
English II Lessons #1 – Mr. LaBatte 

Reading Standards for Literature: Key Ideas and Details (2): Determine themes or central ideas of a text and 
analyze in detail their development over the course of the text. 

Writing Standards: Text Types and Purposes 2: Write informative texts to examine and convey complex ideas, 
concepts, and information clearly and accurately through the effective selection, organization, and analysis of 
content. 

Range of Writing 10: Write routinely over extended time frames for a range of tasks, purposes, and audiences 

DIRECTIONS: Read the two persuasive / argumentative articles and then complete the two tasks that 
follow. A digital copy to type on is available upon request at jj.labatte@crooksville.k12.oh.us 

1) Identifying key elements of persuasion and evidence per article 
2) Write a complete CERCA using the articles to create a claim, evidence, and 

counterargument.  

Article #1 

Why Wisconsin's Voter ID Law Is a Very Big Deal and The Dishonesty of Voter ID Laws 

By Jamelle Bouie 

Slate, April 30, 2014  

Some precautions are necessary -- wearing a helmet when you ride a bike, using a seatbelt when you're 
in a car -- and others seem optional, like grabbing an umbrella on a cloudy day or wearing an apron 
when you make dinner. Others are dumb. You wouldn't get snow tires if you lived in Miami, and there's 
never a need for volcano insurance (unless you live in the shadow of Mount Etna, or something). (1) 

 You can add one more item to the list of useless precautions: voter identification laws. In an opinion 
striking down Wisconsin's voter ID law -- signed in March by Gov. Scott Walker -- Judge Lynn Adelman 
looks at the supposed menace of in-person voter fraud -- the GOP's reason for ID requirements -- and 
finds nothing. (2) 

The state's argument is straightforward: The voter ID law will "deter or prevent fraud by making it 
harder to impersonate a voter and cast a ballot in his or her name without detection." To that end, it 
requires Wisconsin voters to produce an accepted, nonexpired form of state-issued ID to cast a ballot. If 
a voter lacks an ID, she can apply for one at the Wisconsin Department of Motor Vehicles, provided she 
has the right documents. And if she lacks a proper ID at the polls, she can cast a provisional ballot, and 
confirm her identity in-person on the Friday after the election. (3) 

Opponents say this unfairly burdens older and low-income people, and minorities in particular. (4) 

It's not that nonwhites can't get identification, but that they are most likely to face circumstances -- 
poverty, geographic isolation, etc. -- that make it hard to obtain one. Further, they argue, voter 
identification isn't necessary and harms more than it helps. It's for that reason that the plaintiffs -- the 
League of United Latin American Citizens of Wisconsin -- say the law is an unjustified burden on the right 
to vote. (5) 



Put simply, voter-impersonation is a fake problem that doesn't need a solution. (6) 

Judge Adelman agrees, and supports his stance with a treasure trove of evidence. Citing research on the 
incidence of in-person voter fraud in American elections, Adelman notes that, in eight years of 
Wisconsin elections -- 2004, 2008, 2010, and 2012 -- researchers could identify only "one case of 
voter-impersonation fraud." And in that case, it was a man who "applied for and cast his recently 
deceased wife's absentee ballot." Likewise, after "comparing a database of deceased registered voters 
to a database of persons who had cast ballots in a recent election," in Georgia, another researcher found 
"no evidence of ballots being illegally cast in the name of deceased voters." (7) 

Adelman even notes the sheer difficulty of committing in-person voter fraud, throwing water on the 
claim that this could ever be common. "To commit voter-impersonation fraud," he says, "a person 
would need to know the name of another person who is registered at a particular polling place, know 
the address of that person, know that the person has not yet voted, and also know that no one at the 
polls will realize that the impersonator is not the individual being impersonated." He ends with a note 
that sounds like sarcasm, "Given that a person would have to be insane to commit voter-impersonation 
fraud, [the law] cannot be deemed a reasonable response to a potential problem." (8) 

