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Reference & Glossary  
 
Fifteenth Amendment - The Fifteenth Amendment to the US Constitution was ratified shortly after 
the Civil War. It formally guarantees Americans of all races the right to vote: "The right of citizens of 
the United States to vote shall not be denied or abridged ... on account of race, color, or previous 
condition of servitude." Nonetheless, even after the fifteenth amendment, many states enacted laws 
designed to keep people of color from exercising their right to vote. 
 
Jim Crow - A name for the system of laws in many US states that created racial segregation after the 
civil war. Some Jim Crow laws were designed to prevent people of color from voting--these laws were 
nullified by the passage of the Voting Rights Act in 1965. 
 
Poll Tax - A tax often used under Jim Crow to prevent people of color from voting.   
 
Shelby County v. Holder - A 2013 Supreme Court decision that overturned a key portion of the 
Voting Rights Act. Shelby County permitted states to enact restrictions on voting without federal 
review--many argue that states took the opportunity to institute discriminatory laws. 
 
Voter Fraud - Manipulating the results of an election by illegal or illegitimate means. In the context of 
these files, advocates of Voter ID usually are arguing people will pretend to be someone else when 
voting.  
 
Voter ID - A general name referring to policies that enact more strict requirements when people vote-
-usually requiring  photo identification like a Driver's license. 
 
Voting Rights Act of 1965 (VRA) - A federal law designed to rein in Jim Crow's efforts to deny the 
vote to people of color, and finally bring the promise of the fifteenth amendment to reality. 
 
Voting Rights Advancement Act of 2019 (VRAA) - A proposed law that would restore the pre-
clearance provision of the VRA, after the provision was overturned in Shelby County v. Holder. 
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AFFIRMATIVE CASE 
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First Affirmative Speech 
Contention 1: Inherency 
 
Passed in 1965, the Voting Rights Act blocked states from creating racist barriers to voting. 
Key parts of the law were struck down in 2013, and states have returned to policies aimed to 
exclude people of color from participating in elections. 
 

Peréz, Director, Voting Rights & Democracy @ the Brennan Center, 2019 
[Myrna, "How to Fight Voter Suppression Nationwide," The Brennan Center, 12/9/19, accessed 
12/15/19, https://www.brennancenter.org/our-work/analysis-opinion/how-fight-voter-suppression-
nationwide] 
 
Since its founding, America has moved slowly towards granting suffrage to more and more 
Americans, bringing more people into the electoral process. The Voting Rights Act of 1965 has been 
instrumental to that progress. But in 2013 the Supreme Court dramatically weakened that law. In 
Shelby County v. Holder, the court disabled the act’s provision that required states and localities with 
histories of racial discrimination in voting to “pre-clear” new voting regulations. The pre-clearance 
system had allowed federal authorities to vet proposed voting rules for racial discrimination before 
they could cause injury. From 1965 right up until the Shelby decision, this safeguard blocked many 
restrictions that would have made it more difficult for Black and brown people to participate and vote. 
Starting around 2010, states across the country had already introduced legislation that would put 
unnecessary barriers in front of the ballot box, particularly for voters of color. Some states with early 
voting reduced the number of days of advance access to the polls. Others required forms of 
identification to vote that lawmakers knew many Americans did not have. States like Tennessee also 
burdened community groups that help register voters with unnecessary regulations and restrictions. 
This only got worse after Shelby, when several of the states once held in check by pre-clearance 
immediately enacted restrictions on voting that would have been, or had been, blocked by the federal 
government. Now, with a weakened Voting Rights Act, lawyers have had to combat voter suppression 
using time-consuming and expensive methods, and many voters have had to vote under the 
problematic law because elections happen faster than court resolutions. 
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First Affirmative Speech 
 
Contention 2: Discrimination Advantage 
 

Responding to a phantom problem of "voter fraud," states across the country have enacted 
restrictive voter ID laws designed to exclude people from participating in democracy 
Hajnal, professor of political science, UC-San Diego, et al 2017 
[Zoltan, with Nazita Lajevardi and Lindsay Nielson, "Do voter identification laws suppress minority 
voting? Yes. We did the research.," Washington Post, 2/15/17, accessed 12/15/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/monkey-cage/wp/2017/02/15/do-voter-identification-laws-
suppress-minority-voting-yes-we-did-the-research/] 
 
Voter identification laws have spread rapidly in the past 10 years What we do know is that voter 
identification laws are spreading rapidly around the country. Before 2006, no state required photo 
identification to vote on Election Day. Today 10 states have this requirement. All told, a total of 33 
states — representing more than half the nation’s population — have some version of voter 
identification rules on the books. As we detail below, our research shows that these laws lower 
minority turnout and benefit the Republican Party. There is, of course, widespread debate about the 
merits of these new laws. Proponents claim that ID laws are necessary to reduce fraud and to restore 
trust in the democratic system. Critics claim that voter ID laws serve as effective barriers that limit the 
legitimate participation of racial and ethnic minorities and other disadvantaged groups. 
 
 
And, millions of voters lack government-issued voter ID 
Jaffe, correspondent, national desk, NPR, 2018 
[Ina, "For Older Voters, Getting The Right ID Can Be Especially Tough," NPR, All Things Considered, 
9/7/18, accessed 12/17/19, CBO-DUDA, https://www.npr.org/2018/09/07/644648955/for-older-voters-
getting-the-right-id-can-be-especially-tough] 
 
Nearly three dozen states require voters to show identification at the polls. And almost half of those 
states want photo IDs. But there are millions of eligible voters who don't have them. A 2012 survey 
estimated that 7 percent of American adults lack a government-issued photo ID. 
 
 
Most of those voters are low income, people of color, or elderly 
Jaffe, correspondent, national desk, NPR, 2018 
[Ina, "For Older Voters, Getting The Right ID Can Be Especially Tough," NPR, All Things Considered, 
9/7/18, accessed 12/17/19, CBO-DUDA, https://www.npr.org/2018/09/07/644648955/for-older-voters-
getting-the-right-id-can-be-especially-tough] 
 
Studies show that the people who are most likely to be prevented from voting by ID laws are not only 
low income, but also African-American or another racial minority. That has been true of the roughly 
600 people that Spread The Vote has worked with. Another statistic about the people the group has 
helped: About 40 percent of them are older than 50. Calvin said those voters often present special 
challenges. "If you are elderly and you were born in a rural area [or] born during Jim Crow, you may 
not have ever gotten a birth certificate." 
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First Affirmative Speech 
 
Efforts to crack down on "voter fraud" are actually attempts to disenfranchise people of color. 
Voter ID laws are 21st century poll taxes. 
The Brennan Center for Justice 2017 
[The Brennan Center is a non-partisan public policy institute housed at New York University. 
"Debunking the Voter Fraud Myth," The Brennan Center, 1/31/17, accessed 12/11/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://www.brennancenter.org/our-work/research-reports/debunking-voter-fraud-myth] 
 
The verdict is in from every corner that voter fraud is sufficiently rare that it simply could not and does 
not happen at the rate even approaching that which would be required to “rig” an election. Electoral 
integrity is key to our democracy, and politicians who genuinely care about protecting our elections 
should focus not on phantom fraud concerns, but on those abuses that actually threaten election 
security. As historians and election experts have catalogued, there is a long history in this country of 
racially suppressive voting measures — including poll taxes and all-white primaries — put in place 
under the guise of stopping voter fraud that wasn’t actually occurring in the first place. The surest way 
toward voting that is truly free, fair, and accessible is to know the facts in the face of such rhetoric. 
 
 
Voter ID is Jim Crow by another name and destroys democracy by preventing minority groups 
from voting.  
Zasloff, professor of Law, UCLA, 2019 
[Jonathan, "Jim Crow as Kafka: Voter Suppression on the Ground," UCLA School of Law Public Law 
& Legal Theory Research Paper, accessed 12/15/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3498498] 
 
In 2010, political scientists Steven Levitsky and Lucan Ahmad Way coined the phrase “competitive 
authoritarianism” to describe a civilian regime in which democratic institutions exist in form but not in 
substance, because the electoral, legislative, judicial, media, and other institutions are so heavily 
skewed in favor of current power holders. But at the time, Levitsky and Way didn't imagine that their 
framework could be so easily applied to the United States. In retrospect, the North Carolina GOP’s 
political efforts represent an attempt at achieving this sort of primacy for their party. Between 
gerrymandering, Voter ID, and pliable courts, they hoped to achieve similar results to the Re- 
publican Party is Wisconsin, where similar tactics allowed the GOP to achieve a supermajority in the 
2012 state legislative elections – even though it received a minority of votes – and where its strict 
Voter ID law probably gave the Badger State’s 2016 electors to Donald Trump. In the Tar Heel State, 
these efforts have so far failed, in no small part because of the efforts of North Carolinians at the polls 
in 2016 and 2018, and the courts. But they have not given up, continuing in the face of hostile state 
courts to tilt the playing field as much as possible. Voter ID is a key part of those efforts. We are long 
past the time when anyone can say that voter suppression has been relegated to the past78: Jim 
Crow inside a velvet glove is still Jim Crow. 
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First Affirmative Speech 
 
Even if Voter ID doesn't affect the outcome of elections, it is morally wrong to enact policies 
known to exclude poor people and people of color from participating in democracy 
Zasloff, professor of Law, UCLA, 2019 
[Jonathan, "Jim Crow as Kafka: Voter Suppression on the Ground," UCLA School of Law Public Law 
& Legal Theory Research Paper, accessed 12/15/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3498498] 
 
Perhaps, at the end of the day, it will not matter. Perhaps those scholars who argue that Voter ID has 
no effect on elections will be proved right. Or per- haps one side will win elections in the Tar Heel 
State no convincingly that election skewing will be irrelevant. As the saying goes, lucky is better than 
smart. Whether it happens or not, however, we might want to reflect on the mean- ing of a system 
that purposefully makes it difficult and costly for the poor and the black to exercise their constitutional 
rights, and to treat the franchise as something closer to a gift to be granted upon good behavior – all 
for justifications that are transparently false. Voter ID in its current form sends an unmistakable 
method about who belongs and who does not. And despite claims of how much the nation has 
changed, it demonstrates how Trumped- up those claims are. 
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First Affirmative Speech 
 
Thus, the plan: 
 

The United States federal government should pass the Voting Rights Advancement Act of 
2019. 
 
 
Contention 3: Solvency 
 

The VRAA prohibits states from instituting discriminatory Voter ID laws. 
The office of US Senator Patrick Leahy (D-VT), 2019 
["THE VOTING RIGHTS ADVANCEMENTACT OF 2019," Senate.gov, accessed 12/13/19, CBO-
DUDA, https://www.leahy.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/VRAA%20of%202019%20one%20pager.pdf] 
 
The Voting Rights Advancement Act of 2019 establishes a targeted process for reviewing voting 
changes in jurisdictions nationwide, focused on measures that have historically been used to 
discriminate against voters.  •The process for reviewing changes in voting is limited to a set of 
measures, such as the institution of a voter ID law or the reduction of multilingual voting materials – 
practices that have historically been found to have the greatest discriminatory impact. 
 
