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JIM CROW 2021: THE LATEST
ASSAULT ON THE RIGHT TO VOTE

TUESDAY, APRIL 20, 2021

UNITED STATES SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY,
Washington, DC.

The Committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:01 a.m., in Room
216, Hart Senate Office Building, Hon. Richard J. Durbin, Chair of
the Committee, presiding.

Present: Senators Durbin [presiding], Leahy, Whitehouse, Klo-
buchar, Coons, Blumenthal, Hirono, Booker, Padilla, Ossoff, Grass-
ley, Graham, Cornyn, Lee, Cruz, Hawley, Cotton, Kennedy, Tillis,
and Blackburn.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. RICHARD J. DURBIN,
A U.S. SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

Chair DURBIN. The hearing will come to order.

Today the Senate Judiciary Committee is holding its first hear-
ing on voting rights since the Democrats last controlled the Senate.
As Chair of the Constitution, Civil Rights, and Human Rights Sub-
committee, I had a series of hearings about a wave of voter sup-
pression laws then under consideration across the country. Sadly,
the situation is much worse today.

I would like to start with a video showing how far the fight for
democracy has come and the progress we have yet to make.

[Video shown.]

Chair DURBIN. Since our Nation’s founding, there has been an in-
tractable conflict between champions of democracy, and defenders
of white supremacy. In 1890, white supremacists won a victory that
would inspire a generation of legislation to deny full citizenship to
Black Americans. They called it the “Mississippi Plan.” Historian
Carol Anderson, who is one of today’s witnesses, has described it
as “a dizzying array of poll taxes, literacy tests, understanding
clauses, newfangled voter registration rules, good character
clauses, all intentionally racially discriminatory but dressed up in
the garb of bringing integrity to voting.”

The president of the State Constitutional Convention that
spawned the Mississippi Plan, S.S. Calhoun, announced, and I
quote, “Let us tell the truth if it bursts the bottom of the universe.
We came here to exclude the Negro. Nothing short of this will an-
swer.” They succeeded.

Three years later, a local newspaper reported that about 94 per-
cent of Black men in Mississippi who were eligible to vote under
the old Constitution would no longer be eligible under new rules.
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In the words of one reporter, it marked “practical elimination of the
majority race from the politics of the State.”

What happened in Mississippi did not stay in Mississippi. By
1910, States including South Carolina, Louisiana, North Carolina,
Alabama, Virginia, Georgia, and Oklahoma had adopted statutes
that sought to emulate Mississippi’s success in systematically sup-
pressing Black voters. By the late 20th century, the Federal Gov-
ernment recognized these laws, passed during the Jim Crow era,
amounted to a national crisis of voter disenfranchisement. Many of
the most egregious voter suppression tactics were outlawed by civil
rights legislation in the 1960s, but the insidious effort to suppress
the right of voters of color has evolved and continued, most recently
through a scourge of voter suppression laws introduced in State
capitals across America.

Just this year—just this year—more than 360 bills with restric-
tive voting provisions have been introduced in 47 States. These
new pieces of legislation may not involve literacy tests or counting
the number of jelly beans in a jar like the original Jim Crow, but
n;‘akiz no mistake. They are a deliberate effort to suppress voters
of color.

This is the reality of our political landscape following the Su-
preme Court’s Shelby County v. Holder decision in 2013, which gut-
ted the Voting Rights Act. Some of the new proposed laws require
voters to show ID and cut back early voting. One Texas bill would
make it a felony—a felony—for election officials to distribute ab-
sentee ballot applications. The law that has received the most at-
tention in recent weeks is the one that Georgia’s Governor signed
last month. It will make it harder for Georgians to vote early or
by absentee ballot and make it a crime—a crime—to offer water to
voters waiting in line.

It was not long ago that an American could be barred from vot-
ing for failing to guess the number of jelly beans in a jar. They
might not be able to vote because they are stuck in a lengthy line
on a hot day, and they cannot even receive a drink of water from
a Good Samaritan.

Why are States like Georgia making it harder for Americans to
exercise their most fundamental right? The response from pro-
ponents of these laws is that they help maintain the integrity—in-
tegrity—of the election system, another tactic taken straight from
the Mississippi Plan playbook.

President Trump’s own officials—President Trump’s officials—at
the Department of Homeland Security declared that the 2020 elec-
tion was the “most secure election in American history.” Some of
my colleagues on this Committee were on the same ballot as Presi-
dent Trump, and they are willing to accept the results that showed
their reelections valid. If our elections are secure, these laws are
not really about integrity.

What is the problem that lawmakers in Georgia want to address
with the new law? The problem is obvious. Too many voters are
showing up. Georgia saw historic voter turnout during the last
election. Among Georgia voters who returned absentee ballots, we
get an answer to our question. Sixty-five percent of those who re-
turned absentee ballots voted for President Biden; 35 percent for
Donald Trump. It seems Republican lawmakers in Georgia have
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concluded that the solution to their election problems is to make
it harder to vote, because the voters who did vote in the last elec-
tion were not their voters. That is fundamentally un-American. In
the words of Senator Warnock—and thank you for joining us
today—it is democracy in reverse. In our republican—republic, poli-
ticians do not choose our voters. The voters choose us. We ought
to enact legislation that makes it as easy as possible to vote while
ensuring our elections are safe and secure.

There are a number of steps Congress can take to advance this
goal, like the John Lewis Voting Rights Advancement Act and en-
shrining an affirmative right to vote in the United States Constitu-
tion.

I went back today to read the transcript and the reporting of the
transcript of the January 2nd telephone conversation between
President Donald Trump and Secretary of State of Georgia, Mr.
Raffensperger. It was recorded. There 1s no doubt what was said
in that conversation. The President of the United States, Donald
Trump, was explicit. Here is what he said: “I just want to find
11,780 votes, which is one more than we have.” The President, who
had 17 days left in his administration, hinted that Mr.
Raffensperger and Ryan Germany, the chief lawyer of the Sec-
retary of State’s office, could be prosecuted criminally if they did
not do his bidding.

Here is what the President said: “You know what they did, and
you are not reporting it,” he said. “You know that is a criminal—
that is a criminal offense, and you know you cannot let this hap-
pen. That is a big risk to you and to Ryan, your lawyer.”

“That is a big risk,” the President of the United States said in
the conversation that was recorded.

It is no surprise that this President goes on to claim not only sev-
eral conspiracy theories, including debunked charges that ballots in
Fulton County, Georgia, were shredded, that voting machines oper-
ated by Dominion Voting Systems were tampered with and re-
placed. Mr. Germany, in this conversation, can be heard telling the
President that such charges are flatly untrue, even as Trump in-
sists otherwise.

“You want to have an accurate election and you are a Repub-
lican,” Mr. Trump told Mr. Raffensperger. Mr. Raffensperger re-
plied, “We believe that we do have an accurate election.” Trump re-
sponded, “No, no, no, you don’t, you don’t have, you don’t have, not
even close. You guys are off by hundreds of thousands of votes.”

I reread that to think for a moment about this State election offi-
cial, Mr. Raffensperger, in Georgia who had the foresight to tape
that conversation so that history would be clear, but also made it
clear that in an election where nearly 5 million votes were cast, the
notion that they could find 11,790—11,780 votes, as President
Trump requested, was just plain wrong. Of all the absentee votes,
of all the votes in person, of all the activities that took place before
and after the election, Raffensperger refused to concede that point.

I can tell you, it cost him, because when it came time to pass the
new laws, the Georgia legislation signed into law by the Georgia
Governor stripped the Secretary of State, Mr. Raffensperger’s posi-
tion, of his power to preside over the State Election Board. He paid
a heavy price for being honest and courageous in that conversation
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with President Trump. The Secretary of State is also removed,
under this new Georgia law, as a voting member of the State Elec-
tion Board. Clearly, a majority of those who voted in the Georgia
Legislature were out to send Mr. Raffensperger a message, that if
you do not take the Trump line and follow it and allege that you
found some votes that were not counted or were counted improp-
erly, you will pay a price for it.

That is what we are up against here, and that is why this hear-
ing is taking place. One of my heroes and friends and former col-
leagues, John Lewis, said, “The vote is precious. It is almost sa-
cred. It is the most powerful nonviolent tool in a democracy.”

Recent efforts to prevent Americans from participating in our de-
mocracy remind us how much work remains to protect this pre-
cious, almost sacred right.

I will turn to Ranking Member Grassley for his opening remarks.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. CHARLES E. GRASSLEY,
A U.S. SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF IOWA

Senator GRASSLEY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

We all know this is supposed to be a hearing about voting rights.
Unfortunately, it is just the latest attack on one of our States for
enacting election integrity laws. Pretty simple.

National Democrats and big business have colluded to bully
Georgia in retaliation for its new voting laws. We would be naive
to think that they will stop with the Peach State. Indeed, many of
Georgia’s new provisions are similar to those we have in my State
of Iowa, where we have experienced record turnout recently and no
instances of anyone being hindered from voting.

I object to the title of this hearing. Like others on this Com-
mittee, I am a fan of history. I try to learn from it. I do not use
it to insult my opponents.

As I said, the title of this hearing is offensive. As a student of
history, this title diminishes the very real challenges and unfair-
ness that minorities endured in the Jim Crow South at the hands
of Southern Democrats. The right to vote should not be political.
We should all agree that participating in American democracy at
the ballot box is a fundamental right. It is a right we should want
to protect, and it should not become a political football.

At a time when voters on both sides of the aisle have doubts
about the integrity of our elections, polarizing rhetoric that distorts
history is not helpful.

I am eager to hear from Congressman Owens what he thinks
about these comparisons of voter ID requirements to the evil sys-
tem of legalized racial oppression in which he grew up.

There are a lot of falsehoods being peddled about the new Geor-
gia law. When President Biden repeatedly said that Georgia ended
voting “hours early,” the liberal Washington Post gave him four
Pinocchios in its fact-check. Their fact-checker was shocked that,
after the four Pinocchios, Biden kept repeating the same false
claims. It goes to show that these claims about Georgia are not
about truth; they are about politics.

It goes beyond politics. The concerted efforts of liberals and their
allies to mislead about Georgia’s voting laws have had terrible ef-
fects on Georgia itself. There is an organized campaign started to
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make big business punish the people of Georgia for their political
choices. When you make political comments and it hurts people’s
pocketbooks, that ought to be something everybody would be of-
fended by. Most infamously, Major League Baseball moved the All
Star Game from Atlanta, a move that is likely to cost the city’s
economy $100 million. That is affecting the income of Georgians
and probably some jobs in Georgia.

A State Senator lost his job at a prominent law firm after polit-
ical activists took a break from fleecing their donors to get him
fired for his work as a citizen legislator. When partisans and com-
panies collude to ruin the livelihoods of their opponents, there is
a term for that. It is “economic terrorism.”

The American people do not like this. A recent NPR poll asked
whether people support or oppose professional sports using their
public roles, positions, and events to influence politics: 55 percent
opposed it; only 40 percent supported it.

On the other hand, the American people do like secure elections.
A recent poll showed that 77 percent of Americans support voter
ID laws, including 74 percent of Independents; 66 percent even
support voter ID for absentee ballots; 80 percent agreed that States
need to balance no-excuse voting with election integrity safeguards;
93 percent say that voter registration rolls should be accurately
maintained, with 83 percent saying States should remove old reg-
istrations.

I do not get it when we hear, not just in Georgia but other
States, that there is something wrong when somebody died that
they ought to be removed from the voting rolls.

In 2021, T am not sure that apple pie would poll as well as com-
mon-sense election integrity. I can tell you the people of Iowa,
whom I represent, like secure elections. That is why we have re-
cently passed laws to do just that. I have a statement for the
record from our Secretary of State explaining how we work to make
elections law easy and honest.

This last election showed why secure elections are necessary. We
will be hearing from our Democrat friends that voter fraud is so
rare that we do not need to take steps to prevent it. In Iowa’s 2nd
District, Representative Marianne Miller-Meeks won her race last
fall by just six votes. That is six. Every vote counts in Iowa, which
means they better be legitimate.

In fact, during each election in Iowa, we find numerous instances
of double voting. It is not a big number, but it does happen. With
congressional races being decided by only six votes, it obviously
matters.

At the same time, I want to be clear: There is no evidence of any-
one being unable to vote in Iowa due to our voting security provi-
sions.

All this talk about the importance of voting from Democrats is
less than amusing. Just last month, Speaker Pelosi tried to use the
power of her majority to throw Dr. Miller-Meeks out of the House,
2nd District in Iowa, even though her election was fully certified—
it was fully certified by a committee of three elected Republicans
and two elected Democrats. Her opponent did not want to admit
she lost. She skipped the courts, and the Democrats’ “super law-
yer’—who, by the way, is facing sanctions in Texas—tried to
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change the results in the House instead. When people will stop at
nothing to win races, it is more important than ever that our elec-
tion laws be secure.

Sadly, my friends on the other side seem to disagree. Elections
and voting legislation that has been proposed in Congress will take
away the ability of States to establish their own voting rules. I
hope to hear from Secretary Gardner why it is so important for
States—like Iowa, New Hampshire, and Georgia—to manage their
own elections and why Federalized election rules are bad for elec-
tion integrity and for voter participation.

I hope to hear from President Pro Tem Jones about what really
happened in Georgia, not the made-for-TV headlines about Jim
Crow 2021, but a sensible, fair, common-sense effort that they
made to increase voter confidence in their election. Baseless claims
of voter suppression are just as corrosive to our democracy as base-
less claims of voter fraud. We heard too much about that from last
November. We should all be committed to making elections acces-
sible and secure to maintain the confidence of the voters.

When I hear about voter suppression and the loser in this elec-
tion won by more—lost with more votes than any loser ever in the
history of the country got and the winner won by more than any
winner in the history of elections, and you are telling me about
voter suppression the way people turn out? Give me a break.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Senator Grassley. We are speaking
about what happened since that election in State legislatures
across the country.

Since 2014, Senator Leahy has led the efforts in the Senate to
restore the Voting Rights Act. Due to a conflict with an Appropria-
tions Committee hearing this morning, he may not be able to ques-
tion witnesses, but he has asked to make opening remarks, and I
am going to extend the same courtesy to Senator Cornyn after Sen-
ator Leahy is finished. Senator Leahy.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. PATRICK J. LEAHY,
A U.S. SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF VERMONT

Senator LEAHY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and I do appreciate
the courtesy.

I think it is excellent that you are holding this timely hearing.
I think this is the greatest crisis facing our democracy today. Back
in my own State of Vermont, where everybody can vote and is en-
couraged to vote, we do everything possible to vote. We elected a
Republican Governor and a Democratic Lieutenant Governor.
Every vote counts, and we make sure they do. People in my State
look at what happened in the Georgia Legislature. They cannot un-
derstand that is happening in the 21st century.

You know, the 2020 election should be a great source of pride for
our Nation. We suffered through a deadly pandemic, but even so,
more Americans voted in 2020 than in any modern time in modern
history, both Republicans and Democrats. Instead of celebrating
that significant achievement, the former President mounted a cam-
paign of misinformation, spreading the big lie that widespread
voter fraud led to his defeat. His disinformation campaign led di-
rectly to the violent assault on the Nation’s Capitol and took the
lives of five Americans.
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I was proud when Republicans and Democrats in Congress stood
bravely together amid the broken glass and ransacked offices to re-
ject the former President’s big lie. I was proud that we crossed
party lines to certify one of the most secure elections in our history.
When Republicans and Democrats came together, again, days later
for the Inauguration of President Biden, America sent a powerful
message to the world. Neither a deadly pandemic nor a violent in-
surrection could defeat our American system of self-government.

That was just 90 days ago. Instead of capitalizing on measures
that resulted in the highest voter turnout in over a century, dozens
of States have moved forward to restrict access to the ballot. As of
March, more than 360 bills have been introduced in State legisla-
tures to make voting harder for Americans. These cynical efforts
have been justified on the grounds that it should be harder to
cheat, which, of course, falsely implies that voter fraud was a wide-
spread problem.

Did we not just go through an election where there was virtually
no evidence of voter fraud? It was looked at by the courts, and that
is the conclusion they came to. Did we not just reject a violent at-
tempt to overturn our election based on the utterly false claim that
it was stolen through fraud?

I realize memories may be short, but this wave of voter suppres-
sion laws is premised on little bit more than the big lie with a
slapdash paint job. If you rejected the big lie then, you should op-
pose these efforts today. We should all easily agree that when any
voters in any party are disenfranchised, our democracy suffers.

Depriving Americans of the foundational right to vote also denies
them representation in our democratic republic. That is exactly
why the 1965 Voting Rights Act, which helps the Federal Govern-
ment prevent voter disenfranchisement, has been bipartisan. Every
Congress from 1965 to 2006 repeatedly reauthorized the Voting
Rights Act on a bipartisan basis, including in our body, Mr. Chair-
man, in 2006 by a vote of 98-0.

Among those who joined me in voting yes in 2006 were Ranking
Member Grassley, Senator Graham, and Senator Cornyn. The rea-
son the Voting Rights Act has always been a bipartisan bill is that
it is pro-democracy, not pro-Republican or pro-Democrat. I hope
there will be increased support for the already bipartisan John
Lewis Voting Rights Advancement Act. It just restores the Federal
Government’s powers under the Voting Rights Act.

Without Section 5 powers, which my dear and close friend John
Lewis, a hero to many, called the “heart and soul” of the Voting
Rights Act, no administration of either power—party has the nec-
essary tools to prevent States from enacting changes making voting
more difficult for Americans. As we watch—as we watch—almost
daily States unleash a wave of ill-founded laws that restrict the
precious right to vote, not protect it but restrict it.

The oversight role of the Federal Government envisioned by the
1965 Voting Rights Act is more urgently needed than ever. All of
us, Republicans and Democrats, should remember what we saw
and how we felt on January 6. We should all recall casting our
votes in the twilight hours of January 7 in our Capitol, the seat
of our Government that bore the fresh wounds of a violent attack
that sought to deny the American people’s will. On that day we put



8

aside our partisan differences in defense of something much bigger
than political party: our democracy itself.

In the months ahead, Mr. Chairman, I hope we can answer that
same call to defend our sacred right to vote, the right that gives
democracy its name. Thank you.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Senator Leahy. Senator Cornyn.

OPENING STATEMENT OF HON. JOHN CORNYN,
A U.S. SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF TEXAS

Senator CORNYN. Thank you, Senator Durbin and Senator Grass-
ley, for holding this important hearing today. This is an important
topic, but I do not think we do justice to this topic by entitling this
“Jim Crow 2021.” Unfortunately, rather than the usual oversight
and fact-finding and legislating process, it looks like today’s hear-
ing is really just performance art in order to enhance a false nar-
rative about how far we have come in this country, thank goodness,
when it comes to minority voting rights participation.

The right to cast a ballot, of course, is the cornerstone of our de-
mocracy. It is the process through which the will of the people is
heard and turned into action. The very basis for the legitimacy of
our laws is the consent of the governed, and they consent by elect-
ing their public officials at the ballot box.

I believe our standard should be that we should make it easier
to vote legally in America, but also at the same time make it hard-
er to vote illegally.

Sadly, the right to vote was denied to a generation of Americans
based solely on their gender or race. This type of discrimination
stands in stark contrast to the founding principles of our country,
and I hope I can speak on behalf of everyone in this room when
I say we need more Americans to participate in our democracy, not
fewer.

In Texas in 2020, we had a historic turnout of registered voters:
66 percent of registered voters of all ethnicities and race. Just as
Americans have a right to make their voices heard in our elections,
Congress has a responsibility to make sure those elections are fair
and free. If we do not have fair and free elections, we do not pre-
serve the core constitutional right of the people to make their
voices heard through the ballot box.

Expanding voter access does not have to come at the expense of
common-sense guardrails and protections that preserve the integ-
rity of the ballot. For every one person who votes who is unauthor-
ized or is disqualified to vote, that dilutes the vote of legitimate
and legal voters. Disparaging those same common-sense protections
like voter identification as “Jim Crow 2021”—or, in other words,
racist—is false, and I believe dangerously so.

Our Founders understood that all power ultimately resides in the
hands of the people. When Government takes this power away
from State legislators, it is effectively seizing power from the peo-
ple of those States to hold their elected officials responsible. This
is very important because our Founders gave us a road map—in
other words, the Constitution—as to the power residing in the
hands of the people through their ability to hold their State legisla-
tors accountable.
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Article I, Section 4 explicitly gives the States the power to regu-
late “the times, places, and manner of holding elections.” Congress
may, however, “at any time make or alter such regulations, except
as to the place of choosing Senators.”

I read this to mean that the States are to chart their own course
for elections subject to guardrails and, where necessary, Congress
can provide additional guidance but cannot hijack the process en-
tirely.

Nowhere in the Constitution does it empower the Federal Gov-
ernment to completely usurp the role of the States in holding elec-
tions. Indeed, nowhere does the Congress have the authority in one
of its enumerated powers, as reflected in Article I, Section 8 of the
Constitution.

In a recent gerrymandering case, Chief Justice Roberts noted
that the Framers assigned the issue to the State legislators ex-
pressly checked and balanced by the Federal Congress. Yet through
H.R. 1, Congress is not acting as a check. It is acting like a hi-
jacker to take over the constitutional authority from the States and
acting as the sole arbiter as to how an election is run in rural
Vermont or downtown Chicago.

This past election, for example, we had the highest turnout ever
in a Presidential election. According to network exit polls, the num-
ber or percentage of African Americans who cast their ballot is
roughly the same as the percentage of the African American popu-
lation in America. I am encouraged by this trend of more people
voting and hope it continues. I agree we should have this hearing,
and we should look at appropriate bipartisan solutions to improve
voter access. Using charged rhetoric to describe aspects of State
voting laws, like the one in Georgia, is misleading. It is not con-
structive, and it undermines public trust in Congress and in our
election system.

In fact, as we have learned, the Georgia law comports with the
existing laws of many Democrat-run States and also reflects the
safeguards supported by the bipartisan Carter-Baker Commission.
This is not to say that there is not more work to be done, but it
is important that we temper the charged rhetoric and understand
the specifics that we are actually talking about rather than jump-
ing head first into this debate across the country in a rush to judg-
ment. Here is just one example.

The Georgia provision requires a free ID card in order to receive
an absentee ballot. That is nearly identical to the provision in the
2002 bipartisan bill supported by then-Senator Biden and the cur-
rent Chairman of this Committee. Indeed, the Help America Vote
Act would have required everyone voting in a Federal election to
provide a copy of a photo ID, and if they do not have one, they can
get one or provide a copy of a bank statement, paycheck, Govern-
ment document, or utility bill. In other words, they can do it for
free.

I do not think this is a radical proposition to suggest that voting
identification coupled with the offering of free ID cards is a radical
restriction on voting. It just does not hold up.

To the contrary, it is a basic safeguard to preserve the right of
people to vote and for their vote to count equally in a free and fair
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election, and this safeguard helps inspire public confidence at the
same time.

The Carter-Baker Commission—Jimmy Carter, James Baker III,
named for them—Ilooked at preserving the integrity of our elec-
tions, and they reached the same conclusion. The electoral system
cannot inspire public confidence if no safeguards exist to deter or
detect fraud or to confirm the identity of voters. Photo IDs are cur-
rently needed to board an airplane, to enter a Federal building like
this one, to operate a motor vehicle, to cash a check, to buy alcohol,
and pick up “will call” tickets at the Major League Baseball games.
I support efforts to expand voter access, but these efforts cannot
interfere with the integrity of our elections.

Today’s hearing is an excellent opportunity to discuss that and
expanding access to the ballot box for all eligible voters. I appre-
ciate the Chairman and Ranking Member holding this hearing, not
so much the title of the hearing, but I do think the subject matter
is important. I am eager to hear more from today’s distinguished
witnesses.

Chair DURBIN. Thanks, Senator Cornyn.

Today, we welcome two Members of Congress to testify: Senator
Reverend Raphael Warnock of Georgia and Congressman Burgess
Owens of the 4th District of Utah. In addition to representing the
State of Georgia after his election earlier this year, Senator
Warnock serves as senior pastor of the historic Ebenezer Baptist
Church in Atlanta where our late colleague Congressman John
Lewis was a member.

Senator Warnock, could you please proceed with your statement?

STATEMENT OF HON. RAPHAEL WARNOCK,
A U.S. SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF GEORGIA

Senator WARNOCK. Thank you, Chairman Durbin and Ranking
Member Grassley and Members of the Committee, for inviting me
here today. I am especially glad to join these distinguished wit-
nesses.

Mr. Chairman, I have come here today to stress the critical need
for the Federal Government to act urgently to protect the sacred
right to vote. America is a land where possibility is born of democ-
racy. Our vote is our voice, a chance to help determine the direc-
tion of our country and our own destiny within it.

Record numbers of Georgians used their voices and voted in the
last election. In response to this swell in democratic participation,
politicians in our State legislature responded not in celebration but
with retaliation. They could have gotten busy having not seen the
outcome that some of them wanted. They could have gotten busy
changing their message or adjusting their policy. Instead, they got
busy changing the rules as if the democracy belongs to them and
not the people.

We have seen voter suppression bills since the election in No-
vember and January all across this country, 360 voter suppression
bills in 47 States, an increase of 100 bills since I highlighted this
issue on the Senate floor just a month ago. As of today, five of
these bills, including in my own State of Georgia, have been signed
into law.
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These efforts vary in exactly how they suppress voting. Some
new laws like in Georgia will make it harder to vote by mail. Some
will make lines that are already too long longer, harder to cast a
provisional vote. The new law also gives State politicians, some of
the same politicians who still today refuse to acknowledge Presi-
dent Biden’s lawful and decisive victory, the power to override local
election officials.

We may be tempted to dissect these bills as if analyzing them
piece by piece makes them more rational. That narrow analysis
only obscures the larger unmistakable picture. This is a full-fledged
assault on voting rights, unlike anything we have seen since the
era of Jim Crow.

For all of their differences in exactly how they suppress the vote,
what these bills all share is that they are predicated on the big lie
that the outcome of our last elections were the result of fraud, or
at least the Presidential election. I guess the Members who won
their elections are okay with that outcome.

The truth is politicians in their craven lust for power are willing
to sacrifice our democracy by using the big lie as a pretext for their
true aim: some people do not want some people to vote.

To be sure, we have seen these kinds of voter suppression tactics
before aimed at the same communities. They are part of a long and
shameful history in Georgia and throughout our Nation, but that
history is also filled with moments of hope and promise when our
Nation has come together in recognition that preserving our democ-
racy is absolutely essential. Voting rights are preservative of all
other rights.

Just 15 years ago, the United States Congress reauthorized the
Voting Rights Act of 1965 under a Republican President and with
a bipartisan vote in the Senate of 98-0. At the time our colleague
Senator Mitch McConnell praised its passage, declaring it a law
that would make a difference for all of America. Many Members of
this Committee, including the Chair and the Ranking Member, en-
thusiastically voted in favor of it. That was 2006. Why shouldn’t
voting rights legislation be just as bipartisan now in 2021 as it was
in 2006? Voting rights should always be bipartisan. It is not the
difference between right and left, but the difference between right
and wrong.

Many argue that the United States Senate is dysfunctional and
incapable of governing in a bipartisan manner. We can boldly re-
fute these claims by coming together not as Democrats or Repub-
licans but as supporters of democracy itself to pass the For the Peo-
ple Act and the John Lewis Voting Rights Advancement Act. To-
gether these two bills would turn the tide against State-level voter
suppression proposals all across our country.

These pieces of legislation would expand and protect access to
the ballot for every citizen, Democrats, Republicans, and Independ-
ents, because strengthening our democracy does not benefit one
party over another. Instead, democracy reform benefits all of us by
ensuring that our Government is of the people, by the people, and
for the people.

John Lewis was my parishioner. I was honored on many occa-
sions to stand with him as we took people to vote after church at
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Ebenezer. He understood that our democracy transcends all else,
and he nearly died on the Edmund Pettus Bridge defending it.

Today our country faces the most widespread assault on voting
rights since that era. The four most powerful words in a democracy
are, “The people have spoken.” The highest and most sacred action
that the Senate can take is to protect the right of the people like
it did in 1965.

As we move forward in this discussion, I have asked myself on
many occasions: What would have happened had we not passed
Federal legislation affirming the covenant of our democracy in
1965? Where would Georgia be? How would it prosper on the other
side of the segregationist curtain? If we had not acted in 1965,
what would our country look like? Surely I would not be sitting
here, only the 11th Black Senator in the history of our country and
the first Black Senator in Georgia. Maybe that is the point.

It concerns me that some do not hear the irony in their state-
ment that we must protect minority rights in the Senate while re-
fusing to protect minority rights in the society. We have got to act.
History is watching us. Our children are counting on us. We must
pass Federal voting rights legislation no matter what.

[The prepared statement of Senator Warnock appears as a sub-
mission for the record.]

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Senator Warnock.

Senator Grassley, would you please introduce your guest?

Senator GRASSLEY. It is a great pleasure to introduce him, and
most of you probably know him better as an outstanding NFL foot-
ball player, but it is my pleasure to introduce Congressman Bur-
gess Owens. Congressman Owens represents the great State of
Utah along with our colleagues Senator Mike Lee and Senator
Romney. Congressman Owens is a new addition to the House, and
we are so pleased to have him here with us this morning.

STATEMENT OF HON. BURGESS OWENS,
A REPRESENTATIVE IN CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF UTAH

Representative OWENS. Thank you, Chairman Durbin, Ranking
Member Grassley, and Members of the Committee, for the invita-
tion to join you today at this hearing.

My American story begins with my great-great-grandfather, Silas
Burgess, who arrived in America as a child, shackled in the belly
of a slave ship. Silas was sold on an auction block with his mother
in Charleston, South Carolina, to the Burgess plantation. He es-
caped through the Underground Railroad and later became a suc-
cessful entrepreneur, purchasing 102 acres of farmland, paid off in
2 years.

My grandfather, Oscar Kirby, served our country in World War
I and was a respected and successful farmer, raising 12 children.
All of them graduated from college.

My father, Clarence Burgess Owens, Sr., was stationed in the
Philippines at the end of World War II. When he returned home
to Texas, actual Jim Crow laws denied him a postgraduate edu-
cation. Raised in a generation that used this as motivation, he re-
ceived his Ph.D. in agronomy at Ohio State University and had a
successful career as a professor, researcher, and entrepreneur.
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I grew up in the era of actual legalized institutional racism. I
grew up in the Deep South in Tallahassee, Florida, in the 1960s
during the days of KKK, Jim Crow, and segregation. My first expe-
rience of white Americans was at 16 years old. At 18, I was the
third Black athlete to receive a scholarship to play football at the
University of Miami. I proudly represent Utah’s 4th Congressional
District in the U.S. Congress.

I sit today before you as someone who has lived the American
dream, as have millions of other Americans of all races from every
background. This is due to our country’s mission statement that all
men and women are created equal, a mission statement that every
American should have the equal opportunity for life, liberty, and
the pursuit of happiness.

As someone who has actually experienced Jim Crow laws, I
would like to set the record straight on the myth regarding the re-
cently passed Georgia State law and why any comparison between
this law and Jim Crow is absolutely outrageous.

Here are a few examples of my own life of what Jim Crow laws
actually look like. At the age of 12, my father allowed me to partici-
pate in a demonstration with college students in front of the seg-
regated Florida State Theater, where, because of our color, we
could not enter. I was the youngest participant there. Only 50
years later did I learn that my father parked across the street to
watch and make sure I was safe.

In the seventh grade, my school never received new books. In-
stead, we received books from the all-white school across town. At
service stations there were white men-only restrooms, white
women-only restrooms, and a filthy restroom in the back of the sta-
tion for Black Americans designated as “colored.” In addition, Jim
Crow laws like poll tax, property tests, literacy tests, and violence
and intimidation at the polls made it nearly impossible for Black
Americans to vote.

The section of the Georgia law that has brought so much outrage
from the left, it simply requires any person applying for an absen-
tee ballot to include evidence of a Government-issued ID on the ap-
plication.

If a voter does not have a driver’s license or ID card, that voter
can use a current utility bill, bank statement, Government check,
paycheck, or any other Government document that shows a name
and address of this voter. If a voter somehow cannot produce one
of these forms of ID, that voter can still vote and cast a vote, a pro-
visional ballot. By the way, 97 percent of Georgia voters already
have a Government-issued ID.

What I find extremely offensive is the narrative from the left
that Black people are not smart enough, not educated enough, not
desirous enough for education to do what every other culture and
race does in this country—get an ID. True racism is this. It is the
projection of the Democratic Party on my proud race. It is called
the “Soft bigotry of low expectation.”

President Biden said of the Georgia law, “This is Jim Crow on
steroids.” With all due respect, Mr. President, you know better. It
is disgusting and offensive to compare the actual voter suppression
and violence of that era that we grew up in with a State law that
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only asks that people show their ID. This is the type of
fearmongering I expect in the 1960s, not today.

By the way, literacy tests and poll tests were initiated by the
Democratic Party. The intimidation of Black Americans by the
KKK was initiated by the Democratic Party. Jim Crow, that I grew
up in in the South of segregation, was initiated by the Democratic
Party.

The soft bigotry of low expectation now projected on Black Amer-
icans—not Italians, not Asians, not Polish, not Jewish, but only
Black Americans—is being done by the Democratic Party.

Where Black misery today thrives and is prevalent—lack of edu-
cation, lack of jobs, high crimes, the call for defund the police—it
is all done in Democratic parties. By increasing illegal votes and
not giving voice to those legal Americans, Black Americans who are
seeing and waking up today, is the real tragedy of this process.

We are seeing 18 percent of Black men turn away from the
Democratic Party because they are seeing that their vote can count
and their future can matter. We are seeing twice the percentage of
Black women doing the same, a record number of Hispanics,
Asians, and gay community members doing the same.

Know what all Americans very simply expect is fairness, security
to walk away from the poll booth knowing that my count—my vote
counted. If we did not win, we work harder next time to make sure
my message, our message resonates.

To call this “Jim Crow 2021” is an insult, my friends. For those
who never lived Jim Crow, we are not in Jim Crow, and for Black
Americans to go out every single day and vote the way we feel we
should is a right that we should have and not be demeaned by
something 60 years ago in which we had no right to do any of the
above.

Thank you very much.

[The prepared statement of Representative Owens appears as a
submission for the record.]

Chair DURBIN. We will now turn to our panel of witnesses. We
thank the Members for attending.

Today we welcome five witnesses to testify about the latest as-
sault on the fundamental right to vote. I will introduce the major-
ity witnesses. Then, I will ask Senator Grassley to do the same for
the minority witnesses.

Our first witness is Professor Carol Anderson. She is the Charles
Howard Candler Professor of African American Studies and Chair
of African American Studies at Emory University in Atlanta. Pro-
fessor Anderson’s research focuses on public policy and the inter-
section of race, justice, and equality in the United States. She is
the author of multiple books, including “White Rage: The Unspoken
Truth of our Racial Divide,” and “One Person, No Vote: How Voter
Suppression is Destroying Our Democracy.”

Sherrilyn Ifill is well known to the Committee and others. She
is the president and director-counsel of the NAACP Legal Defense
and Educational Fund, a civil rights organization founded by
Thurgood Marshall in 1940 that has led some of the most signifi-
cant legal battles for racial justice and equality. She first joined
LDF in 1988 and took over as director-counsel in 2013.
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Finally, the Honorable Stacey Abrams, joining us from Atlanta.
She served for 11 years in the Georgia House of Representatives,
including 7 years as Democratic leader. In 2018, she became the
first Black woman to be the gubernatorial nominee from a major
party in the United States. After witnessing the voter suppression
efforts during the 2018 election, she launched Fair Fight and Fair
Fight Action to protect the voting rights of Georgians and other
Americans.

Ranking Member Grassley, would you please introduce your wit-
nesses?

Senator GRASSLEY. Yes. I am going to introduce Speaker Pro
Tem Jan Jones, and then Senator Cotton is going to introduce Sec-
retary Gardner.

It is my pleasure to introduce Ms. Jones. In her nearly 20 years
in office, Speaker Jones has distinguished herself as an advocate
for changing lives and increasing economic opportunity through im-
proved public education and Government that responds to the peo-
ple. She was elected by her peers to serve as the highest elected
woman in the Georgia General Assembly in 2010 after serving as
majority whip. She has authored various bills involving local con-
trol, transparency, and accountability. She has also done much to
reform Georgia’s K-12 education. Speaker Jones lives in Milton,
Georgia, with her husband. She is a graduate of the University of
Georgia and has an MBA from Georgia State. She is a business-
woman and a mother of four. I thank her for appearing today.

Senator Cotton.

Senator COTTON. Thank you, Senator Grassley. I am pleased to
introduce New Hampshire Secretary of State Bill Gardner, the
longest-serving Secretary of State in the country. Secretary Gard-
ner was first elected to serve the people of New Hampshire in
1976, just 1 year before I was born, and Senator Grassley does not
even want to know how many years before Senator Ossoff was
born. He has been serving for that long because he has been serv-
ing the people of New Hampshire so well. I would point out that
Secretary Gardner is a Democrat, and, of course, I am a Repub-
lican. I am sure there are probably some things we do not agree
on, but I invited Secretary Gardner to appear because this is not
a partisan issue—or, rather, it should not be. Free and fair elec-
tions administered by our 50 State governments are an American
issue. That is what our Founders intended, and that is why there
is bipartisan opposition to these bills that would Federalize our
State-based system.

Secretary Gardner is well positioned to talk about these problems
and how this bill would wreak havoc on our elections, but more
fundamentally, he can talk about the real problem, the fact that
this legislation is a complete takeover of our Federal election sys-
tem. I want to thank Secretary Gardner for being willing to testify.
I would suggest to all of those watching that the longest-serving
Secretary of State in America and a Democrat has a lot to say that
we should probably listen to before we make radical changes to our
State-based election system.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Senator Cotton.

The procedure we will follow today, we will swear in the wit-
nesses, and each witness will then have 5 minutes to provide open-
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ing statements. There will be one round of questions, and each
Senator will have 5 minutes, and I would ask them to please try
to stay within their allotted time.

I would like to ask all the witnesses—and they are in remote sta-
tus—to please stand in place to be sworn in. Raise your right hand.
Do you affirm that the testimony you are about to give before the
Committee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the
truth, so help you God?

Professor ANDERSON. I do.

Secretary GARDNER. I do.

Ms. IFiLL. I do.

Speaker JONES. I do.

Ms. ABRAMS. I do.

Chair DURBIN. I am going to assume that all witnesses answered
in the affirmative. Thank you all.

Professor Anderson, please proceed with your opening statement.

STATEMENT OF CAROL ANDERSON, PH.D.,
CHARLES HOWARD CANDLER PROFESSOR OF
AFRICAN AMERICAN STUDIES AND CHAIR OF AFRICAN
AMERICAN STUDIES, MORY UNIVERSITY, ATLANTA, GEORGIA

Professor ANDERSON. Thank you for this opportunity to speak
with you about the history of voting rights. I will focus on three
key themes that echo powerfully in today’s electoral landscape: one,
the target of disfranchisement; two, the use of race-neutral lan-
guage to evade the 15th Amendment; and, three, the cloaking of
disfranchisement under the banner of election integrity.

In 1890, during the rise of Jim Crow, Legislator James “Big
Chief” Vardaman bragged that the sole reason the Mississippi Leg-
islature revised the State’s Constitution was “To eliminate the
Negro from politics.”

Similarly, Virginia Representative Carter Glass, like so many
others, rushed to champion a bill in the legislature that would “In-
evitably cut from the existing electorate four-fifths of the Negro
voters” in the State.

I call it “Bureaucratic Violence” because it is designed to attack
and undermine African Americans’ voting rights and other citizen-
ship rights, while providing an aura of legitimacy that physical vio-
lence simply cannot bring. What Vardaman and Glass were advo-
cating was an omnibus disfranchisement program, the Mississippi
Plan, which was modified throughout the South, and included the
poll tax, the literacy test, the grandfather clause, and other bar-
riers to the ballot box. Not surprisingly, Black electoral participa-
tion dropped precipitously.

In 1880, for example, Black voter turnout was 81 percent in
North Carolina; by 1912, a few years after the State amended its
Constitution to include the poll tax, the literacy test, and the
grandfather clause, Black voter turnout had dropped to just 1 per-
cent.

The States were able to destroy Black voter participation by vio-
lating the spirit and the intent of the 15th Amendment, while ad-
hering to the letter of the Constitution. They did so by deploying
race-neutral language that used the legacies of slavery as a proxy
for race. The poll tax, for example, required all voters to pay a fee
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to cast a ballot. What the poll tax actually did, though, was to prey
on the endemic poverty created by centuries of unpaid labor, fol-
lowed by the post-Civil War Black Codes, and then sharecropping.
The tax seemed innocuous on its surface, but because of the pov-
erty, it amounted to Black farm laborers paying in 1900 the equiv-
alent of $239 in 2020 to vote.

Similarly, the literacy test, which required a voter to read a sec-
tion of the Constitution, exploited the consequences of denying edu-
cation to the enslaved for hundreds of years, and then after the
Civil War, grossly underfunding Black schools.

The race-neutral ploy worked. The U.S. Supreme Court ruled in
the 1898 Williams decision that the poll tax and the literacy test
did not violate the 15th Amendment because they applied to every-
one who wanted to vote. That decision, of course, ignored that not
everyone had to deal with the legacies of having their ancestors
enslaved for centuries. The result of the Court’s blessing of a Jim
Crowed electorate was that by 1940, only 3 percent of age-eligible
African Americans in the South were registered to vote.

These States justified erasing millions of American citizens from
the ballot box by claiming they were fighting election fraud and
protecting democracy. They knew that was not the case.

The lie of massive rampant voter fraud is serving the same func-
tion today as it did during the rise of Jim Crow. It stokes fear in
a segment of the population that democracy is in peril and, thus,
provides cover for laws that target Black voters with race-neutral
language.

In the 21st century, as Indiana implemented the first voter ID
law in the nation, Secretary of State Todd Rokita, recalled that,
“Back in 2001 and 2002, election integrity was a huge
issue...there was a fear of votes being stolen. Even,” he added, “If
the fear did not pan out to be true...the fear was still there.”

In 2021, as Georgia passed S.B. 202, State Representative Alan
Powell admitted that “Widespread voter fraud...was not found. It
is just in a lot of people’s minds that there was.” That fictional
“Loch Ness monster” has led Republican legislators in 47 States to
propose 361 voter restriction bills to address concerns about sup-
posed voter fraud. If left unchecked, this onslaught of bureaucratic
violence will make the Mississippi Plan look tame by comparison.

Thank you.

[The prepared statement of Professor Anderson appears as a sub-
mission for the record.]

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Dr. Anderson. Secretary of State Bill
Gardner is next.

STATEMENT OF THE HON. BILL GARDNER,
NEW HAMPSHIRE SECRETARY OF STATE,
CONCORD, NEW HAMPSHIRE

Secretary GARDNER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, Ranking Mem-
ber, Members of the Committee. I appreciate the opportunity to
speak to you today about a critically important issue that impacts
all of us: the integrity of our elections, a foundation of our free soci-
ety.

While I certainly support efforts of individual States to improve
their own elections, the States have long been testing grounds for



18

innovation in enhancing and protecting the most fundamental right
of the citizens in this country. That is our right to vote. With that
said, I am deeply troubled and concerned about the direction some
in Congress would take the States in terms of the conduct of elec-
tions. An unjustified Federal intrusion into the election processes
of the individual States will damage voter confidence, diminish the
importance of election day itself, and ultimately result in lower
voter turnout. We only need to look at the history of the National
Voter Registration Act of 1993 that was commonly called the
“Motor Voter” law to see that Federal involvement in the election
process does not render the promised results.

