.
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From: Osete, Jesus (CRT) [i (b)(6) 7]

Sent: 9/18/2025 2:33:45 PM
To: Gates, Michael (CRT) (b)(s)
Subject: Re: MOU for VRLs  *

| hear you but this is why these things need to be done well before we fire off things. It is What |t is. I’ll check in

with Lanora before the weekend. (b)(5)

Jesus A. Osete
Principal Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division
U.S. Department of Justice
950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20579

(b)(6)

(b)(6)

From: Gates, Michael (CRT): (b)(8)
Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2025 10:31:18 AM
To: Osete, Jesus (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Subject: RE: MOU for VRLs

100%. | do NOT want to rush, at all. ! (b)(5)

(b)(5)

(b)(5) Anyway, you have my thoughts.

Michael E. Gates

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

.................................

| —— ()E)........... ;
' (b)(6)

From: Osete, Jesus (CRT)j (b)(6)
Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2025 10:25 AM
To: Gates, Michael (CRT) < (b)(6)

Subject: Re: MOU for VRLs
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(b)(3)

(b)(5) : We need to do this right.

Jesus A. Osete

Principal Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20579
' (b)(6) |

(b)(6)
From: Gates, Michael (CRT) < (b)(8)
Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2025 10:01:59 AM
To: Osete, Jesus (CRT) <! (b)(6) >

Subject: FW: MOU for VRLs

Jesus, | think we need to get this MOU done. (b)(3)
5 (b)(5)
(b)(5) | would like to get the MOU done

ASAP. States are waiting with bated breath.
Michael E. Gates
Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division
U.S. Department of Justice
950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530
e

(b)(6)
From: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) i (b)(6)
Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2025 6:10 AM
To: Osete, Jesus (CRT) <i (b)(6) >:; Mehr, Benjamin (OASG) <i (b)(6) >; Gates, Michael

(CRT) : (b)(6)
Subject: RE: MOU for VRLs

Think its necessary considering the SAVE aspect.
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From: Osete, Jesus (CRT) < (b)(6)

Sent: Wednesday, September 17, 2025 4:30 PM

To: Mehr, Benjamin (OASG) <! (b)(6)

(b)(6)

Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) < (b)(6)

>; Gates, Michael (CRT):

Subject: RE: MOU for VRLs
| think | makes sense.

Jesus A. Osete
Principal Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division
U.S. Department of Justice
950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20579
: (b)(8) |
(b)(8)

From: Mehr, Benjamin (OASG) <! (b)(6) >
Sent: Wednesday, September 17, 2025 4:29 PM

To: Gates, Michael (CRT) 4 (b)(6)

Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) 1 (b)(6)

Subject: RE: MOU for VRLs

;; Osete, Jesus (CRT) <i

(b)(6) >

Jesus had flagged some concerns to OLC. It sounds like Lanora is working through those questions.

| think it makes sense to get that analysis before moving forward. What do you guys think?

| also flagged the MOU and told her CRT is trying to move quickly on it.

»; Osete, Jesus (CRT) <

Thanks,

Ben

From: Gates, Michael (CRT) < (b)(6)

Sent: Wednesday, September 17, 2025 2:33 PM

To: Mehr, Benjamin (OASG) <i (b)(6) >
Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) (b)(6)

Subject: RE: MOU for VRLs

Ben, checking on status

Michael E. Gates

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

(b)(6) >
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A T I
’ (b)(6)

From: Gates, Michael (CRT)
Sent: Monday, September 15, 2025 4:02 PM
To: Mehr, Benjamin (OASG) < (o)) >

Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) (b)(6) r, Osete, Jesus (CRT) <i (b)(6) >
Subject: MOU for VRLs

Ben, attached is a draft of an MOU for the sharing of VRLs. Feel free to review and mark up.

Michael E. Gates

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

(b)(6)

(b)(6)
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From: Gates, Michael (CRT) (b)(6)

Sent: 9/19/2025 4:26:26 PM
To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) [ (b)(6) 1; Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) § (b)(6)
Subject: RE: New York

Attachments: State of New York Final.pdf

Here is 8/14 letter. Tim can send others.

Michael E. Gates

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

IO
(b)(6)

From: Riordan, Maureen (CRT)E (b)(6)
Sent: Friday, September 19, 2025 12:26 PM
To: Gates, Michael (CRT) (b)(6) Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Subject: Re: New York
Tim could you send me all of our communications with NY so | can review? Thanks!

Maureen S. Riordan

Senior Counsel

Acting Chief, Voting Section
Civil Rights Division

(b)(6)
From: Gates, Michael (CRT) < (b)(6)
Sent: Friday, September 19, 2025 12:24:19 PM
To: Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) < (b)(6) >
Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) < (b)(6) ;

Subject: RE: New York

(b)(5)
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(b)(5)

Michael E. Gates

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

(b)(6)
(b)(6)

From: Gates, Michael (CRT)

Sent: Friday, September 19, 2025 12:20 PM

To: Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) <

(b)(6) >

Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) <

(b)(6)

Subject: RE: New York

b)(3)

Michael E. Gates

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

(b)(6)

(b)(6)

From: Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) <

(b)(6) >

Sent: Friday, September 19, 2025 12:09 PM

To: Gates, Michael (CRT)

(b)(6)
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Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) ﬁ (b)(6)
Subject: New York

Hi Michael,

We will have Arielle continue to draft the Complaint, unless we hear back from you that we should (b)(5)
. (b)(S) |

Thanks,

Tim

From: Gates, Michael (CRT) | (b)(6)

Sent: Friday, September 19, 2025 10:53 AM

To: Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) < (b)(6)

Subject: RE: Upcoming lawsuits
We did. See attached.

Michael E. Gates

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

(b)(6)

(b)(6)

From: Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) < (b)(6) p
Sent: Friday, September 19, 2025 10:50 AM

To: Gates, Michael (CRT) ¢ (b)(6) i

Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) | (b)(6) ;

Subject: RE: Upcoming lawsuits
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Michael,

(b)(5)

(b)(5) | can work on a draft and send

that to you today.

Tim

From: Gates, Michael (CRT) < (b)(6) :

Sent: Friday, September 19, 2025 10:39 AM

To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) <i (b)(6) &: Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) < (b)(6) >
Cc: Neff, Eric (CRT) <! (b)(6) >; Bennett, Brittany (CRT) < (b)(6) >: Vandenberg, David
(CRT) 1 (b)(6) ; Reid, Arielle (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Subject: Upcoming lawsuits

Team, thank you for your work on these next suits. As you draft, prepare, and finalize for presentation to the
front office, please also | (b)(5)

(b)(5)
(b)(5) ithe sooner we can prep the complaints and have them approved by the FO, the
better prepared we will be for the filings.

(b)(5)

ONE thing to keep in mind when we prep our Complaints and the OSC paperwork is expressing to the court in

(b)(5)

**Adding as this Complaint should be ready as well.

Michael E. Gates

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

b))
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U.S. Department of Justice

Civil Rights Division

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

August 14, 2025

Via Mail and Email

The Honorable Kristen Zebrowski Stavisky

The Honorable Raymond Riley, 111
Co-Executive Directors, State Board of Elections
40 North Pearl Street, Suite 5

Albany, NY 12207-2729

(b)(6)

Re:  Complete New York’s Voter Registration List with All Fields

Executive Director Zebrowski Stavisky and Executive Director Riley:

We understand that the time the Justice Department has provided your state to respond to the
request for a statewide voter registration list (“VRL”) and other information has not reached its
deadline.

Given responses from other states thus far, we want to clarify that the Justice Department’s
request to provide an electronic copy of the statewide VRL should contain al// fields, which means,
your state’s VRL must include the registrant’s full name, date of birth, residential address, his or her
state driver’s license number or the last four digits of the registrant’s social security number as
required under the Help America Vote Act (“HAVA™)! to register individuals for federal elections.
See 52 U.S.C. § 21083(a)(5)(A)().

We have requested New York’s VRL to assess your state’s compliance with the statewide
VRL maintenance provisions of the National Voter Registration Act (“NVRA”), 52 U.S.C. § 20501,
et seq. Our request is pursuant to the Attorney General’s authority under Section 11 of the NVRA to
bring enforcement actions. See 52 U.S.C. § 20501(a).

IIn charging the Attorney General with enforcement of the voter registration list requirements in the HAVA
and in the NVRA, Congress plainly intended that DOJ be able to conduct an independent review of each
state’s list. Any statewide prohibitions are clearly preempted by federal law.
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The Help America Vote Act (“HAVA”), 52 U.S.C. § 20501, et seq., also provides authority
for the Justice Department to seek the State’s VRL via Section 401, which makes the Attorney
General solely responsible for actions to enforce HAVA’s computerized statewide voter registration
list requirements. See 52 U.S.C. § 21111; see also Brunner v. Ohio Republican Party, 555 U.S. S, 6

(2008) (per curiam) (finding there is no private right of action to enforce those requirements in
HAVA).

In addition to those authorities, the Attorney General is also empowered by Congress to
request records pursuant to Title III of the Civil Rights Act of 1960 (“CRA”), codified at 52 U.S.C.
§ 20701, et seq. Section 301 of the CRA requires state and local officials to retain and preserve
records related to voter registration and other acts requisite to voting for any federal office for a period
of 22 months after any federal general, special or primary election. See 52 U.S.C. § 20701.

Section 303 of the CRA provides, in pertinent part, “Any record or paper required by section
20701 of this title to be retained and preserved shall, upon demand in writing by the Attorney General
or his representative directed to the person having custody, possession, or control of such record or
paper, be made available for inspection, reproduction, and copying at the principal office of such
custodian by the Attorney General or his representative...” 52 U.S.C. § 20703.

Pursuant to the foregoing authorities, including the CRA, the Attorney General is demanding
an electronic copy of New York’s complete and current VRL. The purpose of the request is to
ascertain New York’s compliance with the list maintenance requirements of the NVRA and HAVA.

When providing the electronic copy of the statewide VRL, New York must ensure that it
contains all fields, which includes either the registrant’s full name, date of birth, residential address,
his or her state driver’s license number, or the last four digits of the registrant’s social security number
as required under the Help America Vote Act (“HAVA”)? to register individuals for federal elections.
See 52 U.S.C. § 21083(a)(5)(A)().

To the extent there are privacy concerns, the voter registration list is subject to federal privacy
protections. Section 304 of the CRA provides the answer:

Unless otherwise ordered by a court of the United States, neither the Attorney General nor
any employee of the Department of Justice, nor any other representative of the Attorney
General, shall disclose any record or paper produced pursuant to this chapter, or any
reproduction or copy, except to Congress and any committee thereof, governmental agencies,
and in the presentation of any case or proceeding before any court or grand jury.

HAVA specifies that the “last 4 digits of a social security number . . . shall not be considered
a social security number for purposes of section 7 of the Privacy Act of 1974” (5 U.S.C. § 552a note);
52 U.S.C. § 21083(c). In addition, any prohibition of disclosure of a motor vehicle record contained

2 In charging the Attorney General with enforcement of the voter registration list requirements in HAVA and
in the NVRA, Congress plainly intended that DOJ be able to conduct an independent review of each state’s
list. Any statewide prohibitions are clearly preempted by federal law.
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in the Driver’s License Protection Act, codified at 18 U.S.C. § 2721(b)(1), is exempted when the
disclosure is for use by a government agency in carrying out the government agency’s function to
accomplish its enforcement authority as the Justice Department is now doing. That said, all data
received from you will be kept securely and treated consistently with the Privacy Act.

To that end, please provide the requested electronic Voter Registration List® to the Justice
Department by the date set for your delivery by our original letter, or by August 21, 2025, whichever
is later.

The information and materials may be sent by encrypted email to voting.section@usdoj.gov
or via the Department’s secure file-sharing system, Justice Enterprise File Sharing (“JEFS”). Should
further clarification be required, please contact Maureen Riordan at (b)(6)

Regards,

C Dt A

Harmeet K. Dhillon
Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

ee: Henry Berger
Peter Kosinski
Co-Chairs, State Board of Elections
40 North Pearl Street, Suite 5
Albany, NY 12207-2729
info@elections.ny.gov

3 Containing all fields, which includes either the registrant’s full name, date of birth, residential address, his or
her state driver’s license number or the last four digits of the registrant’s social security number as required by
HAVA.
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From: Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) [ (b)(6) i

Sent: 9/19/2025 4:43:47 PM _
To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) [i (b)(6) ]; Gates, Michael (CRT): (b)(6)
Subject: RE: New York

Attachments: 20250630 State of New York.pdf; 20250724 New York Response Letter.pdf; 20250814 State of New York Final.pdf;
2025.8.29 - NYSBOE DOJ Letter Response_08292025.pdf; 20250728 Letter to lllinois.pdf

Hi Maureen and Michael,

Maureen, | have attached the NY letters per your request.

(b)(5)

Thanks,

Tim

From: Riordan, Maureen (CRT)i (b)(6)

Sent: Friday, September 19, 2025 12:26 PM

To: Gates, Michael (CRT)E (b)(6) >, Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Subject: Re: New York
Tim could you send me all of our communications with NY so | can review? Thanks!

Maureen S. Riordan

Senior Counsel

Acting Chief, Voting Section
Civil Rights Division

(b)(6)

From: Gates, Michael (CRT) < (b)(6)
Sent: Friday, September 19, 2025 12:24:19 PM

To: Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) < (b)(6) >
Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) < (b)(6)

Subject: RE: New York

(b)(3)
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(b)(5)

Michael E. Gates

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

(b)(8)
(b)(6)

From: Gates, Michael (CRT)

Sent: Friday, September 19, 2025 12:20 PM

To: Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) <

(b)(6) >

Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT)

(b)(6)

Subject: RE: New York

(b)(5)

Michael E. Gates

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530
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From: Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) < (b)(6) >
Sent: Friday, September 19, 2025 12:09 PM

To: Gates, Michael (CRT) < (b)(6)

Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) (b)(6)

Subject: New York '

Hi Michael,

We will have Arielle continue to draft the Complaint, unless we hear back from you that§ (b)(5)
_(b)(5) ‘
Thanks,

Tim

From: Gates, Michael (CRT) < (b)(6)

Sent: Friday, September 19, 2025 10:53 AM

To: Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) < (b)(6)

Subject: RE: Upcoming lawsuits
We did. See attached.

Michael E. Gates

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

A C
‘ (b)(6)
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From: Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) < (b)(6) >
Sent: Friday, September 19, 2025 10:50 AM

To: Gates, Michael (CRT} (b)(6)

Cc: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) § (b)(6)

Subject: RE: Upcoming lawsuits

Michael,
(b)(5) i Thanks,
Tim
From: Gates, Michael (CRT) < (b)(6) '
Sent: Friday, September 19, 2025 10:39 AM
To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) i (b)(6) >; Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) < (b)(6) >
Cc: Neff, Eric (CRT) <! (b)(6) >: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <i (b)(6) >: Vandenberg, David
(CRT) (b)(6) : Reid, Arielle (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Subject: Upcoming lawsuits

Team, thank you for your work on these next suits. As you draft, prepare, and finalize for presentation to the
front office, please also prepare the! (b)(5) 5

(b)(S)

i (b)(5) the sooner we can prep the complaints and have them approved by the FO, the .
better prepared we will be for the filings.

(b)(5)

ONE thing to keep in mind when we prep our Complaints and the OSC paperwork is expressing to the court in

(b)(5)
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Michael E. Gates

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530
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U.S. Department of Justice

Civil Rights Division

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530

August 14, 2025

Via Mail and Email

The Honorable Kristen Zebrowski Stavisky

The Honorable Raymond Riley, 111
Co-Executive Directors, State Board of Elections
40 North Pearl Street, Suite 5

Albany, NY 12207-2729

(b)(6)

Re:  Complete New York’s Voter Registration List with All Fields

Executive Director Zebrowski Stavisky and Executive Director Riley:

We understand that the time the Justice Department has provided your state to respond to the
request for a statewide voter registration list (“VRL”) and other information has not reached its
deadline.

Given responses from other states thus far, we want to clarify that the Justice Department’s
request to provide an electronic copy of the statewide VRL should contain al// fields, which means,
your state’s VRL must include the registrant’s full name, date of birth, residential address, his or her
state driver’s license number or the last four digits of the registrant’s social security number as
required under the Help America Vote Act (“HAVA™)! to register individuals for federal elections.
See 52 U.S.C. § 21083(a)(5)(A)().

We have requested New York’s VRL to assess your state’s compliance with the statewide
VRL maintenance provisions of the National Voter Registration Act (“NVRA”), 52 U.S.C. § 20501,
et seq. Our request is pursuant to the Attorney General’s authority under Section 11 of the NVRA to
bring enforcement actions. See 52 U.S.C. § 20501(a).

IIn charging the Attorney General with enforcement of the voter registration list requirements in the HAVA
and in the NVRA, Congress plainly intended that DOJ be able to conduct an independent review of each
state’s list. Any statewide prohibitions are clearly preempted by federal law.
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The Help America Vote Act (“HAVA”), 52 U.S.C. § 20501, et seq., also provides authority
for the Justice Department to seek the State’s VRL via Section 401, which makes the Attorney
General solely responsible for actions to enforce HAVA’s computerized statewide voter registration
list requirements. See 52 U.S.C. § 21111; see also Brunner v. Ohio Republican Party, 555 U.S. S, 6

(2008) (per curiam) (finding there is no private right of action to enforce those requirements in
HAVA).

