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MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM ORDER

Contestant hereby moves for relief from judgment on the following grounds
permitted by Rule 60(a) and Rule 60(b)(2), (6). This Motion is supported by the following
Memorandum of Points and Authorities.

MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES

I. INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to ARCP 60(a) and Rule 60(b)(2),(6), Plaintiff Kari Lake respectfully
moves for relief from the Court’s Under Advisement Ruling (the “Order”) dated May 15,
2023 limiting Plaintiff’s claims pled at Count III (Sigrmature Verification) to violations of
AR.S. § 16-550 only at levels 2 and 3 of Madsicopa’s signature verification process.
Specifically, the Court held that Plaintiff alieged only that Maricopa failed to perform
“ANY steps to comply with level 2 orlevel 3 screening or notification of electors to cure
ballots where level 1 screeners found signatures were inconsistent.” Order at 3. The Court
held that: “Lake has narrowed her claim to that complained of in Reyes, and she must
demonstrate at trial-‘pursuant to her concessions that Maricopa County’s higher level
signature reviewers conducted no signature verification or curing and in so doing had
systematically failed to materially comply with the law.”

As discussed below, the Complaint pleads violations at all levels of signature
verification, and is not limited to levels 2 and 3. See, e.g., Complaint §14-16, 45-46, 149.
In addition, Plaintiff’s expert, Erich Speckin, cited data recently produced by Maricopa
pursuant to a public records request (PRR #1482) as one of the bases for his expert opinions

in Exhibit B to Plaintiff’s Expert Disclosure Statement. That data consists of 1,416,520
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records relating timestamp log data concerning Maricopa’s signature verification in the
2022 General Election. Continued analysis of this complex timestamp log data since May
12, 2023 revealed information relevant to Speckin’s expert opinions previously disclosed
in Exhibit B. The additional data does not add another expert opinion, does not change
Speckin’s previously disclosed expert opinion, and does not identify new materials as a
basis for Speckin’s opinions.
Speckin has continued to analyze this voluminous data for information relevant to

his previously disclosed opinions in preparation for trial scheduled to begin May 17, 2023.
This data shows:

a. There were 731,835 instanecés when the evaluation of the signature was
made in less than or equal to 5 seconds perisignature verification;

b. There were 615425 instances when the evaluation of the signature was
made in less than or equal to 4 seconds per signature verification;

C. There were 465,259 instances when the evaluation of the signature was
made in less than or equal to 3 seconds per signature verification;

d. There were 274,319 instances when the evaluation of the signature was
made in less than or equal to 2 seconds per signature verification; and

e. There were 70,839 instances when the evaluation of the signature was
made in less than or equal to 1 second per signature verification.

Speckin’s opinion that: “signature verification was either not performed at all, or was

simply clicking through images without conducting a signature comparison” remains

unchanged. As discussed below, this new evidence warrants relief from the Order under
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Rule 60(b)(2) and (6) to permit Plaintiff to show evidence that certain level 1 signature
verification workers were also violating A.R.S. § 16-550, as alleged in the Complaint, and
simply clicking through hundreds of thousands of signatures without conducting any
verification.

II. BASIS FOR RELIEF FROM JUDGMENT

Lake seeks relief from Order based on mistake and new evidence produced by
Maricopa in the form of time stamp log data for all levels of signature verification workers.
See ARCP 60(a), 60(b)(2). She also seeks relief under the equitable “catch-all” for “other
reason[s] justifying relief.” See ARCP 60(b)(6).

A. Mistake under Rule 60(a)

The Court held that Plaintift alleged only that Maricopa failed to perform “ANY
steps to comply with level 2 or level 3 screening or notification of electors to cure ballots
where level 1 screeners found,signatures were inconsistent.” Order at 3. However, the
Complaint pleads violations’ at all levels of signature verification 1i.e., level 1 as well as
levels 2 and 3. See~Complaint at 9 14-16, 45-46, 51-53, 149 (“incorporate[ing] the
foregoing paragraphs as if fully set forth herein.”).

In addition, the Complaint pleads a consistent factual bases for this Court to find that
Maricopa’s misconduct in the 2022 general election with respect to levels 1, 2, and 3, and
that 130,520 ballots would fail as egregious mismatches and another 167,176 2022 ballots
would fail Maricopa’s signature-verification process. That is a total of 297,696 ballots that

should have been rejected in the signature-verification process (i.e., 22.695% of the
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1,311,734 early ballots received in 2022).! Plaintiff also cited this same information in her
Opposition to Defendants’ Motions to Dismiss at 8.

In short, the plain language of the Complaint does not limit Plaintiff’s claims to
failures at levels 2 and 3 of Maricopa’ signature verification process. Nor did Plaintiff argue
anything different in her Opposition to Defendants® Motions to Dismiss as discussed above.

B. New evidence produced by Maricopa warrants relief from the Order
under Rule 60(b)(2)

Motions for relief from orders based on newly discovered evidence must meet three
criteria:

(1) the newly discovered evidence could nothave been discovered before the

granting of judgment despite the exercise of due diligence, (2) the evidence

would probably change the result of the litigation, and (3) the newly
discovered evidence was in existence-at the time of the judgment.

Boatman v. Samaritan Health Servs.;inc., 168 Ariz. 207, 212 (App. 1990); In re Cruz,
516 B.R. 594, 605 (B.A.P. 9th Cir. 2014) (citing Jones v. Aero/Chem Corp., 921 F.2d 875,
878 (9th Cir. 1990)) (samey; Fantasyland Video, Inc. v. Cnty. of San Diego, 505 F.3d 996,
1005 (9th Cir. 2007

Here, the new evidence produced by Maricopa identified as PRR #1482 relates to
complex voluminous timestamp log data for all Maricopa’s signature verification workers

employed during the 2022 general election. Maricopa did not produce this data until April

! Declaration of Shelby Busch at g9 20(a)-(b) attached as Ex. 12 to the Olsen Declaration.
“[A] “copy of a written instrument which is an exhibit to a pleading is a part thereof for all
purposes.’” Steinberger v. McVey, 234 Ariz. 125, 131 (App. 2014) (citing Arizona Rule of
Civil Procedure 10(c)).
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26, 2023, and it was not available for Plaintiff’s expert, Erich Speckin, to review until May
12, 2023.

As set forth in greater detail in the Declaration of Chris Handsel, PRR #1482 relates
to information Maricopa produced in response to a public records request by We The People
AZ Alliance (“WPAA”) submitted to Maricopa pursuant to A.R.S. Section 39-131 et seq.
on February 03, 2023. The data sought from Maricopa in PRR #1482, among other things,
included timestamp log data related to signature review for the 2022 General Election
conducted by Maricopa’s level 1, 2, and 3 signature review personnel. Between February
3, 2023 and May 4, 2023, Handsel had to engage in nitmerous follow on discussions with
Maricopa to obtain responsive information as-the County repeatedly delayed producing
data. Handsel Decl. 4 6-7, 12 attached as,Exhibit A.