 
The VRAA requires restores the pre-clearance provisions of the Voting Rights Act that were 
gutted in Shelby County 
Berman, senior reporter @ Mother Jones, 2019 
[Ari, "House Votes to Restore the Voting Rights Act," Mother Jones, 12/6/19, accessed 12/13/19, 
CBO-DUDA, https://www.motherjones.com/politics/2019/12/house-votes-to-restore-the-voting-rights-
act/] 
 
As I previously reported, here’s what the bill does: It would initially cover 11 states: nine in the South, 
plus California and New York, which have more recently been found to discriminate against Latinos 
and Asian Americans. The bill would also require all states to get federal approval for election 
changes that are known to disproportionately affect voters of color, such as strict voter ID laws, tighter 
voter registration requirements, and polling place closures in areas with large numbers of minority 
voters. The House Judiciary Committee and the House Administration Committee held extensive 
hearings, including in states like Georgia and Texas, to document the need for a renewed Voting 
Rights Act. The bill passed the House on a largely party-line vote, 228 to 187. Unlike in 2006, when 
the reauthorization of the Voting Rights Act passed the House by a vote of 390-33, only one House 
Republican, Brian Fitzpatrick of Pennsylvania, voted for the new bill. Senate Majority Leader Mitch 
McConnell has already declared his opposition. (McConnell also called a sweeping democracy reform 
bill passed by House Democrats in March a “power grab” by Democrats.) Although the VRAA has no 
chance of becoming law this year, the passage of the bill lays the groundwork for Democrats to make 
voting rights a major legislative priority should they recapture the Senate and the White House in 
2020. 
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Inherency - Shelby County Decision 
 

In 2013, the Supreme Court overturned a key provision of the Voting Rights Act. Ever since, 
states have pushed discriminatory laws to limit voting rights--including stricter Voter ID. 
Berman, senior reporter @ Mother Jones, 2019 
[Ari, "House Votes to Restore the Voting Rights Act," Mother Jones, 12/6/19, accessed 12/13/19, 
CBO-DUDA, https://www.motherjones.com/politics/2019/12/house-votes-to-restore-the-voting-rights-
act/] 
 
The House of Representatives voted Friday to restore key protections for voters across the country 
after the Supreme Court gutted the Voting Rights Act in 2013. In the Shelby County v. Holder 
decision, five conservative justices ruled that states with a long history of discrimination no longer 
needed to clear changes to their voting laws or procedures with the federal government. The 1965 
Voting Rights Act, they found, was out of date in requiring preclearance for a number of states that 
had a history of discriminating against minority voters at the time. But the court left the door open for 
Congress to pass a more current version of the law. After the Shelby decision, states freed from 
preclearance passed a wave of voter suppression laws, including strict voter ID laws, aggressive 
voter purges, and cutbacks to early voting in states such as Georgia, North Carolina, and Texas. In 
one striking example, the Leadership Conference on Civil Rights found that 1,688 polling places were 
closed between 2012 and 2018 in states that previously needed federal approval of their election 
changes under the Voting Rights Act. 
 
 
Shelby County created the conditions for Voter ID to spread--struck down key parts of the 
VRA 
MIT Election Data + Science Lab 2019 
["Voter Identification," MIT Election Data + Science Lab, CBO-DUDA, accessed 12/15/19, 
https://electionlab.mit.edu/research/voter-identification] 
 
A second spur to the passage of formal ID laws, especially strict photo ID laws, was the Supreme 
Court’s decision in Shelby County v. Holder. This 2013 case related to the federal pre-clearance 
provisions of the Voting Rights Act (VRA). Prior to Shelby County, states “covered” under Section 5 of 
the VRA (primarily states that seceded during the Civil War) were required to have any election-
related voting procedure changes pre-cleared by the Justice Department. To be granted pre-
clearance, a state covered by Section 5 would have to show that an ID law had neither a racially 
discriminatory intent nor effect. Although Section 5 did not altogether stop the passage of stricter 
photo ID requirements — Georgia’s strict photo ID law was precleared by the Department of Justice 
in 2006 — it put a damper on states that might have otherwise attempted to pass them. With pre-
clearance effectively gutted due to the court’s decision that the coverage formula outlined in Section 4 
of the VRA was outdated, southern states were emboldened to adopt stricter ID laws. States such as 
North Carolina and Texas moved quickly to enact photo ID laws that were much stricter than those 
from the previous decade. These laws, in turn, were challenged under a different section (Section 2) 
of the VRA. Currently, both North Carolina and Texas’s laws are on hold due to adverse federal court 
decisions. Pennsylvania’s photo ID law is on hold because of adverse state court action. 
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Advantage – Voter ID Laws Racist 
 

Voter ID is racist--people of color are less likely to have IDs 
MIT Election Data + Science Lab 2019 
["Voter Identification," MIT Election Data + Science Lab, CBO-DUDA, accessed 12/15/19, 
https://electionlab.mit.edu/research/voter-identification] 
 
Voter ID has been the subject of intense scrutiny from the scholarly community. One topic of great 
interest has been the disparate impact photo ID laws have had on racial minority groups and turnout. 
Public opinion research has found that minority voters tend to possess photo IDs at lower rates than 
whites. For instance, in the 2016 Survey of the Performance of American Elections, 7% of white 
respondents did not have either a driver’s license or passport, compared to 17% of black respondents 
and 9% of Hispanics. Research associated with litigation in which voter rolls have been matched 
against driver’s license lists has confirmed this finding in states such as North Carolina, Pennsylvania, 
South Carolina, Texas, and Wisconsin. (Whether these differences have been sufficient to invalidate 
the laws has varied across courts.) 
 
 
Best studies prove that voter ID suppresses minority votes 
Hajnal, professor of political science, UC-San Diego, et al 2017 
[Zoltan, with Nazita Lajevardi and Lindsay Nielson, "Do voter identification laws suppress minority 
voting? Yes. We did the research.," Washington Post, 2/15/17, accessed 12/15/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/monkey-cage/wp/2017/02/15/do-voter-identification-laws-
suppress-minority-voting-yes-we-did-the-research/] 
 
In our new study we are able to offer a more definitive assessment for several reasons. First and 
most important, we have data from the nation’s most recent elections (2006-2014) and can single out 
and test the effect of the strict voter ID laws in multiple elections and multiple states. (We define 
states with “strict voter ID laws” as states where residents cannot vote without presenting valid 
identification during or after the voting process.) Second, we have validated voting data so we know 
whether each of our respondents actually voted. Third, we have a huge sample — over a third of a 
million Americans from the Cooperative Congressional Election Study — which means that we can 
analyze the participation of racial and ethnic minorities in all states both before and after strict ID laws 
are implemented. When we compare overall turnout in states with strict ID laws to turnout in states 
without these laws, we find no significant difference. That pattern matches with most existing studies. 
But when we dig deeper and look specifically at racial and ethnic minority turnout, we see a 
significant drop in minority participation when and where these laws are implemented. Hispanics are 
affected the most: Turnout is 7.1 percentage points lower in general elections and 5.3 points lower in 
primaries in strict ID states than it is in other states. Strict ID laws mean lower African American, 
Asian American and multiracial American turnout as well. White turnout is largely unaffected. These 
laws have a disproportionate effect on minorities, which is exactly what you would expect given that 
members of racial and ethnic minorities are less apt to have valid photo ID. 
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Advantage – Voter ID Laws Racist 
 
Voter ID is racist – it is double speak that hides efforts to keep minorities from voting  
Lopez, writer for Vox focusing on criminal justice, 2017 
[German, "A major study finding that voter ID laws hurt minorities isn’t standing up well under 
scrutiny," Vox, 3/15/17, accessed 12/11/19, DUDA-CBO 
https://www.vox.com/identities/2017/3/15/14909764/study-voter-id-racism] 
 
This is simply deplorable. It’s a direct admission that voter restrictions are politically motivated 
attempts to disenfranchise black voters. People’s constitutional rights are being messed with for 
political gain. (It’s no wonder a federal judge struck down parts of North Carolina’s voter ID law, 
concluding it “target[ed] African-Americans with almost surgical precision.”) The admission is made 
worse by America’s long history of attempting to suppress black voters. For civil rights groups, voter 
ID and other new restrictions call back to the days of poll taxes, literacy tests, and other rules — not 
to mention violence — that were used to block minorities from voting until the Voting Rights Act of 
1965 effectively banned such laws and tactics. Like modern voting restrictions, the old laws didn’t 
appear to racially discriminate at face value, but due to selective enforcement and socioeconomic 
disparities, they disproportionately kept out black voters. The ultimate impact of the new voting 
restrictions, particularly voter ID, may be small. But the long history here, coupled with some 
Republicans’ frank admissions, is enough to dislike these laws no matter how little they change the 
electorate. 
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Advantage – African Americans Impacted by Voter ID 
 
Studies show black voters are more than twice as likely to lack ID 
Lapowskie, senior writer for Wired covering politics and national affairs, 1/4/2018 
[Issie, "A Dead-Simple Algorithm Reveals the True Toll of Voter ID Laws," Wired, accessed 12/15/19, 
CBO-DUDA, https://www.wired.com/story/voter-id-law-algorithm/] 
 
Once Hersh and Ansolabehere were confident they had properly matched registered voters to their ID 
records, they used a commercial tool called Catalist to predict each voter's race. That tool analyzes 
names to determine how likely a given name is to be associated with one race or another. It also 
accounts for the demographics of the Census block where a given voter lives. Using this tool, the 
researchers confirmed what voting rights advocates already know to be true—that black voters are 
more likely to lack adequate identification under voter ID laws. According to the study, 3.6 percent of 
registered white voters had no match in any state or federal ID database. By contrast, 7.5 percent of 
black registered voters were missing from those databases. The algorithm shows a clear and 
disturbing racial disparity on voting rights. But Hersh says that it also shows that voter ID laws affect a 
relatively small percentage of the population. Across all registered voters in Texas, the researchers 
found 4.5 percent lack proper identification. For registered voters who actually showed up at the polls 
in 2012, it's 1.5 percent. "You're down to a small percentage of the population that doesn't have an 
ID," says Hersh. That's one reason why, despite Alabama's restrictive voter ID law, black turnout in 
the recent Senate election still exceeded expectations. Still, while the percentages may sound small, 
that 4.5 percent still represents 608,470 Texas citizens who could potentially be disenfranchised. 
 
