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Same-Day Registration In Delaware 
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“Same-Day Registration 
is a time-tested, practical 
solution that can increase 
voter turnout and help fulfill 
the freedom to vote for all 
Americans. Delaware has 
the opportunity to increase 
voter participation and 
strengthen its democracy 
by adopting SDR.”

S ame-Day Registration (SDR) allows eligible 
voters to register to vote and cast their ballots on 
the same day. SDR offers an easy, practical solu-
tion that works to fix many registration errors 

that can prevent eligible voters from casting their ballot. 
Pioneered by Maine, Minnesota and Wisconsin in the 
early-to-mid-1970s, twelve states (California, Colorado, 
Connecticut, Idaho, Iowa, Maine, Minnesota, Maryland, 
Montana, New Hampshire, Wisconsin and Wyoming) 
and the District of Columbia currently have enacted laws 
to allow eligible voters to register and vote at the same 
time. In 2012, approximately 1.5 million Americans used 
SDR.1

Delaware has the opportunity to enact this important 
reform. In 2013, legislators introduced House Bill 105, a 
measure to amend Delaware’s existing 24-day voter reg-
istration deadline by allowing eligible citizens to regis-
ter to vote and cast a ballot on Election Day, including 
all primaries.2 The implementation of SDR in Delaware 
would immediately update a system where one-quarter 
of a million eligible Delawareans failed to vote during the 
2012 General Election.3

The Benefits Of Same-Day Registration In Delaware

S A M E-D AY  R E G I S T R AT I O N  I N C R E A S E S 

V O T E R  R E G I S T R AT I O N  & T U R N O U T 

States that allow SDR consistently lead the nation in 
voter participation. Four of the top five states for voter 
turnout in the 2012 presidential election all offered SDR 
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(the fifth, Colorado, enacted it in 2013).4 Average voter turn-
out consistently stands, on average, between 10 and 12 per-
centage points higher in SDR states than in non-SDR states.5

Delaware would benefit from the increase in voter turn-
out with SDR. In 2012, Delaware ranked 21st in registration 
and 16th in turnout.6 As originally proposed, House Bill 105 
offers eligible voters in Delaware the opportunity to register 
and vote on Election Day for all general and primary election 
cycles. The use of SDR during all primary cycles in Delaware 
is especially significant. Since 2006, over 84 percent of the 
state’s primary winners have gone on to win seats in Novem-
ber.7 A truly democratic primary—free, fair, and accessible 
to all eligible voters—is essential to a truly democratic Gen-
eral Election outcome. The high percentage of primary win-
ners who subsequently win the General Election indicates 
that primaries play a vital role in Delaware’s electoral process. 

S A M E-D AY  R E G I S T R AT I O N  I N C R E A S E S  T U R N O U T  A M O N G 

U N D E R R E P R E S E N T E D  P O P U L AT I O N S ,  PA R T I C U L A R LY 

V O T E R S  O F  C O L O R  A N D  YO U N G  V O T E R S ​

Experts predict that SDR can be particularly effective in 
increasing voter participation among voters of color.8  That 
prediction was borne out in North Carolina.9 Though they 
represented 20 percent of the voting-age population, Afri-
can-Americans comprised 36 percent of the states’ SDR 
voters in the 2008 presidential election, its first SDR elec-
tion.10 In 2012, SDR usage among African-Americans in 
North Carolina rose to 41 percent.11

A comparable increase in African-American turnout could 
result by implementing SDR in Delaware. Across the state, 
there is a need to increase turnout among underrepresented 
voters. During the 2012 election cycle, Delaware performed 
below the national averages in voter registration and turnout 
for both African-Americans and Hispanics.12 Increased voter 
engagement is especially important for primaries in jurisdic-
tions with majority African-American populations, such as 
the Wilmington metropolitan area. Primary contests in these 
districts tend to be more competitive than general elections, 
indicating the importance of voter engagement in primary 
elections, yet voter turnout for primaries is very low.13 

SDR also benefits young adults of all income levels, who 
move more frequently than the general population. SDR 
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offers those who have recently moved but failed to update 
registration records another opportunity to register and 
vote. Research indicates that allowing young people to 
register to vote on Election Day and other voting days 
could increase youth turnout in presidential elections 
by as much as 14 percentage points.14 This fact is signifi-
cant to Delaware, given that the state only registered 49.4 
percent of its 18- to 24-year-old eligible voters in 2012 
(the national average was 54.7 percent).15

S A M E-D AY  R E G I S T R AT I O N  G R E AT LY  R E D U C E S 

T H E  N E E D  F O R  P R O V I S I O N A L  B A L L O T I N G 

Provisional ballots are offered to citizens who believe 
they are registered but whose names do not appear on 
voter rolls. However, one in every four provisional ballots 
cast in the 2012 Presidential Election were subsequently 
rejected.16 In Delaware, during the 2012 General Election 
more than 9 out of every 10 provisional ballots cast were 
rejected.17 More than 84 percent of provisional ballots 
have been rejected since 2006.18

Allowing eligible voters to register and vote on the 
Same-Day in Delaware would greatly reduce the need for 
provisional ballots. Reducing provisional balloting helps 
assure voters that their ballots will be counted and saves 
elections officials the time and expense of processing 
many provisional votes. After SDR was adopted in Iowa, 
provisional ballots dropped from 15,000 in the 2004 pres-
idential election to less than 5,000 in 2008—a 67 percent 
decline.19 North Carolina saw 23,000 fewer provisional 
ballots after it adopted SDR in 2008.20

E L E C T I O N S  A D M I N I S T R AT O R S  A G R E E 

T H AT  S D R  D O E S  N O T  C O M P R O M I S E 

T H E  I N T E G R I T Y  O F  T H E  V O T E

The great majority of local elections officials in SDR 
states surveyed reported that current fraud prevention 
measures suffice to ensure the integrity of elections.21 
SDR states impose heavy penalties for voter fraud. Voters 
are required to show proof of residency and must sign 
an oath attesting to their identity and citizenship. And 
unlike registration by mail, SDR requires eligible voters 
to attest to their identity face-to-face before an elections 



4  •  Same-Day Registration In Delaware 

official. Election audits, with strict penalties for violations, 
add an additional level of verification.22

SDR will not impact the integrity of Delaware’s elections. 
To date, Delaware’s current system has no history of voter 
integrity issues. According to state’s Office of the State Elec-
tions Commissioner, not a single voter fraud nor bribery ac-
cusation, let alone formal complaint, occurred for any state 
election where voter registration is required.23 Additionally, 
vote recounts or challenges, contested elections, injunctions 
and/or lawsuits rarely delay the election certification process. 
Recounts are handled by the Courts of Canvass, which are 
established in each county on the second day following an 
election.24 As mandated by state law, Courts of Canvass must 
verify, deliver and lodge certificates within three days.25 Only 
once, in Sussex County, did a recount delay certification, and 
only by one day.26 Adopting SDR will not change any of these 
existing procedures and Delaware’s issue free electoral histo-
ry will continue.

SDR is a time-tested, practical solution that can increase 
voter turnout and help fulfill the freedom to vote for all 
Americans. Delaware has the opportunity to increase voter 
participation and strengthen its democracy by adopting 
SDR. n
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