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December 16, 2025 
 
VIA EMAIL 
 
Chair Francis X. De Luca 
North Carolina State Board of Elections 
P.O. Box 27255 
Raleigh, NC 27611-7255 
 
Re: Information regarding the SAVE System and voter roll list maintenance 
 
Dear Chair De Luca and Members of the Board: 
 
On behalf of Fair Elections Center, an organization dedicated to removing barriers to voter 
registration and voting through advocacy and impact litigation, and Southern Coalition for Social 
Justice, we write to provide information and recommendations in reference to the Board’s 
November 25, 2025, decision to compare North Carolina’s voter registration records with the 
Systematic Alien Verification for Entitlements system (“SAVE”), administered by U.S. 
Citizenship and Immigration Services (“USCIS”) within the U.S. Department of Homeland 
Security (“DHS”).  
 
Specifically, we write to ensure that you are aware of recent changes made to SAVE that have 
introduced highly unreliable citizenship information to the system, as well as evidence from 
other states that use of the overhauled SAVE system has resulted in eligible voters having their 
citizenship wrongly questioned by state and local election officials.1 To the extent the Board 
intends to utilize information derived from SAVE in maintaining its voter rolls, we urge it to 
proceed with caution and to ensure sufficient protections are in place to prevent the wrongful 
removal of any eligible voters. 
 
The current problems with SAVE stem from a recent, massive overhaul by DHS in cooperation 
with the Social Security Administration (“SSA”). Specifically, SAVE now accesses outdated 

 
1 For recent, documented incidences in which eligible voters were erroneously flagged by the new SAVE system, 
see Jude Joffe-Block, Trump’s SAVE tool is looking for noncitizen voters. But it’s flagging U.S. citizens too, NPR 
(Dec. 10, 2025), https://www.npr.org/2025/12/10/nx-s1-5588384/save-voting-data-us-citizens; Natalia Contreras, 
Texas counties look into ‘potential noncitizens’ on voter rolls. Here’s what they’re finding, Votebeat Texas (Oct. 31, 
2025), https://www.votebeat.org/texas/2025/10/31/county-election-officials-investigate-potential-noncitizens-
flagged-save-database/. 
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citizenship information held by the Social Security Administration that likely does not accurately 
reflect the current status of naturalized registered voters. At the same time, DHS and SSA have 
enabled a new “bulk upload” functionality allowing searches of millions of individuals’ data. 
These changes, discussed in further detail below, introduce significant unreliability to the system 
and indicate there is a high likelihood that any comparison of North Carolina’s voter rolls with 
SAVE will erroneously capture eligible, citizen voters. Moreover, as described below, state law 
already includes numerous provisions preventing noncitizen voting, and there is much evidence 
that registration and voting by noncitizens is vanishingly rare in North Carolina and does not 
present a risk to the state’s elections. 
 
We strongly urge the Board to structure any use of the SAVE system in a way that accounts for 
these documented inaccuracies and protects eligible voters. 
 

I. Background on SAVE 
 
Historically, SAVE has accessed only records maintained by DHS on individuals who had 
interacted with DHS regarding their immigration status, including non-citizen immigrants, and 
naturalized and some derived citizens, but not U.S.-born citizens.2 As a result, SAVE user 
agencies would utilize a DHS-issued immigration identifier to query SAVE to see if the system 
contained information in DHS records that the individual was a noncitizen or whether DHS had 
information that the person had become a citizen. In North Carolina, the State Board has utilized 
this prior version of SAVE to check the citizenship status of voters whose DMV records 
indicated they were noncitizens.3 
 
Importantly, the Board has already observed concerns regarding the reliability of this prior 
version of SAVE. A 2017 audit overview by the Board of the 2016 General Election in North 
Carolina found that a “match with the SAVE database”—which at that time only queried DHS 
records—was “not a reliable indicator that a person is not a U.S. citizen because the database is 
not always updated in a timely manner and individuals who derived citizenship from their 
parents through naturalization or adoption may show up as noncitizens in SAVE.”4 Because of 
how unreliable this data already was, the State Board would not remove a voter from the rolls 
based on a SAVE match “absent independent confirmation that they are not citizens.”5 

 
2 Derived citizens are those who automatically become citizens as a direct consequence of their parent’s citizenship. 
3 See N.C. St. Bd. of Elections, Post-Election Audit Report - General Election 2016 app. 1 at 2 (Apr. 21, 2017), 
https://s3 .amazonaws.com/dl.ncsbe.gov/sboe/Post-
Election%20Audit%20Report_2016%20General%20Election/PostElection_Audit_Report.pdf. 
4 See supra note 3. 
5 See supra note 3. 
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Since May 2025, DHS has been rolling out major changes to the way SAVE functions and the 
way user agencies can query the system.6 Specifically: 
 

Ø SAVE now integrates SSA data (not just DHS data). This means SAVE now accesses 
citizenship information housed in the SSA, including records for U.S.-born U.S. citizens 
as well as derived citizens who have not applied for a certificate of citizenship. 