 
Voter ID laws are meant to target Black voters--North Carolina proves 
Zasloff, professor of Law, UCLA, 2019 
[Jonathan, "Jim Crow as Kafka: Voter Suppression on the Ground," UCLA School of Law Public Law 
& Legal Theory Research Paper, accessed 12/15/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3498498] 
 
When the United States Supreme Court held 5-4 that Section 5’s pre- clearance provisions were 
unconstitutional because of the “equal dignity of the states,”22 Republicans at the state house 
immediately – in less than 24 hours – swung into action. Senate President Phil Berger announced the 
day after the decision that the Legislature would write a more comprehensive bill. Republicans 
remained silent for 18 days, and then rushed through a bill in less than 48 hours. That bill, the Fourth 
Circuit famously noted, “target[ed] African Ameri- cans with almost surgical precision.”23 It ended 
same-day registration, se- verely curtailed early and out-of-precinct voting, and (crucial for our pur- 
poses) imposed a strict Voter ID requirement. These changes disproportionately affected African-
American voters, and the Fourth Circuit ruled that this represented precisely the GOP Legislature’s 
purpose. As the court explained, legislators explicitly asked staff for racial data on early voting; told 
that African-Americans disproportionately used the first week of early voting; they then eliminated that 
week in the legislation. Republicans asked for the sorts of IDs that African-Americans were most 
likely to have, received answers from staff, and then explicitly forbade the use of those IDs as a way 
of complying with the Voter ID requirement. Race was not incidental: “the legislature requested and 
received racial data as to usage of the practices changed by the proposed law.”24 
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Advantage – Voter ID Laws have Huge Impact in Texas 
 

Voter ID is racist - Texas proves 
Ayala, Research Associate at the Brennan Center, and Pérez, Director of Voting Rights and 
Elections at the Brennan Center, 2019 
[Rebecca and Myrna, "Here We Go Again: Politicians Using the False Specter of Voter Fraud," The 
Brennan Center, 11/19/19, accessed 12/11/19, CBO-DUDA, https://www.brennancenter.org/our-
work/analysis-opinion/here-we-go-again-politicians-using-false-specter-voter-fraud] 
 
In 2011, Texas enacted the strictest voter ID requirement in the country, and the Brennan Center and 
other advocates later challenged the law in court. At the time, experts estimated it would impact more 
than 600,000 registered voters in Texas who did not have a valid form of identification compliant with 
the law. Lawmakers used the specter of in-person voter fraud to justify the law’s passage — and in 
the process likely disenfranchised some voters in the 2014 election. A federal appeals court found 
that the law was racially discriminatory, noting that before the law was passed, there were “only two 
convictions of in-person impersonation fraud out of 20 million votes cast in the decade.” After a years-
long legal battle, the court permitted Texas to implement a revised version of the law. Despite these 
rulings, the false narrative of voter fraud persists in Texas and continues to negatively impact voters. 
In January, then-Secretary of State David Whitley attempted to remove 95,000 supposed noncitizens 
from the voter rolls, and alleged 58,000 had voted in at least one election. In the press release 
announcing these efforts, he made reference to election integrity and voter fraud prevention as 
justifications for these policies. After a series of controversies and lawsuits, Whitley abandoned the 
effort and later resigned. Civil rights organizations subsequently released emails that showed the 
noncitizen voter purge campaign originated in the office of Gov. Greg Abbott (R), illustrating yet 
another example of politicians promoting unsubstantiated voter fraud claims. 
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Solvency – VRAA Forces States to Justify Policies  
 

The VRAA would force states to "pre-clear" discriminatory practices like Voter ID--protecting 
voting rights 
Crum, Harry A. Bigelow Teaching Fellow, Lecturer in Law, Univ. of Chicago Law School, 2019 
[Travis, "The Voting Rights Advancement Act of 2019," Take Care Blog, 3/1/19, accessed 12/13/19, 
CBO-DUDA, https://takecareblog.com/blog/the-voting-rights-advancement-act-of-2019] 
 
One aspect of the VRAA that has not attracted sufficient attention from the public or the voting rights 
community is the requirement that certain election laws automatically be subject to preclearance. 
Found in Section 4A of the VRAA, this “practice-based preclearance” would apply nationwide and 
would cover election law changes that have proved particularly problematic in the past. Some of 
these changes—such as modifying jurisdictional boundaries or adding at-large seats in areas with 
high minority populations—are going to affect mostly local jurisdictions. Others—such as requiring 
preclearance of voter qualification laws, including voter ID laws—will generally impact States. 
 
 
The VRAA prevents states from enacting discriminatory policies like Voter ID 
The office of US Senator Patrick Leahy (D-VT), 2019 
["THE VOTING RIGHTS ADVANCEMENTACT OF 2019," Senate.gov, accessed 12/13/19, CBO-
DUDA, https://www.leahy.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/VRAA%20of%202019%20one%20pager.pdf] 
 
The Voting Rights Advancement Act of 2019 creates a new coverage formula that applies to all states 
and hinges on a finding of repeated voting rights violations in the preceding 25 years.• Significantly, 
the 25-year period “rolls,” or continuously moves, to keep up with “current conditions,” so that only 
states that have a recent record of racial discrimination in voting are covered.• States that have 
repeated and persistent violations will be covered for a period of 10 years, but if they establish a 
clean record moving forward, they can come out of coverage. 
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Solvency - VRAA Reverses Shelby County Court Case  
 

VRAA solves the problem created by Shelby County 
D'Antonio, Program Assistant, Criminal Justice and Election Integrity, FCNL, 2019 
[Joe, "The VRAA Can Turn the Tides on Voter Discrimination," Friends Committee on National 
Legislation, 9/12/19, accessed 12/13/19, CBO-DUDA, https://www.fcnl.org/updates/the-vraa-can-turn-
the-tides-on-voter-discrimination-2358] 
 
Ever since the 2013 Supreme Court decision of Shelby County v. Holder, it has been far too easy for 
voting discrimination to occur. This troubling trend is what led the House Judiciary Committee to hold 
a hearing on Sept. 10 that focused on voting discrimination and a crucial piece of legislation: The 
Voting Rights Advancement Act (VRAA). The need to pass the VRAA (H.R. 4) arises largely from a 
regression in our approach towards voting rights. In Shelby County v. Holder, the Supreme Court 
struck down the parts of the Voting Rights Act that are often referred to as the “preclearance 
provisions.” These sections of the law required the attorney general or federal courts to preapprove 
new voting laws in jurisdictions with a history of racial voter suppression. Their purpose was to ensure 
that new laws would not discriminate against protected minority groups. The VRAA seeks to restore 
these preclearance provisions. 
 
 
 
VRAA undoes the damage of Shelby County 
The office of US Senator Patrick Leahy (D-VT), 2019 
["THE VOTING RIGHTS ADVANCEMENTACT OF 2019," Senate.gov, accessed 12/13/19, CBO-
DUDA, https://www.leahy.senate.gov/imo/media/doc/VRAA%20of%202019%20one%20pager.pdf] 
 
The Voting Rights Advancement Act of 2019 responds to current conditions in voting today by 
restoring the full protections of the original, bipartisan Voting Rights Act of 1965, which was last 
reauthorized by Congress in 2006, but gutted by the Supreme Court in 2013.  •Following the Shelby 
County decision four years ago, several states passed sweeping voter suppression laws that 
disproportionately prevent minorities, the elderly, and the youth from voting.  •The bill provides the 
tools to address these discriminatory practices and seeks to protect all Americans’ right to vote. 
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Answer to: Voter ID Stops Fraud 
 

Republicans admit that voter fraud is a non-problem--and that voter ID is meant to suppress 
minority votes 
Wines, national correspondent, New York Times, 2016 
 
[Michael, "Some Republicans Acknowledge Leveraging Voter ID Laws for Political Gain," The New 
York Times, 9/17/16, accessed 12/11/19, CBO-DUDA, https://www.nytimes.com/2016/ 
09/17/us/some-republicans-acknowledge-leveraging-voter-id-laws-for-political-gain.html] 
Yet academic studies and election-law experts broadly agree that voter fraud is not a widespread 
problem in American elections. Rather, they say, it is a widespread political tactic used either to 
create doubt about an election’s validity or to keep one’s opponents — in most cases, Democratic 
voters — from casting ballots. In unguarded moments, some Republican supporters of the laws have 
been inclined to agree. Claiming Democratic voters cheat In April of this year, Representative Glenn 
Grothman, Republican of Wisconsin, predicted in a television interview that the state’s photo ID law 
would weaken the Democratic presidential candidate Hillary Clinton’s chances of winning the state in 
November’s election. It was not the first time he cited voter ID requirements’ impact on Democrats; in 
2012, speaking about the law’s effect on President Obama’s re-election race, Mr. Grothman said 
voter ID requirements hurt Democrats because Democratic voters cheat more often — a premise that 
remains unproven. One of the few verified instances of recent voter fraud at a Wisconsin polling place 
— the only kind of fraud that a photo ID might prevent — padded a Republican governor’s tally. 
‘Happy’ to deny the right to vote Also in Wisconsin, Todd Allbaugh, 46, a staff aide to a Republican 
state legislator, attributed his decision to quit his job in 2015 and leave the party to what he witnessed 
at a Republican caucus meeting. He wrote on Facebook: I was in the closed Senate Republican 
Caucus when the final round of multiple Voter ID bills were being discussed. A handful of the GOP 
Senators were giddy about the ramifications and literally singled out the prospects of suppressing 
minority and college voters. Think about that for a minute. Elected officials planning and happy to help 
deny a fellow American’s constitutional right to vote in order to increase their own chances to hang 
onto power. 
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Answer to: Voter ID Stops Fraud 
 
Republicans admit it--Voter ID is a solution in search of a problem 
Wines, national correspondent, New York Times, 2016 
[Michael, "Some Republicans Acknowledge Leveraging Voter ID Laws for Political Gain," The New 
York Times, 9/17/16, accessed 12/11/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://www.nytimes.com/2016/09/17/us/some-republicans-acknowledge-leveraging-voter-id-laws-for-
political-gain.html] 
 
A ‘marketing ploy’ In Florida, both the state’s former Republican Party chairman, Jim Greer, and its 
former Republican governor, Charlie Crist, told The Palm Beach Post in 2012 that the state’s voter ID 
law was devised to suppress Democratic votes. Mr. Greer told The Post: “The Republican Party, the 
strategists, the consultants, they firmly believe that early voting is bad for Republican Party 
candidates. It’s done for one reason and one reason only,” he said. Consultants told him “we’ve got to 
cut down on early voting because early voting is not good for us,” he said. He added, “They never 
came in to see me and tell me we had a fraud issue. It’s all a marketing ploy.” As for Wisconsin’s law, 
two federal courts ruled this summer that the ID requirement disenfranchised citizens who had trouble 
obtaining an approved ID card — many of them minorities who vote Democratic. While the legal 
battle continues, the state has been ordered to offer an easier way to obtain identification. Similar 
laws in North Carolina and Texas were struck down this summer by federal courts that called them 
racially discriminatory. A federal appeals court ruling in the North Carolina case concluded that that 
state’s election law had targeted African-American voters because they were overwhelmingly 
Democrats. 
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Answer to: People Can Just Apply for Voter ID 
 