In addition to those authorities, the Attorney General is also empowered by Congress to
request records pursuant to Title III of the Civil Rights Act of 1960 (“CRA”), codified at 52 U.S.C.
§ 20701, et seq. Section 301 of the CRA requires state and local officials to retain and preserve
records related to voter registration and other acts requisite to voting for any federal office for a period
of 22 months after any federal general, special or primary election. See 52 U.S.C. § 20701.

Section 303 of the CRA provides, in pertinent part, “Any record or paper required by section
20701 of this title to be retained and preserved shall, upon demand in writing by the Attorney General
or his representative directed to the person having custody, possession, or control of such record or
paper, be made available for inspection, reproduction, and copying at the principal office of such
custodian by the Attorney General or his representative...” 52 U.S.C. § 20703.

Pursuant to the foregoing authorities, including the CRA, the Attorney General is demanding
an electronic copy of New York’s complete and current VRL. The purpose of the request is to
ascertain New York’s compliance with the list maintenance requirements of the NVRA and HAVA.

When providing the electronic copy of the statewide VRL, New York must ensure that it
contains all fields, which includes either the registrant’s full name, date of birth, residential address,
his or her state driver’s license number, or the last four digits of the registrant’s social security number
as required under the Help America Vote Act (“HAVA”)? to register individuals for federal elections.
See 52 U.S.C. § 21083(a)(5)(A)().

To the extent there are privacy concerns, the voter registration list is subject to federal privacy
protections. Section 304 of the CRA provides the answer:

Unless otherwise ordered by a court of the United States, neither the Attorney General nor
any employee of the Department of Justice, nor any other representative of the Attorney
General, shall disclose any record or paper produced pursuant to this chapter, or any
reproduction or copy, except to Congress and any committee thereof, governmental agencies,
and in the presentation of any case or proceeding before any court or grand jury.

HAVA specifies that the “last 4 digits of a social security number . . . shall not be considered
a social security number for purposes of section 7 of the Privacy Act of 1974” (5 U.S.C. § 552a note);
52 U.S.C. § 21083(c). In addition, any prohibition of disclosure of a motor vehicle record contained

2 In charging the Attorney General with enforcement of the voter registration list requirements in HAVA and
in the NVRA, Congress plainly intended that DOJ be able to conduct an independent review of each state’s
list. Any statewide prohibitions are clearly preempted by federal law.
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in the Driver’s License Protection Act, codified at 18 U.S.C. § 2721(b)(1), is exempted when the
disclosure is for use by a government agency in carrying out the government agency’s function to
accomplish its enforcement authority as the Justice Department is now doing. That said, all data
received from you will be kept securely and treated consistently with the Privacy Act.

To that end, please provide the requested electronic Voter Registration List® to the Justice
Department by the date set for your delivery by our original letter, or by August 21, 2025, whichever
is later.

The information and materials may be sent by encrypted email to voting.section@usdoj.gov
or via the Department’s secure file-sharing system, Justice Enterprlse File Sharing (“JEFS”). Should
further clarification be required, please contact Maureen Riordan at (b)(6)

Regards,

C Dt A

Harmeet K. Dhillon
Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

ee: Henry Berger
Peter Kosinski
Co-Chairs, State Board of Elections
40 North Pearl Street, Suite 5
Albany, NY 12207-2729
info@elections.ny.gov

3 Containing all fields, which includes either the registrant’s full name, date of birth, residential address, his or
her state driver’s license number or the last four digits of the registrant’s social security number as required by
HAVA.
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From: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) [} (b)(6) 7]

Sent: 11/5/2025 3:17:23 PM

To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) [ (b)(6) 1]; Goldman, David (CRT)
[ (b)(6) ]; Bennett, Brittany (CRT) [i (b)(6) ]; Gates, Michael
(CRT); (b)(6)

Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo

Attachments:AutoRecovery save of CA_OSC_MemorandumSupport (C) agb11.5.docx

Braniff, Andrew (CRT) has shared a OneDrive for Business file with you. To view it, click the link
below.

ﬁi, AutoRecovery save of CA_OSC_MemorandumSupport (C) agb11.5clean.docx

Actually use this one. Clean and redline attached.

(b)(5)

From: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) < (b)(6)

Sent: Wednesday, November 5, 2025 9:12 AM

To: Goldman, David (CRT) < (b)(6) >: Braniff, Andrew (CRT)

< (b)(6) >: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) < (b)(6) >: Gates, Michael
(CRT) < (b)(6)

Subjec‘t: Re: Weber/OSC memo
Thanks David!

Maureen S. Riordan

Senior Counsel

Acting Chief, Voting Section
Civil Rights Division

(b)(6)

From: Goldman, David (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Sent: Wednesday, November 5, 2025 9:10:45 AM

To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) <i (b)(6) > Braniff, Andrew (CRT)

<i (b)(6) >: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <i (b)(6) > Gates, Michael
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(CRT) (b)(6)
Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo

Hi Maureen, See attached clean and track-changes versions.

Thank you,
Dave

David N. Goldman

Acting Deputy Chief, Appellate Section
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20530

T:: (b)(6) '

C:: (b)(6)

: (b)(6)

From: Riordan, Maureen (CRT)E (b)(6)

Sent: Wednesday, November 5, 2025 8:34 AM

To: Goldman, David (CRT) <i (b)(6) >: Braniff, Andrew (CRT)

< (b)(6) >: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Subject: Re: Weber/OSC memo

David

| don’t think | received your latest draft. Could you please resend? And also please include DAG
Gates.

Thanks!!

Maureen S. Riordan

Senior Counsel

Acting Chief, Voting Section
Civil Rights Division

(b)(6)
From: Goldman, David (CRT) <! (b)(6) >
Sent: Tuesday, November 4, 2025 3:21:54 PM
To: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) < (b)(6) >; Riordan, Maureen (CRT)
<i (b)(6) >; Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo
Just sent in a separate email

Thank you,
Dave

David N. Goldman
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Acting Deputy Chief, Appellate Section
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20530

T:: (b)(6) i

C:i (b)(6) E

: (b)(8) E

From: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Sent: Tuesday, November 4, 2025 3:18 PM

To: Goldman, David (CRT) <i (b)(6) >: Riordan, Maureen (CRT)

< (b)(6) >: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo

I’'m on the phone with Gates right now. Can | see the most recent version. | think we will need

(b)(5)

From: Goldman, David (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Sent: Tuesday, November 4, 2025 3:16 PM

To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) <i (b)(6) >: Braniff, Andrew (CRT)
< (b)(6) >: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo
| will send an email (and copy all of you).

Thank you,
Dave

David N. Goldman

Acting Deputy Chief, Appellate Section
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20530

Ts; (b)(6) ’

C:i (b)(6) i

é (b)(8) ;

From: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) e (b)(6)

Sent: Tuesday, November 4, 2025 12:27 PM

To: Goldman, David (CRT) <i (b)(6) >: Braniff, Andrew (CRT)

< (b)(6) >: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Subject: Re: Weber/OSC memo
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Let’s just take the time needed to adequately prepare. | will say that Michael (b)(5)

(b)(3)

We will need to do another call involving Michael. He is on election coverage . Tomorrow he
can schedule around it.

Maureen S. Riordan
Senior Counsel
Acting Chief, Voting Section

Civil Rights Division

(b)(6)
From: Goldman, David (CRT) <! (b)(6) >
Sent: Tuesday, November 4, 2025 12:15:34 PM
To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) <i (b)(6) >: Braniff, Andrew (CRT)
< (b)(6) >: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo

The California case we have been discussing (Weber is the secretary).

Thank you,
Dave

David N. Goldman

Acting Deputy Chief, Appellate Section
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20530

Tsi (b)(6) :

C:: (b)(6) :

: (b)(6)

From: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) s (b)(G)

Sent: Tuesday, November 4, 2025 12:15 PM

To: Goldman, David (CRT) <i (b)(6) >: Braniff, Andrew (CRT)

< (b)(6) >: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Subject: Re: Weber/OSC memo
What is Weber?
Maureen S. Riordan

Senior Counsel
Acting Chief, Voting Section
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Civil Rights Division

(b)(6)
From: Goldman, David (CRT) <i (b)(6) >
Sent: Tuesday, November 4, 2025 12:13:58 PM
To: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) < (b)(6) >; Riordan, Maureen (CRT)
<i (b)(6) >: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo

Good afternoon (and Maureen, | hope your appointment went well). | was just talking with
Jesus and he brought up Weber, so | thought | would check in on_our timing. He wanted me to,
relay that he wants to get this filed sooner rather than later : (b)(5) '

(b)(5)

Thank you,
Dave

David N. Goldman

Acting Deputy Chief, Appellate Section
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20530

T: (b)(6) i

C: (b)(6) i

: (b)(8)

From: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Sent: Monday, November 3, 2025 10:44 AM

To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) <i (b)(6) >; Goldman, David (CRT)
<i (b)(6) >; Bennett, Brittany (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo

Sounds good.

From: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) < (b)(6)

Sent: Monday, November 3, 2025 10:43 AM

To: Goldman, David (CRT) <i (b)(6) >: Bennett, Brittany (CRT)
(b)(6) i Braniff, Andrew (CRT) < (B)(6] >

ISubject: Re: Weber/OSC memo
Me too!
Maureen S. Riordan

Senior Counsel
Acting Chief, Voting Section
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Civil Rights Division

(b)(6)
From: Goldman, David (CRT) <i (b)(6) >
Sent: Monday, November 3, 2025 10:19:02 AM
To: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <! (b)(6) >: Riordan, Maureen (CRT)
| (b)(6) i Braniff, Andrew (CRT) < (b)(6] >

Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo
Works for me. Thanks Brittany.

Thank you,
Dave

David N. Goldman

Acting Deputy Chief, Appellate Section
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20530

Tz (b)(6) |

C:i (b)(6)

: (b)(6)

From: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <! (b)(8) >

Sent: Monday, November 3, 2025 10:18 AM

To: Goldman, David (CRT) <i (b)(6) >: Riordan, Maureen (CRT)
' (b)(6) ! Braniff, Andrew (CRT) { (b)(6)

ISubject: RE: Weber/OSC memo
2pm everyone?

Brittany E. Bennett
Trial Attorney
Civil Rights Division, Voting Section
U.S. Department of Justice
150 M Street NE
Washington, D.C. 20002
! (b)(®)
(b)(6)
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From: Goldman, David (CRT) <i (b)(6)

>

Sent: Monday, November 3, 2025 10:07 AM

To: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <! (b)(6)

>; Riordan, Maureen (CRT)

(b)(6)

Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo

| can do any time outside of 3-4.

Thank you,
Dave

David N. Goldman

Acting Deputy Chief, Appellate Section
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20530
T: (b)(6) i

C: (b)(6)

: (b)(6)

! Braniff, Andrew (CRT) <

(b)(6)

From: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) < (b)(6)

>

Sent: Monday, November 3, 2025 9:41 AM

To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) <i (b)(6)

>; Braniff, Andrew

< (b)(6)
Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo

I’m available any time today.

Brittany E. Bennett

Trial Attorney

Civil Rights Division, Voting Section
U.S. Department of Justice

150 M Street NE

Washington, D.C. 20002

(b)(6) i

>: Goldman, David (CRT) <!

(CRT)

(b)(6)

>

(b)(6)

From: Riordan, Maureen (CRT):

Sent: Monday, November 3, 2025 8:38 AM

To: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) < (b)(6)

>: Goldman, David (CRT)
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<i (b)(6) >: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <i (b)(6) >
Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo

Can we do this afternoon? My morning got filled with to do’s since Friday.

From: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Sent: Friday, October 31, 2025 12:33 PM

To: Goldman, David (CRT) < (b)(6) >: Bennett, Brittany (CRT)

(b)(6) : Riordan, Maureen (CRT) (b)(6)

Subject: Re: Weber/OSC memo
Me too.

Get Qutlook for iOS

From: Goldman, David (CRT) <! (b)(6) >

Sent: Friday, October 31, 2025 12:31:55 PM

To: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) «i (b)(6) >: Riordan, Maureen (CRT)
(b)(6)

Cc: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo
That works fine for me. | am available all day.

Thank you,
Dave

David N. Goldman
Acting Deputy Chief, Appellate Section
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530
T:: (b)(6) ’

C: (b)(6) %

: (b)(6)

From: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Sent: Friday, October 31, 2025 12:20 PM

To: Goldman, David (CRT) <! _ (b)(6) >: Riordan, Maureen (CRT)
(b)(6)

Cc: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Subject: Re: Weber/OSC memo

Maureen is out the rest of the day. Could we do a call Monday if she is available?
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Get Outlook for iOS

From: Goldman, David (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Sent: Friday, October 31, 2025 11:49:49 AM

To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) (b)(6) i

Cc: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) < (b)(6) iBraniff, Andrew (CRT)
< (b)(6) >

Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo

Thanks Maureen. | think it might be helpful to have a phone call to discuss this and make sure
we are all on the same page; | have copied Andy who is also interested in being part of the

discussion. Are you available today?

Thank you,
Dave

David N. Goldman

Acting Deputy Chief, Appellate Section
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

i (b)(6) '

C: (b)(6)
: (b)(6)

From: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) (b)(6)

Sent: Friday, October 31, 2025 10:35 AM

To: Goldman, David (CRT) < (b)(6) >
Cc: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) (b)(6)

Subject: Re: Weber/OSC memo

David

(b)(3)

We can certainly pare down that portion of the OSC.
Thanks
Maureen

Maureen S. Riordan
Senior Counsel
Acting Chief, Voting Section
Civil Rights Division
(b)(6)
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From: Goldman, David (CRT) <! (b)(6) >

Sent: Friday, October 31, 202

58:11:30 AM

To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) <

(b)(6) |

Cc: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) ¢

(b)(6)

Subject: Weber/OSC memo

Maureen,

| wanted to touch base on the OSC memo in the Weber case. | have reviewed the

memorandum at Jesus’s re

quest and read the cited caselaw.

(b)(S)

(b)(5)
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(b)(5)

Please let me know if | am misunderstanding or missing something here. If | am not, | am also
happy to discuss how we can make changes to avoid these potential issues. | am happy to work

on implementing those changes as well.

Thank you,
Dave

David N. Goldman

Acting Deputy Chief, Appellate Section
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20530
i} (b)(6) '

C:y (b)(6)

: (b)(8)
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From: Goldman, David (CRT) [} (b)(6) 7]

Sent: 11/5/2025 2:10:45 PM

To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) [i (b)(6) 1; Braniff, Andrew (CRT) [i (b)(6) il;
Bennett, Brittany (CRT) § (b)(6) | Gates, Michael (CRT) | (b)(6)

Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo

Attachments: CA_OSC_MemorandumSupport (C) 10 (dng) (clean).docx; CA_OSC_MemorandumSupport (C) 10 (dng) (track
changes).docx

Hi Maureen, See attached clean and track-changes versions.

Thank you,
Dave

David N. Goldman

Acting Deputy Chief, Appellate Section
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

T:: (b)(6) i

Cii (b)(6) i

: (b)(6) ;

From: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) (b)(6)

Sent: Wednesday, November 5, 2025 8:34 AM

To: Goldman, David (CRT) < (b)(6) >: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) < (b)(6) >: Bennett,
Brittany (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Subject: Re: Weber/OSC memo

David
| don’t think | received your latest draft. Could you please resend? And also please include DAG Gates.
Thanks!!

Maureen S. Riordan

Senior Counsel

Acting Chief, Voting Section
Civil Rights Division

(b)(6)

From: Goldman, David (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Sent: Tuesday, November 4, 2025 3:21:54 PM

To: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) < (b)(6) >; Riordan, Maureen (CRT) < (b)(6)
Bennett, Brittany (CRT) < (b)(6)

Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo
Just sent in a separate email

Thank you,
Dave

David N. Goldman
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Acting Deputy Chief, Appellate Section
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

T:: (b)(6) i

C: (b)(6)
‘ (b)(6)

From: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) < (b)(6) >
Sent: Tuesday, November 4, 2025 3:18 PM

To: Goldman, David (CRT) < (b)(6) | Riordan, Maureen (CRT) <

(b)(6)

Bennett, Brittany (CRT) < (b)(6)
Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo

I’'m on the phone with Gates right now. Can | see the most recent version.i

(b)(5)

(b)(3)

From: Goldman, David (CRT) <! (b)(6) >
Sent: Tuesday, November 4, 2025 3:16 PM

(b)(6) >;

To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) <i (b)(6) >: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) <

Bennett, Brittany (CRT) < (b)(6)
Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo

| will send an email (and copy all of you).

Thank you,
Dave

David N. Goldman

Acting Deputy Chief, Appellate Section
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

fiid (b)(6) '

C: (b)(6)
: (b)(6)

From: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) ; (b)(6)
Sent: Tuesday, November 4, 2025 12:27 PM

To: Goldman, David (CRT) < (b)(6) ; Braniff, Andrew (CRT) «i

(b)(6) >; Bennett,

Brittany (CRT) 4 (b)(6)
Subject: Re: Weber/OSC memo

Let’s just take the time needed to adequately prepare. | will say that Michael :

(b)(5)

(b)(5)
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We will need to do another call involving Michael. He is on election coverage . Tomorrow he can schedule

around it.

