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AFPI PROPER IDENTIFICATION FOR MAIL-IN BALLOTS
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J {0 WHATIS THE BEST WAY TO ENSURE PROPER
IDENTIFICATION FOR MAIL-IN BALLOTS?

Ballot signature matching is not reliable. Verifying a ballot's validity by this
method is too subjective—it relies on an election worker's judgment over an
objective process. Voters need a new way.

Same voters, but different looking signatures!
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INSTEAD OF USING SIGNATURE MATCHING, MAIL-IN BALLOTS
SHOULD VERIFY THE SENDER'’S IDENTITY BY REQUIRING THE
VOTER TO USE ANOTHER FORM OF IDENTIFICATION.

Any of the three options below would ensure that a ballot is accurately matched to the
voter and would protect against identity theft and wrongful discarding of ballots:

v’| Driver’s License Number

v’| Last Four Digits of Social Securily Number

V| Number on Voter ID Card
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