Though Maricopa finally provided a voluminous data file consisting of 1,416,520
records on April 26, 2023, it was not until May 4, 2023 that Handsel received information
from Maricopa qualifyisg the content of the data. /d. q 6(j). This data has taken, and
continues to take, significant time to analyze. /d. 9 6(k), 10. On May 8§, 2022, the Court
ordered expert disclosures to be submitted on Thursday, May 11, 2023 but permitted
Plaintiff to submit her expert disclosure by 5:00pm, Friday May 12, 2023.

Prior to May 12, 2023, Speckin was not available to fully analyze the time stamp log
data related to PRR #1482 produced just two weeks before. See Speckin Decl. 9 4-8
attached as Exhibit B. Speckin has continued to analyze this voluminous data for
information relevant to his previously disclosed opinions in preparation for trial scheduled

to begin May 17, 2023.
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Plaintiff previously disclosed the existence of this data as a basis of Speckin’s
opinion on May 12, 2023. Maricopa is also the producer of this information, which is in its
possession, custody, and control. Maricopa is thus fully aware of the nature and import of
this data. Plaintiff is also making this supplemental disclosure as soon as reasonably
possible in light of Maricopa’s late production. Thus, Defendants will not be prejudiced by
this supplement.

C. Equitable Reasons under Rule 60(b)(6)

Generally, the catch-all provision in Rule 60(b)(6) applies only when one of the other
five provisions of Rule 60(b) do not apply:

To obtain relief under Rule 60(c) (6), ..ca party must make two showings.

First, the reason for setting aside the judgment or order must not be one of the

reasons set forth in the five precedirig clauses. Second, the “other reason”

advanced must be one that justifi¢srelief. Furthermore, the subsection applies

only when our systemic comniitment to finality of judgments is outweighed

by “‘extraordinary circumstances of hardship or injustice.”” Id. (quoting
Webb, 134 Ariz. at 187,655 P.2d at 11).

Panzino v. City of Phoenix, 196 Ariz. 442, 444-45 (2000) (internal quotation marks,
citations, and alterations omitted, emphasis in original). But Arizona’s “jurisprudence
[under Rule 60(b)(6)] is not a model of clarity or consistency,” Gonzalez v. Nguyen, 243
Ariz. 531, 534 (2018), and courts have found Rule 60(b)(6) to apply even in addition to
the other provisions in Rule 60(b): “even when relief might have been available under one
of the first five clauses ..., this does not necessarily preclude relief under clause (6) if the
motion also raises exceptional additional circumstances” warranting “relief in the interest
of justice.” Amanti Elec., Inc. v. Engineered Structures, Inc., 229 Ariz. 430, 433 (App.

2012). See Reynolds v. Sims, 377 U.S. 533, 562 (1964) (““the political franchise of voting’




12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

[is] ““a fundamental political right, because preservative of all rights’”) (quoting Yick Wo
v. Hopkins, 118 U.S. 356, 370 (1886)).

Here, given the circumstances described above, equitable reasons justify relief from
the Order limiting the evidence to levels 2 and 3.

D. Timeliness under Rule 60(c¢)(1)

The timing of Lake’s motion is reasonable under the circumstances and is brought
within hours of the Court’s Order.

1. CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, Plaintiff respectfully réquests that the court grant her relief
from the Order limiting Plaintiff’s claims to viclations of A.R.S. § 16-550 exclusively to

levels 2 and 3, and also allow the inclusion of timestamp log data referenced in PRR.

Date: May 16, 2023 Respectfully submitted
/s/Bryan James Blehm
Kurt B. Olsen (admitted pro hac vice) Bryan James Blehm, Ariz. Bar #023891
Olsen Law PC Blehm Law PLLC
1250 Connecticut Av¢. NW, Ste. 700 10869 N. Scottsdale Rd., Suite 103-256
Washington, DC 20036 Scottsdale, Arizona 85254
Tel: 202-408-7025 Tel: 602-753-6213
Email: ko@olsenlawpc.com Email: bryan@blehmlegal.com

Counsel for Plaintiff-Contestant
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Bryan James Blehm, Ariz. Bar No. 023891
Blehm Law PLLC

10869 N. Scottsdale Rd., Suite 103-256
Scottsdale, Arizona 85254

(602) 752-6213

bryan@blehmlegal.com

Kurt Olsen, D.C. Bar No. 445279
admitted pro hac vice

OLSEN LAW, P.C.

1250 Connecticut Ave., NW, Suite 700

Washington, DC 20036

(202) 408-7025

ko@olsenlawpc.com

Attorneys for Contestant/Plaintiff

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ARIZONA
IN AND FOR MARICOPA COUNTY

KARI LAKE,
Contestant/Plaintift;,

VS.

KATIE HOBBS, personally as Contestee;
ADRIAN FONTES in his official capacity

as the Secretary of State; et al.,

Defendants.

No. CV2022-095403
[PROPOSED] ORDER

(ASSIGNED TO HON. PETER
THOMPSON)

On considering Plaintiff Kari Lake’s Motion for Relief from Order, the Court finds

that the motion is well taken and it is hereby

ORDERED that Plaintiff’s Motion for Relief from Order and is GRANTED;

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Count III includes alleged violations of A.R.S.

§ 16-550 by level 1 signature verification workers, and the timestamp log data in PRR




12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28

#1482, detailing the number of signatures verified in less than or equal 5 seconds, may be
used by Speckin in his expert opinion;
SO ORDERED.

Dated: , 2023

PETER A. THOMPSON
SUPERIOR COURT JUDGE
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Bryan James Blehm, Ariz. Bar No. 023891
Blehm Law PLLC

10869 N. Scottsdale Rd., Suite 103-256
Scottsdale, Arizona 85254

(602) 752-6213

bryan@blehmlegal.com

Kurt Olsen, D.C. Bar No. 445279
admitted pro hac vice

OLSEN LAW, P.C.

1250 Connecticut Ave., NW, Suite 700

Washington, DC 20036

(202) 408-7025

ko@olsenlawpc.com

Attorneys for Contestant/Plaintiff

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE STATE OF ARIZONA
IN AND FOR MARICOPA COUNTY

KARI LAKE,
Contestant/Plaintift;,

VS.

KATIE HOBBS, personally as Contestee;
ADRIAN FONTES in his official capacity

as the Secretary of State; et al.,

Defendants.