Maureen S. Riordan

Senior Counsel

Acting Chief, Voting Section
Civil Rights Division

(b)(6)

From: Goldman, David (CRT) <! (b)(6) >
Sent: Tuesday, November 4, 2025 12:15:34 PM

(b)(6) >;

To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) <i (b)(6) >: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) <i

Bennett, Brittany (CRT) < (b)(6)
Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo

The California case we have been discussing (Weber is the secretary).

Thank you,
Dave

David N. Goldman

Acting Deputy Chief, Appellate Section
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

T:: (b)(6) :

C: (b)(6)
: (b)(6)

From: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) < (b)(6)
Sent: Tuesday, November 4, 2025 12:15 PM

(b)(6) >: Bennett,

To: Goldman, David (CRT) < (b)(6) : Braniff, Andrew (CRT) <i
Brittany (CRT) < (b)(6) '
Subject: Re: Weber/OSC memo

What is Weber?

Maureen S. Riordan

Senior Counsel

Acting Chief, Voting Section
Civil Rights Division

(b)(6)

From: Goldman, David (CRT) < (b)(6) >
Sent: Tuesday, November 4, 2025 12:13:58 PM

To: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) < (b)(6) >- Riordan, Maureen (CRT) <

(b)(6)

Bennett, Brittany (CRT) (b)(6)
Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo
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Good afternoon (and Maureen, | hope your appointment went well). | was just

brought up Weber, so | thought | would check in on our timing. He wanted me to relay that he wants to get

talking with Jesus and he

(b)(3)

Thank you,
Dave

David N. Goldman

Acting Deputy Chief, Appellate Section
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

I:1 (b)(6) '

C:i (b)(6)
: (b)(6)

From: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) «i (b)(6) >
Sent: Monday, November 3, 2025 10:44 AM

To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT).<! (b)6) >; Goldman, David (CRT) <

Bennett, Brittany (CRT) (b)(6) !
Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo

Sounds good.

From: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) < (b)(6)
Sent: Monday, November 3, 2025 10:43 AM

(b)(8) >

(b)(®) 5: Braniff,

To: Goldman, David (CRT) <i (b)(6) >; Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <i
Andrew (CRT) < (b)(6) >
Subject: Re: Weber/OSC memo

Me too!

Maureen S. Riordan

Senior Counsel

Acting Chief, Voting Section
Civil Rights Division

' (b)(6)

From: Goldman, David (CRT) <! (b)(8) >
Sent: Monday, November 3, 2025 10:19:02 AM

To: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <! (b)(6) >; Riordan, Maureen (CRT) <

(b)(6)

Braniff, Andrew (CRT) < (b)(6) >
Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo

Works for me. Thanks Brittany.

Thank you,
Dave

David N. Goldman
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Acting Deputy Chief, Appellate Section
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

T: i (b)(6) i

C:: (b)(6) :
‘ (b)(6)

From: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Sent: Monday, November 3, 2025 10:18 AM

To: Goldman, David (CRT) (b)(6) : Riordan, Maureen (CRT) 4 (b)(6) :
Braniff, Andrew (CRT) «i (b)(6) >

Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo

2pm everyone?

Brittany E. Bennett

Trial Attorney

Civil Rights Division, Voting Section
U.S. Department of Justice

150 M Street NE

Washington, D.C. 20002

(b)(6) ;

(b)(6)

From: Goldman, David (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Sent: Monday, November 3, 2025 10:07 AM

To: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <i (b)(6) &; Riordan, Maureen (CRT) < (b)(6) :
Braniff, Andrew (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo
| can do any time outside of 3-4.

Thank you,
Dave

David N. Goldman

Acting Deputy Chief, Appellate Section
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20530
T:: (b)(6) '

C:t (b)(6)

: (b)(6)
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From: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Sent: Monday, November 3, 2025 9:41 AM

To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) <i (b)(6) >; Braniff, Andrew (CRT) < (b)(6) >;
Goldman, David (CRT) «i (b)(6) >

Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo

I’'m available any time today.

Brittany E. Bennett

Trial Attorney

Civil Rights Division, Voting Section
U.S. Department of Justice

150 M Street NE

Washington, D.C. 20002

(b)(6) s

brittanv 1! (b)(6) S ;

From: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) < (b)(6)

Sent: Monday, November 3, 2025 8:38 AM

To: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) < (b)(6) >: Goldman, David (CRT) <! (b)(6) > Bennett,
Brittany (CRT) ¢ (b)(6)

Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo

Can we do this afternoon? My morning got filled with to do’s since Friday.

From: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) «i (b)(6) >

Sent: Friday, October 31, 2025 12:33 PM

To: Goldman, David (CRT) <i (b)(6) >; Bennett, Brittany (CRT) «i (b)(6) B
Riordan, Maureen (CRT) 4 (b)(6)

Subject: Re: Weber/OSC memo
Me too.

Get Qutlook for iOS

From: Goldman, David (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Sent: Friday, October 31, 2025 12:31:55 PM

To: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <! (b)(6) >; Riordan, Maureen (CRT) < (b)(6) >
Cc: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo
That works fine for me. | am available all day.

Thank you,
Dave

David N. Goldman
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Acting Deputy Chief, Appellate Section
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

T:: (b)(6) i

C: (b)(6)
‘ (b)(6)

From: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <i (b)(6) >
Sent: Friday, October 31, 2025 12:20 PM . _
To: Goldman, David (CRT) <i (6)(6) >; Riordan, Maureen (CRT) < (b)(6) >
Cc: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Subject: Re: Weber/OSC memo

Maureen is out the rest of the day. Could we do a call Monday if she is available?

Get Outlook for iOS

From: Goldman, David (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Sent: Friday, October 31, 2025 11:49:49 AM

To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) « (b)(6)

Cc: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <! (b)(6) >; Braniff, Andrew (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Subject: RE: Weber/OSC memo

Thanks Maureen. | think it might be helpful to have a phone call to discuss this and make sure we are all on
the same page; | have copied Andy who is also interested in being part of the discussion. Are you available
today?

Thank you,
Dave

David N. Goldman

Acting Deputy Chief, Appellate Section
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW
Washington, DC 20530

iy (b)(6) '

C:: (b)(6)
: (b)(6)

From: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) < (b)(6)
Sent: Friday, October 31, 2025 10:35 AM

To: Goldman, David (CRT) i (b)(6)

Cc: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) <; (b)(6)
Subject: Re: Weber/OSC memo

David

(b)(3)

CREW v. DOJ — CRT - 000454



We can certainly pare down that portion of the OSC.
Thanks
Maureen

Maureen S. Riordan

Senior Counsel

Acting Chief, Voting Section
Civil Rights Division

i (b)(6)

From: Goldman, David (CRT) <i (b)(6) >
Sent: Friday, October 31, 2025 8:11:30 AM

To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) < (b)(6)

Cc: Bennett, Brittany (CRT) 1 (b)(6) :

Subject: Weber/OSC memo

Maureen,
| wanted to touch base on the OSC memo in the Weber case. | have reviewed the memorandum at Jesus’s
request and read the cited caselaw. (b)(5)

(b)(5)
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(b)(5)

Please let me know if | am misunderstanding or missing something here. If | am not, | am also happy to
discuss how we can make changes to avoid these potential issues. | am happy to work on implementing those
changes as well.

Thank you,
Dave

David N. Goldman

Acting Deputy Chief, Appellate Section
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20530
T: (b)(6) i

C: (b)(6)

i (b)(6)
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EXHIBIT 1



U.S. Department of Justice
Civil Rights Division

Voting Section
950 Pennsylvania Ave, NW — 4CON
Washington, DC 20530

July 10, 2025

Via Mail and Email

The Honorable Shirley Weber
Secretary of State

1500 11™ Street

Sacramento, CA 95814
secretary.weber@sos.ca.gov

Dear Secretary of State Weber:

We write to you as the chief election official for the State of California to request
information regarding the state’s procedures for complying with the statewide voter registration
list maintenance provisions of the National Voter Registration Act (“NVRA”), 52 U.S.C.

§ 20501 et seq.

Please provide a list of the election officials who are responsible for implementing
California’s general program of voter registration list maintenance from November 2022 through
receipt of this letter, including those responsible officials not employed by your office (such as
local election officials) who are also involved in that effort. Please also provide a description of
the steps that you have taken, and when those steps were taken, to ensure that the state’s list
maintenance program has been properly carried out in full compliance with the NVRA. Please
include both the actions taken by California officials as well as county officials.

The NVRA requires each state and the District of Columbia to make available for
inspection “all records concerning the implementation of programs and activities conducted for
the purpose of ensuring the accuracy and currency of official lists of eligible voters.” 52 U.S.C.
§ 20507(i)(1). Section 11 of the NVRA authorizes the Attorney General to bring NVRA
enforcement actions. See 52 U.S.C. § 20510.

Pursuant to Section 20507(1) of the NVRA, the Attorney General requests that you
produce for inspection the following records:

The current electronic copy of California’s computerized statewide voter
registration list (“‘statewide voter registration list”) as required by Section 303(a) of
the Help America Vote Act. Please include all fields contained within the list.
Please produce each list in a .xls, .csv, or delimited-text file format. Please specify
what delimiter is used, if applicable, or provide a file layout along with a database
user manual, coding list, or other materials that define or explain how a voter record
is coded into the statewide voter registration list and reported in the electronic copy
of the statewide voter registration list.
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Additionally, please provide the following information in electronic form. The time period for
these requests is close of registration for the November 2022 general election through the close
of registration for the November 2024 general election, the same time period as the most recent
report from the Election Assistance Commission’s Election Administration and Voting Survey
(“EAVS”). If you are unable to provide the data, please explain why the data is not available.

1. Inthe EAVS data for Question A3d, California had 2,178,551 voters (15.6 percent) with
duplicate registrations. However, seven counties failed to provide data regarding duplicate
registrations. Please provide a list of all duplicate registration records in Imperial, Los
Angeles, Napa, Nevada, San Bernardino, Siskiyou, and Stanislaus counties.

2. No data was listed in the EAVS survey for Question A12h for California regarding
duplicate registrants who were removed from the statewide voter registration database.
Please provide a list of all duplicate registrants who were removed from the statewide
voter registration list including the date(s) of removal. If they were merged or linked with
another record, please provide that information. Please explain California’s process for
determining duplicates and what happens to the duplicate registrations.

3. Inthe EAVS data for Question QA12c, California had 378,349 voters (11.9 percent)
removed because of death, which was well below the national average. Please provide a
list of all registrations that were cancelled because of death. Please explain California’s
process for determining who is deceased and removing them from the voter roll and when
that occurs.

4. Confirmation Notice data was missing in the EAVS survey for Questions A10a through
A10f for several counties in California. Please provide the data for each county in
California for Questions A10a through A10f.

5. The 2022 EAVS report contained 4,984,314 inactive voters, while the 2024 report
contained 2,883,995. Please explain the reason for the change in the number of inactive
registrations for these years.

6. A list of all registrations, including date of birth, driver’s license number, and last four
digits of Social Security Number, that were cancelled due to non-citizenship of the
registrant.

Please provide this information within 14 days of the date of this letter. The information
and materials may be sent by encrypted email to voting.section@usdoj.gov or via the
Department’s secure file-sharing system, Justice Enterprise File Sharing (JEFS).
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Should further clarification be required, please contact Maureen Riordan at

(b)(6) i We look forward to your assistance in advance.

Cc:

Jana Lean

Chief of Elections

1500 11™ Street, 5™ Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

(b)(6)

Sincerely,

7/

“Mighael E. Gates
eputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

Maureen Riordan
Acting Chief, Voting Section
Civil Rights Division
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EXHIBIT 2



2\ SHIRLEY N. WEBER, Ph.D.
LEGAL AFFAIRS OFFICE
1500 11t Street | Sacramento, CA 95814 | 916.695-1242 | WWw.s0s.ca.gov

SECRETARY OF STATE | STATE OF CALIFORNIA

July 22, 2025

Via Mail and Email

Michael E. Gates

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

United States Department of Justice
950 Pennsylvania Ave. NW -4CON
Washington, DC 20530

Maureen S. Riordan

Acting Chief, Voting Section

Civil Rights Division

United States Department of Justice
950 Pennsylvania Ave. NW -4CON
Washington, DC 20530

(b)(6)

Dear Michael Gates and Maureen Riordan,

We are in receipt of your letter dated July 10, 2025, wherein you requested information regarding
California’s procedures for complying with the statewide voter registration list maintenance
provisions of the National Voter Registration Act.

Additionally, you requested additional information and posed six questions related to California
responses to the Election Assistance Commission’s Election Administration and Voting Survey
(EAVS) report.

We are currently identifying information related to your request. We have determined we will
require 90 days to provide a response, but will make every effort to respond sooner, if possible.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact our office’s Legal Affairs Division at
legalsupport@sos.ca.gov.

Thank you for your understanding.
Respectfully,
/s/ Shirley N. Weber

Shirley N. Weber, Ph.D.
California Secretary of State

CREW v. DOJ — CRT - 000464



EXHIBIT 3



U.S. Department of Justice
Civil Rights Division

Voting Section - NWB
950 Pennsylvania Ave, NW
Washington, DC 20530

July 29, 2025

Via Mail and Email

The Honorable Shirley N. Weber
c/o Legal Affairs Office

Office of the Secretary of State
State of California

1500 11™ Street

Sacramento, CA 95814
Secretary.weber(@sos.ca.gov
legalsupport@sos.ca.gov

Dear Secretary Weber,

Please allow this letter to reply to your correspondence dated July 22, 2025, responding to the
U.S. Department of Justice’s July 10, 2025 letter, calling for a series of information and records
disclosures pursuant to the NVRA.

The request for another 90 days to respond to the Justice Department with information that
should already be readily available to the Secretary of State is not acceptable. For example,
Question 5 regarding the EAVS Report, should be answerable now. Moreover, process
questions such as in Question 2, “Please explain California’s process for determining duplicates
and what happens to the duplicate registrations,” are also answerable now. Accordingly, please
provide those responses by August 8, 2025.

Similarly, the electronic copy of the statewide voter registration list is readily available to you.
Accordingly, we request an unredacted statewide voter registration list by August 8, 2025 as
well. As you know, Section 8(i) of the NVRA requires states to make available “all records
concerning the implementation of programs and activities conducted for the purpose of ensuring
the accuracy and currency of official lists of eligible voters.” 52 U.S.C. § 20507(1).
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We recognize, however, that other responses may take more time. As such, we are willing to
give the Secretary of State until Friday, August 29, 2025, to respond to the other requests. If you
have any questions, please contact Tim Mellett, Deputy Chief, Voting Section, at; (b)(6) ’

(b)(6)
7/ A

Michg€l E. Gates
Deptity Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

Sincerely,

Maureen Riordan
Acting Chief, Voting Section

Civil Rights Division
cc: Jana Lean
Chief of Elections
1500 11th Street, Sth Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814
(b)(6)
2
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EXHIBIT 4



2\ SHIRLEY N. WEBER, Ph.D.
LEGAL AFFAIRS OFFICE
1500 11th Street | Sacramento, CA 95814 | 916.695-1242 | www.s0s.ca.gov

SECRETARY OF STATE | STATE OF CALIFORNIA

August 8, 2025
Via Mail and Email

Michael E. Gates

Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

United States Department of Justice
950 Pennsylvania Ave. NW-4CON
Washington, DC 20530

Maureen Riordan

Acting Chief, Voting Section

Civil Rights Division

United States Department of Justice
950 Pennsylvania Ave. NW-4CON
Washington, DC 20530

(b)(6)
Dear Mr. Gates and Ms. Riordan:

I write in response to the U.S. Department of Justice’s (“DOJ”) July 29, 2025, letter stating that
90 days is not an acceptable amount of time to respond to a series of information and record
requests made by DOJ on July 10, 2025. Although we are not required by law to respond by a
certain deadline, below is a response to your request for “an unredacted statewide voter
registration list by August 8, 2025,” as well as records responsive to questions two and five that
you highlighted in your July 29 letter.

California’s Voter Registration Database

We are unable to comply with your request for an electronic copy of an entirely “unredacted
statewide voter registration list.” First, California law prohibits making available for public
inspection or disclosing clectronically an entirely “unredacted” voter file. Second, the NVRA has
never been interpreted to require total and unqualified access to all information contained in a
voter registration record. Pub. Int. Legal Found., Inc. v. Bellows, 92 F.4th 36, 56 (1st Cir. 2024)
(“[N]othing in the text of the NVRA prohibits the appropriate redaction of uniquely or highly
sensitive personal information in the Voter File.” (collecting cases)). And finally, there is no
need to collect sensitive personally identifiable information of California voters to evaluate
whether California is “conduct[ing] a general program that makes a reasonable effort to remove
the names of ineligible voters from the official lists of eligible voters by reason of” death and
change in residence. 52 U.S.C. § 20507(a)(4).
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Nonetheless, and as required under section 8(i), my office has made available for DOJ’s
inspection a copy of California’s voter registration database at my office located at 1500 11th
Street, Sacramento, California 95814. 52 U.S.C. § 20507(i)(1) (requiring States to make the
records “available for public inspection and, where available, photocopying at a reasonable
cost”); Greater Birmingham Ministries v. Sec’y of State for Alabama 105 F.4th 1324, 1333 (11th
Cir. 2024) (“‘[PJublic inspection’ as used in the National Voter Registration Act does not include
electronic disclosure.”). DOJ may inspect a copy of our redacted voter registration database
during regular business hours by making an appointment with my office. Public inspection
satisfies our legal obligations under the NVRA and ensures that this office complies with legal
protections for voter registration data under California law. These protections include
prohibitions on transferring the data, along with detailed data security and storage requirements.
Cal. Code Regs. tit. 2, §§ 19005, 19008(a)(8), 19012, 19013.