When the NVRA was enacted by Congress, it was believed that
many more United States citizens would be able to vote and, thus,
vote. Millions of dollars were spent by the States to comply with
tShat act. It completely changed the voter registration process in the

tates.

In contrast, New Hampshire maintained an exemption to the
NVRA due to having election day registration at the polling place
and as a result saw its voter turnout of voting-age population surge
to the top tier of voter turnout among the States and has consist-
ently maintained its position in the top three States for the past
four Presidential elections. Since the year 2000, New Hampshire
has been double-digit percentage points higher than the national
average, again, using voting-age population.

The attached voter turnout charts will illustrate these trends,
and it will be very important to take a close look at those charts.
In a one-size-fits-all Federal approach, legislation known as the
“For the People Act” would trample New Hampshire’s State Con-
stitution which requires all votes to be received, counted, and the
results publicly announced on the day of the election, and permits
absentee ballots to be used only by voters who will be absent on
election day or who have a disability preventing the voter from at-
tending the polling place.

The election process in New Hampshire is a relatively simple
one. The massive Federal legislation contemplated by Congress will
overcomplicate our election system at tremendous financial cost. It
would negate traditions and procedures that have served New
Hampshire voters well, some for over 200 years. I believe the
charts that I have provided based on facts are self-explanatory and
why I believe this legislation, H.R. 1, will hurt—or S. 1 will hurt
voter participation in the States, and especially in my State of New
Hampshire.

Thank you.

[The prepared statement of Secretary Gardner appears as a sub-
mission for the record.]

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Mr. Gardner. Sherrilyn Ifill is the
next witness.

STATEMENT OF SHERRILYN IFILL, PRESIDENT AND
DIRECTOR-COUNSEL, NAACP LEGAL DEFENSE AND
EDUCATIONAL FUND, INC., WASHINGTON, DC

Ms. IFiLL. Good morning, Chairman Durbin, Ranking Member
Grassley, and Members of the Committee. My name is Sherrilyn
Ifill, and I am the president and director-counsel of the NAACP
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Legal Defense and Educational Fund, or LDF. Thank you for the
opportunity to testify before you this morning.

Since its founding in 1940, LDF has been a leader in the struggle
to secure, protect, and advance voting rights for Black voters. We
represented Martin Luther King, Jr. and the marchers in Selma,
Alabama, in 1965. We have litigated seminal cases interpreting the
scope of the Voting Rights Act over decades, and we continue to
litigate on behalf of and work with communities in the South to
strengthen and protect the ability of Black citizens to participate
in the political process free from discrimination.

Beyond litigation, we monitor primary and general elections
every year through our nonpartisan Prepare to Vote and Voting
Rights Defender Initiatives, and we are a founding member of the
nonpartisan civil rights Election Protection Hotline, which is now
administered by the Lawyers’ Committee for Civil Rights Under
Law.

Last year, we partnered with LeBron James and the More Than
a Vote Initiative to recruit young poll workers for the 2020 election
to ensure that polling places could remain open in Black commu-
nities despite the COVID-19 pandemic, and over 40,000 new poll
workers were recruited as a part of that effort.

Our experience last year, outlined in detail in my submitted writ-
ten testimony, makes clear that, contrary to numerous news re-
ports, the 2020 election did not go smoothly. Instead, voters over-
came a litany of barriers and obstacles with determination and re-
silience to produce the highest turnout ever recorded in a Presi-
dential election, and voters did so during a nationwide pandemic.

Throughout the spring and summer of 2020, LDF was involved
in numerous lawsuits and other efforts challenging the lack of safe
and accessible voting options for Black and medically vulnerable
voters during the COVID-19 pandemic in Texas, Louisiana, Ala-
bama, and South Carolina. Our lawsuits resulted in changes in
mail-in voting requirements, identification policies, and curbside
voting access, significantly increasing voter protections and accessi-
bility.

Nevertheless, voters stood for hours on long lines to cast a ballot
during the primary and general elections, up to 9 hours in some
instances. Their determination was extraordinary. One elderly Afri-
can American woman who fainted while waiting hours on line to
vote in the general election in Alabama refused to get into an am-
bulance, insisting that she would stay and cast her ballot.

Polling place closures and consolidations created confusion for
voters. Robocalls targeting Black and Latino voters in Flint, Michi-
gan and Detroit encouraged voters to vote on Wednesday rather
than the Tuesday, November 3rd election. The civil rights Election
Protection Hotline received over 30,000 calls from voters facing ob-
stacles to voting in the general election, and in one of the most dis-
turbing features of the 2020 election, voter intimidation at levels
not seen for decades became an alarming feature.

For example, during early voting, numerous Floridians received
emails threatening that the Proud Boys, an extremist far-right
group, would come after voters who did not cast their ballots for
the Republican Presidential candidate.
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The efforts at voter suppression continued even after election
day, stoked and encouraged by the former President. People across
the country in Michigan, Arizona, Pennsylvania, and more partici-
pated in a campaign to disrupt the counting and certification of
ballots cast in those States. The violent attack on the Capitol on
January 6 was the result of concerted efforts to undermine faith in
the election and to overturn its results. Since January 7, State law-
makers in dozens of States have unleashed a wave of restrictive
voter laws.

According to the Brennan Center, as of March 24th, State legis-
lators have introduced 361 bills with restrictive provisions in 47
States. Georgia enacted a law which, among other restrictive provi-
sions, criminalizes the provision of water to voters standing on line.
Arkansas and Florida are following suit.

A bill in South Carolina would effectively prohibit the Souls to
the Polls voter participation effort favored by Black churches by
outlawing early voting on Sundays—Sundays.

Litigation is the principal tool we have had available to us to
challenge discriminatory voter suppression laws and practices since
the Supreme Court ended the preclearance provision of the Voting
Rights Act in the Shelby County v. Holder case in 2013. Litigation
cannot fully meet the challenge we are facing. It is slow, and it is
expensive. The average length of Section 2 cases is 2 to 5 years
during which thousands if not millions of voters are effectively
disenfranchised.

This is not a model that can be sustained in a healthy democ-
racy. We need Congress to act. The Framers of the 14th and 15th
Amendments gave Congress the explicit power to enforce the guar-
antee of equal protection and the protection against voting dis-
crimination based on race. For 100 years, after the ratification of
those amendments, until the passage of the Voting Rights Act in
1965, Congress abdicated its obligation to use this enforcement
power as Black people were systematically disenfranchised by poll
taxes, literacy tests, understanding clauses. Congress must once
again use this power to fulfill the promise of full citizenship guar-
anteed to Black Americans by the Civil War amendments to our
Constitution.

My full testimony has been submitted, and it provides greater
detail and source material that I hope will aid the Committee in
its deliberations.

Thank you.

[The prepared statement of Ms. Ifill appears as a submission for
the record.]

Chair DURBIN. Thank you very much, Ms. Ifill.

We have President Jan Jones.

STATEMENT OF THE HON. JAN JONES,
SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE, GEORGIA HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES, MILTON, GEORGIA
Speaker JONES. Thank you, Chairman Durbin, Ranking Member
Grassley, and distinguished Members of the Senate Judiciary Com-

mittee, for inviting me to testify before today’s Committee hearing.
I come before you as a proud Georgian and member of the Georgia
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General Assembly, where I serve as Speaker Pro Tem of the Geor-
gia House of Representatives.

In Georgia, we are making it easier to vote and harder to cheat.
We are ensuring voter accessibility, transparency, and integrity. In
2021, we held both primary and general elections utilizing a new
statewide election system during the first modern worldwide pan-
demic, and with record turnout. All these together, along with
changes in voter preferences and choices, stressed our elections sys-
tem. Our obligation was to initiate a comprehensive review to as-
sure our State’s citizens have the ability to vote easily in a timely
manner and with confidence.

Strengthening Georgia’s elections processes is not new to 2021.
In fact, from 2003 to 2020, since Republicans have had control, 59
elections-related bills were signed into law, including at least one
bill each of every year. 2019 legislation addressed concerns pri-
marily expressed by Democrats after the 2018 general election, in-
cluding a process procuring provisional ballots and lengthening the
period to 9 years before some inactive voters are removed from the
rolls. Senate bill 202 is a forward-facing approach to elections, im-
plementing measures to increase voter accessibility and fairness.
Please allow me to break down some of the key components.

For the very first time, elections superintendents shall continue
processing, counting, and tabulating ballots until such activities
are completed on election day to prevent the untimely release of re-
turns. It makes clear that the business of elections is to be run and
funded by the government, not tech billionaires and their partisan
allies.

Again, for the first time, Georgia law now requires two Satur-
days, instead of one, and two optional Sundays of early voting. Sen-
ate bill 202 creates more uniformity of days and hours of early vot-
ing in all 159 counties. 134 of Georgia’s 159 counties will offer more
in-person voting hours than ever before.

I would note Georgia’s total amount of 17 to 19 days of early vot-
ing is more than Delaware, the District of Columbia, New Mexico,
Hawaii, Massachusetts, New York, Oregon, and Wisconsin. For the
first time, start and end dates for absentee ballot applications will
more logically coincide with in-person early voting and practices in
other States. This change will increase the likelihood that a voter
successfully casts an absentee ballot. Ninety percent of absentee
ballot requests in 2020 made greater than 10 days before the elec-
tion were successfully voted. In contrast, only 50 percent of re-
quests made fewer than 10 days before the election were success-
fully voted. This provision increases successful voting.

Certainly, though, the legislation does not prohibit poll workers
from giving water to people in line and even voters bringing their
own food and water along with them, as has been the long practice.
In fact, the bill does the opposite. It prohibits offering anything of
value within 150 feet of a polling place, except for water offered by
election officials. This is because in 2018 and 2020 activists and
candidates appearing on the ballot aggressively for the first time
passed out water, food, gift cards, some with logos affixed to them,
at polling locations while voters stood in line. It is a practice com-
monly referred to as “Line Warming” and surely violates the spirit
of free elections. The fact is that most States have a prohibition of
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activities considered to be campaigning or electioneering within a
protected space, ranging from 30 feet in Virginia to 100 feet in
California to 150 feet in Oklahoma.

Finally, I would be remiss if I did not note the entirely selective
outrage I have seen over the last few weeks. As Georgia makes our
no-excuse absentee voting more secure, States like Connecticut,
Delaware, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, and New York, among
others, simply do not have any no-excuse absentee voting. The
shame is theirs to bear, not Georgia’s.

We also eliminated subjective signature matching for absentee
ballots and ballot applications, as was criticized by Democrats and
Republicans in 2020, and replaced it with objective forms of identi-
fication. Let me be clear: Georgia did not eliminate no-excuse ab-
sentee voting.

It is easy to write alarming words and give misleading sound
bites that would lead people away from the facts, because the facts
simply do not support what many are hearing or seeing about the
mainstream, sound Georgia elections law, and it is just plain
wrong.

Members of the Committee, I look forward to answering your
questions and setting the record straight on how we are making it
easier to vote, harder to cheat, and ensuring every legal vote
counts. Thank you.

[The prepared statement of Speaker Jones appears as a submis-
sion for the record.]

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Madam Speaker. I am sorry if I got
your title wrong when I introduced you. I think I elevated you to
president in that introduction. Thank you very much for your testi-
mony.

We now have Stacey Abrams.

STATEMENT OF THE HON. STACEY ABRAMS,
FOUNDER, FAIR FIGHT ACTION, ATLANTA, GEORGIA

Ms. ABRAMS. Thank you, Chairman Durbin, Ranking Member
Grassley, and Members of the Committee. Today’s conversation re-
garding the John Lewis Voting Rights Advancement Act does occur
against the backdrop of a resurgence of Jim Crow-style voter sup-
pression measures sweeping across State legislatures grounded in
the big lie about fraud and insecurity in the 2020 election.

As a necessary reminder, post-Reconstruction laws, known as
“Jim Crow,” that targeted Black voters never explicitly excluded el-
igible citizens by race. Then, as now, the law is surgically aimed
at behaviors to limit access. With hundreds of bills pending, a sig-
nificant number of the worst attacks on the right to vote are made
possible by the Supreme Court’s gutting of the Voting Rights Act
of 1965 in the 2013 Shelby County v. Holder decision.

That decision that authorized States and localities with a history
of voting discrimination to again impose limits, restrictions, and
barriers to participation. The dramatic proliferation of State-level
anti-voting laws across the country in 2021 demonstrates the need,
the urgent need for Congress to bring the VRA’s preclearance for-
mula into the modern era, to reinstate Federal oversight over dis-
criminatory voting practices, and to strengthen and protect voting
rights wherever suppression occurs.
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Throughout its history, Georgia has been among the worst ac-
tors, including malicious prosecution of lawful absentee ballot users
in 2010 and intimidation of Black voters by deputy sheriffs in 2015.
Under preclearance, the Department of Justice objected to 170 dis-
criminatory voting changes in Georgia at the State and local level.
After Shelby removed preclearance, analysis showed that Black
voters were 20 percent more likely than white voters to not vote
due to poll closures, including an estimated 54,000 to 85,000 voters
being unable to cast ballots in 2018 alone after 214 such poll clo-
sures. Had the VRA been in effect, these changes would have been
examined by a Federal court or the DOJ to determine whether they
were discriminatory before being put into effect.

Georgia voters are now anticipating the deleterious effects on
elections created by Senate bill 202 which relies on misinformation,
falsehoods, and flawed analysis to restrict access for voters, pri-
marily targeting communities of color. With dozens of attacks on
voting rights embedded in the law, I will highlight only a few.

Voters of color in Georgia were more likely than white voters to
vote by mail for the first time in the last two election cycles. Sud-
denly, S.B. 202 shortens the time period to request and return an
absentee ballot application and imposes new restrictive ID require-
ments that will have amplified effects on disabled voters, older vot-
ers, voters of color, and Black Georgians in particular.

Voters of color in Georgia are more likely than white voters to
stand in long lines, including the 8-hour debacle that occurred in
June 2020. S.B. 202 criminalizes a volunteer handing a bottle of
water or food to voters or their children while in line. Across the
country, these State laws target voters of color by restricting access
to the ballot for Black, Latino, Asian American and Pacific Is-
lander, and Native American communities. In Texas, Arizona, and
Michigan, each are considering laws to restrict voting rights by
people of color.

When the fundamental right to vote is left to the political ambi-
tion and prejudices of State actors, ones who rely on suppression
to maintain power, Federal intercession stands as the appropriate
remedy. Simply put, the John Lewis Voting Rights Advancement
Act is essential to the protection of democracy.

Protecting voting rights has been a bipartisan endeavor since the
enactment of the Voting Rights Act in 1965 and through every sub-
sequent reauthorization. While each of us may likely have declared
a party loyalty, our first obligation is to the fundamental standards
of democracy, which must be aggressively nonpartisan. Actions
taken to restrict access, thwart participation, or discourage engage-
ment are antithetical to our national creed and should be con-
demned by every patriot. Instead, we must advocate for voting
rights—not to ensure the success of a single party or ideology, but
to guarantee a vigorous and fair debate amongst Americans of
goodwill. It is my profound hope we will honor the legacy of my
late friend Congressman John Lewis and the lives of those lost in
the fight for a more perfect union by enacting this critical legisla-
tion into law.

I thank you for the opportunity to take part in this important
discussion, and I urge you to continue to strengthen our democracy.
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[The prepared statement of Ms. Abrams appears as a submission
for the record.]

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Ms. Abrams.

Let me concede at the outset that Jim Crow at its worst was
more violent than the situation we face today. I do not want to re-
count all of the horrors of that bigotry and racism that occurred in
that era, but I think the bottom-line question which we are ad-
dressing in this hearing is whether there is a design or an intent
in legislation that is being considered and passed in many States,
including the State of Georgia, to limit or restrict the rights to vote
of minority populations with the intent of having influence on the
outcome of the election. I think that goes without saying. Clearly
there is a difference in the witnesses who appear before the Com-
mittee, but I would like to ask Stacey Abrams, for example, the
Speaker Pro Tem, Ms. Jones, said earlier that the new Georgia law
made it easier to vote in the State. You can—You have recounted
a few instances, but can you think of elements in the law that was
signed by Governor Kemp which do the opposite?

Ms. ABRAMS. First is this falsity that has been proposed that this
is an expansion of rights. Let us be clear. In the State of Georgia,
60 percent of Georgians live in counties that already had, for exam-
ple, two Saturdays of early voting. What is changed is that now ad-
ditional counties will join the ranks, and that is a good thing. At
the same time that those counties will join those ranks, they have
reduced mandatory dates, they have eliminated weeks of early vot-
ing during Federal runoffs—and let us be very clear that Federal
runoffs in Georgia were predicated on a racist premise of elimi-
nating access to the right to vote for African Americans. They
eliminate access to a mandatory weekend voting day.

Another example is the falsity that this expands hours for voting.
Yes, it codifies that you can vote between 9 to 5 as the business
hours. For 78 percent of Georgians, prior to this bill, the hours for
voting during early voting was 7 a.m. to 7 p.m., so this actually
eliminates hours of voting and mandates only a shortened period
of time. That was the misunderstanding that I think is still mis-
understood by the Washington Post, because early voting hours
that exceed that are now optional and not mandatory. We have 78
percent of Georgians who would experience longer voting hours,
and now we will see shortened hours.

In addition, there is a narrative that says that the use of a Social
Security number is allowed for returning your absentee ballot if
you do not have access to the ID. Well, let us be clear. You cannot
apply for an absentee ballot with your Social Security number. You
must have some forms of identification that are unavailable to cur-
rently 200,000 Georgians.

Those are just a few of the issues, and I will certainly address
the criminalization of the handing out of water. We have to be
clear that in the State of Georgia, 8-hour lines for communities of
color have become not an unusual circumstance. Usually we have
seen between 4- and 8-hour lines. People do not often come pre-
pared to stand in line for the whole of a business day. They cer-
tainly do not often bring their food with them, and this ignores the
fact that the overworked poll workers who are inside the buildings
do not have the time to come out and hand out refreshments since
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they gre busy processing so many voters who have been under-
served.

I would use those as a few examples of why this bill is delete-
rious in its effect and malicious in its intent.

Chair DURBIN. Ms. Jones, I would like to ask you to respond to
this question. There was an allegation made by the former Presi-
dent of the United States relating to the voting in the State of
Georgia. He went so far at one point in the recorded conversation
to say that 5,000 dead people had voted. Mr. Raffensperger replied
that there were only two that they could find and that was two too
many. I would like to ask you if you would comment on the 2020
election. Do you believe there was voter fraud in Georgia, as Presi-
dent Trump alleged?

Speaker JONES. You know, I am here to discuss what is in Sen-
ate bill 202, not relitigate the 2018 election in which my former col-
league Stacey Abrams never conceded, nor am I here to relitigate
the 2020. What I can say is that the bill does increase accessibility.
Forty-seven counties had no two Saturdays of voting and will be re-
quired to now under this bill.

Additionally, not one single Georgian will have reduced hours of
voting in early voting because it allows up to 7 a.m. to 7 p.m., but
what it does do is mandate from 9 in the morning to 5 p.m., and
we have 134 counties with less or fewer voting hours for early vot-
ing.

Chair DURBIN. Ms. Jones, if [——

Speaker JONES. The bill absolutely does increase the amount.
Chair DURBIN. If I could follow through on that, the reason for
my question is this: I am trying to understand the logic behind new
voting laws which would give less time to request absentee ballots,
strict new ID requirements for absentee ballots, illegal for election
officials to mail out absentee ballot applications and the like. In
light of the 2020 election, I believe Mr. Raffensperger spoke the
truth—and there certainly is no evidence to suggest otherwise—
when he suggested that the election in 2020 following the old law
was absent any major voting fraud and should not be questioned
in terms of results.

If the election—if the premise was 2020 was sound, why the
changes that restricted certain practices that created opportunities
for people to vote in Georgia?

Speaker JONES. Thank you, Chairman Durbin, for the question.
Since 2003, 59 elections bills have been passed by the Georgia Gen-
eral Assembly, at least one each and every year. After the 2018
elections, we had an elections bill that addressed some of the con-
cerns expressed by Democrats. In this bill, after a worldwide pan-
demic, record turnout, a new election system, once again we are
coming back to address concerns expressed by both Democrats and
Republicans. The bill absolutely will reduce the long lines, and it
will make clear that there has to be—it makes clear there has to
be proper notice so that voters can know if a precinct is changed;
it has to require notice at the old precinct location with a 4-foot-
by—4-foot sign also at the new location.

There are many provisions in it, but let me just mention specifi-
cally with regard to your question about shortening absentee
hour—days to request an absentee ballot. As recommended by the
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Association of County Commissioners, which is a bipartisan group,
and the U.S. Postal Service, our timing to request an absentee bal-
lot allowed someone to request one the Friday before the regular
election, which almost certainly meant they would have an unsuc-
cessful vote. This moves it back to 10 days, which is more expan-
sive, I will admit—11 days, than what the U.S. Postal Service rec-
ommended, which was 14 days, but it, I do believe, will result in
more successful absentee ballots cast regardless of whether one
lives anywhere in the State and whether they are a Democrat or
a Republican.

Chair DURBIN. I would just say in conclusion that giving Georgia
voters under the new law less time to request absentee ballots and
shutting down the number of dropboxes from 94 to 23 cannot make
it easier to vote or create more opportunity. I think just the oppo-
site is the case.

Senator Grassley.

Senator GRASSLEY. Speaker Jones, did you look at any other
States for guidance or inspiration in the provisions of S.B. 30—202?

Speaker JONES. Yes, sir, we most certainly did. We wanted to
make sure that although our voting system is more expansive than
many in the country, particularly in the Northeast, we wanted to
make sure that any changes we made were mainstream, common
sense, and made it easier, more fair, more transparent, and secure
for a voter regardless of their geography or whichever party they
tended to vote for. I do believe this bill does that.

We—Like, frankly, most States in the Union, we do have a voter
ID which is common-sense regulation and required to pick up a
child from daycare, board a flight to go visit grandmother, it is to
cash a check, and I think the bigger issue, for the 3 percent who
do not currently have either a driver’s license or a free—and I em-
phasize “Free”—voter ID, I am most concerned about their ability
to participate in the 21st modern century and society as a whole,
and that is perhaps where we should give our efforts to, is not un-
dermine the security of elections for absentee ballots but, rather,
help the few that do not have one to obtain one. Thank you, sir.

Senator GRASSLEY. Also to you, Speaker Jones, can you tell me
what S.B. 202 does to reduce lines to vote? If it has got ten exam-
ples that you can give, give me just one or two.

Speaker JONES. Yes, sir. Thank you. Because particularly in the
June primary, when we had a brand-new elections system, elec-
tions officials, poll workers were learning how to utilize the ma-
chines, we did have some long lines in some areas of the State.
They were primarily in counties that are Democrat-run, but re-
gardless of that, what we did was we have required that at any
single point in time in the next general election if there is a line
of 1 hour or longer, at the next following subsequent general elec-
tion, the election superintendent for that county must either split
the precinct, add poll workers, add machines, or all of the three.

Senator GRASSLEY. I would like to ask Senator—Secretary Gard-
ner, Jowa and New Hampshire brag about first in the Nation, one
for caucus, one for primary. In fact, H.R. 1 or its State equivalent,
S. 1, is passed, if so, what effect do you think that would have on
the ability of our States to preserve their first in the Nation status?
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Secretary GARDNER. Senator, S. 1 would not specifically have an
effect. However, I made the statement that it could put the New
Hampshire primary in a perilous position, and I stand by that
statement.

Senator GRASSLEY. Okay. Let me ask you one other question.
Your State has voting laws that are seen as restrictive, yet as you
have told us in your opening statement, it is consistent that some
of the—it consistently has some of the highest turnout elections in
the country. Would you agree with me that voters tend to turn out
more for elections when they have more confidence that their vote
will be counted appropriately? And what effect has your voter ID
provision had on turnout?

Secretary GARDNER. Absolutely, the trust and confidence voters
have in the process is a huge boost to turnout. New Hampshire had
a voter ID law for the first—in the 2012 Presidential election. So
2020, 6 months ago, that was the third Presidential election that
we had voter ID. We had in 2012 the highest turnout since 1960
in New Hampshire, over 14 percent higher than the country as a
whole and higher than we had had in over half a century among
our own Presidential elections in 2012. In 2016, we even went
higher than that, 14.5 percent higher than the country as a whole,
with the second Presidential election using voter ID. And in 2020,
it was the same.

When voter ID was going through the legislature, there were
people saying that 10 percent of the population was not going to
be able to vote, this would hurt certain groups more than it would
hurt other groups. There were polls that nonprofits like Pew, Pub-
lic, came and testified in our hearings saying that it could be an
11-percent decline. In our State, it was just the absolute opposite.
As 1 said, three Presidential elections in a row averaging—you
have to go back half a century.

Those are the facts on that issue in New Hampshire.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Mr. Gardner.

Senator Whitehouse, remote.

Senator WHITEHOUSE. As you know, I am inclined to ask why
about things, and I cannot help but wonder why, after the Trump
administration’s top election security official and Georgia’s own
election officials vouched for the integrity of the last election, as did
seemingly every Republican-controlled legislative body in the coun-
try pivot as if on command to file and move voter suppression bills,
361 of them by one count. When you see group behavior, it is often
interesting to look for the motivation.

You have the big lie that the election was stolen, which allows
for skepticism to be brought against elections, even if it is not
founded in fact. At the same time, you have unpopular policies de-
manded by a Republican donor elite that has every interest in
building an electorate that will give the donor elite its policies rath-
er than giving up on their policies in order to attract voters. As our
friend Reverend Warnock says, limiting voters serves this, particu-
larly when limiting voters is to make sure that some people are not
voting. Of course, dark money is that donor elite’s weapon of
choice, and we see the conservative dark money groups have al-
ready announced $39 million in spending campaigns to restrict vot-
ing rights at the State level and block passage of the For the Peo-
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ple Act, and that number is likely going up because these very
same groups spent over $100 million in dark money during just the
2018 election cycle.

At the State level, we see two particular groups very prominent,
one, the State Policy Network, and, two, the American Legislative
Exchange Council, the so-called ALEC. ALEC is toxic enough that
Exxon severed its ties to ALEC. When Exxon-Mobil thinks it needs
to clean up its act by severing from you, that is a pretty strong sig-
nal.

ALEC has singled out Representative Jones for praise, calling
her an “ALEC legislator.” ALEC is funded by Koch Industries. It
has received millions of dollars from right-wing foundations like
the Charles G. Koch Charitable Foundation, the Searle Freedom
Trust, the Bradley Foundation, and also through the identity-laun-
dering Donors Trust and Donors Capital Fund.

It is working now with the Heritage Foundation on a $24 million
campaign to produce model voting legislation for State legislatures
like Georgia’s to adopt and even to hire lobbyists in what they call
“Crucial States.” ALEC has created a secret working group on elec-
tion-related matters led by Cleta Mitchell, who many people will
remember for her role backing Trump’s efforts to flip Georgia’s
election results. ALEC has its hands all over this.

There is also the Georgia Public Policy Center, which is the local
affiliate of the State Policy Network. Representative Jones has
said, “I want to publicly say how much I appreciate Georgia Public
Policy Foundation. We rely on Georgia Public Policy Foundation’s
research and work. They have been an invaluable—invaluable re-
source to us.”

Guess what? ALEC is an official associate organization of the
State Policy Network with the Georgia Public Policy Center, and
the over group, the SPN, State Policy Network, has paid for dozens
of its think tanks to become ALEC members. There is a lot of back
and forth between the dark money ALEC group and the dark
money State Policy Network. Like ALEC, State Policy Network is
largely funded by big corporations and right-wing family founda-
tions, including the Koch Brothers, the Waltons, the Bradley Foun-
dation, the Rowe Foundation, the Coors Family, and, of course, the
ubiquitous identity launderers Donors Trust and Donors Capital
Fund.

There are lots of other familiar names moving into this space.
The Heritage Foundation, the Koch-funded dark money group’s po-
litical arm, Heritage Action for America, announced plans to spend
$24 million on a 2-year effort to shape States’ voting laws and to
work at the Federal level to block the For the People Act. In
March, Heritage Action boasted that Heritage Action recently
launched “an effort to strengthen Georgia’s election laws and re-
store voter confidence in the State, including a $600,000 TV ad
buy, digital advertising, and a grassroots advocacy initiative for an
initial total investment of $1 million.” That is a quote from them.

At the same time, we have the so-called Honest Elections Project,
which is Leonard Leo’s new outgrowth of his vast dark money net-
work, that has pledged tens of millions of dollars into conservative
election efforts.
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Honest Elections Project is an alias group that can use all of the
anonymous funds given to its preexisting Judicial Education
Project, which Leo used to steer Bradley Foundation grants into co-
ordinated amicus brief efforts that I have chronicled elsewhere. His
Honest Elections Project for Georgia released a string of press re-
leases urging Georgia to investigate its 2020 results and to take up
voter suppression legislation and congratulated the State for enact-
ing S.B. 202 last month.

Last is True the Vote, a group whose main aim has been to re-
cruit poll watchers whose task of finding suspicious activity is often
focused on voters and neighborhoods of color. Like the other
groups, its finances are largely opaque, coming through
anonymized donations via Donors Trust as well as the Bradley
Foundation and, of course, the State Policy Network.

There is this complex, interlocking network of billionaire right-
wing dark money that I think tends to signal why the whole herd
would have moved at once based on no actual evidence of fraud or
dishonesty in the elections, and——

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Senator.

Senator WHITEHOUSE. Is my time expired?

Chair DURBIN. I am afraid it is.

Senator WHITEHOUSE. My apologies. My clock does not run when
I am remote, and I will yield back my nonexistent remaining time.
Thank you, Chairman.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Senator. Senator Graham.

Senator GRAHAM. Thank you. To my dear friend Sheldon, I ap-
preciate your consistency.

What would account for—the elephant herd is apparently march-
ing in one way. H.R. 1 I believe is supported by most every liberal
group in the country. Most of my Democratic colleagues support
H.R. 1. Why? What motivates you?

Redistricting. Under your proposal, you would take redistricting
away from State elected officials and give it to some independent
commission. What has that got to do with voting? That is about
trying to change the ability of red States to be able to draw new
lines based on population shift.

H.R. 1 has a 6:1 match for low-dollar donations. What has that
got to do with voting? Nothing. It has got to do with political
power, trying to have the Federal Government subsidize campaigns
favorable to you. If a 6:1 match had been in place in my recent
election, South Carolina would have probably had over $1 billion
spent. I think the people of South Carolina deserve better than
that. I raised 110. My opponent raised 132. If you had a 6:1 match,
that would have been about $1 billion. I think that is cruel and
probably violates the Geneva Convention.

H.R. 1 is not about righting wrongs. It is about power. It is about
trying to grab power, and I can understand why people want to
grab it. I do not understand why people on our side would willingly
sit on the sidelines. We are not. We are here today to talk about
the voting process.

Mr. Gardner, you are sort of a legend in your part of the world,
I think rightly so. It is my understanding that you oppose H.R. 1
and the Senate equivalent. Is that correct?

Secretary GARDNER. Yes.
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Senator GRAHAM. In 30 seconds or less, why?

Secretary GARDNER. First of all, we do not have any early voting
in New Hampshire, and for all the studies that show that early
voting actually helps turnout, I can show you plenty of academic
studies that show the opposite. That just because you make voting
easier does not raise the turnout automatically. We have election
day that is a day for everything in New Hampshire. It goes all the
way back to the beginning. Our Constitution predated the Federal
Constitution, and it ends that day. It is our tradition, because
every polling place, the chief election officer has to that evening of
the election read publicly the votes cast for every candidate on the
ballot, and that is the end of it.

The—and our early voting—it is called “early voting”—is just not
allowed under our:

Senator GRAHAM. You believe it would be a power grab when it
came to New Hampshire voting—is that fair to say—by the Federal
Government?

Secretary GARDNER. Yes. The same thing with no-fault absentee.

Senator GRAHAM. Okay.

Secretary GARDNER. It is the same thing.

Senator GRAHAM. Thank you very much.

The Carter-Baker Commission looked at voter fraud in voting in
2008. They found that there is no evidence of extensive fraud in
U.S. elections or multiple voting, but both occur and it could affect
the outcome of close elections and many other findings.

The absentee ballots remained the largest source of potential
voter fraud. That is what the Carter-Baker Commission said, not
me. The Carter-Baker report said—recommend—to reduce fraud,
recommended prohibiting third-party organization candidates and
political party activists from handling absentee ballots. I think that
is related to ballot harvesting.

My question for Ms. Abrams: Do you support voter identification
laws?

Ms. ABRAMS. Yes.

Senator GRAHAM. Okay. Do you support——

Ms. ABRAMS. There are 35 States in the United States that have
had voter identification laws. In fact, every State requires some
form of identification.

Senator GRAHAM. Right, okay.

Ms. ABRaMS. What I have objected to is restrictive voter identi-
fication laws that narrow the set of permissible materials that

Senator GRAHAM. The answer is yes as a concept. Do you support
the idea that voting should be limited to American citizens?

Ms. ABRAMS. Yes.

Senator GRAHAM. Do you support that we should have—do you
support ballot harvesting? Are you familiar with that term?

Ms. ABRAMS. I am familiar with the term of art that has been
promulgated to describe a variety of efforts, but, for example, on
Native American reservations where they are precluded from ac-
cess due to underfunding to reach in a timely fashion locations for
voting, I do believe that it is appropriate for tribal elders to collect
ballots and retrieve them and use a single source of delivery to pro-
vide those ballots and, thus, provide Native Americans with the op-
portunity to participate in elections.




31

Senator GRAHAM. Do you support it beyond Native American vot-
ing?

Ms. ABRAMS. As I said, I believe that it depends on the situation
and that the term of art that is being used describes a variety of
behaviors, and each of those behaviors should be examined for util-
ity and for veracity. To the extent that they help voters participate
in elections in a lawful manner, they should be permitted.

Senator GRAHAM. Okay. Do you believe the Republican majority
in Georgia, House, Senate, when they are making the changes to
your State voting laws, do you think they are motivated by trying
to suppress the African American vote?

Ms. ABRAMS. I have seen it happen sometimes that they are. 1
have seen other bills that have been truly bipartisan in nature that
have looked at and fully examined

Senator GRAHAM. You believe that is the motivation behind—do
you believe

Ms. ABRAMS. I am sorry?

Senator GRAHAM [continuing]. That is the motivation behind
these laws?

Ms. ABRAMS. I believe the motivation behind certain provisions
in S.B. 202 are a direct result to the increased participation of com-
munities of color in the 2020 and 2021 elections. I have partici-
pated for 11 years. As Speaker Pro Tem dJones pointed out, we
served together, and almost every year there was a voting law. And
when those voting laws were neutral not only on their face——

Senator GRAHAM. I am out of time. Do you think

Ms. ABRAMS. [continuing] I would support it.

Senator GRAHAM. Do you think the Speaker of the House, Speak-
er Pro Tem, Jan Jones, is motivated by trying to limit the African
American voters in Georgia? Do you think that is

Ms. ABRAMS. I believe there is racial animus that generated
those bills. I would not assume that that racial animus is shared
by every person

Senator GRAHAM. Thank you.

Ms. ABRAMS. [continuing] But the result is that racial animus ex-
ists, and if it eliminates access to the right to vote, then regardless
of a certain person’s heart, if the effect is deleterious to the ability
of people of color to participate in elections, then that is problem-
atic, and that is wrong, and it should be rejected by all.

Chair DURBIN. Senator Klobuchar.

Senator KLOBUCHAR. Thank you very much, Mr. Chair. Thank
you to our witnesses.

I am just looking at the facts, and I think that we need to get
these facts straight. In the 2020 election, more than 160 million
Americans voted, more than ever before, and, in fact, the Trump
administration’s Homeland Security official charged with protecting
elections deemed the election the “Most secure election in American
history.” Is that correct, Ms. Abrams?

Ms. ABRAMS. That is correct.

Senator KLOBUCHAR. Former Attorney General Barr stated that
there was no evidence of widespread voter fraud that could have
changed the outcome of the 2020 election. Is that right?

Ms. ABrAMS. That is also correct.
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Senator KLOBUCHAR. My problem is this: Why do you think 361
bills have been introduced in 47 States that would restrict access
to the polls when, in fact, the way things were running was work-
ing for the people of this country? They were voting by mail like
never before. They were exercising their right to vote, and they did
it safely. Why did this happen?

Ms. ABRAMS. With all due respect to Secretary of State Gardner,
I would actually refer us back to Senator Sheldon Whitehouse’s
commentary, and that is this: We saw an increased participation
from communities that are considered unfortunate or that are not
favorable to Republican victories. No one is entitled to win. I am
a person who is a living example that there is no entitlement to
victory. We are all entitled to participation, and what these laws
have done in stunning and uniform fashion is reduced entitlement
to participation. They have done so by targeting behaviors that are
specifically attributable to communities that voted in opposition of
Republican values.

That is not to say that every person of color intends to vote
Democratic. It is not to say that every young person votes Demo-
cratic. When the overwhelming majority in those communities exer-
cised their right to vote in this last election, we have seen a raft
of laws that have been targeted at their behaviors. When laws are
targeted at the behaviors of communities of color, that is not only
reminiscent of the Mississippi Plan and the Jim Crow laws, as Dr.
Anderson has so clearly played out, those are intentionally a resur-
gence of voter suppression similar to Jim Crow, which is why we
use that language, because we cannot leave our history behind.

Senator KLOBUCHAR. Thank you. As Reverend Warnock said ear-
lier, maybe it just boils down to some words, and that is that some
people do not want some people to vote.

Ms. Ifill, can you tell me about how rare voter fraud is? I think
there was a recent editorial in a major newspaper talking about
since 2000 Oregon has sent out more than 100 million mail-in bal-
lots and documented only about a dozen cases of fraud. Rounded
to the seventh decimal point, that is 0.0000001 percent of all bal-
lots. Ms. Ifill?

Ms. IFiLL. That is correct, Senator Klobuchar. You have a better
chance of being struck by lightning than finding widespread voter
fraud. In fact, President Carter spoke out about the report that was
referenced earlier. He believes that the report was being distorted
to support the provisions of S.B. 202. In fact, what the report called
for was a deeper study of vote by mail. They were basing their
study on 2005 to 2008. The report specifically noted that we have
two States, Oregon and Washington State, that do all voting by
mail, and there is no significant voter fraud in those two States.

So voter ID, you know, for absentee voting, that is actually quite
unusual. There are only three, I guess now with Georgia four
States that require photo ID for absentee voting, and that is what
we are talking about with S.B. 202. It is actually a rare and un-
usual thing.

Senator KLOBUCHAR. Thank you. You know, we are going to be
marking up the Senate File 1 in the Rules Committee, so I am
pretty familiar with this bill. Could you explain, Ms. Ifill, why—
yes, it has some very important standards for voting given what we
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are seeing, the assault on voting across the country. Why given
that we have not had any Federal campaign legislation passed
since McCain-Feingold, which was basically dismantled by the
courts, it is time to also focus on all of the dark money flooding into
our politics as well as ethics rules that are necessary for all of us?
That used to be a bipartisan issue.

Ms. IFILL. I think, Senator Klobuchar, it is important to see this
all of a piece. This is about access to the political process. This is
about ordinary people having access to the political process. We
think of the right to vote as scared, the casting of the ballot, the
counting of that ballot. If there are forces that neutralize the abil-
ity of that ballot to have meaning, then Congress needs to examine
that also so that citizens can feel that they truly have a role in our
democracy and have their voice heard. It cannot be a sham. It can-
not be a shell. When activists marched and risked their lives for
the right to vote during the civil rights movement, they were not
just looking at the ceremonial act of casting a ballot. They truly be-
lieved that being able to participate equally in the political process
would allow them to meaningfully change the condition of their
lives and communities.

Everything that bears on the ability to give that vote meaning
it dseems to me is relevant and important for this Committee to con-
sider.

Senator KLOBUCHAR. Thank you. With your indulgence, just one
very fast question with a fast answer, Ms. Abrams. One of the
things, as I prepare for this hearing that I am chairing next month,
one of the arguments made is that, oh, it will be so hard for States
to enact these. However, we already have 43 States with early vot-
ing, 21 States with same-day registration, 19 States with automatic
voter registration, 45 States that allowed all voters to cast a ballot
by mail last year. In 2018, Michigan approved many changes to its
election procedures that went into effect before the November 2020
election. Would you agree that States like Georgia and others have
been able to implement these changes in a correct way without a
problem?

Ms. ABRAMS. Absolutely.

Senator KLOBUCHAR. Thank you.

Chair DURBIN. Senator Cornyn.

Senator CORNYN. My first question is for Ms. Abrams. Ms.
Abrams, is the Georgia election law that Speaker Jones talked
about, is it a racist piece of legislation?

Ms. ABRAMS. I think there are components of it that are indeed
racist, because they use racial animus as a means of targeting the
behaviors of certain voters to eliminate—limit their participation in
elections.

Senator CORNYN. You believe that the Georgia Legislature made
deliberate attempts to suppress the minority vote?

Ms. ABRAMS. Yes.

Senator CORNYN. Georgia has a no-excuse absentee voting provi-
sion in that law. As Ms. Jones I think has said, certainly in her
written statement, Connecticut, Delaware, Massachusetts, New
Hampshire, and New York do not have any no-excuse absentee vot-
ing. Are the voting laws in Connecticut, Delaware, Massachusetts,
New Hampshire, and New York racist?
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Ms. ABRAMS. I would say they are behind the eight ball and they
need to be improved, and that is why I support the For the People
Act voting rights provisions that would expand access to no-excuse
absentee voting. As we explained earlier, it is how these behaviors
are targeted. The State of Georgia targeted communities that used
these resources for the first time to their benefit and, thus, after
15 years of Republican-dominated use of absentee balloting, it sud-
denly changed its mind about the utility, the processing, the timeli-
ness, and

Senator CORNYN. You do think—excuse me. We only have 5 min-
utes to ask questions, and so if you would respond to my question.
Just to be clear, you think Connecticut, Delaware, Massachusetts,
New Hampshire, and New York that have more restrictive no-ex-
cuse absentee voting, you believe those election laws are racist?

Ms. ABRAMS. Senator, I am responding to your question. Your
question——

Senator CORNYN. No, you—Ms. Abrams, you are filibustering.
Could you answer yes or no?

Ms. ABRAMS. I am not. Sir, I am not filibustering. I am stating
very specifically, I believe that restrictive voting laws should be ad-
dressed by the For the People Act. I believe that the Georgia deci-
sion

Senator CORNYN. Just to be clear, whether they are racist or not,
you just—you think they need to be changed because you disagree
with them, right?

Ms. ABRAMS. No, that is not what I have said.

Senator CORNYN. Okay.

Ms. ABRAMS. I have said that those laws that were changed in
2021 in response to an increased use by people of color, laws that
were put in place by Republicans 15 years ago and they were per-
fectly satisfied with the utility of those laws, until they were used
successfully by people of color, that the intent matters, and the in-
tent behind these laws——

Senator CORNYN. You think—you think——

Ms. ABRAMS [continuing]. Matter in the State of Georgia.

Senator CORNYN. You think voter ID requirements are racist?