Voter ID forces voters to apply for permission to vote, which is against the idea of democracy. 
Zasloff, professor of Law, UCLA, 2019 
[Jonathan, "Jim Crow as Kafka: Voter Suppression on the Ground," UCLA School of Law Public Law 
& Legal Theory Research Paper, accessed 12/15/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3498498] 
 
At least in North Carolina, the implementation of Voter ID essentially represents the “welfarization” of 
the franchise. Potential voters – who in light of Voter ID must, like welfare recipients, “apply” for 
permission to gain their rights – face a bewildering gauntlet of rules, forms, and tasks to achieve what 
should be simple, and do it in the face of bureaucratic hostility – a smorgasbord of learning, 
compliance, and psychological costs. This was no accident. From the beginning, it became clear that 
the model in theory and in practice not only was costly in terms of time, money, and deterrence, but 
also in terms of other processes that made  
 

It's not that easy to get ID--multiple factors 
Zasloff, professor of Law, UCLA, 2019 
[Jonathan, "Jim Crow as Kafka: Voter Suppression on the Ground," UCLA School of Law Public Law 
& Legal Theory Research Paper, accessed 12/15/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3498498] 
 
Voter ID, by its very nature, generates inconvenience, annoyance, and difficulty for low-income 
citizens. “Inconvenience” and “annoyance” seem like minor distractions, but they can form formidable 
barriers to participation in any government or private program. Thinking about the problem econom- 
ically7 quickly reveals that inconvenience, annoyance, and difficulty are costs: they demand 
resources of time, energy, and money that are scarce for everyone, and especially for low-income 
people. Pamela Herd and Donald Moynihan have recently broken down the no- tion of “administrative 
burden” in a useful three-part typology8: Learning costs i.e. “the time and effort expended to learn 
about the program or service, ascertaining eligibility status, the nature of benefits, conditions that 
must be satisfied, and how to gain access; Compliance costs i.e. the “provision of information and 
doc- umentation to demonstrate standing; financial costs to access services (such as fees, legal 
representation, travel costs); avoiding or responding to discretionary demands made by ad- 
ministrators”; and Psychological costs i.e. “Stigma arising from applying for and participating in an 
unpopular program; loss of autonomy that comes from intrusive administrative supervision; frustration 
at dealing with learning and compliance costs, unjust or unnec- essary procedures; stresses that 
arise from uncertainty about whether a citizens can negotiate processes and compliance costs.” 
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Answer to: People Can Just Apply for Voter ID 
 
Getting ID might seem simple, but it isn't--voter ID is an excuse for discrimination 
Zasloff, professor of Law, UCLA, 2019 
[Jonathan, "Jim Crow as Kafka: Voter Suppression on the Ground," UCLA School of Law Public Law 
& Legal Theory Research Paper, accessed 12/15/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3498498] 
 
It seems simple and straightforward. When a registered voter appears at the polls on Election Day (or 
earlier), she presents a photo ID to the poll worker, who checks it against the voter rolls. In the likely 
event of a match, the poll worker gives the voter her ballot, and she exercises her right to the 
franchise. It is neither simple nor straightforward. And it is probably invidious. For the last two 
decades, many – overwhelmingly Republican -- state legislatures have enacted voter identification 
requirements, ostensibly as a way of ensuring the integrity of the ballot. The litigation response was 
immediate, one prominent case reaching the United States Supreme Court. This process accelerated 
rapidly, however, in the wake of Barack Obama’s elec- tion, and particularly after the 2010 midterms, 
in which Republicans flipped twenty state legislative chambers nationwide, giving them full control of 
eleven more state legislatures than they had previously and control of one chamber in Colorodo, Iowa 
and New York. These new requirements – which I shall call “Voter ID” -- achieved greater public 
notice in the wake of the 2016 and 2018 elections, when some observers argued that it accounted for 
the distortion of results, particularly in Donald Trump’s Wisconsin victory, and Stacey Abrams’ narrow 
loss in the Georgia gubernatorial race. Others rejected such claims. 
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Answer to: Voter ID Laws Don’t Change Elections Results  
 

Voter ID laws tilt elections--they're meant to depress liberal votes  
Hajnal, professor of political science, UC-San Diego, et al 2017 
[Zoltan, with Nazita Lajevardi and Lindsay Nielson, "Do voter identification laws suppress minority 
voting? Yes. We did the research.," Washington Post, 2/15/17, accessed 12/15/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/monkey-cage/wp/2017/02/15/do-voter-identification-laws-
suppress-minority-voting-yes-we-did-the-research/] 
 
When a state has strict voter ID laws, those who do vote are more conservative All of this, of course, 
has real political consequences. Because minority voters tend to be Democrats, strict voter ID laws tilt 
the primary electorate dramatically. All else equal, when strict ID laws are instituted, the turnout gap 
between Republicans and Democrats in primary contests more than doubles from 4.3 points to 9.8 
points. Likewise, the turnout gap between conservative and liberal voters more than doubles from 7.7 
to 20.4 points. By instituting strict voter ID laws, states can alter the electorate and shift outcomes 
toward those on the right. Where these laws are enacted, the influence of Democrats and liberals 
wanes and the power of Republicans grows. Unsurprisingly, these strict ID laws are passed almost 
exclusively by Republican legislatures. 
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Answer to: Discrimination is Isolated/Rare 
 

Without federal pre-clearance, states are free to enact discriminatory laws – it’s becoming 
widespread  
D'Antonio, Program Assistant, Criminal Justice and Election Integrity, FCNL, 2019 
[Joe, "The VRAA Can Turn the Tides on Voter Discrimination," Friends Committee on National 
Legislation, 9/12/19, accessed 12/13/19, CBO-DUDA, https://www.fcnl.org/updates/the-vraa-can-turn-
the-tides-on-voter-discrimination-2358] 
 
Discriminatory voter restrictions are often enacted at the local level. Those affected often don’t know 
they’ve been disenfranchised until they are turned away at the polls. Under the previous system, the 
burden of ensuring that voting laws were not discriminatory was on the federal government. Without 
preclearance, the burden has been shifted to the people. Now, the only hope for overturning a 
discriminatory voting law is through long and costly legal proceedings. As these proceedings take 
place, the harmful law continues to be enforced and can affect multiple election cycles before being 
knocked down. 
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Answer to: Few Lack Voter ID 
 

Statistics understate how many voters don't have ID--in states without car cultures, up to 10% 
Lapowskie, senior writer for Wired covering politics and national affairs, 1/4/2018 
[Issie, "A Dead-Simple Algorithm Reveals the True Toll of Voter ID Laws," Wired, accessed 12/15/19, 
CBO-DUDA, https://www.wired.com/story/voter-id-law-algorithm/] 
 
And Hersh's findings are limited to Texas. In other states with less of a car culture and more densely 
populated cities, the number of people who lack ID may be as high as 10 percent, MIT's Stewart 
explains. And because this study only looks at voters who are currently registered, Stewart says, it 
doesn't take into account the discouraging effects that voter ID laws may have on people attempting 
to register in the first place. 
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Answer to: Voter ID Increases Voter Turnout 
 

Your argument that ID increases participation draws the wrong conclusion--it reflects 
minorities targeted by voter ID laws surging to the polls in protest! 
MIT Election Data + Science Lab 2019 
["Voter Identification," MIT Election Data + Science Lab, CBO-DUDA, accessed 12/15/19, 
https://electionlab.mit.edu/research/voter-identification] 
 
While it may seem obvious that voter ID laws can only serve to depress turnout, important arguments 
have been made by scholars that the very presence of voter ID laws can have a counter-mobilizing 
effect that encourages greater turnout among voting populations that are targeted by those laws. 
 
 
 
The negative’s studies about voter ID and turnout are inadequate--more recent data leans 
affirmative 
MIT Election Data + Science Lab 2019 
["Voter Identification," MIT Election Data + Science Lab, CBO-DUDA, accessed 12/15/19, 
https://electionlab.mit.edu/research/voter-identification] 
 
Whether the lack of IDs leads to a decrease in turnout is still open to dispute. Some early studies 
found no statistical association between strict ID laws and decreased turnout (see articles by 
Ansolabehere and Mycoff et al ). More recent studies by the GAO and Hajnal et al have shown 
negative correlations between strict photo ID laws and turnout. However, as of yet, there has been no 
large-scale study to examine the effects of ID laws on turnout using a research design that can validly 
estimate the causal effects of these laws. And, in an important methodological article, Robert Erikson 
and Lorraine Minnite note that the data sets that have been used to study the turnout effects of ID 
laws are currently too small to accurately measure any causal effects. 
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ANSWERS TO VOTER FRAUD DISADVANTAGE 
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Voter Fraud Doesn’t Occur - Data 
 

Studies agree: there's no voter fraud--fraudulent votes are less than 0.0003 percent of votes 
cast 
The Brennan Center for Justice 2017 
[The Brennan Center is a non-partisan public policy institute housed at New York University. 
"Debunking the Voter Fraud Myth," The Brennan Center, 1/31/17, accessed 12/11/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://www.brennancenter.org/our-work/research-reports/debunking-voter-fraud-myth] 
 
Studies Agree: Impersonation Fraud by Voters Very Rarely Happens The Brennan Center’s seminal 
report on this issue, The Truth About Voter Fraud, found that most reported incidents of voter fraud 
are actually traceable to other sources, such as clerical errors or bad data matching practices. The 
report reviewed elections that had been meticulously studied for voter fraud, and found incident rates 
between 0.0003 percent and 0.0025 percent. Given this tiny incident rate for voter impersonation 
fraud, it is more likely, the report noted, that an American “will be struck by lightning than that he will 
impersonate another voter at the polls.” A study published by a Columbia University political scientist 
tracked incidence rates for voter fraud for two years, and found that the rare fraud that was reported 
generally could be traced to “false claims by the loser of a close race, mischief and administrative or 
voter error.” 
 
