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Delta Days in Our Nation’s Capital 
The Right to Vote for all Citizens of the United States 

 
 

Voter Rights - A Citizen’s Rights 

A government for the people by the people has been the promise of our Democracy since the 
United States was founded.   We continue the work of fully implementing this promise for all US 
citizens.  The League of Women Voters announced as late as 1982 their position that voting is a 
fundamental citizen right that must be guaranteed.  We continue to struggle with realizing this 
guarantee. 

The legal protections based on our constitutional right to vote must be protected and upheld in 
our legislature. Without consistent application of our laws, institutional barriers to access all 
continue to plague our ability to be a land governed by its people. 

Background 

It took our country 95 years to enforce the ratified fifteenth amendment of our Constitution. On 
August 5, 1965, Lyndon Johnson signed the Voter Rights Act expanding the right to vote to the 
disenfranchised and setting in place procedures and Federal examiner oversight of states to 
ensure qualified citizens could register and vote.   We highlight the following three: 

• Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act of 1965 prohibits voting practices or procedures 
that discriminate on the basis of race, color, or membership in one of the language 
minority groups identified in Section 4(f)(2) of the Act. 

• Section 4 When Congress enacted the Voting Rights Act of 1965, it determined that 
racial discrimination in voting had been more prevalent in certain areas of the 
country. Section 4(a) of the Act established a formula to identify those areas and to 
provide for more stringent remedies where appropriate. 

• Section 5 of the Act requires certain states and localities to gain federal approval for 
any voting change before it goes into effect to ensure it isn't discriminatory. This 
approval is called “preclearance.” Section 5 is not a permanent law and needs to be 
reauthorized regularly by Congress. 

Most provisions of the Voter Rights Act, including the guarantee that no one may be denied the 
right to vote because of his or her race or color, are permanent. But the law was drafted in such 
a way that some enforcement-related provisions have required reauthorization.  Over time, 
loopholes have been identified and used to reduce the number of eligible voters and create 
obstacles to vote.  In response to various obstacles over the years, legislation has been enacted 
that seeks to ensure the 15th and 16th amendments to our constitution are upheld.  Legislation 
has focused on insuring registration and election day practices remain accessible for all citizens. 

In May 1993, President Clinton signed the National Voter Registration Act to promote the 
fundamental right to vote by making it easier for citizens to obtain and maintain voter 
registration, requiring states to make a reasonable effort to maintain accurate voter rolls, and 
prohibit states from doing so by removing registered voters except under particular 
circumstances.  
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In October 2002, the Help America Vote Act (HAVA) was signed into law, authorizing funds 
for each state to improve the operation of elections according to federal requirements.  This 
included funds to improve voting systems and machines, provisional balloting and other 
safeguards, and improvements in voter registration systems and poll worker training and 
administration.   This Act also amended the “fail to vote” clause which we can trace to the 
present day “voter fraud and purge practices” being instituted across the country. 

We find that our country makes decided steps to move us forward and then it works at cross 
intentions to reduce and reverse years of work. In 2008, we had the most diverse electorate in 
U.S. history.  Then we saw twenty-seven measures passed or implemented in nineteen states 
that made it more difficult to vote from 2011 to 2012.  In 2013, the U.S. Supreme Court struck 
down what has been characterized as the “heart” of the Voting Rights Act.    The U.S. Supreme 
Court ruled that Section 4(b) of the Voting Rights Act (VRA) formula for determining which 
jurisdictions would have to clear their election law changes with the federal government was 
based on old data and was therefore unconstitutional in the 2013 Shelby County v. Holder case. 
This impacts the preclearance requirement of Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act and is directly 
contrary to the fundamental reason for the Voter Rights Act of 1965. 

Most recently, the Pence-Kobach Election “Integrity” Commission was created by President 
Trump to address the so-called voter fraud in the 2016 election. The Commission met twice but 
was unable to justify the unfounded claims of voter fraud in the 2016 election. The Commission 
disbanded in spring of 2018.  

Partisan reframing begun under President George W Bush continues today through interpreting 
the National Voter Registration Act mandates that states implement aggressive measures to 
remove ineligible voters from the rolls, even if those measures may also have the effect of 
removing large swaths of eligible voters through voter purges. Ohio’s 2019 program provides an 
example of a voter purge that impacted access to the vote for eligible voters. 

On June 2018, the Supreme Court’s 5-4 decision in Husted v. A. Philip Randolph Institute 
opened the door for states, including Ohio, to remove registered voters from voting rolls for a 
failure to vote in multiple federal elections and a failure to return a mailed address confirmation 
form. This ruling created the “use it or lose it” practices that removed thousands from the Ohio 
voter rolls in error. 

We applaud our current Ohio Secretary of State LaRose for moving towards a more transparent 
strategy than previous administrations “use it or lose it practices” and replaced it with the “last-
chance list”.  The findings from his last chance list demonstrate widespread identification errors 
and illuminated who was disproportionately impacted by Ohio purges. 