Ms. ABRAMS. No, sir. I have always said that—in fact, I wrote
a book about——

Senator CORNYN. Doesn’t that restrict

Ms. ABRAMS [continuing]. I support voter identification.

Senator CORNYN. Doesn’t that restrict voting, the requirement of
a voter ID?

Ms. ABRAMS. I support voter identification. What I object to is re-
strictive forms of voter identification that limit who is permitted to
use their identification and that create a narrower and nar-
rower

Senator CORNYN. Georgia gives—you can use a free ID or a util-
ity bill or something like that. You do not believe that the Georgia
law restricts voting because of the voter identification requirement,
if I

Ms. ABRAMS. That is not what I have said, sir. What I said is
that the absentee ballot requirement that now adds voter ID in an
exceptionally rare usage because it will now push almost 200,000
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voters who do not have access or do not currently have those IDs
out of the process——

Senator CORNYN. So voter ID——

Ms. ABRAMS. [continuing] People of color——

Senator CORNYN. Sometimes it is racist, sometimes it is not rac-
ist?

Ms. ABRAMS. The intent always matters, sir, and that is the
point of this conversation. That is the point of the Jim Crow nar-
rative, that Jim Crow did not simply look at the activity; it looked
at the intent. It looked at the behaviors, and it targeted behaviors
that were disproportionately used by people of color.

Senator CORNYN. Do you know that——

Ms. ABRAMS. That is the

Senator CORNYN [continuing]. Gallup says that 69 percent of
Black voters support voter ID and 75 percent of voters overall?

Ms. ABRAMS. Sir, I am among those who support voter ID. I have
never objected to voter ID. I object to narrowly tailoring and nar-
rowing the permissive ability

Senator CORNYN. You agree with voter ID in some circumstances
and not in others.

Ms. ABRAMS. That is not what I have said, sir. [——

Senator CORNYN. No, you said it is based on intent, so voter ID
without malintent is okay——

Ms. ABRAMS. No, sir, that is not what I said.

Senator CORNYN. Well

Ms. ABRAMS. Senator, I am happy to respond to your ques-
tions

Senator CORNYN. Ms. Jones, I have a question for you in my re-
maining time

Ms. ABRAMS. [continuing] But if you are going to mischaracterize
my responses, that is inappropriate.

Senator CORNYN. Ms. Jones, Connecticut, Delaware, Massachu-
setts, New Hampshire, and New York do not have any no-excuse
absentee voting. Georgia decided to permit it. Why the differences
between Georgia and these other States?

Speaker JONES. Thank you, Senator Cornyn. Georgia has a long
history, particularly since Republicans have been in charge since
2003, of expanding access to voting. Senate bill 202 does no dif-
ferently, and the voter ID requirements that are being put in place
for absentee voting are no different than the voter ID requirements
for in-person or early voting. They are exactly, precisely the same.

Senator CORNYN. Mr. Chairman, can I ask one last question of
Mr. Gardner?

Mr. Gardner, I think you said that there is no early voting in
New Hampshire, but you do not believe that impacts turnout.
Could you explain that? That seems a little counterintuitive.

Secretary GARDNER. Yes, it certainly is counterintuitive, but it is
factual. If you take a look at the charts that I have submitted to
the Committee, there are two important things. New Hampshire
has no early voting. We have election day, and it stems back to our
Constitution from a long time ago. The second one is the no-fault
absentee. That is unconstitutional in New Hampshire. The chart is
really important. If you look at the chart that I gave—and I am
going to be very specific with it—I have been Secretary of State
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during 12 Presidential election years. The first five Presidential
elections, the State of Oregon had a turnout higher than New
Hampshire in each of those five. Starting in 1996, after Oregon de-
cided to go to all mail voting, we have had seven Presidential elec-
tions. Oregon has had a turnout lower than New Hampshire in all
seven of those Presidential elections. That is fact.

I have lived through these years watching results that take place
in certain States, and that is why I am not projecting onto the
country what New Hampshire does, because other States are dif-
ferent than New Hampshire. What I am saying is in my State I
have seen over the years what ways to make it easier to vote actu-
ally work and what ways that make it easier to vote do not work.
These charts are factual. This is all factual information.

For seven Presidential elections in a row, ever since Oregon de-
cided to get rid of election day registration at the polls and go to
no-fault, everyone is mailed a ballot, there are no polling places;
they have multiple days to vote, multiple locations where they can
cast their ballot.

Academics say that is the easiest, it is effortless, but I know
what has happened between the two States. The Secretary of State
of Oregon actually tried to convince me back in the early 1990s to
join with him because he thought that in 5 years the whole country
would be voting by mail, if New Hampshire did it on the east coast
and Oregon did it on the west coast.

This is factual, and those charts I gave to the Committee, I im-
plore you to take a look at those charts. It ranks every State, all
50 States, starting in 1976, where they ranked. Take your own
State. Take a look at it. Compare one State to another State.

It is based on voting-age population.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Mr. Gardner.

Secretary GARDNER. It is not——

Chair DURBIN. Thank you very much. Senator Coons.

Senator COONS. Thank you, Chairman Durbin, and thank you to
our witnesses today and to this Committee for paying so much at-
tention to the urgent issue of voting and the rights of Americans
to vote.

It is so profoundly disappointing to me that in 2021, following
our last election, we need to have a hearing to address a surge in
voter suppression efforts around the country. In a healthy democ-
racy, the side that loses an election then takes time to reflect on
why and how and what the issues were that might have moved vot-
ers to their side. We instead see in legislatures across the country
efforts to suppress the access to the ballot box and the opportunity
to vote. Bills like the one that passed in Georgia I view as an af-
front to the legacy of John Lewis and others who risked or spilled
their own blood to win the right to vote.

As Ms. Ifill knows well, I have long worked to support my col-
leagues’ efforts, Senator Leahy’s efforts and others, to pass the Vot-
ing Rights Advancement Act, now renamed the John Lewis Voting
Rights Advancement Act, and I want to ask some questions about
that today and about our efforts to try and plug the hole created
by the Supreme Court’s ill-conceived, I think, decision in Shelby
County in 2013.
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Ms. Ifill, if I might just start with you. As a matter of common
sense, I think we all have a pretty clear idea of why some States
are pursuing these laws. Under the Voting Rights Act as it cur-
rently exists, can you explain why these laws are so difficult to suc-
cessfully challenge in court?

Ms. IFiLL. Thank you, Senator Coons. As I said at the outset, liti-
gation is one of the tools that we have available, and we, by the
way, have challenged S.B. 202 under the Constitution. We chal-
lenged it under the First Amendment, under the 14th Amendment,
under the 15th Amendment, and under the Voting Rights Act.

Litigation takes a long time. It is expensive. It can take from 2
to 5 years. I will give you an example. LDF was part of the team
that successfully challenged Texas’ voter ID law between 2014 and
2018. During the pendency of that litigation, there were 500 offices
that were elected in Texas, Justices of the Texas Supreme Court,
Attorneys General, district attorneys, lower court judges, county
councilpersons, elections that proceeded despite the fact that we
had demonstrated in our litigation that 600,000 Texans were likely
disenfranchised by that particular voter ID law.

Litigation is a blunt instrument. What preclearance gave us was
the opportunity to get out ahead of voting discrimination before it
happened, to have a review of the kind that should have happened
with S.B. 202, which is one of the features that has not been talked
about. The way this law was rushed through, we were there. Bills
were dropping at 11 p.m., and then hearings were held on them the
next day at 7 a.m., as we tried to keep up with this process. This
sweeping bill, this omnibus bill, was passed in this fashion that did
not even give a real opportunity for study. Where is the racial im-
pact study on these provisions and how they will affect Black vot-
ers in the State? You will not find it because it was not done.

A preclearance provision would have allowed a neutral authority,
a Federal authority, to look at every single proposed voting change
and to determine the effect on Black voters. That was in answer
to Senator Cornyn’s question about what was the motivation, what
is the effect of the laws, but we did not do that because we do not
have preclearance and because Georgia was hell-bent on pushing
this law through as quickly as possible. So, now we are left with
litigation.

Senator COONS. Thank you, Ms. Ifill.

Ms. Abrams, good to see you again. How would having the John
Lewis Voting Rights Advancement Act in place operate on other
similar laws in the future? Given the point you made earlier about
the timing and the intent and the context of voting legislation is
critical, how would preclearance analysis have impacted the enact-
ment of Senate bill 202?

Ms. ABRAMS. Senator Coons, you frame it properly. What
preclearance does is look not simply at the piece of paper before
you in the form of a law, but look at the context, look at the his-
tory, and look at the effect. Those have to be taken in toto because
Georgia has a different history than, let us say, Texas or New
Hampshire. In each State, one would have to look at what has hap-
pened when these things occurred, not in the macro but in the very
micro sense of what happened in the places where these laws are
taking effect.
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For example, in the State of Georgia, the closure of polling
places, 214 that closed by 2018 led to between 54,000 and 85,000
voters not being able to cast their ballots because they could not
get to their polling place. This is not incidental. This is the dif-
ference in elections.

We also know that the requirement of providing ID for 200,000
voters who have not been required to physically send in their iden-
tification will change how they can participate in our elections. De-
spite the misnomer of free ID, there is nothing free about identi-
fication when you have to pay for the paperwork to comply with
the identification.

Senator COONS. Ms. Abrams, if I might ask you one quick closing
question, one provision in S.B. 202 surprised me or concerned me.
It strips authority over election administration from the Secretary
of State and transfers it to the State legislature. Given the context
of the 2020 election, how will this transfer of power affect the par-
tisanship of future election administration? How would you read it
given the recent history in Georgia?

Ms. ABRAMS. This is very, very offensive language that not only
removes home rule, it actually will put into power people who have
nothing to do with communities. For a body that seems to believe
that those who are closest to the people should be making the deci-
sions, giving these—number one, giving State legislatures the au-
thority on their own motion to remove officials, elections officials,
is dangerous. If that had been in place in 2020, the outcome of the
2020 election could have been vastly different. We should be deeply
concerned by the aggressive and naked attempt to wrest control
away for purely partisan purposes.

Senator COONS. Thank you, Ms. Abrams. Thank you for what
you and Fair Fight Action are doing. Thank you, Ms. Ifill, and
thank you to everyone who is participating in today’s hearing.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chair DURBIN. Senator Lee.

Senator LEE. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

I am disappointed and, frankly, shocked that the majority party
and the Chairman would choose such an inflammatory title for this
hearing by calling it “Jim Crow 2021.” The lack of judgment in this
instance not only belittles those who endured such dehumanization
and indignity through the Jim Crow era, it also reminds us, re-
minds all of us or certainly should, of what Jim Crow was and how
and when it happened and under whose leadership.

We have to remember that it was, in fact, Republicans who
pushed through the 13th, 14th, and 15th Amendments to the Con-
stitution following the Civil War—the 13th Amendment getting rid
of slavery; the 14th Amendment guaranteeing all Americans, in-
cluding Black Americans, including Black Americans who had been
slaves and those who had not, equal protection under the laws; and
including the 15th Amendment guaranteeing Black Americans the
right to vote.

These had a significant effect. They were enacted with great op-
position coming from the Democratic Party. We got them through.
The 15th Amendment was the last of the three to be ratified. It
was ratified on March 30, 1870.
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1870 was a big turning point for civil rights in America, for Black
Americans. It was in 1870 that we saw the very first Member of
Congress, a gentleman by the name of Joseph Rainey, who was
elected to the House of Representatives in 1870, the same year the
first Black American was elected to the United States Senate. That
is Hiram Rhodes Revels who was elected to the Senate, the U.S.
Senate, from Mississippi.

All in all during the Reconstruction period, there were 16 Black
Americans elected to the Congress. There were over 600 Black
Americans elected to State legislatures, and there were hundreds
and hundreds more elected to local positions throughout the coun-
try. All of them, every last one of them, happened to be Republican.

Jim Crow was a response to that. White Americans who did not
want Black Americans coming into power and who resented their
votes as Republicans, in fact, did not want them to have the right
to vote at all, notwithstanding the fact that the 15th Amendment
had by then been ratified, figured out a way to suppress them.
Once President Rutherford Hayes through the Compromise of 1877
ordered the withdrawal of Federal troops from the South, it paved
the way for Jim Crow. Jim Crow policies restricted unconstitution-
ally the right of Black Americans to vote, and it restricted all kinds
of other behaviors put in place by Democratic governments in each
of those States. It was an unfortunate era, one that lasted for
roughly a century, to make sure that Black Americans could not
only not vote but they could not be elected.

Michael Lancaster is the Georgia State Director of the Frederick
Douglass Foundation and the descendant of people who suffered
under Jim Crow. In a recent Washington Times article, Mr. Lan-
caster stated, “Comparing absentee ballot changes and ID require-
ments to banning Black people from restaurants and drinking
fountains is absurd. A civil debate about voting rights is an impor-
tant conversation to have, but comparing Georgia’s election reform
to Jim Crow is simply insulting to my Black ancestors who suffered
through those dehumanizing segregation laws.”

There were some others who wrote, “It has become clear that
even well-intentioned critics of the Georgia law simply have no idea
what the law is. It is clear that they have no idea how favorably
Georgia’s law compares with most other States, including President
Biden’s home State of Delaware. It is clear that they have no idea
that a majority of Black voters across the country support key pro-
visions attacked by critics, including the provision that is a simply
requirement that voters be able to identify themselves upon vot-
ing.”

Speaker Jones, as I understand it, 77 percent of Americans sup-
port voter ID requirements, and specifically 74 percent of Geor-
gians, including 63 percent of Black voters in Georgia, and all of
those numbers indicate support for the new Georgia voter ID re-
quirements. Is that correct?

Speaker JONES. That is correct, Senator.

Senator LEE. If a potential absentee voter in Georgia does not
have a driver’s license, he or she could also show a State-issued
voter ID card. Is that also correct?

Speaker JONES. That is correct, or one of the other forms of fed-
erally accepted forms of ID.
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Senator LEE. If somebody does not have that, then that could be
provided free of charge. Is that also right?

Speaker JONES. That is correct, at any Department of Motor Ve-
hicles office or at any of the 159 elections boards. Please, if I may,
Senator, the voter ID requirements are not more restrictive for ab-
sentees now than they have been widely accepted and certainly not
criticized in the past for Georgia. It is precisely the same require-
ments to vote in person or to vote by absentee. It actually seems
kind of incongruent to make rules for one form of voting but not
another, but thank you, Senator.

Senator LEE. Mr. Chairman, I see my time has expired, and I
suppose I will be able to submit some additional questions for the
record. I would note in closing Secretary of State Raffensperger,
who was, I am told, interested in testifying and willing to testify
at this hearing—you have invoked his name several times. It is dis-
appointing that the Secretary of State of that State is not here to
be able to testify in response to that.

I also want to thank my friend and Utah colleague Congressman
Burgess Owens. He is a man who has been alive, has existed in
this country at a time when Jim Crow laws were still in effect. In
some ways, he has been subjected to some of the same insults un-
derlying Jim Crow. He has been lampooned, he has been drawn in
caricatures alongside a Klansman in a brazen act of demeaning
someone based on his race, demeaning him in a way that ignores
the truth, the reality behind Jim Crow laws. This was a system of
laws designed to help hold Black Americans back, hold them back
in part because white Democrats in the South did not want them
to vote and did not like the fact that they were voting as and being
elected as Republicans.

Let us not compare a voter registration law, one that makes sure
that dead people cannot vote, to that. We can do better than that,
and we should.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Senator Lee.

For the record, and I will concede, the era of Jim Crow in the
South was propagated primarily by Democrats, Southern Demo-
crats and Segregationists. The political alignment changed in
America starting in the late 1950s and the early 1960s, and Repub-
licans became more dominant in those States for the most part.

What we have today is the party of Lincoln which is refusing to
join us in extending the Voting Rights Act. That used to be a bipar-
tisan exercise. Democrats support the extension of the Voting
Rights Act and trying to overcome the Shelby County decision and
making certain that we can review every State’s activities as to
whether or not they are fair or not fair.

I would concede the historical point, but I do not think that the
Senator stuck with the proposition to the present day.

At this point we have Senator Blumenthal. Is he available by re-
mote?

Senator LEE. Mr. Chairman, if I could respond to that for a mo-
ment.

Chair DURBIN. You may, of course.

Senator LEE. Look, so Republicans never ceased to be the party—
never ceased to be the party that believes that the 13th, 14th, and
15th Amendments matter, and that the inherent dignity of the im-
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mortal human soul is such that it should never be denigrated by
subjecting someone based on their race to a lack of civil rights. It
is not fair, it is not accurate to portray the two parties as having
somehow crossed as if in the 1950s. It is just not accurate.

Chair DURBIN. Senator, my only point——

Senator LEE. Yes, some Southern Democrats later became Re-
publicans. That is true.

Chair DURBIN. My point, Senator——

Senator LEE. That did not change the Republican Party’s align-
ment on this issue.

Chair DURBIN. My point was the political alignment has
changed. That is obvious. Second, the Voting Rights Act, which is
the nature and subject of this hearing, used to be a 98-0 propo-
sition. Now only Democrats will vote for it since Congressman Sen-
senbrenner is gone.

Senator LEE. You are talking about Section 5 of the Voting
Rights Act, which subjects some States to preclearance. The des-
ignation of preclearance and concerns of a constitutional nature
raised by the Supreme Court of the United States itself is very dif-
ferent than stated opposition to the Voting Rights Act itself and to
the many other provisions that have done some good and that still
have overwhelmingly entirely bipartisan support, and I resent that.

Chair DURBIN. I am sorry you resent it, Senator, but it is a fact
that we are dealing with the Voting Rights Act which used to be
universal and bipartisan and now is not. The Democrats support it;
the Republicans do not.

Senator LEE. It is not accurate to say Democrats support the Vot-
ing Rights Act and Republicans do not. We are talking about a par-
ticular application of Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act, that based
on its implementation and based on the failure to update findings
was leaving some States unconstitutionally, in the judgment of the
Supreme Court of the United States, in a different position.

Chair DURBIN. I happen to disagree with that opinion. You see
it differently.

Senator Hirono by remote. Senator Hirono is not available?

Senator HIRONO. No; I am available. Mr. Chairman.

Chair DURBIN. Yes, you have 5 minutes, Senator.

Senator HIRONO. I am sorry. I thought Senator Blumenthal had
been called, so thank you. I am here.

Chair DURBIN. Many are called. Please proceed.

Senator HIRONO. Some actually answer and show up.

Okay. This is for Ms. Ifill. You noted that the average length of
Section 2 cases is 2 and half—2 to 5 years and it is simply not sus-
tainable, and that is why we need to pass the John Lewis Voting
Rights Act. Perhaps you can tell me how effective is the current
Section 2 in protecting people’s right to vote in comparison to the
preclearance process that was in place under Section 5?

Ms. IriLL. Thank you very much for that question, Senator
Hirono. Let me clarify also just given the last colloquy. The Su-
preme Court actually invited Congress to update the formula under
Section 5. It did not strike down Section 5, and so I am very hope-
ful that Senator Lee and others are willing to participate in a proc-
ess to update the formula so that we can pass a new preclearance
formula under the Voting Rights Act.
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The difference is that the preclearance formula allows us to stop
discrimination before it happens by introducing a Federal process
that allows for a neutral review, whether the Federal authority is
Republican or Democrat in terms of the Attorney General or the
district court in DC, to review an election law to determine what
its racial impact would be. That would happen before the law
would be passed. Every provision of S.B. 202 would have gone
through that process before it became law. Instead, the law was
rushed through. It now exists. We have filed suit along with other
organizations. We will litigate that case likely for more than a
year, and during that time there will be elections in Georgia.

As I said, in the Texas case, we were still litigating in 2018 a
voter ID law that was enacted in 2014. If we think that that is ap-
propriate for a healthy democracy to hold scores or hundreds of
elections in which potentially hundreds of thousands if not millions
of voters are affected and that law may ultimately violate the Con-
stitution, or the Voting Rights Act, or the Americans with Disabil-
ities Act, or any of the other reasons why voting changes have been
struck down, then I think that is what this Committee has to really
focus with.

As a matter of democracy, we need to deal with these matters
before they become law.

Senator HIRONO. I agree with you, Ms. Ifill. In the meantime,
though, the Supreme Court has before it two cases that test Sec-
tion 2, and I know some of the arguments that the opponents of
Section 2—they would like to very much limit the impact of Section
2. Bad enough that—the Department of Justice under the Trump
administration brought how many Section 2 cases?

Ms. IFILL. I think it is zero, maybe one.

Senator HIRONO. I think one would be about it. That would be
the maximum. It is hard enough under Section 2, but some of the
arguments made, if the Supreme Court goes along with the argu-
ments that were made to limit Section 2, that would make it even
harder. You would have to show different impacts. You would have
to show much more than what you currently have, which is hard
enough to do under Section 2. Would you agree?

Ms. IFiLL. It would be utterly devastating. It would be utterly
devastating, a blow to our democracy, a blow to one of the finest
moments in this country, which was the passage of the Voting
Rights Act in 1965. When the Senate passed the Voting Rights Act
in 1965, they were very clear that they meant to get only at—not
only current forms of discrimination that existed in 1965, but the
Senate report said it was also designed to get at ingenious forms
of discrimination that might be created in the future. Congress was
forward-looking. They understood that voter suppression would not
go away, and to wipe out that history would be an affront to every
martyr of the civil rights/voting rights movement, to Senator John
Lewis, and to the many Black voters who actually feel demeaned
when they are told that they cannot give water to their elderly rel-
atives standing on line trying to vote.

Senator HIRONO. That is what I call the kind of cruelty that is
exemplified too often in these kinds of cases. The Shelby County de-
cision was a 5-4 decision, and Justice Ginsburg famously wrote,
“Throwing out preclearance when it has worked and is continuing
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to work to stop discriminatory changes is like throwing away your
umbrella in a rainstorm because you are not getting wet.”

Are you concerned that this Court with these two cases before it
will render possibly—probably, possibly—a 6-3 decision to further
limit the Section 2 remedy?

Ms. IFiLL. Senator Hirono, I sincerely hope that the United
States Supreme Court has seen what has happened since 2013
when the power of Section 5 was gutted, that they will understand,
that they will be humble enough to recognize that there are things
perhaps they did not know or understand that are happening in
this country, and that they will read the record, that they will take
account of what the reality is, and that they will respect what I be-
lieve President Reagan called the “Crown Jewel of Civil Rights
Legislation,” the Voting Rights Act, and ensure that it remains in-
tact and an effective tool for combating voting discrimination.

Senator HIRONO. Ms. Ifill, I appreciate the dialogue I had with
you, and I really appreciate the other—of course, Stacey Abrams
and Ms. Anderson, whose books I read, and the others who have
testified for the enactment of the John Lewis Act. I just want to
mention one more thing, though. I have heard some comparisons
to Hawaii voter laws and saying, well, Georgia is better than Ha-
waii—oh, give me a break. For the first time ever, Hawaii had all
mail-in ballots the last election, and we had the second highest per-
centage of voter participation as a result. This is why mail-in vot-
ing is so important and why we need to look at what the post office
was doing in the 2020 elections that made it that much harder, and
the person who heads up the post office is still there. He needs to
be removed. That is an editorial comment.

Thank you. I think my time is up.

Chair DURBIN. Thanks, Senator Hirono. Senator Cruz.

Senator CRUZ. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Ms. Abrams, it has been over 2 years, and you still refuse to con-
cede that you lost the race for Governor in Georgia in 2018. You
have said that you “Do not concede that the process was proper”
and that “They stole it from the voters of Georgia.”

Yes or no, today, do you still maintain that the 2018 Georgia
election was stolen?

Ms. ABRAMS. As I have always said, I acknowledged at the very
beginning that I—Brian Kemp won under the rules that were in
place. What I object to are rules that permitted thousands of Geor-
gia voters to be denied their participation in this election and to
have their votes cast out. I will continue to disagree with the sys-
tem until it is fixed. We have seen marked progress made, and, un-
fortunately, it was undone in S.B. 202. I will continue to advocate
for a system that permits every eligible Georgian to cast their bal-
lot——

Senator CRUZ. Ms. Abrams, I am going to ask you to please an-
swer the question I asked, which is, yes or no, do you still maintain
the 2018 election was stolen? That is your language.

Ms. ABRAMS. My full language was that it was stolen from the
voters of Georgia. We do not know what they would have done be-
cause not every eligible Georgian was permitted to participate fully
in the election.
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Senator CRUZ. You also told the New York Times that your loss
“Was fully attributable to voter suppression.” Ms. Abrams, do you
know in Georgia whether the percentage of African American Geor-
gians who were registered to vote and who turned out to vote, is
it higher or lower than the national average?

Ms. ABRrRaMS. It is higher than the national average because
Gleorg‘ia is one of the largest States with an African American pop-
ulation.

Senator CRUZ. That is not tied to the size of the population. The
percentage of Black Georgians who were registered to vote in 2018
is 64.7 percent. That compares to 60.2 percent as the national aver-
age. The percentage of Georgians who voted in 2018, the election
you claim was stolen from you, was 56.3 percent. That is higher
than the national average of 48 percent.

Let me ask you this, Ms. Abrams: In 2018, do you know which
demographic group in Georgia had the highest registration percent-
age and the highest turnout percentage?

Ms. ABraMS. I have a guess, but I will defer to you for the an-
swer.

Senator CRUZ. The answer is African Americans had the highest
registration and the highest turnout despite your claiming that the
election was stolen and there was somehow voter suppression.

Let us shift to the Georgia law in particular, which there have
been mountains of lies spread by both Democratic politicians and
by the press. Does the Georgia law reduce the number of early vot-
ing days? Yes or no.

Ms. ABRAMS. Yes. It does so because you have to look at it in
toto. It is not simply looking at the number of days that were ex-
panded for 40 percent of the population, which for 60 percent of the
population had been the norm. It also has to look at the early vot-
ing runoff days that were indeed shortened. If you add——

Senator CRUZ. Is it correct

Ms. ABRAMS [continuing]. Together the total number of days——

Senator CRUZ [continuing]. That the law increases the number of
mandatory days of early weekend voting?

Ms. ABRAMS. It is a partial answer to say that certain days were
increased in certain counties that had not participated in the use
of all of those days in elections. They had been optional, and
most—60 percent of Georgians had been able to vote for those full
number of days. Forty percent will now join, and that is a good
thing. At the exact same time this same bill eliminates weeks of
early voting during runoff elections and limits—allows the elimi-
nation of weekend voting.

Senator CRUZ. Do you believe that requiring an ID to vote sup-
presses votes?

Ms. ABRAMS. As I have said, written, testified, and repeated
today, I believe that voter identification is always appropriate. You
should know who is voting. What I object to are the ways that we
are narrowing and restricting who has access to the right to vote,
and that has been a common and necessary complaint. As we noted
in 2018, what happened to Native Americans in North Dakota who
were denied the right to vote because they were required to have—
they were required to have photo identification that included lan-
guage and include perquisites that they were not entitled to de-
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mand. When we have narrowing of opportunities without expan-
sion of access, that is absolutely wrong, and I will stand against
it in Georgia and everywhere.

Senator CRUZ. During the 2020 election, did your organization,
Fair Fight, collect ballots for voters? If so, were the people col-
lecting ballots for your organization paid?

Ms. ABRAMS. We did not collect ballots. We did not pay people
to collect ballots. We sent to voters absentee ballot applications, as
did the Secretary of State, as did a number of other organizations,
because in the midst of a pandemic, we thought it was important
for voters who may or may not have had information about what
their rights were to ensure that they had the education and oppor-
tunity for engagement in our elections.

Senator CRUZ. I want to be clear about your testimony to this
Committee. Your testimony is that your organization did not pay
any person in the State of Georgia in 2020 to collect ballots for any-
body else?

Ms. ABRAMS. No, sir.

Senator CRUZ. Okay. Thank you.

Chair DURBIN. From Georgia, Senator Ossoff.

Senator OsSSOFF. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and thank you to
our panel for joining us.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to enter into the record a number of
statements which may clarify for some of our colleagues the mo-
tives and circumstances that led to the passage of this infamous
law in Georgia.

Chair DURBIN. Without objection.

[The information appears as a submission for the record.]

Senator OssOFF. This is Georgia’s Republican Lieutenant Gov-
ernor, Republican Lieutenant Governor Geoff Duncan, who said
about the law, “This is really the fallout from 10 weeks of misin-
formation that flew in from former President Donald Trump.”

He further said, “There is solutions in search of a problem. Re-
publicans do not need election reform to win. We need leadership.”
That was on “Meet the Press.”

He further said in an op-ed in USA Today, “Knee-jerk reaction
legislation such as not allowing the distribution of water within
150 feet of a polling station just to appease the extreme right cor-
ners of legislators’ districts and to avoid primary challenges.”

Ms. Abrams, in the exchange that you just shared with Senator
Cruz, the question of early voting opportunities was raised. Can
you please clarify for this Committee what has changed about early
voting in runoff elections in Georgia under this new law and what
the impact might be of those changes?

Ms. ABRAMS. Certainly. In the State of Georgia, previously the
law said that elections occurred during business hours. Most coun-
ties—or, sorry, 60 percent of voters were able to vote between 7
a.m. and 7 p.m., which is the hours of operation on election day.
For the majority of Georgians, the time allowed was from 7 a.m.
to 7 p.m.

The law now mandates that it be 9 to 5 p.m. with the option. The
challenge with an optional permission is that it is no longer a
given, and we have a number of counties that have taken options
as an opportunity to restrict access.
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We celebrate the fact that more voters will have access to week-
end voting, but it is not an expansion of a right when 60 percent
of Georgians previously enjoyed that right. We know that 78 per-
cent of Georgians were able to vote—I am sorry. The actual days
and weekends, we know that 78 percent of Georgians were able to
vote during those earlier voting hours, and that is what is being
constricted.

We know that, for example, in the State of Georgia we have 159
counties, but some of our counties have as small a population of
fewer than 2,000 persons. It is insufficient to simply look at the
number of counties participating. We have to look at the popu-
lations that are participating. We know in the State of Georgia that
this law is restricting access to the right to vote.

We also know that the optional notion of a Sunday vote, for ex-
ample, was something that counties felt that they had the right to
do, and we had a number of counties that were already using Sun-
day voting. Yes, to the extent that it is clarified in the law, that
is one thing. To claim that it is an expansion of access to a majority
of Georgians is not only untrue, it is misleading and it is false.

Senator OSSOFF. Isn’t it the case, Ms. Abrams, that under this
new law, where there were previously 3 weeks of mandatory early
voting in runoff elections, now there is just one?

Ms. ABRAMS. Yes.

Senator OSSOFF. Ms. Abrams, Fair Fight Action, your organiza-
tion, has issued an extraordinary report documenting the history of
voter suppression in Georgia, which accelerated, as we have dis-
cussed in this hearing, following the Shelby County v. Holder deci-
sion of the Supreme Court, which ended the preclearance functions
of the Voting Rights Act. Since 2013, since that Supreme Court de-
cision, Georgia has closed hundreds of polling places, and the aver-
age distance voters have to drive to go vote has more than doubled.
Not surprisingly, according to a nonpartisan analysis by the At-
lanta Journal Constitution, Black and brown voters have been im-
pacted the hardest by many of these changes and are 20 percent
more likely to miss voting in an election because of the long dis-
tances they are forced to travel.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to enter this verified action report,
“Georgia’s Enduring Racial Discrimination in Voting and the Ur-
gent Need to Modernize the Voting Rights Act,” into the record,
with your permission.

Chair DURBIN. Without objection.

[The information appears as a submission for the record.]

Senator OSSOFF. Ms. Abrams, can you explain why the closure,
the changing, and the consolidation of voting locations without
DOJ preclearance can be so harmful and why the John Lewis Vot-
ing Rights Advancement Act—which, again, to just remind every-
body on this Committee what we are here to discuss, we are talk-
ing about restoring Section 4 and Section 5 of the Voting Rights
Act so the Department of Justice Civil Rights Division will preclear
changes to election procedure and law that may have disparate,
disproportionate racial impact.

Ms. Abrams, why is restoration of the preclearance function so
vital to ensuring harm is not done by the closure of polling loca-
tions such as those we have seen in Georgia over the last decade?
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Ms. ABRAMS. Over the last decade, we have seen more than 214
polling places close. We have seen a number of consolidations and
a number of shifts. We saw in Clayton County at one point an at-
tempt—sorry, not Clayton County—in Macon, Bibb County, an at-
tempt to move a polling place from a location that was a publicly
neutral place to a police station, which was going to have a delete-
rious effect on the likelihood of voters of color going to vote if they
had to go to a police station to cast their ballots.

We know that in the State of Georgia, under a 2019 analysis by
the Atlanta Journal Constitution, that the closure of polling places,
given the sheer size of Georgia and the increased distance that peo-
ple have to travel without access to public transportation, led to be-
tween 54,000 to 85,000 people who were not able to cast their bal-
lots, and Black voters were 20 percent more likely to be affected
by these closures.

Taken together, the elimination or the changing of polling loca-
tions without accommodating those changes for communities that
do not have access to public transportation, do not have cars, do
not have the ability to drive, this changes their ability to partici-
pate in our election.

I do want to clarify something I said earlier, Senator, with your
permission. It is not that State legislators can change the composi-
tion of the SEB boards on their own motion. This SEB itself, I did
want to clarify that, but writ large, the way these laws are written
with preclearance, instead of being able to wholesale remove access
to voting locations, these voters would be protected by a process
that looks at things like distance, cost of travel, access to transpor-
tation, and the ease of voting being either expanded or constricted,
and it should always be our intention in the United States to in-
crease access to the right to vote, never to restrict it.

Senator OSSOFF. Thank you, Ms. Abrams.

Mr. Chairman, I request one more minute.

Chair DURBIN. I am sorry?

Senator OSSOFF. I request just one more minute to ask a follow-
up question.

Chair DURBIN. Yes.

Senator OSSOFF. Thank you.

Ms. Abrams, the closure of these polling places and the changes
of polling locations at the last minute, which anybody who has run
for office and anybody who has voted in Georgia knows is common,
causes all kinds of confusion, leads people to show up at the wrong
precinct, often through no fault of their own. Again, I want to clar-
ify for my colleagues on the other side who have taken a genuine
interest in the contents of this new law in Georgia exactly what
these changes mean, and I hope that this is clarifying. Under the
prior law, voters who showed up at the wrong precinct because of
closures or changes could cast a provisional ballot at that precinct.
Under the new law, if they arrive before 5 p.m., they are forced to
go to a different precinct, to travel in some cases across town, in
some of these counties to travel up to an hour to a different pre-
cinct in order to cast their vote or risk disenfranchisement.

Ms. Abrams, what does this change in the new Georgia law mean
for voters who rely on public transportation to vote or have their
kids with them or have a shift that they cannot miss at work?
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Ms. ABRAMS. It presumes that people who vote before 5 p.m.,
that those people have universal access to transportation, to infor-
mation, and the ability to change their behavior. Let us assume
that you get into line at 1 p.m., and you get to the end of the line
at 4:58 p.m. only to discover that you have used all the time you
have before your 6 o’clock shift to cast your ballot, it would no
longer permit you to cast a provisional ballot, which was put in
place under HAVA by this very Congress to solve for this problem.
Those out-of-precinct provisional ballots would be discarded, and
that is inappropriate because these are not people who are making
the choice not to do what is right.

During the 2020 and 2021 election, as you know, Fair Fight had
volunteers standing in front of polling locations directing people to
new locations because they had been given misinformation or not
received information, and we know of a number of counties that
changed their information. While this new law attempts to address
it, we know that the law has not been tested and, thus, we do not
know that voters will be protected. To penalize voters before we
know the protections necessary for your benefits are in place is
anti-American.

Senator OSSOFF. Thank you, Ms. Abrams.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Senator Ossoff. Senator Hawley.

Senator HAWLEY. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. Thanks to the wit-
nesses for being here.

Ms. Jones, can I just come to you? We have heard an extraor-
dinary number of lies told about this law from the President of the
United States all the way down, certainly including Members of
this Committee, including today, and also from an unbelievable as-
sortment of for-profit corporations. This has been one of the most
incredible organized campaigns by these mega corporations in
American history to try to influence legislation and ultimately to
overturn it. Of course, these same corporations are now taking this
effort to States across the country, no doubt soon coming to mine,
to the State of Missouri, where we have our election integrity
measures adopted by our voters and our legislature and also by ref-
erendum will soon, I am sure, be in their sights.

Let me just ask you about these lies that have been told over and
over. The President of the United States, his big lie that this legis-
lation cutoff the amount of time, closed the polls early, that was
a lie. We have heard that water is not made available to people
waiting in line. That is a lie. We have seen it told over and over
and over.

I want to zero in on the corporations, their unprecedented power.
Tell me, why do you think these corporations, so many of them,
have been so eager to parrot lies that they know are not true? It
is not like they do not have whole teams of lawyers. These are the
most powerful corporations in the world. They have entire legal de-
partments at their disposal. Why do you think they have been so
eager to lie over and over about this law that your legislature
adopted?

Speaker JONES. Thank you, Senator, for the question. You know,
I cannot speculate precisely on their motivation, but I can say that
if they do have teams of lawyers and people to analyze the bill,
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their unjustified outrage is really ridiculous. I believe most of these
corporations, if they read the bill and compared our voting laws to
most of the rest of the State, they would know, you know, that
Georgia has an expansive system of voting. We have made it more
expansive. I must clarify, Senator, that Georgians always have had
for decades the ability to offer early voting—or not decades. As long
as we have had early voting, the hours up to 7 to 7. That continues
to be the case.

What we did was counties that offered fewer than 9 to 5 early
voting hours, we have required them—134 more counties will offer
longer early voting. It has been disappointing to see some—and I
will just say it is some in the business community—either not read
the bill or feel that they would be punished somehow by some of
these enormous nonprofit organizations that have placed a lot of
pressure on them.

Senator HAWLEY. Let me just ask you about some of the pressure
tactics that these corporations have brought to bear. We have seen
in public what they have done. We have seen the statements that
they have made and the lies that they have told. Tell me about the
companies, what they have been doing in the legislature. I am sure
they have teams, fleets of lobbyists, just like they do here in this
Capitol.

Speaker JONES. Right.

Senator HAWLEY. What are the sort of tactics that they have
used there in the legislature to try to influence, intimidate? I mean,
just give us a sense of what has been going on?

Speaker JONES. I will say I have worked closely on the bill and
participated in the writing of every word of it, and I can say I was
quite surprised by a couple of the companies’ outrage given that I
never heard from a single one of them. If they had particularly—
well, let me also say that by a couple of the chambers of commerce,
the very provisions that they wanted retained in law were retained.
In fact, we went further by requiring now two Saturdays of early
voting; whereas, previously it was only one Saturday of early vot-
ing. We expanded the ability for voters for early voting to vote, but
yet I honestly, Senator, cannot explain their reaction other than to
say they must fear some of these organizations that have an unbe-
lievable amount of money. We have seen about $10 million spent
already in Georgia inaccurately portraying this legislation. As you
know, if you say something often enough, however inaccurate it is,
there are those that will begin to believe it. So perhaps they have
been influenced by that.

Senator HAWLEY. What you are saying is that many of these cor-
porations that are now howling in public and are spreading active
disinformation in public and lies, they actually had nothing to say
earlier, but now they are out there denouncing the law, calling it
“Voter Suppression,” calling it “Jim Crow,” and when they had the
opportunity to actually shape the bill or work on the bill, they did
not. They are mounting a public pressure campaign. They are say-
ing they are going to go work in other States. They have changed
their tune and are trying to ratchet up the pressure. Have I got
that right?

Speaker JONES. I would just clarify by saying that the few provi-
sions, if the chambers of commerce were representing their interest
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and they were not communicating with us specifically, we retained
those provisions, like 3 weeks of very expansive early voting and,
in fact, expanded the number of hours available. We kept no-excuse
early voting, which, I am sorry to say, Delaware in particular, the
President’s State, does not have, and it neither has early voting.
We retained the few areas, and I supported that, those provisions.

What I mostly hear is not facts from those who are, to use your
word, “Howling” about the bill but, rather, incendiary just propa-
ganda that does not at all align with the facts of the bill.

Senator HAWLEY. Mr. Gardner, let me come just briefly to you
and ask you here—thank you, first of all, for being here—and just
ask you about a statement you recently released about H.R. 1. You
said, and I am quoting you now, “Our State Constitution requires
that a voter must be present to vote unless a voter is absent from
the town or city or physically disabled. This would also be taken
away with H.R. 1. Contrary to our Constitution, H.R. 1 would re-
quire no-excuse absentee voting, early voting with multiple election
days, and continuing to receive and count ballots after the elec-
tion.”

Just give us a sense of why these provisions that are in your
Constitution are so important in your view for election security in
your State.

[Pause.]

Secretary GARDNER. I am sorry.

Senator HAWLEY. There you go.

Secretary GARDNER. They are important for New Hampshire be-
cause it is what has made our turnout what it has been. It is a
combination of the trust in the process and the ease of the process.
If you take that away from New Hampshire, then we are not going
to have the turnout that we have had over the years. I mentioned
earlier that the conventional view that anything that makes voting
easier will increase the turnout. Those charts that I provided, you
can see the facts. That is just not the case.

Many academics say that Oregon is a State that is the easiest
in the country. If everybody is mailed a ballot, they have multiple
days, multiple locations, and—but when Oregon went to that proc-
ess, they have had a lower turnout than New Hampshire seven
Presidential elections in a row. Before that, when they did not have
it, they were ahead of New Hampshire five Presidential elections
in a row. The States are different. The States have—integrity is
important. The belief that the process is honest is important. It is
a fine balance, and all the States try to attain that fine balance,
trying to work with a process that keeps people trusting, because
if they lose trust in it, they are not going to bother. If it is not of
any value to them, it does not have anything meaningful for them
anymore, they stop doing it. We are always striving to reach that
sort of mid-ground that people can trust it, but it is also easy. We
have had the third highest turnout four Presidential elections in a
row based on voting-age population. We were fourth in Presidential
elections before that. You can see in the charts that I have given
you, you can look at all the States. It works for New Hampshire.

Chairman DURBIN. Thank you, Mr. Gardner.

Secretary GARDNER. If we take away——
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Chair DURBIN. Thank you very much for your testimony. We ap-
preciate that. Senator Blumenthal.

Senator BLUMENTHAL. Thanks, Mr. Chairman.

I am intrigued by the argument that corporations should have
been sooner in their opposition to these restrictions on voting rights
and that their social conscience was overdue or that they needed
legions of lawyers to tell them that these restrictions infringed on
the franchise and curtailed the voting opportunities of people in
Georgia. The fact of the matter is, as has been established irref-
utably and powerfully today, these restrictions will impact ad-
versely and enduringly the rights of citizens in Georgia and other
States where they are being imposed, and the positions of the cor-
porations really are beside the point. What is important is the ef-
fect on voters and their rights.

In Shelby County, the Supreme Court tossed out the preclearance
provision of Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act, which for decades
served to protect communities of color from voter suppression. As
the late Justice Ginsburg noted in her dissent, “Throwing out
preclearance when it has worked and is continuing to work to stop
discriminatory changes is like throwing away your umbrella in a
rainstorm because you are not getting wet.” What we are seeing in
Georgia right now and in other States around the country in those
361 restrictive laws that have been imposed is beyond a rainstorm.
It is a tsunami threatening democracy. We are here because of the
Supreme Court’s decision in Shelby County and the current torrent
of voter suppression bills.

