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Although voter fraud is exceedingly rare, conserva-

tives have been fabricating reasons to enact laws that
disenfranchise as many potential voters as possible
among certain groups, such as college students, low-
income people, and minorities.1 Rather than moderniz-
ing our democracy to ensure that all citizens have access
to the ballot box, these laws hinder voting rights in a
manner not seen since the Jim Crow laws enacted in
the South to disenfranchise blacks following Recon-
struction.

It should be noted that these proposals being intro-
duced in states as different as Florida and Wisconsin is
no coincidence. Rather, they are drafted and distributed
by corporate-backed entities like the American Legisla-
tive Exchange Council (ALEC), according to an inves-
tigative report by the Center for American Progress.2

Corporations, such as Koch Industries Inc., Wal-Mart
Stores Inc., and The Coca-Cola Co. pay ALEC a fee for
access to members of state legislatures, so that the cor-
porate representatives and ALEC officials can work
together with elected representatives to draft model leg-
islation. As ALEC spokesperson Michael Bowman told
NPR, the system is especially effective as legislators,
“will ask questions much more freely at our meetings
because they are not under the eyes of the press, the
eyes of the voters.”

The investigative report also included a leaked copy
of the model Voter ID legislation approved by ALEC’s
board of directors in 2009. It prohibits certain forms of
identification, such as student IDs, and has been
adopted as the preferred model by both Tea Party
organizations and Wisconsin’s Republican legislators,

State Representative Jeff Stone and State Senator Joe
Leibham.

Similar legislation had been proposed in Missouri
and other states during the early part of the last decade,
but it frequently failed to pass. Seeking new avenues,
the George W. Bush administration prioritized the con-
viction of voter fraud to the point where two U.S.
attorneys were allegedly fired in 2004 for failing to
pursue electoral fraud cases at the level required by
Attorney General John Ashcroft. But after three years of
scrutiny of the 2002 elections, Ashcroft’s efforts had
only produced 95 charges of election fraud. News
reports from 2007, however, pointed out that simply
“pursuing an investigation can be just as effective as a
conviction in providing that ammunition and creating
an impression with the public that some sort of elec-
toral reform is necessary.”3

Having laid the groundwork, ALEC is now spear-
heading these antivoting laws anew. A number of non-
partisan organizations ranging from Rock the Vote to
the League of Women Voters to the Public Interest
Research Group, are challenging ALEC’s efforts. Addi-
tionally, the Department of Justice is reviewing some of
the new state laws for possible violations of the Voting
Rights Act in nine southern states because of their
history of voter suppression in the past.

Speaking on the subject at the Campus Progress
National Conference in Washington, D.C. on July 6,
2011, President Bill Clinton told the young audience
that the reason why laws making it harder to vote were
being proposed and passed across the country was that
“They are trying to make the 2012 electorate look
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he right to vote is under attack all across our country. Conservative legislators are introducing and passing legislation
that: (a) creates new barriers for those registering to vote, (b) shortens the early voting period, (c) imposes new require-
ments for registered voters, and (d) rigs the Electoral College in select states.



more like the 2010 electorate than the 2008 electorate.”
Conservatives are scared because more young and

minority voters are entering voting age and their collec-
tive impact is growing accordingly. In 2008, about 48
million millennial generation voters—those born
between 1978 and 2000—were old enough to vote. By
2012, that number will be 64 million, or 29 percent of
all eligible voters. According to analysis by the Center
for American Progress, by 2020, all of the millennial
generation—about 90 million—will be eligible to vote
and will comprise around 40 percent of American
voters.4

Simultaneously, the number of minority voters has
increased from 15 to 26 percent between 1988 and
2008.5 These young and minority voters strongly
support progressive staples, such as investing in renew-
able energy6 and maintaining Social Security,7 which
affects election results. In 2008, young voters and His-
panics delivered two-thirds of their votes to President
Obama.8

The growing influence of staunchly progressive
voters has conservatives scared to the point of extreme
measures. Backed by large corporate donors, they are
looking for any proposal or law that will help negate
this change in voting demographics. While this is their
motivation, the right to vote is an American right that
should be protected for those of all political persua-
sions.

Right now, the protection of anti-voter suppression
measures put in place during the 1960s is preventing
the enactment of the Voter ID law in key states. In
some states, the issue will become a ballot measure
whose outcome is decided by the voters, while in
others, the laws have already been passed and must be
aggressively challenged through legal and electoral
measures, so that our system of democratic elections
can get back on the right track. n
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Voter Suppression in Traditional Battleground States

n Seven of the states that have passed or are considering  voter sup-
pression laws are also key electoral states for control of Congress
and the presidency.