No. CV2022-095403
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

(ASSIGNED TO HON. PETER
THOMPSON)

I certify that, on May 16, 2023, I electronically filed with the Arizona Superior Court

for Maricopa County, using the AZ Turbo Court e-filing system, Plaintiff Kari Lake’s

Motion for Relief from Order, And Supporting Memorandum of Points and Authorities. On

that date, I also caused a copy of the same to be emailed to:
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Honorable Peter Thompson

Maricopa County Superior Court

c/o Sarah Umphress
sarah.umphress@jbazmc.maricopa.gov

Alexis E. Danneman

Austin Yost

Samantha J. Burke

Perkins Coie LLP

2901 North Central Avenue
Suite 2000

Phoenix, AZ 85012
adanneman@perkinscoie.com
ayost@perkinscoie.com
sburke@perkinscoie.com
Attorneys for Defendant Katie Hobbs

and

Abha Khanna*

ELIAS LAW GROUP LLP

1700 Seventh Avenue, Suite2100
Seattle, WA 98101
akhanna@elias.law

Telephone: (206) 656-0177

and

Lalitha [D. Madduri*

Christina Ford*

Elena A. Rodriguez Armenta*

ELIAS LAW GROUP LLP

250 Massachusetts Ave NW, Suite 400
Washington, D.C. 20001
Imadduri@elias.law

cford@elias.law
erodriguezarmenta@elias.law
Attorneys for Defendant Katie Hobbs

and
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Craig A. Morgan

SHERMAN & HOWARD, LLC

201 East Washington Street, Suite 800

Phoenix, Arizona 85004
cmorgan@shermanhoward.com

Attorney for Defendant Secretary of State Adrian Fontes

and

Sambo Dul

STATES UNITED DEMOCRACY CENTER

8205 South Priest Drive, #10312

Tempe, Arizona 85284
bo@statesuniteddemocracycenter.org

Attorney for Defendant Secretary of State Adrian Fontes

and

Thomas P. Liddy

Joseph La Rue

Joseph Branco

Karen Hartman-Tellez

Jack L. O’Connor

Sean M. Moore

Rosa Aguilar

Maricopa County Attorney’s Office
225 West Madison St.

Phoenix, AZ 85003
liddyt(@mcao.maricopa.gov
laruej(@mcao.maricopa.gov
brancoj@mcao.maricopa.gov
hartmank@mcao.maricopa.gov
oconnorj@mcao.maricopa.gov
moores(@mcao.maricopa.gov
aguilarr@mcao.maricopa.gov
Attorneys for Maricopa County Defendants

and

Emily Craiger

The Burgess Law Group

3131 East Camelback Road, Suite 224
Phoenix, Arizona 85016
emily@theburgesslawgroup.com
Attorneys for Maricopa County Defendants

3
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/s/Brvan James Blehm

Bryan James Blehm
Counsel for Plaintiff-Contestant Kari Lake




EXHIBIT A



DECLARATION OF ERICH SPECKIN

1, Exich Speckin, hereby declare as follows under penalty of perjury:

1.

2.

I am over the age of 18 and competent to make this declaration.

I am a citizen of the United States and of the State of Florida. ’

I reside in Pembroke Pines, Florida. .

I was first contacted by tha Plaintiff’s counsel on April 16, 2023.
I was formally retained in this matter en May 1,2023.

From April 17, 2023, to May 12, 2023 T was out of the office for a previously scheduled
work commitment. I had very limited availability during that time but was able to speak
with Plaintiff’s counsel on some evenings and weekends.

Oanriday, May 12, 2023, I viewed the data obtained through PRR #1482 also identified

in Plaintiff’s Expert Disclosure of my expért opinions.

Complete analysis of this voluminouz data could not be completed prior to 5:00 p.m.

Friday, May 12, 2023. Further analysis of this data allowed me to ascertain the amount of

time spent by each worket to review each ballot envelope for signature verification, and
to diaw conclusions.

The evaluation time per envelope signature. examined was derived from the provided date
time stam;i for each evaluation and then filtered by time of:

a. 'le.ss than or-equal to 5 seconds per signature Veriﬁcaiion,

b. less than or equal to 4 sei;onds per signature verification,

c. less than or equal to 3 seconds per signature verification,

d. lessthan or equal to 2 seconds per signature verification, and

¢. lessthan or equal to 1 second per signature verification. =



10.  The data shows that: |

a. There were 731,835 instances when the evaluation of the signature was made in less

| “than or equal to 5 seconds per signature verification,

b. There were 615,425 instgnces when the evaluation of the signaturé was made in less
than or equal to 4 seconds per signature verification,

¢. There were 465,259 instances when the evaluation of the si;nature was made in less
than or equal to 3 seconds per signature verification,

d. There were 274,319 instances when the evaluation of the signature was made in less
than or equal to 2 seconds per signature verification, and

¢. There were 70,839 instances when the evaluationof the signature was made in less

than or equal to 1 seconds per signature verification.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the above is true an,

Signed:

Erich Speckit—m-

Date: /é /"‘/"f/ 9'0013




EXHIBIT B



DECLARATION OF CHRIS HANDSEL

I, Chris Handéel,_ hereby declare as follows under penalty of perjury:

1. I am over the age of 18 and competent {o make this declaration.
2. I am a citizen of the United States and of the State of Arizona.
3. I reside in Tolleson, Arizona.

4. I serve as “Data and Technology Director,” for the “We the People AZ Alliance.”
| (“WTP”).

S - As described below, on February 3, 2023, I submitted a public records request to
Maricopa County pursuant to A.R.S. Section 39-131 et seq., seeking signature
verification log records for the 2022 General Electionconducted by the Level 1, 2, and 3
signature review perscinnél. |

6.  From February 3, 2023 to May 12, 2023, WTP, acting pursuant to A.R.S. Section 39-131
et seq., sent at least six separate cominunications and requests to the Maricopa County,
Public Records Custodian (“Maticopa™), and received at least six reéponses from
Maricopa. To this day, Maiicopa has still not provided all of the requested information.
Detail regarding those communications is as follows:
a. On February 3, 2023, WTP sent a public records request, pursuant to A.R.S. Section
| ~39-131 ét seq., to Maricopa County Recorder’s Office, Elections Division |
(“MCTEC”) (Attached hereto as Exhibit A.) The letter requested:
A list of all ballot affidavit envelopes reviewed eﬁ: Level 1 Signature .
Verification for the November, 2022 General Election. This list should

include: Voter 1D, Unique Identifier for the worker performing the Signature
Verification, date and time stamp of the review, review disposition;

A list of all ballot affidavit envelopes reviewed at Level 2 and Level 3
(Managers' Queue) Signature Verification, including arecord of each time each
envelope was reviewed at these levels for the November, 2022 General
Election. This list should include: Voter ID, Unique Worker Identifier, Unique



Identifier for the worker performing the Signature Verlﬁcatlon date and time
stamp of the review, review disposition;

A list of all ballot affidavit envelopes sent back to Level 1 for review, after
having been reviewed at any Managers' Queue review level for the November,
2022 General Election. This list should include: Voter ID, Unique Identifier
for the worker performing the Signature Verification, date and time stamp of
the review, review disposition; and

List of all ballot affidavit envelopes that went to Curing, including a record of
cach attempt to cure for the November, 2022 General Flection. This list should
include: Voter ID, Unique Identifier for the worker attempting the cure, date
and time stamp of the attempted cure, curing method atiempted, disposition of
the attempted cure.

On February 6, 2023, The Maricopa County, Public ‘Records Custodian
acknowledged receipt of our February 3, 2023 request-and stated that they were
“required to promlﬁtly respoﬁd to public record requests. Our response dependson
the scope of the request and the resources necessary 10 process your request.” Id.l

On March 10, 2023 Maricopa emalled WTP and partlally responded to the request.