I think we must act, we should act on the John Lewis Voting
Rights Act and the For the People Act, which would work in tan-
dem. Let me ask you, Ms. Ifill, how, in fact, would they combine
to protect voting rights in Georgia and other States where they are
threatened?

Ms. IFILL. Thank you, Senator Blumenthal. If you look at the
core provisions of H.R. 1, particularly those that relate to auto-
matic voter registration, early voting, absentee voting, they go right
to the heart of the provisions that we have been spending the
morning talking about here in the Georgia bill and in many of the
provisions that are being teed up in other States that will restrict
access or burden access to the vote.

The Voting Rights Advancement—dJohn Lewis Voting Rights Ad-
vancement Act would require that voting changes, that where juris-
dictions want to make changes to voting, where they want to con-
solidate polling places or eliminate polling places, where they want
to impose new voter purge regimes, where they want to impose
new laws, that those laws first have to go through the scrutiny of
a Federal authority.

One aspect of it in H.R. 1 would create a regime that would im-
mediately provide for greater access to voters across the country by
expanding registration, early voting, and absentee voting. The
other would protect voters against discriminatory voting changes
that are proposed by State or local jurisdictions. We need both of
those elements to strengthen our voting system and to protect in
particular minority voters.

Senator BLUMENTHAL. I think that answer is very, very impor-
tant because it shows that the effects of Shelby County are more
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than just changing the location or reducing the number of polling
places. It is an effect on the entire system, on access to the ballot
box.

I was very critical in the Georgia runoffs when there was—were
sweeping attempts to suppress the vote through disinformation and
intimidation online, particularly targeting communities of color. In
fact, I wrote a letter demanding that Facebook and Twitter take
stronger action to fight disinformation in those runoff elections, in-
cluding fact-checking, labeling, and reducing the spread of informa-
tion.

I would like to ask both Ms. Abrams and Ms. Ifill, how would you
grade Facebook and Twitter for their handling of the spread of
disinformation during the Georgia runoff elections?

Ms. IriLL. I will go first, very briefly. I have been in a years-long
conversation with Facebook in particular to address the issue of
misinformation on the platform. We believe this is yet another form
of voter suppression. Facebook is used very much by African Amer-
icans, and we have had an ongoing conversation.

What we have asked Facebook to do is simply to apply their own
policies. They have policies against misinformation in voting, poli-
cies against voter suppression, and we have really pressed them to
have a more aggressive and clear internal infrastructure to deal
with these matters when they occur.

It was not just in the special election. I recall actually something
that really disturbed me—this was not on Facebook; this was on
Twitter—when during the counting of ballots in Georgia, after the
November election, when the former President was discrediting the
process, the license plate of a ballot counter was posted on Twitter
by someone who wanted to stop the count and to undermine the
legitimacy of the election, something incredibly dangerous to those
ge(ﬁple who were so bravely just doing their civic duty and counting

allots.

I think there is a long way to go. I think that there were cer-
tainly improvements over the last few years on both Facebook and
Twitter, but there is still a ways to go to make sure that the plat-
form does not allow for the kind of misinformation and intimida-
tion that we saw in 2020.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Senator——

Ms. ABRAMS. I would simply agree with Ms. Ifill.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you very much, Senator Blumenthal.

Senator BLUMENTHAL. Thank you. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Still a long ways to go. Thank you.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you. Senator Cotton.

Senator COTTON. Ms. Abrams, I want to talk about your role in
the decision by Major League Baseball to boycott the State of Geor-
gia and move the All Star Game, at an estimated cost of $100 mil-
lion in economic activity and thousands of jobs for Georgia’s resi-
dents.

On March 8th, when describing the Georgia election law, you
called it “Jim Crow in a suit and tie.”

On March 10th, well before the Georgia election law was passed,
you registered the website stopjimcrow2.com.

On March 14th, you called the Georgia election bill a “Redux of
Jim Crow.”
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On March 25th, the bill passed into law.

On March 31st, you wrote an op-ed in USA Today about Geor-
gia’i law, and your first two words in that op-ed were, “Boycotts
work.”

Two days later, on April 2nd, Major League Baseball announced
its boycott of Georgia. According to media reports in the days lead-
ing up to Major League Baseball’s decision to pull the All Star
Game from Georgia, you spoke with baseball executives. You de-
scribed the law as “Jim Crow 2.0,” and you urged Major League
Baseball to speak out.

After its decision to withdraw the game from Georgia, you con-
veniently claimed that you had strongly urged them not to boycott
3fter the horse is out of the barn and the damage was already

one.

Ms. Abrams, in sum, you publicly attacked the Georgia law as
Jim Crow no fewer than ten times before Major League Baseball
withdrew the game. You told corporations that boycotts work, and
you told corporations that if they do not attack Georgia’s law, “I
cannot argue with an individual’s choice to opt out for their com-
petition.”

Ms. Abrams, after all these efforts to smear Georgia as a Jim
Crow State, do you regret your central role in causing Major
League Baseball to withdraw the All Star Game from Georgia?

Ms. ABraMS. First, Senator, I would not call Georgia a Jim Crow
State. I would say that S.B. 202 is a law that has Jim Crow as-
pects, and I stand by that characterization because we have, I
think to great detail and great effect, explained today why that is
so.

Also in line two of that same op-ed, I acknowledged that boycotts
work because, as the progeny of those who used boycotts to gain
access to the very rights we are fighting to defend, I recognize the
utility of boycotts. However, I took a great deal of effort to explain
why I do not think a boycott in Georgia at this time is the appro-
priate remedy. I believe it is important to reserve all civil disobe-
dience rights when you seek to achieve the outcome of justice and
access in the United States.

Number three, I would say that my conversations with Major
League Baseball were very clear about the fact that I did not think
a boycott was necessary. I was very intentional about my language.
I continue to be intentional about my language. While I am not the
Commissioner of Baseball, I am not the head of a corporation, I am
a Georgia citizen, and I have every right and responsibility to
speak out against laws that will have an effect on my community.
Yes, while I certainly regret the decision that MLLB made to remove
their game from Cobb County and the economic effect that it will
have on Georgians, writ large, I support anyone who will fight to
stop this type of bad behavior, this type of racial animus, this type
of voter suppression from happening in Georgia or elsewhere in the
country, because to me 1 day of games is not worth losing our de-
mocracy.

Senator COTTON. Thank you, Ms. Abrams. After you spent weeks
condemning your legislature for passing Jim Crow laws and telling
corporations boycotts work, I doubt that your words are going to be
very comforting to the thousands of Georgians who will lose their
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jobs, will have their livelihood affected by Major League Baseball’s
decision.

I want to turn now to Secretary Bill Gardner. I want to stress
again that he has been in office since 1976, longer than three mem-
bers of this Committee have been alive. Back in the Army, we had
a term for grizzled soldiers who had been in combat repeatedly, not
just Afghanistan and Iraq, but sometimes Mogadishu or Panama,
or I even served with one guy that jumped into Grenada in 1983.
They were called "been there and done that.” If anyone has been
there and done that when it comes to election laws, it is Bill Gard-
ner.

You have repeatedly over decades reviewed election laws. You
see what is before the Congress now in the For the People Act with
its sweeping reforms. What do you think this Federalization of our
State-based election system would do to your elections in New
Hampshire, Secretary Gardner?

Secretary GARDNER. Senator, it would be harmful to our elections
in New Hampshire. I go back, when the FECA, Federal Election
Campaign Act, originally passed and there was a threshold, States
that met the threshold were not going to be affected by it. Then
within 2 years, States were completely taken out of that. We no
longer could control the rules for the election of our U.S. Senators
and House Members.

Then we went to the National Voter Registration Act in 1993,
and that act, people of New Hampshire, the local officials, wanted
voter registration to be an in-person process. The only way to main-
tain that in-person process was if we became exempt from the Na-
tional Voter Registration Act. We passed legislation, made it retro-
active to the effective date of that act. That was the only way to
get exempt so that we could keep our election process the way New
Hampshire wanted it. We were sued not by anyone from New
Hampshire, because both parties were agreeable then, but from
some organization in New York City. We ended up the Federal
Government gave an exemption to us so that we no longer had to
comply with NVRA. That has made all the difference.

If you look at the chart, you can see what happened in New
Hampshire starting in 1996, the first time a Presidential election
happened after the National Voter Registration Act. New Hamp-
shire from that point on has been at the top of the country because
we do not allow people to register by mail unless they are absent,
they are out of town or out of the city, or they are disabled. We
have our rules that we have applied all these years, and you can
see what it has resulted in. Four Presidential elections in a row,
third highest in the country. The one before that, five, we were
f(})lurth in the country. You can go back. You can see from those
charts.

Then we went to the Help America Vote Act. We became exempt
from parts of NVRA because—because we were exempt from
NVRA, we did not have to comply with the Help America Vote Act.
We do not have provisional ballots in New Hampshire. We are one
of four States in the country that does not have provisional ballots.

We have gone our way that has worked for the people of New
Hampshire. The proof is in the pudding, the turnout. It is the same
with this. They want to—you know, if you were to pass this, you



55

are completely taking away a process that has developed in New
Hampshire for many, many years, works in the State. Why would
you want to do it when the turnout is as high as it is? You know,
listening to all this, it is a pretty sad story in a way, because you
have the State of Georgia. There is a New England State, Rhode
Island, that actually had a lower turnout in 2020 than Georgia.
States have different ways of doing it that work. That is why I said
at the beginning I do not want Texas to have to be like New Hamp-
shire or Arkansas or California. Why should we be made to be like
California, in particular, or other States?

We have a way of doing it that works for the people of New
Hampshire. The turnout is the proof that it works, and this kind
of Federal legislation is harmful for our way of voting. I

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Mr. Gardner. I appreciate your testi-
mony.

Senator COTTON. Thank you, Mr. Secretary.

Chair DURBIN. Senator Booker.

Senator BOOKER. Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

Stacey Abrams, I would like to direct some questions to you real-
ly quick. I just wanted you to continue to specify the difference be-
tween absentee ballot IDs and in-person voter participation. I think
there are things that have been muddled in that, and I would real-
ly appreciate it if you gave again some clarification why the Geor-
gia laws are limiting particular voters’ access.

Ms. ABRAMS. If you think about—thank you, Mr. Senator. When
you address the issue of voter identification when you are walking
into a polling place, you are demonstrating who you are for the
purposes of receiving a ballot, but you are not asked to surrender
that proof. You are not asked to give it to a poll worker who will
then be able to retain it in perpetuity. You show it to prove who
you are, and then you proceed to the voting booth.

Georgia for 15 years had a similar situation with regards to vot-
ing by mail, but instead of requiring you to put identification in an
envelope that would be clearly marked for anyone seeking to steal
your identity, instead said you could use a signature verification
process. We took exception to some provisions of the signature
identification process after 2018, and in 2019 and 2020, those
changes were made to make it more equitable and fair for all par-
ticipants.

That was a change that was necessary, and it worked. In fact,
it worked so effectively, we saw more people successfully partici-
pating in voting by mail. To now change it to an identification proc-
ess where you have to surrender your identification, you have to
surrender it in an envelope that is clearly marked for anyone seek-
ing to steal your identity, that they could open that envelope and
get signifying information about you, either a photocopy of your in-
formation or distinctive numbers that will allow them to steal your
identity, is absolutely troublesome and should be deeply fear—
should create deep fear in any person considering this. It is not an
apples-to-apples comparison. There is no other form where we say
that these pieces of information will sit in a box or sit in an office
for no—there is no provision for how long and who can have access
to it. It is a very real difference with an absolute distinction that
can cause harm to voters.
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In addition, signature mismatch allows for those thousands of
voters who admittedly do not have the requisite identification to
submit. It gave them an alternative process to use, and it has
worked for 15 years. There is nothing that occurred in 2020 and
2021 to discredit that process except that it finally worked for most
voters and, in particular, voters of color for the first time in Geor-
gia’s history successfully used it to actually help change the out-
come of an election.

My challenge is not with whether it is a Democratic victory or
a Republican victory. It is that it is a harm to voters and dispropor-
tionately will harm voters of color who are the most likely to lack
the identification. We should also be deeply concerned about dis-
abled voters and older voters who are now going to have to sacrifice
their personal private information in order to participate in elec-
tions, and that should be deeply concerning to every American.

Senator BOOKER. Thank you, Ms. Abrams.

Really quickly to Sherrilyn Ifill, just in terms of the landscape
of our Nation on voter ID laws and with regard to challenges to
voters, how does the Georgia bill fit into that? Can you give us in
my final 1 minute and 20 seconds just a vision of what the land-
scape looks like and why this is so concerning in terms of the
changes we are seeing and the effect they are going to have on the
right for franchise?

Ms. IFiLL. Thank you, Senator Booker. I think people do confuse
this idea of ID as though we are talking about all one thing. First
of all, Georgia is now one of only four States that requires this
photo ID for absentee voting. Yes, many States require voter ID,
but not all States require Government-issued photo ID. There are
12 States that require ID, but it is a non-photo ID. It can be a util-
ity bill. It can be other forms of identification that connect you to
your address.

There are some States that require no ID to vote unless you are
voting for the first time, and those include Maryland and Massa-
chusetts, Minnesota, Pennsylvania, Vermont, West Virginia. Then,
of course, there are the vote-by-mail States, Oregon and Wash-
ington.

It is really important to understand that when people talk about
whether you are for or against ID, there is ID and there is ID. The
question is: Are you requiring people to have the kind of onerous
ID that you have to get by going to the Motor Vehicle Bureau, even
if the ID is free, you have to pay sometimes to get your birth cer-
tificate because you may not have it. You have to travel to a Motor
Vehicle Bureau. In the 21 contiguous counties in the Black Belt in
Georgia, the Motor Vehicle offices are only open 2 days a week,
some only open 1 day a week.

That is really the concern about the ID. It is the kind of ID that
is required, and we should not presume that all States that require
photo ID require Government-issued photo ID. They require some
form of ID to connect you with your address.

Senator BOOKER. Thank you.

Mr. Chairman, I will not encroach upon the time and yield to the
great, kind, gregarious, wise Senator from Louisiana.

Chair DURBIN. I think I am going to call on Senator Kennedy in-
stead. Senator Kennedy.
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[Laughter.]

Senator KENNEDY. Thank you, Senator Booker. You are a fine
American, sir.

Ms. Abrams—can you hear me? I do not know where to look. I
hate these Zoom hearings.

Ms. ABRAMS. Yes, sir.

Senator KENNEDY. In terms of voter confidence in our electoral
system and perception of voter integrity and voter—and election—
let me start over. I am sorry.

In terms of the confidence that Americans have in their electoral
system, do you think we are better off having an election day or
an election month?

Ms. ABRAMS. I think we are better off having a process that al-
lows every single American the opportunity to participate in elec-
tions, and given that the initial notion of an election day was based
on an agrarian economy that no longer exists for millions of Ameri-
cans, and given the fact that we have a number of Americans who
are limited in their access because in States like Georgia there is
no paid time off for voting, I think we have to make every oppor-
tunity to make voting accessible to every American.

There is no other

Senator KENNEDY. Let me stop you because I have got—Ms.
Abrams, I have got a bunch of questions before you get off the sub-
ject and get me off. You are okay with us not knowing, say, weeks
or months after an election who the winner is?

Ms. ABRAMS. Yes.

Senator KENNEDY. Okay. Can you tell me——

Ms. ABRAMS. We have had times in this country where we have
not——

Senator KENNEDY. Talking about the Georgia bill, help me un-
derstand, and I am not interested in a 30,000-foot view. That is not
meant to be a criticism. I am speaking to myself, I guess. I am not
interested in platitudes. Tell me—you are against the Georgia bill,
I gather. Is that right?

Ms. ABRAMS. I am against certain provisions of it, yes.

Senator KENNEDY. Okay, and I think you have called it a “Racist
Bill.” Am I right?

Ms. ABRAMS. I think there are provisions of it that are racist,
yes.

Senator KENNEDY. Okay. Tell me specifically, just give me a list
of the provisions that you object to.

Ms. ABRAMS. I object to the provisions that remove access to the
right to vote, that shorten the Federal runoff period from 9 weeks
to 4 weeks, that restrict the time that a voter can request and re-
turn an absentee ballot application, that eliminate——

Senator KENNEDY. Slow down for me because our audio is not
real good here.

Ms. ABrAMS. Certainly.

Senator KENNEDY. Could you start over for me?

Ms. ABRAMS. Certainly.

Senator KENNEDY. Thank you, ma’am.

Ms. ABRAMS. It shortens the Federal runoff period from 9 weeks
to 4 weeks.

Senator KENNEDY. Okay.
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Ms. ABRAMS. It restricts the time a voter can request and return
an absentee ballot application.

Senator KENNEDY. Right.

Ms. ABRAMS. It requires the voter has a photo identification or
some other form of identification that they are willing to surrender
in order to participate in the absentee ballot process.

Senator KENNEDY. If I could stop you, that is where they are
going to—not comparing signatures, but to voter ID?

Ms. ABRAMS. Yes, and as Ms. Ifill has pointed out, we would be-
come only the fourth State in the Nation to require voters to put
at risk their identity——

Senator KENNEDY. What else? What else?

Ms. ABRAMS. It eliminates over 300 hours of dropbox availability.

Senator KENNEDY. Okay. What else?

Ms. ABRAMS. It bans nearly all out-of-precinct votes.

Senator KENNEDY. Bans what? I am sorry.

Ms. ABRAMS. It bans nearly all out-of-precinct votes.

Senator KENNEDY. Okay.

Ms. ABRAMS. Meaning that if you get to a precinct and you are
in line for 4 hours and you get to the end of the line and you are
not there between 5 and 7 p.m.——

Senator KENNEDY. Okay. What else?

Ms. ABRAMS [continuing]. You have to start all over again.

Senator KENNEDY. Is that everything?

Ms. ABRAMS. No, it is not. No, sir. It restricts the hours of oper-
ation because it is now under the guise of setting a standardized
timeline. It makes it optional for counties that may be—may not
want to see expanded access to the right to vote. They can now
limit their hours. Instead of those hours being from 7 to 7, they are
now from 9 to 5, which may have an effect on voters who cannot
Kote during business hours during early voting. It limits the

ours

Senator KENNEDY. Okay. I get the idea. I get the idea.

Ms. ABRAMS. Yes.

Senator KENNEDY. Let me ask you—Ilet me approach this another
way. If a State decides to require a voter to prove who the voter
says he is or she is, do you consider that racist?

Ms. ABRAMS. Not at all, sir. Voter identification has been a part
of the American theory of democracy almost from the beginning. I
support——

Senator KENNEDY. You are okay with it?

Ms. ABRAMS. I support voter identification, yes.

Senator KENNEDY. Okay. How about ballot harvesting? I heard
earlier you were talking about letting the Tribal elders collect bal-
lots. I am not talking about that. I am talking about where the par-
ties—and, believe me, both parties will do it and probably are
doing it—pay operatives to go out and help people with their bal-
lots and collect their ballots. Are you okay with that, or are you
against that?

Ms. ABRAMS. I do not think it is an either/or situation. I think
it depends on what the conditions are, what the rules are. Making
it easier for those who want to participate in elections to do so safe-
ly and securely I think is

Senator KENNEDY. You are okay with ballot harvesting?
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Ms. ABRAMS. No, sir, I did not say that. I said—because that is
a term of art that encompasses a wide range of behaviors, and

Senator KENNEDY. I am sorry, but I am trying to get down from
the platitudes and understand what you are for and against.

Ms. ABRAMS. Sir, what I am for

Senator KENNEDY. Help me with this. Let us suppose that the
Republican Party wanted to hire people to go out and knock on
doors of voters and say, “Have you voted yet with your mail bal-
lot?” They say, “No.” Then the operatives are told to contact the
voter and say, “Let me help you with your ballot if you have any
questions. I can even suggest who you might want to vote for. After
you vote, I will collect the ballot for you and you make it easy.” Is
that okay?

Ms. ABRAMS. Sir, I am both an attorney and a former legislator,
and it is not simply the words that you are saying——

Senator KENNEDY. I am an attorney and a current legislator, and
I might want to trade places with you. But keep going.

Ms. ABRAaMS. My point is, as you and I both know, the context,
the rules, and the structure matters. In the very narrow cir-
cumstance that you have just described, if there are no controls
and it turns into buying votes, of course I object to that.

Senator KENNEDY. Okay.

Ms. ABRAMS. If you look at the piecemeal components that you
are describing and if we are talking about how do we make it easi-
er for voters to participate in elections, I am not certain what that
looks like. What you described in the very specific and narrow con-
struct, it sounds like you are in violation of a number of different
rules, not the least of which is buying a vote.

Senator KENNEDY. All right. Let me ask you one last question.
Our Chairman has really indulged me here. Do you think it was
a smart thing for President Biden to do when he called everybody
who supported the Georgia bill a “Racist”?

Ms. ABRAMS. I think that this bill is grounded in racial animus.
I think that the language that we are using to describe——

Senator KENNEDY. Can I ask you how you know that, Madam?
I mean, it is an honest question. How do you know that?

Ms. ABRAMS. Because for 15 years the Republican Party of Geor-
gia not only sanctioned but celebrated its vote-by-mail provisions.
It was only after voters of color for the first time in 15 years suc-
cessfully used those provisions in favor of the party that they dis-
proportionately support that those rules changed. It is that for
years, for more than nearly two decades, we had early voting hours
that supported voters that were perfectly fine. It was only after
communities of color used those provisions

Senator KENNEDY. Why doesn’t that hurt Black and white people
and brown people? This is what I am——

Ms. ABRAMS. I think it hurts everyone. If you have watched me,
I have fought for the right to vote for every person. No one is enti-
tled to a victory.

Senator KENNEDY. That is a long way from the President calling
people a “Racist” because they support a State bill.

Ms. ABRAMS. Sir, I am responding to the question you asked me.
My point is that when your motivation is grounded in the race of
those who are engaging in behaviors that you disagree with, that
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is racist, particularly when it is targeted at communities of color
by people in power.

Senator KENNEDY. I agree with that. I agree with that. I agree
with that. The Chairman has gaveled me. I just need to ask, how
do you know that is what they meant?

Ms. ABRAMS. Because we asked them not to do it because we
showed them what the effect was, and they refused to answer, and
they refused to abide. I worked with these people for 11 years. I
do not believe that every single person who supported this bill has
deep racial animus in their hearts for all purposes. For the purpose
of the voting rights, when racial animus is your predicate, then,
yes, you should be held accountable, and those bills should be
stopped.

Senator KENNEDY. Thank you. I am sorry I went over, Mr. Chair-
man.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Senator Kennedy. Senator Padilla.

Senator KENNEDY. I am sorry, Senator.

Senator PADILLA. Thank you, Mr. Chair. I would invite my col-
league, any colleague actually who would like to discuss the intri-
cacies of election administration, I am more than happy to do so,
having served as a chief elections officer for not just the most popu-
lous State in the Nation for the past 6 years but home to the larg-
est, most diverse, and inclusive democracy of any State in the Na-
tion, even if it takes some alligator sausage and California wine to
bring us together.

Speaking of, Mr. Chair, I feel in many ways this hearing is a con-
tinuation of the quality conversation that was begun by the Rules
Committee prior to the most recent State work period, of which I
am a member, as is Majority Leader Schumer, Minority Leader
McConnell, and other leaders on this topic. I raise that because in
that hearing, some of our Republican colleagues raised the frame
of working to make it easier to vote but harder to cheat, as if it
is some sort of mantra or guiding value. There was a reference that
that law was inspired by partisan action on election reforms after
the 2000 Presidential administration. I have seen and heard first-
hand a lot of Republican Secretaries of State in recent years use
that mantra, easier to vote and harder to cheat, and some might
attach a helpful prism, because it seems like we have done a heck
of a great job on the second part, the harder to cheat. Study after
study, report after report, investigation after investigation con-
tinues to document that voter fraud in America is exceedingly rare.

The easier to vote part still requires a lot of work, and I thank
you, Mr. Chair, for prioritizing this topic for a hearing in this Com-
mittee today and I hope action by Congress in the very near future.
The easier to vote part requires a lot of work. I will tell you what
the signs are that we have a lot of work to do: the long, long lines
that we see in multiple States on general election night; the move-
ment in some States for fewer days or fewer hours or fewer loca-
tions to vote as time goes on; the shame in some States where we
can debate the value added of a voter ID law, but when these laws
are written in such a way that a concealed weapons permit allows
you to get into the voting booth, but a State-issued State university
ID does not, we know there is an agenda behind the impact of
these laws, and on and on and on.
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I tell you what does help: amplifying, increasing the opportunity
to vote by mail for eligible voters, as was done in New Hampshire,
which was a big part of their increase in participation in 2020. I
can assure you it was a big part of California’s record turnout in
2020 as well, offering eligible voters more days, more hours, more
flexibility of where to vote in person if that is their choice. The ac-
ceptance of more vote-by-mail ballots that are postmarked on or be-
fore election day, even if they arrive after the election; the imple-
mentation of post-election audits to continue to buttress election in-
tegrity, et cetera, et cetera.

Mr. Chair, we have the playbook on how to strengthen our de-
mocracy, maintaining the security and integrity of our elections,
while facilitating more participation. Sadly, the term “Voter
Fraud,” the potential for voter fraud, is used as a pretext to do the
opposite.

Several of our colleagues have also referenced how 2020 was an
election year that saw record registration in most parts of the coun-
try, probably nationally as a whole, record turnout in many, many
States across the country nationally as a whole. Why are the pro-
posals making their way through Congress necessary?

You have to ask the same question when we see the—as of
March 24th, as of March 24th, 361 bills introduced in 47 States
that would restrict opportunities to vote in our election. I know
some of our colleagues have said, “Well, just because they are in-
troduced does not mean these measures are going to see the light
of day.” Five have already been enacted; 29 have been passed by
at least one Chamber, and more still under consideration.

Mr. Chair, that is a long preamble in the lead-up to my main
question for our witnesses here, and I begin with saying what more
people should recognize, and that is that voter suppression is root-
ed in white supremacy.

During the Jim Crow era, we know that racially targeted and ra-
cially motivated voter suppression was often blatant. Legislatures
adopted overtly racist policies like literacy tests and poll taxes in
an effort to shape the electorate. Today’s voter suppression play-
book is still rooted in white supremacy and motivated by the same
factors as their Jim Crow predecessors, but it looks different.
Overtly racist policies have been replaced by facially neutral ones
like mandated in-person voting requirements, the de-commis-
sioning of polling sites and manipulated discriminatory photo ID
laws, as I have mentioned. Just because these new voter suppres-
sion tactics are facially neutral, it can be harder for people to rec-
ognize and understand the pernicious effects.

My question for Ms. Ifill, Ms. Abrams, and Professor Anderson
is simply: Can you explain, can you share how these seemingly
race-r‘;eutral policies nonetheless have disproportionate racial im-
pacts?

Ms. IFiLL. If T might begin, Senator Padilla, and thank you, let
us talk about a provision that we have not talked about today,
which is that this law, S.B. 202, provides for unlimited challenges
to the legitimacy of voters. I am sure many people are aware that
there are organizations who make it their business to challenge
voters, to determine whether a voter, in fact, should have been able
to cast a vote, organizations like True the Vote. There were 360,000
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challenges after the November election in Georgia, and the Georgia
Secretary of State found that there were no substantial findings
ichat supported any widespread voter fraud through those chal-
enges.

If that was the case, if 360,000 challenges failed to produce any-
thing significant, why does S.B. 202 now provide that anyone can
make unlimited challenges to the legitimacy of voters? This is a
form of voter intimidation that can often be used to target Black
and Latino voters, to target voters who are from immigrant com-
munities. What is the predicate? What is the underlying basis for
that provision of the law? Why create this untrammeled system in
which anyone can engage in these unlimited challenges to voters?

We know that this will disproportionately be targeted at commu-
nities of color, and yet it is in S.B. 202. It is not connected to any
evidence or predicate that it is necessary. It is not narrowly tai-
lored. It is not designed to actually get at voter fraud. It is actually
designed to create an unlimited system of voter intimidation that
will be targeted at Black and brown voters.

Senator PADILLA. Ms. Abrams.

Ms. ABRAMS. I would only add that we know that of those
364,000 challenges, one of the provisions that are included in this
is that the counties that were able to legally dismiss these chal-
lenges for lack of evidence and lack of basis are now going to be
penalized by the State if they do not engage in sham hearings that
can serve to not only terrify voters, but often push them out of the
process because they are unaware of how these processes work, and
they could be terrified that if they participate, it could somehow
imperil their ability to participate in work or otherwise.

As Ms. Ifill pointed out, this is just one more example, in addi-
tion to the number that we have given earlier, that demonstrates
just how difficult it is to behave with integrity when you are being
attacked with impunity by those who use racial animus and your
mere presence as a threat to democracy. I would actually like to
cede the rest of this to Dr. Anderson, who I think most ably can
connect the dots between Jim Crow before and Jim Crow 2.0.

Professor ANDERSON. Thank you so much, and thank you, Sen-
ator Padilla, for your question. The challenges that Ms. Ifill has de-
scribed were in these Jim Crow Constitutions, such as the one in
North Carolina, that allowed any voter, anybody to go up and chal-
lenge the veracity, the validity, the legitimacy of a voter. That was
intimidation. That kind of engagement, that kind of harassment is
what we see replicated in this bill.

I would also say that one of the things that we see is the limita-
tion of dropboxes. The dropboxes were really designed to deal with
the pandemic and designed to deal with the fact that the post office
was being deliberately undercut in terms of its ability to deliver ab-
sentee ballots in a timely fashion. The rise of dropboxes provided
access to voters to be able to engage in this election process.

What we saw—What we see with S.B. 202, however, is elimi-
nation—in Atlanta, where the majority of Black voters are, you see
that we go from 94 dropboxes to 23. Those dropboxes are now to
be housed inside, in buildings that can be closed. This is how you
can limit access to the ballot box while writing race-neutral laws.
These are not race-neutral. They are not as race-neutral as the poll
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tax was or as the literacy test was. Neither of those said, “We do
not want Black folks to vote,” but that was the underlying premise
behind them, as Big Chief Vardaman made very clear, and that is
what we are seeing right now with these voter suppression laws.
It is in response to the massive wave of Black voter turnout that
happened at the 2020 and 2021 elections.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Senator Padilla.

Senator PADILLA. Thank you, Mr. Chair.

Chair DURBIN. Senator Tillis.

Senator TiLLIS. Thank you, Mr. Chair. Thanks to the witnesses
for being here.

Speaker Pro Tem dJones, thank you for your leadership in the
Georgia Legislature. I know a little bit about Georgia. Both my
kids were born there. I lived in Atlanta. I have got a lot of family
down in south Georgia.

Over the past several weeks, I have heard a number of reports;
I have also heard several comments today. It seems to me that we
are not properly characterizing many of the aspects of Senate bill
202. What would you consider to be some of the more blatant
mischaracterizations that you have heard today or that you have
heard reported in the press?

Speaker JONES. Thank you, Senator Tillis. It would take me
quite a while to go through the ones today, but I will just go
through a few of the most recent ones. No ID is surrendered to vote
absentee. The exact same voter ID requirements that are in law
and have been in law to vote in person are now simply going to
apply to absentee voting.

Senator TILLIS. Ms. Jones, if I may, how does that work? You
know, if you go to a poll location, they ask for an ID. You have a
Government-issued ID or I guess other acceptable forms of identi-
fication. How does that mechanically work in an absentee process?
Are they copied and submitted with the ballot? How does that
work?

Speaker JONES. No, sir, if one has a pen, a ballpoint ink pen and
you can take the number on your driver’s license or the number on
your free voter ID, or I might add, I would like to clarify, someone
said a utility bill could not be used. You could use any one—if you
do not have one of those two, which 97 percent of Georgians do, you
can submit a copy of a utility bill, for example, one of the federally
allowed forms of ID. This is not a hardship, and——

Senator TILLIS. Ms. Jones, I just want to be clear, because I have
got a lot of other questions I want to ask you.

Speaker JONES. Okay.

Senator TILLIS. When we hear people talking about an unreason-
able requirement—in North Carolina, I think our driver’s license
number is somewhere around eight or ten digits. You are saying
provided that you have a writing instrument and you can write
down 10 or 12 digits—Ilet us say yours is a little bit longer—then
you have satisfied the ID requirement on the absentee ballot?

Speaker JONES. Yes, sir, that is true.

Senator TiILLIS. Okay. People said that—I think it was Ms.
Abrams that said she focused on the 9 to 5 window for voting. It
sounds to me like in the law that was more or less established as
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a floor and that you provided the options for local boards of elec-
tions to do 12 hours, 7 to 7 voting. Is that correct?

Speaker JONES. That is correct. We had 134 States that offered
fewer hours than 9 to 5, and so it is expanding the number of
hours available for early voting in most counties.

Senator TILLIS. How about the assertion that was mentioned by
one of the other witnesses—I cannot recall who it was—that said
that providing water to your elderly parents or grandparents could
get you in jail? Is that a part of this bill?

Speaker JONES. No, sir. The—dJust as has been in long-time cur-
rent law and is in most States and probably your State, there is
a protected distance that was, frankly, being gamed and manipu-
lated during the last two election cycles by activists and candidates
handing out items of value, sometimes with their logo on it, and
this simply puts

Senator TILLIS. Right. It is another mischaracterization.

Speaker JONES. It clarifies

Senator TirLLis. That is what I mean. All this stuff is
mischaracterization. You know, I cannot——

Speaker JONES. That is right. This is mischaracterized.

Senator TILLIS. I think it is important to point out that in Geor-
gia you have just under 4 weeks of early voting. Is that correct?

Speaker JONES. We have 3 weeks of early voting, which is quite
expansive.

Senator TILLIS. Okay. That includes a Saturday and Sunday op-
tion? Is that correct?

Speaker JONES. It includes—it mandates two Saturdays in Sen-
ate Bill 202. Previously only one Saturday

Senator TILLIS. The option for Sunday voting.

Speaker JONES. Two Sundays are absolutely available.

Senator TILLIS. Are there provisions

Speaker JONES. May I just say, Senator, only 16 counties utilized
Sunday voting in 2020. All 159 counties are able to utilize it if they
so choose.

Senator TILLIS. Is the provision for dropboxes driven more by the
logistics of where you can secure the dropbox to prevent tam-
pering? The prior witness said you went

Speaker JONES. Yes, sir.

Senator TILLIS [continuing]. From 90 to 24 in the Atlanta-Fulton
County area. Was that just based on your best judgment——

Speaker JONES. The numbers are somewhat——

Senator TILLIS [continuing]. Of where you could have secure
dropboxes?

Speaker JONES [continuing]. Different from that. I live in Fulton
County. There would be sufficient dropboxes. We never had
dropboxes before 2020.

Senator TILLIS. Yes.

Speaker JONES. They were purely put in place by the State Elec-
tions Board out of social distancing concerns. I certainly am opti-
mistic we will not have social distancing concerns at the time of the
next general election, but should we have them, the law also allows
for the State Elections Board to take them back to the way they
were during the pandemic, which was outside of early voting loca-
tions. For security reasons, we had dropboxes that were over-
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flowing because they were not monitored. No one was watching the
camera on them. This will make sure that every vote counts.

Senator TILLIS. That seems rational.

Mr. Chair, I have to associate myself with Senator Lee’s com-
ment. You know, this has been a contentious hearing, and these
sorts of hearings can be. This Committee rightly has members with
our differences on it. I really believe that we need to start getting
the facts on some of the voting laws. I do not think setting the
premise with Jim Crow 2021 is a particularly productive way to get
people to talk about States like Delaware that is only currently im-
plementing early voting. States like North Carolina, we were the
first to cast ballots in the last election cycle. You could start casting
your absentee ballot in September. We do allow for weekend voting.
We have a lot of early voting sites. Yet when I was Speaker of the
House and the gentleman that went behind me had had those bills
even by members of this Committee being Jim Crow bills. The fact
of the matter is we have had increased participation among the Af-
rican American demographic and the minority demographic.

There does seem to be a number of States that I am sure we will
never have a hearing on here. I think Ms. Abrams even said they
are behind the eight ball. I think they are right. I think if we had
some of the restrictions that we see in other States in Southern
States, then we would be probably rightfully insulted. And yet they
get a pass.

I hope that the people of Georgia and that the American people
will get past some of the misinformation. The 361 bills has been
referred to repeatedly in this hearing. If you look at it, I for one
think cleansing voter rolls to prevent dead people from voting is
not a bad idea. If you start decomposing it, the record is going to
be open. I am going to provide something without objection that
really breaks down these bills to say maybe some are going outside
of the lanes, but not 361. These are games that are being played.

I have got an article here that, without objection, I would like to
submit to where fundraising on aspects of the Georgia bill that
never made its way into law—I do not even know if there was a
serious amendment ever considered.

[The article appears as a submission for the record.]

Senator TILLIS. It looks like a lot of people are creating a lot of
noise at the expense of identifying legitimate areas where we feel
like voters do not have the right to vote. I believe in North Caro-
lina characterizing my laws, a law that I ratified, a law that was
passed by an almost 70 percent vote in a majority Democrat
State—in fact, Republicans are third behind unaffiliateds. Almost
70 percent supporting voter ID laws and integrity laws. I think
that the Georgia law has more to do with election integrity than
voter suppression, and I hope that we can get to a point to find the
real offenders, weed them out, but not necessarily have these cir-
cular discussions where I am sure fundraising emails will go out
and people will be talking about protecting voter integrity, but they
are not getting anything done.

Speaker Pro Tem Jones and the rest of the witnesses, thank you
for being here today.

Thank you, Mr. Chair.

Speaker JONES. Thank you.
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Chair DUrBIN. Thank you, Senator. Thanks to everyone for par-
ticipating in this. Yes, “Jim Crow 2021” is a provocative title. It
certainly raised the interest level in this Committee. The participa-
tion today is an indication of that. I think this is a serious issue.
I am glad that Professor Anderson was with us. Though she may
not have had as many questions as others, she put it in a historic
context. There was a time in our history when people were boldly
stating what their intentions were with efforts at voter suppres-
sion. Not so often now. Yet we have to be honest and take a hard
look—Senator Tillis stepped out—measures like a North Carolina
law that required strict voter ID and limited early voting, which a
Federal court found, and I quote, “Targeted African Americans
with almost surgical precision” and determined that the State leg-
islature “Enacted the law with discriminatory intent.” That is not
from the 19th century nor even the 20th century. It is modern
times.

Measures like a Texas law implemented mere hours after the
Shelby County decision, a law that was ultimately determined to
violate the U.S. Constitution by a Federal court because it wrong-
fully discriminated against the State’s Black and Latino voters.

Here is what troubled me, and I tried to say it at the outset. It
appeared that the people who ran the elections in Georgia in 2020
were willing to stand up to the President of the United States
when he personally called Secretary of State Raffensperger and in
a veiled threat suggested he might be guilty of a crime if he did
not set out to find the votes necessary to make Donald Trump the
winner in Georgia. He resisted that effort.

I respected him very much for it. I think it took a lot of fortitude
on his part, particularly as an elected Republican. I understand he
was criticized by many Republicans in Georgia, many of the same
Republicans who then went into legislative session and passed this
bill and in the process stripped him of authority which he had be-
fore. He paid a price for standing up and saying that.

The troubling thing that has never been answered, asked over
and over and never answered: What was the incidence of voter
fraud in Georgia that caused that legislature to come in and
change so many versions of the voting law after 2020 and after the
special election in 2021? There was not any instance of voter fraud.

The Senator from North Carolina raised the question of dead
people voting. How often does that occur? President Donald Trump
said to Raffensperger, “We think there are 5,000 dead people who
voted on the rolls in 2020.” Raffensperger’s reply: “There were two,
Mr. President. They were wrong. They never should have done it.”
Two out of nearly 5 million votes. It defies logic to think that we
are in a position now where we are changing the laws of a State
after it has produced record turnouts and after there is so little
fraud and still the efforts are being made to make a substantial
change.

Do I understand Senator Blackburn is online?

Senator BLACKBURN. Yes, Mr. Chairman. I had to leave the hear-
ing and come back. So, yes, I am available now.

Chair DURBIN. Senator, we were just concluding the hearing, but
I want to give you your chance, so take your 5 minutes, please.

Senator BLACKBURN. Thank you. I appreciate that.
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I want to say thank you to our witnesses because they have been
incredibly patient with us today, because this is such an important
hearing from us. I am one of those that served on an election com-
mission before I was in elective office. I did that in my county. I
know how incredibly important it is to make it possible for every-
one to vote.

Mr. Gardner, I appreciated your comments on how your focus is
on making it easy for people to vote while still making those votes
safe. I believe everybody should have their opportunity to vote.

I have a pickup truck, and for about 25 years, the license plate
on that pickup truck said, “Vote,” because it was a way for me to
send that message to everybody registered to vote.

I will say it has been a little bit distressing to me today listening
to this hearing—I got into the room for a few minutes—to hear the
premise of this hearing as if there is some assault on the right to
vote in this country. We know that we have had record voter turn-
out, and my colleagues across the aisle know that we have had
record voter turnout in recent years. This is—to say that it is Jim
Crow laws, in my opinion, that is not a valid premise. I find it un-
fortunate that there are some who have continued to push that and
push it on the State of Georgia.

I think we have to look at the lead-up to this and the things that
have been said. Look at the Washington Post and their comments
about President Biden when he falsely claimed that Georgia’s re-
cent voting reform law, and I am quoting, “Ends voting hours early
so working people cannot cast their vote after their shift is over.”

President Biden went on to describe Georgia’s election law as
“Jim Crow in the 21st century,” which appears to be the inspira-
tion for this hearing. The problem is, as we have discussed several
times, the Washington Post gave President Biden’s remarks on this
issue four Pinocchios. In other words, they say that was a lie.

“One of the biggest changes in the bill would expand early voting
access for most counties.” That is the Georgia Public Radio report
on the Georgia voting laws.

“For most counties you will have an extra weekend day, and your
weekday early voting hours will likely be longer.” In actuality, the
Georgia voting law that President Biden claimed ended early vot-
ing actually did the exact opposite. It expanded these voting oppor-
tunities.

Unfortunately, President Biden’s repeating of the lie had rapid
real-world consequences. You look at this with Major League Base-
ball. This repeated lie caused the All Star Game in Atlanta to die.
I would have loved to have asked Senator Warnock, and probably
will, how he will answer to his constituents for the loss of that
game.

Ms. Abrams, I do have a question that I wanted to come to you
on. When you have heard the comments, the repeated falsehood
from the President that this is something that would hamper vot-
ing rights and the comments about the Georgia law, does this hurt
or help your cause for access for voting to more individuals?

Ms. ABRAMS. With all due respect, Senator, to the Washington
Post, I actually disagree with their characterization. For early in-
person voting, 78 percent of counties already had more than the 8
hours of early voting. What S.B. 202 did was codify 9 to 5:00
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Senator BLACKBURN. I do not mean to interrupt, but thank you,
thank you for that, because I do have another question I want to
go to Ms. Jones on. As I mentioned, I have served on a voter—an
election commission, and my question for Representative Jones is
about the voter rolls and the updating of the voter rolls.

We took this as a very serious responsibility and worked hard at
updating voter rolls. When you talk about the legislation that is
being pushed, they would disallow counties to update their rolls.
Therefore, mail-out ballots would go to people, as we saw in 2020,
that no longer live in an area or people, individuals, that are de-
ceased. People saw hundreds of these on social media.