Ø SAVE now allows users to query the system using Social Security Numbers (not just 
DHS-issued immigration identifiers). This includes queries using either full or partial 
(last four digits) SSNs. 

Ø SAVE now allows bulk uploads of voter data for SAVE queries (not just individual 
searches). SAVE users can now upload voter data—names, birthdates, Social Security 
numbers, and other numeric identifiers—in massive spreadsheets for tens of thousands of 
individuals at a time. 

In sum, prior to May 2025, SAVE had only ever been used to investigate the citizenship of 
naturalized and some derived citizens—people who had interacted with the immigration system 
at some point. It had never been used to investigate the much broader group of individuals with a 
Social Security Number. But now, for the first time ever, DHS is urging state and local election 
officials (and user agencies in other contexts) to use SAVE to purportedly investigate the 
citizenship of all voters, including U.S.-born citizens, through use of their Social Security 
numbers. SAVE user agencies are being instructed to do this via “bulk upload” of voter data of 
tens of thousands of individuals at once. These changes vastly expand the number of voters who 
could be subject to SAVE queries, with naturalized citizens bearing a high risk of erroneous 
results, as set forth below. 
 

II. New Vulnerabilities in Overhauled SAVE System 
 
The changes described in Section I have introduced serious vulnerabilities into SAVE that the 
Board should be aware of and must consider before implementing any list maintenance program 
that utilizes it. 
 
 
 

 
6 Fair Elections Ctr., Eligible Voters at Risk: Examining Changes to USCIS’s Save System, Issue Brief (July 2025), 
https://fairelectionscenter.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/07/Examining-Changes-to-USCISs-SAVE-System.pdf 
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A. The Overhauled SAVE Includes Unreliable Social Security Administration 

Citizenship Data.  
 
The citizenship data maintained by SSA is incomplete, unreliable, and not easily linked to DHS 
data. In SSA’s own words, its citizenship data “merely represents a snapshot of the individual’s 
citizenship status at the time of their interaction with SSA. SSA’s records do not provide 
definitive information about an individual’s citizenship status.”7  
 
Accordingly, staff comments at the Board’s November 25 meeting likening using SAVE to 
access SSA citizenship records to the validation of a registrant’s identity with the SSA using 
SSNs are incorrect and reflect misplaced confidence in the reliability of SSA citizenship 
information:8 while SSA records and processes have been used to confirm an individual’s 
identity, the citizenship information in SSA records is uniquely unreliable, particularly for 
naturalized citizens, and has not historically been used in this manner.  
 
Under SSA policy, every Legal Permanent Resident (LPR) needs a Social Security Number, but 
SSA has no current process for automatically updating the citizenship data it maintains when an 
LPR naturalizes. The only way to correct citizenship status information in SSA records is 
through an in-person appointment at an SSA office, a burdensome and time-consuming process 
for many voters that is further complicated by diminished services due to recent reductions in 
force at SSA.9 But SSA policy states that “there is no obligation for an individual to report to 
SSA a change in their immigration status unless the individual is receiving Social Security 
payments.”10 Unless and until a person has a need to begin receiving benefits from SSA, there is 
no independent reason they would need to update their citizenship status following 
naturalization.  