Id.

On March 22, 2023 WTP- responded to Maricopa’s incomplete and inadequate

production and provided extensive detail in again seeking the data. Id.
On March 27, 2023, Maricopé replied, but WTP’s i'equest remained unfilled. /d.

On April 18, 2023, WTP provided extensive detail in again seeking full production

“in response to the request. Id.

On April 26, 2023, Maricopa produced additional documents in response to

WTP’s request, but such response remained incomplete. Id.

On May 3, 2023, WTP again wrote to Maricopa stating that their response waé

' MCPRC uses PRR#1482 to refer to WTP’s public records request and numbered it as such to me by email on
February 7, 2023.



10.°

11. .

“incrementally closer to answering our original request” but remained incomplete

for us to conduct reliable analysis relative to all of the topics in the PRR1482 Id.

i. On May 4, 2023, at 2:21 p.m. Maricopa said that WTP’s request was received,

referred, and was being worked on. Id.

j. - OnMay 4, 2023, at 3:47 p.m. Maricopa responded to WTP providing more detail
which allowed me to begin my analysis of the data, but not a complete response

to the request. /d.

k. On May 5, 2023, WTP responded to Maricopa stating that a portion of their
response “makes sense” but requested information including completion of a table
of data, and the opportunity to view and. image certain data. 7d.

To this day, Maricopa has partiélly produced some responsive data, but WTP has still

not received everything that we requested on February 3, 2023.

As result of the above correspondence, on April 29, 2023 at 8:53 p.m., I beganto -

download the data that was provided to us on Aprﬂ-26, 2@23.

a. The file has 1,416,520 records.

b. The-file size is 60.7 MB.

¢. [t has four columns of data.

When I first received the April 26 data, I thought it was incomplete because it did not

have the fifth column that I requested. |

The file takes a tremendous amount of time to analyze, understand and determine what

‘types of reports to run.

On May 8, 2023, less than one week ago, the Court set a trial to begin on May 17, 2023.



12.  Even though, Maricopa has still not provided me all of the data I requested, the more I
analyzed the data the more I fea.lized that it could be relevant to issues in the trial. For the
last few days, I have been using database tools to parse, summarize, and more deeply
-ana_lyze the available information to determine what meaning it contains.

13. . I also spoke with Erick Speckin, Plaintiff Kari Lake’s expert, on May 12, 2023 regarding
the scope, application, and relationship of this data to topics that Mr. Speckin on Wilich is
being offered to testify.

14, Ihave worked diligently to analyze this voluminous data and continue to do so.

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

Signed: 4 é - %42

- Chnis Handsel =

Date: 5/15/.25
7z
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IT ‘A”



Lofiz

Re: Open Record Request: 1478, 1482

Subject: Re: Open Record Request; 1478, 1482
From: "FOIA Requests" <Foia@wethepeopleazalliance.com>

‘Date: 5/12/2023, 9:54 PM

To: "PRR (MCRO)" <prr@risc.maricopa.gov>

‘Good evening MC Public Records Custodian,

Thank you for this guidance. We have come to understand that PRRs are not the forum for simply
dsking guestions. We appreciate your patience with our process,

Thank you also foryour response to our request for documents related to the Curing process in the
2022 Midterm Election. We are ready for our first rolling appointment at your first availability. We
expect to bring the capability to scan up to 10,000 documents per hour.

will you be completing the document requested in the Jast email? We asked: “You have shared a table
of Status Codes and Disposition Descriptions. This is a working copy that has grown during the
execution of this PRR. We now undersiand that most dispositions are specifically associated with each
level. You have described many of those associations below. | have attached that working table with
an additional column titled "Status Set In" and | have filled in iny understanding so far. Please correct
and complete this table for us." The table is attached here auain.

- Regards,

We the People AZ Alliance, Shelby Busch, and subisct matter experis

©n 5/12/2023 3:51 PM, PRR [MCRO} wrote:

Good afternoon Ms. Busch,

Thank you for vour recent commurication. Regarding the following request: “Finally, ss requested earlier, please
_confirm that it is not possible 1o produce a regort on the Curing process with any additional detail because there
- @re no records kept regarding any of the steps taken, the basis an which decisions were made, when, and by whom,
during the entire Curing process,” this is not a public records request.

The Recorder’s Office is processing the requast for “all ballot affidavit envelopesthat went to Curing, Induding &
record of each attemptto cure for the November 2022 General Election. Please-be advised that your request is
axtensive as it exceeds 18,000 affidavit ballots and, as a result, will be produced ona roiiing hasis,

- Respectfully,
: Public Records Officer

Recorder’s Office

111 8. 3" Ave., Suite 103, Phoenix, AZ 86003

MAﬁ ﬁOPﬁ O: 602-506-5106 :

1 RecordorMaricona, Gov 1| Etecticns‘&?ariéapaﬁm i

CQQNTY Fugebook | Instagram | Twitter | YouTube | Linkedis

Confidentiatity Notice:This message, with ary atiachments, is inlended oniy for the use of the indiidual ot entily o whom iLls mﬁd&ssm.-nnd'mﬂv sortainy inforgation it iy
confisdgniia dnd exenpt Fom dsclosure, I youare oot the infénded reelpiend, any 4 iration, distibution, or Copyiig oF ibis mebsage o any allachaient is siiolly prabibifed.
YOU v radeivedt 1S messagy i aret; please nofily the original stnder invnadiately by mlim E-mail and defele this message and all attachments. Yhark you,

5/14/2023, 313 AM
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Re: Upen Record Request: 1478, 1482,
|

From: FOIA Requests <Foia@wethepeopteazallisncacoms
Sent: Friday, May 5, 2023 4:17 PM
To: PRR {MCRO} <pir@risc.maricopa.govs

“Subject: Re: Open Record Request: 1478,.1482

Caution; This emailbﬁginaﬁe‘d from outslde of Maricopa County, Do not &lick links or gpen attachments unless
you recognize the sender, expect this comrunication, and know the content is safe.

Good afternoon MC Public Rerords Custodian and Mr Valenzuela,

Thank you for the thorough description of the way the context information Is stored in this table. Your explanation

“makes sense and we appreciate your time and patience to further explain the County's processes.

You have shared & table of Status Codes and Disposition Descriptions. This s a working copy that-has grown during
the execution of this PRR. We now understand that most dispositions are specifically associated with each level
You have described many of those associations below, I have atfached that working table with an additional column
titled "Status Set (n* and § have filled in my understanding so far. Please correct and complete this table for us.

| By the way, "EX" has not formerly been an entry in this working table {although its meaning is obvious to us by

now}. | have added "EX"; please also ensure-that you have included all possible Status Codes and Disposition
Descriptions, and their Statis-Sei-lit Context.

How is an Audit status desigpated?

‘Regarding vetaids fron Curing:

Thank you for the more detailed understanding of vour tracking practices, If there are any records of the envelopes’
progress through Curing, we would like to request copies of them. If the envelopes with their Curing Labels have
been imaged, we would like a copy of thoseimages. i the envelopes with Curing Labels have notbeen imaged, we
would like the opportunity'to view and image them. .