Talk with me about how this process of going through and clean-
ing up these rolls adds and underpins the accuracy and the integ-
rity in the elections.

Speaker JONES. Thank you, Senator. It is incredibly important to
have—so that you can have integrity in elections that the voter
rolls are not only cleaned up, but that there is also some security
on the back end, because we did have voters receive multiple ab-
sentee ballot requests for previous occupants of their home or their
apartment. That is why we also put the reasonable requirement in
absentee ballots that they list their driver’s license number or their
free voter ID, and there are other provisions if they do not—if they
are one of the 2 or 3 percent of Georgians who do not have that.
The two go together so that every—we want every voter to cast a
vote, and we want every legitimate vote to count.

Senator BLACKBURN. That is imperative in preserving the one-
person, one-vote rule, is making certain that the rolls are correct
so that only people who currently live in an area are able to vote
in that State or in that county for those elections, so that you
eliminate a lot of the voter fraud.

Voter laws should make the elections more secure, and they
should make it more difficult to cheat. That is how we preserve the
integrity in the election system. Everyone entitled to vote should
be able to vote.

Secretary Gardner, I do have a question. I am going to sub-
mit

Chair DURBIN. Senator, if you could—Senator

Senator BLACKBURN [continuing]. this to you. I am going to sub-
mit—yes, sir?

Chair DURBIN. I am sorry.

Senator BLACKBURN. I am going to submit my question to Sec-
retary Gardner because you have been generous with your time,
and the hearing has run very long.

Senator BLACKBURN. Mr. Chairman, thank you for letting me get
a couple of questions in.

Chair DURBIN. Thank you, Senator Blackburn, and Mr. Gardner
will receive the question. I hope anyone who does receive a ques-
tion our witnesses will respond in a timely fashion.

I want to thank the witnesses. This has been a 4-hour hearing,
which is unusual in the Senate Judiciary Committee and is evi-
dence of the interest in this issue, as we expected. It is clear that
we have work to do. The question is whether we will do something
in a bipartisan way to restore the Voting Rights Act. We have been
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disappointed in recent years that the bipartisanship is gone. Per-
haps, as hope springs eternal, we can rekindle it.

I want to thank everyone for participating, and I hope that mov-
ing forward we can stand together in defense of our democracy. I
want to explore with others in this Congress how we can do our
part to protect the most fundamental right as Americans.

This hearing will stand adjourned.

[Whereupon, at 2:01 p.m., the Committee was adjourned.]

[Additional material submitted for the record follows.]
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Statement of Stacey Y. Abrams
Founder of Fair Fight Action

On Strengthening American Democracy
Testimony before the Senate Judiciary Committee
April 20, 2021

Thank you, Chairman Durbin, Ranking Member Grassley and members of the Committee.

Today’s conversation regarding the John Lewis Voting Rights Advancement Act occurs against
the backdrop of a resurgence of Jim Crow-style voter suppression measures sweeping across
state legistatures grounded in the Big Lie about the 2020 election.

As a necessary reminder, uniike other race-specific prohibitions, post-Reconstruction laws
targeting Black voters never expilicitly targeted eligibie citizens by race. instead, the Jim Crow
voting laws focused on behaviors or characteristics most fikely to affect Black voters. However,
the sly grandfather clause exempted any voter whose progenitors were eligible to vote before
the Civil War, thereby protecting most white voters. Then, as now, while not explicitly barring
participation of communities of color, it is with near surgical precision that these voters are being
targeted by state legislation to limit access to the ballot.

As of March 24, the Brennan Center for Justice has tracked 361 bills in 47 states that would
restrict the right to vote, a dramatic increase from 2020; many of these bills are actively making
their way through state legislatures.! A significant number of the worst attacks on the right to
vote are - to an alarming degree - made possible by the Supreme Court’s gutting of the Voting
Rights Act of 1965 (VRA) in the 2013 Shelby County v. Holder decision. That decision
authorized states and localities with a history of voting discrimination to again impose limits,
restrictions and barriers to participation. This, in turn, leaves voting access in previously covered
jurisdictions subject to the whims of state lawmakers. However, the ignominy of voter
suppression has spread beyond the states and jurisdictions previously covered by the VRA. The
proliferation of state anti-voting laws across the country demonstrates the urgent need for
Congress to bring the VRA's preclearance formula into the modern era, to reinstate federal
oversight over discriminatory voting practices, and to strengthen and protect voting rights -
wherever suppression occurs.

Throughout its history, Georgia has been among the worst actors in systematically suppressing
the ability of its communities of color to exercise their fundamental right to vote. Under
preclearance, the Department of Justice objected to 170 discriminatory voting changes in
Georgia at the state and iocal level.? Post-Shelby, for example, the purveyors of voter
suppression have implemented at-large elections that diminish the voting strength of people of
color. In addition, the state’s election superintendent enacted discriminatory practices such as
putting voter registrations on hold when a Georgian’s information did not exactly match
information in another state record or cancelling voter registrations altogether when they had not
voted in a recent election.

" https://www.brennancenter.org/our-work/research-reports/state-voting-bilis-tracker-202 1
2 https://www justice.gov/crt/voting-determination-letters-georgia (ultimately, DOJ objected to more than
170 voting-related changes but withdrew about twenty)
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e Voters of color are more likely than white voters to cast a provisional ballot.”® To justify
cancelling more ballots, SB 202 does not allow out-of-precinct provisional ballots before
5:00 pm on Election Day,'* although ample evidence has demonstrated the failure of
state and local elections officials to provide timely and accurate information to voters.

Across the country, this resurgence of Jim Crow-style voter discrimination is targeting voters of
color by restricting access to the baliot for Black, Latino, Asian American and Pacific Islander,
and Native American communities. In Texas, Senate Bill 7 sets new rules for distributing polling
locations that wouid disproportionately impact voters of color.'s it would also restrict early voting
hours by prohibiting early voting between 9:00 pm and 6:00 am and ban drive-thru voting."® In
the 2020 election, it is estimated that Black and Latino Harris County voters cast more than half
the ballots counted at both drive-thru sites and during extended hours.” Moreover, SB 7 and
House Bill 6 also target voters with limited English proficiency and disabilities.'® SB 7 reduces
polling places in areas where a higher percentage of people with disabilities live, and imposes
other burdensome requirements that apply only to them. And both bills would require voters who
need assistance to attest to “the reason the assistance was necessary,” which is often
confidential, medically private information.

in Arizona, SB 1485 would purge the Permanent Early Voting List (PEVL).'® Voters on PEVL,
who represent a majority of Arizona voters, are automatically mailed an absentee ballot for each
election.?® Had the law been in place in 2020, advocates estimate that it could have prevented
some 126,668 voters - of whom 20 percent are Latino - from voting.?' And in Michigan,
legisiators have filed 39 voter suppression bills in the Senate. SB 296 would allow a minority of
members of a county board of canvassers, in counties with populations of 200,000 or more, to
block the certification of an election and thus silence the voices of voters, like Wayne County’s
heavily Black voters.??

Eligible citizens of Georgia, Arizona, Michigan and Texas strongly dispute the necessity of these
harsh provisions, which are based on false allegations of fraud and demonstrated opposition to
voters of color. At the same time, our fellow Americans struggie to understand the continued
animus towards their right to access the ballot. However, several of these changes wouid have

*2 https:/Awww.msnbc.com/msnbc/report-minorities-more-likely-cast-provisional-ballots-msna447721

™ hitps:/www legis.ga.gov/legislation/59827 (section 34, lines 1899-1907)

'S https://www texastribune.org/2021/04/01 /texas-voting-restrictions-legislature/

6 hitps://www.khou.com/article/news/politics/elections/texas-sb7-2021-voting-rights/285-25ce 12ef-1605-
4581-a2d1-517b1afeb315

7 https://www .khou.com/article/news/politics/elections/texas-sb7-2021 -voting-rights/285-25ce 12ef-1605-
4581-a2d1-517b1afeb315

'8 https://www.kvue.com/article/news/politics/texas-activist-groups-slam-sb-7-and-hb-6-as-voter-
suppression-bills/269-848e65d3-2575-44a0-93e5-h40860cSbba1

19 https://www nbcnews .com/politics/elections/arizona-republicans-push-new-laws-limit-mail-voting-
n1261328

20 https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/elections/arizona-republicans-push-new-laws-limit-mail-voting-
n1261328

21 https:/Awww.nbcnews .com/politics/elections/arizona-republicans-push-new-laws-limit-mail-voting-
n1261328

2 https:/fiwww .bridgemi.com/michigan-government/michigan-gop-unveils-election-reforms-most-would-
make-voting-harder; https://www.freep.com/story/news/politics/elections/2021/03/24/michigan-senate-
gop-election-reform-laws/6963314002/;
https://www.freep.com/story/news/local/michigan/detroit/2020/11/17 /wayne-county-election-
certification/6309668002/
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been subject to federal review under preclearance. When the fundamental right to vote is left to
the political ambitions and prejudices of state actors, ones who rely on suppression to maintain
power, federal intercession stands as the appropriate remedy. These and other states’ current
fights against suppressive voting laws demonstrate why the John Lewis Voting Rights
Advancement Act is essentiai to the protection of democracy.

Protecting voting rights has been a bipartisan endeavor since the enactment of the Voting
Rights Act in 1965, and through every subsequent reauthorization.?® in 2008, the Voting Rights
Act Reauthorization and Amendments Act passed Congress with almost unanimous support;
and President George W. Bush signed the bill, acknowledging the importance of defending the
franchise.?*

While each of us has likely declared a party loyalty or may do so in the privacy of casting our
votes, our first obligation is the fundamental standards of democracy - which must be
aggressively nonpartisan. Actions taken to restrict access, thwart participation or discourage
engagement are antithetical to our national creed and should be condemned by every patriot.
Instead, we must advocate for voting rights - not to ensure the success of a singie party or
ideology - but to guarantee a vigorous and fair debate amongst Americans of goodwill. It is my
profound hope we will honor the legacy of my late friend Congressman John Lewis and the lives
of those lost in the fight for a more perfect union by enacting this critical legislation into law.

I thank you for the opportunity to take part in this important discussion, and 1 urge you to
continue to strengthen our democracy.

23 https:/fwww.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/CREC-2006-07-13/html/CREC-2006-07-13-pt1-PgH5143-2.htm
24 https://www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/CREC-2006-07-13/html/CREC-2006-07-13-pt1-PgH5143-2.htm
https://georgewbush-whitehouse.archives.govinews/releases/2006/07/20060727-1.html
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Good morning, Chairman Durbin, Ranking Member Grassley and members of the
Committee. My name is Sherrilyn Ifill, and | am the President and Director-Counsel of the NAACP
Legal Defense and Educational Fund, inc. {“LDF”).! Thank you for the opportunity to testify
regarding the state of voting rights in this country.

Since its founding in 1940 by Thurgood Marshall, LDF has been a leader in the struggle to
secure, protect, and advance voting rights for Black voters and other communities of color.
Beginning with Smith v. Allwright,? our successful Supreme Court case challenging the use of
whites-only primary elections in 1944, LDF has fought to overcome a of myriad obstacles to
ensure the full, equal, and active participation of Black voters. Despite LDF’S victory in Brown v.
Board of Education,® which set in motion the end of legal segregation in this country and
transformed the direction of American democracy in the 20" century, Thurgood Marshall
referred to Smith v. Allwright as his most consequential case. He heid this view, he explained,
because he believed that the vote, and the opportunity to access political power was critical to
fulfilling the guarantee of full citizenship promised to Black people in the 14™ Amendment to the
Constitution. LDF has prioritized our work protecting the right of Black citizens to vote for 80
years — representing Martin Luther King and the marchers in Selma, Alabama in 1965, litigating
seminal cases interpreting the scope of the Voting Rights Act, and working in communities in the
South to strengthen and protect the ability of Black citizens to participate in the political process

free from discrimination.

* LDF has been an entirely separate organization from the NAACP since 1957.
2321 U.5. 629 (1944).
®347 U.S. 483 (1954).
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As part of this work, LDF has monitored elections for more than a decade through our
Prepared to Vote initiative (“PTV”) and, more recently, through our Voting Rights Defender
{“VRD”} project. Our PTV and VRD initiatives place LDF staff and volunteers on the ground for
primary and general elections every year to conduct non-partisan election protection, poll
monitoring, and to support Black political participation in targeted jurisdictions- primarily in the
South. Prior to election day, PTV equips voters with non-partisan educational materials
answering questions about how to register to vote, what identification is needed on election day,
and providing information on local voting laws and practices that may impact voters in the
election process. On election day, PTV volunteers visit polling sites to ensure voters are informed
of their state’s voting requirements, answer questions about how to comply with election laws,
and, when necessary, engage in rapid response actions to ensure every eligible voter is able to
cast a ballot. This rapid response work often includes direct communication with election officials
and, where necessary, litigation. Critical to this work is connecting local community partners with
national organizations, advocates, and resources to support ongoing non-partisan election
protection work.

In September 2020, LDF partnered with More than a Vote (“MTAV”) to launch a non-
partisan initiative to recruit poll workers for the General Election during the COVID-19 pandemic.*
Because polling places have traditionally been staffed by senior and elderly workers, the
pandemic’s disproportionate rate of infection and death in Black communities threatened to

result in a severe shortage of poll workers during early voting and on Election Day in Black

4 Become a Poll Worker, Voting at NAACP LDF ({last visited April 12, 2021), https://voting.naacpldf.org/voting-
rights/become-a-poli-worker/.
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communities. Under the leadership of National Basketball Association player and leader LeBron
James, the More Than a Vote initiative brought together the cultural influence of professional
athletes and artists with LDF’s voting rights expertise and long-standing community activism to
help address poll worker shortages across the country" > Our poll worker recruitment drive
successfully enlisted more than 42,500 new poll worker applicants and made a significant impact
on polling site operations nationwide.

LDF is also a founding member of the non-partisan civil rights Election Protection Hotline
(1-866-OUR-VOTE), administered by the Lawyers’ Committee for Civil Rights Under Law. The
Election Protection hotline coalition works year-round to ensure that all voters have an equal
opportunity to vote and have that vote count. Election Protection provides Americans from coast
to coast with comprehensive information and assistance at all stages of voting—from registration
to absentee and early voting, to casting a vote at the polls, to overcoming obstacles to their
participation.

Assault on Voting Rights

This country’s long and difficult struggle to diminish racial discrimination in voting is well
documented.® However, despite the guarantees of the 14™ and 15" Amendments to the
Constitution, the Voting Rights Act and other federal voting rights statutes, racial discrimination

and suppression of the Black vote persists. Indeed, in the years since the disastrous 2013

* Astead Herndon, LeBron James’s effort to attract more poll workers nets 10,000 volunteers, New York Times {Sep.
30, 2020) https://www.nytimes.com/2020/09/30/us/elections/lebron-james-more-than-a-vote-poll-workers.htmt.
8 South Carolina v. Katzenbach, 383 U.S. 301, 310-314 (1966).
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Supreme Court decision in Shelby County v. Holder,” we have seen increases® and ingenious
mutations in methods of voter suppression.

in Shelby County v. Holder, the Supreme Court found that the formula reauthorized by
Congress under Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act of 1968 (“VRA”) to bind local jurisdictions to
the obligation to submit voting changes to a federal authority for “preclearance” before adoption
was unconstitutional. In doing so, the Court ignored the overwhelming evidence accumulated
by Congress in 2006° which demonstrated that the preclearance provisions of Section 5 of the
VRA were desperately needed to ensure full political participation for minority voters. The
preclearance process provided an effective way of halting discriminatory voting changes before
they were implemented thus avoiding possible harm and protecting the right to vote, which the
Supreme Court has called “preservative of all rights.”’° Predictably, just hours after the Supreme
Court invalidated the VRA’s preciearance provisions, jurisdictions announced their intention to
implement aggressive and restrictive voting laws previously blocked by Section 5.1

As the late-Justice Ruth Bader Ginsberg noted in her dissent to the Shelby County decision:
“Throwing out preclearance when it has worked and is continuing to work to stop discriminatory
changes is like throwing away your umbrella in a rainstorm because you are not getting wet.”"?

Section 5 of the VRA was not only designed to address then-existing discriminatory voting

7570 U.S. 529 (2013).

8 Democracy Diminished: State and Local Threats to Voting Post-Shelby County v. Holder, NAACP Legal Defense and
Educational Fund, Inc. {Aug. 2017} https://tminstituteldf.org/wp-content/uploads/2017/08/DemocracyDiminished-
State-and-Local-Voting-Changes-Post-Shelby-v.-Holder_4.pdf.

°H. R, REP. NO. 109-478, at 21 {2006) https://www.congress.gov/109/crpt/hrpt478/CRPT-109hrpt478.pdf.

*° Yick Wo v. Hopkins, 118 U.S. 356, 370 {1886}

1 Ed Pilkington, Texas rushes ahead with voter ID law ajter Supreme Court decision, The Guardian {June 25, 2013),
https://www.theguardian.com/world/2013/jun/25/texas-voter-idsupreme-courtdecision

12 Shelby County supra note 7.
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schemes, but it also expilicitly sought to prevent “ingenious methods” that might be devised to
suppress votes in the future.'® At its pre-Shelby County strength, Section 5 would have prevented
many of the voter suppression schemes that we have encountered over the past years.

Since the Shelby decision federal courts have struck down voting changes as violative of
the Constitution,!* the 24" Amendment to the Constitution,’® the Voting Rights Act and the
Americans with Disability Act. Indeed, there have been at least nine federal court decisions
finding that states or localities intentionally discriminated against Black and other voters of
color.}® LDF has litigated challenges to new restrictive voter i.d. laws, absentee voting restrictions,
and discriminatory early voting restrictions. LDF challenged President Trump’s Election integrity
Commission,’” and currently remains in litigation against former President Trump and the
Republican National Committee for their efforts to discredit the legitimacy of ballots cast by

voters in cities with large Black populations.'® LDF also sued the United States Postal Service

3 1.5, Congress, House, Committee on the Judiciary Voting Rights, 89th Cong., 1st sess., 1965, Mar. 18-19, 23-25
(Apr. 1, 1965).

4 4™ Circuit Court of Appeals strikes down North Carolina omnibus voting faw finding “provisions target African
Americans with almost surgical precision.” Robert Barnes & Ann Marrow, Appeais court strikes down North
Carolina’s voter-ID law, Washington Post {(Jul. 29, 2016), https://www.washingtonpost.com/local/public-
safety/appeals-court-strikes-down-north-carolinas-voter-id-law/2016 /07/29/810b5844-4f72-11e6-aa 14~
e0c1087f7583_story.htmi,

5 NAACP v. Billups, 554 F.3d 1340 (2009).

6 See, e.g., Perez v. Abbott, 138 S. Ct. 2305 (2018); Stout v. Jefferson County Bd. of Educ., 882 F.3d 988 {11th Cir.
2018); Veasey v. Abbott, No. 2:13-CV-193, 2017 WL 3620639 (S.D. Tex. Aug. 23, 2017); Patino v. City of Pasadena,
230 F. Supp. 3d 667, 730 {S.D. Tex. 2017); Terrebonne Par. Branch NAACP v. Jindal, 274 F.Supp.3d 395 (M.D. La.
2017); N.C .State Conf. of NAACP v. McCrory, 831 F.3d 204, 214 {4th Cir. 2016}; One Wisconsin Inst., inc. v. Thomsen,
198 F. Supp. 3d 896 (W.D. Wis. 2016); Allen v. Evergreen, No. 13-107, 2014 WL 12607819 (S.D. Ala. Jan. 13, 2014};
Perez v. Texas, No. 11-CA-360, 2012 WL 13124275, at *3 {W.D. Tex. Mar. 19, 2012}.

17 | DF and Local Alabama Organization File Federal Lawsuit Challenging President’s “Flection Integrity” Commission,
NAACP LDF {Jul. 18, 2017}, https://www.naacpldf.org/press-release/ldf-and-local-alabama-organization-file-federat-
lawsuit-challenging-presidents-election-integrity-commission/.

18 | DF Files Amended Complaint in its Lawsuit Against President Trump and His Campaign’s Attempts to Overturn the
Election by Disenfranchising Black Voters, NAACP LDF {Dec. 22, 2020), https://www.naacpldf.org/press-release/Idf-
files-amended-complaint-in-its-lawsuit-against-president-trump-and-his-campaigns-attempts-to-overturn-the-
election-by-disenfranchising-black-voters/.
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(“USPS”) in 2020 to ensure the timely delivery of mail-in ballots cast in the November Presidential
election and January special election in Georgia.'®

in addition to litigation, LDF continues to closely monitor how formerly covered states
and localities respond to the Shelby County decision and regularly details post-She/by County
voting changes.?® Those changes are catalogued in Democracy Diminished,?' a compendium of
post-Shelby County voting changes, and Democracy Defended,?® which attempt to capture a
fraction of the thousands of voting changes that would have been scrutinized by the federal

governmient for their harm to minority voters via preclearance.

State of Voting Rights Today

Further adding to the devastating impact of Shelby County, over the past 4 years the
Department of Justice {“DOJ”) essentially abdicated its traditional role in protecting against
voting discrimination. Although the loss of Section 5 removed the DOJ's central mechanism to
block a discriminatory change before its implementation, the DOJ refrained from using
alternatives tools available to combat voter discrimination. The Civil Rights Division of the DOJ
previously played an active role in the enforcement of voting rights by bringing cases raising

claims of violations of Section 2 of the VRA,2® which authorizes private actors and the DOJ to

19 NAACP v. U.S. Postal Service, No 1:20-cv-02295 (D, D.C.2020).

20 Ben Jealous and Ryan P, Haygood, The Battle to Protect the Vote Voter Suppression Efforts in Five States and Their
Effect on the 2014 Midterm Elections, NAACP LDF and Center for American Progress {Nov. 2014),
https://www.naacpldf.org/wp-content/uploads/The-Battle-to-Protect-the-Vote-
1.pdf?_ga=2.210128989.933499795.1618246438-217316157.1616678028.

2 pemocracy Diminished supra note 8.

22 Dpemocracy Defended: Analysis of Barriers to Voting in the 2018 Midterm Elections, NAACP LDF Thurgood Marshall
Institute {Sept. 6, 2019}, https://www.naacpldf.org/wp-content/uploads/Democracy_Defended__9_6_19_final.pdf.
Z See, United States v. City of Eastpointe, 378 F. Supp. 3d 589 (E.D. Mich. 2019); United States v. North Carolina, No.
1:13CV861 {M.D.N.C. Feh. 6, 2014}; United States v. State of Texas, Case 5:11-cv-00360-OLG-JES-XR {W.D. Tex. Sep.
25, 2013); United States v. State of Texas, Case 2:13-cv-00263 (S.D. Tex. Aug. 22, 2013); United States v. Town of
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challenge discriminatory voting practices in federal court.?* The former administration filed only
one Section 2 case in roughly four years.?> Other federal statutes—the National Voter
Registration Act, the Help America Vote Act, the Civil Rights Act of 1871 (also known as the KKK
Act)}, and of course the United States Constitution—remained available to the DOJ in the exercise
of its voting rights enforcement authority.

The lack of preclearance and the Department of Justice’s abdication of its role to protect
and ensure compliance with civil rights laws compelled LDF and other civil rights organizations to
increase our efforts to litigate cases, investigate violations, collect & disseminate data and

provide leadership in the enforcement of the nation’s core civil rights laws. Unfortunately, voting

Lake Park, Civil Action No. 09-80570-MARRA (S.D. Fia. Oct. 26, 2009); United States v. Euclid City School Bd., 632 F.
Supp. 2d 740 (N.D. Ohio 2009}; United States v. Salem County and the Borough of Penns Grove, Civil Action No. 1:08-
cv-03276-JHR-AMD {D.N.J. Jul. 24, 2008); United States v. Schoof Board of Osceola County, Civil Action No. 6:08-CV-
582-ORL-18DAB {M.D. Fla. Apr. 23, 2008}; United States v. Georgetown County School District, Civil Action No. 2:08-
889 DCN (D.S.C. Mar. 21, 2008); United States v. City of Philadelphia, Case 2:06-cv-04592-PBT {E.D. Pa. Jun. 1, 2007);
United States of America v. Village of Port Chester, No. 7:2006¢cv15173 - Document 124 {S.D.N.Y. 2010); United States
v. City of Euclid, 580 F. Supp. 2d 584 {N.D. Ohio 2008}; United States. v. Long County, Case No. CV 206-040 {S.D. Ga.
Feh. 10, 2006); United States v. City of Boston, 497 F. Supp. 2d 263 {D. Mass, 2007}; United States. v. Osceola County,
Case No. 6:05-cv-1053-0ri-31DAB {M.D. Fia. Jun. 26, 2006}; United States. v. Brown, Civil Action No. 4:05CV33TSL-
LRA {S.D. Miss. Aug. 27, 2007}; United States v. Berks County, 250 F. Supp. 2d 525 (E.D. Pa. 2003); United States v.
Osceola County, 6:02-cv-00738 {M.D. Fla. Jul. 22, 2002); United States v. Alamosa County, 306 F. Supp. 2d 1016 (D.
Colo. 2004); United States v. Crockett County, No. 1-01-1129 {(W.D. Tenn. 2001}; United States v. Charleston County,
318 F. Supp. 2d 302 (D.S.C. 2002); United States v. City af Hamtramck Michigan, Civil Action No. 00-73541 (€.D. Mich.
Jan. 29, 2004}; United States v. Upper San Gabrief Valiey Mun. Water Dist., CV 00- 7903 AHM (BQRx) {C.D. Cal. Sep.
8, 2000); United States v. Morgan City, Civil Action No. 6:2000cv01541 (W.D. La. 2000}; Grieg v. Gity of St. Martinville,
Case 6:00-cv-00603-RFD-MEM (W.D. La. 2000); United States v. City of Santa Paula, CV 00-03691-GHK (SHx) {C.D.
Cal. 2000}; United States v. Roosevelt County, Civil Action No. 00-50-BLG-IDS, {D. Mont. Mar. 24, 2000j}; United States
v. Town of Cicero, Civil Action No. 00C-153 {(N.D. #il. Mar. 13, 2000); United States v. Benson County, Civil Action No.
A2-00-30 {D.N.D. 2000); United States v. Blaine County, Montana, 157 F. Supp. 2d 1145 {D. Mont. 2001}; United
States v. Passaic City, No. 99- 2544 (D.N.J. 1999); United States v. Day County, No. 39-1024 {D.S.D. June 16, 2000);
United States v. City of Lawrence, No. 1:98-cv-12256 (D. Mass. Nov. 5, 1998}; United States v. Cibola County, Civil
Action No. 93-1134-LH/LFG {D. N.M. 1993); United States v. Sandova! County, No. 88-CV-1457-BRB-DJS (D. N.M.
1988}.

2452 U.S.C. § 10301.

5 Justice Department Reaches Agreement with Chamberlain School District, South Dakota, under the Voting Rights
Act, Department of Justice {May 28, 2020), https://www.justice.gov/opa/pr/justice-department-reaches-
agreement-chamberlain-school-district-south-dakota-under-voting; An Assessment of Minarity Voting Rights Access
in the United States, us. Commission on Civil Rights {2018),
https://www.usccr.gov/pubs/2018/Minority_Voting_Access_2018.pdf.
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rights litigation is slow and expensive.’® And the average length of Section 2 cases is two to five
years.”” In the years during the pendency of a case, thousands and, in some cases, millions of
voters are effectively disenfranchised. For example, LDF challenged Texas’ voter i.d. law,?® which
the state enacted after the Shelby County decision. It was widely described as the most restrictive
voter i.d. law in the country.?® A federal court found that the law “... creates an unconstitutional
burden on the right to vote, has an impermissible discriminatory effect against Hispanics and
African Americans [i.e., they comprise a disproportionate share of the more than 600,000
registered voters and one million eligible voters who lack the requisite photo ID], and was
imposed with an unconstitutional discriminatory purpose,” and that it “constitutes an
unconstitutional poll tax.” 3¢ Although LDF was ultimately successful in that litigation, in the years
after the trial and while the case made its way twice to the 5t Circuit Court of Appeals and back
to the trial court, Texas elected candidates to the following offices:
e In 2014 in Texas, voters voted for a U.S. Senator, all 36 members of Congress,
governor, lieutenant governor, attorney general, comptrollers, commissioners,
four Justices of the Texas Supreme Court.

e In 2015 there was a special election for a member of the state senate.

26 The Cost (in Time, Money, and Burden) of Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act Litigation, NAACP LDF {Feb. 14, 2019},
https://www.naacpldf.org/wp-content/uploads/Section-2-costs02,14.19.pdf.
2 Voting Rights Act: Section 5 of the Act ~ History, Scope, and Purpose: Hearing Before the Subcomm. on the
Constitution of the H. Comm. on the judiciary, 109th Cong. 92 {2005}.
* Veasey v. Abbott - 830 F.3d 216 {5th Cir. 2016}.
2 Veasey v. Abbott: A Challenge to Texas’ Harsh Voter ID Law, Campaign Legal Center {May 18, 2016),
https://campaignlegal.org/sites/default/files/Veasey%20v%20Abbott%205.18.16%200ne%20Pager.pdf.
30 Veasey v. Perry, 71 F. Supp. 3d 627, 693 (S.D. Tex. 2014).
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e |n 2016, the Presidential primary, 36 members of Congress, three Supreme Court
justices, state boards of educations, sixteen state senators, all 150 members of
the state House, over 175 district judges, over 75 district attorneys.

These are all the officials elected in just one state during the pendency of litigation. Thisisnota
model that can be sustained.

Moreover, today we find ourselves under siege from unprecedented and ingenious
methods of voter suppression. 2020 was an unprecedented year in many respects. The COVID-
19 pandemic tested our national spirit, our collective wellness, our economy, and our democracy.
Unfortunately, some states used the circumstances of the pandemic as an opportunity to
disenfranchise voters. Across the country, jurisdictions and states made it more difficult—not
easier—for people to vote during a life-threatening pandemic. Where previously the federal
government would have been tasked to review and evaluate the likely impact of many of the
voting changes before they were implemented, instead citizens and voters across the country
were left unprotected and at the mercy of partisan, political actors who saw an opportunity to
advance their agenda rather than recommit themselves to their oath to uphold the specific
provisions of the Constitution and more broadly the principles of democracy.

The importance of the vote cannot be overstated. Each, and every, election provides an
opportunity for citizens of this country to engage with and influence policy, to elect members to
our government to represent them and their concerns and to participate in the political process
enshrined in the foundation of our nation. For a community that has for so long been denied the
right to vote, the right to free and fair elections has an added significance. In local elections and

presidential elections alike, each vote is sacred. Thus, it must be protected and any and all efforts
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which may cause a suppression of the vote must be scrutinized before implementation to ensure
that there is no harm to this sacred right.

COVID-19, Race, and Voting in 2020

in order to accurately map the scope of voter suppression in 2020, we must look at both
primary and general elections, as well as special elections. We must look at national and local
elections. We must look at early voting and absentee voting. And 2020 demonstrated that we
must now also extend our examination to voter suppression efforts in the counting and
canvassing of ballots.

The primary election in Wisconsin in retrospect was an early precursor of the challenges
Black voters would face in 2020.3! In the beginning of the pandemic, when information about
transmission and mortality rates of COVID-19 was scarce and messages from the Centers of
Disease Control and Protection (“CDC”) were often contradicted by President Trump, thousands
of voters literally risked their lives—waiting in line for hours, keeping as much distance as possible
from fellow voters—to exercise their right to vote.??

What was clear from the early months, however, was that the pandemic was taking a
disproportionate toll on Black communities. During the week of the primary election, it was
reported that although Black people constitute 28% of the population of Milwaukee, Blacks

comprised 73% of the COVID-19-related deaths in the City.?* And yet Black voters turned out at

31 sherrilyn Ifill, Never Forget Wisconsin, Slate {Apr. 8, 2020}, https://state.com/news-and-politics/2020/04/never-
forget-wisconsin.htmi.

32 Benjamin Swasey & Alana Wise, Wisconsin Vote Ends As Trump Blames Governor For Long Lines, National Public
Radio {Apr. 7, 2020}, https://www.npr.org/2020/04/07/828835153/long-lines-masks-and-plexiglas-barriers-greet-
wisconsin-voters-at-polis.

33 Robert Samuels, Covid-19 is ravaging black communities. A Milwaukee neighborhood is figuring out how to fight
back., Washington Post {Apr. 6, 2020), https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/covid-19-is-ravaging-black-
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high rates to participate in the Wisconsin primary, standing in long lines for hours caused by the
severe reduction in open polling places. Milwaukee only had five polling locations open for its
April primary, instead of its usual 180.3* It has been reported that at least 71 people contracted
COVID-19 after voting in person or working at the polls during the Wisconsin election.®* At least
one study concluded that those counties with “more in-person voters per voting location had
significantly higher rates of COVID19 transmission after the election than counties with lower
voter density.”3

Despite the warning signs of the Wisconsin April election—roughly seven months before
the 2020 general election—states were still unprepared to deal with the effects of the COVID-19
pandemic on voting. The racial disparities in COVID-19 deaths and illnesses—nationwide, Black
Americans are 3.4 times more likely to have died from COVID-19 than white Americans®*’— meant
communities of color were disproportionately at risk if their localities did not offer robust
alternatives to voting in-person on Election Day. Given the staggering rate of transmission,

infection, and death related to COVID-19 it cannot be overemphasized that voters were forced

communities-a-milwaukee-neighborhood-is-figuring-out-how-to-fight-back/2020/04/06/1ae56730-7714-11ea-
ab25-4042e0259c6d_story.htmi

*4 Alison Dirr & Mary Spicuzza, What We Know So Far About Why Milwaukee Only Had 5 Voting Sites for Tuesday'’s
Election While Madison Had 66, Milwaukee Journal Sentinel {Apr. 9, 2020},
https://www.jsonline.com/story/news/politics/elections/2020/04/09/wisconsin-election-milwaukee-had-5-voting-
sites-while-madison-had-66/2970587001/.

35 David Wahiberg, 71 People Who Went to the Polls on April 7 Got COVID-19: Tie to Election Uncertain, Wisconsin
State Journal {(May 16, 2020) https://madison.com/wsj/news/local/heaith-med-fit/71-people-who-went-to-
thepolis-on-aprit-7-got-covid-19-tie-to/article_ef5ab183-8e29-579a-a52b-1de069¢c320c7.html,

3% Chad D. Cotti, Bryan Engelhardt, et. al., The Relationship between In-Person Voting, Consolidated Polling Locations,
and Absentee Voting on COVID-19: Evidence from the Wisconsin Primary (May 10, 2020). Available at SSRN:
https://ssrn.com/abstract=3597233.

37 The Color of Coronavirus: COVID-19 Deaths by Race and Ethnicity in the U.S., APM Research Lab {last updated
March 5, 2021}, https://www.apmresearchlab.org/covid/deaths-by-race; COVID-19 hospitalization and deaths by
race/ethnicity, Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (last updated March 12, 2021),
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019- ncov/covid-data/investigations-discovery/hospitalization-death-by-race-
ethnicity.html.
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to make a life-risking choice in elections across the country because their government would not
protect them.

Throughout the spring and summer of 2020, LDF was involved in numerous lawsuits
challenging the lack of safe and accessible voting options in response to the COVID-19 pandemic
in Texas,® Louisiana,’® Alabama®® and South Carolina. %! Our lawsuits resulted in changes in mail-
in voting requirements, identification policies, and curbside voting access—significantly
increasing voter protections and accessibility. For example, in South Carolina, where Black people
account for 33% of COViD-related deaths but roughly 26% of the population,*? LDF and civil rights
partners secured the temporary suspension of the witness signature requirement for absentee
ballots removing a neediess barrier that required people to violate social distancing protocols to
vote. The victory ensured that eligible voters could participate in the state’s June elections
without the fear of endangering their health.

Voter Intimidation During Early Voting

in late August, voters in the Detroit area were targeted by robocalls claiming that voters’

personal information would be shared with law enforcement, creditors, and other databases if

38 LDF Files Emergency Amicus Brief to Protect Texas Voters at Risk Amid COVID-19 Pandemic, NAACP LDF (May 21,
2020), https://www.naacpldf.org/press-release/ldf-files-emergency-amicus-brief-to-protect-texas-voters-at-risk-
amid-covid-19-pandemic/.

% Power Coalition for Equity and Justice v. Edwards, No. 3:20-cv-00283-BAI-EWD {M.D. la., May. 7, 2020),
https://www.naacpldf.org/wp-content/uploads/FILED-COMPLAINT _Power-Coalition-v.-Edwards-20-
cv00283_20200507.pdf.

“ [ DF, SPLC, and ADAP File Federal Lawsuit Challenging Alabama’s Lack of Safe and Accessible Voting During COVID-
19 Pandemic, NAACP LDF {May 1, 2020), https://www.naacpldf.org/press-release/idf-spic-and-adap-file-federal-
fawsuit-challenging-alabamas-fack-of-safe-and-accessible-voting-during-covid-19-pandemic/.

a Thomas V. Andino, No.: 3:20-cv-01552-JMC, (D. S.C. May. 25, 2020)
https://www.naacpldf.org/wpcontent/uploads/order_-_south_carolina_pi_granted-1.pdf,

42 COVID-19 Degths by Race/Fthnicity, Kaiser Family Foundation {updated March 31, 2021; last accessed April 13,
2021}, https://www kff.org/other/state-indicator/covid-19-deaths-by-race-
ethnicity/?currentTimeframe=0&sortModel=%7B%22 colid%22:%22Location%22,%22sort%22:%22asc%22%7D.
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they voted by mail.* The calls were specifically targeted to areas with high populations of Black
residents. Roughly 12,000 residents with a “313” Detroit-area code received calls. The calls
warned recipients to “beware of vote by mail” which would give “private information to the
man.”* The calls also falsely claimed that voting by mail would result in voters’ personal
information being put into a database accessible to the police pursuing warrants, credit card
companies collecting debts, and the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention aiming to track
people for mandatory vaccines. The Michigan Attorney General is pursuing felony charges,
including intimidating voters and conspiracy to commit an election law violation, against two
individuals who allegedly orchestrated these suppressive robocalls.*> An investigation found that
attorneys general in New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and lilinois received complaints about similar
phone calls being placed in cities with large minority populations.*®

On QOctober 31, the last day of early voting in North Carolina, voters peacefully marched
from a local church to Court Square, a block from their poiling location.*” On at least two separate
occasions, law enforcement deployed pepper spray into the gathering of marchers which
included young children, elderly individuals, and those with disabilities, with no warning or
justification. One of those times was just seconds after the marchers knelt in a moment of silence

for eight minutes and 46 seconds honoring the memory George Floyd who was killed by a

4 sam Gringlas, Far-Right Activists Charged Over Robocalls That Allegedly Targeted Minority Voters, National Public
Radio (Oct. 1, 2020) https://www.npr.org/2020/10/01/919309649/far-right-activists-charged-over-robocalls-that-
allegedly-targeted-minority-vote.

44 1d.

* Burkman, Wohi Heading to Wayne County Circuit Court for Voter-Suppression Robocalls, Department of Michigan
Attorney General {(Nov. 5, 2020}, https://www.michigan.gov/ag/0,4534,7-359-92297_47203-544415--,00.html.

6 Supra note 43,

47 Artemis Moshtaghian & Dakin Andone, Police used pepper spray to break up a North Carolina march to a polling
place, CNN News (Nov. 1, 2020}, https://www.chnn.com/2020/10/31/us/north-carolina-police-pepper-spray-
polis/index.htmi.
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Minneapolis police officer in May 2020.%® LDF filed suit*® on behalf of marchers and prospective
voters in Alamance County who were attempting to vote early when they were pepper-sprayed
by law enforcement officers. The lawsuit challenges the use of force and intimidation by the City
of Graham and Alamance County—through their law enforcement departments—in response to
peaceful marchers and voters in violation of various civil rights statutes and the U.S. Constitution.

Across the country, voters looking to exercise their fundamental rights were confronted
by armed observers at polis. in Pinellas County, Fiorida, two people, armed and wearing security
uniforms were suspected of voter intimidation.>® The individuals first claimed to work for a
private security company but later stated they were hired by the Trump campaign. The Trump
campaign denied this assertion. Nevertheless, the presence of two armed security officials
seemingly associated with the Trump campaign had a suppressive and intimidating effect on
voters. One voter noted “I noticed his gun, that was the first thing that | noticed as a voter was
that this man was carrying a weapon.””! The experience quickly turned his early voting
excitement into fear.’? While the Secretary of Elections stated that voter intimidation would not
be tolerated, the Pinellas County Sheriff Bob Gualtieri said the two guards remained outside the

150-foot no-solicitation zone, and therefore did not violate any laws.>?

“1d.

% | DF and Co-Counsel File Lawsuit on Behalf of Pepper-Sprayed Voters in North Carolina, NAACP LDF {Nov. 2, 2020),
https://www.naacpldf.org/press-release/ldf-and-co-counsel-file-lawsuit-on-behalf-of-pep per-sprayed-voters-in-
north-carolina/.

*0 Lisette Lopez & Ryan Smith, Armed security guards spark concerns of voter intimidation in St. Pete, WFTS Tampa
Bay {Oct. 22, 2020}, https://www.abcactionnews.com/news/region-pinellas/sheriffs-office-investigates-report-of-
possible-voter-intimidation-at-st-pete-voting-location-pinellas-soe-says.

Shid.

52 1d,

5 4d.
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During early voting periods, LDF also took action in response multiple instances of voter
intimidation at polling places. For example, LDF and partners sent a letter to the Florida Attorney
General, after numerous Floridians received emails threatening that the Proud Boys, an extremist
far-right group, wouid “come after” voters who did not cast their ballots for a particular
candidate, reports of hostile and confrontational demonstrations outside of early voting
locations, and reports of a Miami police officer in uniform wearing a mask bearing the logo of a
political candidate at a polling location.>* We urged the Florida Attorney General to state publicly
that voter intimidation is a serious crime under federal and Florida law. No such statement was
made. Exercise of the franchise has become such a partisan issue, that an attorney generai would
not issue a public statement condemning and discouraging voter intimidation. Instead, the

former President of the United States encouraged and endorsed such actions.>®

Election Day 2020

On Election Day, the Election Protection hotline received nearly 32,000 calls.® Accounts
from LDF’'s VRD and PTV teams detailed in the LDF Thurgood Marshall Institute’s report

Democracy Defended,” revealed the depth and breadth of the issues reflected in these calls.

54 Coalition Urges Florida Attorney General to Speak Out Against Voter Intimidation Amid Reports of lilegal Activity,
NAACP LDF (Oct. 23, 2020), https://www.naacpldf.org/wp-content/uploads/2020.10.22-Letter-re-Voter-
intimidation-1.pdf.

55 Frida Gihitis, Trump encourages voter intimidation tactics in bid to hold on to power, CNN News {Oct. 2, 2020},
https://www.cnn.com/2020/10/02/opinions/trump-proud-boys-voter-intimidation-ghitis/index.html.

% Sherrilyn ifill, No, This Election Did Not Go “Smoothiy,” Slate (Nov. 9, 2020), https://slate.com/news-and-
politics/2020/11/2020-election-voting-did-not-go-smoothly.htmi.