 
Voter fraud is essentially non-existent--non-citizen votes were less than 0.0001 percent of 
votes cast in 2016 
Ayala, Research Associate at the Brennan Center, and Pérez, Director of Voting Rights and 
Elections at the Brennan Center, 2019 
[Rebecca and Myrna, "Here We Go Again: Politicians Using the False Specter of Voter Fraud," The 
Brennan Center, 11/19/19, accessed 12/11/19, CBO-DUDA, https://www.brennancenter.org/our-
work/analysis-opinion/here-we-go-again-politicians-using-false-specter-voter-fraud] 
 
After the 2016 presidential election, President Trump alleged that millions of noncitizens voted 
illegally (he used more offensive language) in the general election. Brennan Center research 
debunked this myth and found that of the 42 jurisdictions analyzed, improper noncitizen voting 
accounted for 0.0001 percent of the votes cast in those areas during the 2016 election. In May 2017, 
President Trump used his executive authority to create the Presidential Advisory Commission on 
Election Integrity with the intent “to promote fair and honest Federal elections.” However, in action 
and composition, key members of the commission made clear the real intent: to substantiate their 
phony claims of widespread in-person voter fraud. After months of controversy, public opposition, and 
legal challenges, President Trump disbanded it in January 2018. The commission failed to produce 
credible evidence or a final report to back up the president’s claims of widespread in-person voter 
fraud. 
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Voter Fraud Doesn’t Occur – Court Cases  
 

Many courts confirm that there's no evidence of widespread voter fraud 
The Brennan Center for Justice 2017 
[The Brennan Center is a non-partisan public policy institute housed at New York University. 
"Debunking the Voter Fraud Myth," The Brennan Center, 1/31/17, accessed 12/11/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://www.brennancenter.org/our-work/research-reports/debunking-voter-fraud-myth] 
 
Courts Agree: Fraud by Voters at the Polls is Nearly Non-Existent The Fifth Circuit, in an opinion 
finding that Texas’s strict photo ID law is racially discriminatory, noted that there were “only two 
convictions for in-person voter impersonation fraud out of 20 million votes cast in the decade” before 
Texas passed its law. In its opinion striking down North Carolina’s omnibus restrictive election law —
which included a voter ID requirement — as purposefully racially discriminatory, the Fourth Circuit 
noted that the state “failed to identify even a single individual who has ever been charged with 
committing in-person voter fraud in North Carolina.” A federal trial court in Wisconsin reviewing that 
state’s strict photo ID law found “that impersonation fraud — the type of fraud that voter ID is 
designed to prevent — is extremely rare” and “a truly isolated phenomenon that has not posed a 
significant threat to the integrity of Wisconsin’s elections.” Even the Supreme Court, in its opinion in 
Crawford upholding Indiana’s voter ID law, noted that the record in the case “contains no evidence of 
any [in-person voter impersonation] fraud actually occurring in Indiana at any time in its history.” Two 
of the jurists who weighed in on that case at the time — Republican-appointed former Supreme Court 
Justice John Paul Stevens and conservative appellate court Judge Richard Posner — have since 
announced they regret their votes in favor of the law, with Judge Posner noting that strict photo ID 
laws are “now widely regarded as a means of voter suppression rather than of fraud prevention.” 
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Voter Fraud Doesn’t Occur – Risk of being Found Out 
 

Voter fraud doesn't make sense--the penalties are too high, and the payoff is too small 
Ayala, Research Associate at the Brennan Center, and Pérez, Director of Voting Rights and 
Elections at the Brennan Center, 2019 
[Rebecca and Myrna, "Here We Go Again: Politicians Using the False Specter of Voter Fraud," The 
Brennan Center, 11/19/19, accessed 12/11/19, CBO-DUDA, https://www.brennancenter.org/our-
work/analysis-opinion/here-we-go-again-politicians-using-false-specter-voter-fraud] 
 
It’s no wonder that instances of individual voters committing fraud are incredibly rare. The potential 
gain of a single vote pales in comparison to the potential penalties if a person is caught. It’s a different 
story for the politicians who peddle the voter-fraud lie, though. They win when voters are distrustful of 
what they hear. Politicians need to stop using voter fraud as a justification for anti-voter policies or to 
explain electoral losses. But we as the public have a role to play, too. We need to be ready if these 
lies reappear in the 2020 election, and we can’t fall for them. 
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Answer to: Voter Fraud Hurts Confidence in Democracy  
 

It’s the other way around – exaggerating the amount of "voter fraud" is actually what hurts 
voter confidence  
Wines, national correspondent, New York Times, 2016 
[Michael, "Some Republicans Acknowledge Leveraging Voter ID Laws for Political Gain," The New 
York Times, 9/17/16, accessed 12/11/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://www.nytimes.com/2016/09/17/us/some-republicans-acknowledge-leveraging-voter-id-laws-for-
political-gain.html] 
 
Richard L. Hasen, an election law expert and law professor at the University of California, Irvine, said 
in an email on Thursday that spreading claims of voter fraud for political gain has a pernicious impact. 
“It is a shameful falsehood, given the extremely low rates of voter fraud in the U.S., especially the 
kind of fraud targeted by Republican voter ID laws,” he wrote. “It undermines faith in the fairness of 
the electoral process, which is the bedrock of all functioning democracies.” Yet it is now approaching 
conventional wisdom: In a new poll, nearly half of Americans said they believe voter fraud happens 
somewhat or very often in elections. 
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Voter Fraud Laws Don’t Improve Confidence in Democracy  
 

No link - voter ID laws don't improve voter confidence 
MIT Election Data + Science Lab 2019 
["Voter Confidence," MIT Election Data + Science Lab, CBO-DUDA, accessed 12/15/19, 
https://electionlab.mit.edu/research/voter-confidence] 
 
It's common to justify election reforms by arguing they will increase voter confidence in the electoral 
system. However, there's little evidence that election administration has a direct effect on voter 
confidence. The major exception to this statement is that voters who experience problems at polling 
places tend to be less confident than voters who don’t. The issue of voter confidence and election 
reforms has been front and center in justifications for stricter voter ID laws. As noted above, Justice 
Stevens’s decision justifying the constitutionality of strict voter ID laws in Crawford v. Marion County 
Board of Elections credited Indiana’s argument that strict voter ID laws could increase voter 
confidence. However, subsequent research on this question reveals no correlation between the 
adoption of strict voter ID laws and increases in voter confidence. Indeed, if anything, the political 
climate created by debates about strict ID laws could actually be reducing confidence and further 
polarizing opinions along partisan lines. 
 
 
No link between voter ID and voter confidence 
MIT Election Data + Science Lab 2019 
["Voter Identification," MIT Election Data + Science Lab, CBO-DUDA, accessed 12/15/19, 
https://electionlab.mit.edu/research/voter-identification] 
 
Another aspect of voter ID laws is the effect of these laws on the confidence of voters. Research into 
this question was partially inspired by the argument of the Supreme Court in Marion County that a 
rational justification for a state passing a strict ID law is to instill greater confidence in the electoral 
process. However, the research conducted on this question (see here and here ) has not found a 
consistent correlation between the presence of strict ID laws in a state and an increase in voter 
confidence (or a decrease in the belief that fraud is rampant). 
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Voter Confidence Doesn’t Impact Democracy  
 

There’s no impact to the disadvantage, voter confidence doesn't matter - it doesn't affect 
participation 
MIT Election Data + Science Lab 2019 
["Voter Confidence," MIT Election Data + Science Lab, CBO-DUDA, accessed 12/15/19, 
https://electionlab.mit.edu/research/voter-confidence] 
 
Viewing voter confidence as a measure of the quality of American elections and assuming that voter 
confidence is linked to the willingness of Americans to vote are intuitively appealing. However, 
research indicates only a weak causal connection between voter confidence and voter turnout, and it 
does not show clear causal links between certain high-profile election administration practices, such 
as voter ID laws, and voter confidence. Surveys have been measuring public opinion about voter 
confidence for nearly two decades. How the question about confidence is asked generally determines 
whether voters are deemed to have high or low confidence in elections. The strongest influence on 
levels of voter confidence, regardless of how the question is asked, is whether one’s candidate has 
won or lost an election. Beyond the “losers’ regret” phenomenon, voter confidence is influenced in 
smaller ways by the intensity of partisan competition and the experience of casting ballots. 
 
 
Many factors determine faith in election outcomes - not just voter ID 
Karp, Social and Political Science, Brunel Univ. of London, Nai, University of Amsterdam, and 
Norris, JFK School of Government, Harvard, 2018 
[Jeffrey, Alessandro, Pippa, "Dial ‘F’ for fraud: Explaining citizens suspicions about elections," 
Electoral Studies 53 (2018): 11-19, CBO-DUDA 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0261379417302792] 
 
What contributes towards trust and confidence in electoral integrity? Comparative research suggests 
that many macro factors are important in explaining cross-national levels of public trust and 
confidence in elections, such as the institutional design and independence of Electoral Management 
Bodies and the public funding of parties, as well as contextual factors in any state, such as levels of 
democracy and corruption (Birch, 2010). At the individual-level, factors include the direct experience 
of citizens with the voting process (Atkeson and Saunders, 2007), their interaction with poll workers 
(Hall et al., 2009), whether voters support political parties on the winning or losing side (Anderson et 
al., 2005, Birch, 2010, Cantu and Garcia-Ponce, 2015), the information about malpractice derived 
from partisan and media sources of information (Fogarty et al., 2015, Beaulieu, 2014a), as well as the 
standard sociodemographic and attitudinal variables of age, sex, income, political interest, and left-
right self-placement (Birch, 2010, Norris, 1999). In addition to these explanations, we posit that 
political sophistication is also likely to play a major role in strengthening confidence in elections. 
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Low Confidence in Elections is Inevitable 
 
People always doubt the outcomes of elections – it’s just whichever side loses  
Karp, Social and Political Science, Brunel Univ. of London, Nai, University of Amsterdam, and 
Norris, JFK School of Government, Harvard, 2018 
[Jeffrey, Alessandro, Pippa, "Dial ‘F’ for fraud: Explaining citizens suspicions about elections," 
Electoral Studies 53 (2018): 11-19, CBO-DUDA 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0261379417302792] 
 
Those voting for losing parties are also more likely to believe that fraud is a problem, as others have 
found (Anderson et al., 2005), but the differences do not match the magnitude of the effects for 
sophistication and knowledge. There is also evidence that those on the right side of the ideological 
spectrum are more likely than moderates to be concerned about fraud, while there is no evidence that 
those on the left are significantly different from moderates. We found no evidence, however, that 
media exposure has any direct impact on perceptions of fraud. 
 