Voter Suppression Laws as of March 29, 2012



Subscribe Today!

 & Race, Poverty
Environment

 the

 

RP&E

Journal

Radio

Race, Poverty and the Environment (RP&E) is Urban Habitat’s national journal of social and environmental
justice, founded in 1990. 

For over two decades we have covered how low-income people and communities of color are organizing to
win equality and justice. Multiracial, multi-issue organizations capable of uniting constituencies for social
justice action have never been more critical. RP&E is a longtime and crucial connection point for advocacy
groups, regionally and nationally.

Visit urbanhabitat.org/rpe to subscribe, order back issues, read from our archives, sign up for our quarter-
ly newsletter, and catch up on the latest research and news in environmental, economic and transportation
justice. 

In 2010, RP&E forged print-web-radio collaborations with local and national radio outlets with production
facilities in the Bay Area. Radio RP&E features in depth interviews and speeches from the movement for
racial, economic, and gender justice.  

Annual Subscriptions: $20/individual, $40/institution. Back Issues: $10/issue  The complete archive collec-
tion, which includes over 60 issues from 1990 to present, is also available for $250.

Race,Poverty 
Environment

the&
A Project of Urban Habitat

Race, Poverty & 
the Environment

Urban Habitat 
1212 Broadway, Suite 500 

Oakland, CA 94612 
(510) 839-9609 

urbanhabitat.org/rpe

RP&E is a member of The Media Consortium,
a network of leading independent journalism

organizations in the U.S. working together to strengthen the role of
media in creating a democratic society.

urbanhabitat.org/subscribe 

Our online archives are availabile  at urbanhabitat.org/rpe.
In addition, back issues of the journal will be available via
the comprehensive online academic journal archive JSTOR
beginning in 2013.

2012 occupyoakland.org cc

J9982_UrbanHab_Cov:Layout 1  6/15/12  6:28 PM  Page 2



T

20th Anniversary Edition

Editor Emeritus
Carl Anthony

Publisher
Connie Galambos Malloy

Editor & Art Director
B. Jesse Clarke

Assistant Editor
Merula Furtado 

Layout & Design Assistant
Christine Joy Ferrer

Subscribe to RP&E 
Annual subscriptions are $20 for individuals;
$40 for institutions. (Free for grassroots
groups upon request.)

Subscribe online at urbanhabitat.org
Or send subscription checks to: RP&E,
1212 Broadway, #500, Oakland, CA 94612. 
Libraries can use subscription services avail-
able from ESBSCO, SWETS, and Harrassowitz.

ISSN# 1532-2874

©2012 by the individual creators and Urban
Habitat. For specific reprint information,
queries, or submissions, please email 
editor@urbanhabitat.org.

In the interest of dialogue, RP&E publishes di-
verse views. Opinions expressed are not nec-
essarily those of the editors, Urban Habitat, or
its funders.

RP&E is a member of The Media Consortium,
a network of leading independent journalism
organizations in the U.S. working together to
strengthen the role of media in creating a
democratic society. In addition to our online
archive at urbanhabitat.org/rpe, back issues
of the journal are available via the comprehen-
sive online academic journal archive JSTOR.

Photos: (Left) Selma to Montgomery March to protest Alabama's immigration and voter ID laws. Courtesy of Equal Voice News. (Center) Occupy the Farm occupyoakland.org
(Right) Community Rejuvenation Project  ©2011 Eric K. Arnold. (Front Cover Art) Created for the Immigrant Defense Project, New York City. ©2012 Favianna Rodriguez. 

cc

Urban Habitat Board of Directors

Allen Fernandez Smith
President & CEO, Urban Habitat

Joe Brooks (Chair)
PolicyLink

Romel Pascual (Vice-Chair)
Mayor's Office, City of Los Angeles

Tamar Dorfman (Treasurer)
Public Health Institute

Carl Anthony
Co-Founder, Urban Habitat

Wade Crowfoot
Governor’s Office of Planning and Research

Malo Andre Hutson
Department of City and Regional Planning
University of California, Berkeley

Debra Johnson
San Francisco Municipal Transportation
Agency

Felicia Marcus
Natural Resources Defense Council

Asha Mehta
Leaderspring

Arnold Perkins
Former Director,
Alameda Public Health Department

Organizations are listed for identification pur-
poses only.

Race,Poverty
Environment

& the

Vol. 19 No. 1 | 2012
Printed on processed chlorine-free paper 60% post-consumer fiber

the national journal for social 
and environmental justice

Next GenerationNew Majority Rising Popular Power  Public Property—