Justice Sotomayor broke from the majority opinion on the Ohio case stating it “entirely 
ignores the history of voter suppression against which the National Voter Registration Act 
was enacted and upholds a program that appears to further the very disenfranchisement of 
minority and low-income voters that Congress set out to eradicate.” The Supplemental 
process disproportionately affected minority, low income, disabled and veteran voters. 

This trend is seen across the country where data shows that the US citizens protected under the 
original Voting Rights Act of 1965 are still targeted, negatively impacted and denied access to 
the ballot through a combination of voter suppression tactics through legislation and 
interpretation by the judicial branch. The states that were held accountable for their 
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discriminatory practices from “decades old data” and “decades old problems” are still very much 
present.  The fabric of the Voter’s Rights Act is being unraveled by removing accountability to 
the states for their discriminatory practices and allow for local and state jurisdictions to 
disenfranchise millions thus returning our county to pre-1965 voting practices where all citizens 
of our country are not afforded the right to vote. 

League of Women voters and others across the country have provided evidentiary records of 
the need to maintain preclearance practices for states who demonstrate discriminatory practices 
in suppressing the vote of its citizens.  Reports and data prove the need to maintain the full 
strength of the Voter Rights Act of 1965, the 1993 National Voter Registration Act  and the 2003 
Helping Americans Vote Act; fully funded and fully supported by all three branches of 
government.   

 

We believe Voter Purges depress minority and immigrant vote disproportionately.   

• Brennan Center study found that almost 16 million voters were purged from the rolls 
between 2014 and 2016, and that jurisdictions with a history of racial discrimination — 
which are no longer subject to preclearance after 2013 Supreme Court ruling— had 
significantly higher purge rates. 

• Two million fewer voters would have been purged over those four years if jurisdictions 
previously subject to federal preclearance had purged at the same rate as those 
jurisdictions not subject to that provision in 2013. 

• Since 2013, Florida, New York, North Carolina, and Virginia have conducted illegal 
purges. 

• Four states (Alabama, Arizona, Indiana, and Maine) have written policies that by their 
terms violate the National Voter Registration Act and provide for illegal purges. 

• Alabama, Indiana, and Maine have policies for using data from a database called the 
Interstate Voter Registration Crosscheck Program (Crosscheck) to immediately purge 
voters without providing the notice and waiting period required by federal law (Indiana’s 
practice has been put on hold by a federal court).  

• Arizona regulations permit Crosscheck purges during the 90 days prior to an election, a 
period during which federal law prohibits large-scale purges.  

• Florida, New York, North Carolina, Virginia, Alabama, Arizona, Indiana and Main have 
more than a quarter of registered voters across the nation. 

• Ohio’s supplemental process and National Change of Address process used to support 
voter registration purges disproportionately impact minority voters, low-income voters 
and immigrant voters.    

Recommendations 

• Automatic voter registration measure for the November ballot.   
• Provide adequate response time for targeted voters for purge. 
• Revisit voter ID laws to remove barriers to registration; and ensure all eligible voters 

have capacity to vote.  
• Reinstate full protections of voter Right Act of 1965 using current data to justify 

preclearance and transparency sections. 
• Pass H.R. 4 or similar legislation to protect Voting Rights Act of 1965.   
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• Develop and institute standardized early voting practices, balloting procedures and voter 
equipment, voter eligibility identification requirements, redistricting practices and polling 
place standards of operations. 

 
Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Incorporated – Call to Action   

Delta Sigma Theta Sorority, Incorporated endorses the work of the League of Women Voters of 
the United State  who seek to ensure all citizens have the right to vote and are not denied the 
right through legislative practices or local procedures.  We also agree with advocacy groups and 
civil rights organizations who are fighting each day to stop the dismantling of the Voter Rights 
Act of 1965.  We believe that voter suppression is well documented across our country and the 
legislative branch is working to reduce the oversight of the federal government on state 
elections to the detriment of peoples who have been historically denied the right to vote.  We do 
believe that our country continues to struggle with our history of disenfranchisement as 
evidenced through data and the documented outcomes of revisions to the law; which reduced 
participation, denied thousands of eligible voters the right to vote and causes our election 
results to come into question as the true voice of America’s peoples.   

We ask Congress to protect the integrity of the Voter Rights Act of 1965, National Voter 
Registration Act of 1993 and the Helping Americans Vote Act of 2003 and abide by the 
Constitutional mandate for all citizens right to vote by providing the necessary legislative 
oversight and funds to implement the Acts consistently across the country.  We further ask 
Congress to make permanent all provisions of the law without need for continued votes to ratify 
the law.  

This is a non-partisan issue.  Voting rights are a constitutional right for all of America’s citizens.  
Support legislation that ensures all citizens access to the vote unencumbered by voter 
suppression practices – registration barriers, purges, access barriers - location and timing 
irregularities, malfunctioning equipment, and redistricting. 