 
Doubts about electoral integrity are caused by misinformation spread by political actors – it’s 
simply impossible to recover public confidence in elections  
Karp, Social and Political Science, Brunel Univ. of London, Nai, University of Amsterdam, and 
Norris, JFK School of Government, Harvard, 2018 
[Jeffrey, Alessandro, Pippa, "Dial ‘F’ for fraud: Explaining citizens suspicions about elections," 
Electoral Studies 53 (2018): 11-19, CBO-DUDA 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0261379417302792] 
 
Although the electoral system in Australia poses considerable hurdles to understand the choices on 
the ballot, and indeed how votes are translated into seats, more sophisticated citizens who pay close 
attention to politics are likely to be relatively well-informed.6 On the other hand, news coverage that 
focuses on potential problems associated with the administration of elections may lead people to 
believe that electoral fraud is more prevalent than it is. Fogarty et al. (2015) note that a substantial 
segment of the public in the United States believe that fraud is widespread when there is no actual 
evidence that this is the case. They suggest that political campaigns may contribute to these fears by 
focusing news attention on voter fraud to mobilise their base, particularly when elections are hotly 
contested. Instead of educating citizens about the virtues of political participation, negative news 
coverage stirs fears of maladministration, fraud and bad governance. Negative news about electoral 
processes may further undermine public confidence for those on the losing side who feel more 
vulnerable and more responsive to fears of fraud and deceit. Doubts about the integrity of elections 
may also arise because people are prone to believe in conspiracy theories (Uscinski and Parent, 
2014). Talk of conspiracy and rigged elections may resonate with groups who are suffering loss or 
are shut out of the process altogether. In this sense, media exposure does not directly increase or 
decrease of political trust – rather, it may reinforce the effect of news coverage: trust in the electoral 
system is promoted by strong exposition to positive news, whereas weak exposition to those same 
news or strong exposition to negative news should result in more pessimistic opinions. 
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Answers to Affirmative Case  
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Voter ID Doesn’t Reduce Turnout 
 

Voter ID doesn't hurt minority turnout 
Lopez, writer for Vox focusing on criminal justice, 2017 
[German, "A major study finding that voter ID laws hurt minorities isn’t standing up well under 
scrutiny," Vox, 3/15/17, accessed 12/11/19, DUDA-CBO 
https://www.vox.com/identities/2017/3/15/14909764/study-voter-id-racism] 
 
Studies looking into voter ID laws’ effect on voter turnout back this up. The research, including 
multiple studies conducted over several years, has generally found that voter ID laws have little to no 
impact on voter turnout, even when looking at specific racial groups. So while voter ID laws probably 
hit Democratic and minority voters a little harder than their Republican and white counterparts, we’re 
really talking about a small effect here. These laws could only swing the closest of elections, when 
basically everything matters. In fact, none of the other voting restrictions enacted by states seem to 
have much of an effect on voting either. Researchers have found, for example, mixed effects on 
whether early voting increases turnout, with one recent study finding that it actually decreased turnout 
on net if voters couldn’t register to vote and cast their ballot on the same day. No study has the final 
word, but the research is all inconclusive enough to suggest that practical barriers to voting have a 
fairly small effect on whether people actually vote. 
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Voter ID Doesn’t Reduce Turnout – Data Proves 
 

Voter ID doesn't affect participation or election results 
Douthat, opinion columnist, NYT, 2019 
[Ross, "The Myths of Voter ID," New York Times, 2/12/19, accessed 12/15/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/02/12/opinion/voter-id-study-republicans-democrats.html] 
 
In this world, however, the stakes seem to be considerably lower. That’s the conclusion of a new 
study, one of the largest to date, from the economists Enrico Cantoni and Vincent Pons, which 
assessed the impact of voter ID laws between 2008 and 2016 using a nationwide voter file. The study 
finds that requiring voter identification has no effect on turnout — not overall, and not on “any group 
defined by race, gender, age, or party affiliation.” If that shocks you, it shouldn’t. The evidence that 
voter ID laws meaningfully suppress minority votes has always been shaky; a literature review in 
2017 that filtered out studies with obvious design flaws reported “modest, if any, turnout effects of 
voter identification laws” in the best research on the subject. So a voter ID requirement might possibly 
affect the closest of close races, based on what we’ve learned up till now — but if the Cantoni and 
Pons results hold up, the real effect is basically nil. 
 
 
 
Voter ID doesn't depress turnout--studies show 
Lopez, writer for Vox focusing on criminal justice, 2017 
[German, "A major study finding that voter ID laws hurt minorities isn’t standing up well under 
scrutiny," Vox, 3/15/17, accessed 12/11/19, DUDA-CBO 
https://www.vox.com/identities/2017/3/15/14909764/study-voter-id-racism] 
 
The findings aren’t too surprising. Looking at the broader research, the empirical evidence has tended 
to find that voter ID laws have a small impact on elections. While they still may be racially 
discriminatory or unnecessary, ultimately voter ID laws may not have a strong enough effect on voter 
turnout, based on the available research so far, to swing anything but the closest election. And the 
newest study backs that up. 
 
 
Voter ID doesn't doom democracy--very small impact 
Douthat, opinion columnist, NYT, 2019 
[Ross, "The Myths of Voter ID," New York Times, 2/12/19, accessed 12/15/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/02/12/opinion/voter-id-study-republicans-democrats.html] 
 
There is more to the voting-rights debate than just voter ID laws; nothing in the new study settles 
arguments about early voting, absentee balloting and more. Still, because the ID debate is a 
particular flash point, its findings are a real public service. No matter where you stand on the voter 
fraud-voter suppression controversies, these findings strengthen the case for dialing down outrage, 
reducing anxiety and generally recognizing that if we stopped pushing for these laws and stopped 
freaking out about how they supposedly doom democracy, voting in America would rattle along 
basically unchanged. 
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Voter ID Doesn’t Reduce Turnout – Lack of Motivation  
  
Laws don't affect voter participation--the main factor is individual motivation / people are too 
lazy to vote 
Lopez, writer for Vox focusing on criminal justice, 2017 
[German, "A major study finding that voter ID laws hurt minorities isn’t standing up well under 
scrutiny," Vox, 3/15/17, accessed 12/11/19, DUDA-CBO 
https://www.vox.com/identities/2017/3/15/14909764/study-voter-id-racism] 
 
What explains this? MIT political science professor Adam Berinsky offered one theory at the Stanford 
Social Innovation Review: “The more significant costs of participation are the cognitive costs of 
becoming involved with and informed about the political world. … Political interest and engagement, 
after all, determine to a large extent who votes and who does not.” Now, easing barriers to voting 
might still be worthwhile. Even if the effect is small, the issue here is the most basic, fundamental 
right any citizen of a democracy or republic has. It’s worth making sure people can practice that right. 
But it’s welcome news that failing at making voting easier or even making it harder, as some states 
have over the past few decades, won’t skew the system much, if at all. 
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Voter ID INCREASES Minority Participation  
 

Voter ID doesn't suppress minority votes--Georgia proves minority voting INCREASES post 
voter ID 
Benson, political editor, TownHall.com, 2019 
[Guy, "'Suppression,' Debunked: Study Concludes Voter ID Laws Do Not Depress Voter Turnout," 
TownHall, DUDA-CBO, 2/13/19, accessed 12/15/19, CBO-DUDA 
https://townhall.com/tipsheet/guybenson/2019/02/13/suppression-debunked-study-concludes-voter-
id-laws-dont-decrease-voter-turnout-n2541344] 
 
One pillar of dogma among leftist activists is that voter ID laws, under which citizens are required to 
present a valid form of identification in order to cast ballots in elections, amount to insidious and racist 
forms of "voter suppression." That term deserves to be placed in scare quotes because it's often 
employed as a catch-all phrase to describe any policy or idea that liberals believe would reduce their 
chances of winning. Voter ID laws have been upheld by the Supreme Court as constitutional, and 
enjoy overwhelming public support -- including approval from large majorities of racial minorities, who 
evidently don't share the professional Left's racialized hysteria. We've written previously about how, if 
reducing turnout among certain populations truly were the goal of such laws, they've failed miserably. 
This example out of Georgia comes to mind: When Georgia became one of the first states in the 
nation to demand a photo ID at the ballot box, both sides served up dire predictions. Opponents 
labeled it a Jim Crow-era tactic that would suppress the minority vote...Turnout among black and 
Hispanic voters increased from 2006 to 2010, dramatically outpacing population growth for those 
groups over the same period...“I think the rhetoric on both sides has been overstated,” said Edward 
Foley, executive director of an election law center at The Ohio State University’s Moritz College of 
Law. “It hasn’t had the voter-suppressing effect that some people feared,” Foley said.  
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Voter ID INCREASES Minority Participation  
 

Voter ID laws increase minority turnout among minority and majority groups by increasing 
faith in the process  
  

Van Spakovsky, senior legal fellow, Heritage Foundation, 2017 
[Hans, "No, Hillary, Voter-ID Laws Don’t ‘‘Suppress’’ Turnout," Heritage Foundation, 6/21/17, 
accessed 12/15/19, CBO-DUDA, https://www.heritage.org/election-integrity/commentary/no-hillary-
voter-id-laws-dont-suppress-turnout] 
 
In reality, then, such studies are designed to obscure the truth. The Heritage Foundation has 
published numerous papers looking at turnout data in states that implemented voter-ID laws. All of 
those studies show that ID requirements do not keep voters from the polls, and that some states have 
even seen increases in turnout after their ID laws went into effect. A University of Missouri study 
found that Indiana’s turnout increased 2 percent after its voter-ID law was implemented, with no 
negative impact on minority voters in particular, and increased turnout for Democrats as a whole. Yet 
another study, this one by the University of Delaware and the University of Nebraska-Lincoln, found 
that at both the aggregate and individual levels, voter-ID laws did not affect turnout across racial, 
ethnic, or socioeconomic lines during the 2000, 2002, 2004, and 2006 elections. In short, there is no 
credible evidence that voter-ID laws have impeded turnout, especially among minorities and 
Democrats, as their opponents suggest. Meanwhile, a Heritage Foundation database tracking 
documented voter fraud now contains 492 cases and 773 criminal convictions, with untold other 
cases unreported and unprosecuted. 
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Multiple Groups Act to Ensure Minorities Get IDs  
 

There’s no impact from Voter ID laws – groups like nonprofit organizations help get people IDs 
Zasloff, professor of Law, UCLA, 2019 
[Jonathan, "Jim Crow as Kafka: Voter Suppression on the Ground," UCLA School of Law Public Law 
& Legal Theory Research Paper, accessed 12/15/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=3498498] 
 
Second, skeptical scholars maintain that belief because they argue that parties and nonprofit voting 
rights organizations can work around the prob- lem. They can invest in getting IDs for those most 
likely to vote, and in- creasing their voter registration and outreach efforts. If that is the case, how- 
ever, they will need to know the specifics about how Voter ID works in practice, and the location of 
key points where advocacy can matter. A variety of nonprofits have been on the ground in North 
Carolina for a while; the author worked with Spread The Vote, which focuses on all states with Voter 
ID. Spread The Vote’s model focused on partnering with com- munity based nonprofits serving low-
income clients. Nonprofit staff could provide facilities for Spread The Vote volunteers to work with 
clients on getting the documents necessary for Voter ID; Spread The Vote staff hoped that these 
partnerships would yield more efficient volunteer time than door- knocking, and that working with 
reputable community-based organizations would enhance trust with potential clients. Spread The 
Vote’s model hinged on obtaining birth certificates online; it would pay the fees, and obtaining birth 
certificates would be the crucial step in getting state IDs at the DMV. Since these state IDs can also 
be used for obtaining employment as well as certain other benefits, then clients nor- mally 
uninterested in voting might be better engaged because they would see the concrete benefits. Then, 
as the election year proceeded, volunteers could stay in touch with clients for whom they had gotten 
IDs, keep them educated about important policy issues, and provide information about and 
transportation to polling on Election Day. 
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Voter ID Laws Aren’t Racist – No Proof of Intent 
 