Regards,

We the People AZ Alliance

1 On 57412023 3:47 PV, PRR (MCRO} wrote:

Good afterndon Wethe Pegple, )

Please be advised that no colimn within our system identifies the “level (or Station or Context} of the
evaluotion"; insiead, our system properly identifies the actual disposition set for our work process,

To clariy, what is captured is the actual disposition set for each phase of the review, suchas
EXCEPTION {EX], which is then known fo us to be a status or disposition that can only be setat a
"Level1l" review. We then can note this to have occurred at "Level 17, However, no column in the
system assigng or dendtes that that EX came froria "Level 1% review. .

" The samé i true that a PRELIMINARY QUESTIONED {PQ) signature status or disposition can only be
setin the Manager or "Level 2" tier, so it can be inferred and denoted that those were set at "Level 27,
but there is no need for our workflow to capture or identify that the "PQ was set o Level 2", only that
a POy was set - which then moves that records into the naxt phase of review and/or curing process to
be set as a true QUESTIONED SIGNATURE {QS), and upon curing to afinal disposition of GOOD:
SIGNATURE {G5) or in the case on ot being cured, to the final disposition af BAD SIGNATURE [B5).
in the formerly provided file format, we made and noted those "level" indicators based on the

5/14/72023, 9:13 AM



Re: Open Record Request: 1478, 1487

disposition and the above-noted business rules {e.g., £X con only be set at Level 1. Therefore, it was
- noted s Level 1, gtc.). S, for this raw data "flat Hle” format, the data was pulled directly from the
systerm with no.design end conversion added. Hence no interpretation of the level based on the
disposition was made.
To the last ask, this was previously responded to that there are no “electronic” reports created as it
relates to "how a voter was contacted, who contacted the voter, or how they responded" to cure their
packet; thereforg, there are no responsive records for the ask for a "repart”, However, a manual
process tracks the actions takenfor each cured packet through a labeling system where curing labels
are affixed to the packets that denote those various contact actions. Those actions exist as noted on
the physica! affidavit. erwelope fabel Rself, butthose actions are not required to be eiectmmcal!y
keved into-a system, so ne “electronic” reports exist,
Please provide the following modified version of "NEW PRR1482-EVDispCodes-2022Gen-
1416520.c3v" including the following columns:
1. VoterlD {Maricopa VRAZ voter number - exoctly.as providedy -

2. User {Unigue identifiers for signature verification workers - exactly as provided)

3. Date {Date and time of evaluation - exactly as provided) '

4, Status {Using Status Codes from thve Ballot Disposition Description table - exoctly os provided)

5. Level {or Station or Context) of the evaluation {Described below * < to be ddded) < Cannot

provide as this “review level” identifior does not exist within the system
Respectfully,

Public Recards Custedian
Recorder’s Office

M A ﬁ%b€@p§ 118, SWVAVQ., Suite 103, Phusnix, AZ 85003

. - 4 : O 602-5068-5108
QQUN‘iY { RecorderMaricopa.Gioy | | Eluchons. Maricopa.Goy |
Eacetiook | Instauzsm | Twitter | YouTube | Linkedin

Canfidentiality Notice This massage, with a0y sttachments, Te inendat aow for e use of the fodividunl of entity to whonyit is stdressed, and may contain
infomrnation tialis conidential and-exensp! fony disclosures, ¥ yos are Aol iha intended recipiont, ‘any dissemination, distibution, of copiving of iis inessage

v o any.attachiment is strial[y pmhibaied Hyou haw recelved g message in ermr‘ plagge nofly the mgmal sendergmmediswy by retus E.mail and delete
5 message and 4l aftachments. Thank yeis,

From: PRR (MCRO) <por@riscmariconazovs . ' b

Sent: Thursday, May 4 2023 2:21 PM '

To: FOIA Requests <Fela@wethepe Hiance.come

Subject: RE: Open Record Ref,‘uest' 1478 1482

Your follow-up inquiry 1o PRI 3478 & 1482 has been shared with our Subject Matter Experts.
Cur office will reach out with additional information as'it becames available.

Respectfully, -

Fublic Recards Cusiogian

Recorder's Gifice

MARICOPA 15 9 ave. Suts 103, Phosnix, AZ 85003

s, 01 602-506-5106
Q@QN?Y [ BeswrderMaricopa Gov 11 Elections. Marizsopa.Goy |

Facebook | Instagram | Twitter | YouTube | Linkedin

Ccnﬂdemiaiii\} Nﬁbce “Thig me&sage wills any a!lschnanis( is intanded only for ihe use ofthe indivdual orenlity e whorn it is. addressed, and may contain
ki tion thaf is ¢ lentiad und exampt from disclosore. If o ane not the imended reca;uanﬁ anie giasomination, distibulion, ot.copying of this message

or any atiach :ssmclly prohibited, f you hawe ived ihis g i arron please nolify the erginnl sender immpdiately by zetumn E-nail and dekte

Hhis rnessage and alf altachmenls Thaik you.

Fromi;: FOIA Reqa;ests < ela@weth peepieaza!hance com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 3, 2023 10:06 PM

To: PRR (MCRQ)} <pre@risc.maricopa govs

Subject: Open Record Request: 14?8 1482

1Caution: This emall originated from cutside of Maricopa County Do nat cinck Imks of open

- jattachments unless you recognize the sender, expect this edimmunication, and know the dontent is
safe.

~

Good evening MC Public Records Custodian,

30f12 I , §/14/2023, 9:13 AM
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Re: Open Record Regquest: 1478, 1482

This response is incrementaily closer to answering our original requests. | want to recognize the
competence of your Subject Matter Experts; we seem to be communicating effectively. The latest file

" ismuch c!oser o what we requested, with the exception of one ttem overlooked.

The itern overlooked was described in our 4/18/2023 emall to you, and that email is also missing from
this string. | have inserted it below and will refer to it to deseribe the itefn overlooked.

Below, our latest clarification read:

_ "That is, please provide a record of each ime a signatire envelope was evaluated or
processed, including at least 5 columns from the information available: the VoteriD, the.
Level (or Station or Context) of the evaluation, the unigue 1D for the persan or
automation performing the evaluation, the resulting disposition {or status), and the
timestamp.”