Please know that in accordance with California law, the following information has been redacted
from all records made available for DOJ’s public inspection: voters’ driver’s license numbers,
California identification card numbers, social security numbers, other unique identifier numbers
used by the State of California for purposes of voter identification, and voter signatures. Cal.
Elec. Code § 2194(b)(1)—(2); see also Cal. Gov. Code § 7924.000(b).

Finally, to the extent that DOJ intends to make copies of any records made available for public
inspection, we would require that DOJ enter into a Memorandum of Understanding with my
office to ensure that the handling of our registered voters’ sensitive information meets the data
protection standards of California law. In addition, my office requests that you inform us whether
DOJ believes data collected from California’s voter registration database is subject to the Privacy
Act of 1974, along with the legal explanation for your position. Please also provide a citation
within the Federal Register to the system of records under which DOJ intends to collect and
maintain the records it has requested from California. And please describe how DOJ plans to
store, maintain, and use the requested voter registration information.

California List Maintenance Processes — Response to Questions 2 and 5

DOJ’s July 10, 2025, letter asked the following two questions:

2. No data was listed in the EAVS survey for Question A12h for California regarding
duplicate registrants who were removed from the statewide voter registration database.
Please provide a list of all duplicate registrants who were removed from the statewide
voter registration list including the date(s) of removal. If they were merged or linked with
another record, please provide that information. Please explain California’s process for
determining duplicates and what happens to the duplicate registrations.

5. The 2022 EAVS report contained 4,984,314 inactive voters, while the 2024 report
contained 2,883,995. Please explain the reason for the change in the number of inactive
registrations for these years.

While both questions request a narrative response, we are aware of no legal obligation to provide
one. Rather, because California strives to have some of the most transparent election processes in
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the country, the answer to your questions can be found in the following publicly available
documents, which are available online.

In response to question two, please see the following documents:

1. U.S. Election Administration Commission’s (EAC) 2024 Election Administration Policy
Survey, See page 154.

https://www.eac.gov/sites/default/files/2025-07/2024 EAVS Report 508.pdf

2. Guidance: EMS Messages, See page 6, Section 2.2.

https://elections.cdn.sos.ca.gov/votecal/guidance/ems-message.pdf

3. California 2022-2024 Election Administration and Voting Survey to EAC.

https://view.officeapps.live.com/op/view.aspx?src=https%3 A%2F%2Felections.cdn.sos.c
a.gov%2Fnvra%?2Freports%2Fbiennial%2Feavs-2024.xlsm&wdOrigin=BROWSELINK

In response to question five, please see the following documents:

1. California’s NVRA Manual, Ch. 4 entitled “Voter Registration Applications and Voter
List Maintenance”, See Ch 4., page 20.

https://elections.cdn.sos.ca.gov/nvra/nvra-manual/chap-4.pdf

2. Legislative History of AB-504 (Berman), California Statutes of 2019, Ch. 262 § 6.

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billTextClient.xhtml?bill id=201920200AB504

3. Cal. Elec. Code, §§ 2222 through 2226.

https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes displayText.xhtml?lawCode=ELEC&divisi
on=2.&title=&part=&chapter=3.&article=2

4. Husted v. A. Philip Randolph Inst. 584 U.S. 756 (2018).

https://www.supremecourt.gov/opinions/17pdf/16-980 f2q3.pdf

The remaining four questions require compiling records from up to twelve different counties,
which will require more time. As such, I cannot agree to your arbitrary deadline of August 29 to
answer the remaining requests. Please accept my assurances that my office is looking into your
questions and will inform you when the documents are available for inspection at my office.

Finally, I want to remind DOJ that the United States Constitution is clear about where the power
to regulate elections is allocated in this country: as sovereigns closest to the people, the States
have primary responsibility. Nowhere does the Constitution provide the President or the
Executive Branch with any independent power to control or otherwise conscript States to carry
out non-statutory policy priorities of the President. To the extent DOJ is utilizing the NVRA in a
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manner not permitted to advance the President’s policy objectives, my office is not obligated to
follow along. To the contrary, my obligation is to support and defend the Constitution of the
United States and the Constitution of the State of California, ensure election laws are being
enforced, and protect California voters from unnecessary and illegitimate intrusions on their
privacy.

Please do not hesitate to contact my office regarding when you plan to visit Sacramento to
review the voter registration information.

Respectfully,

/s/ Shirley N. Weber

Dr. Shirley N. Weber
California Secretary of State
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EXHIBIT 5



U.S. Department of Justice

Civil Rights Division

Office of the Assistant Attorney General Washington, D.C. 20530
August 13, 2025

Via Mail and Email

The Honorable Shirley N. Weber
c/o Legal Affairs Office

Office of the Secretary of State
State of California

1500 11th Street

Sacramento, CA 95814
Secretary.weber@sos.ca.gov
legalsupport(@sos.ca.gov

Re:  California Voter Registration List and Other Disclosures

Secretary Weber:

This letter responds to your letter of August 8, 2025. This communication is limited to our
request for the State of California’s voter registration list (“VRL”) and associated voter registration
records and does not include the Justice Department’s response to your partial answers to the
inquiries about California’s VRL maintenance processes. That response will come later.

Our July 10, 2025, letter requested California’s VRL to assess the State’s compliance with
the statewide VRL maintenance provisions of the National Voter Registration Act (“NVRA”), 52
U.S.C. § 20501, ef seq. Our request is pursuant to the Attorney General’s authority under Section
11 of the NVRA to bring enforcement actions. See 52 U.S.C. § 20501(a).

The Help America Vote Act (“HAVA”), 52 U.S.C. § 20501, ef seq., also provides authority
for the Justice Department to seek the State’s VRL via Section 401, which makes the Attorney
General solely responsible for actions to enforce HAVA’s computerized statewide Voter
Registration List requirements. See 52 U.S.C. § 21111; see also Brunner v. Ohio Republican Party,
555 U.S. 5, 6 (2008) (per curiam) (finding there is no private right of action to enforce those
requirements in HAVA).

In addition to those authorities, the Attorney General is also empowered by Congress to
request records pursuant to Title IIT of the Civil Rights Act of 1960 (“CRA”), codified at 52 U.S.C.
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§ 20701, ef seq. Section 301 of the CRA requires state and local officials to retain and preserve
records related to voter registration and other acts requisite to voting for any federal office for a
period of 22 months after any federal general, special or primary election. See 52 U.S.C. § 20701.

Section 303 of the CRA provides, in pertinent part, “Any record or paper required by section
20701 to be retained and preserved shall, upon demand in writing by the Attorney General or his
representative directed to the person having custody, possession, or control of such record or paper,
be made available for inspection, reproduction, and copying at the principal office of such custodian
by the Attorney General or his representative....” 52 U.S.C. § 20703.

As the plain language of the statute makes clear, California cannot limit the Justice
Department’s access to mere inspection of the requested voter registration records; the Justice
Department is entitled to a full and complete copy of those records in the form in which California
maintains them, including in electronic form pursuant to HAVA.

As required by Section 303 of the CRA, our letter dated July 10, 2025, provided you with “a
statement of the basis and the purpose therefore,” id., namely, to assist in our determination of
whether California’s list maintenance program complies with the NVRA. At your request, we have
reaffirmed that statement in this correspondence.

When providing the electronic copy of the statewide VRL, California must ensure that it
contains all fields, which includes the registrant’s full name, date of birth, residential address, his or
her state driver’s license number, or the last four digits of the registrant’s social security number as
required under the Help America Vote Act (“HAVA”)! to register individuals for federal elections.
See 52 U.S.C. § 21083(a)(S)(A)().

In addition to the full electronic VRL, we also request by this letter a copy of all original and
completed voter registration applications submitted to the State of California from December 1,
2023, through July 1, 2025. To be clear, that means copies of all voter registration applications
completed and submitted by prospective voters during that time period. When providing a copy of
the requested completed registration applications, California must ensure that they are provided in
unredacted format.

Your letter dated August 8, 2025, also indicated concern regarding federal privacy
protections of the VRL and other requested information by the Justice Department. Section 304 of
the CRA provides the answer:

Unless otherwise ordered by a court of the United States, neither the Attorney General nor
any employee of the Department of Justice, nor any other representative of the Attorney

! In charging the Attorney General with enforcement of the voter registration list requirements in the HAVA and in the
NVRA, Congress plainly intended that Justice Department be able to conduct an independent review of each state’s list.
Any statewide prohibitions are clearly preempted by federal law.
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General, shall disclose any record or paper produced pursuant to this chapter, or any
reproduction or copy, except to Congress and any committee thereof, governmental agencies,
and in the presentation of any case or proceeding before any court or grand jury.

52 U.S.C. § 20704. As you noted, other federal laws may be applicable, including the Privacy Act.
California’s privacy laws, to the extent they are inconsistent with federal law, are preempted.

HAVA specifies that the “last 4 digits of a social security number . . . shall not be considered
a social security number for purposes of section 7 of the Privacy Act of 1974” (5 U.S.C. § 522(a)
note); 52 U.S.C. § 21083(c)). In addition, any prohibition of disclosure of a motor vehicle record
contained in the Driver’s License Protection Act, codified at 18 U.S.C. § 2721(b)(1), is exempted
when the disclosure is for use by a government agency in carrying out the government agency’s
function to accomplish its enforcement authority as the Justice Department is now doing.

To that end, provide the requested electronic Voter Registration List? to the Justice
Department within seven days or by August 21, 2025, and provide all original and completed voter
registration applications submitted to the State of California from December 1, 2023, through July
1, 2025, to the Justice Department by September 12, 2025.

California’s VRL and the requested original and completed voter registration applications
may be sent by encrypted email to voting.section@usdoj.gov or via the Department’s secure file-
sharing system, Justice Enterprise File Sharing (“JEFS”). Please be advised that failure by California
to provide its statewide VRL may result in legal action. Should further clarification be required,
please contact Maureen Riordan at (b)(6)

Regards,

v

Harmeet K. Dhillon
Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

cc: Jana Lean
Chief of Elections
1500 11th Street, 5th Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

(b)(6)

2 Containing all fields, which includes either the registrant’s full name, date of birth, residential
address, his or her state driver’s license number or the last four digits of the registrant’s social
security number as required by HAVA.
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EXHIBIT 6



2\ Suriey N, WEBER, Ph.D.

LEGAL AFFAIRS OFFICE

1500 11th Street | Sacramento, CA 95814 | 916.695-1242 | WWw.s0s.ca.gov

SECRETARY OF STATE | STATE OF CALIFORNIA

August 21, 2025

Via Mail and Email

Harmeet K. Dhillon
Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division
United States Department of Justice
950 Pennsylvania Ave. NW-4CON
Washington, DC 20530

(b)(6)

Dear Ms. Dhillon:

I write in response to your August 13, 2025 letter regarding the U.S. Department of Justice’s
(DOJ) request for a copy of California’s voter registration list and associated voter registration
records.

DOJ’s July 10 and July 29 letters both invoked the National Voter Registration Act’s (NVRA)
public inspection provision, 52 U.S.C. § 20507(1), in requesting that California provide a copy of
its voter registration list. On August 8, I informed your office that we have made available for
public inspection a copy of California’s voter registration list at my office in Sacramento, with
appropriate redactions of social security numbers, driver’s license numbers, and similar protected
personal identifying information as required under California law and allowed under the NVRA.
Despite our invitation, you have not yet made an appointment for the inspection.

My office remains willing and available to facilitate your inspection of the redacted voter file;
however, your letter fails to establish a sound legal basis to demand anything more.

1. DOJ Has Not Established Legal Authority to Request the Unredacted Voter File
Containing Sensitive Personal Identifying Information of Millions of
Californians.

Your August 13 letter—for the first time—references the Help America Vote Act (HAVA) and
the Civil Rights Act of 1960 (CRA). But neither statute supports your office’s sweeping request.
HAVA gives the Attorney General authority to enforce the “uniform and nondiscriminatory
election technology and administration requirements” set out in that Act. 52 U.S.C. § 21111.
California carefully complies with every HAVA requirement and stands ready to demonstrate
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this compliance through its documented policies and practices, should your office so request.
Notably, your letter gives no basis for suspecting any shortcoming or failure in California’s
HAVA compliance, nor suggests that DOJ is actually investigating any alleged HAV A violation.

The CRA also does not authorize your office’s sweeping request for all California voters’
sensitive, personal identifying information linked to their voter registration. As you note, to
validly request election records under the CRA, your office must provide “a statement of the
basis and the purpose” of the request. 52 U.S.C. § 20703. Your August 13 letter asserts that the
purpose of DOJ’s request for the unredacted voter file is “to assist in [DOJ’s] determination of
whether California’s list maintenance program complies with the NVRA.” But demonstrating
compliance with the NVRA’s list maintenance requirements does not require production of
sensitive and confidential records of millions of Californians. And your communications with
my office articulate no basis for even suspecting a violation of the NVRA, much less a reason
why DOJ needs access to confidential voter data to evaluate our list maintenance program.

As you know, the NVRA does not give DOJ general supervisory power over the accuracy of
each record in the voter file. Rather, Congress deliberately left the primary responsibility to
manage voter lists in the hands of the States, subject to protections against unjustified voter
purges and the requirement that States “conduct a general program” to remove voters who
become ineligible due to death or change in residence. 52 U.S.C. § 20507(a)(4). To satisfy the
NVRA'’s list maintenance obligations, a State must simply “establish a program that makes a
rational and sensible attempt to remove” registrants who have died or moved. Pub. Int. Legal
Found. v. Benson, 136 F.4th 613, 625 (6th Cir. 2025) (rejecting the argument that the adequacy
of a list maintenance program should be judged by statistical indicia).

Because the protected, sensitive data of millions of California voters is not facially germane to an
investigation of the State’s list maintenance practices, and your office has not provided any other
basis or purpose for requesting this confidential data, the CRA does not require its production.
See 52 U.S.C. § 20703.

DOJ’s request to California also does not come in a vacuum. Our sister States have informed us,
along with reporting by media outlets, that DOJ is seeking voter registration lists from all 50
States. I understand that many States received letters nearly identical to the August 13 letter sent
to my office, each demanding substantially identical data. This nationwide effort undermines
DOJ’s claim that its data request is necessary for an investigation of California’s NVRA
compliance. Thus, it appears that your requests are not part of any good faith investigation into
California’s—or any State’s—compliance with the NVRA, but rather some undisclosed purpose.

2. California Law Protecting Voters’ Sensitive Identifying Information is Not
Preempted in these Circumstances.

As I informed your office in my August 8, 2025 letter, the Secretary of State is required under
California law to redact certain information from the copy of the voter registration list which has
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been made available for inspection, including social security numbers, driver’s license numbers,
and contact information of confidential voters like victims of domestic violence. Cal. Elec. Code
§ 2194; Cal. Gov. Code § 7924.000(b); Cal. Elec. Code §§ 2166, 2166.5, 2166.7, 2166.8; see
also Cal. Const. art. I, § 1.

These legal protections are not preempted by the NVRA, which does not require the disclosure
of sensitive personal identifying information. Pub. Int. Legal Found., Inc. v. Bellows, 92 F.4th
36, 56 (1st Cir. 2024) (collecting cases). Nor are they preempted by HAVA, which does not
contain any inspection provision and thus does not obligate California to make any records
available to DOJ. See 52 U.S.C. § 21111. Finally, these legal protections are not displaced by
DOJ’s mere citation to the CRA, particularly when DOJ has not stated a valid purpose and basis
for accessing this sensitive and confidential personal data. See 52 U.S.C. § 20703.

3. DOJ Has Not Demonstrated that Its Data Request Complies with the Privacy
Act.

Finally, from DOJ’s correspondence, we understand that DOJ is creating a system of records of
California voters (and, apparently, all voters nationwide), which is subject to the Privacy Act of
1974. As I requested in my August 8 letter—but so far have received no response—please
explain in detail how DOJ’s request complies with the Privacy Act. Specifically, please explain:

1) DOJ’s purpose for creating this system of records, including a citation to the notice
published in the Federal Register, as required under 5 U.S.C. § 552a(e)(4);

2) Any currently planned or foreseen transfer of the records outside of DOJ’s Voting Rights
Section and your basis for believing that such a transfer complies with the Privacy Act;

3) How California’s voter registration list is necessary and relevant to the reason DOJ is
compiling this system of records;

4) How the system of records DOJ is establishing complies with the prohibition in 5 U.S.C.
§ 552a(e)(7) on maintaining records “describing how any individual exercises rights
guaranteed by the First Amendment,” considering that voter registration lists include
party affiliation and voter participation history, see id.; and

5) What, if any, measures DOJ is taking to ensure the new system of records will be
maintained with “such accuracy, relevance, timeliness, and completeness as is reasonably
necessary to assure fairness to the individual in the determination.” 5 U.S.C. §
552a(e)(5).

Before my office allows DOJ to make a copy of any part of the voter registration list, we must
confirm that DOJ’s collection of this data is permitted under the Privacy Act. Additionally, as I
informed your office in my August 8 letter, prior to DOJ making copies of any voter file records,
we require that DOJ enter into a Memorandum of Understanding with my office to ensure that
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the handling of the data meets the standards of California law, the Privacy Act, and any other
applicable protections.!