Voter ID isn't racist - Texas proves 
Snead, senior policy analyst at the Heritage Foundation, 2018 
[Jason, with Taylor Chaffetz, "Instances of Voter Fraud Continue to Mount, Further Compromising 
Our Elections," The Heritage Foundation, 7/3/18, accessed 12/11/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://www.heritage.org/election-integrity/commentary/instances-voter-fraud-continue-mount-further-
compromising-our] 
 
Many on the left oppose these policies because they say such laws are intended to discriminate 
against racial minorities. But in a recent case that challenged Texas’ voter identification law, the 5th 
U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals held there is no evidence showing voter identification laws are 
discriminatory toward minorities. In that case, the 5th Circuit upheld a Texas law enforcing photo 
identification requirements and rejected claims the state was intentionally discriminating against 
minorities. There was no evidence to support such a claim, and Judge Edith Jones stated that such 
accusations “rel[y] on incorrect presumptions of taint and invalidity … presuming, without proof” that 
these measures were implemented based on “invidious intent.” In fact, as Heritage scholar Hans von 
Spakovsky showed in a study, minority turnout increased after Texas adopted voter ID. 
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Voter ID Laws Aren’t Racist – Issue Exaggerated  
 

No voter suppression--it's merely an attempt to create a wedge issue 
Snead, senior policy analyst, the Heritage Foundation, 2019 
[Jason, "More Proof That Voter Fraud Is Real, and Bipartisan," The Heritage Foundation, 8/28/19, 
accessed 12/15/19, CBO-DUDA, https://www.heritage.org/election-integrity/commentary/more-proof-
voter-fraud-real-and-bipartisan] 
 
The bottom line? Accusations of voter suppression have no basis in fact. So why, then, do we keep 
hearing them? For some politicians and activists, election integrity is just too politically valuable. 
Turning the sanctity of the ballot box into a racially charged wedge issue animates the base, tars their 
opponents, and provides a convenient scapegoat for Election Day defeats. Voters deserve better 
than cynical gamesmanship, and that is especially true when it comes to protecting the integrity of the 
electoral process. 
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Voter ID Laws Aren’t Racist – It’s Competitive Politics  
 
Voter ID not motivated by racism--at worst, it's looking for partisan advantage 
Douthat, opinion columnist, NYT, 2019 
[Ross, "The Myths of Voter ID," New York Times, 2/12/19, accessed 12/15/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://www.nytimes.com/2019/02/12/opinion/voter-id-study-republicans-democrats.html] 
 
Despite what many liberals believe, much of the right’s anxiety about voter fraud is sincere, not just a 
cynical cover for racist vote suppression. I have had enough arguments with fellow conservatives on 
this issue to attest that the specter of those old Chicago operations haunts the right, along with more 
contemporary fears generated by a left that really does want to extend some of the benefits of 
citizenship to illegal immigrants. At the same time there’s also no question that a lot of Republican 
operatives pushing voter ID laws are cynics who expect their party to benefit from lower minority 
turnout, and a number of professional right-wing partisans — including our president — see an upside 
in frightening their voters or viewers with the racialized threat of “urban” ballot-stuffing. 
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Other Factors Reduce Voter Participation 
 

Many things deter voters – Voter ID isn’t a big factor  
Root, voting rights manager, CAP, and Kennedy, senior director, Democracy and Government 
Reform, CAP, 2018 
[Danielle and Liz, "Increasing Voter Participation in America," Center for American Progress, 7/11/18, 
accessed 12/15/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/democracy/reports/2018/07/11/453319/increasing-voter-
participation-america/] 
 
Eligible voters are clear about the barriers that keep them from voting. For example, a 2017 Pew 
study examined why registered voters refrained from voting in the 2016 elections and found the most 
common reason among respondents—25 percent—to be that they “Didn’t like candidates or 
campaign issues,” followed by “Not interested, felt vote wouldn’t make difference,” at 15 percent; “Too 
busy or conflicting schedule,” 14 percent; “Illness or disability,” 12 percent; “Out of town or away from 
home,” 8 percent; “Registration problems,” 4 percent; “Forgot to vote,” 3 percent; “Transportation 
problems,” 3 percent; and “inconvenient hours or polling place,” 2 percent.” 
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Other Factors Reduce Voter Participation – Lack of Interest 
 

Americans simply don’t care much about politics – it’s sad, but that’s a far bigger issue that 
undermines democracy and the affirmative can’t fix it  
Root, voting rights manager, CAP, and Kennedy, senior director, Democracy and Government 
Reform, CAP, 2018 
[Danielle and Liz, "Increasing Voter Participation in America," Center for American Progress, 7/11/18, 
accessed 12/15/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://www.americanprogress.org/issues/democracy/reports/2018/07/11/453319/increasing-voter-
participation-america/] 
 
Eligible citizens are much less likely to engage in elections or government if they do not understand 
them. A 2016 survey found that only 26 percent of Americans could name all three branches of 
government, a decline from past years.244 Lack of understanding—including that of institutional 
checks and balances and mechanisms for holding government accountable—contributes, at least in 
part, to rising distrust in government and elected bodies. Only 20 percent of Americans trust the 
government to do what is right always or most of the time, according to a 2017 survey by The Pew 
Charitable Trusts.245 Public distrust and alienation lead to a vicious cycle of bad government 
representation. According to a 2016 survey, 57 percent of Americans agreed that “politics and 
elections are controlled by people with money and by big corporations so it doesn’t matter if they 
vote.”246 A 2018 survey by Suffolk University found that 68 percent of unregistered and registered 
but disengaged voters agree with the statement, “I don’t pay much attention to politics because it is 
so corrupt.”247 If people do not trust democratic institutions or understand political processes, they 
will not show up to the polls—a place where they could contribute to removing bad actors from office 
and electing responsive representatives. A 2018 study by Harvard University found that only 36 
percent of young respondents disagreed with the statement, “Political involvement rarely has any 
tangible results.” It is important for our education systems to inform young people on how to engage 
effectively and be responsible citizens in the political process. Unfortunately, today’s students are 
largely ill-prepared for an active civic life. A 2014 study found that only 23 percent of 8th graders 
received a “proficient” or “advanced” score in civics.249 In 2016, the national average Advanced 
Placement U.S. government exam score was lower than the average score of all but three of the 
other 45 AP exams offered by schools. 
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Disadvantage – Voter Fraud  
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Voter Fraud Disadvantage (1NC)  
 

States are acting to prevent voter fraud by enacting voter ID laws – the plan stops this from 
happening.  
Snead, senior policy analyst at the Heritage Foundation, 2018 
[Jason, with Taylor Chaffetz, "Instances of Voter Fraud Continue to Mount, Further Compromising 
Our Elections," The Heritage Foundation, 7/3/18, accessed 12/11/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://www.heritage.org/election-integrity/commentary/instances-voter-fraud-continue-mount-further-
compromising-our] 
 
Elections are the pathway to political power in America. So long as that is true, there will be a 
powerful incentive to rig results to guarantee victories. The failure of states to adopt and vigorously 
enforce election integrity measures only encourages voter fraud, ultimately blemishing the entire 
electoral system and harming the credibility of its results. This does a disservice to the American 
people. One of the greatest gifts of American citizenship is political participation—and that gift is 
short-circuited by the left’s belittling of the importance of election integrity. 
 
 
Voter fraud can flip elections by allowing people to submit multiple votes or vote in different 
states – even if it doesn’t happen, the risk of fraud undermines the public’s faith in democracy 
itself 
Snead, senior policy analyst at the Heritage Foundation, 2018 
[Jason, with Taylor Chaffetz, "Instances of Voter Fraud Continue to Mount, Further Compromising 
Our Elections," The Heritage Foundation, 7/3/18, accessed 12/11/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://www.heritage.org/election-integrity/commentary/instances-voter-fraud-continue-mount-further-
compromising-our] 
When states do not take election integrity seriously, there are consequences. Ineligible voters casting 
illicit ballots nullify others’ votes, essentially disenfranchising them. And though many on the left insist 
that nothing short of millions of unlawful ballots merits attention, in reality, a handful of ballots, or even 
a single illegal vote, can alter the outcome of an election. When this happens, the public’s faith in the 
democratic process itself is shaken. 
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Voter Fraud Disadvantage (1NC)  
 
And, confidence in democracy is important--if the American public doesn't have confidence in 
the integrity of the system, they will turn towards authoritarianism 
Kates, PhD candidate, politics, NYU, Ladd, prof. in government, Georgetown, and Tucker, prof. in 
politics, NYU, 2018 
[Sean, Jonathan and Joshua, "New poll shows dissatisfaction with American democracy, especially 
among the young," Vox, 10/31/18, accessed 12/17/19, CBO-DUDA, https://www.vox.com/mischiefs-
of-faction/2018/10/31/18042060/poll-dissatisfaction-american-democracy-young] 
 
Overall, we found two reasons for concern with American attitudes toward democracy. First, 
satisfaction with democracy in the United States is not very high — overall, only about half of the 
country is satisfied with American democracy — and the variation here is largely driven by whether 
one’s own party is in power. If this is simply the case that “satisfaction with democracy” is being read 
as “satisfaction with the Trump presidency” by respondents, then perhaps this finding is neither 
surprising nor worrisome. However, if it is instead the case that Americans no longer have confidence 
in democracy when their party is in opposition, this would be a worrisome development indeed. 
Second, while a large majority of Americans think democracy is the best form of government, 
nontrivial portions of Americans disagree. They believe that democracy as a form of government 
tends to serve the elite, and there are times when nondemocratic systems are preferable. But 
perhaps even more concerning is that the young are less supportive than older Americans of 
democracy as a concept. They are not less satisfied with American democracy right now, nor are they 
less likely to think it is responsive to their needs, but they are less likely to believe that democracy is 
superior to other forms of government and more likely to believe that it serves the elite. Why is 
satisfaction with the American political system so low? And why is support for democracy lower 
among the young? We have a lot of hypotheses, but we can’t be certain based on these results. Is it 
economic inequality and slow median income growth over decades? Is it political polarization? Is it 
immigration? Something else, or some combination of these? More people should direct their 
attention to answering these questions. Because if there is one thing history tells us, it is that when 
people are so dissatisfied with their political system that they look to extreme outsiders for rescue, it 
can end badly. 
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Answer to: Voter Fraud Doesn’t Happen  
 