Representative Fudge’s subcommittee report concluded there is evidence to demonstrate a 
“clear need for congressional action” to reinstate preclearance under Section 5 of the Voting 
right Act.  The Shelby decision left open the possibility of renewing preclearance under Section 
5 of the Voting Rights Act for state and local election changes with Congressional approval of 
new formulas, based on modern data, to trigger the scrutiny of the federal government. 

Work across the aisle to support and enact legislation that implements voting systems and 
procedures that are  transparent, secure, accurate, re-countable and accessible.    

This includes: 

• Upholding original intent and protections of the National Voting Rights Act of 1965. 
• Legislation that creates one state-led system for the whole country where instructions 

and expectations are the same; providing improved transparency of the voting process.  
• Correcting past purge errors.   
• Instituting automatic updates for voter registration.  For example, voter registration 

during interactions with an agency like Bureau of Motor Vehicles. 

We also align with League of Women Voters  resolution stating that the Citizen’s Right to Vote 
be interpreted as only voting systems that are designed so that:  
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• they employ a voter-verifiable paper ballot or other paper record, said paper being the 
official record of the voter’s intent;  

• the voter can verify, either by eye or with the aid of suitable devices for those who have 
impaired vision, that the paper ballot/ record accurately reflects his or her intent;  

• such verification takes place while the voter is still in the process of voting;  
• the paper ballot/record is used for audits and recounts;  
• the vote totals can be verified by an independent hand count of the paper ballot/ record; 
• routine audits of the paper ballot/record in randomly selected precincts can be 

conducted in every election, and the results published by the jurisdiction. 

 

Representative Fudge shared the following at the conclusion of the subcommittee report: 

“The Constitution does not say the right to vote is only guaranteed if you 
vote often enough, it says it is guaranteed – period. The Constitution says 
Americans not only have the unabridged right to vote, they also have the 
right not to vote. 

Congress must ensure every eligible American can access the ballot box, 
cast a ballot free from discrimination and suppression, and hold a 
steadfast faith in our democratic process that their ballot will be counted as 
cast. The House has done its part in passing H.R. 4, the Voting Rights 
Advancement Act, which cracks down on voter purges that have disparate 
impact on minority populations." 

Delta Sigma Theta Sorority Inc. has partnered with WHEN WE ALL VOTE, an 
organization launched in 2018 and Co-Chaired by Michelle Obama.  When We All Vote 
is a non-profit, nonpartisan organization that is on a mission to increase participation in 
every election and close the race and age voting gap. By alignment with strategic 
partnerships, the plan is to reach every potential voter changing the culture around 
voting and harnessing grassroots energy.  

Legislative meeting questions 

1) Do you agree that all citizens of America have the right to vote?  Do you agree that the Voter 
Rights Act of 1965 is as necessary now as it was in 1965?  If not, how do you interpret the data 
presented that demonstrates voter suppression practices across the country and specifically in 
the state of Ohio? 

2) Will you support legislation that upholds the National Voter Registration Act of 1993 
provisions to ensure legality of purge practices and  that all citizens of America have 
unencumbered access to the vote both on the state level and federal level; and support efforts 
to clarify implementation in today’s political climate?  If not, what legislative actions would you 
support to will ensure all citizens have access to vote in each election? 

3) How do you respond to both the recent Brennan Report and Representative Fudge’s 
subcommittee report that demonstrate substantial justification for preclearance and 
transparency requirement by states as expressed in the H.R. 4, the "Voting Rights 
Advancement Act of 2019”?     
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4) If you agree with the information, will you support working towards Congress acting to 
reinstate preclearance and transparency requirements for all state and federal elections?   

5) If not, what information do you require that would necessitate preclearance and transparency 
measures being added to legislation that will  “justify the current need” for such measures?  
What measures will you support to ensure all American citizens unencumbered access to vote 
and to have their vote count at both state and federal level? 

6) Will you work to ensure adequate funding is available to states to support improving voter 
registration, transparent election practices,  and legal purge procedures? 

7) If you do not support legislative action for funding, how would you address the concerns 
raised through the League of Women Voter’s reports and others demonstrating voter 
suppression and illegal purges by states? 

8) Will you support legislative action to return preclearance and transparency language to the 
National Voter Registration Act? 

9) If you do not support such legislative action, how will you address the concerns of those who 
have demonstrated the fallacy of “combating voter fraud” as a driving force for legislated voter 
suppression tactics being facilitated across the country? 
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Appendix:  Ohio Voter ID Process 

If you are voting in person in Ohio, you must present one of the following forms of ID at the time 
you vote: 
  

• An unexpired Ohio driver’s license or ID 
• An unexpired photo ID issued by Ohio or the US government that includes your name 

and current address 
• A military ID 
• A current utility bill, bank statement, paycheck, or government check that includes your 

name and current address 
• Any government document that shows your name and address 

 
When you send in your absentee ballot application, you will have to provide ONE of the 
following: 

• your driver’s license number (which begins with two alphabet letters followed by six 
numbers); 

• the last four digits of your Social Security number; 
• a photocopy of a current and valid photo ID or military ID; or 
• a current utility bill, bank statement, government check, paycheck or other government 

document that shows your name and current address. 
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