 
A 2006 audit of SSA data exposed the resulting discrepancies, estimating that SSA’s data on 
citizenship status was inaccurate for seven percent of SSN-holders classified as noncitizens: they 

 
7 See Letter from Nancy Morales Gonzalez, Assoc. Gen. Couns. for Gen. L., Div. 1, U.S. Soc. Sec. Admin., to Jon 
Sherman, Litig. Dir. & Senior Counsel, Fair Elections Ctr. 2 (July 13, 2023), 
https://fairelectionscenter.org/wpcontent/uploads/2025/07/SSA-Touhy-Decision-letter.July-13-2023-signed.pdf 
[hereinafter “July 2023 SSA Letter”]. 
8 N.C. St. Bd. of Elections, St. Bd of Elections Meeting Nov. 25, 2025, at 38:47 (Nov. 25, 2025), 
https://s3.amazonaws.com/dl.ncsbe.gov/State_Board_Meeting_Docs/2025-11-
25/State%20Board%20of%20Elections%20Meeting%20November%2025%2C%202025.mp4. 
9 Jordyn Bradley, Nearly Every US State Has Lost Social Security Field-Office Staff This Year, Investopedia (Aug. 
11, 2025), https://perma.cc/MYB8-38PQ 
10 July 2023 SSA Letter. 
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“were actually U.S. citizens—but had not updated their immigration/citizenship status with 
SSA.”11 In 2006, that translated to 3.3 million U.S. citizens being falsely identified as 
noncitizens.12 
 
Relying on SSA citizenship data for voter registration and list maintenance will 
disproportionately and adversely affect naturalized citizens and others for whom SSA has 
inaccurate and outdated data. Naturalized citizens are most at risk because, unlike U.S.-born 
citizens, their status is not static; if they interacted with SSA before their naturalization, SSA 
records likely reflect their former noncitizen status. This noncitizen status will remain in SSA 
records unless it is updated by the SSN holder.  
 
SSA citizenship data for U.S.-born citizens is also unreliable because the agency did not 
consistently collect and maintain this information before 1981.13 SSA likely has no information 
regarding the citizenship status of U.S.-born voters older than their mid-forties. According to 
SSA, “SSA’s assessment of its citizenship data indicates that approximately ¼ of those records 
do not have an indication of citizenship present.”14 
 
These limitations of SSA citizenship data make them particularly ill-suited for voting purposes. 
SSA collected the citizenship data now being used by SAVE for its own program purposes 
concerning work authorization and eligibility for SSA benefits.15 In fact, SSA has explicitly 
cautioned that while its “citizenship information is accurate for SSA’s program purposes, if used 
later for other purposes, it may not be current” because “SSA is not the custodian of U.S. 
citizenship records.”16 
 

B. DHS Cannot Mitigate the Risks of Using Inaccurate SSA Citizenship Data. 
 
DHS wrongly claims it can mitigate the known problems with SSA’s data by cross-checking 
SAVE’s results from SSA against DHS’s own citizenship records. But this ignores another well-
documented problem known to DHS: the inability to effectively link DHS and SSA citizenship 

 
11 U.S. Soc. Sec. Admin. Off. of the Inspector Gen., No. A-08-06-26100, Congressional Response Report: Accuracy 
of the Social Security Administration’s Numident File 13 (Dec. 18, 2006), https://oig-files.ssa.gov/audits/full/ A-08-
06-26100_0.pdf. 
12 Id. 
13 July 2023 SSA Letter. 
14 Id. 
15 See Social Security Amendments of 1972, Pub. L. 92-603, 86 Stat. 1329 (codified as amended in scattered 
sections of 42 U.S.C.); Soc. Sec. Admin., GN 00303.001, Requirement of United States (U.S.) Citizenship or 
Appropriate Alien Status, Program Operations Manual System (POMS) (Feb. 23, 2024), http://policy.ssa.gov/ 
poms.nsf/lnx/0200303001; 20 C.F.R. § 422.104(a)(3) 
16 July 2023 SSA Letter. 
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data. As a 2012 report to USCIS explained, “[t]he lack of a common identifier, such as the SSN, 
between SSA and DHS means that information about foreign-born citizens contained in USCIS 
naturalization databases may not be locatable when SSA information is inadequate to confirm 
citizenship status.”17 Thus, cross-checking SSA search results against DHS databases will do 
little to mitigate risks since the databases do not “speak” to one another and were never intended 
to be linked in this way. 
 
Additionally, in the Privacy Impact Assessment for SAVE released on October 31, 2025, DHS 
admits that “due to misspelling of names, transposed numbers, or incomplete information, the 
SAVE Program may produce inaccurate results,” and that these risks cannot be fully mitigated 
when SAVE user agencies conduct searches by SSN because DHS “does not have direct access 
to the Social Security Administration system to support” additional verification steps, and SAVE 
user agencies “may not go through all steps to ensure accuracy of information.”18 
 
Even standing alone, DHS records are not a foolproof way to confirm current citizenship status. 
As the Board previously found in its 2017 audit, a SAVE result is “not a reliable indicator that a 
person is not a U.S. citizen because the database is not always updated in a timely manner and 
individuals who derived citizenship from their parents through naturalization or adoption may 
show up as noncitizens in SAVE.”19 The changes to SAVE only heighten this risk. 
 

