Elected Officials of Color Display Strong Support for the Voting Rights Act
Elected officials of color – both male and female – showed strong support for the renewal of the 2007 Extension of the Voting
Rights Act. While we hypothesized we might find differences across racial and ethnic lines, in fact, we found considerable overall
support for the Act. When asked, “Using a scale from zero to ten, where zero is not at all important and ten is extremely important,
in your opinion, how important are the protections of equal political access in the current voting rights act for persons of your racial
or ethnic background?” the average
score among all elected officials was
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support the VRA.
These results show that, as the bill was being debated in Congress during the summer of 2006, when the GMCL Survey was in
2
the field, overwhelming majorities of officials in each of the racial/ethnic group categories judged the Voting Rights Act of
considerable importance.

Section 5 (Preclearance) Provision
The Section 5 (preclearance) provision requires federal approval of proposed changes to voting laws or procedures in covered
jurisdictions. A much lower percentage of elected officials in general (73%) supported Section 5 than rated the VRA as very
important (89%). For example, whereas almost all of the Black and American Indian elected officials said reauthorization of the VRA
was very important, only 77% of Blacks and 67% of American Indians supported the renewal of the Section 5 (preclearance)
provision.
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almost twice as many women (17%) as men (10%)
responding “Don’t know.”

Support for renewal of this provision was still strong, but the lower level of support is problematic given that this is the core
provision establishing the legal basis for potentially discriminatory electoral actions of states and localities to be monitored on an
ongoing basis by the Justice Department’s Civil Rights Division. Alternatively, this might be interpreted as based on the fact that the
officials, having observed changes in the Bush Justice Department’s CRD, responsible for implementation of Section 5, might view
3
the structure as introducing policies with which they disagree.

Federal Observers
There was strong support across racial groups, and by gender, for renewal of the VRA provision on sending federal
observers to polling places where electoral discrimination based on race or color is suspected (see table at top of previous page). Nine
in ten of all elected officials surveyed supported renewal of this provision, as did women and men. Strongest support was among
Black officials (93%) but overwhelming majorities of Latinos/as (85%), Asian Americans (84%) and American Indians (79%)
supported renewal as well.

Language Minority Protection
Elected officials of color also offered support for Language Minority Protection for citizens in a variety of circumstances (see table
below). Eight in ten of all elected officials surveyed favored renewal of bilingual ballots as one of the provisions of the VRA. Support
varied somewhat by race and gender with 83% of Latino/a and American Indian officials supporting bilingual ballots compared to
78% of Blacks and Asian Americans; eight in ten of both male and female elected officials favored renewal of this provision.
Officials who had constituents in their districts who spoke another language
tended to provide materials in languages other than English. They also supported
providing government services in languages other than English. A majority of
Latino/a elected officials provided materials to voters in languages other English,
while the other groups, including majorities of men and women, did not provide
such materials. Those who provided such materials did so primarily to Spanishspeaking voters; Asian officials offered materials to Spanish, Chinese and Filipino
voters. American Indian officials provided materials to speakers of Spanish and of
American Indian languages. Only a few of the officials said that they failed to
provide these materials because it “did not apply” or because “few voters/residents
don’t speak English.”
While not directly within the provisions of the VRA, we examined views on
providing government services in languages other than English. About 60-70% of
officials agreed or strongly agreed with the provision of services in multiple
languages, while about 20% across racial and gender groups opposed this proposal.
The data on the surveyed elected officials’ views on voting rights reveals more
agreement than division in support for the extension of the Act, on support for
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Section 5 Preclearance provision, and on bilingual ballot voting rights provisions.
Officials varied more distinctly in other related areas; officials offered somewhat less
support for providing government services in other languages, and considerably less
support in their own provision of “other than English” written materials for their
most recent election.
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Women’s mean score was 9.3 compared to 9.1; while this difference may seem small, it was
statistically significant at p<.05.
2
The VRA Act was scheduled to expire in 2007, but Congress approved its reauthorization in summer
2006.
3
See recent reporting on former Acting Associate Attorney General Bradley Schlozman who headed
the CRD in 2003 –2006: “Bush Aide Admits Hiring Boasts; Says He Broke No Rules Giving Jobs to
Conservatives,” Charlie Savage, Boston Globe, 6 June 2007; ”Political Hiring in Justice Division
Probed,” Carol D. Leonnig, Washington Post, 21 June 2007.
4
The legislation specifies that under certain circumstances jurisdictions must provide ballots and voter
information available in the languages of criteria-specific groups.
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