Documented cases of voter fraud are the tip of the tip of the iceberg--many more don't get 
caught 
Snead, senior policy analyst, the Heritage Foundation, 2019 
[Jason, "More Proof That Voter Fraud Is Real, and Bipartisan," The Heritage Foundation, 8/28/19, 
accessed 12/15/19, CBO-DUDA, https://www.heritage.org/election-integrity/commentary/more-proof-
voter-fraud-real-and-bipartisan] 
 
It’s impossible to deny that individuals are exploiting vulnerabilities in the election process. The 
Heritage voter fraud database contains 1,217 proven instances of fraud, but that list isn’t 
comprehensive. These cases—which are most likely just the tip of the iceberg—range from ineligible 
noncitizens casting illegal ballots to corrupt politicians buying votes and rigging their own elections. 
Unfortunately, unless it’s a Republican committing the fraud, many liberal politicians and activists 
routinely insist that voter fraud is a figment of conservatives’ imaginations—or they assert that it’s so 
rare it’s inconsequential. Yet, elections have been overturned due to fraud—sometimes, because of 
only a small handful of illegal ballots. 
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Answer to: Voter Fraud Doesn’t Happen  
 
Voter fraud is real--thousands of cases have been tracked, with many more going unreported 
Snead, senior policy analyst at the Heritage Foundation, 2018 
[Jason, with Taylor Chaffetz, "Instances of Voter Fraud Continue to Mount, Further Compromising 
Our Elections," The Heritage Foundation, 7/3/18, accessed 12/11/19, CBO-DUDA, 
https://www.heritage.org/election-integrity/commentary/instances-voter-fraud-continue-mount-further-
compromising-our] 
 
Contrary to the left’s claims that election fraud is a non-issue, there is substantial evidence that voter 
fraud not only is real, but affects the outcome of elections throughout the country. Indeed, The 
Heritage Foundation’s voter fraud database details 1,132 proven instances of fraud in 47 states and 
is regularly updated; the database shows irrefutably that voter fraud is a real issue worthy of 
mitigation. The Heritage database is by no means comprehensive. Many instances of voter fraud 
simply go undetected because states do not have adequate procedures to uncover them. Others are 
never investigated. Indeed, several years ago New York’s Moreland Commission on Public 
Corruption found the state’s Board of Elections frequently ignored allegations of voter fraud and left 
cases lingering, sometimes for years. 
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Answer to: Voter Fraud Doesn’t Happen  
 
Voter fraud is real--documented examples in North Carolina  
Snead, senior policy analyst, the Heritage Foundation, 2019 
[Jason, "More Proof That Voter Fraud Is Real, and Bipartisan," The Heritage Foundation, 8/28/19, 
accessed 12/15/19, CBO-DUDA, https://www.heritage.org/election-integrity/commentary/more-proof-
voter-fraud-real-and-bipartisan] 
 
If nothing else, Lerma’s conviction is further proof that the incentives to commit voter fraud are truly 
bipartisan. Heritage Foundation experts have long pointed out that voter fraud is not particular to one 
party or ideology. At its core, people cheat in elections to further their preferred causes or to advance 
their own careers, and there’s nothing inherently conservative or liberal about the desire to win. That’s 
hardly a shocking revelation. Lerma is the latest—but hardly the first—Republican to be caught and 
convicted of election crimes. In fact, The Heritage Foundation’s voter fraud database contains many 
examples of fraud perpetrated by people on the political right. Nevertheless, whenever a right-leaning 
vote fraudster is identified, liberal activists and politicians relish needling conservatives over the 
alleged hypocrisy. They did it last year, when widespread absentee ballot tampering tainted the 
results of the race in North Carolina’s 9th Congressional District. (A special election for that seat will 
be held on Sept. 10.) Some outlets are doing it now with the Lerma case, pointing out the irony that 
Trump—who has claimed that he most likely would have won the popular vote in 2016 if millions of 
illegal votes had not been cast against him—actually benefited from this very type of fraud. But those 
reactions—though par for the course in today’s divisive politics—miss the point entirely. If liberal 
politicians, pundits, and publications want to devote their time and attention to election integrity, they 
are welcome to—and should. But they ought to be focusing less on the party affiliation of the 
fraudster, and more on finding solutions to combat the fraud they perpetrate. After all, whenever voter 
fraud occurs, it undermines the electoral process for everyone. 
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Voter Fraud Directly Corrupts Election Outcomes – Methods  
 

Voter fraud influences election outcomes – there’s a huge number of ways people exploit a 
lack of IDs to undermine elections  
The Heritage Foundation 2019 
["Heritage Explains: Voter Fraud," accessed 12/18/19, CBO-DUDA, https://www.heritage.org/election-
integrity/heritage-explains/voter-fraud] 
 
There are many ways for criminals to steal votes and change the outcome of an election. These 
include: 
    Impersonation fraud at the polls: Voting in the name of other legitimate voters and voters who have 
died, moved away, or lost their right to vote because they are felons, but remain registered. 
    False registrations: Voting under fraudulent voter registrations that either use a phony name and a 
real or fake address or claim residence in a particular jurisdiction where the registered voter does not 
actually live and is not entitled to vote. 
    Duplicate voting: Registering in multiple locations and voting in the same election in more than one 
jurisdiction or state. 
    Fraudulent use of absentee ballots: Requesting absentee ballots and voting without the knowledge 
of the actual voter; or obtaining the absentee ballot from a voter and either filling it in directly and 
forging the voter’s signature or illegally telling the voter who to vote for. 
    Buying votes: Paying voters to cast either an in-person or absentee ballot for a particular 
candidate. 
    Illegal “assistance” at the polls: Forcing or intimidating voters—particularly the elderly, disabled, 
illiterate, and those for whom English is a second language—to vote for particular candidates while 
supposedly providing them with “assistance.” 
    Ineligible voting: Illegal registration and voting by individuals who are not U.S. citizens, are 
convicted felons, or are otherwise not eligible to vote. 
    Altering the vote count: Changing the actual vote count either in a precinct or at the central location 
where votes are counted. 
    Ballot petition fraud: Forging the signatures of registered voters on the ballot petitions that must be 
filed with election officials in some states for a candidate or issue to be listed on the official ballot. 
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Voter Fraud Directly Corrupts Election Outcomes – Close Elections  
 
Voter fraud swings elections – there are several documented examples, and in close elections, 
even a tiny number of fake votes can result in a flawed winner  
The Heritage Foundation 2019 
["Heritage Explains: Voter Fraud," accessed 12/18/19, CBO-DUDA, https://www.heritage.org/election-
integrity/heritage-explains/voter-fraud] 
 
Can illegal votes actually affect election outcomes? Liberal groups often claim that known instances 
of voter fraud are inconsequential when compared to the total number of ballots cast in American 
elections. However, as the National Commission on Federal Election Reform has stated, the problem 
“is not the magnitude of voter fraud. In close or disputed elections, and there are many, a small 
amount of fraud could make the margin of difference.” The U.S. Supreme Court has concurred with 
this assessment, noting that known instances of fraud “demonstrate that not only is the risk of voter 
fraud real but that it could affect the outcome of a close election.” Indeed, recent elections bear this 
out. In 2015, a city council election in the New Jersey town of Perth Amboy was decided by a mere 
10 votes. A judge overturned the election and ordered a new one after it was revealed that at least 13 
illegal absentee ballots had been cast. The 2003 mayoral primary in East Chicago, Indiana, was 
overturned by the state Supreme Court after evidence of widespread fraud was revealed. The new 
election resulted in a different winner. Numerous convictions for election fraud resulted from this 
election, and are documented in The Heritage Foundation’s Voter Fraud Database. 
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Voter Fraud Directly Corrupts Election Outcomes – History Proves  
 
Voter fraud changes elections--historical evidence 
The Heritage Foundation 2019 
["Heritage Explains: Voter Fraud," accessed 12/18/19, CBO-DUDA, https://www.heritage.org/election-
integrity/heritage-explains/voter-fraud] 
 
Contrary to the claims of many liberals, the problem of voter fraud is as old as the country itself. As 
the U.S. Supreme Court noted when it upheld Indiana’s voter identification law, “flagrant examples” of 
voter fraud “have been documented throughout this Nation’s history by respected historians and 
journalists.” Attempts to commandeer election results have been documented dating back to the 19th 
century, when New York City’s infamous Tammany Hall was synonymous with political corruption and 
election fraud. In one New York election 1844, 55,000 votes were recorded even though there were 
only 41,000 eligible voters. Decades later, these efforts have continued and determined fraudsters 
have become only more creative in their efforts to fix the outcome of elections. 
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Voter Confidence Key to Democracy 
 

EVEN IF voter fraud is rare, the perception that electoral fraud is happening is all it takes to 
undermine faith in democracy  
Karp, Social and Political Science, Brunel Univ. of London, Nai, University of Amsterdam, and 
Norris, JFK School of Government, Harvard, 2018 
[Jeffrey, Alessandro, Pippa, "Dial ‘F’ for fraud: Explaining citizens suspicions about elections," 
Electoral Studies 53 (2018): 11-19, CBO-DUDA 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0261379417302792] 
 
Perceptions of electoral fraud, and a lack of confidence in the integrity of elections, is widely 
acknowledged to be a serious problem. If faith is undermined in elections, then this bodes poorly for 
the health of liberal democracy. Any doubts about the integrity and security of the registration and 
balloting process, as well as public dissatisfaction with the efficiency, fairness, and transparency of 
how elections are managed, have the capacity to erode citizen's trust in political parties and 
parliament, to fuel public disaffection with government, reinforce cynical views about politics and to 
even undermine faith in democracy (Norris, 2014). 
 



DUDA  Core Files 
Spring 2020  MS Advanced 

   24 

Lack of Confidence Turns Violent  
 

Trust in electoral outcomes is very important--the alternative is violent protest 
Karp, Social and Political Science, Brunel Univ. of London, Nai, University of Amsterdam, and 
Norris, JFK School of Government, Harvard, 2018 
[Jeffrey, Alessandro, Pippa, "Dial ‘F’ for fraud: Explaining citizens suspicions about elections," 
Electoral Studies 53 (2018): 11-19, CBO-DUDA 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0261379417302792] 
 
Public confidence in the integrity of elections is widely regarded as important for beliefs about the 
legitimacy of the democratic process. Where there is a deep reservoir of trust in the process, then this 
has been found to strengthen citizen participation through the ballot box (Birch, 2010), as well as 
improving trust in political institutions and satisfaction with the performance of democracy (Norris, 
2004). By contrast, where the public expresses little faith in the electoral process, this has contributed 
towards peaceful demonstrations and even outbreaks of violent protest (Beaulieu, 2014b, Brancati, 
2016). 
 
 
 


	MS Advanced Cover Sheet
	MS Advanced (Aff) - Spring 2020
	MS Advanced (Neg) - Spring 2020