C. User Agencies Must Scrutinize SAVE Responses and Cannot Rely on Initial 
Responses as Definitive Proof of Citizenship Status. 

 
Staff comments during the Board’s November 25, 2025 meeting reflected an incomplete 
understanding of SAVE’s limitations. Board staff stated the following regarding their view of 
what the SAVE process entails: 

 
You are uploading a list of voters, presumably they’re all citizens, so if something in 
[SAVE’s] system says that they’re not a citizen, [SAVE] will check everything [it] can 
before [it] says this person is not a citizen.  

 

 
17 Westat Report to Dep’t of Homeland Sec., Evaluation of the Accuracy of E-Verify Findings 29, 34, 51, A-4 (July 
2012), https://www.everify.gov/sites/default/files/everify/data/FindingsEVerifyAccuracyEval2012.pdf [hereinafter 
“July 2012 Westat Rpt.”]. 
18 U.S. Dep’t of Homeland Sec., No. DHS/USCIS/PIA-006(d), Privacy Impact Assessment for the Systematic Alien 
Verification for Entitlements “SAVE” Program 19-20 (Oct. 31, 2025), https://www.dhs.gov/sites/default/files/2025- 
10/privacy-pia-dhsuscis006d-save-october2025%20%28002%29.pdf. 
19 See supra note 3. 
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Additionally, Board staff stated that once SAVE has responded to the initial query to indicate a 
person is not a citizen, the “one thing that SAVE also requires” is notice of the SAVE response 
and an opportunity for the voter to respond.20 
 
These comments indicate that State Board staff believe initial query results from SAVE can be 
relied on as definitive proof of a person’s current noncitizen status and serve as the basis for 
removal. The comments also suggest that staff believe the system will complete all relevant 
checks without additional input by the SAVE user agency (in this case the election office). 
Relying on the results of an initial query as the Board staff described is not the process set forth 
by DHS for user agencies and is bad practice given the serious issues with the underlying data on 
which SAVE relies. 
 
As described above, because SSA data merely provides a snapshot in time of one’s citizenship 
status rather than current, reliable information, election officials should not treat SAVE 
responses as conclusive proof of current lack of citizenship. DHS is seemingly aware of the risk 
of incorrect results, because DHS guidance states that officials are “prohibit[ed]…from rejecting 
voter registration or removing an individual from a voter roll solely based on a SAVE response 
until the [user] agency has completed all SAVE-required steps.”21 Additional steps taken by 
SAVE user agency staff—beyond just submitting an initial query and providing notice of 
potential removal and a hearing—are required in a variety of circumstances, including “SAVE 
cases that do not return a U.S. citizen response” or “if the SAVE case response is an immigration 
status (e.g., Lawful Permanent Resident).” 
 
On its face, this language means that any time SAVE produces a response other than “United 
States Citizen,” election officials must take additional steps before relying on the result. Put 
another way, if election officials automatically send notices requesting proof of citizenship to 
voters whom SAVE identifies —for example, as Legal Permanent Residents —those election 
officials are improperly relying on an incomplete process, as well as on information that runs a 
high risk of being outdated. The Board should also not interpret SAVE responses requesting 
additional information, such as “Immigration Enumerator Required – Resubmit with Additional 

 
20 N.C. St. Bd. of Elections, St. Bd of Elections Meeting Nov. 25, 2025, at 41:20-42:15 (Nov. 25, 2025), 
https://s3.amazonaws.com/dl.ncsbe.gov/State_Board_Meeting_Docs/2025-11-
25/State%20Board%20of%20Elections%20Meeting%20November%2025%2C%202025.mp4. 
21 U.S. Citizenship and Immigr. Servs., Voter Registration and Voter List Maintenance Fact Sheet, 
https://www.uscis.gov/save/current-user-agencies/guidance/voter-registration-and-voter-list-maintenance-fact-sheet 
(last updated Aug. 27, 2025). 
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Information” or “No Record Found with SSA – Resubmit with Additional Information,” as 
casting doubt on that individual’s citizenship status.22 
 