Please do not hesitate to contact my office regarding when you plan to visit Sacramento to
review the voter registration information.

Respectfully,

/s/ Shirley N. Weber

Shirley N. Weber, Ph.D.
California Secretary of State

"There is no legal basis for your claim that DOJ is entitled to receive the records in electronic form. The NVRA
and the CRA require States to allow inspection and copying of the records, but no more than that. 52 U.S.C.
§ 20507(i)(1) (requiring States to make covered records “available for public inspection and, where available,
photocopying at a reasonable cost”); id. § 20703 (requiring the records custodian to make covered records
“available for inspection, reproduction, and copying at the principal office of such custodian”). Permitting
your inspection satisfies our legal obligations under these statutes and ensures that my office complies with
legal protections for voter registration data under California and federal law.
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\ SHIRLEY N. WEBER, Ph.D.
1 LEGAL AFFAIRS OFFICE
/ 1500 11t Street | Sacramento, CA 95814 | 916.695-1242 | www.s0s.ca.gov

SECRETARY OF STATE | STATE OF CALIFORNIA

August 29, 2025

Via Mail and Email

Harmeet K. Dhillon, Assistant Attorney General
Michael E. Gates, Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Maureen S. Riordan, Acting Chief, Voting Section
Civil Rights Division

United States Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave. NW-4CON

Washington, DC 20530

(b)(6)

Ms. Dhillon, Mr. Gates, and Ms. Riordan:

We write in response to your letters dated July 10 and 29, 2025, wherein you requested
information regarding California’s procedures for complying with the statewide voter
registration list maintenance provisions of the National Voter Registration Act. Additionally, you
requested other county-specific information and posed six questions related to California’s
responses to the Election Assistance Commission’s Election Administration and Voting Survey
(EAVS) report. On August 8, 2025, we responded to two of those six questions.

In your July 29 letter, the Department of Justice (DOJ) requested that my office provide
responses to the remaining requests in the July 10 letter by August 29, 2025. Since then, DOJ
sent a subsequent letter on August 13, 2025, requesting additional voluminous documents and
unredacted sensitive data.

In this letter, my office is providing a response to the following request from DOJ’s July 10
letter: “Please provide a list of the election officials who are responsible for implementing
California’s general program of voter registration list maintenance from November 2022 through
receipt of this letter, including those responsible officials not employed by your office (such as
local election officials) who are also involved in that effort.” Attached to this letter is a current
list of all county elections officials with their contact information. Secretary of State employees
may be reached through my Legal Affairs Office at: legalsupport@sos.ca.gov.

As to the remaining information requests from DOJ’s original July 10 letter, I am writing to
inform you that we anticipate providing a response by September 12, 2025. This will provide my
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office with the necessary time to communicate with local elections officials regarding the
county-specific information requested. To the extent my office can provide rolling responses
sooner than September 12, we will do so.

Respectfully,

/s/ Shirley N. Weber

Shirley N. Weber, Ph.D.
California Secretary of State

CREW v. DOJ — CRT - 000484



Alameda

Tim Dupuis, Registrar of Voters
1225 Fallon Street, Room G-1
Oakland, CA 94612

(510) 272-6933

(510) 272-6982 Fax

Hours: 8:30 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.acvote.org

Alpine

Teola L. Tremayne, County Clerk

99 Water Street

Markleeville, CA 96120

Mailing Address:

P.O. Box 158

Markleeville, CA 96120

(530) 694-2281

(530) 694-2491 Fax

Hours: 8:30 a.m. - 12:00 p.m. / 1:00 p.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.alpinecountyca.gov
E-Mail: ttremayne@alpinecountyca.gov

Amador

Kimberly L. Grady, County Clerk

810 Court Street

Jackson, CA 95642-2132

(209) 223-6465

(209) 223-6467 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.amadorgov.org/government/elections
E-Mail: Elections@amadorgov.org

Butte

Keaton Denlay, County Clerk-Recorder/Registrar of Voters
155 Nelson Ave

Oroville, CA 95965-3411

(530) 552-3400, option 1

(800) 894-7761 (Domestic)

(530) 538-6853 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://buttevotes.net/35/Elections

E-Mail: elections@buttecounty.net
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Calaveras

Rebecca Turner, County Clerk/Recorder
Elections Department

891 Mountain Ranch Road

San Andreas, CA 95249

(209) 754-6376

(209) 754-6733 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.
http://elections.calaverasgov.us

E-Mail: electionsweb@co.calaveras.ca.us

Colusa

Cristy Jayne Edwards, County Clerk/Recorder/Registrar of Voters
546 Jay Street, Suite 200

Colusa, CA 95932

(530) 458-0500

(530) 458-0512 Fax

Hours: 8:30 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.

http://www.countyofcolusa.org

E-Mail: clerkinfo@countyofcolusa.org

Contra Costa

Kristin Braun Connelly, County Clerk, Recorder and Registrar of Voters
555 Escobar Street

Mailing Address:

P.O. Box 271

Martinez, CA 94553

(925) 335-7800

(925) 335-7838 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.contracostavote.gov/
E-Mail: voter.services@vote.cccounty.us

Del Norte

Alissia Northrup, County Clerk-Recorder

981 H Street, Room 160

Crescent City, CA 95531

(707) 464-7216

(707) 465-0321 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.co.del-norte.ca.us/departments/Elections
E-Mail: anorthrup@co.del-norte.ca.us
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El Dorado

Linda Webster, Registrar of Voters
3883 Ponderosa Road

Shingle Springs, CA 95682
Mailing Address:

P.O. Box 678001

Placerville, CA 95667

(530) 621-7480

(530) 677-1014 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.eldoradocounty.ca.gov/County-Government/Elections
E-Mail: elections@edcgov.us

Fresno

James Kus, County Clerk/Registrar of Voters

2221 Kern Street

Fresno, CA 93721

(559) 600-8683

(559) 488-3279 Fax

Hours: 8:30 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.fresnocountyca.gov/Departments/County-ClerkRegistrar-of-Voters
E-Mail: clerk-elections(@fresnocountyca.gov

Glenn

Sendy Perez, County Assessor/Clerk-Recorder/Elections
516 W. Sycamore Street, 2nd Floor

Willows, CA 95988

(530) 934-6414

(530) 934-6571 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.countyofglenn.net/dept/elections/welcome
E-Mail: elections@countyofglenn.net

Humboldt

Juan Pablo Cervantes, County Clerk, Recorder and Registrar of Voters
2426 6th Street

Eureka, CA 95501

(707) 445-7481

(707) 445-7204 Fax

Hours: 8:30 a.m. - 12:00 p.m. / 1:00 p.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://humboldtgov.org/890/Elections-Voter-Registration

E-Mail: humboldt elections@co.humboldt.ca.us
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Imperial
Linsey J. Dale, Registrar of Voters

940 W. Main Street, Suite 206

El Centro, CA 92243

(442) 265-1060

(442) 265-1062 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://elections.imperialcounty.org/
E-Mail: linseydale@co.imperial.ca.us

Inyo
Danielle Sexton, Clerk/Recorder & Registrar of Voters

168 N. Edwards Street

Independence, CA 93526

Mailing Address:

P.O. Drawer F

Independence, CA 93526

(760) 878-0224

(760) 878-1805 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 12:00 p.m. / 1:00 p.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://elections.inyocounty.us

E-Mail: dsexton@inyocounty.us

Kern

Aimee X. Espinoza, Auditor-Controller/County Clerk/Registrar of Voters
1115 Truxtun Avenue, First Floor

Bakersfield, CA 93301

(661) 868-3590

(800) 452-8683

(661) 868-3768 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

https://www .kernvote.com

E-Mail: elections@kerncounty.com

Kings

Lupe Villa, Registrar of Voters

1400 W. Lacey Blvd. Bldg. #7

Hanford, CA 93230

(559) 852-4401

(559) 585-8453 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.countyofkings.com/departments/administration/elections
E-Mail: Elections@Countyofkings.com
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Lake

Maria Valadez, Registrar of Voters

325 N. Forbes Street

Lakeport, CA 95453

(707) 263-2372

(707) 263-2742 Fax

Hours: Monday - Friday: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.lakecountyca.gov/818/Registrar-of-Voters
E-Mail: elections@lakecountyca.gov

Lassen

Julie Bustamante, County Clerk-Recorder

220 S. Lassen Street, Suite 5

Susanville, CA 96130

(530) 251-8217

(530) 257-3480 Fax

Hours: 9:00 a.m. - 12:00 p.m. / 1:00 p.m. - 4:00 p.m.
http://www.lassencounty.org/dept/county-clerk-recorder/elections/
E-Mail: lcclerk@co.lassen.ca.us

Los Angeles
Dean Logan, Registrar - Recorder/County Clerk

12400 Imperial Hwy.

Norwalk, CA 90650

Mailing Address:

P.O. Box 1024

Norwalk, CA 90651-1024

(800) 815-2666

(562) 929-4790 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.lavote.gov/home/voting-elections
E-Mail: voterinfo@rrcc.lacounty.gov

Madera

Rebecca Martinez, Clerk/Recorder/ROV
Elections Division

200 W. 4th Street

Madera, CA 93637

(559) 675-7720

(559) 675-7870 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://votemadera.com

E-Mail: electionsinfo@maderacounty.com
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Marin

Natalie Adona, Registrar of Voters
3501 Civic Center Drive, Room 121
San Rafael, CA 94903

Mailing Address:

P.O. Box E

San Rafael, CA 94913-3904

(415) 473-6456

(415) 473-6447 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 4:30 p.m.
https://www.marincounty.gov/departments/elections
E-Mail: elections@marincounty.gov

Mariposa
Courtney Progner Morrow, Registrar of Voters

Hall of Records

4982 10th Street

Mariposa, CA 95338

Mailing Address:

P.O. Box 247

Mariposa, CA 95338

(209) 966-2007

(209) 966-6496 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
http://www.mariposacounty.org/87/Elections
E-Mail: cmorrow(@mariposacounty.org

Mendocino

Katrina Bartolomie, Assessor-County Clerk-Recorder
Elections Department

501 Low Gap Road, Room 1020

Ukiah, CA 95482

(707) 234-6819

(707) 463-6597 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.mendocinocounty.org/government/assessor-county-clerk-recorder-
elections/elections

E-Mail: acr@co.mendocino.ca.us
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Merced

Melvin E. Levey, Registrar of Voters

2222 M Street

Merced, CA 95340

(209) 385-7541

(209) 385-7387 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.countyofmerced.com/3878/Elections
E-Mail: mcvotes@mendocinocounty.gov

Modoc

Stephanie Wellemeyer, County Auditor/Clerk/Recorder
108 E. Modoc Street

Alturas, CA 96101

(530) 233-6200

(530) 233-6666 Fax

Hours: 8:30 a.m. - 12:00 p.m. / 1:00 p.m. - 5:00 p.m.
http://www.co.modoc.ca.us/departments/elections
E-Mail: clerkelections@co.modoc.ca.us

Mono

Queenie Barnard, Clerk — Recorder — Registrar
(Library Building)

74 N. School Street, Annex |
Bridgeport, CA 93517

Mailing Address:

P.O. Box 237

Bridgeport, CA 93517

(760) 932-5537

(760) 932-5531 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://monocounty.ca.gov/elections
E-Mail: elections@mono.ca.gov
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Monterey
Gina Martinez, Registrar of Voters

1441 Schilling Place - North Building
Salinas, CA 93901

Mailing Address:

P.O. Box 4400

Salinas, CA 93912

(831) 796-1499

(831) 755-5485 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.montereycountyelections.us
E-Mail: elections@co.monterey.ca.us

Napa
John Tuteur, Assessor-Recorder-County Clerk

Napa County Registrar of Voters

1127 First St. Ste. E

Napa, CA 94559

(707) 253-4321

(707) 253-4390 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.countyofnapa.org/396/Elections
E-Mail: elections@countyofnapa.org

Nevada

Corey O'Hayre, Acting Clerk-Recorder, Registrar of Voters
950 Maidu Avenue, Suite 210

Nevada City, CA 95959

(530) 265-1298

(530) 265-9829 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.nevadacountyca.gov/3446/Elections

E-Mail: elections.mail@nevadacountyca.gov
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Orange
Bob Page, Registrar of Voters

1300 South Grand Avenue, Bldg. C
Santa Ana, CA 92705

Mailing Address:

P.O. Box 11298

Santa Ana, CA 92711

(714) 567-7600

(714) 567-7556 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
ocvote.gov

E-Mail: ocvoter@ocgov.com

Placer

Ryan Ronco, County Clerk-Recorder-Registrar
3715 Atherton Road Suite #2

Rocklin, CA 95765

(530) 886-5650

(800) 824-8683

(530) 886-5688 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
http://www.placercountyelections.gov

E-Mail: election@placer.ca.gov

Plumas

Marcy DeMartile, County Clerk-Recorder-Registrar of Voters
520 Main Street, Room 102, Courthouse

Quincy, CA 95971

(530) 283-6256

(530) 283-6155 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
http://www.countyofplumas.com/142/Elections-Division-Home
E-Mail: elections@countyofplumas.com

Riverside

Art Tinoco, Registrar of Voters
2724 Gateway Drive
Riverside, CA 92507-0918
(951) 486-7200

(951) 486-7272 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.voteinfo.net
E-Mail: rovweb@rivco.org
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Sacramento

Hang Nguyen, Registrar of Voters

7000 65th Street, Suite A

Sacramento, CA 95823

(916) 875-6451

(916) 875-6516 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://elections.saccounty.gov/Pages/default.aspx
E-Mail: voterinfo@saccounty.gov

San Benito

Francisco Diaz, County Clerk-Auditor-Recorder
1601 Lana Way

Hollister, CA 95023

Mailing Address:

PO Box 1150

Hollister, CA 95024

(831) 636-4016

(831) 636-2939 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.sanbenitocounty-ca-cre.gov/
E-Mail: sbevote(@sanbenitocountyca.gov

San Bernardino

Joani Finwall, Registrar of Voters

777 E. Rialto Avenue

San Bernardino, CA 92415-0770

(909) 387-8300

(909) 387-2022 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://elections.sbcounty.gov/

E-Mail: communications@rov.sbcounty.gov
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San Diego
Cynthia Paes, Registrar of Voters

5600 Overland Avenue

San Diego, CA 92123
Mailing Address:

P.O. Box 85656

San Diego, CA 92186-5656
(858) 565-5800

(800) 696-0136

(858) 505-7294 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.sdvote.com
E-Mail: rovmail@sdcounty.ca.gov

San Francisco

John Arntz, Director of Elections

1 Dr. Carlton B Goodlett Place

City Hall, Room 48

San Francisco, CA 94102-4635

(415) 554-4375

(415) 554-7344 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://sf.gov/departments/department-elections
E-Mail: sfvote@sfgov.org

San Joaquin
Olivia Hale, Registrar of Voters

44 N. San Joaquin Street, Third Floor, Suite 350
Stockton, CA 95202

Mailing Address:

P.O. Box 810

Stockton, CA 95201

(209) 468-8683

(209) 468-2889 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.sjgov.org/department/rov/

E-Mail: vbm@sjgov.org
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San Luis Obispo

Elaina Cano, Clerk-Recorder-Registrar

1055 Monterey Street, Suite D-120

San Luis Obispo, CA 93408

(805) 781-5228

(805) 781-1111 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.slocounty.ca.gov/Departments/Clerk-Recorder
E-Mail: elections@co.slo.ca.us

San Mateo

Mark Church, Chief Elections Officer & Assessor-County Clerk-Recorder
Registration-Elections Division

40 Tower Road

San Mateo, CA 94402

(650) 312-5222

(650) 312-5348 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

https://smcacre.gov/elections

E-Mail: registrar@smcacre.gov

Santa Barbara

Joseph E. Holland, Clerk/Recorder/Assessor and Registrar of Voters
4440-A Calle Real

Santa Barbara, CA 93110

Mailing Address:

P.O. Box 61510

Santa Barbara, CA 93160-1510

(805) 568-2200

(800) 722-8683

(805) 568-2209 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.countyofsb.org/164/Elections
E-Mail: electionssupport@co.santa-barbara.ca.us
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Santa Clara

Matt Moreles, ROV

1555 Berger Drive, Bldg. 2

San Jose, CA 95112

Mailing Address:

P.O. Box 611360

San Jose, CA 95161-1360

(408) 299-8683

(866) 430-8683

(408) 998-7314 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://vote.santaclaracounty.gov/home
E-Mail: registrar@rov.sccgov.org

Santa Cruz

Tricia Webber, County Clerk

701 Ocean Street, Room 310

Santa Cruz, CA 95060

(831) 454-2060

(831) 454-2445 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://votescount.santacruzcountyca.gov/
E-Mail: tricia.webber@santacruzcountyca.gov

Shasta

Clint Curtis, Clerk & Registrar of Voters
1643 Market Street

Redding, CA 96001

Mailing Address:

P.O. Box 990880

Redding, CA 96099-0880

(530) 225-5730

(530) 225-5454 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://elections.shastacounty.gov/
E-Mail: countyclerk(@co.shasta.ca.us
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Sierra