57 Democracy Defended: Executive Summary, NAACP LDF Thurgood Marshall Institute (Feb. 10, 2021},
https://www.naacpldf.org/wp-content/uploads/LDF_02102021_DemocracyDefendedPreview-
11.pdf?_ga=2.209659025.2082701624.1617629692-217316157.1616678028.
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Voters also encountered a myriad of administrative hurdles. Persistent across our target
states, LDF witnessed a lack of, or confusing, signage at polling locations and entrances, last-
minute polling place changes, and parking problems due to overcrowded facilities. These issues
confused many voters on their way to the ballot box and contributed to accessibility issues for
seniors and voters with disabilities. In many instances, our volunteers created signage or stood
in front of polling locations that had been changed to direct voters to the correct location.

Long voting lines can serve as a deterrent to potential voters, who may not have the time
to stand in line for hours. There were numerous reports of long lines across the country on
Election Day. At one polling location in York County, Pennsylvania reports indicate that a line
began forming even before poll workers showed up to open the polling place. The line grew to
wrap around the polling place, Grace Baptist Church, onto the road on the shoulder of the busy
rural highway.>® Long lines at polling places are not instantly indicative of high voter turnout or
voter enthusiasm. Many times, long lines can be a sign of understaffing, poor poll worker training,
malfunctioning machines, inaccessible voting options, or polling sites that cannot accommodate

the size of the voting population.>®

% Mike Argento, At the Pa. polls on Election Day 2020: Long lines, QAnon, a pit bull and a drag queen: 'I've never
seen a line like this before', York Daily Record {Nov. 3, 2020},
https://www.ydr.com/story/news/politics/elections/2020/11/03/election-day-2020-long-lines-greet-voters-
battieground-pa/6058364002/.

52 Hannah Kiain. Kevin Morris & Rebecca Ayala, Waiting to Vote, Brennan Center for Justice {Jun. 3, 2020),
https://www.brennancenter.org/our-work/research-reports/waiting-vote.
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Voter intimidation on Election Day

Notably, our reports indicated an alarming surge in voter intimidation leading up to and
on Election Day.%° Nationwide, we received reports of, and witnessed, agitated partisan crowds
verbally assaulting and threatening voters.®* Armed supporters of President Trump engaged in
voter intimidation, such as loitering at and circling polling sites, in multiple polling locations
across all 10 states that LDF monitored.?? In Louisiana, police were called to a polling site when a
man carrying an assault rifle and campaign poster for President Trump arrived on the premises.?®
The presence of assauit rifles or other guns and weapons can be especially threatening for Black
voters, who have endured harrowing violence at the polls throughout this country’s history.
Unfortunately, robust enforcement of voting rights has become so devalued that reports of guns
outside polling places has become the norm.%*

Instances of improper and intimidating signs, flags, and campaign caravans were

abundant on and leading up to Election Day.®® In one instance, outside a polling location

50 Kristen Clarke, Voter intimidation is surging in 2020. Fight for the right that begets all other rights., USA Today
{Oct. 27, 2020), https://www.usatoday.com/story/opinion/2020/10/27/voter-intimidation-surging-2020-protect-
minority-voters-column/6043955002/.

51 Shaila Dewan, Armed Observers, Chants of ‘4 More Years’ gt Poils: Is That Legai?, New York Times {Oct. 30, 2020),
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/10/30/us/poli-watching-intimidation.html; Jeffrey Kasky, Po/l workers signed up to
help voters. instead, we were obused by Trump supporters, South Florida Sun Sentinel {Nov. 4, 2020},
https://www.sun-sentinel.com/opinion/commentary/fl-op-com-polling-sites-campaign-intimidation-20201104-
rfredénpune?7daoihytqsogbhq-story.htmi.

52 Democracy Defended 2021 supra note 57.

2 Scottie Hunter, Baker Police Dept. responds to reports of man armed with assault rifle near polling location, WAFB
9 (Nov. 3, 2020), https://www.wafb.com/2020/11/03/baker-police-respond-reports-man-armed-with-assault-rifle-
near-polling-focation/.

84 Time Sullivan & Adam Geller, increasingly normal; Guns seen outside vote-counting centers, Associated Press (Nov.
7, 2020), https://apnews.com/article/protests-vote-count-safety-concerns-653dc8f0787¢9258524078548d518992.
“Spariesa Young, US voters face intimidation ahead of presidential election by caravons, armed militias, railies, The
Observers {Nov. 3, 2020), https://observers.france24.com/en/20201103-american-voters-intimidation-threats-
election.
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in Hattiesburg, Mississippi, an old state flag containing the Confederate emblem was flown,%
confronting voters with a symbol of white supremacy and racism as they sought to cast their
ballots.

Multiple states reported heightened police presence at polling locations. The increased
presence of police officers can have a suppressive effect on voting, especially for communities
that are over-policed.’’ In Autauga County, Alabama, one of our nonpartisan poll monitoring
volunteers who was evaluating polling place accessibility was pulled over by a sheriff’s deputy
and threatened with arrest if she returned to her rightful, legal duties.%®

In addition to these already substantial hurdles, voters endured misinformation
campaigns on Election Day. In the predominantly Black city of Flint, Michigan voters received
robocalls recommending that they vote the day after the election.®® The Election Day robocalls
in Flint were similar to those received in August in the Detroit area. The Michigan Attorney

General is prosecuting individuals believed to be involved with the Detroit robocalls.”®

Mail in Voting in the General Election

At the beginning of the pandemic, LDF identified the essential role mail-in voting and early
voting would play in the election, especially for Black and other at-risk voters seeking to limit

their exposure to COVID-19. This was confirmed with the preliminary estimates which indicated

 Democracy Defended 2021 supra note 57.

7 Kira Lerner, Police at Polling Places Could Intimidate Voters, Advocates Warn, The Appeal (Jul. 2, 2020),
https://theappeal.org/police-polling-places-voter-intimidation-consent-decree/.

8 William Thornton, SPLC poll monitor says she was threatened with arrest, hand was slapped, AL.com (Nov. 4, 2020)
https://www.al.com/news/2020/11/splc-poli-monitor-says-she-was-threatened-with-arrest-hand-was-
slapped.htmi.

59 Kathleen Gray, Michigan officials warn of robacalls meant to mislead residents in Flint., New York Times (Nov. 3,
2020}, https://www.nytimes.com/2020/11/03/us/politics/michigan-robocalls.html.

70 Supra note 43,
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that the use of mail-in voting more than doubled when compared with the 2016 general election,
with nearly half of all voters voting by mail.”* Despite these factors, the USPS knowingly
implemented last minute changes to mail collection and prioritization that would lead to
widespread disruptions in mail delivery, risking the delivery of mail-in ballots. LDF and Public
Citizen joined forces to sue the USPS72 arguing that changes to reduce services would result in
unacceptable mail delays that stood to disenfranchise voters during the November 2020
election. On the morning of Election Day, a United States District Court judge ordered the USPS to
sweep 12 facilities that processed ballots for 15 different states after receiving reports that more

than 300,000 ballots across the country could not be traced.”® USPS leadership defied this court

order.” Such an attempt to obstruct the mail system amid a pandemic and on the precipice of a
pivotal election by an independent government agency was unprecedented.

in sum, the 2020 election did not, as numerous news reports suggested, “go smoothly.””
Voters overcame a litany of barriers and obstacles with determination and resilience. The
Herculean efforts of civil rights groups, grassroots activists and civic groups proved critical to

ensuring access to the polis for millions of voters.

i,

72| DF and Public Citizen File Lawsuit on Behalf of the NAACP Against the USPS to Suspend Implementation of Postal
Service Changes Ahead of the November Election, NAACP LDF {Aug. 20, 2020}, https://www.naacpldf.org/press-
release/ldf-and-public-citizen-file-lawsuit-on-behalf-of-the-naacp-against-the-usps-to-suspend-implementation-of-
postal-service-changes-ahead-of-the-november-election/.

7% Jacob Bogage & Christopher Ingraham, USPS data shows thousands of mailed ballots missed Election Day
deadlines, Washington Post {(Nov. 4, 2020}, https://www.washingtonpost.com/business/2020/11/03/election-
ballot-delays-usps/.

74 LDF issues Statement on USPS Court-Ordered Actions to Deliver Bailots on Time, NAACP LDF {Nov. 3, 2020},
https://www.naacpldf.org/press-release/ldf-issues-statement-on-usps-court-ordered-actions-to-delivery-ballots-
on-time/.

75 Sherrilyn {fill, No, This Election Did Not Go “Smoothly,” Slate {Nov. 9, 2020), https://slate.com/news-and-
politics/2020/11/2020-election-voting-did-not-go-smoothly.htmi.
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Again, this model is not sustainable. It is unworthy of our democracy. it flies in the face of
the spirit and letter of the 14" and 15" Amendments to the Constitution, and the sacrifices of
the Civil Rights Movement that resulted in our most cherished civil rights statutes.

Post-Election Day Voter Suppression Efforts

The efforts at voter suppression continued beyond Election Day. Stoked and encouraged
by the former President, people across the country participated in a campaign to disrupt the
counting and certification of the presidential election and uitimately to overturn its results.”8 In
Michigan, election officials dutifully counting votes were mobbed and harassed. 77 In Arizona,
protestors attempted to infiltrate ballot counting headquarters and tamper with vote counting.”
In Pennsylvania, the Federal Bureau of Investigations helped local police intercept and arrest two
men carrying weapons suspected of involvement in a plot to interfere with ballot counting.”
These actions have forced us to now consider voter suppression not only at the stage of
registration and ballot casting but also inclusive of canvassing and counting.

The violent attack on the Capitol on January 6% was a brazen, virulent, and deadly

manifestation of the concerted effort to undermine our democracy, to overthrow the

76 Simon Romero, Shaila Dewan & Giulia McDonnell Nieto del Rio, /n a Year of Protest Cries, Now It’s ‘Count Every
Vote!l” and ‘Stop the Steall’, New York Times (Nov. 5, 2020}, https://www.nytimes.com/2020/11/05/us/election-
protests-vote-count.htmi; LDF Issues Statement Condemning Breach of U.S. Capitol, Attempted Coup by Supporters
of President Trump, NAACP LDF {Jan. 6, 2020}, https://www.naacpldf.org/press-release/idf-issues-statement-
condemning-breach-of-u-s-capitol-attempted-coup-by-supporters-of-president-trump/.

77 Bill Bostock, Videos show Trump protesters chanting ‘count those votes' and 'stop the count' outside separate
batlot-caunting sites in Arizona and Michigan, Business insider {Nov. 5, 2020),
https://www.businessinsider.com/videos-trump-protesters-michigan-arizona-vote-count-2020-11.

7€ Jake Lahut, Dozens of pro-Trump protesters chant 'Fox News sucks' outside major election HQ in Arizona, with
several reportedly trying to get inside as votes are being counted, Business Insider (Nov. 4, 2020),
https://www.businessinsider.com/video-fox-news-sucks-chant-crowd-outside-maricopa-election-arizona-2020-
112r=US&IR=T.

7% Maura Ewing et. al., Two charged with carrying weapons near Philadelphia vote-counting site amid election
tensions, Washington Post {Nov. 6, 2020}, https://www.washingtonpost.com/nation/2020/11/06/phitadelphia-
attack-plot-vote-count-election/.
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government, and to negate the votes cast by our communities. What we saw on January 6" was
the natural conclusion of years of rhetoric inciting and condoning racism and white supremacy,®°
expanding the proliferation of conspiracy theories,®! and flouting the rule of law. At least 138
police officers were injured—some hospitalized—and five people died as a result of the Jan. 6t
attack.’? There were many photographs from the January 6% insurrection that were disturbing
but one in particular demonstrated the historical significance of what is at stake: a picture of an
insurgent inside the United States Capitol building brandishing a Confederate flag.®?

it has become disturbingly and abundantly clear that this country was brought to the brink
of disaster by coddling and nurturing the very forces that nearly destroyed this country more
than a century ago. Too many in power, from the business community to the legal profession to
elected officials, did not do enough to stand up to the forces about which the civil rights
community has been sounding the alarm for decades. Too many refused to forcefully condemn
the rise of virulent and violent racism and yet were surprised by the debasement of our nation’s

capital by white supremacists. From President Trump’s relentless and meritless lawsuits,®* to

0James Rainey & Melissa Gomez, Asked to condemn white supremacists, Trump tells Proud Boys hate group to ‘stand
by’, LA Times {Sept, 29, 2020}, https://www.latimes.com/world-nation/story/2020-09-29/asked-to-condemn-white-
supremacists-trump-teils-proud-boys-hate-group-to-stand-by.

&1 Shirin Ghaffary, The long-term consequences of Trump’s conspiracy theory campaign, Vox.com {Nov. 20, 2020),
https://www.vox.com/recode/21546119/trump-conspiracy-theories-election-2020-coronavirus-voting-vote-by-
mail.

32 Michaet S. Schmidt & Luke Broadwater, Officers’ Injuries, including Concussions, Show Scope of Violence at Capitol
Riot, New York Times {updated Apr. 2, 2021}, https://www.nytimes.com/2021/02/11/us/politics/capitol-riot-police-
officer-injuries.htmi; Khadeeja Safdar, Erin Ailworth & Deepa Seetharaman, Police Identify Five Dead After Capitol
Riot, Wall Street Journal (updated Jan. 8, 2021}, https://www.wsj.com/articles/police-identify-those-killed-in-
capitol-riot-11610133560.

% Javonte Anderson, Capitol riot images showing Confederate flag a reminder of country's darkest past, USA Today
{updated Jan. 13, 2021}, https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/2021/01/07 /capitol-riot-images-confederate-flag-
terror/6588104002/.

S4william Cummings, Joey Garrison & Jim Sergent, By the numbers: President Donald Trump's failed efforts to
overturn the election, USA News Today {updated Jan. 6, 2021), https://www.usatoday.com/in-
depth/news/politics/elections/2021/01/06/trumps-failed-efforts-overturn-election-numbers/4130307001/.
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the plot in the Department of Justice to remove the acting attorney general, too many were
complicit in injustice and in the pursuit of power without consequence. Indeed, despite the
repeated rejection by district courts, appellate courts, and the Supreme Court of President’s
Trump meritless and antidemocratic lawsuits to overturn the will of the voters, 17 Republican
state attorneys general who signed on to these efforts are still free to push antidemocratic
measures in their own states. %

Whether it is through the introduction of voter suppression bills in state houses,
intimidation at the ballot box, or misinformation circulated on social media, these attacks
threaten the very integrity of our democracy. We witnessed, and many enabled, the most
dangerous assault on American democracy in more than a century. The violent storming of the
Capitol was only its most visible and ugly climax.The future of ourcountry
unequivocally depends on our ability to reform our voting and elections system. We shall be a
democracy in name only if we continue to allow the voter suppression and discrimination.

Continued Voter Suppression Efforts in the States

in the wake of record turnout and voter engagement in Black communities during the

2020 election season,®® state lawmakers have unleashed a wave of restrictive voting laws to

2Jeremy W. Peters and Maggie Haberman, 17 Republican Attorneys General Back Trump in Far-Fetched Election
Lawsuit, New York Times {Dec. 9, 2020}, https://www.nytimes.com/2020/12/09/us/politics/trump-texas-supreme-
court-lawsuit.html.

8 Abby Budiman, Key facts about Black eligible voters in 2020 battleground states, Pew Charitable Trusts Research
Center (Oct. 21, 2020), https://www.pewresearch.org/fact-tank/2020/10/21/key-facts-about-black-eligible-voters-
in-2020-battleground-states/.
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suppress voters of color. According to the Brennan Center, as of March 24, state legislators have

introduced 361 bills with restrictive provisions in 47 states.®”

Georgia

Following the failed attempts to overturn the results of the presidential election,
fawmakers in Georgia rushed to pass one of the most restrictive voting laws of recent years,
Senate Bill {(“S.B.”) 202. S.B. 202, which: (1)} severely restricts mobile voting; {2) imposes new
identification requirements for requesting and casting an absentee ballot; (3} delays and
compresses the time period for requesting absentee ballots; (4) imposes new restrictions on
secure drop boxes; {5) implements out-of-precinct provision ballot disqualification; {6) drastically
reduces early voting in runoff elections; and (7) criminalizes the provision of food and water to
voters waiting in line to cast a ballot.

S.B. 202 is a transparent and direct attack on the Black voting power realized in the 2020
general election and 2021 Senate runoff elections. Supporters of the bill are promuigating the
completely unfounded myth of voter fraud® to justify these suppressive measures. This myth
was specifically addressed by Georgia’s own election officials with Georgia Secretary of State
Brad Raffensperger stating in December 2020 that “we’ve never found systemic fraud” to

warrant overturning the results of an election.?® And Gabriel Sterling, the state’s voting system

8 Stgte Voting Bills Tracker 2021, Brennan Center for Justice {lLast updated Apr. 1, 2021),
https://www.brennancenter.org/our-work/research-reports/state-voting-bills-tracker-2021.

88 Rachel Treisman, ‘Based On A Lie’ — Georgia Voting Law Faces Wave Of Corporate Backlash, National Public Radio
(Apr. 1, 2021), https://www.npr.org/2021/04/01/983450176/based-on-a-lie-georgia-voting-law-faces-wave-of-
corporate-backiash.

89 Quinn Scantan, ‘We've never found systemic fraud, not enough to overturn the election': Georgia Secretary of State
Raffensperger says, ABC News {Dec. 6, 2020), https://abcnews.go.com/Politics/weve-found-systemic-fraud-
overturn-election-georgia-secretary/story?id=74560956.
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implementation manager, holding a press conference in January 2021°° specifically to debunk
false claims of voter fraud.

The availability of equitable voting options -which were fought for long and hard- made
it possible for Georgia voters to turn out in historic numbers for the November 3, 2020 general
election and January 5, 2021 runoff election.®® S.B. 202 is written to undermine the significant
progress made to expand voting rights and ballot access in Georgia, especially for voters of color,
S.B. 202 creates unnecessary barriers and burdens on voters and disproportionately impacts the
voting rights of people of color, the elderly, people with disabilities, low-income people, rural
residents, and students. Since signed into law by Governor Kemp, S.B. 202 has garnered the
outrage and opposition of 72 prominent and influential Black executives in corporate America,
corporations like Coca Cola, airlines like Delta,” sports associations like Major League Baseball,*?

those in the film industry,?® and more.

% Miles Parks, Georgia Election Official: Don't Let Misinformation 'Suppress Your Own Vote', National Public Radio
{Jan. 4, 2021}, https://www.npr.org/2021/01/04/953321408/georgia-election-official-dont-let-misinformation-
suppress-your-own-vote.

%1 Brittany Gibson, Record Turnout in Georgia, but Mostly Before Election Day, The American Prospect {Jan. 5, 2021),
https://prospect.org/politics/record-turnout-in-georgia-but-mostiy-before-electionday/; Adam Edelman, ‘It’s Too
Important Now’: Record Turnout, Black Voters Fuel Democratic Hopes in Georgia, NBC News {Nov. 1, 2020},
https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/2020-election/it-stoo-important-now-record-turnout-black-voters-fuel-
n1245416; Overcoming the Unprecedented: Southern Voters’ Battle Against Voter Suppression, intimidation, and a
Virus, Southern Poverty Law Center (March 16, 2021), https://www.spicenter.org/overcoming-unprecedented-
southern-voters-battle-against-voter-suppression-intimidation-and-virus.

92 Andrew Ross Sorkin & David Gelles, Black Executives Call on Corporations to Fight Restrictive Voting Laws, New
York Times (March 31, 2021}, https://www.nytimes.com/2021/03/31/business/voting-rights-georgia-
corporations.htmi; David Gelles, Delta and Coca-Cola Reverse Course on Georgia Voting Law, Stating ‘Crystal Clear’
Opposition, New York Times {March 31, 2021), https://www.nytimes.com/2021/03/31/business/delta-coca-cola-
georgia-voting-faw.htmi; Andrew Ross Sorkin & David Gelles, Hundreds of Companies Unite to Oppose Voting Limits,
but Others Abstain, New York Times {Apr. 14, 2021), https://www.nytimes.com/2021/04/14/business/ceos-
corporate-america-voting-rights.htmi?smtyp=cur&smid=tw-nytimes.

%3 Kevin Draper et. al., M.L.B. Pulls All-Star Game From Georgia in Response to Voting Law, New York Times (Apr. 6,
2021}, https://www.nytimes.com/2021/04/02/us/potitics/mib-all-star-game-moved-atlanta-georgia.html.

% Kimberly Chin, Wili Smith Movie Pulls Production Out of Georgio Over GOP Voting Law, Wall Street Journal {Apr.
12, 2021), https://www.wsj.com/articles/will-smith-movie-emancipation-pulls-production-out-of-georgia-over-
gop-voting-law-11618257076.
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On March 18, 2021, LDF submitted testimony in opposition to S.B. 202.%° On March 30,
2021, LDF filed suit in partnership with the American Civil Liberties Union and the Southern
Poverty Law Center to challenge S.B. 202.°® Qur suit claims that S.B. 202 violates the First
Amendment rights of our clients and was created to discriminate against Black voters in violation
of the 14t and the 15™ Amendments to the Constitution, and Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act
of 1965.

Texas

in Texas, House Bill (“H.B.”) 6°7 transfers authority for the safety and integrity of elections
to partisan poll watchers. Notably, the bill prevents an election judge from removing any poll
watcher from a polling place for any reason other than for an offense related to election fraud, a
standard which could encourage voter intimidation.?® The discretion H.B. 6 affords partisan
operatives, particularly in a state with a long and well documented history of official and
unofficial discrimination against Black and Latino voters creates a substantial risk of operating to
intimidate and disproportionately disenfranchise voters of color.®® H.B. 6 also repeatedly uses

the phrase “purity of the ballot box” to justify its aim of emboldening partisan watchers.%

% LDF and SPLC Action Fund Submit Testimony Opposing Georgia’s S.B. 202, NACCP LDF (March 18, 2021),
https://www.naacpldf.org/news/ldf-and-spic-action-fund-submit-testimony-opposing-georgias-s-b-202/.

% Civil Rights Groups Sue Georgia Over New Sweeping Voter Suppression Law, NAACP LDF (March 30, 2021),
https://www.naacpldf.org/press-release/civil-rights-groups-sue-georgia-over-new-sweeping-voter-suppression-
law/.

97 H.B. 6, 87th Leg., Reg. Sess. (Tex. 2021).

9 | DF Submits Testimony in Texas House Election Committee Expressing Opposition to House Bill 6, NAACP LDF
{March 25, 2021), https://www.naacpldf.org/wp-content/uploads/20210324_LDF-Opposition-TX-H.B.-6~
v02.pdf?_ga=2.239021059.2082701624.1617629692-217316157.1616678028.

% See Lawrence Delbert Rice, The Negro in Texas 1874-1900 22 {1968); The Fort Griffin Vigilante Movement, Lynching
in Texas, https://www.lynchingintexas.org/cashion {last accessed Aprit 12, 2021); United States v. Texas, 252 F. Supp
234 (W.D. Tex. 1966); Nixon v. Herndon, 273 U.S. 536 (1927).

10 See, e.g., H.B. 6 § 1.02; Tex. Const. Art. VI, § 4 (“In all elections by the people, the vote shall be by ballot, and the
Legistature shall provide for the numbering of tickets and make such other regulations as may be necessary to detect
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Comparable language regarding the “purity of the ballot box” is found in the Texas Constitution
and has deep ties to calls by white legislators’ in the state to ensure the “purity of the Anglo-
Saxon race” by, among other tactics, disenfranchising Black Texans. !

Another bill in Texas, Senate Bill {“S.B.”) 7*%? proposes to eliminate straight ticket voting,
voting mega centers and drive thru voting, roll back early voting access, prohibit the distribution
of early voting ballot applications, and curtail curbside voting. S.B. 7 simultaneously paves the
way for pre-1965 voter intimidation by empowering poll watchers to roam freely around polling
stations, checking voters’ ballots, and recording them on video. S.B. 7 severely limits how the 254
counties in Texas are able to respond to their different communities’ interests and needs by
eliminating flexible early voting hours, structures and distribution methods, while imposing
burdens and barriers to the ability of Black and Latino Texans in particular to participate in the
political process. The misguided standardization rationale should not disguise the biil’s real
purpose: to intimidate, discourage, and minimize the political power of millions of Texans,
disproportionately people of color, students, those living in rural communities and individuals
with disabilities. The individual and cumulative effects of S.B. 7 are not a matter of speculation;
the impact of the elimination of straight ticket voting alone on Black and Latino Texans, after

nearly a century of the practice because of Texas’ unusuaily lengthy bailots, was made clear to

and punish fraud and preserve the purity of the ballot box; and the Legislature shall provide by law for the
registration of all voters.”).

101 Bruce A. Glasrud, Child or Beast? White Texas’ Views of Blacks 1900-1910, 15 E. Tex. Historical J. 38 {1977).

1025 B, 7, 87th Leg., Reg. Sess. (Tex. 2021).
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the State last year in litigation in federal court.'®® The combined provisions of 5.B.7 ensure that
voting will take longer and operate to discourage and frustrate in person voting.

South Carolina

LDF recently submitted testimony in opposition to three restrictive voting laws in South
Carolina: 5.113, S. 236,194 and H.4150.1%>

S. 113 would impose new barriers on absentee voting that will disproportionately impact
Black voters and other voters of color, as well as elderly and disabled voters. South Carolina law
already imposes severe restrictions on who can collect absentee ballots on behalf of a voter.1%®
S. 113 would take these restrictions to a new extreme by banning third-party absentee ballot
collection, with only a narrow exception for immediate family members. Third-party absentee
ballot coliection is particularly important for voters who lack easy access to polling places for in-
person voting, including elderly or disabled voters. Black voters are also more likely to rely on
trusted third parties, such as home health aides or nonprofit organizations, to serve as their
authorized representative to collect and return their baliots. 1°7 S, 113 would also effectively
codify a total ban on drop boxes by requiring completed absentee ballots to be returned to

election officials during office hours. The United States Department of Homeland Security

%3 Texas Alliance for Retired Ams. v. Hughs, No. 5:20-CV-128, 2020 WL 5747088 {S.D. Tex. Sept. 25, 2020) (granting
preliminary injunction prohibiting enforcement of House Bill 25 which eliminated straight-ticket voting}; stayed on
Purcell grounds by Texas Alliance for Retired Ams. v. Hughs, 976 £.3d 364 (5th Cir. 2020).

104 IDF Testifies Against South Carolina Voter Suppression Bills, NAACP LDF {(Mar. 16, 2021),
https://www.naacpidf.org/news/ldf-testifies-against-south-carolina-voter-suppression-biils/.

95 [ DF Submits Testimony to the South Carolina House Judiciary Committee Regarding Two Voting Bills, NAACP LDF
(Arp. 14, 2021),

% See SEC Form 1050, Authorization to Return Absentee Ballot, South Carolina Election Commission {last visited Apr.
18, 2021), https://bit.ly/3th6lzZY.

107 See Democracy Diverted: Polling Place Closures and the Right to Vote, The Leadership Conference Education Fund
{Sept. 2019}, http://civilrightsdocs.info/pdf/reports/DemocracyDiverted. pdf.
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(“DHS”) has endorsed drop boxes as a “secure and convenient means for voters to return their
mail ballot” and recommends that states provide one drop box for every 15,000 to 20,000
voters, 1%

Under current South Carolina law, any precinct with 500 or more registered voters must
have its own polling place for municipal elections and is not permitted to “pool” with other
precincts into a single polling location.}%® S. 236 would increase that threshold by a factor of six,
so that only precincts with 3,000 or more registered voters would be required to have their own
polling place in municipal elections. However, S. 236 takes no steps to consider or address the
increased risk of congestion at polling places that would be required to serve a dramatically
expanded number of voters. Such practical impediments include, among other things, a lack of
sufficient parking, a lack of poll workers, and/or a shortage of equipment or supplies, all of which
couid lead to longer lines and voting delays.

South Carolina is one of only six states that do not offer pre-Election Day in-person voting
options for all registered voters.!'® However, the early voting framework set forth in H.4150
would implement an unequal system of early voting, resulting in troubling racial disparities in the
availability of early in-person voting. Among other issues, the framework set forth by H.4150
mandates early voting during weekdays as well as the final Saturday before the election but does

not permit any voting on Sunday. This approach prohibits the “Souls to the Polis” movement,!!

1% See Bailot Drop Box, Cybersecurity and Infrastructure Security Agency, https://bit.ly/20QGxoz.

% ee 5.C. Code Ann. § 7-7-1000.

11° See State Laws Governing Early Voting, National Conference of State Legislatures, https://bit.ly/3uzP2ng.

111 Rebecca Brenner Graham, Attacking Sunday Voting is Part of Tradition of Controlling Black Americans, Wash, Post
{Mar. 4, 2021}, https://wapo.st/3ulYbtV.
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which is widely known across the country as a practice in which Black voters worship together on
Sunday morning and then march or share rides to vote. H. 4150 aiso:
e terminates absentee eligibility for voters between the ages of 65 and 75;
e bans counties from offering voters the option to return their absentee ballots to
drop boxes;
e mandates that all early voting occur between 8:30 A.M. and 5:00 P.M.; prohibiting
any early morning or evening voting; and
s imposes extreme and potentially discriminatory reductions to absentee ballot
eligibility by eliminating many of the categories for eligibility.

Arkansas and Florida

in Florida, S.B. 9012 includes a prohibition on giving “any item” to voters or “interacting
or attempting to interact” with voters within 100 feet of poliing places. Much like the infamous
Georgia bill, S.B. 90 would effectively criminalize offering assistance or giving voters food or drink,
including water, within 100 feet of polling places. Another Florida state bill, H.B. 7041113
proposes expanding that zone to 150 feet. S.B. 90 also makes changes to canvassing and vote-
by-mail processes, requires drop boxes are staffed {limiting the hours of operation and increasing

costs) and increases limitations on who can collect absentee ballots.

12 jane C. Timm, Florida Republicans considering new election bill that would effectively ban giving voters water,
NBC News {Mar. 29, 2021), https://www.nbcnews.com/politics/elections/florida-gov-ron-desantis-calls-restrictive-
new-voting-laws-n1258405.

113 Id
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in Arkansas, S.B. 486, also mimics the Georgia bill by defining the provision of food or
water to voters within a certain perimeter of a polling place as a crime.!'* Supporters of the bill
claim it is intended to ensure “election integrity” and prohibit electioneering; however,
electioneering is already prohibited within that 100-foot perimeter in Arkansas,''> and voter

fraud remains largely unfounded.!16

The Need for Full Restoration of the Voting Rights Act

Evidence of widespread discrimination against Black voters is overwhelming and growing
and the need for legislative action is urgent.

The Framers of the 14th and 15th Amendments gave Congress the explicit power to
enforce the guarantee of equal protection and the protection against voting discrimination based
on race, Section 5 of the 14th Amendment and Section 2 of the 15th Amendment are as
important as the substantive provisions. They represent a recognition that the Framers expected
that Congress would need to take action to ensure that the protections guaranteed in the
substantive sections of the Amendment would be fulfilled. For 100 years after the ratification of
those Amendments, Congress abdicated its obligation to use this enforcement as Black people
were systematically disenfranchised by poll taxes, literacy tests, “understanding clauses,”

threats, and lynching.!” The passage of the Voting Rights Act -spurred by grass roots activism,

114 Dianne Gallagher & Kelly Mena, Arkansas bills that restrict voting access head to governor's desk, CNN News {Apr.
14, 2021), https://www.cnn.com/2021/04/14/politics/arkansas-voting-rights-bills-governor/index.html.

115 ld

6 Debunking the Voter Fraud Myth, Brennan Center for Justice {Jan. 31, 2017),
https://www.brennancenter.org/sites/default/files/analysis/Briefing_Memo_Debunking_Voter_Fraud_Myth.pdf,
17 Brad Epperly, et. al., Rule by Violence, Rule by Law: The Evolution of Vioter Suppression and Lynching in the U.S.
South, {Mar.1, 2016). Available at
SSRN: https://ssrn.com/abstract=3224412 or http://dx.doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.3224412
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the sacrifice of those beaten on the Edmund Pettus Bridge, and the martyrdom of Medgar Evers,
Jimmie Lee Jackson, Viola Gregg Liuzzo, Andrew Goodman, James Cheney and Michael Schwerner
and so many others,}'8- was one of the most powerful instances of Congress’ use of that
Enforcement Power. Congress is called on once again in this moment to use the power the
Framers of the Civil War Amendments entrusted to this body to ensure the full citizenship of
Black people.

The undermining of the Voting Rights Act by the Shelby County decision has made our
democracy vulnerable and allowed for voter suppression to go unchecked. One election in which
the fundamental right to vote is restricted is one election too many. It is now more critical than
ever that Congress act to restore federal preclearance using provisions. While LDF continues to
vigorously pursue litigation to protect voting rights under Section 2 of the VRA, the U.S.
Constitution, and other laws, we know that this is not enough. The Voting Rights Act must not
only be fully restored but also must be strengthened. Congress should consider what can be done
to lessen the burden on plaintiffs to achieve preliminary relief against discriminatory voting laws;
they should not have to wait the 2 to 5 years on average or spend the exorbitant amount of

money it takes to adjudicate a Section 2 case.'!® Congress also must work to remove obstacles to

18 Marty Roney, Remembering the martyrs of Bloody Sunday, USA Today (Mar. 7, 2015),
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/nation/2015/03/03/bioody-sunday-martyrs/24344043/; Deborah Barfield
Berry, ‘'Bloody Sunday' pilgrimage to move through Miss, USA Today {Feb. 10, 2014),
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/nation/2014/02/10/civil-rights-pilgrimage/5376225/.

119 See supra note 16, Democracy Diminished at 5 {referencing Br. of Joaquin Avila, et al. as Amici Curiae in Supp. of
Resp’ts at 22, 27, Shelby Cnty., Ala. v. Holder, No. 12-96 {U.S. Feb. 1, 2013).
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voting in federal elections faced by the nearly 5.2 million disenfranchised citizens who have been
released from prison and are still denied the right to vote.'?°

Moreover, as our democracy faces new and pervasive threats, Congress must act to
ensure the actual integrity of our elections. Digital platforms are actively impacting our elections
as evidenced by their use to sow seeds of hate and racial division in the 2016 and 2020 election
seasons.'?! It is critical that Congress act to investigate and legisiate these activities, reframing
the intervention from the narrow consideration of privacy and data breaches to one that
examines the issue within the context of the historic role of race in the public space.

Conclusion

The threats to the right to vote expose cracks and rot in the foundation of our democracy
that are not the result of one single Supreme Court case, an unprecedented global pandemic or
even the policy choices of a presidential administration. This series of events provided a perfect
storm for the disenfranchisement that we see laid bare today. But threats to voting rights and
the desire to deny the right to vote to certain subsets of the American people has been with this
country since the passage of the civil rights amendments. They are part of a project to dismantle
the power and protections at the heart of the Voting Rights Act, which is universally recognized

as the most successful piece of legislation to emerge from the Civil Rights Movement. Since 2013,

120 Chris Uggen, et. al., Locked Out 2020: Estimates of People Denied Voting Rights Due to a Felony Conviction,
Sentencing Project {Oct. 30, 2020}, https://www.sentencingproject.org/publications/locked-out-2020-estimates-of-
people-denied-voting-rights-due-to-a-felony-conviction/.

121 NAACP LDF, LDF Responds to Facebook’s New Policy on Faise Voter Information Ahead of Election (Oct. 16, 2018}
https://www.naacpldf.org/press-release/Idf-responds-facebooks-new-policy-false-voter-information-ahead-
election/; Ben Popken, Digital vote suppression efforts are targeting marginalized groups, report warns, NCB News
{Sep. 2, 2020}, https://www.nbcnews.com/tech/security/digital-vote-suppression-efforts-are-targeting-
marginalized-groups-report-warns-n1239133.
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there have been at least nine federal court decisions finding that states or localities intentionally
discriminated against Black and other voters of color.'?? There is no doubt that new and ingenious
methods of voter suppression are relentlessly pursued by those invested in white supremacy.
The VRA goes to the heart of challenging white supremacy and white political power. it has long
been targeted simply because it is so effective. Robust enforcement of the Voting Rights Act and
the promise of full citizenship for Black Americans is an enduring fight to which the federal
government must fully recommit.

This election laid bare the extreme urgency with which we must undertake serious,
comprehensive voting system reforms. Anything less is an unacceptable affront to all voters,
particularly voters of color, who are entitled to have their voices heard, fully and unencumbered.
LDF and other advocates have a responsibility to fight injustices whenever and wherever they
occur. However, Congress also has an obligation to use the enforcement powers it was given in
the Fourteenth and Fifteenth Amendments to the U.S. Constitution to amend the Voting Rights
Act to protect minority voters from racially discriminatory voting schemes.

This nation is at a critical junction, at which it must decide if it truly is committed to
democracy. The severity of this moment cannot be overstated. The equal participation of citizens
is the foundation of our democracy. it is the ideal upon which this country was founded. We must

not relinquish the protections and progress we have won.

122 See supra note 16.
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Senate Judiciary Committee
Hearing Entitled, “Jim Crow 2021: The Latest Assault on the Right to Vote”

Senator Chuck Grassley, Ranking Member
Questions for the Record
The Honorable Stacey Abrams
May 30, 2021

1. On March 31, 2021, you originally authored an article in USA Today, wherein you wrote:

The impassioned response to the racist, classist bill that is now the law of Georgia
is to boycott in order to achieve change. Events hosted by major league baseball,
world class soccer, college sports and dozens of Hollywood films hang in the
balance. At the same time, activists urge Georgians to swear off of hometown
products to express our outrage. Until we hear clear, unequivocal statements that
show Georgia-based companies get what's at stake, [ can ¥ argue with an
individual 5 choice 1o opt for their compeltition.

However, one lesson of boycotts is that the pain of deprivation must be shared to

be sustainable. Otherwise, those least resilient bear the brunt of these actions; and
in the aftermath, the struggle to access the victory. And boycotts are complicated

affairs that require a long-term commitment to action. I have no doubt that voters
of color, particularly Black voters, are willing to endure the hardships of boycotts.
But T don’t think that’s necessary — yet.

Two days later, Major League Baseball announced that it was pulling the 2021 All-Star
Game from Georgia and it appears that someone edited the article on April 6 (although
editors of USA Today did not acknowledge the alteration until April 22, 2021) to read as
follows:

The impassioned (and understandable) response to the racist, classist bill that is
now the law of Georgia is to boycott in order to achieve change. Events that can
bring millions of dollars to struggling families hang in the balance. Major League
Baseball pulled both its All-Star Game and its draft from Georgia, which could
cost our state nearly $100 million in lost revenue.

Rather than accept responsibility for their craven actions, Republican leaders
blame me and others who have championed voting rights (and actually read the
bill). Their faux outrage is designed to hide the fact that they prioritized making it
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Georgia-based companies get what’s at stake, I can’t argue with an individual’s choice
to opt for their competition.

My clear statements regarding “hometown products” and “Georgia-based companies” and “an
individual choice” did not pertain to MLB, a professional sports league headquartered outside of
Georgia. To suggest otherwise willfully misrepresents both the letter and spirit of what 1 wrote.

To wit, please consider this example: If, in response to the passage of SB 202 and its prohibition
on providing water or food to a elderly person voting at a nearby precinct, an individual
evaluated the public statements made by Atlanta X, (a fictive “Georgia-based compan[y]”) I
would not have argued at the time if they decided to only purchase products from Alabama-based
Birmingham Y (“their competition”) instead of Atlanta X (the “hometown product”).

You have pointed out that this passage about “Georgia-based companies” was not included in the
April 7 print edition of my op-ed. During the period between initial publication and the April 7
print version, Coca-Cola, Delta and other “Georgia-based companies” had already issued the
very “clear, unequivocal statements” that I had urged on March 31. It would have been
inaccurate and unfair to assert in the April 7 print edition that these “Georgia-based companies”
had not made clear statements of their posture. In recognition thereof, I acknowledged these
companies’ statements.

As a matter of course, 1 endeavor to provide clarity and context to my statements. With regards
to boycotts in Georgia, both before and after MLB’s announcement, my strong caution against
doing so is well documented and - as a point of fact - served as the subject of the March 31
op-ed. This is consistent with public statements made on the record to news outlets,
conversations held with individuals holding contradictory and supporting positions and my
previous public statements offered in 2019. Any alternative theory intentionally ignores the
following March 31 passage, which directly addressed MLB and other outside-of-Georgia
business entities:

“Leaving us behind with boycotts won’t save us. I ask you to bring your business to
Georgia and if you’re already here, stay and fight.”

This passage figures as so central to my argument that it was also the subheadline of the March
31 piece. The mischaracterization of my posture and my public statements wrongfully assigns a
meaning to my writing that patently does not exist. This mischaracterization appears to be
attributable to only a select few, whereas the majority of others have found no difficulty in the
intent and obvious language of my position.

Forbes wrote within hours of my March 31 op-ed:
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“...Abrams says companies should not boycott her home state...”
Even the right-wing New York Post got it right, the day after my March 31 op-ed published:

“Abrams... made her case against a boycott in an op-ed published Wednesday [March
31] by USA Today.”

In addition to publishing my March 31 op-ed, prior to MLB’s announcement, I also took the
following actions to amplify my message:

Released a video urging the nation, “Please, do not boycott us”

Conveyed to the Biden Administration my opposition to MLB’s then-potential move
Conducted media interviews reiterating my opposition to a boycott

Held private and public conversations with Georgia’s film industry urging them to stay
Went to Hollywood and met with executives, urging them to continue filming in my state
Opposed a 2018 #BoycottGeorgia effort responding to voter suppression

Also, as reported by multipte credible media outlets and confirmed by official MLB sources, I

strongly urged leadership within the League directly that it should not move its All-Star Game.
Numerous outlets confirmed the conversation with MLB sources. As I expressed to the MLB, 1
believed that to do so would hurt Georgians economically and served as a premature response.

MLB understood my position clearly prior to its April 2 announcement.

Mr. Ranking Member, I have participated in voting rights advocacy work for nearly thirty years.
As a college student, as a young attorney selected for an international fellowship on youth civic
engagement, as a legislator and as a leader. For most of that time, Georgia has served as the
foundation for my efforts, and I have been proud to call the state my home. My passion for
voting rights is directly tied to my dedication to improve the economic and social health and
well-being of my fellow Georgians. Thus, T have been the most outspoken opponent to chasing
away jobs and opportunities here. Too often, that has meant opposing legislation that has been
proven to cause financial harm; and during my tenure as Minority Leader in the Georgia House
of Representatives, I had to oppose Republican legislation to preserve those jobs and
opportunities on multiple occasions.

I will not denounce the prerogative of Americans to organize as best they can to influence those
unwilling to respond to their pleas for audience. However, I will continue to do everything in my
power to mitigate the harm that Republican-led voter suppression has caused both to Georgians’
freedom to vote and to Georgians’ jobs. No one in America should be compelled to forsake one
to secure the other.
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I am disappointed by the apparent fixation on one wilfully misinterpreted line from an op-ed
updated at the publication’s request for a print edition -~ and not the scourge of voter suppression
across the country, including in the home states of several members of this Committee. We
should be focused on the substance of these bills and their deleterious effects on the ability of
voters to cast ballots, the safety and effectiveness of election workers and the ability of
disgruntled lawmakers to subvert elections in part or in whole. However, there is no authentic
reason to manufacture outrage when plain reading clearly indicates my intent and delivery.

c. With whom, if anyone, at USA Today did you communicate in making changes to your
original March 31, 2021 op-ed?