Your response was the file named "NEW PRRIGE2-EVDispCodes-2022Gen-1416520.csv" which was
very close to this description, with the exception of the colurmn for "Level (or $tation or Context) of
the evaluation”. This overlooked and missing column is required to fulfil] our request descr;bed in
ftem ¥3 in our original subrnittal. -

Please provide the following modified version of "NEW PRR1482-£VDispCodes-2022Gen-
1416520.¢sv" Including the following columns:

1. VoteriD (Maricopa VRAZ voter number - exactlv os prowdmﬂ

2. User {Unigue identifiers for signature verification workers < exactly as provided)

3. Date (Date and time of evaluation - expctly as provided) :

4. Status (Using Status Codes from the Ballot Disposition Description table - exactly os provided)
5. 1evel {or Station or Context) of the evaiuation {bescribed below * - to be added)

* This should be a description of the station or context in which the wotker was working when they
performed the evaluation for which the record was crested. This might include {but not Hmited to)
“Lavell", "Mapager™, "Pending”, "Audit”, "Final" or any other Level, Station, or Context in which bajlot
signatures were evaliated. The contents of this field in each record were used to inform the column
names in the earlier file named "PRR 1482-EVDispositionCodes Usemames-ZB,ZZ Genergi-

1313971 _totaf txt" -

Finally, as requasted earlier, pléase confirm that it i not possible to produce a report on the Curing
process with any additional detail, because there are no records kept regarding any of the steps
taken, the basis on which decisions were made, when, and by whom, during the entire Curing.
process,

Regards, _ : -
We the People AZ Alliance

On 4/26/2023 4:28 PM, PRR (MCRO) wrote:

Good afternoon Shelby,

We are writing to-inform you that additional records to support both PRR #1478 & PRR
#1482 are available and can be accessed by clicking the one-time link(s) below using
your email address.

Additional Reports (3478}

Additional Reports (1482)

The folder(s) will only be available until 05/09/23.

Respectfully,

5/14/2023,9:13 AM
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Re: Open Record Request: 1478, 1487

Public Retords Custodian
Recorder’s Difice

. i ‘ ; . - . d pd i | + ‘. % . Mk
M AR . c QP& :31:?52?;02‘:: Oguite 1 03: Phosnix, AZ 85003

c @ % N?‘Y | Recordes.Maricona oy 1| Elections Maricona Gay |
o e Facebook [ insfagram | Twitter | YouTube | Linkedin

On 4/18/2023 8:51 PM, FOIA Requests wrote:

Good evening Public Records Custodian,

We have evaluated the files you have provided in respanse to PRR #1482. We appreciate
the significant progress in providing what originally seemed impossible. The file named
"PRR 1482-EVDispositionCodes Usernames-2022 General-1313971 _total.txt™ is a step
in the right direction. Our subject matter experts have evaluated it; while it provides
information related to our request #1 and #2, and it provided additional information
related to the County's Audit step, It is not responsive to our request #3, A fist of all
ballot affidevit ervelopes sent back to Level 1 for réview, ofter having been reviewed ot
any Managers’ Queue review level..."

Your Subject Matter Experts have indeed provided a newly designed report. Fromthe
Maricopa County relational database files, they chiose to create & “flat file”. While flat
files are generally chosen to provide a more compact way to display large amounts of
information, the conversion to this formiat can often remove detail, and it appearsthisis
what has ocourred here. -

Discerning from the lfayout of the flat file providad, it appears that each fime a signature
envelope image was evaluated, a record of that evaluation was stored. That record
included the VoteriD, the Levet {or Stationror Context} of the evaluation, the person
performing the evaluation, the resulting disposition {or status), and the timestamp. If
any signature envelope image was svaluated by more than one manager, or was
-evaluated more than once at Level 1, there would be no way to répresent that case with
the fiat file design provided. This format simplified the presentation, but hacessarily
removed important details,

Now that we have 2 Ciearer understanding of the data available, we would jike to
suggest a'single report that would satisfy #1,82, and #3 in asingle file. Please provide
every record from the Bist described above. That is, please provide a record of each ime
& signature envelope was evaluated or processed, including at least 5 columns from the
information available: the VoteriD, the Level {or Station of Context) of the evaluation,
the unique 1D for the person or automation performing the avaluation, the resulting
disposition {or status), and the tirnestamp. The design and conversion of a flat file will

- not be necessary. We will do the work to convertthis raw data into the groupings we
originally requested.

This wili be more work for us, and there will be many times the guaniity of records, so it
will be more expensive for us to purchase, but we are requesting your complete record
of the Signature Verification and Curing process. Pledse remember to indlude dote and
time inthe timestamp.

If this réquest in some way fails to identify all the records from the list of signature
envelope image evaluations, please let us know before-generating the list. For example,
i there are additional steps that we have not mentioned, but are recorded, we would
fike to be able 1o choose to indude those as well,

5/14/2023, 9:13 AM
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Re: Open Record Request: 1478, 1482

_ Finally, as requested earlier, please confirm that it is not possible to produce a report on

the Curing process with any additional detall, becausé there are no records kept
regarding any of the steps taken, the-basis on which decisions were made, when, and by
whom; during the entire Curing grocess.

Repards, _
We the People A7 Allance

From: PRR (MCRO) <prr@risc.maricopa.gove

Sent: Tuesday, March 28, 2023 2241 PM

To: FOIA Requests <fola@wethepeopleazallfiance.coms

Subject: RE: Open Record Request: 1478, 1482

Godd afternoon We the Peaple,

Your follow-up email has been shared with a Subject Matter Expert Quroffice will reach
out with additional information as it becomes available.

Respecifully,

Public Records Gustadian
Recorder's Office

M &ﬁ ' O§A :;15%2':3;1 g\v;éguiie 103, Phoenix, AZ 85003

ﬁ@ﬁ N?Y { RecorderMdrizopa.Goy [Eiections fiaticopa.Gov |
e - Facebook | insfagram | Twitter | YouTube | Linkedin

Don'ﬂdemiaiitv Noticu:This mpbssdge, with any altachraints, is imendad only for the use of the iadividual of efity to whényitis

“addressed. and way contali efumelion thal & condential and exempt Fantarsclesure, 1 you are nob-the intended recigent, any

dissermination, distibution, or Copying oF this messaue 5t-any Sltachiniat s siriclly prohibited. ¥ o hme recebad this message in
ersor, please. mixfy the original sender immediately by retum Eamiall zmd delete ihis message and 28 aftachments. Thank you.

From: FOIA Requests <Foin@wethepeopleniailiance com>
Sant; Monday, March 27, 2023 4:35 PG
To: PRR {MCRO) <prr@risc.maricona sov>

P

Subjéct: Opeén Record Request: 1478, 1482

Caution: This email originated from outside of Maricopa County. Do not click links or
open attachments unless you recognize the sender, expest this communication, and
know the content is safe.

Good afternioon, Maricopa County Records,

Please disregard our error In the last paragraph of the prev:ous ermail. Our final
paragraph read, ia part:

* ... we would like to pause our requests under PRR # 1482 {the 2020 election reporting)
to allow you to facus the available resources on Tulfilling the requirements of PRR #1478
(the 2022 &leéction reportng). "

This paragraph should have read: We wouid like to pause our requests unier PRR # 1478
{the 2020 slection reporting) to allow you 10 focus the available rescurces on fulfilling
the requirements of PRR #1482 {the 2022 election reporting). '

The response time for these recards has exp:z’ed Please pfowde your proposed.
schedule for prompt delivery.