If the Board moves forward, it should also not rely on DHS to ensure SAVE operators are 
completing all required processes and properly interpreting the results. It is crucial that the Board 
instead ensure these protections are in place—with robust internal processes to guide whichever 
state or local officials are responsible for querying SAVE—since DHS does not have a track 
record of ensuring user agencies complete all required processes. In the past, DHS has failed to 
monitor user agencies’ compliance with the terms of the memoranda of agreement (“MOAs”) 
and other DHS guidance. A 2017 GAO report found that “USCIS does not have sufficient 
controls to help ensure agencies are completing the necessary steps [in the status verification 
process].”23 Specifically, the report highlighted that “the majority of SAVE user agencies that 
received a SAVE response prompting them to institute additional verification did not complete 
the required additional steps.”24 This monitoring and compliance failure occurred even under the 
prior SAVE system without bulk upload, where the number of queried individuals was much 
smaller. 
 
As the Board considers the scope of any SAVE-based list maintenance, careful attention must be 
paid to ensuring SAVE system operators understand that they cannot conclusively rely on any 
initial results other than a “United States Citizen” determination, and that they should request 
additional verification from DHS whenever possible. 
 
Additionally, the Board must ensure it is complying with all federal and state requirements 
governing list maintenance. These include the National Voter Registration Act’s (“NVRA”) 
requirement that any list maintenance program be “uniform, nondiscriminatory, and in 
compliance with the Voting Rights Act of 1965,” and its requirement that any program that 
would “systematically remove the names of ineligible voters from the official lists of eligible 
voters” must be completed 90 days prior to a primary or general election for federal office, 
among others. See 52 USC § 20507; see also N.C. Gen. Stat. § 163-82.14 (requiring list 
maintenance efforts to be “nondiscriminatory” and to comply with the VRA and the NVRA).  
  

 
22 Potential SAVE inquiry responses can be viewed at https://www.uscis.gov/save/current-user-agencies/news-
alerts/updated-guide-to-understanding-save-verification-responses.  
23 U.S. Gov’t Accountability Off., GAO-17-204, Immigration Status Verification for Benefits: Actions Needed to 
Improve Effectiveness and Oversight 17 (Mar. 2017), https://www.gao.gov/assets/gao-17-204.pdf [hereinafter “2017 
GAO Rpt.”]. 
24 2017 GAO Rpt. 
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III. Current State Law Already Protects Against Noncitizen Voting 
 
North Carolina law already includes numerous provisions preventing noncitizen voting. 
Experiences with these current legal provisions demonstrate that registration and voting by 
noncitizens is vanishingly rare in the state and does not justify putting the burden on individual 
voters to further prove their eligibility. 
 
When a person registers to vote in North Carolina, the registration form asks whether they are a 
citizen, and the voter further attests to their citizenship when they sign the form; it is a felony to 
complete the registration form fraudulently.25 If a person registers at the DMV, the DMV worker 
is required to “ask if the applicant is a citizen of the United States,” and “[i]f the applicant states 
that the applicant is not a citizen of the United States, or declines to answer the question,” the 
DMV worker “shall inform the applicant that it is a felony for a person who is not a citizen of the 
United States to apply to register to vote.”26 In addition to these serious penalties (and the 
accompanying prison time), a noncitizen who registered or voted would also be risking their very 
ability to enter and remain in the United States.27 
 
State law also requires the Clerks of Superior Court to provide the State Board with a list of 
individuals who have requested to be excused from jury duty on the basis that they are not 
United States citizens.28 The State Board then reviews that list within 30 days and provides the 
county boards with a report of voters in their county who self-identified as noncitizens.  
 
In May 2025, a total of five people believed to be noncitizens were removed from the voter rolls 
through current list maintenance procedures, including the jury excusal lists.29 As the Board 
itself noted, “based on historical experience, it is rare for noncitizens to register to vote.”30 
 
Meanwhile, a recent analysis of six alleged noncitizen registrations revealed that almost all the 
registrations resulted from administrative errors by the DMV —without the person knowing they 