Mr. Ranking Member, our communications with USA Today or any publication should not be the
target of discussion. Sadly, in our present age, journalists are often subjected to online and
in-person harassment and threats, as became common during former President Donald Trump’s
tenure with his ad hominem attacks on members of the media and public incitement of violence
against its membership. This troubling behavior from the nation’s highest office has been
reinforced and exacerbated by irresponsible members of Congress who denigrate journalists and
dismiss the role of the free press in our democratic society. Similar harassment of elections
officials and poll workers has occurred over the past year stemming from the Big Lie pushed by
former President Trump, and, tragically, multiple minority members of the Senate Judiciary
Committee. I will not expose any private citizen to harassment from the likes of those who
violently seized control of the Capitol on January 6.

Thank you, Mr. Ranking Member, for the opportunity to clarify these points. Should I be able to
provide any further responses or offer insights, I look forward to doing so. I encourage you to
support the For the People Act and the John Lewis Voting Rights Advancement Act.

w
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Senate Judiciary Committee
Hearing Entitled, “Jim Crow 2021: The Latest Assault on the Right to Vote”

Senator Ted Cruz
Questions for the Record
The Honorable Stacey Abrams
May 30, 2021

You are the Founder and leader of Fair Fight and Fair Fight Action, organizations which both
actively participate in election organization efforts and lobby in favor of loosening voter integrity
aws at the state and federal level. At the hearing, I asked you whether your organizations engage
in the practice of collecting ballots from voters, and whether it is paid work. You assured the
committee that Fair Fight groups do not harvest ballots, and then explained the ways in which
the organizations are helpful to voters in providing registration information. Meanwhile,
throughout the hearing, you voiced your strong support for the bill 8. 1, and your organizations
continue to lobby in favor it. The bill 8. 1 affirmatively authorizes ballot harvesting.

1. Please confirm the following or explain Fair Fight or Fair Fight Action’s role in the
following activities:
a. No employee, affiliate, agent, volunteer of Fair Fight or Fair Fight Action, as a
part of their duties to the organizations or when acting under their guidance,
engages in the practice of collecting ballots from voters.

Correct.
b. No such individual is compensated to do so by Fair Fight or Fair Fight Action.
Correct.

c. Neither Fair Fight nor Fair Fight Action directly funds the collection of ballots
from voters, and neither indirectly funds such a practice, including by issuing
grants to, partnering with, or providing fundraising support to, other organizations
that engage in the practice of collecting ballots from voters.

Fair Fight and Fair Fight Action have supported multiple organizations, some that, as part of
larger organizing efforts, may collect sealed ballots from voters in circumstances and states in
which it is legal to do so. As I explained during the hearing, so-called “ballot harvesting” is not a
legal term.
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The pejorative term was popularized by former President Donald Trump as part of his sustained
lies about voting by mail and served as one of several precursors to the Capitol insurrection on
January 6. The willful misinterpretation of a range of laws, collectively denounced using rank
syllogism, undermines behaviors that have become imperative to respond to disease, distance,
failed infrastructure, disability and a host of challenges facing eligible voters. This conflation of
lawful actions have been used to justify making it harder to vote by mail and to limit drop boxes.
In Georgia, for instance, voters will have 109 fewer days to request a mail ballot relative to last
year, and in Fulton County, drop boxes are being reduced from 38 to 8, with the direct and
known effect of increasing the difficuity for people of color to vote.

2. Does Fair Fight or Fair Fight Action plan to participate in any of the activities listed in
question 1 during future elections? If so, please explain which activities and the extent of
any anticipated involvement.

Fair Fight and Fair Fight Action will continue to support numerous organizations, including
those that, as part of larger organizing efforts, may collect sealed ballots from voters in
circumstances and states in which it is legal to do so.

Thank you for your questions, Senator. I would be remiss if I did not also mention that, as I write
this response, anti-voter legislation is proceeding through the Texas legislature. To mitigate the
harm of voter suppression to your constituents, particularly those of color who are most likely to
be harmed by the proposed limits on voting hours and access and creating the ability overturn an
election without evidence of actual fraud, I encourage you to support the For the People Act and
the John Lewis Voting Rights Advancement Act.
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“In advance of running the column in print editions, USA TODAY asked Stacey Abrams

”

to update her piece...

d. After Major League Baseball announced that it would move the All-Star Game
from Georgia, did you suggest to or request that USA Today remove the line from
your op-ed about an individual opting for the competition?

I did not suggest or request that USA Today make this or any other changes to the op-ed; rather,
I agreed to a request from USA Today to update my op-ed for print purposes. The line regarding
individual options had no bearing on MLB. To place the reference in context:

At the same time, activists urge Georgians to swear off of hometown products to
express our outrage. Until we hear clear, unequivocal statements that show
Georgia-based companies get what’s at stake, I can’t argue with an individual’s choice
to opt for their competition.

My fuil statement refers to “hometown products” and “Georgia-based companies” and “an
individual choice.” Therefore, it cannot pertain to MLB, a professional sports league
headquartered outside of Georgia. To suggest otherwise willfully misrepresents both the letter
and spirit of what I wrote.

To wit, please consider this example: If, in response to the passage of SB 202 and its prohibition
on providing water or food to a elderly person voting at a nearby precinct, an individual
evaluated the public statements made by Atlanta X, (a fictive “Georgia-based compan[y]”) 1
would not have argued at the time if they decided to only purchase products from Alabama-based
Birmingham Y (*their competition”) instead of Atlanta X (the “hometown product™).

During the period between initial publication and the April 7 print version, Coca-Cola, Delta and
other “Georgia-based companies” had already issued the very “clear, unequivocal statements”
that I had urged on March 31. It would have been inaccurate and unfair to assert in the April 7
print edition that these “Georgia-based companies™ had not made clear statements of their
posture. In recognition thereof, I acknowledged these companies’ statements.

2. Do you believe that Major League Baseball's decision to remove the All Star Game from
Georgia was a "clear, unequivocal statement[] that show[s] [that Major League Baseball]

get[s] what's at stake" in regards to Georgia’s election law?

As I explain in the previous statement, my reference focused on Georgia-based companies.
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3. 1If, as your newly updated op-ed now claims, you do not support Major League Baseball
moving the Ali-Star Game from Georgia, what response to your original op-ed do you
believe that Major League Baseball should have taken instead?

Both before and after MLB’s announcement, my strong caution against any boycott of Georgia is
well documented and - as a point of fact - served as the subject of the March 31 op-ed. Any
alternative theory intentionally ignores the following March 31 passage, which directly
addressed MLB and other outside-of-Georgia business entities:

“Leaving us behind with boycotts won’t save us. I ask you to bring your business to
Georgia and if you're already here, stay and fight.”

This passage figures as so central to my argument that it was also the subheadline of the March
31 piece. The mischaracterization of my posture and my public statements wrongfully assigns a
meaning to my writing that patently does not exist. This mischaracterization appears to be
attributable to only a select few, whereas the majority of others have found no difficulty in the
intent and obvious language of my position.

Forbes wrote within hours of my March 31 op-ed:
“...Abrams says companies should not boycott her home state...”
Even the right-wing New York Post got it right, the day after my March 31 op-ed published:

“Abrams... made her case against a boycott in an op-ed published Wednesday [March
31] by USA Today.”

In addition to publishing my March 31 op-ed, prior to MLB’s announcement, I also took the
following actions:

Released a video urging the nation, “Please, do not boycott us”

Conveyed to the Biden Administration my opposition to MLB’s then-potential move
Conducted media interviews reiterating my opposition to a boycott

Held private and public conversations with Georgia’s film industry urging them to stay
Went to Hollywood and met with executives, urging them to continue filming in my state
Opposed a 2018 #BoycottGeorgia effort responding to voter suppression

Also, as reported by multiple credible media outlets and confirmed by official MLB sources, I
strongly urged leadership within the League directly that it should not move its All-Star Game.
Numerous outlets confirmed the conversation with MLB sources. As I expressed to the MLB, 1
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believed that to do so would hurt Georgians economically and served as a premature response.
MLB understood my position clearly prior to its April 2 announcement.

In accordance with my March 31 op-ed, I sought to have MLB hold the game in metro Atlanta
(“bring your business to Georgia”); in accord with my public statements, to eschew removal of
the game (“please do not boycott us”) and my direct communication to the League itself was to
keep the All-Star Game in Georgia. I supported wholeheartedly a public denunciation of the
restrictive anti-voting laws; however, [ took great pains in multiple venues to describe a preferred
course of conduct - stay and fight.

Thank you, Senator Cotton, and please feel free to reach out to me at any time should you have
questions about voting rights. I encourage you to support the For the People Act and the John
Lewis Voting Rights Advancement Act.
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KC S.
Milton, GA

Lydia Halimark
Douglasville, GA

Connie DeVaughn

Dalton, GA

Jerry Kotyuk
Marietta, GA

Jim Jess
Marietta, GA

Jean Jess
Marietta, GA

Jane Robbins
Tucker, GA

Jeanne Seaver
Savannah, GA

Joanne Minster
Marietta, GA
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Matthew Schwartz

Marietta, GA

Gabriella Schwartz

Marietta, GA

Pat Daugherty
Bishop, GA

Jacqueline Neal
Ellijay, GA

Carolyn Garcia
Kennesaw, GA

Todd Thompson
Brookhaven, GA

Helen Jones
Alpharetta, GA

Keaton Russell
Dunwoody, GA

Sherry Gallagher
Kennesaw, GA

Nancy Pahi
Atlanta, GA

Keaton Russell
Dunwoody, GA

Constance Thompsor

Brookhaven, GA

Keaton Russeli
Dunwoody, GA

Edward Hatfield
Norcross, GA

Keaton Russeli
Dunwoody, GA

Dana Cross
Dacula, GA

Bill Pahl
Atlanta, GA

Anita Carter
Morrow, GA



Charles Jackson
Fayetteviile, GA

Laura Konkel
Sugar Hill, GA

William Rogers
Dawsonville, GA

Keaton Russell
Dunwoody, GA

Martha Scoggin
Dahlonega, GA

Melany Kate Sas
Fayetteviile, GA

Richard Nichols
Waverly Hall, GA

Linds Liled
Cedartown, GA

Lisa Roper
Athens, GA
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John Wiiborn
Bremen, GA

Mona Meddock
Cumming, GA

Thomas Scott
Griffin, GA

David Pinckney
Rincon, GA

Beverly Howerton
Lawrenceville, GA

William Pahi
Atlanta, GA

Dwight Melson
Lula, GA

Stephen Snowberger
Augusta, GA

Jody White
Roswell, GA

Ann Orowski
Dacula, GA

Linda Fronk
Douglasvilte, GA

Jane Wilborn
Bremen, GA

John Aiken
Lawrenceville, GA

Keaton Russell
Atlanta, GA

John McBrayer
Calhoun, GA

Keaton Russell
Atlanta, GA

Martha Scoggin
Dahlonega, GA

Elizabeth Danner
Macon, GA



Patricia Pahl
Atlanta, GA

Marshall Evans
Atlanta, GA

Kathieen McCollum
Milton, GA

Joe Samuel Roper
Athens, GA

Karen Snowberger
Augusta, GA

Sherry Willoughby
Douglasville, GA

Milford Nichols
Temple, GA

Bobbie Beusse
Social Circle, GA

Gadsden Gause
Atlanta, GA
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Michael Rafolski
Jesup, GA

Norman Dunlap
Columbus, GA

Nancy Sellers
Atlanta, GA

Mike Ashley
Acworth, GA

David Coleman
La Fayette, GA

Lester Maddox
Jasper, GA

Helen Gause
Atlanta, GA

William Jones
Dallas, GA

Christine Caldwell
Savannah, GA

Penny Jones
Dallas, GA

Dianna Alourdas
Atlanta, GA

Lillie Sinyard
Albany, GA

Kelley McManamar
Atlanta, GA

William Mitcheltree
Winterville, GA

Nancy Darter
Oxford, GA

Patricia Jennings
Cartersville, GA

Don Carter
Cairo, GA

Barbara Gold
Atlanta, GA



Fay Key
Marietta, GA

Charles Surdi
Canton, GA

Dennis Hames
McDonough, GA

Pamela Dawson
Riverdale, GA

Dana Persons
Atlanta, GA

Richard Wiiliamson
Lawrenceville, GA

John Jennings
Cartersville, GA

Thomas Perry
Cumming, GA

Thomas Prather
Marietta, GA
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Michael Unwin
Lakeland, GA

Sue Richardson
Hoschton, GA

Jonathan Jennings

Cartersville, GA

James Durden
Ellijay, GA

Chalmers Morris
Marietta, GA

Stephen Fabiano
Blue Ridge, GA

Edward Beusse
Social Circle, GA

Brooke Jennings
Cartersville, GA

Chelsea Mathews
Athens, GA

Weldon Johnson
Toccoa, GA

Milosz Rajchel
Atlanta, GA

Charles Hixson
Flintstone, GA

John Jennings
Cartersvilie, GA

Lynne Allen
Adel, GA

Marion Ralph
Midland, GA

Jean Gailey
Baidwin, GA

David Hooten
Newnan, GA

George Eshun
Decatur, GA



James Richards
Marietta, GA

Ronnie Moore
Wadley, GA

Sharon DeBlasis
Villa Rica, GA

Lori Beavers
Eatonton, GA

Linda Richards
Marietta, GA

Sue Jamroga
Hephzibah, GA

Daniel Kinner
Willacoochee, GA

Richard Palancio
Pine Lake, GA

Debra Fuller
Jackson, GA
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Joseph OBrien
Brunswick, GA

George Bonorden
Bowdon, GA

Kathy Dye
Elberton, GA

Penny Ashley
Acworth, GA

Jennie Snipes
Marietta, GA

Joanne Honeycutt
Dacula, GA

Karee Grier
Powder Springs, GA

Tiffany Flock
Jefferson, GA

Jennifer Pino
Milton, GA

N Niehoff-Emerson
Jasper, GA

Betty Adkins
Senoia, GA

Dorothy OConnor
Smyrna, GA

James T. Daniel Jr
Thomaston , GA

Zam Joseph
Norcross, GA

Jill Wright
Milton, GA

Sidney Adkins
Senoia, GA

Susan Carol
Savannah, GA

Carey Louthan
Sandy Springs, GA



Patricia Sprattier
Loganville, GA

Nicholas OConnor
Smyrna, GA

Lawson Cox
Covington, GA

Lawrence Berman
Alpharetta, GA

Cheryl Eirod
Toccoa, GA

Carroll Tanner
Cartersville, GA

Brian Jennings
Acworth, GA

Anne Peurifoy
Griffin, GA

Margaret Clay
Brookhaven, GA
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Norman England
Blairsvilie, GA

Robert Peurifoy
Griffin, GA

Bonnie Bray
Evans, GA

Cynthia Overbye
Atlanta, GA

Merriman Colvard
Chickamauga, GA

Diane Harris
Savannah, GA

Patricia Albano
Rosweli, GA

Margaret Clay
Brookhaven, GA

Steve Mccormick
Valdosta, GA

Veda Connolly
Appling, GA

Fred Burdick
Dalton, GA

Donald Schlernitzauer
Lookout Mountain, GA

Steve Hawkins
Dearing, GA

Amber Hawkins
Dearing, GA

Corina Wade
Dearing, GA

Mary Ann Reid
Milton, GA

Pamela Schiernitzauer
Lookout Mountain, GA

Robbie Finch
Odum, GA



Wayne Whittenburg
Waleska, GA

Cheryl Carlton
Waco, GA

Patricia Montarella
Columbus, GA

Darlene Driver
Suwanee, GA

Clarence Gaul
Lithonia, GA

Maggie Swartz
Waycross, GA

Glenda Hutto
Sylvester, GA

Rose Distefano
Hampton, GA

Dicky Hutto
Sylvester, GA
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Gayeeileen Parpart
Braseiton, GA

Shirley Bradford
Marietta, GA

William McShane
Lawrenceville, GA

Devonta Sullivan
Atlanta, GA

Kristy Swales
Acworth, GA

David Colonna
Gainesville, GA

Leverne M. Puskar
Thomasville, GA

Charlotte Mattocks
Madison, GA

Marc Swales
Acworth, GA

Andrew Walters
Newnan, GA

John Shepherd
Gainesville, GA

Shirley Benford
Albany, GA

Cynthia Griffith
baconton, GA

Terry Xander
Dallas, GA

Wayne Howerton
Lawrenceaville, GA

Frances Turner
Portal, GA

Rita Casteel
Lilburn, GA

Robert Bronecke
Cartersville, GA



Jodi Lewis
Lawrenceville, GA

Nan Paimer
Gainesville, GA

Yesika Rodriguez
Cumming, GA

George Turner
Portal, GA

Thomas E McBrayer

Sylvester , GA

Ginger Lynch
Loganville, GA

Joseph Rodriguez
Cumming, GA

B Patterson
Commerce, GA

John Soulimiotis
Lawrenceville, GA
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Fran Adams
Atlanta, GA

Richard Sanders
Dry Branch, GA

Mary Perry
Cumming, GA

Marilee davis
Atlanta, GA

James Gayton
Rome, GA

James Sarratt
Jonesboro, GA

Cliff Whitehead
Hoschton, GA

Justin Smith
Canton, GA

David White
Marietta, GA

Carol Hall
Leesburg, GA

Jeffrey Hall
Leesburg, GA

Joyce Fears
Hephzibah, GA

Bill Weight
Lithia Springs, GA

Lawrence Dorman
Guyton, GA

Jeffrey Meeks
Lithonia, GA

Rick Taylor
Lilburn, GA

Robert Meara
Marietta, GA

Allen Hutchinson
Bail Ground, GA



Susan Millican
Smyrna, GA

Harry Kierbow
Griffin, GA

Sandra Lee
Dawsonville, GA

Jodi D
Atlanta, GA

Zann Faust
Alpharetta, GA

Richard Wells
Douglas, GA

Janice Hadaway
Rome, GA

Connie Hutchins
Conyers, GA

Gerald Lawson
Lincolnton, GA
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Timothy Moore
Thomasville, GA

Karl Nurnberg
Holly Springs, GA

Augustus Wade
Acworth, GA

Ray Cason
Vienna, GA

Lon Cothran
Lavonia, GA

Kenneth Williamson

Lyons, GA

William Tedder
Locust Grove, GA

Holly Lawson
Lincointon, GA

Augustus Wade
Acworth, GA

Danny Rickett
Roswell, GA

Margaret Hatcher
Decatyr, GA

Sheila Shrout
Canton, GA

William Burgess
Martin, GA

Wanda Griggs
Dalton, GA

Steven Tambroni
Albany, GA

William Morris
Lawrenceville, GA

JP Brady
Marietta, GA

Virginia Malone
Cumming, GA



Tom Fortner
Bremen, GA

Carol Waliker
Bremen, GA

Brandon Maddox
Ringgold, GA

Nancy Vetter
Brookhaven, GA

John Visalle
Decatur, GA

Virginia Coleman
Tunnel Hili, GA

Jeramy Nye
Dahlonega, GA

Thomas Coleman
Tunnel Hill, GA

Connie Bullock
Powder Springs , GA
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Beveriey Flohr
Alpharetta, GA

Nicholas Ramey
Decatur, GA

Karen Sands
Roswell, GA

Scott Young
Atianta, GA

Deborah Schaffer
Evans, GA

Scott Young
Atlanta, GA

Karen Sands
Roswell, GA

E. V. Knight
Macon, GA

Mike Gassmann
Peachtree City, GA

Malinda Naquin
Richmond Hili, GA

Anna McCoy
Canton, GA

Regina Oeland
Covington, GA

Davida Gassmann
Peachtree City, GA

Beth Cornelius
Woodstock, GA

Amanda Kelly
Fayettevillie, GA

Ray Johnson
Atlanta, GA

Deborah Haws
Gainesville, GA

Mack Mccaskill
Statesboro, GA



Larry Clifton
Roopville, GA

Susan Gooch
Jasper, GA

Debra Hoaks

Stone mountain, GA

Elaine Helms
Marietta, GA

Susan Bryg
Woodstock, GA

Sheila Loy
Blairsville, GA

Keith Hardman
Arnoldsvilie, GA

James Houston
McDonough, GA

James Maloney
Savannah, GA
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Jennifer Pino
Milton, GA

Genie Houston
McDonough, GA

G. Gilley
Fairburn, GA

Heidi Lorenz
Buford, GA

Ric Stephenson
Marietta, GA

Lynda OBrien
Rosweli, GA

Frankiin A Loy
Blairsville, GA

Lynn Eldridge
AUgusta, GA

Ric Stephenson
Marietta, GA

Rovyn Schilke
Newnan, GA

Walter Campbell
Douglasviile, GA

James Heminger
Ball Ground, GA

August Trupiano
Woodstock, GA

Kenneth Bollingel
Marietta, GA

Fran Bollinger
Marietta, GA

Marnelle Lax
Lawrenceville, GA

Don Brock
Brookhaven, GA

Amanda Trupiano
Woodstock, GA



Terry Lingerfelt
Rome, GA

Phyllis Clark
Monroe, GA

Chris Smith
Albany, GA

Marilyn Melvin
BLAIRSVILLE, GA

Malcolm Harbison
Savannah, GA

Terry Sullivan
Cumming, GA

Angela Wescott
Gainesville, GA

Scott Stephany
Atlanta, GA

David Doster
Cartersville, GA
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Nora Hale
Rone, GA

Alison Disney
Newnan, GA

Katherine Pepper
Dallas, GA

Edward McLeod
Leesburg, GA

Russell Mayo
Chamblee, GA

Susan Stanfield
Newnan, GA

Ted Lane
Marietta, GA

Diann Dirks
Auburn, GA

chris fluehr
ATLANTA, GA

Virginia Howell
Jekyll Island, GA

Sheri Arnold
Rome, GA

Rebekah Jordan
Warner Robins, GA

Claude Thomas
Marietta, GA

Ricky Hayes
Chickamauga, GA

Kathryn Green
Coilumbus, GA

Peggy Baker
Marietta, GA

Randy Hough
Peachtree City, GA

Walter Pickens
Newborn, GA
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Sarah Quinn Judth Meadow Erica Velez
Bonaire, GA Midiand, GA Flowery Branch, GA
Jan Kennedy Judy Roberts Philana Nowak
Cumming, GA Douglas, GA Hoschton, GA
Richard Mcdiida Vicki Cannon Raymond Patton
Lyons, GA Lawrenceville, GA Atlanta, GA
Stephanie R Hubbard Jim Kennedy Eileen Gluth
Evans, GA Cumming, GA Auburn, GA
Robert Thomas Joe Ippolito Chester Nowak
Chickamauga, GA Savannah, GA Hoschton, GA
Hubert Davis Philip B Meadow Danny Henderson
Brunswick, GA Midiand, GA Newnan, GA
Maureen Richardson Joyce Patton Pat Melanson
McDonough, GA Atlanta, GA Woodstock, GA
Ken Cannon Guy Marconi Karen Berry
Lawrenceville, GA Gainesville, GA Valdosta, GA
David Cox Patricia Neal Stanley Zaborniak

Ringgold, GA Ringgold, GA Glennville, GA



Stephen Lee
Decatur, GA

Sharon Goldman
Roswell, GA

Richard Arena
Roswell, GA

Joseph Davis
Millwood, GA

Patricia Hunt
Kennesaw, GA

Troy Beecham
Woodstock, GA

Michael Pruetti

Stone Mountain, GA

Brett Downing
Dawsonviile, GA

Darla Pendergast
Carroliton, GA
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Val Holland
Madison, GA

Alton Age
Calhoun, GA

Linda West
Byromvilie, GA

Dorothy Roberts
Blackshear, GA

Sarah Palmer
Marietta, GA

Howard Baugher
Athens, GA

Ronald Riggs
Lilburn, GA

John Waddell
Clayton, GA

Brenda Tasker
Johns Creek, GA

Doug Zimmer
Sugar Hill, GA

Ronald Wiley
Marietta, GA

Dennis Lewis
Macon, GA

Sandra Burchardt
Sandy Springa, GA

Mary McMahon
Cherry Log, GA

Carol Landaiche
Tyrone, GA

Matthew Lemieux
Marietta, GA

Janet Duke
Marietta, GA

Duane Schlereth
Gainesville, GA



Annette Cook
Jasper, GA

Mark Trenchard
Marietta, GA

Terry Dover
Dalton, GA

Steve Rice
Lizella, GA

Kathy Golden
Marietta, GA

Jane Cofer
Atianta, GA

Pat Mock
Jackson, GA

Emily Blankenship
Marietta, GA

Jeffrey Smith
Stone Mountain, GA

155

David Clark
Flowery Branch, GA

Chelsea Bishop
Calhoun, GA

Teresa Bagwell
Canton, GA

Brandon Bishop
Cathoun, GA

Brian Helmick
Lawrenceville, GA

Arlene Forsthoffer
Kennesaw, GA

Scott Fant
Woodstock, GA

Zeke Woodall
Waycross, GA

Sherry Schlereth
Gainesville, GA

Carol Hansen
Dahlonega, GA

Michael Bagwell
Canton, GA

Virginia Malone
Cumming, GA

Michael Wilson
Marietta, GA

Bill Shirley
Cumming, GA

Elizabeth Martin
Jefferson, GA

Edwin Frizzell
Blairsville, GA

Paul Leslie
Winder, GA

Robert Martin
Brunswick, GA



Thomas Brannen
Canton, GA

Lewis Poley
Roswell, GA

Stephanie Uirich
Rutledge, GA
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Kelli Saxon
Statesboro, GA

Kristi Brannen
Canton, GA

Denise Dale
Clermont, GA

Thomas M. Smith Ir,
Byron, GA

Gloria Crosby
Hazlehurst, GA

Karen Schultz
Newnan, GA



157



158



159

NEWS RELEASES
Heritage Foundation Releases Fact-Check on Georgia Flection Reform Law
Apr 16, 2021 6 min read

WASHINGTON -- The Heritage Foundation released a fact-check Friday of some of the most
egregious lies being echoed by members of Congress, the media, Hollywood, and corporate
America about Georgia's new election integrity reform. These reforms are about one thing --

making it easier for American citizens to vote, while making it harder to cheat:
Myth 1: The Georgia election law discourages voting/suppresses votes.

The Truth: The Georgia bill, according to Joe Snead, executive director of the Honest
Elections Project said, “Overall, the Georgia law is pretty much in the mainstream and is not
regressive or restrictive. The availability of absentee ballots and early voting is a lot more
progressive than what’s in the blue states.” The Heritage Foundation recently validated this

statement by comparing Georgia’s law to other states.

Despite Biden and other’s false claim that the time period for voting would be restricted, it is
not the case that voting must finish at 5pm. Counties can set hours anywhere between 7 a.m.
and 7 p.m. (see line 1446-1447 of law).

Liberal Lies:

President Joe Biden: “What I’'m worried about is how un-American this whole initiative is.
It’s sick. It’s sick...deciding that you’re going to end voting at five o’clock when working
people are just getting off work.”

The New York Times: “The most extensive restriction of voting access in generations and a
"breathtaking assertion of partisan power in elections.”

Coke: “Throughout Georgia’s legislative session we provided feedback to members of both
legislative chambers and political parties, opposing measures in the bills that would diminish
or deter access to voting...Additionally, our focus is now on supporting federal legislation
that protects voting access and addresses voter suppression across the country.”

Patagonia: “Our democracy is under attack by a new wave of Jim Crow bills that seek to
restrict the right to vote. It is urgent that businesses across the country take a stand — and use

their brands as a force for good in support of our democracy.”
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Delta: “However, I need to make it crystal clear that the final bill is unacceptable and does not
match Delta’s values...After having time to now fully understand all that is in the bill,
coupled with discussions with leaders and employees in the Black community, it’s evident
that the bill includes provisions that will make it harder for many underrepresented voters,
particularly Black voters, to exercise their constitutional right to elect their representatives.
That is wrong.”

Mailchimp: “SB202 undermines free and fair elections in our home state of Georgia, and will
make it harder for people to exercise their right to vote, especially people of color. Georgians
deserve better.”

Myth 2: The Georgia law eliminates voting opportunities in order to suppress African

American votes.

The Truth: The law makes no distinctions based on race. Comparisons to Jim Crow laws
which included segregation, poll taxes, grandfather clauses, and literacy tests are historically

ignorant and diminish the suffering caused by such laws.

Despite the liberal lie that the law ends early voting on Sundays, the bill allows for early

voting on Sundays (see beginning on line 83 of the law).

Liberal Lies:

President Joe Biden: “This makes Jim Crow look like Jim Eagle. I mean, this is gigantic what
they’re trying to do, and it cannot be sustained.”

Senator Chuck Schumer: “Republicans recently passed a bill to eliminate early voting on
Sunday — a day when many church-going African Americans participate in voter drives
known as Souls to the Polls.”

Senator Elizabeth Warren: “The Republican who is sitting in Stacey Abrams’ chair just signed
a despicable voter suppression bill into law to take Georgia back to Jim Crow.”

Democrat activist and failed gubernatorial candidate Stacey Abrams: “These are (new) laws
that respond to an increase in voting by people of color by constricting, removing or
otherwise harming their ability to access these perquisites. It doesn’t say brown and Black
people can’t vote. It simply says we’re going to remove things that we saw you use to your
benefit; we’re going to make it harder for you to access these opportunities.”

Democrat lawyer Marc Elias: “These laws are all aimed at disenfranchising Black voters and

also young voters.”

Myth 3: The Georgia election law suppresses the vote with onerous voter ID requirements.
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The Truth: The Georgia law’s voter ID language is not onerous, and makes exceptions for
people without ID to provide their social security number (line 1244 of the law). Furthermore,
ID requirements do not suppress voters, as studies have shown. Claims that African
Americans are unable or unwilling to obtain identification are insulting and have no factual

basis.

Liberal Lies:

Facebook: “We support making voting as accessible and broad-based as possible and oppose
efforts to make it harder for people to vote.”

Google: “We've long created tools and resources to make it easier for people to vote. But
knowing how to vote depends on people being able to vote. We're concerned about efforts to
restrict voting at a local level...”

Former ESPN personality Jemele Hill: “The new election bill in Georgia is not about showing
ID to vote. Republicans are salty the state went blue, and they resent that their power was
taken away by black voters. They want a rigged game because they’re too lazy to come up
with a new vision and compete for votes.”

Liberal pundit Judd Legum: “Georgia's new law imposes a new ID requirement to return an

absentee ballot. There is no reason to do this other than Trump's lies.”
Myth 4: The bill bans access to water for voters while waiting in line.

The Truth: The law allows for self-service water from an unattended receptacle (see line 1828
of the law). The law protects voters from political solicitation within 150 feet of a voting
building (see line 1818 of the law). Voters are of course allowed to bring water with them.

Liberal Lies:

Joe Biden: “It’s an atrocity... You don’t need anything else to know that this is nothing but
punitive design to keep people from voting. You can’t provide water for people about to vote?
Give me a break.”

James Carville: “It is going to be illegal to give somebody that’s standing in line to vote. I
have never heard of water being an illegal substance in the United States.”

Walter Shaub, former director of the U.S. Office of Government Ethics: “Georgia's bill would
make it a crime to give free food or water to voters standing in line for hours and hours. But
we know who these politicians force to stand in line all day long. I've never once stood in line
for even five minutes where I get to vote. This racism is thorough.”

You Might Also Like
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Heritage Foundation Launches Innovative Judicial Appointment Tracker

Nov 13, 2018 About an hour read

Heritage Expert: The Trump Administration Rightly Ends 2014 Dear Colleague Letter on
School Discipline

Dec 22,2018 1 min read
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April 20, 2021

The Honorable Dick Durbin The Honorable Charles Grassley
Chairman Ranking Member

Committee on the Judiciary Committee on the Judiciary
United States Senate United States Senate
Washington, D.C. 20510 Washington, D.C. 20510

Dear Chairman Durbin and Ranking Member Grassley,

We believe all Americans of goodwill can agree we must do everything possible to both expand
access to voting and protect the integrity of our elections in order to ensure that everyone’s vote
counts. That is our birthright as Americans. And that is true no matter what our individual
political beliefs may be.

The fight to ensure every American’s right to vote has been a long and costly battle dating back
long before any of us were born. The policy differences of today pale in comparison to what was
overcome by the noble generations that preceded us. To compare today’s policy differences with
the literal life and death struggle of previous generations is to diminish those heroes’ struggle,
sacrifice, and enormous accomplishments. It is past time for today’s generation to come together
in an honest, civil, and straightforward way to protect these shared values of voter access and
election integrity. 1t should be easy to vote and hard to cheat.

Sadly, the public discourse about Georgia’s new voting reforms has not been civil, fair, nor
honest. Politically motivated attacks against the new law have generated much heat, but little
light.

We do not challenge the goodwill of the vast majority of the participants in this needlessly
overwrought drama playing out. But we take great issue with the manner in which opponents of
these reforms have operated.

It has become clear that even well-intentioned critics of the law simply have no idea what the
law is. It is clear they have no idea how favorably Georgia’s new law compares with most other
states — including President Biden’s home state of Delaware. And it is clear they have no idea
that a majority of Black voters across the country support the key provision under attack by
critics — the simple requirement that voters be able to identify themselves when voting. [link to
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survey] This is the same simple requirement needed to pick up baseball tickets or board a plane -
activities hardly as important as voting.

Instead, critics of the law have substituted passion for reason, hysteria for judgment. They have
launched a despicable smear campaign against supporters of the law and economic reprisals
against the state of Georgia — punishing the very people they claim to champion.

They have tarred with the brush of racism people whose only sin is a desire for confidence in our
elections.

It’s time to end these campaigns of misinformation, division, and hate. People of goodwill must
find ways to expand voter access for all Americans, strengthen the security and integrity of our
election process, and do so in a way that sees civil, respectful discourse between those who
disagree.

We, along with dozens of other black pastors and civic leaders in Georgia fully understand and
support the state’s new election integrity law — a law that will help rebuild voter confidence, and
make sure every vote counts. Those who have been deceived by a political campaign to discredit
the new law and punish the state of Georgia, should stop, take a step back, and understand the
real agenda here.

The real agenda behind these attacks on Georgia’s new election law and the smears against
supporters of voter identification is to create the political environment for a sweeping new power
grab by folks in Washington. Of course, all of this is being done under the guise of expanding
voting access. The reality is it is an unprecedented attempt to take control of our elections, and
have taxpayers pay for political campaigns. Yes, tucked into the mammoth 800-page bill HR1 is
a little provision where taxpayers will be forced to subsidize the campaigns of the very
politicians now supporting HR1. What a massive conflict of interest.

The effect of this takeover will be to strip states of the power to ensure the integrity of our
elections through voter identification and other measures which have proven time and again to
prevent or catch election fraud. You need only look at recent election fraud cases in North
Carolina and New Jersey to see how serious a problem our country could face if these vital
protections become outlawed.

There is no inherent conflict between making it easy to vote and hard to cheat. Those who tell
you that one must be prioritized over the other are either misinformed or not being honest with
voters.

The struggle to provide fair, honest elections and uncompromised voter access has lasted for
generations and we respect those sincerely involved in this struggle. But we can’t be naive about



165

what is at stake. Political agendas that have nothing to do with enhancing election security and
voter access are involved. If we sincerely hope to make it easier for all Americans to vote and
harder for those who want to cheat, attacking the people of Georgia is not a solution. We believe
Georgia’s new election law is a proper, honest step in reforming the election process and
restoring voter confidence. We welcome an honest discussion about it but reject the politics of
personal destruction and division practiced by its critics. We trust the people of Georgia agree.

Hon. Kay James
President, Heritage Foundation

Hon. Ken Blackwell
Former Ambassador to the United Nations Human Rights Commission

Mr. Bob Woodson
Civil Rights Leader
President, Woodson Center

Mr. Clarence Henderson
Civil Rights Icon
Chairman, North Carolina Martin Luther King Jr. Commission

Dr. Alveda King
Civil Rights Leader
President, Alveda King Ministries

Mr. Chris Arps
President, America for Citizen Voting

Hon. Jennifer Carol
Florida’s 18th Lieutenant Governor

Hon, Curtis Hill
Indiana's 43rd Attorney General

Mr. Niger Innis
National Spokesperson, Congress on Racial Equality

Bishop EW Jackson
President, ST AND
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Mr. Raynard Jackson
Founder, Black Americans for a Better Future

Mr. Diante Johnson
President, Black Conservative Federation

Hon. Vernon Jones
Former State Representative, Georgia

Mr. Michael Lancaster
Director, Frederick Douglass Foundation, Georgia

Mr. Bruce LeVell
Former Small Business Administration Advocate, Region 4

Rev. Dean Nelson
Commissioner, Frederick Douglass Bicentennial Commission

Hon. Mark Robinson
Lieutenant Governor, North Carolina

Ms. Star Parker
President
Center for Urban Renewal and Education

Bishop Aubrey Shines
Founder, Conservative Clergy of Color

Dr. Carol Swain
Former Professor of Law, Vanderbilt University

Col. Allen West
Chairman, Texas GOP

CC:  Majority Leader Chuck Schumer
Minority Leader Mitch McConnell
Senator Patrick Leahy
Senator Marsha Blackburn



Senator Richard Blumenthal
Senator Corey Booker
Senator Chris Coons
Senator John Comyn
Senator Tom Cotton
Senator Ted Cruz

Senator Dianne Feinstein
Senator Lindsey Graham
Senator Josh Hawley
Senator Mazie Hirono
Senator John Kennedy
Senator Amy Klobuchar
Senator Mike Lee

Senator Jon Ossoff

Senator Alex Padilla
Senator Ben Sasse

Senator Thom Tillis

Senator Sheldon Whitehouse
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Susan B. Anthony List statement on election integrity:

“Election reform is crucial to ensure that every American vote counts — fairly and
equally. Americans overwhelmingly support commonsense safeguards like voter ID to
make it easy to vote and hard to cheat. We 're proud to stand with lowmakers in lowa,
Georgia, Arizona, Texas, Wisconsin and other states around the country to advance
simple, but much-needed reform measures. We refuse to bend to intimidation by
power-hungry leftists and their corporate allies. Big business has no place bullying state
legislators, nor does Silicon Valley have any right 1o flood local elections with corporate
cash to dilute the voice of voters.

Americans must have frust and confidernce that their voice will be heard via secure,
transparent, and accountable elections, or the very foundations of our representative
govermment will continue fo erode.”

Ken Cuccinelli
National Chair
Election Transparency Initiative
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Office of the Secretary of State

Brad Raffensperger
SECRETARY OF STATE

April 20,2021

Testimony Before the U.S. Senate Committee on the Judiciary

Members of the committee. Thank you for having me here today.

I am here today to sound the alarm over an all too common willingness to spread disinformation
about elections and election laws for partisan gain.

Since November 3, 1 and members of my office had repeatedly emphasized the damage that this
free for all assault on voter confidence in elections does to this most basic and fundamental
democratic institution. Without confidence in the vote, our democracy will be heading down a
dangerous path.

Even before the November election, I found myself defending Georgia’s voting system from
misinformation. In the months after November, we were lionized by media outlets and praised by
individuals on the left for our willingness to stand up for truth in the face of unprecedented
pressure. I myself was an early supporter of the president during the 2016 election. I am a strong
believer in small government and the idea that government is best, when it gets out of the way.
But there was just no credibility to the claims about widespread fraud in the November election,
so we let the truth be our guide.

Because you believed me after November, 1 ask that you believe me again now. I told the truth
then when it was politically inconvenient for me and 1 am telling it now, even if it may be
politically inconvenient for some of you.

The attack on the integrity of our elections is doing damage that may not be undone. We’ve seen
this firsthand in Georgia.

Though it differed in scale, many of the claims and allegations we heard in recent months echoed

almost word for word those we heard from Stacey Abrams and her allies after the November

2018 election. A stolen election. Machines switching or erasing votes. Calls for major reforms

after their losses. Numerous lawsuits which have devolved into nothing of substance. Abrams

told her supporters Republicans were “domestic enemies” and said she was at “war.” She

claimed voter suppression. She had no proof or credible evidence. Only salacious allegations.
214 State Capitol e Atlanta, Georgia » 30334 » Tel: (470) 312-2808
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We are seeing that spirit at play here today as well. Long before the recent election bill was
passed, critics had already decided to call it Jim Crow in a suit and tie. The President referred to
it as Jim Crow on steroids and condemned a part of the bill that did not exist. The Senator from
Georgia who preceded me on the earlier panel sent out a fundraising email falsely claiming the
new bill eliminated no-excuse absentee voting.

And these lies — and I call them lies because that is the most accurate description — are doing real
damage to Georgians. As a result, the MLB pulled out of a state with large Black population and
moved to a state with a miniscule Black population supposedly to help Black Americans. That is
$100 million that Georgia will never get back. The President called for it. And the Big Lie about
Georgia’s election bill made it possible.

Which brings us to the reason for this bill. Many have alleged that the motivation for this bill
was the claims of voter fraud in Georgia. In 2019, after Stacey Abrams spread her own big lie
about the 2018 election, Georgia overhauled its entire system. We went from an all-digital
system to a paper-ballot one, buying new equipment for every county. Those paper-ballots
proved crucial for upholding confidence in the election. The 2019 overhaul also added a cure
period for absentee ballots and simplified the absentee ballot envelopes to minimize issues.

It should not be a surprise then that election legislation would follow a controversial election like
the one we saw in November. Georgia saw major increases in the number of complaints about
alleged election violations, a trend that continued through the January runoffs. Georgia saw an
unprecedented surge in reports of electioneering near polling locations, concerns about voter
fraud, and absentee ballot fraud in particular. We saw an increase in allegations of vote buying,
multiple complaints about people getting more than one ballot, people complained that ballots
were sent to the wrong address, and a larger number of in-person voters being told they had
requested an absentee ballot when they arrived at the polls though they claimed they had never
done so.

Through all this, voter confidence in the election was significantly undermined and it required
action, much as it had after the November 2018 election. A January 2019 poll showed 85% of
Georgia Democrats felt that obstacles to voting or problems with voting machines affected the
outcome of the 2018 election. A January 2021 poll found that 76% of Georgia Republicans
thought there was widespread voter fraud in the 2020 election.

The bottom line is that this bill expands access to the ballot. We increase the number of required
early voting days from 16 to 17 and codify two optional Sunday voting days into {aw. The bill
makes the standard early voting day 9pm to Spm, with the option to increase those hours to 7am
to 7pm. Previous law said early voting only had to be during business hours so small counties
with part-time elections offices would often provide a smaller window for their voters to cast
ballots. It cuts down on long lines by requiring counties with long waits to split up precincts or
add more voting equipment. This is crucial because even under COVID-19, the vast majority of
voters chose to cast their ballot in-person. In-person voting in Georgia is not going away any
time soon.

214 State Capitol ¢ Atlanta, Georgia » 30334 ¢ Tel: (470) 312-2808
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The switch to photo ID numbers for absentee ballots harmonizes in-person voting with absentee
ballot voting and, more importantly, moves Georgia from the subjective signature match system
to an objective system. 99.9% of Georgia voters have a driver’s license, valid state voter ID, or
Social Security number. The remaining nine thousand can choose from other options like a
utility bill or a bank statement as proof of identity.

The day before the bill passed, absentee ballot drop boxes were illegal in Georgia. They had been
authorized on an emergency basis by the State Election Board to accommodate the absentee
ballot voting surge in 2020, but that authorization had expired. The new formula requires every
county to have a drop box, adding them to 35 counties that did not have in November.