Thankyou,
We the People AZ Alliance

On 3/22/202% 11:41 PM, FOIA Reguests wrots:

8/14/2023, %:13 AM
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Re: Open Record Request; 1478, 1482

Dear PRR,
Please see our response regarding PRR 1478 and 1482;

1. A list of all ballot affidavit envelopes reviewed at Level 1 Signature
Verification for the November, 2022 General Election. This list should
include: VoterID, Unigue ldentifier for the worker performing the Signature
Verification, date and time stamp of the review, review disposition; - All
Early Voting affidavils received from a voter undergo the initial “Level 17
review, Lists of those voters where “ballot affidavit envelopes reviewed at
Levef 1 Signoature Verification” occurred exist and will be provided. However,
these existing lists do not contain a “Unigque Identifier for the worker
performing the Signature Verification, date and time stamp of the review,
review disposition” as this is not & requirement of any data report or list
generated, There are no responsive documents or reports that contain a
*unique identifier”. '

We appreciate your thorough response and careful use ol terms. We
understand that Maricopa County may never have produced the reports as
we have reguesied them .. the “pristing lists” may not satisfy these
requests and these may never have been “a reguirement of any data report

~or list generated”

However, Maricopa County racords the disposition {or status} at each step,
as well as the identity of the slection workers as they perform signature
verification at each level, and keeping a tmestamp of each evaluation
would be expected as a best practice. All data tracked by Maricops County
is subjett to PRR. B

The signature verification system is part of a suite of tools that is Maricopa
County designed and owned. This necessitates that Maricopa County has
development and support persannel that are able to create any new “data
raport ar Hst” requested, wherever the raw dala exists. Please useany and
all date available to produce the above reports as reguested, with the
reguested columns, in T3V format,

To provide what is available as it relates to a list of voters that underwent a
“Level 17 review, we have two data sets that will be provided;

VOTED {VMS5} file - Contains a list of all voters that cast an Early ballot that
counted {see "2 PRR #1482-VOTED VYMI55 VOTER FILE-NOV 2022-
BPGR-1.563.363 TOTAL.txt” file).

The VMEE does not satisfy any of the requests Berein, We are not interestad
ity and will not be paying for this extra data as it is not part of the original
PRA request. Please cancel the invoice anid dddress the additional items in
this PRE,

5/14/2023, 9:13 AM
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Re: Open Record Reguest: 1478, 1482

SENT 7O CURING Voter List — Contains a list of _‘18,199 voters (excludes

address protected voters) that were sent to Level 72 Manager Review queue

that were then set with 2 pending status code {PQ, QS, NS) indicating the

voter r;es_e;cﬁed to he contacted to confirm (cure) their signature {PQorQS) or
provide their signature {NS). This list contains voters whose packets were

- setwith a FINAL disposition of GODD SIGNATURE (55} upon being cured.

Those GOOD SIGNATURE (GS) recards would also appear in the VOTED file
as an "R code” {see “3 PRR#1482-2022 SENT TO CURING-PGQ Q5 NS Stotus -
us Cured VOTER LIST-18.799 TOTAL xlox”). The TOTAL number of “exception”
records that went to curing {18,510) and the fotal number that had a final
disposition set as Bad Signature {B5=1,800) or No Signature {N5=1,209) are

indicted in the document titled “4 PRA #1482-2022 85 N3 Stotus TOTALS &

CODE Sheet.pdf”.

Thank vou for the summary and code shest contained In "4 PRR
#1482-2082 BS NS Status TOTALS & CODE Sheet.pdf” as information in

‘ercess of the included requests,

2. A st of all ballot affidavit envelopes reviewed st Level 2 and Level 3

(Managers' Queue) Signature Veriﬁcaticn, including a record of each time
each efivelope was reviewed at these levels for the November, 2022
General Election. This list should include! VoterlD, Unique Worker Identifier,

- Unigue 1dentifier for the worker peiforming the Signature Verification, date
-and time stamp of the review, review disposition; - As noted in ltem 1
response, we-have the fist of regular voters that moved into Level 2

Manager's Queue that were set as needing to be “cured” {sée “3 PRR

#1482-2022 SENT TO CURING-PQ QS NS Status vs Cured VOTER LIST-18.199

FOTAL xfsx”™). This list does not contain a “Unigue Identifier for the worker
performing the Sionoture Verification, date and time stamp of the revigw,
review disposition’”. , R

“3 PRR #1482-2022 SENT TO CURING-PG QS NS Stotus vs Cared VOTER
Li5T-18.199 TOTALxisx” does not satisty this request. As stated above, we
untderstand that this report may not ekist as requested. Please use any and
all data available (o produce the above reports as requested, with the
reguestad columns, ih CSV format,

3. Alist of all ballot affidavit envelopes sent back to Level 1 for review, after
having béeh reviewed at any Managers’ Queue review level for the
November, 2022 General Election. This list should include: VoteriD, Unigue
Identifier for the worker performiﬂ_g the Signature Verification, date and
time stamp of the review, review disposition; and - There are no responsive
recordsfor this request as there are no reports thatexist that identify
racords that may have been sent back to Level 1 for rereview.

As stated above, we understand that “there are no reports that exist” that

© satisfy this request. Please use any and all data available fo pr’{)dﬁ{:& The

© 5/14/2023,9:13AM



Re: Open Record Request; 1478, 1482

above reports as requested, with the requested columps, in {5V format.

4, Uist of all ballot affidavit envelopes that went to Curing, including a record
of each attempt to cure for the November, 2022 General Election. This list
should include: VoteriD, Unigue Identifier for the worker attempting the
cure, date and time stamp of the attempted cure, curing method attempted,
disposition of the attempted cure. - The previously noted “SENT TO CURING
Voter List” in item 1 would show the records that went to curing. However,
as for the number of attempis made 1o contact thevoter to cure, that is not
a statutorily reguired data entry item and is not tracked. Therefore, there
are no responsive records that exist for this particular “number of attempts

- focure” request.
3 PRR #1482-2022 SENT TO CURING-PG Q5 NS Status vs Cured VOTER
LIST-18.198 TOTALxIsx™ satisfies our reguest for a “List of all ballot affidavit
ehvelopes that went to Curing”, and it includes the final disposition,
However, it does not include 3 “Unigue Identifiar for the worker atternpting
the cure, date and time stamp of the attempted cure, cuting method
attempted, disposition of the attempted cure” Inthis case, it is stated that
the ciiring process has no “data entry item and is not tracked” and “no
responsive records exist” Piease confirm that 1118 not possible to produce 3
réport with any additional detall, hecause there are no records kept
regarding anyof the steps taken, the basiz'on which decisions were made,
when, and by whorm, during the entirg Curing process,

For the “November, 2020 General Election”, there are items and datasets
that exist for the 2022 Generai tlection that do not exist for 2020 General
Election. In 2020 we were not tracking or retaining "exception” status as
those are “pending” disposition codes. By “pending” we mean that once a
true FINAL dispositici code {GS, BS or NS} was set on & given “exception”
record {i.e., was cured or hot cured by the deadline), that pending
“exception” status was overwritten with that a FINAL status disposition (i.e.,
changed from on “exception” to o finol status of GOOD SIG (GS}, BAD SIG
{BS) or NO.SIG {NS)). For our internal tracking needs, a “pending” code has
no significance and only the FINAL disposition is what is statutorily required
‘to be reported. -

For any elections heid prior to the November 2022 General, there are no
records of any “exception” statuses set and the only thing tracked and
reported, as outlined, and required in State Statute is the final GOOD 5IG,
BAD S5iG or NO 516G status.