Heather Foster, County Clerk-Recorder
100 Courthouse Square, Room 11

P.O. Drawer D

Downieville, CA 95936-0398

(530) 289-3295

(530) 289-2830 Fax

Hours: 9:00 a.m. - 12:00 p.m. / 1:00 p.m. - 4:00 p.m.

https://www.sierracounty.ca.gov/214/Elections
E-Mail: hfoster@sierracounty.ca.gov

Siskivou

Laura Bynum, County Clerk
311 Fourth Street, Room 201
Yreka, CA 96097

(530) 842-8084

(530) 841-4110 Fax

Hours: 9:00 a.m. - 12:00 p.m. / 1:00 p.m. - 4:00 p.m.

https://www.co.siskiyou.ca.us/elections
E-Mail: laura@sisqvotes.org

Solano

Timothy Flanagan, Registrar of Voters

675 Texas Street, Suite 2600

Fairfield, CA 94533

(707) 784-6675

(888) 933-8683

(707) 784-6678 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
http://www.solanocounty.com/depts/rov/default.asp
E-Mail: elections@solanocounty.com
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Sonoma

Evelyn Mendez, Registrar of Voters
435 Fiscal Drive

Santa Rosa, CA 95403
Mailing Address:

P.O. Box 11485

Santa Rosa, CA 95406-1485
(707) 565-6800

(800) 750-8683

(707) 565-6843 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

https://sonomacounty.ca.gov/administrative-support-and-fiscal-services/clerk-recorder-assessor-

registrar-of-voters/registrar-of-voters
E-Mail: rov-info@sonomacounty.gov

Stanislaus

Donna Linder, County Clerk-Recorder
1021 I Street, Suite 101

Modesto, CA 95354-2331

(209) 525-5200

(209) 525-5802 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 4:00 p.m.
http://stanvote.gov

E-Mail: stanvote@stancounty.com

Sutter

Donna M. Johnston, County Clerk-Recorder
1435 Veterans Memorial Circle

Yuba City, CA 95993

(530) 822-7122

(530) 822-7587 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

https://www.suttercounty.org/doc/government/depts/cr/elections/cr_elections home
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Tehama

Sean Houghtby, Registrar of Voters
633 Washington Street, Room 17
Red Bluff, CA 96080

Mailing Address:

P.O. Box 250

Red Bluff, CA 96080-0250

(530) 527-8190

(530) 527-1140 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

https://www.co.tehama.ca.us/government/departments/elections/

E-Mail: elections@tehama.gov

Trinity

Shanna White, Registrar of Voters
11 Court Street

Weaverville, CA 96093

Mailing Address:

P.O. Box 1215

Weaverville, CA 96093-1215
(530) 623-1220

(530) 623-8398 Fax

Hours: 9:00 a.m. - 1:00 p.m, 2:00 p.m. - 4:00 p.m.

https://www. trinitycounty.org/2 14/Elections
E-Mail: elections@trinitycounty.org

Tulare

Michelle Baldwin, Registrar of Voters
5300 West Tulare Avenue, Suite 105
Visalia, CA 93277

(559) 839-2100

(559) 615-3019 Fax

Hours: M-Th 7:30 a.m. - 5:30 p.m., F 8:00 a.m. - 12:00 p.m.

https://tularecoelections.org/elections
E-Mail: absentee(@co.tulare.ca.us
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Tuolumne

Donny McNair, Clerk & Auditor-Controller

Elections Department

2 S. Green Street

Sonora, CA 95370-4618

(209) 533-5570

(209) 694-8931 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.tuolumnecounty.ca.gov/194/Election-Information
E-Mail: clerk@tuolumnecounty.ca.gov

Ventura

Michelle Ascencion, County Clerk-Recorder-Registrar of Voters
800 S. Victoria Avenue

Hall of Administration, Lower Plaza

Ventura, CA 93009-1200

(805) 654-2664

(805) 648-9200 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://clerkrecorder.venturacounty.gov/elections/elections/
E-Mail: elections@venturacounty.gov

Yolo

Jesse Salinas, Yolo County Assessor/Clerk-Recorder/Registrar of Voters
625 Court Street, Room B-05
Woodland, CA 95695

Mailing Address:

P.O. Box 1820

Woodland, CA 95776-1820

(530) 666-8133

(916) 375-6490

(530) 666-8123 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://elections.yolocounty.gov/
E-Mail: elections@yolocounty.gov
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Yuba

Donna Hillegass, County Clerk-Recorder-Registrar of Voters
915 8th Street, Suite 107

Marysville, CA 95901-5273

(530) 749-7855

(530) 749-7854 Fax

Hours: 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
https://www.yuba.org/departments/elections/index.php
E-Mail: elections@co.yuba.ca.us
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EXHIBIT &



SHIRLEY N. WEBER, Ph.D.

SECRETARY OF STATE | STATE OF CALIFORNIA

September 12, 2025

Via Mail and Email

Harmeet K. Dhillon, Assistant Attorney General
Michael E. Gates, Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Maureen S. Riordan, Acting Chief, Voting Section
Civil Rights Division

United States Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave. NW-4CON

Washington, DC 20530

(b)(6)

Dear Ms. Dhillon, Mr. Gates, and Ms. Riordan:

This letter responds to the outstanding requests from your letters dated July 10 and August 13,
2025. It also supplements the response I provided in my August 8, 2025, letter.

Your July 10 letter requested that I provide “a description of the steps that you have taken, and
when those steps were taken, to ensure that the state’s list maintenance program has been
properly carried out in full compliance with the NVRA,” including “both the actions taken by
California officials as well as county officials.” The letter also requested “a list of the election
officials who are responsible for implementing California’s general program of voter registration
list maintenance from November 2022 through receipt of this letter” and posed six questions,
five of which concerned the U.S. Election Assistance Commission’s 2024 Election
Administration and Voting Survey (EAVS). On August 8, I responded to questions two and five
by producing documents responsive to those questions. On August 29, I responded to your
request for “a list of the election officials who are responsible for implementing California’s
general program of voter registration list maintenance from November 2022 through receipt of
this letter.”

On August 13, I received another letter from your office requesting, among other things, that I
“provide all original and completed voter registration applications submitted to the State of
California from December 1, 2023, through July 1, 2025.”
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Below are my responses to the U.S. Department of Justice’s (DOJ) outstanding request.

1. California’s List Maintenance Program

California has established a comprehensive list maintenance program that draws from multiple
sources of data to identify voter registrations that may need updating or canceling while
protecting eligible voters” access to the ballot. This list maintenance complies with every
requirement of the NVRA.

Under California’s system for administering elections, each county has primary responsibility for
carrying out its list maintenance practices in accordance with California and federal law.
California law requires counties to engage in numerous list maintenance activities, as detailed
below. My office has also issued detailed written guidance and conducted in-person and webinar
trainings for county elections officials on various list maintenance subjects, including six
trainings since 2022.! Together, these California laws and the related guidance and training
offered by my office constitute a general program that makes a reasonable effort to maintain
accurate lists of eligible voters, and thus comports fully with Section 8(a)(4) of the NVRA.

As you know, the NVRA does not mandate that a State follow any particular method of
identifying ineligible voters when it conducts its general program to make a reasonable effort to
remove the names of ineligible voters from its rolls. In California, elections officials must
follow the procedures for confirming registrants’ addresses set forth in sections 2220 through
2226 of the Elections Code. These procedures are described in detail in Chapter 4 of
California’s NVRA Manual, entitled “Voter Registration Applications and Voter List
Maintenance,” which was linked in my August 8 letter, and again here:
https://elections.cdn.sos.ca.gov/nvra/nvra-manual/chap-4.pdf. These procedures include:

e Sending voter notification cards to notify voters that they are registered and
confirm the voters’ address and information (Cal. Elec. Code §§ 2155, 2155.3);

e Confirming voters’ residence prior to elections with pre-election residency
confirmation postcards (Cal. Elec. Code § 2220) or an alternative procedure, such
as:

o the use of national change-of-address data from the U.S. Postal Service
(Cal. Elec. Code § 2222);

0 the mailing of county voter information guides with address correction
requests (Cal. Elec. Code § 2223); or

0 obtaining change-of-address data from a consumer credit reporting agency
(Cal. Elec. Code § 2227);

¢ Sending address confirmation notices in response to information indicating that a
registrant has moved (Cal. Elec. Code §§ 2155, 2225, 2226);

! Here is a limited sample of the materials my office generates as guidance and training materials: (1) VoteCal
Guidance Documents (https://www.sos.ca.gov/elections/voter-registration/votecal-project/votecal-guidance-
documents); (2) Training Resources for County Elections Officials (https://www.sos.ca.gov/elections/voter-
registration/votecal-project/votecal-guidance-documents); and (3) General Publications and Resources
(https://www.sos.ca.gov/elections/publications-and-resources).
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e Intra- or inter-county transfer of voter registrations, when appropriate (Cal. Elec.
Code § 2155);

e Placing voter registration records on inactive status, when appropriate (Cal. Elec.
Code §§ 2221, 2225); and

¢ Canceling voter registrations when all requirements of Section 8(d) of the NVRA
(52 U.S.C. § 20507(d)(2)) have been satisfied (Cal. Elec. Code §§ 2225, 2226).

As required by California law, county elections officials check new and updated registrations
against a number of data points to determine their accuracy. This process includes steps to
reconcile voter-to-voter duplicates, as discussed more fully in response to question two below.
Voter registration records are also reviewed and updated regularly based on data from the
California Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation (CDCR), California Department of
Public Health (CDPH), Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV), and Employment Development
Department (EDD). The process for canceling voter registrations due to death is also further
discussed below in response to question three.

With respect to changes of address, my office provides the full voter registration database to the
EDD on a monthly basis to compare against its National Change of Address (NCOA) database.
EDD is the sole licensed provider of the NCOA database for the State. In return, EDD marks the
voters that may have moved and provides this data to my office, which is processed into
VoteCal, the federally mandated and compliant statewide voter registration database. Notices of
potential address changes are then sent to county election officials for final determination. My
office also receives daily change of address notifications from the DMV from registrants who
update their address records with DMV about changes of address made at DMV. VoteCal
identifies potential changes of address and automatically sends notices to county election
officials for final determination.

In its recent correspondence, your office has cited its authority to enforce the NVRA in
connection with its document and data requests. However, your office has not identified any
aspect of California’s list maintenance program that fails to comply with the NVRA, nor is there
any basis for such an allegation. California’s robust list maintenance program fully complies
with the requirements of federal law.

II. Response to Specific Inquires

This section responds to the six questions raised in your July 10 letter, including supplementing
the responses I provided in response to questions two and five in my August 8 letter.

a. Question 1 — EAVS Question A3d

Question one from your July 10 letter states:

In the EAVS data for Question A3d, California had 2,178,551 voters (15.6
percent) with duplicate registrations. However, seven counties failed to provide
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data regarding duplicate registrations. Please provide a list of all duplicate
registration records in Imperial, Los Angeles, Napa, Nevada, San Bernardino,
Siskiyou, and Stanislaus counties.

As an initial matter, Napa responded to EAVS Question A3d with 9,760. The remaining six
counties responded with “data not available.”

As the EAC makes clear in their guidance on completing the survey, “[i]f your state or
jurisdiction does not track data for an item, then you may select ‘Data not available’ as your
response. There are instructions throughout the survey that provide helpful advice and examples
for when to use the ‘Does not apply’ and ‘Data not available’ responses.” Guide to Using the
Data Collection Templates, 2024 Election Administration and Voting Survey (Nov. 5, 2024),
available at
https://eavsportal.com/Downloads/2024/2024%20EAVS%20Data%20Template%20User%20Gu
ide.pdf. Accordingly, I understand that these six counties did not provide data in response to
these questions because they did not track that information during the EAVS reporting period.

b. Question 2 — EAVS Question A12h

Question two from your July 10 letter stated:

No data was listed in the EAVS survey for Question A12h for California
regarding duplicate registrants who were removed from the statewide voter
registration database. Please provide a list of all duplicate registrants who were
removed from the statewide voter registration list including the date(s) of
removal. If they were merged or linked with another record, please provide that
information. Please explain California’s process for determining duplicates and
what happens to the duplicate registrations.

In my August 8 letter, my office produced various documents that were responsive to your
question regarding duplicates. As those documents reflect, California has no list of duplicate
registrants that were removed because all duplicates were merged. California provided this
information in response to Question 21 of the EAC’s 2024 Election Administration Policy
Survey. This practice of merging duplicates is consistent with almost three quarters of the
Nation’s states, as found in the 2024 EAVS Comprehensive Report (EAVS Report). EAVS
Report, at 154 (“In response to a 2024 Policy Survey item that covered this topic, 73.2% of states
reported merging records when a duplicate is found in their system.”).

The merging process occurs as follows: VoteCal, California’s federally compliant statewide
voter registration database, automatically runs voter-to-voter duplicate checks on new
registrations and updates to existing voter registrations. If a potential match (for example, the
same registrant, registered twice with different addresses) is determined, VoteCal notifies
relevant county elections officials for a potential match final determination. If the county
elections official determines that the records are a match based upon a variety of data points, the
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records are merged, and the most recent information is applied to the voter’s record. These steps
are outlined in Section 2.2 in the Guidance: EMS Messages linked in my August 8 letter.

c. Question 3 — EAVS Question O412c¢

Question three from your July 10 letter stated:

In the EAVS data for Question QAl2c, California had 378,349 voters (11.9
percent) removed because of death, which was well below the national average.
Please provide a list of all registrations that were canceled because of death.
Please explain California’s process for determining who is deceased and
removing them from the voter roll and when that occurs.

As required by California law, county elections official must cancel a voter’s registration record
upon their death. Cal. Elec. Code §§ 2201(a)(5), 2205. This requirement is implemented
through our VoteCal database. My office receives a weekly data file from CDPH, which is
processed through VoteCal and generates “Potential Deceased Match” messages. These
messages are then automatically sent to the county’s Election Management System (EMS) where
the potential deceased voter’s record resides.

Upon receipt of the “Potential Deceased Match” message, the county must review the voter
record and the associated deceased record and compare date of birth, name, and any other
information included to help verify a match. If the county verifies the match, a new EMS
message, “Deceased to Voter Pre-Cancellation,” is sent to the county to start the pre-cancellation
process. This process requires county clections officials to notify the possibly deceased
individuals 15 to 30 days before canceling their registration. That action triggers VoteCal to
send another message to the EMS, “Deceased Voter Cancellation.” If no response is received
within 15 days of sending the pre-cancellation notice, the county must respond to the “Deceased
Voter Cancellation” message on or after the 16th day of the pre-cancellation period and confirm
the cancellation.

In regard to your request for a list of all registrations that were canceled due to death, my office
can make this list available for public inspection, consistent with Section 8(i) of the NVRA, at

my office during regular business hours whenever DOJ makes an appointment.

d. Question 4 — EAVS Questions A10a-A10f

Question four from your July 10 letter stated: “Confirmation Notice data was missing in the
EAVS survey for Questions A10a through A10f for several counties in California. Please
provide the data for each county in California for Questions A10a through A10f.”

Twelve counties answered “data not available” or “valid skip” in response to A10a through

A10f. These questions concern specific data related to confirmation notices mailed to registered
voters, such as whether a notice was returned along with the specific reason it was returned.
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As the EAC makes clear in their guidance on completing the survey, “[i]f your state or
jurisdiction does not track data for an item, then you may select ‘Data not available’ as your
response. There are instructions throughout the survey that provide helpful advice and examples
for when to use the ‘Does not apply’ and ‘Data not available’ responses.” Guide to Using the
Data Collection Templates, 2024 Election Administration and Voting Survey (Nov. 5, 2024),
available at
https://eavsportal.com/Downloads/2024/2024%20EAVS%20Data%20Template%20User%20Gu
ide.pdf. Accordingly, I understand that these 12 counties did not provide data in response to
these questions because they did not track that information during the EAVS reporting period.

e. Question 5 — EAVS Report Change In Inactive Voters

Question five from your July 10 letter stated that “[t]he 2022 EAVS report contained 4,984,314
inactive voters, while the 2024 report contained 2,883,995. Please explain the reason for the
change in the number of inactive registrations for these years.”

In my August 8 letter, my office produced various documents that were responsive to your
question regarding the change in the number of inactive registrations between the 2022 EAVS
report and the 2024 EAVS report.

A change in the number of inactive voters may have various causes, including increased
participation in elections resulting in voters being removed from the inactive list, reregistration
by voters with updated address information, or the cancellation of previously-inactive
registrations. Additionally, another possible explanation is that the decrease in the number of
inactive voters between 2022 and 2024 resulted from amendments to state law made to conform
to the United States Supreme Court’s 2018 decision regarding the cancellation of voter
registrations under the NVRA, Husted v. A. Philip Randolph Inst., 584 U.S. 756 (2018).

As you know, the NVRA prohibits canceling a voter’s registration for failing to vote but allows
removal if a registrant has changed residences, albeit only after a qualifying notice has been sent
and certain conditions are thereafter satisfied. 52 U.S.C. § 20507(b)(2), (d)(1)(B). A qualifying
notice can be sent in response to information indicating that the registrant has moved out of state
or has moved and left no forwarding address. Cal. Elec. Code §§ 2221(a)(1), 2225(c). In
addition, the voter registration status for these registrants is updated to inactive. Cal. Elec. Code
§§ 2221(a)(1), 2225(f). At that point, if an inactive registrant fails to return the address
confirmation notice, does not offer or appear to vote in any election within the next two federal
general election cycles following the mailing of that notice, and does not notify a county
elections official of continued residency within California, the county elections official must
cancel the voter’s registration record. Elec. Code §§ 2225(c), 2226(b); 52 U.S.C. §§
21083(a)(4)(A), 20507(a)(4), (d)(3); Husted, 584 U.S. at 767. These procedures, codified in
Elections Code sections 2222 through 2226, are described in greater detail in the previously
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mentioned Chapter 4 of California’s NVRA Manual, entitled “Voter Registration Applications
and Voter List Maintenance.”