 
25 N.C. Gen. Stat. § 163-82.82.4(c), (e); N.C. Gen. Stat. § 163-275(13); see also N.C. St. Bd. of Elections, North 
Carolina Voter Registration Application, 
https://s3.amazonaws.com/dl.ncsbe.gov/Voter_Registration/NCVoterRegForm_06W.pdf (last visited Dec. 12, 
2025). 
26 N.C. Gen. Stat. § 163-82.19. 
27 See, e.g., 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(6)(C)(ii), (a)(10)(D). 
28 N.C. Gen. Stat. §§ 9-6.2(b), 163-82.14(c1). 
29 N.C. St. Bd. of Elections, NC Counties Conduct Voter List Maintenance as Required by Law (May 1, 2025), 
https://www.ncsbe.gov/news/press-releases/2025/05/01/nc-counties-conduct-voter-list-maintenance-required-law. 
30 Id. 
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had been registered —and that none of the six had ever voted.31 The DMV has already 
committed to changing their registration procedures to further prevent even this small number of 
errors.32 To the extent that any concerns remain, those can be addressed with the DMV; they do 
not require nor justify the use of unreliable data regarding citizenship that is likely to 
unnecessarily burden eligible North Carolinians exercising their right to vote. 
 

IV. Recommendations 
 
In light of these considerations, we strongly urge the Board to reconsider the use of SAVE for 
list maintenance purposes given the serious issues with the underlying data and high risk of 
disenfranchising eligible North Carolina voters.  
 
Should the Board move forward with using SAVE as a source of information for list 
maintenance, we strongly urge the Board to ensure robust protections against the erroneous 
removal of eligible voters resulting from the use of inaccurate information, or any process that 
could deter eligible voters from casting a ballot. These protections can include: 
 

Ø Requiring state and county staff to exhaust information available to confirm the 
noncitizen status of any registered voter and providing them the resources to do so before 
contacting any voter. 
 

Ø Given the likelihood that any noncitizen registrants that may be identified were 
inadvertently registered, implementing a program in which those registrants are contacted 
and offered the opportunity to proactively choose to cancel their registration in the event 
they are indeed noncitizens at present.  
 

Ø Ensuring any process accounts for the many voters who lack or otherwise cannot access 
documentary proof of citizenship, who lack access to an election office, or whose 
documentation does not match their current registration file due to a change in name, 
such as allowing attestation of citizenship.33 

 
31 Naomi Kowles, North Carolina DMV incorrectly registered noncitizens to vote, federal prosecutor says, WBTV 
(Nov. 10, 2025), https://www.wbtv.com/2025/11/10/north-carolina-dmv-incorrectly-registered-noncitizens-vote-
federal-prosecutor-says/. 
32 Naomi Kowles, North Carolina DMV to implement voter registration changes after investigation, US Attorney 
says, WBTV (Dec. 2, 2025), https://www.wistv.com/2025/12/02/north-carolina-dmv-implement-voter-registration-
changes-after-investigation-us-attorney-says/. 
33 Over 2.3 million female citizens in North Carolina are estimated to have birth certificates that do not match their 
current name due to last name change or hyphenation, and only 43.7% of North Carolina’s population is estimated 
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Ø Ensuring any voter erroneously flagged as a noncitizen will have their ballot counted 
upon attestation of citizenship when presenting to vote. 
 

Ø Ensuring accommodations for disabled voters in navigating any new processes.  
 

Ø Requesting that USCIS confirm, for each individual, whether the source of the citizenship 
information is SSA records, DHS records, or both, and having Board staff track this 
information to assess the reliability of the SAVE system comparisons in North Carolina. 

 
Without these safeguards, any system that inappropriately requires individual registrants flagged 
by SAVE to “prove” citizenship via documentary proof or face removal would put eligible voters 
at risk and thus present an undue and unnecessary burden on the right to vote in North Carolina. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of this matter, and if you have any questions or need additional 
information, please contact any of the undersigned.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
/s/ Michelle Kanter Cohen 
 
Michelle Kanter Cohen 
Policy Director & Senior Counsel 
mkantercohen@fairelectionscenter.org 
 
Patrick Williamson 
Policy Counsel 
pwilliamson@fairelectionscenter.org 
 
Emily Davis 
Counsel 
edavis@fairelectionscenter.org 
 
FAIR ELECTIONS CENTER  

Jeffrey Loperfido 
Chief Counsel for Voting Rights 
jeffloperfido@scsj.org 
 
Hilary Harris Klein 
Senior Counsel for Voting Rights 
hilaryhklein@scsj.org 
 
Adrianne Spoto 
Counsel for Voting Rights 
adrianne@scsj.org 
 
SOUTHERN COALITION FOR SOCIAL JUSTICE  
 
 

 

 
to have a valid U.S. Passport. See https://www.americanprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/sites/2/2025/01/SAVEact-
tables.pdf. 