Our system features were changed for the 2022 General Election not
because it is a required reporting or tracking element, but instead to be
responsive 1o past requests for the TOTAL NUMBER OF EXCEPTIONS MADE
THAT WENT INTS THE "CURING” PROCESS, There is then no dataset for the
2020 General Election or any elections prior to 2022 General.

Gnfl2 ‘ . 31472023, 913 AM
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Re: Open Reécord Request: 1478, 1482

With that, below are the responses for PRR #1478;

Thank vou for the sdditions] insight. In light 6f this we would like to pause
our requests under PRR # 1482 [the 2020 election reporting] to allow you to
focus the aveilable resources on fulfiliing the reguirements of PRR #1478
{the 2022 election reporting).

Regards,
We the People AZ Alliance

---meen Otiginial Message -
O Monday, March 20th, 20238t 1:37 PM PRR (MCRO} <orr@giscamaricona.govs
wrote:

Hello We'the People,

As of today, we have not received payment for invoice PR23~1&78 therefare the status
of your request changed to "suspended.”

Shouid you want to pay for your invoice, please submit paymeni at 602-506-5106 within
‘the next four business days, or this case will be “closed” on 03/74/23.

Respectfully,
Public Records: Custodian
Recordei’s Office

M A ﬁ ] c @ P@; :}1 16532:;5: b?fﬁei;}guiw: 103, Phoenix, AZ 85003

c Q E} NT‘Y | Recorder.Masivopa.Gov }{ Elections. Maricopa.Goy |
; Facebook | nstagram ] Twittar ; YouTube | Linkedin

Confidentiatity Nofive This message; »4(h any siischments, is infended dnly. for the vse of the ihdhicualor enlity fo whonsitis
“gddresact. and may contsin infermation fvat is conddential and exenipt from disclosure. If you Sre nob the intenided reciplent, any
disseminalion, digtibution, oF copying of this message or any atlastenent i sifatly prohibited. W you heve recalwed this message'in
civor, plegse Aoty the driginal sender immrshately by ratum E-mull aoif delate Tis sesadje anil-all altachments, Thank you.

From: PRR (MCRO} <prréerisc.maricons.gov>

Sent: Friday, March 10,2013 2:44 PM

To: FO-iA@we’theneapi'eazaiiiagces:om

Subject: RE: New Record Request; 1478

Good afternoon Shelby,

We are writing to inform you that your public records request Is aveilable. A separate
emai invitation to view the files was shared with your emall sddress, Pleass check your
spam folder if you do not ses 8 second email within fifteen minutes of receiving this
email,

The password for your folder is ark7K7LDUS5h2. The files will he available until 3/24/23.
After this date, the link will expire; and your files will Become unavailable to downioad
using the link. ' -
In addition, we have included your invoice to obtain our Voted File (VMS5) from the
2020 General Election to complement our response. A folder containing the data will be
shared via email upon receipt of payment.

You may submit payment for the request inthe fcilowmg ways taring regular business
hours:

o Phone: 602-506-5106
o fMail or in persore Custodian of Public Records, Office of the Recorder Stephen
Richer, 111 5.3rd Ave, Ste 103, Phoenix, AZ 85003

5/14/2023, 9:13 AM
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Re: Open Record Reguest: 1478, 1482

Respectfully,
Pubiic Records Custodian
Recorder's Office ’

MARICOPA s o omreee

e @ n N ? Y { Recordor.Maricopa Gov 1 { Elections Maricopa.Gov |

Facebook | Instagram | Twitter ; YouTube | Linkedin

Confidentiality Notice This message, with any atiathmenits, is intendet anly for the use of the. individual of enlity-to whom it is
addressed. 2nd may sontain infermation e is confidential and exenpt Fom disglossrs, Fyou aré not G intendad recipient, any
disgeminaiion, distribudion, or copying of his mussage oreny aliachiment s stisely prohibied, I you bawe received this message in
erron, please notly the oriuing] sendsr immediately by retum Bwnall ang delale this message apd 9l ailachments. Thank you.-

From: PRR {MIRO) <prr@risc. maricopa.gov>
Sent: Monday, February 6, 2023 9:49 AM

To: FOlA@wethepeopleaiallidnce.com
Subject: RE: New Record Request: 1478

Good morning We the People,

‘We have received your public records request, Your réquest is currently
~ being processed and will be addéd to the gueue.

Please note, as the Public Records Custodian for the Maricopa County

Elections Department, the Recorder’s Office is required to promptly respond -

to public record requests. Qur response depends crvthe scope of the
reguest and the resources necessary to procexs your request.
Respectfully,

Public Recoras Custadian

RECORDER'S OFFILE .

111 5. 55d Ave Phoenix, AZ 85003
% PHONE: 602-506-5106
M&ﬁ c 0 Fﬁ EMIAIL: prr@risc.maricopa.goy.
COUNTY RECORDER.MARICOPA.GOV

ELECTIONS MARICOPE GOV

Public Disclosure Notice: This message and any messages in résponse ta the sender of this message may be
subject to a public recorls fequest.

Record Number: 1478

Requester Name: Shelby Busch

Requester Addrass: 4225 W. Glendasle Avenpe, Sisite 116
Requester Emaik FOIA @wethepeopleszalliance com
Requester Phone: 6025742376

Reguest. Description;

L. A list of alt ballot affidavit envelopes reviewed at Level 1 Signature Verification for
the November, 2020 General Election. This list should include: Voterib, Unigue
identifier for the worker performing the Signature Verification, date and time
stamp of the review, review disposition; -

2. Alist of all ballot affidavit envelopes reviewed at Level 2 and Level 3 {Managers’

Queue) Signature Verification, including a record of each time each envelope was
reviewed at these levels for the November, 2020 General Election. This list should
include: VoterlD, Unitué Warker Identifier; Unique Identifier for the worker
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Re: Open Record Reguest:'1478, 1482

performing the Signature Verification, date and time stamp of the review, review
disposition;

3. A list of all ballot affidavit envelopes sent back ta Level 1 for review, after having
been reviewed at any Managers' Queue review level for the November, 2020
General Election, This list should include: VoterlD, Unique identifier for the
worker performing the Signature Verification, date and time stamp of the review,
review disposition; and

P

4. List of all baliet affidavit envelopes that went to Curing, intluding a record of sach
attempt to cure for the November, 2020 General Election. This list should include:
Voteril), Unique identifier for the worker atiempting the cure, date and time
stamp of the attemnpted cure, curing method attempted, disposition of the
attempted cure, |

-~ Attachments:

PRR 1482-EVDispositionCodes Sheet-2022 General v3.xisx
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