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The League of Women Voters is opposed to any voter ID
requirements, for many of the reasons you have already
heard. I would like to take my time to clear up some
misconceptions.
The first misconception is that we somehow need voter ID
cards to implement electronic poll books.
60 counties in Iowa, including my home county of Story,
currently use Precinct Atlas. We do not need to ask voters
who have already registered for identification, as the County
Auditor has already verified their identities. And all of this
information is easily located in the electronic pollbook.
The second misconception is that provisional ballots would
be a simple solution for an eligible voter who does not have
the voter ID card required in this bill.
Currently someone who is registering at the polls on
Election Day but cannot provide proof of identity and
residence must vote a provisional ballot. It is a complicated
process but necessary for those persons whose identities
have not already been verified through the registration
process.
But relying on provisional ballots for a voter who took the
time to register before the deadline but does not have a
voter ID card, or has forgotten to bring it to the polls,
creates unnecessary barriers.
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First, a voter who votes a provisional ballot must appear at
the County Auditor’s Office by noon on the Thursday of the
week of the election to prove her or his identity. An
employer is not required to grant time off, paid or unpaid,
for this purpose. This is an unfair burden, particularly for
low-wage workers.
Second, finding transportation can also be a burden. Many
voters (in Story County, the vast majority) do not live in the
county seat. Some eligible voters will not be able to find
transportation to get to the Auditor’s office during this short
window.
When informed of this requirement at the polls, some
voters may just not vote. Not because they are lazy or don’t
value the voting privilege, but because the hurdles this bill
would place in front of them are too many or too high.
Flooding the system with many more provisional voters on
Election Day will also lengthen lines and increase voter
frustration. In busy elections, it will also give Auditors the
impossible task of processing all of the ballots within the
required deadlines.
The third misconception is that it will be easy for all eligible
voters to obtain the ID card.

A speaker commented last week on the difficulties elderly
housebound voters could have in obtaining the voter ID.
An example is my mother who doesn’t have a drivers’
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license. At 90, she is cognitively able to vote but has
trouble walking and suffers from conditions that make it
difficult for her to go out in public. Would she, a person
who has voted in Iowa since 1948, have to go to a Drivers
License station to wait in discomfort and possible
embarrassment to be issued a voter ID card? What
purpose does this serve?
The fourth misconception is that, by requiring that eligible
voters obtain photo ID cards, we will improve Iowa’s voting
system and will not keep eligible voters from voting.
Researchers who have studied state election systems rank
Iowa’s system at or near the top. There is no convincing
evidence that voter ID laws improve an election system’s
integrity. But there is evidence that the turnout of minority
voters decreases in states after those states enact strict
voter ID laws.

The case has been made tonight that the proposed voter
ID law is unnecessary and will disenfranchise Iowans - not
a majority of Iowans, but many. Iowa has prided itself on
protecting the rights of all of our citizens. As our state
motto says, “Our liberties we prize and our rights we will
maintain.” But if one eligible voter is not able to vote
because of an unnecessary requirement placed on their
right, we have forfeited the right to that pride.
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This bill will also cost the state money that, when it has
come to funding other worthy programs, we have been
told we don’t have.
There are other requirements in this bill that sound good
but are problematic and do not increase election integrity
– so-called signature verification, hand counting all
absentee ballots, doing away with the option for voters to
vote a straight party ticket.
My final question: Iowa’s County Auditors are opposed to
this bill, so why is the Legislature even considering it?
Auditors are concerned about election integrity; I think the
Legislators supporting this bill are concerned about
something else.
This bill is not in the best interests of Iowans and you
should not pass it.