Previously, Elections Code section 2226 was permissive, allowing—but not requiring—removal
once section 8(d)(1)(B) requirements had been met. This reflects the California Legislature’s
prior understanding that such removals were permitted, but not mandatory, under the NVRA. In
Husted, the Supreme Court clarified that cancellation is mandatory under federal law. 584 U.S.
at 767. As of January 1, 2020, Elections Code section 2226, as amended, requires the
cancellation of registrations once all section 8(d)(1)(B) prerequisites have been satisfied. Cal
Stats. 2019, ch. 262, § 6. Thus, the difference in inactive voters between the 2022 and 2024
EAVS may reflect an increase in removal of inactive voters pursuant to changes in state law to
comply with the United States Supreme Court’s Husted decision.

/- Question 6 — Non-Citizenship Cancellations

Question six from your July 10 letter requested “[a] list of all registrations, including date of
birth, driver’s license number, and last four digits of Social Security Number, that were canceled
due to non-citizenship of the registrant.”

Under California law, local elections officials shall cancel a voter’s registration “[u]pon proof
that the person is otherwise ineligible to vote.” Cal. Elec. Code § 2201(a)(8). VoteCal does not
track whether a cancellation of a registrant’s record by county elections officials was specifically
due to their finding that the registrant was not a citizen. Accordingly, my office has no
responsive records to this request.

I111. DOJ Has Not Established Its Legal Authority to Request All Original and
Completed Voter Registration Applications

In your August 13 letter, you requested that I “provide all original and completed voter
registration applications submitted to the State of California from December 1, 2023, through
July 1, 2025, to the Justice Department by September 12, 2025.” Your letter does not identify
any authority for this sweeping request. To the extent you are relying on the Civil Rights Act of
1960 (CRA), that statute fails to support this request.

To make a valid request, the CRA requires that the Attorney General provide “a statement of the
basis and the purpose” of the demand. 52 U.S.C. § 20703. The only asserted purpose in your
August 13 letter is “to assist in [DOJ’s] determination of whether California’s list maintenance
program complies with the NVRA.” But evaluating California’s compliance with the NVRA’s
requirement that each State conduct a general program that makes a reasonable effort at
removing ineligible voters due to a change in address or death is far afield from the CRA’s aim.
The CRA was enacted to facilitate civil rights investigations related to the denial of the right to
vote, but you readily admit that you are not seeking voter registration applications for this
reason. You have also failed to state any basis for your demand. And you have not identified
any suspected violation of the NVRA or HAVA, much less one to which the requested voter
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registration applications would be relevant. No legitimate purpose is apparent for this
burdensome and voluminous request. Accordingly, your purported reliance on the CRA does not
establish the legal authority to demand the requested voter registration records, and my office
will not be making them available for your inspection.

Your request for further documents containing sensitive information of Californians suggests
that your aim is to create a system of records of California voters, which is subject to the Privacy
Act of 1974. 1 note that your office still has not answered the questions that I posed in my
August 21 letter to ensure that DOJ is following federal law and that the data of California voters
receives the full protections entitled by law.

In addition, it appears that your request for voter registration applications (and for the California
voter file) is governed by the e-Government Act of 2002, which requires the DOJ to complete a
privacy impact assessment prior to collecting this type of information about individuals. See
Pub. L. 107-347, 116 Stat. 2899, § 208. If you contend that your request complies with this Act,
please explain the basis for that position.

As California’s Chief Elections Officer, I am committed to complying with both state and federal
law to ensure that eligible voters’ rights to register and vote are protected. Hopefully, the
thorough explanation of our list maintenance practices and detailed responses to your questions
provided in this letter assuage any concerns your office may have about California’s list
maintenance program.

Respectfully,

/s/ Shirley N. Weber

Shirley N. Weber, Ph.D.
California Secretary of State
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From: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) [i (b)(6) 7]

Sent: 11/18/2025 6:50:41 PM

To: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) [i (b)(6) 1; Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) ! (b)(6) E

Subject: Re: DUE by COB - Status update on election related DOJ actions

Andrew, just landed in Charlotte. The highlighted portion is incorrect.i (b)(5)

~ (b)5)

Maureen S. Riordan

Senior Counsel

Acting Chief, Voting Section
Civil Rights Division

(b)(6)

From: Braniff, Andrew (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2025 1:17:00 PM

To: Riordan, Maureen (CRT) § (b)(6) i Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Subject: FW: DUE by COB - Status update on election related DOJ actions
Tim,

We got a request for the below information. (And also an update on Ohio). Could you start on the highlighted section. |
know we have to file California today. | will circulate a format with the above information you can check.

(b)(5)
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From: Kramer, Zachary (CRT) [{ (b)(6) i

Sent: 12/9/2025 10:18:58 PM

To: Osete, Jesus (CRT) [i (b)(6) 7]

Subject: FW: Sen. Padilla Voter Rolls letter

Attachments: Draft Response Letter to Sens. Padilla and Durbin.docx; 25.11.06 - Letter to AG Bondi re national voter database
FINAL.pdf

Hi Jesus,

Bumping this to the top of your inbox. Would you please let me know if | can give OLA the approval to send?
Best,

Zachary A. Kramer

Senior Counsel

U.S. Department of Justice | Civil Rights Division
950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20530

(b)(6)

From: Kramer, Zachary (CRT)

Sent: Tuesday, December 2, 2025 2:30 PM

To: Osete, Jesus (CRT) < (b)(6) >; Neff, Eric (CRT) < (b)(6) >
Subject: RE: Sen. Padilla Voter Rolls letter

OLA told me this afternoon that they plan on sending the response on their letterhead. Please see attached
for your review. | added their typical intro and outro.

Zachary A. Kramer

Senior Counsel

U.S. Department of Justice | Civil Rights Division
950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20530

Cell: (b)(6)

From: Osete, Jesus (CRT) < (b)(8) >
Sent: Monday, December 1, 2025 5:12 PM
To: Kramer, Zachary (CRT) < (b)(6) >; Neff, Eric (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Subject: Re: Sen. Padilla Voter Rolls letter

Can you please send it to me on letterhead?

CREW v. DOJ — CRT - 000513



Jesus A. Osete

Principal Deputy Assistant Attorney General
Civil Rights Division

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20579

(b)(6) i

: (b)(6) i

From: Kramer, Zachary (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Sent: Monday, December 1, 2025 4:42:00 PM

To: Neff, Eric (CRT) <i (b)(6) >: Osete, Jesus (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Subject: RE: Sen. Padilla Voter Rolls letter
Jesus,

| have incorporated some of Eric’s notes and updated my response to the letter received from Senators Padilla
and Durbin. Please see attached. If you are okay with it, | will forward to OLA.

Best,

Zachary A. Kramer

Senior Counsel

U.S. Department of Justice | Civil Rights Division
950 Pennsylvania Ave., NW

Washington, DC 20530

(b)(6)

From: Neff, Eric (CRT) <i (b)(8) >

Sent: Friday, November 21, 2025 4:23 PM

To: Kramer, Zachary (CRT) « (b)(6) S
Cc: Osete, Jesus (CRT) < (b)(8) >

Subject: RE: Sen. Padilla Voter Rolls letter

| think that is very good on its own. It is always sufficient to say “We will comply with all Federal law” and “See
our briefing on this matter.” Which is basically what that says. Always a good default.

If your office was inclined to reply in a little more depth or with a little more teeth, here are some possible
points in their letter you could expound on:

(b)(3)
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(b)(5)

These are just food for thought and probably not appropriate adds for this type of letter but | leave that to you
all to decide.

Eric

From: Kramer, Zachary (CRT) < (b)(6) >
Sent: Friday, November 21, 2025 3:02 PM

To: Neff, Eric (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Cc: Osete, Jesus (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Subject: Sen. Padilla Voter Rolls letter

Thanks, Eric.

Attached is the other letter we recelved from OLA. Thev expect us to draft a response to Senators Padilla and
Durbin. I’'m copying Jesus for visibility. (b)(5) i
them. CRT’s position can be found in various lawsuits and other letters they should have received. I'm thlnklng
we draft something simple saying the following:

(b)(5)

OLA may decide they want to make it sound more congenial. Thoughts?

Best,
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Zachary A. Kramer

Senior Counsel

U.S. Department of Justice | Civil Rights Division
Email:: (b)(6) E

Mobile: i (b)(6)

From: Neff, Eric (CRT) <i (b)(6) >
Sent: Friday, November 21, 2025 2:29 PM
To: Kramer, Zachary (CRT) « (b)(6) >

Subject: RE: Correspondence Tracker 11.17.2025

Looks good.

From: Kramer, Zachary (CRT) < (b)(6) >
Sent: Friday, November 21, 2025 2:22 PM

To: Neff, Eric (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Subject: FW: Correspondence Tracker 11.17.2025
Hey Eric!

Hope all is well. Jesus said | should forward the attached letters to you as you're the subject matter expert.
Please let me know if the draft response looks accurate so | can get OLA our respone.

Zachary A. Kramer

Senior Counsel

U.S. Department of Justice | Civil Rights Division
Email: ! (b)(6) ;

(b)(6) i
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Wnited States Dengte

WASHINGTON, DC 20510

November 6, 2025

The Honorable Pamela J. Bondi
Attorney General

U.S. Department of Justice

950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20530

Dear Attorney General Bondi:

We write to raise serious objections to the Department of Justice’s (the Department or DOJ)
ongoing efforts to force states to provide state voter rolls and private voter information to the
Department. We strongly oppose DOJ’s efforts to pursue litigation against states that have
refused to surrender unfettered access to their sensitive voter registration lists, which include
personally identifiable information (PII). We are especially concerned that these actions pose
serious risks to voter privacy and national security, and we stand with election officials who are
ready to fight back against misuse of the data in calls for baseless purges or meritless challenges
to election results.'

The Departmment Lacks Legal Authority to Force State Voter Purges and is Desperately Trying
to Implement the Legally Flawed Executive Order 14248

Regardless of President Trump’s attempted power grabs, the Constitution of the United States
makes clear that states and Congress have primacy over federal elections.” As such, when
Congress wrote and passed the National Voter Registration Act of 1993 (NVRA), 52 U.S.C. §
20510 et seq., and the Help America Vote Act (HAVA), 52 U.S.C. § 20901 et seq., it was
deliberate in entrusting the details of voter list management to the “discretion” of the states.’
This is well understood by bipartisan Secretaries of State and chief election officials across the
country who regularly conduct voter list maintenance according to state law.*

1 U.S. Dept. of Justice, Press Release, “Justice Department Sues Six States for Failure to Provide Voter Registration
Rolls,” (Sept. 25, 2025), https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/justice-department-sues-six-states-failure-provide-voter-
registration-rolls; U.S. Dept. of Justice, Press Release, “Justice Department Sues Oregon and Maine for Failure to
Provide Voter Registration Rolls,” (Sept. 16, 2025), https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/justice-department-sues-oregon-
and-maine-failure-provide-voter-registration-rolls.

2U.S. Const., art. I, § 4, cl. 1 (“The Times, Places, and Manner of holding Elections for Senators and
Representatives, shall be prescribed in each State by the Legislature thereof; but the Congress may at any time by
Law make or alter such Regulations, expect as to the Places of chusing Senators.”).

¥ See 52 U.S.C. § 21085 (“The specific choices on the methods of complying with the requirements of this
subchapter shall be left to the discretion of the State.”); see also 52 U.S.C. § 20507(a)(4) (“In the administration of
voter registration for elections for Federal office, each State shall conduct a general program that makes a reasonable
effort to remove the names of ineligible voters from the official lists of eligible voters . . . .”).

4 See Ltr. from Penn. Sec. of the Commonwealth to Asst. Atty. Gen. Harmeet K. Dhillon, Aug. 21, 2025 (“This
request, and reported efforts to collect broad data on millions of Americans, represent a concerning attempt to
expand the federal government’s role in our country’s electoral process.”), available at https:/www.abc27.com/wp-
content/uploads/sites/55/2025/08/d6124932-cc2a-4881-8a3¢e-8fffe667753¢.pdf; see also Lir. From Maine Sec. Of
State to Asst. Atty. Gen. Harmeet K. Dhillon, Sept. 8, 2025 (“In any event, DOJ’s correspondence has not set forth
any facts or allegations suggesting that Maine is not in compliance with HAVA. To the contrary, my letter of August
8, 2025, demonstrates Maine’s compliance with HAVA’s list-maintenance requirements.”), available at Maine
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Put simply, it is neither the Department’s job nor its skillset to micromanage how election
officials purge voters from state voter rolls. The Department claims that it is pursuing these
adversarial tactics pursuant to NVRA and HAVA, but its sweeping demands go far beyond the
statutes’ purpose of enabling federal oversight of state list-maintenance practices. The
Department is also invoking the Civil Rights Act of 1960, which was designed to prevent
deprivation of the right to vote and other discriminatory practices, to demand state voter files in
an unprecedented way.

DOJ appears to be driven by blind allegiance to the President’s unlawful and unconstitutional
Executive Order 14248. Of course, much of this executive order has been preliminarily enjoined
by federal courts, and these actions by the Department have likely now made additional sections
of the executive order ripe for review. The Department’s largely unsuccessful track record in
court with respect to the executive order, coupled with the Department’s most recent legally
suspect decisions, likely forecast similar findings by federal courts with respect to additional
provisions of the order. The Department should cease these unprecedented activities until the
legality of the executive order has been fully determined by the courts.

Demands for a National Voter Database Create Serious National Security and Privacy Risks

The Trump Administration’s demands for vast amounts of voter data, aggressive tactics, and the
greater potential for a centralized database of sensitive personal information pose an immense
cybersecurity risk. In 2017, the Presidential Advisory Committee on Election Integrity requested
that states provide voter records, including the names, addresses, birthdates, partial Social
Security numbers, party affiliation, conviction status and other data for every registered voter.’
Even then, bipartisan Secretaries of State and chief election officials pushed back against such
requests, citing concerns with providing confidential information,® and national security experts
cautioned “the bigger the database, the greater the payoff from a potential breach.”” Our
adversaries have attempted to undermine U.S. election integrity before, and the Department is
creating a new potential target for them to exploit.

On top of these serious security risks, the Department’s demands lack the necessary legal
transparency and pose a serious risk to Americans’ data privacy. The Department has failed to
issue or update any System of Records Notice (SORN) under the Privacy Act of 1974 or any
Privacy Impact Assessment (PIA) in connection with its ongoing efforts to obtain voter
registration list data from all 50 states.® These basic data management disclosures include what
data the Department is seeking, who has access to it, how the Department plans to secure it, and

Secretary of State response letter to DOJ 09082025 pdf.

* Jessica Taylor, Trump Dissolves Controversial Election Commission, NPR (Jan. 3, 2018),
https://www.npr.org/2018/01/03/575524512/trump-dissolves-controversial-election-commission.

8 See, How states are handling Trump s voter information requests, THE ASSOCIATED PRESS (Aug. 9, 2017),
available at https://apnews.com/general-news-2d43285492b94d859¢0544372aff87ef.

7 Maegan Vazquez, White House's planned voter database could be hacking target, experts warn, CNN (Dec. 5,
2017), https://www.cnn.com/2017/12/05/politics/election-integrity-cyber-security-experts-clapper.

8 Matt Cohen, Zachary Roth, DOJ Is Said to Plan to Contact All 50 States on Voting Systems, Democracy Docket
(July 29, 2025), https://www.democracvdocket.com/news-alerts/doj-is-said-to-plan-to-contact-all-50-states-on-
voting-systems/.
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what the Department plans on doing with it. If the Department’s motives are legitimate, then it
should follow legal requirements to notify Congress and the public about its activities and
provide full responses to congressional oversight requests. DOJ’s inexplicable failure to do so is
a troubling sign of incompetence, willful disregard of the law, or suspicious intent.

Despite the lack of public transparency, credible reports indicate that the Administration plans to
use sensitive state voter information to create a national voter database, without any direction
from Congress or guardrails on how the information in the database will be used.” Additional
reports found that the Administration has already run the information of more than 33 million
voters—Ilikely with the Department’s involvement—through the U.S. Department of Homeland
Security’s (DHS) Systemic Alien Verification for Entitlements (SAVE) database program.' In
fact, statements by official DOJ and DHS spokespeople have confirmed that the agencies are
“sharing information” to “scrub” state voter roll data so that it is “being screened for ineligible
voter entries.”"" Unfortunately, many of the voters who may be purged as a result of these actions
are unaware, given the lack of official information about which states have already handed over
voter data.