Now all Georgians can enjoy a minimum 17 days of early voting including two required
Saturdays, no-excuse absentee ballot voting, and Election Day voting. Voters in every county
will have access to a drop box and will encounter shorter lines on Election Day. Voters who cast
their ballot by mail don’t have to worry that their signature changed over time and therefore
would be rejected.

While 1 don’t love every part of this bill, it is no return to Jim Crow by any stretch of the
imagination. The comparison is insulting, morally wrong, and factually incorrect.

We saw on January 6 how lies have consequences. 1 urge everyone on both sides of the aisle to
remember that lesson going forward.

214 State Capitol e Atlanta, Georgia e 30334 * Tel: (470) 312-2808
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Good Sunday morning. In a few minutes we're going to take an in-depth look at Republican
attempts across the country to pass a slew of new restrictive voting laws. We're going to lay out
the scope of the effort, why Democrats insist these new laws are aimed at hurting their voters.
We're going to talk to people on both sides of the issue. But we're going to begin with the Covid
crisis. President Biden signed the $1.9 trillion Covid relief bill on Thursday. Then gave his first
nationally televised speech as president, targeting July 4th for when Americans can gather in
small groups.
[BEGIN TAPE]
PRES. JOE BIDEN:

That will make this Independence Day something truly special, where we not only mark our
independence as a nation but we begin to mark our independence from this virus.

[END TAPE]

CHUCK TODD:

And joining me now is the most trusted figure in the country on this subject. It’s Dr. Anthony
Fauci. He's the director of the National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases. Dr. Fauci,
welcome back to Meet the Press.

DR. ANTHONY FAUCI:

Thank you, Chuck. Good to be -

CHUCK TODD:

So -

DR. ANTHONY FAUCL:

- with you.

CHUCK TODD:

-- a year ago, literally this date, you were out there warning us. We were all contemplating how
bad this would be. But I don't think anybody, any civilian thought, “Oh we’re going to be, this is
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going to be a year" at the time. What would you tell yourself from a year ago of what to expect?
And how shocked have you been about what this year has been like?

DR. ANTHONY FAUCI:

You know, Chuck, I knew it was going to be bad. And, you know, just a couple of days ago last
year I said at a Congressional hearing that things were going to get much worse before they got
any better. But even I did not fully anticipate that we would have over a half a million deaths a
year later. I mean, we knew it was going to be bad, but this really has turned out to be just a
historic example of what a pandemic virus can do. It's just been a terribly trying year for
everybody in so many respects. Not only suffering health-wise and deaths and loss of loved ones,
but what, what it has done to society, to the economy, and how it has kind of deepened some of
the divisiveness that we've had in our, in our country to begin with. It's just made it even more
intense. It's just been a bad time all around. We're getting around the corner. We're going in the
right direction. But boy, looking back at what we've been through, this -- people are going to be
writing about this and historically opining about it for a long time to come.

CHUCK TODD:

You know, when you think about, sadly, having to prepare for this again, right, and I know there
are a Jot of folks who think that, you know, due to climate change and due to the globalization in
general, it's inevitable we're going to deal with more and more viruses like this. The biggest
lesson you're going to take away to prepare for the next one?

DR. ANTHONY FAUCI:

You know, there are a couple of lessons, Chuck. There are lessons domestically. There are
lessons public health-wise, scientifically. Let's take global to begin with. We have to have a better
global health secnrity network of interconnectivity, of communication, of transparency, so that
we are talking to each other all the time and know what's going on. We also have to have a
coutinued investment in the science. If you want to look, Chuck, at the success story in this
terrible year, it has been the extraordinary, unprecedented advance with the vaccine -- where,
you know, in January of 2020 we started the process and 11 months later, we had a highly
efficacious vaccine going into the arms of individuals, which is going to be the answer to this
together with public health measures. So, keep the science up, continue to support the public
health infrastructure and remain global in our interactions. You know, as I've said so many times,
a global pandemic requires a global response.

CHUCK TODD:

s/ nbenews.c t-th : press-march-14-2021-n1261056
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Let me go to what the president said on Thursday night and the dual promises about the month
of May, with promise one on May 1being everybody is eligible to get on the list, and by the end of
May, anybody that’s wanting a shot gets theirs. I know that he's not saying those goals without
talking to you. Why do you feel those are achievable goals?

DR. ANTHONY FAUCI:

Well, they're achievable, Chuck, if you look just at what's happening. What the president has
done - is he's done a number of things -- but two major things is he's gotten us a much larger
supply of vaccine. He negotiated with Moderna and Pfizer to get an additional 100 million doses
each from the companies. We had a contract with J&J to have 100 million doses. We've negotiated
yet again another contract for an additional 100 million doses. That's the supply. Then there's the
issue of getting it into people's armis. And that's where we've mobilized the community vaccine
centers, the community health centers, pharmacies that are going to be getting it, mobile units
that are going to putting into areas that are poorly accessible. And mobilization of a Iot more
people who are going to be doing the vaccinations, from the military, to volunteer, retired
physicians, nurses and other health care providers. So, you know, that's really a full-court press.
And that's the reason why we're going to be, you know, at least a couple of months ahead of
where we thought we wouid be.

CHUCK TODD:

What worries you that could prevent us from meeting that end of May goal. That everybody that
wants a shot will get their shot.

DR. ANTHONY FAUCI:

Well, I don't think there’s much that's going to prevent us from having quantitatively the number
of vaccines that the president promised. That I think would only be if there is a major production
glitch, Those things happen. You can't guarantee 100% that they won't. More of a concern that I
have, Chuck, is that we'll have what's called variant increases, where you may have another
surge. If you look at the numbers that have gone down, they've gone down so nicely in a very
steep decline. But in the last couple of weeks, we've had a plateauing of infections. And the thing
that concerns me, as -- because history proves that I should be concerned -- is that when you get
a plateau at a level around 60,000 new infections per day, there's always the risk of another
surge. And that's the thing we really want to avoid because we are going in the right direction.
That's why I get so anxious when I hear pulling back completely on public health measures, like
saying, "No more masks, no nothing like that." [ mean, that is a risky business when you do that.

CHUCK TODD:

hitps:/fwwwbenews comimeet-the- pressimeet- press-march-14-2021-11261056 a7



183

472002021 Meet the Press - March 14, 2021
I was going to ask you on your level of concern of a new surge because you want to talk about a
version of PT.S.D. for many people. When we see Europe on the uptick, we see Italy locking
down again -- that's very familiar, sadly. And every time Europe upticked, it was about two or
three weeks later, and so would we. How do we make sure that doesn't, that doesi’t happen
again?

DR. ANTHONY FAUCL:

You know, Chuck, it's exactly what I'm saying -- that even though the decline was steep, we
absolutely need to avoid the urge to say, "Oh, everything is going great,” which it is going in the
right direction. But once you declare victory, you know, that metaphor that people say, "If you're
going for a touchdown, don't spike the ball on the five yard line. Wait until you get into the end
zone." And we're not in the end zone yet. And that's one of the issues that when you plateau,
there’s always the risk of a surge. That's exactly what the Europeans have experienced.

CHUCK TODD:

Twant to talk about vaccine hesitancy here because we're noticing something, at least in polling,
that it is not the conventional wisdom about vaccine hesitancy, that you see this divide by race.
We're seeing a bigger divide by politics. We talked about it earlicr. For instance, among Trump
voters, 47% have said that they will not be vaccinated, 30% say yes. Among Biden voters, 58%,
10%. Among Republican men, half of Republican men say they're not going to take this vaccine.
You have the PSA with all the former presidents, except one, President Trump, in there. Do you
think he needs to be enlisted here at ali to get his voters to take this vaccine?

DR. ANTHONY FAUCI:

Chuck, T hope he does because the numbers that you gave are so disturbing. How such a large
proportion of a certain group of people would not want to make -- would not want to get
vaccinated merely because of political consideration. It makes absolutely no sense. And I've been
saying that for so long. We've got to dissociate political persuasion from what's common sense,
no-brainer public health things. The history of vaccinology has rescued us from smallpox, from
polio, from measles, from ali of the other diseases. What is the problem here? This is a vaccine
that is going to be lifesaving for millions of people. How some groups would not want to do it for
reasons that I just don't understand. I mean, I just can't comprehend what the reason for that is
when you have a vaccine that's 94 to 95% effective and it is very safe. I just don't get it.

CHUCK TODD:
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Hopefully, your words here will help ou that front. Let me talk about the AstraZeueca vaccine. It
is not one we've approved in this country. But there are AstraZeneca vaccines that are ready to
go, that could go to other countries that have approved it. We know Europe is dying for some
more vaccines. President Biden is not ready to release it yet. Why?

DR. ANTHONY FAUCI:

You know, Chuck, I think there's a misunderstanding there. There isn't this whole backlog of
vaccines that are ready to go somewhere into somebody's arms, either here or overseas. I think
people are getting the wrong impression about that. The president has made it clear that,
obviously, the first preference, because of the extraordinary suffering that we've had with over
half a million deaths thus far, that we want to make sure that people in the United States are
covered. But it's very clear that he fully has the intention of getting vaccines shipped to other
parts of the world that don't have the resources that we do. And we've already made the
commitment for $4 billiou that will go to COVAX. So, I think people might be getting the wrong
impression that we're holding back doses, which we really are not.

CHUCK TODD:

Well then, what are we going to do with these doses?

DR. ANTHONY FAUCI:

Well, there aren't a lot of them. I think people think there are a lot of doses. I mean, I don't know
exactly how many, but they're not anything that's going to be major impact. There will be, but
not right now.

CHUCK TODD:

Okay. And very quickly, we know President Biden said of backyard gatherings. I've got a staffer or
two that wants this question asked of you, and I'm sure they're not alone, which is when can
people plan an indoor wedding?

DR. ANTHONY FAUCI:

You know, that's a good question. And I think that's going to be within a reasonable period of
time. You notice -

CHUCK TODD:
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This calendar year?

DR. ANTHONY FAUCL:

-what the CDC is doing -- they gave -- excuse me? [ didn't hear what you said, Chuck?

CHUCK TODD:

This calendar year?

DR. ANTHONY FAUCI:

What time of the year? You know, I, I can't give you that exact date because it's going to
absolutely depend -- and this gets back to our conversation a minute or two ago -- it's going to
depend on the level of infection in community. If we plateau and stay at 60,000 a day and go up
with a peak, I mean, you can make no prediction. If we keep going down and get to a very, very
low level, when we're there and we have a good proportion of the people vaccinated, I think
you're going to see weddings in the normal way that we've seen within a reasonable period of
time. But there's always the caveat that it's not going to happen, if all of a sudden you have a
surge.

CHUCK TODD:

So, be careful in the next month or two for sure, anyway. Dr. Fauci, as always sir, thank you for
coming on and sharing your expertise with us and viewers.

DR. ANTHONY FAUCI:

Thank you for having me, Chuck.

CHUCK TODD:

When we come back, Republican state legislators are proposing restricted new voting laws.
Democrats in Washington are trying to expand voting access. The battle over our democracy is
next.

CHUCK TODD:

Welcome back. We're going to take a special look this morning at the fight underway over our
democracy. Republicans have proposed more than 250 laws in 45 states designed to limit mail-in,
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early, in-person voting, and even Election Day voting. And Republicans may have the power to
achieve these goals. They hold legislative majorities and the governorships, as you can see here,
in 24 states. And they have proposed some restrictive election laws in 22 of them. The bills would
likely have the effect of curtailing the early vote methods, used primarily this past election by
Democratic voters, and shift more voting to Election Day, when recently Republican voters have
dominated. All told, the bills amount to the greatest efforts to reduce ballot access, particularly
for African Americans, since the Jim Crow era. Among the states considering the changes, five
that Joe Biden turned blue last year: Wisconsin, Michigan, Pennsylvania, Arizona and Georgia. All
have Republican legislatures, by the way. And the three large states he lost by less than five
points: Texas, North Carolina, and Florida. Also Republican legislatures in there. Republicans
insist they're just trying to eliminate voter fraud, inspired in part by former President Trump's
false claims that somehow this last election was stolen. Democrats say it is all a cover for an effort
to elect Republicans by limiting Democratic voters' access to the polis.

[BEGIN TAPE]
STATE SEN. LESTER JACKSON:

It smells like Jim Crow laws in the past. This smells like poll taxing. It smells like voter
suppression.

STATE SEN. MATT BRASS:

This bill is about reviewing a process that we saw flawed.

CHUCK TODD:

In Georgia this week, the State Senate approved a measure that would eliminate no excuse
absentee voting among other changes, undoing a 2005 Republican backed law. The Republican
Lieutenant Governor Geoftf Duncan boycotted the debate, watching it from his office.

LT. GOV. GEOFF DUNCAN:

It certainly didn't feel good to put a space between myself and my Senate colleagues. But I felt
like it was the right thing do to. Sometimes, you know, leadership is lonely.

CHUCK TODD:

The Georgia House passed a sweeping bill that includes provisions that would limit early voting
hours on weekends and restrict the use of dropboxes for mail-in ballots.
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STATE SEN. GLORIA BUTLER

People died. People were flooded. People marched and fought for the right to vote. And this just
takes us backwards.

CHUCK TODD:

Republican legislators across the country are proposing the greatest reduction in voting access
since the late 19th century, from Arizona --

STATE SEN, SONNY BORRELLI:

If you want to get Nyquil, you've got to show an ID.

STATE SEN. MARTIN QUEZADA:

This bill hurts people of color. This bill hurts people in my district.
CHUCK TODD:

To lowa, where Governor Kim Reynolds signed legislation this week cutting the state's early
voting period and closing the polls an hour earlier on Election Day.

STATE SEN. ROBY SMITH:

It was just a natural extension of what has happened where voters are asking for more, you
know, election security.

STATE SEN. PAM JOCHUM:

That big lie has been debunked. It has been debunked more than 100 times in courts of law. In
Towa Republicans, heck, you won. You won big in 2020 here.

CHUCK TODD:

In fact, the highest profile recent example of election fraud was in 2018, in North Carolina
Republican Mark Harris' Ninth District campaign.

LT, GOV. GEOFF DUNCAN:
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If there's a single Republican Party county meeting going on where they're still talking abont
election fraud or conspiracy theories, they're losing ground.

SEC. MICHAEL ADAMS

There’s a false narrative that you either care about access to the ballot or you care about integrity
of the election. That's a false choice.

CHUCK TODI:

In Florida, where the legislature is racing to add new voting restrictions, a new poll shows more
Floridians, including a majority of Republicans, want them to make voting easier. Two thirds of
voters support adding more early voting days to the calendar.

MARC ELIAS:

There's nothing that, that shortening the period by which people can vote early does to combat
any perceived fraud. There's nothing that closing polls earlier on Election Day does to prevent
fraud. It's really just a cover for what they're really trying to do, which is to make it harder to
vote.

CHUCK TODD:

In response, Democrats in the House have passed sweeping voting rights legislation. It stands
little chance in the Senate under its current rules, where it would need ten Republican votes.
Republicans argue it's unconstitutional, saying it shifts the responsibility for regulating elections
from the states to Congress.

SEN. MIKE LEE:

Everything about this bill is rotten to the core. This is a bill as if written in hell by the devil
himself.

[END TAPE]
CHUCK TODD:
Georgia is ground zero for this battle over our democracy. And joining me now are Stacey

Abrams, the founder of Fair Fight, a group that promotes voting rights; and the Republican
Lieutenant Governor of Abrams' home state of Georgia, it's Geoff Duncan. Welcome to both of
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you. I want to begin with Ms. Abrams. And I want to start with the issue of HR-1. The House has
passed this bill. The reality is it's not going to overcome the Senate filibuster. So I guess my
question for you is do you think its - that Democrats should pare down HR-1, focus it on voter -
all things voting rights and voter access? Or is it - the focus should be on eliminating the
filibuster?

STACEY ABRAMS:

1 think the focus should be on protecting our democracy. We know that January 6th was the
opening salvo in an attempt to roll us back to Jim Crow era. We are watching seven times the
number of bills permeating across state legislatures than occurred in 2020 during an election
year. And we know that the U.S. Senate, much like the U.S. House, has the sole responsibility
under the election clause of the U.S. Constitution, to regulate the time, place and manner of
elections. That is something that we have to accomplish. It would be best if it was done in
concert with Republicans, as we have in times past when we had to confront our demons and do
better by our people. And my deep hope is that we can get it done. But I would say that an
exemption to the filibuster for the purposes of protecting our democracy is uot only logical, it is
fundamental to who we are.

CHUCK TODD:

Have you personally talked with Joe Manchin or Kyrsten Sinema about this specific angle of
suspending the filibuster?

STACEY ABRAMS:

Thave not. But I believe that these conversations are ongoing amongst a number of senators.
Look, I understand wanting to protect the prerequisites of an institution. I served as minority
leader for seven years. But I also understand that there were times where we had to look at the
fundamentals of our processes and do what was right. And we know the Senate has done so to
suspend the filibuster for the purposes of judicial appointments, for Cabinet appointmeuts aud
for budget reconciliation. I would say protection of the fundamentals of our democracy, which
we have seen bloodily debated through the January &th insurrection, certainly couuts. And when
you look at the 253 bills moving through state legislatures, sadly 50 of them through Georgia
itself, we know that now is the time for Congress to take up the role that it alone has, which is to
regulate the time, place and manner of elections.

CHUCK TODD:
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Iwant to get you to respond to something Jennifer Rubin wrote in The Washington Post
specifically about HR-1. And she writes, "The legislation's only hope, and it is a slim one, rests
with Democrats' willingness to pare down the measnre to match the natnre of the current assault
on voting rights. If Democrats remove issues that will be used as a pretext for opposition, they
can make this a clear up or down issue on voter suppression. Are you for or against Jim Crow
laws?" And, you know, I will note you didn't directly answer my first question about HR-1 and
about the decision, shonld it be pared down. There are some other provisions in there that,
while noble and may be good ideas, are not, are not as directly about the issue of access to the
ballot box by individual voters. What do you think of that solution? Do you think Democrats
should be thinking about a pared down version of this bill?

STACEY ABRAMS:

I believe the Democrats should do their level best to pass laws that protect our democracy. And
I'm not being evasive. What I'm telling you is that we have to pay attention to the whole of our
democracy and we have to defend and protect that democracy. That means doing the work
necessary to ensure that every American who is eligible to vote can do so. I am not in the U.S.
Senate. I have served in a body, a legislative body, where everything is up for grabs and
everything is on the table. But I'm not going to presuppose anything other than the responsibility
that Congress has, because we have an a priori issue. The a priori issue is that the Senate has to
believe it has the responsibility and the ability to act. And that is why my focus is on making
certain that the exemption to the filibuster be the necessary front and center conversation, so we
can get something done to protect our democracy.

CHUCK TODD:

If that doesn't happen, what is your next hope of trying to prevent some of these radical changes
that are being proposed around the country?

STACEY ABRAMS:

I'm not going to give up hope that something will happen. But I will tell you that Fair Fight was
born of a time when we knew nothing would happen at the federal level. And we were able to
mitigate voter suppression across 20 states, in part by raising awareness amongst voters. As
Lieutenant Governor Duncan said himself, right now these bills are trying to solve a problem that
they have yet to identify. This is not about protecting the right to vote. In the state of Georgia, the
secretary of state and the governor spent great amounts of time and their political reputations
defending the integrity of our elections. And therefore, these bills are nothing more than a
pretext for returning to Jim Crow and stopping voters that they want to hear from. And my belief
is that voters across the country, when they see that their right to vote is being thwarted, will do
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what they can to push back. But they shouldn't have to fight on their own. That's why we elected
a Congress. That's why we have a Constitution. And that is why Congress should be held to
account for defending our democracy.

CHUCK TODD:

If the Georgia Legislature - if these proposals get through the legislature and it's signed into law
by the governor, if these restrictions were put in place before 2020, would Democrats have
carried Georgia in either the presidential or the two Senate races?

STACEY ABRAMS:

1 will tell you that we would've worked just as hard to eliminate those acts of voter suppression as
we did to eliminate the ones that existed in 2018. We were able to mitigate that harm in 2020 and
we will contiune to fight. The reality is voters, wheu they see that people are attackiug their right
to vote, we respond. And we respond with a fury that is borne of urgency. We would not have the
American Rescue Plan that is going to lift 171,000 children in Georgia out of poverty, will serve
millions of Americans and lift themn out of poverty. That's something that would not happen, but
for the right to vote. And so we -- I refuse to counteuance anything other than the deepest
commitment to defending our democracy through FairFight.com and the work that other
organizations are doing.

CHUCK TODD:

This has become a big national fight for you. But I am curious, are you still thinking about
running for governor in Georgia in 2022?

STACEY ABRAMS:

My focus is on making sure we have elections in 2022. And that means that we have to defend
our democracy against all enemies, foreigu and certainly the domestic enemies we see
permeating and unfortunately populating our state legislatures, fighting hard to restrict access to
the right to vote, trying to make certain that people of color and young people canuot participate
fully in owr democracy, which is the least patriotic thing I can imagine in this moment.

CHUCK TODD:

And if we do have elections in 2022?

STACEY ABRAMS:
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Then I'l be doing my best to make sure they're fair and available.

CHUCK TODD:

Will you be on the ballot?

STACEY ABRAMS:

I'm focusing on our democracy and I'll make other decisions after we've gotten that work done.
CHUCK TODD:

Fair enough. Stacey Abrams, really appreciate you coming on, sharing your perspectives with us.
Thank you.

STACEY ABRAMS:

Thanks.

CHUCK TODD:

Let me turn now -

STACEY ABRAMS:

Thank you.

CHUCK TODD:

-- t0 a person you just saw name checked, Georgia Lieutenant Governor Geoff Duncan. Mr.
Lieutenant Goveruor, thank you for coming on. And you were iuvoked, and you've, youw've -
yowve yourself said, "This is a solution in search of a problem."” Let me put up these - some of
these proposals in the Georgia legislature. End no-excuse absentee voting, require more 1D for
absentee voting, limit weekend early voting, ban offering food and drinks to folks in line for
voting, restrict ballot dropboxes there. T know you're against the top one there, no-excuse

absentee voting. Are you against all of these changes?

LT. GOV. GEOFF DUNCAN:
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Well, we actually have over 80 bills in the General Assembly this year that are election-related.
Twenty-one of them are actually written by Democrats. But there are some good ideas that have
been put in place by Democrats and Republicans. But we actually passed four bipartisan bills,
election reform bills, two weeks ago in the Senate. But look, as you mentioned a second ago,
there is a lot of solutions in search of a problem. Republicans don't need election reform to win.
We need leadership. I think there’s millions of Republicans waking up around the country that
are realizing that Donald Trump's divisive tone and strategy is unwinnable in forward-looking
elections. We need real leadership. We need new focus, a GOP 2.0 that includes moderates in the
middle to get us to the next election cycle.

CHUCK TODD:

Do you understand when people hear that state legislatures want to restrict weekend voting,
particularly Sundays in the South, that it only seems to target African American voters? Do you
understand why folks see that?

LT. GOV. GEOFF DUNCAN:

Yeah, absolutely. I'm very sensitive to that. And I'm one of those Republicans that want more
people to vote. I think our ideas help people. I think an overwhelining number of Americans
think that Republicans are the best to be in charge of our economy, to be in charge of keeping
our communities safe, in charge of keeping our nation safe. And so with that, I hope more people
vote. But we've got to have leadership in place that talks to real people and solves real problems.

CHUCK TODD:

Why do yon think you’re in the - that right now in your party that that's a minority view? Or at
least the perception certainly when you look across the country in these state legislatures,
Republican legislature after legislature is talking about inaking it harder to vote. You're not, but
why are you in the minority?

LT. GOV. GEOFF DUNCAN:

Yeah. Not certain. Look, I'm going to stay focused on doing the right thing. You know, this started
shortly after the November elections, when all the misinformation started flying up. And quite
honestly, it hurt Republicans in any sort of conversation around election reform. We lost
credibility. Those were ten weeks that we can't take back. January 6th was a pivot point for this
country and for this party. And, look, we've got four years to win back the White House. We're
not going to do it with a divisive tone. We're not going to do it missing, you know, solving big
problems for real people. I mean, if you're a single mom with three kids, working two jobs, you
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don't care about Democrats or Republicans. You care about real solutions to your problems.
That's what we need to be focused on. We're the party of solutions. And we need to make sure
we stay focused on that over the next four years.

CHUCK TODD:
Are you going to urge Governor Kemp to veto these bills?
LT. GOV. GEOFF DUNCAN:

Well, you know, look, Governor Kemp and myself have been lockstep on the no-excuse absentee
ballot being eliminated. We're going to work hard in the Senate. I do think there’s some calmer
tones coming. I think there was some real conversations. Obviously, 1 took a bold step not
standing as the presiding officer. It was really the only way I knew to express my disapproval of it
because I don't get a yes or no vote. But look, we're going to work hard. And like I said, I hope
more people vote in Georgia next election than this previous one.

CHUCK TODD:

Do you think -- look, there's been some talk, I know that Stacey Abrams’ group has been trying to
enlist some key corporate leaders in the state of Georgia. You have the film industry there that is,
can be a source of tension sometimes when it comes to some of these bills. It came up - it came
up a few years ago when it came to those religious liberty bills that folks, that some folks had
objected to. Are you concerned about a backlash sort of against the state of Georgia for this
perception?

LT. GOV. GEOFF DUNCAN:

Tlook at trying to capture voters' attention just like a competition. I want to compete for their
vote. I want to compete and put big ideas forward. So certainly, I think we need to continue to
work hard. And, you know, look, 1 love the fact that the film industry's here in Georgia. We're not
always going to agree on everything. But I think we can continue to put a great foot forward.
Look, Georgia continues to be the number one state in the country to do business with.
Governor Kemp has done an amazing job walking us through this pandemic, balancing lives and
livelihoods. We have one of the lowest unemployment rates. These are things Republicans should
be talking about, not any sort of knee-jerk reaction to an election that, quite honestly, didn't
work out our way.

CHUCK TODD:
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Do you think the investigation into the possible interference by President Trump to the -- to the
voting in Georgia, one, is a legitimate investigation, and two, is it something that you think
should be carried through to the very end? And if the law says he committed a crime, then so be
it?

LT. GOV. GEOFF DUNCAN:

Look, I was disgusted with that call when I first heard it. I mean, look, we had played for almost
ten weeks with President Trump and his entire apparatus attacking us here for running a fair and
legal election. Look, I'm going to stay out of the way of the law and let them do their job. And
look, I think the best thing we can do is to continue to focus ahead on our jobs at hand. And
district attorneys and lawyers and whatnot can do their job.

CHUCK TODD:

You sound like somebody that may be running for a different office in 2022. Are you a Senate
candidate?

LT. GOV. GEOFF DUNCAN:

You know what? My family and I have talked about it and we're not going to run for the U.S.
Senate seat. We're going to stay focused on being the lieutenant governor here in Georgia. And
we'te going to focus hard on trying to rebuild this party and refocus GOP 2.0.

CHUCK TODD:

Mr. Duncan, the lieutenant governor, Republican from Georgia, thanks for coming on and
sharing your perspective with us. I appreciate it.

LT. GOV. GEOFF DUNCAN:
Thanks, Chuck.
CHUCK TODD:

When we come back, more on the battle over our democracy. Plus, President Biden stakes his
political capital on defeating this pandemic. Panel is next.

CHUCK TODD:
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Welcome back. The panel is with us: NBC News chief Washington correspondent Hallie Jackson;
NBC News national affairs analyst and host of The Circns, John Heilemann; Maria Teresa Kumar,
president of Voto Latino; and Lanhee Chen, a fellow at the Hoover Institution. I want to stick
with our focus on voting rights here. We did some research of just the Republican controlled
states that are considering voting restrictions. Eleven have placed restrictions ou mail-in voting.
Nine would create new barriers to casting mail-in ballots. Nine would expand voter roll purges.
Eight would limit voter registration opportunities, and eight would implement stricter voter ID
Jaws. Maria Teresa Kumar, look, you, you, you run an organization about trying to get more
people to the polls. Is there any of this that you see as anything other than trying to prevent
people from voting? I think you're on mute. I think you’re on mute there, Maria. I'll et ~

MARIA TERESA KUMAR:
Of course, I am.

CHUCK TODD:

There we go. Go ahead.
MARIA TERESA KUMAR:

So, it's like the lieutenant governor said, that the purpose of the Republican Party and of the
Democratic Party should be battling this idea, should be battling policy ideas. But instead, the
Republican Party has picked up their marbies and gone home. These voter suppression laws are
not new. When the Supreme Court gutted the Voting Rights Act back in 2013, 22 jurisdictions
within less than three weeks, Chuck, provided more voter suppression laws. And not
surprisingly, they were in the south. They were in places where we saw a growth of African
Americans, young Latinos, and young people in general. So Georgia's in the battle of a lifetime,
not just for the soul of Georgia, but for the soul of America. We recognize that in the last election
there were 12 million more young voters than baby boomers. Two thirds of them were young
people of color. We're seeing people compete for the vote in the Democratic Party, but we're not
seeing that in the Republican Party. 81% of folks that voted Republican this past election were
white. They're not going to be able to grow their party unless they battle ideas. But instead, they
are creating restrictions in voting access. It's becoming incredibly an undemocratic process. And
that's why we need to make sure that there's a presence, there’s -- make sure that there is a way
to solve and apply the HR-1 Act that Stacey Abrams was speaking about.

CHUCK TODD:
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Lanhee Chen, is, is there, is there any way of looking at these attempts and, and, and defending
them? Is the, is the entire Republican message on sort of voter integrity been essentially
eviscerated by these attempts to cnrtail mail-in voting?

LANHEE CHEN:

Well, I think that's the problem, Chuck, is that fundamentally, if your party appears to stand
against more people participating, that's probably not going to be a popular message at the end
of the day. I do think this, that if you believe fundamentally the Constitution gives states the right
to control their elections and their election processes, then you really ought to be focused on
trying to figure out ways at the state level to make it easier for people to participate. That would
obviate the need for legisiation like HR-1 at the federal level, which I agree is a federal takeover. I
don't think it is the right approach. But then you can't, then at the state level too, be opposed to
these things. So I think Republicans have to pick their fights. I think particular things, for
example, the practice of ballot harvesting has been talked about. This idea that one person can
return many absentee ballots. That is one specific practice that Republicans may want to go after.
But fundamentally, the message of, "Yeah, we just want to make it harder to vote," I don‘t think
that's going to sell very well with time.

CHUCK TODD:

You know, Hallie Jackson, it was interesting to me that Stacey Abrams, she essentially wouldn't
get into the details of HR-1. She wouldn’t get in - there is, there is internal Washington debate. "Is
this bill too much of a press release bill and not enough focused on what can possibly get passed
or not?" I found that interesting that she didn't want to engage in that. And I know some national
Democrats are afraid of engaging in that for fear that some of the base won't like hearing that
maybe HR-1's not the best bill to try to get passed.

HALLIE JACKSON:

T was struck by the same point, Chuck, in your interview with Stacey Abrams, who obviously has
been on the forefront of a lot of this because it really is coming down to these two options. As
you correctly note, HR-1 is headed towards frankly, a buzzsaw in the Senate, right? And I think
people understand that. There are some Democrats that I've been talking to, some sources who
point out, "Yes, we do need to push the idea of some sort of an exception to the filibuster,” right?
Just for this issue of voting rights, these types of laws. Congressman Clyburn has been pretty
vocal about that. There is more and more discussion and speculation about that, which Stacey
Abrams I think noted and said, "Hey, we don't want to even think about paring down HR-1 until
we get past this filibuster issue, right? Until we see where that is.” At the end of the day, though,
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and Republicans are clear in their argument. And it's to Lanhee's point here, they believe that it
is overstepping what the federal branch -
CHUCK TODD:
Right.
HALLIE JACKSON:
-- what Congress has the authority to do. But if there is not political support for it, it doesn't really
go anywhere. So Democrats may have to be confronted with this kind of a hard choice. What do
you take out of HR-1?
CHUCK TODD:
Yeah.

HALLIE JACKSON:

What do you leave in? And how do you try to get it over the finish line to make it more palatable,
Chuck?

CHUCK TODD:

So John Heilemann, how does, you know, does Washington end up doing something before 2022
or not?

JOHN HEILEMANN:

Chuck I just, just to go back to your very first question, let's just be clear about this in this case,
about these bills. 293 of them I think are at the state level right now, trying to restrict voting
access.

CHUCK TODD:

And we just had an election -

JOHN HEILEMANN:

Itis -
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CHUCK TODD:

-- by the way.

JOHN HEILEMANN:

-- you kniow, Donald Trump, that great -
CHUCK TODD:

Yeah.

JOHN HEILEMANN:

Yes, exactly. Yes. And an election that scared Republicans because, you know, Donald Trump
came o, the great political seer and truth teller Donald Trump came out and said it on the air
last year. "If we continue to have a lot of people voting and voting access gets broader,
Republicans will never win again.” He laid it on the table. And I think that's the only motivation
driving Republicans, who previously, as you know, Chuck, benefited from absentee voting,
benefits from mail-in voting. But in this last election, they didn't. And now they're trying to
restrict voting. What's going to happen on HR-1? I think, you know, it does come down to this
question. I think there's a broader question about filibuster reform. And, as you know, Joe
Manchin now kind of opened the door to the possibility of filibnster reform. You've got the
pressure coming from Clyburn on this specific issue. You can see that really the question - the
answer to your question about before 2022 is where do Joe Biden and the White House come
down on this because, as of right now, it seems to me that the White House right now is more
reluctant to try to press on filibuster reform than even Joe Manchin is in the Senate. And it was
previously seen as Joe Manchin was the lock that you had to pick. It seems like Manchin now has
kind of opened the door. So the ball is now kind of back in Joe Biden's court. And we're waiting to
see what the White House has to say about this.

CHUCK TODD:

Yeah. Hallie Jackson, you want to chime in here?

HALLIE JACKSON:

Twas subtly indicating, yeah, because I think John's making a really important point here, Chuck.

And I would say, as it relates to President Biden, I just had this conversation actually this
morning with somebody, with a White House official on the idea of what is the president going to
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do, not just about the filibuster, but about specifically more muscular support for something like
HR-1? Obviously, he has come out in statements about it. I will say there is a possibility, I would
say likely au expectation, that he speaks about it when he is in Georgia later on this week. It is
obviously a key issue in Georgia, as you just talked and did that segment about. And I think that
President Biden will be all but certain to address it in Georgia, given the political pressures
around it this week.

CHUCK TODD:

Very quickly, Maria Teresa, Joe Biden hasn't been very loud on HR-1. Do you think that's because
he's worried how it would pass?

MARIA TERESA KUMAR:

Well, I think it's because he knows he doesn't have the votes unless there's a way to grandfather
and suspend the filibuster for this. That is the point. And so he right now wants to make sure that
he's putting as many points on the board that he's winning. Bnt Chuck, let's not forget that you
had 139 Republicans that voted against certifying the Electoral College, the vote, even though we
saw the courts, we saw Republican secretaries of states saying that this election was not
fraudulent, that it was legitimate.

CHUCK TODD:

Coming up - I'm going to pause it here. Coming up, the flood of Democrats now calling for New
York Governor Andrew Cuomo to resign. Stay with us on that one.

CHUCK TODD:

Welcome back. We want to note the passing of a very familiar face to many of us in the news
business. Roger Mudd spent two decades reporting for CBS News, covering everything from
Congress, to the civil rights movement, to Watergate.

[BEGIN TAPE]}

ROGER MUDD:

Good evening. The Nixon presidency is virtually being overtaken by events tonight.

[END TAPE]
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CHUCK TODD:

In a long career, he is best known for asking a question that Senator Ted Kennedy simply couldn't
answer, wounding Kennedy's presidential campaign before it even started.

[BEGIN TAPE]

ROGER MUDD:

Why do you want to be president?

SENATOR TED KENNEDY:

Well, I'm -

[END TAPE]

CHUCK TODD:

And it only got worse from there. When Mudd was passed over as the replacement for Walter
Cronkite at CBS, he joined us here at NBC News and briefly co-anchored NBC Nightly News with
another familiar face, Tom Brokaw. And for a while, he also moderated this progress, Meet the
Press. Mudd finished his career at PBS and then The History Channel. Roger Mudd was 93.
CHUCK TODD:

Welcome back. Panel is back. And the number of Democrats calling for Andrew Cuomo's
resignation only grows in New York. John Heilemann, Schumer and Gillibrand the latest.
Basically, the only prominent Democrats not calling for the resignation outside of the state of
New York, I guess, at this point are the president and the vice president. I don't know how
Cuomo hangs on other than - that doesn't mean he still won't try to hang on. How does this eud?
JOHN HEILEMANN:

Oh, Chuck. Well, I think there are a lot of things that are in play here. One of them is what else is
out there. And every major news organization that I know of right now has a team of people
trying to push this story further. And there are a lot of hot leads out there. Let's put it, let’s put it
that way. I think, you know, the other thing that's trne is Cuomo is totally dug in. I think the

likelihood of Cuomo resigning is close to zero. And I think, you know, he is following right now,
uncomfortably for a lot of Democrats, he's following what is seen now as the Trump precedent.
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You know, if you are determined enough, you are shameless enough, you can hold on. And so
the questions then just becomes does he actually get impeached? Does he actually get thrown
out? And I thiuk that’s goiug to be -- a large, a large questiou around that is goiug to be what
additional evidence comes out over the coming -- maybe enough now, but there’s going to be a
large question about what else unfolds over the next couple weeks.

CHUCK TODD:

Yeah, it does feel like he's forcing that. I want to bring up, and I'm glad you brought up Trump
there a minute, John. Lanhee, I want you to respond to something Tim Miller wrote in The
Bulwark. Ie said, "Duuking on Cuomo’s demise requires admitting that the other party has
standards and lays bare once again the cravenness of the excuse-making for Trump that kept the
lights on for the past five years." There's a lot of conservative media acolytes and propagandists
that are very excited about Cuomo's downfall. But they seem to not be very self-reflective.

LANHEE CHEN:

Yeah. Look, I think you have to call out bad behavior, regardless of whether it's perpetrated by a
Republican or in this case with Cuomo, perpetrated by a Democrat. This shouldn't be a partisan
issue. And I think Republicans have to acknowledge that over the last couple of years, and
starting witb that 2016 campaigu, there were things that were done by Trump, and now in this
case that are being done by Cuomo, that look very, very similar. But I think, Chuck, it speaks to a
bigger problem we have in many states in this country, which is what happens when you have
one party in charge for too long. It creates a toxic environment, an environment that lacks
accountability. You see it in New York. By the way, it's the same sort of factors that are fueling the
potential recall of Gavin Newsom here in California. It's what happens when you don't have
people standing up and saying, "This is going wrong" and stauding up earlier, being willing to talk
about, for example, the culture of toxicity we see in Cuomo and in other states.

CHUCK TODD:

Maria Teresa, you know, I think plenty of Democrats are now speaking out about Cuomo. But
what does it say if shame doesn't work now for Cuomo? Shame hasn't worked for Trump. Is
shame not going to work for Cuomo?

MARIA TERESA KUMAR:

Well, I think that, [ mean, what John was saying was absolutely on the nose - that Trump has

basically moved the goalpost of what is proper and what isn't. And I think that unless there is a
massive recall for impropriety by the New York voters, he won't step down. I think he's doubling
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down, unless something worse comes down, down the pike. But I would encourage us to not
equivocate what has been documented with Andrew Cuomo compared to what is happening and
trying to grapple with, with Gavin Newsom during his recall. His recall is trying to figure out how
do you actually, you know, work better under a pandemic and a disaster. Cuomo has actual
allegations, not just on the nursing home front, but also personal allegations of sexual
harassment, which should not be okay in any type of work environment.

CHUCK TODD:

Hallie Jackson, the White House has obviously tried to stay out of this, understandably. No White
House wants to step into something on this, that they - bnt at some point, you know, Schumer
and Gillibrand aren’t enough to get Schumer [SIC] to listen. There's going to be a point. Biden
can't avoid this question forever and neither can Kamala Harris.

HALLIE JACKSON:

Well, although they might be able to avoid it until, for example, the first news conference that the
president holds, right? I think it is highly unlikely that the White House, that President Biden
steps into this in and of his own accord, uniess he is sort of directly pressed on this and directly
asked about this. I will say there is, I think, increasing talk, or at least some talk, among some
national Democrats that perhaps, perhaps Governor Cuomo could take some of the political heat
off himself if we were to say he would not, for example, run again in 2022 -- not that that would
solve the issue, not that that would make this go away. I did have a conversation -- I was trying to
understand why now, why Friday was this day that seemed to be the tipping point. And
Congresswoman Grace Meng, who was one of the people who called for the governor's
resignation on Friday, said she had seen what was happening on the local level, where these state
lawmakers were, the increasing pressure being put on Cuomo, the dissatisfaction, the way that
that impeachment inquiry seemed likely to be headed. And that for her is what made that
decision. And that's when you saw the slew of lawmakers on Friday come out on that point,
Chuck.

CHUCK TODD:

Well, 1 also wondered, John Heilemann, when, when Andrew Cuomo used the phrase "cancel
culture,” I thought, "Oh, really? Now you're, now you're, you're going to use, you’re going to use
a Fox talking point to defend yourself, and you think Democrats are going to stick by you?" It

seemed like to be a really poor choice of words.

JOHN HEILEMANN:
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Well, yeah, Chuck. I mean, again, it's another part, another page from the Trump playbook. And
I think it’s also -- but it's cognizant, I think, in Andrew's mind, the governor's mind, that New York
is a Democratic state, but there are lots of - there are big chunks of New York that are not, that
are not as liberal as people assume New York is. And I think the, the governor knows he's lost the
Congressional delegation. He's obviously lost the left. He's obviously lost -- he’s now lost
Gillibrand and Schuiner. He's lost everybody. He's making a bid to try to go to essentially the
Republican voters of the state to keep his numbers at a place where he can - and, and the
broader, kind of more moderate Democrats, to push this off and say, "Look, let's have a process
here,” and just try to ride this out and hope that he can survive, at least so that he can finish this
term and have stayed in office as long as his father stayed in office. That's very important in the
governor's mind.

CHUCK TODD:

Well, it was amazing to read today that he has no place to go. No place to live. He has no
apartment. He has no house. He only has the governor's mansion. Anyway.

JOHN HEILEMANN:
Amazing.
CHUCK TODD:

You guys were terrific, a terrific panel. That's all we have for today. Thank you for watching. We'll
be back next week because if it's Sunday, it's Meet the Press.
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4202021 Georgia clection reform law fsn't voter suppression, but GOP must change

Moving away from the archaic signature match system and simply asking for a voter to
handwrite the year they were born and the last four digits of their social security number if
they don’t have a driver’s license is not voter suppression, it’s commonsense. Seeing through
that principled lens would also require Democrats to use more than someone’s party affiliation
to assess the content of their heart.

I get it, Republicans have a huge hole to climb out of in the coming years because of the
shrapnel created by the 2020 election and its fallout. As Republicans, we must change the tone
we use in future elections; conservatism shouldn’t be confused as divisive or mean-spirited.
We need genuine empathy so we can understand and reach more voters. And we need to
champion conservative causes that can win broad support and restore pillars like fiscal
restraint that have crumbled as the GOP has put person over party. I call this approach GOP
2.0

‘While candidates running on the former president's platform may be afraid of high turnout,
those following this better way forward are not. We have faith in our ideas.

Republicans don’t need election reform to win back the White House, we need leadership.

Geoff Duncan is the lieutenant governor of Georgia.
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