Federal Efforts to Urge Purges of Eligible American Voters are Unreliable and Based on
Conspiracy Theories, not Legitimate State and Local Election Administration Needs

The Department’s litigation efforts combined with DHS’s abuse of the SAVE program run the
serious risk of states purging voter rolls of eligible voters, even if doing so would violate state
and federal law. American citizens born before 1978 and naturalized citizens are the most at risk
from inaccuracies in the SAVE program.' In addition, the SAVE program may also generate
non-matches due to missing or inconsistent citizenship information for a variety of reasons,
including sloppy matching protocols and new errors introduced into the system by this
Administration and DOGE’s recent updates.

The Department is wasting significant time and energy on a dangerous “solution” in search of a
nearly non-existent problem rooted in election denial conspiracy theories. Voter fraud is
extremely rare, and noncitizen voting is even rarer, according to all available data."
Nevertheless, President Trump has continued to spread conspiracy theories about millions of
noncitizens voting in our elections and make false claims about how he would have won the
State of California three times despite losing it by a combined 12.5 million votes in the last three

? Devlin Barrett, Nick Corasaniti, Trump Administration Quietly Seeks to Build National Voter Roll, N.Y. TIMES
(Sept. 9, 2015), https:/www.nytimes.com/2025/09/09/us/politics/trump-voter-registration-data.html.

19 Jude Joffe-Block, Miles Park, 33 million voters have been run through a Trump Administration citizenship check,
NPR (Sept. 11, 2025), htips://www.npr.org/2025/09/10/nx-s1-5477367/save-election-citizenship-data-trump.

! Jonathan Shorman, DO.J is sharing state voter roll lists with Homeland Security, Stateline (Sept. 12, 2025),
https://stateline.org/2025/09/12/doj-is-sharing-state-voter-roll-lists-with-homeland-security/.

12 Jasleen Singh, Spencer Reynolds, Homeland Security’s “SAVE” Program Exacerbates Risks to Voters, BRENNAN
CTR. FOR JUST. (July 21, 2025), https://www.brennancenter.org/our-work/research-reports/homeland-securitys-save-
program-exacerbates-risks-voters.

BId.
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elections." The Administration’s few public justifications for this unprecedented interference in
state voter registration lists and purges of eligible voters echo the President’s election denial.

The Department’s claims of improving election administration are difficult to believe, given the
Administration’s lack of support for the critical resources that state and local election officials
actually need.” President Trump’s Fiscal Year 2026 Budget Request proposed a 40 percent cut
for the Election Assistance Commission and the complete elimination of its Election Security
Grants, along with the complete elimination of the Election Security Program at DHS’s
Cybersecurity Infrastructure Security Agency (CISA). Making matters worse, DOJ’s demands
and litigation against states will perversely divert time and resources away from the critical work
that those states are already doing to ensure the accuracy of their voter lists.

Importance of Full Responses to Congressional Oversight Requests

You and others in Department leadership have sworn an oath to support and defend the U.S.
Constitution, which unequivocally gives the states and Congress, not the Executive Branch,
authority over elections. The Department also has a constitutional responsibility to be responsive
to official congressional correspondence and oversight requests. As part of its written response to
this letter, we expect the Department to fully answer the following questions, along with
additional questions at a briefing.

A. Legal Authority:

(1) What specific constitutional and statutory authorities give DOJ the right to engage in
this unprecedented level of federal intrusion into state voter registration list
maintenance, including the effort to take possession of state voter registration lists
and voter PII?

(2) Why is DOJ seeking information such as political party registration, which is wholly
irrelevant to any legal inquiry?

(3) How is the Department in compliance with federal court injunctions on
implementation of E.O. 142487

(4) Please provide the names and titles of the relevant White House and Department of
Homeland Security officials with whom you consulted on this request for sensitive
voter information and any records or materials related to this consultation.

B. Privacy and National Security Risks:
(1) How is the Department complying with the Privacy Act of 1974 and its requirements
to notify the public and Congress about how records of individuals are collected,
maintained, used, and disseminated, along with other federal privacy requirements?

" See, Marshall Cohen, Daniel Dale, Fact check: 12 election lies Trump is using to set the stage to dispute a
potential 2024 defeat, CNN (Sept. 30, 2024), https://amp.cnn.com/cnn/2024/09/30/politics/fact-check-trump-
election-lies-2024, Mark Z. Barabak, A president who won't tell the truth about California may unfairly punish the
state, L.A. TIMES (Feb. 2, 2025), Daniel Dale, Fact check: Trump’s latest lies about California’s elections and mail-
in voting, CNN (Sept. 13, 2025), Fact check: Trump’s latest lies about California’s elections and mail-in voting.

B U.S. Dept. of Justice, Press Release, “Justice Department Sues Six States for Failure to Provide Voter Registration
Rolls,” (Sept. 25, 2025) (stating that “[e]very state has a responsibility to ensure that voter registration records are
accurate, accessible, and secure” and threatening states that they “will see this Department of Justice in court.”),
https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/justice-department-sues-six-states-failure-provide-voter-registration-rolls.
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(2) What safeguards are in place to protect state voter registration lists, including voter
PII, both from unauthorized use within the federal government and from external
data breaches?

(3) What damage could criminal organizations or adversarial foreign nations inflict with
unauthorized access to a national voter database?

(4) Please provide the names and titles of the relevant White House and Department of
Homeland Security officials with whom you consulted on this request for sensitive
voter information and any records or materials related to this consultation.

C. Risks of Voter Purges:

(1) The Civil Rights Division seems to have an interest in this data as a stalking horse
for other Divisions within the Department or for other federal agencies. How will
state voter data be used by the Department internally?

(2) How does the Department plan to share this information internally and with other
federal agencies?

(3) How will the Department ensure eligible voters are not misidentified for removal
from voter rolls as it runs 33 million voters and counting through new, unreliable,
and untested federal databases?

(4) Will the Department commit to not using this information to coerce states to purge
eligible voters via lawsuits or to challenge election results based on debunked
conspiracy theories?

(5) Please provide the names and titles of the relevant White House and Department of
Homeland Security officials with whom you consulted on this request for sensitive
voter information and any records or materials related to this consultation.

Given the unprecedented nature of these actions by the Department and the threat of voter purges
to millions of eligible American voters, we demand a thorough written response no later than
November 20, 2025. We also request a briefing for the Senate Rules and Judiciary Committees
on or before December 6, 2025, on the Department’s activities regarding state voter rolls ahead
of the 2026 midterm elections.

Sincerely,
]
m g 1Ce M
Alex Pddilla Richard J. Durbin
United States Senator United States Senator
Ranking Member, Committee Ranking Member, Senate
on Rules and Administration Committee on the Judiciary
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From: Kyle Kirkpatrick: (b)(6) i

Sent: 12/18/2025 3:17:29 PM

To: Wake, Brittany (CRT) [ (b)(6) 1; Neff, Eric (CRT) [ (b)(6) i
CC: Mellett, Timothy F (CRT); (b)(6)

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Full Voter Roll List MOU

Attachments: JEFS_External Users Agreement.pdf

Thank you, Brittany.

Attached is completed request form. Please let me know if anything additional is needed.

Kyle Kirkpatrick,
Assistant Secretary of
State

Elections DIVISIOI’I
Direct:

Mlchael Watson

S . TARY OF ST

Email:

5 (b)(6)
WWW.508.ms.gov

Confidentiality Notice: This electronic mail transmission (email) and all attachments are confidential and proprietary to the Office of the Secretary of
State and may be legally protected from disclosure and protected by the attorney-client privilege and other privileges. The information contained in and
attached to this email is intended for the exclusive use of the intended recipient. If you are not the intended recipient, this email is not intended for
transmission to you nor to be read, reviewed, used, copied, distributed, or received by any other unauthorized persons. If you have received this email
in error, please promptly delete it from your system without copying, reading, or disseminating it, and notify the sender by reply email to correct our
address records. Receipt by an unintended recipient does not waive attorney-client privilege, attorney work product privilege, or any other exemption
from disclosure.

From: Wake, Brittany (CRT}) (b)(6) i

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2025 8:13 AM

To: Neff, Eric (CRT) < (b)(6) >; Kyle Kirkpatricki (b)(6)
Cc: Mellett, Timothy F (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Subject: RE: Full Voter Roll List MOU

Good morning,

The attached form is required to provide access to the Justice Enterprise File Sharing (JEFS) system. On page
1, please fill out the following fields: First Name, Middle Initial, Last name, Organization/Company, Email

Address, Address, Zip code, Citizenship of (Country), and Phone number.

After reviewing the remaining pages, please check the box on page 1 regarding Rules of Behavior and sign
pages 5-7.

A separate form is required for each person intending to upload documents.
Please let us know if you have any questions.
Regards,

Brittany Wake
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Civil Rights Analyst
Voting Section

Civil Rights Division
Department of Justice

From: Neff, Eric (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2025 8:51 AM

To: KyleKirkpatricksos (Vendor) (b)(6) ! .

Cc: Wake, Brittany (CRT) <Brittany.Vi (b)(6) &3 'Hayes, Chris (CRT) ! (b)(6) > Mellett, Timothy F
(CRT) < (b)(6) >

Subject: RE: Full Voter Roll List MOU
Fantastic.

First step is to get in direct contact with Brittany Wake, who | have cc’ed here. She will assist in getting you
enrolled/signed up in JEFS.

Chris is our normal contact to assist in the actual technical aspects of the transfer itself. However, he is out
right now. Hence, | have cc’ed Tim, our Deputy Chief, who will reply with who will be the fill in IT contact until
Chris returns.

Thank you all!

From: Kyle Kirkpatrick i (b)(6)
Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2025 8:44 AM

To: Neff, Eric (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Full Voter Roll List MOU
Hey Eric,
We would like to request access to the JEFS to securely transmit the information.

Best,

Kyle Kirkpatrick,
Assistant Secretary of State
Electlons DIVISIOh

Mlchael Watson

*TARY OF STAT

Confidentiality Notice: This electronic mail transmission (email) and all attachments are confidential and proprietary to the Office of the Secretary ot
State and may be legally protected from disclosure and protected by the attorney-client privilege and other privileges. The information contained in and
attached to this email is intended for the exclusive use of the intended recipient. If you are not the intended recipient, this email is not intended for
transmission to you nor to be read, reviewed, used, copied, distributed, or received by any other unauthorized persons. If you have received this email in
error, please promptly delete it from your system without copying, reading, or disseminating it, and notify the sender by reply email to correct our address
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records. Receipt by an unintended recipient does not waive attorney-client privilege, attorney work product privilege, or any other exemption from
disclosure.

From: Neff, Eric (CRT) <i (b)(6) >
Sent: Tuesday, December 9, 2025 3:15 PM
To: Kyle Kirkpatrick : (b)(6)

Cc: Secretary <Secretary@sos.ms.gov>
Subject: RE: Full Voter Roll List MOU

Copy thanks

From: Kyle Kirkpatrick <Kyle.Kirkpatrick@sos.ms.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, December 9, 2025 4:13 PM

To: Neff, Eric (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Cc: Secretary <Secretary@sos.ms.gov>

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Full Voter Roll List MOU

No apologies necessary. | believe it was just recently set. And | misspoke- it will be on the 15th.

Kyle Kirkpatrick,

Assistant Secretary of State
Elections

Direct:

Mlchael Watson

SECRETARY OF STAT

— ©)®) i
WWW.S05.Ms.gov

Confidentiality Notice: This electronic mail transmission (email) and all attachments are confidential and proprietary to the Office of the Secretary of State and may be
legally protected from disclosure and protected by the attorney-client privilege and other privileges. The information contained in and attached to this email is intended
for the exclusive use of the intended recipient. If you are not the intended recipient, this email is not intended for transmission to you nor to be read, reviewed, used,
copied, distributed, or received by any other unauthorized persons. If you have received this email in error, please promptly delete it from your system without copying,
reading, or disseminating it, and notify the sender by reply email to correct our address records. Receipt by an unintended recipient does not waive attorney-client

privilege, attorney work product privilege, or any other exemption from disclosure.

From: Neff, Eric (CRT) <i (b)(6) >
Sent: Tuesday, December 9, 2025 3:10 PM
To: Kyle Kirkpatrick < (b)(6)

Cc: Secretary <Secretary@sos.ms.gov>
Subject: RE: Full Voter Roll List MOU

Thank you. I'll make sure | get updates from our front office next time.

From: Kyle Kirkpatrick (b)(6) >
Sent: Tuesday, December 9, 2025 4:09 PM
To: Neff, Eric (CRT) < (b)(6) >

Cc: Secretary <Secretary@sos.ms.gov>
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Re: Full Voter Roll List MOU

Good afternoon,

Secretary Watson has a meeting with Assistant Attorney General Dhillon to discuss the MOU on December 16th.
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Best,

Kyle Kirkpatrick,
Assistant Secretary of State
Electlons

Michael Watson

SECRETARY OF STAT

WWW.S0S8.Ms.gov

Confidentiality Notice: This electronic mail transmission (email) and all attachments are confidential and proprietary to the Office of the Secretary of State and may be
legally protected from disclosure and protected by the attorney-client privilege and other privileges. The information contained in and attached to this email is intended
for the exclusive use of the intended recipient. If you are not the intended recipient, this email is not intended for transmission to you nor to be read, reviewed, used,
copied, distributed, or received by any other unauthorized persons. If you have received this email in error, please promptly delete it from your system without copying,
reading, or disseminating it, and notify the sender by reply email to correct our address records. Receipt by an unintended recipient does not waive attorney-client
privilege, attorney work product privilege, or any other exemption from disclosure.

From: Neff, Eric (CRT) < (b)(6) >
Sent: Tuesday, December 9, 2025 3:01 PM
To: Kyle Kirkpatrick (b)(6) ;

Cc: Secretary <Secretary@sos.ms.gov>
Subject: RE: Full Voter Roll List MOU

Mr. Kirkpatrick,

| am following up on this correspondence from a week ago. If | have missed any reply or attempts to reach
me, please let me know. If | do not hear anything by end of day today, the DOJ will take that as a refusal to
comply.

Thanks,
Eric

From: Neff, Eric (CRT) <i (b)(6) >

Sent: Tuesday, December 2, 2025 9:54 AM

To: KyleKirkpatricksos (Vendor) i (b)(6) i
Cc: secretary@sos.ms.gov

Subject: Full Voter Roll List MOU

Mr. Kirkpatrick:

| am the new point of contact for Voter Roll Maintenance communication. Please see the attached proposed
MOU from the Department of Justice. This MOU in our opinion satisfies all reasonable concerns regarding
privacy and data security. This MOU includes a request for compliance within 7 days of receipt of this
communication. Compliance requires providing all records requested in previous communications with your
Department, most notably our August 14 letter, which | have attached for your reference.

We appreciate your initial responses to this request, the latter of which | have attached as well. We expect this
MOU will satisfy those concerns. Please do not hesitate to contact me with any questions or concerns.

Best,
Eric

CREW v. DOJ — CRT - 000525



Eric Neff

Trial Attorney

Civil Rights Division
Department of Justice
150 M St. NE, Ste. 8-139
_Washington, DC 20002

(b)(6)

Cell: (b)(6)
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Civil Rights Division, Justice Enterprise File Sharing System (JEFS)
Account Request and Approval Form
Non-Civil Rights Division User

JEFS Account Request Form for External non-DOJ Users

Account Type: | @ User (JEFS - Application Users) JEFS is strictly for Department of Justice (DOJ) official business.
DOJ Staff Name (Sponsor) Date of Request

Eric Neff 12/18/2025
Request Type: User Account & Grant or Modify Access € Remove Access
Request Type: Folder @ Grant or Modify Access € Remove Access

NOTE:

Please include any additional information here. (special instructions, folder name(s), etc.)

2025 List Maintenance- MS

External User Information To be checked by Account User:
intieme pligel i) e X | have read and agree to abide by the Rules of Behavior
Kyle B Kirkpatrick as described in the attached pages.
Organization / Company Email Address
Mississippi Secretary of State (b)(6)
Address (Street, City, State) Zip code
401 Mississippi St., Jackson, MS 39201
Sponsoring Component Citizenship of (Country) Phone Number
Dnited Siaes Hi_(b)e)

Approving Official (Component DSO or Manager)

Name (Print or Type) Title

Approver Signature

Approving Official JEFS (To be signed by JEFS Support Team)

Name (Print or Type) Title

Approver Signature

Justice Enterprise File Sharing System (JEFS) - Non-Civil Rights -v. 1 Page 1 of 7
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Civil Rights Division, Justice Enterprise File Sharing System (JEFS)
Account Request and Approval Form
Non-Civil Rights Division User

JEFS Account Request Form for External non-DOJ Users

Terms and Conditions
Department of Justice (DOJ), Civil Rights Division Terms and Conditions for JEFS Users

Introduction

The intent of the Terms and Conditions is to summarize for you, a user of DOJ Information Technology resources, the applicable laws and requirements from various Federal and
DOJ documents. These include, but are not limited to, the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) Circular A-130, OMB M-17-12, OMB M-16-24, DOJ Order 2640.2 (series), DOJ
Order 2740.1 (series), and the DOJ Cybersecurity Standard.

To remain compliant with all applicable Federal laws, regulations, and DOJ Standards, the Department reserves the right to update these terms and conditions at any time.
Please direct all questions relating to the terms and conditions to your Point of Contact (POC) or the Litigation Support Group Case Manager.

Who is covered by these rules?

These rules apply to Litigation Consultants, Expert Witnesses, Mediators, and Non-Civil Rights Division Users providing services to DOJ. They also apply to any other persons using
DOJ Information Technology or accessi<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>