He also makes a key point about public perception: Insofar that anyone believes that in-person voter 
fraud is a problem, it's because elected officials -- almost all of them Republican -- treat it as such, as 
they push for these laws. Put simply, voter impersonation is a fake problem that doesn't need a solution. 
(9) 

As for the burdens of voter identification? Adelman makes two important points. First, that a substantial 
number of registered Wisconsin voters -- 300,000, or 9 percent of the total -- lack a qualifying ID. Of 
these voters, a substantial portion live at or below the poverty line. In practical terms, what this is 
means is that they lack the time or resources needed to get a valid ID. If you work a low-wage job, odds 
are good that you can't take time off to go to the DMV, and even if you could, you would need the cash 
to obtain the documents you need to prove your identity, like a birth certificate or a passport. (10) 

It's at this point that, in my experience, voter ID proponents scoff at the idea that someone would lack 
these documents. But it's more common than you think. According to a 2006 survey from the Brennan 
Center for Justice, as many as 13 million Americans lack ready access to citizenship documents, which 
overlaps with the 21 million who lack photo identification. Moreover, millions have inconsistent 
documents -- a passport that doesn't reflect their current name (a problem for many married women) or 
a photo ID that doesn't have their current address. Under the Wisconsin law, both groups would be 
barred from casting a normal ballot if they went to the polls. (11)  

Adelman's second point elaborates on the burden. If you drive, you receive a daily benefit from the act 
of gathering one's documents and getting a license. If the voter ID requirement does anything, it offers 
the benefit of voting at "no additional cost." By contrast, he notes, a "person whose daily life did not 
require possession of a photo ID prior to the imposition of the photo ID requirement is unlikely to derive 
any benefit" from owning one. At most, they can keep voting. Or, put another way, they have to pay the 
same costs without the same benefits. It's unfair. (12) 



By the end of Adelman's opinion, there are no pieces to pick up, and there is no legislative recourse for 
defenders of voter ID. Adelman ethered the rationale for voter identification, and struck down the law. 
Now, Republicans and Democrats will fight the upcoming elections on more even ground. (13) 

This ruling is significant for more than what it means for Wisconsin. As Ari Berman notes for The Nation, 
it's part of a larger trend of courts striking down voter identification laws. In the last year, four other 
states -- Arkansas, Pennsylvania, Missouri, and Texas -- have had their requirements reversed by federal 
courts. (14) 

What's more, the Wisconsin decision marks the first time a voter ID law has been invalidated under 
Section 2 of the Voting Rights Act, as opposed to a state constitution. In turn, this gives fuel to the 
Justice Department's present suits against voter ID laws in North Carolina and Texas -- also filed under 
Section 2. (15) 

The real question looking forward is whether Section 2 will survive. The Supreme Court has already 
destroyed the "pre-clearance" section of the Voting Rights Act, and conservatives are gunning for 
Section 2 in their drive to end race-conscious policymaking. If successful, they would end the 
government's ability to fight voting discrimination, and leave us with a country where states -- like 
Wisconsin -- are free to burden the fundamental rights of our most vulnerable citizens. (16) 

Article #2 

By Editorial Board 

The New York Times, September 30, 2013 

 Justice Department on Monday sued North Carolina over the state's restrictive new voting law, which 
requires photo identification for in-person voting and cuts back on early voting and same-day 
registration -- all of which will disproportionately affect black voters. The suit, which follows similar 
litigation against Texas, is the latest effort by the department to go after voting discrimination in the 
wake of the Supreme Court's ruling in June striking down part of the Voting Rights Act. (1) 

Attorney General Eric Holder Jr. called the North Carolina law "an intentional attempt to break a system 
that was working," and he said that it was clearly intended to discriminate on the basis of race. (2) 

But North Carolina and Texas represent only one front in the continuing battle to protect voting rights. 
Twenty years after Congress passed the "motor voter" law to make it easier for Americans to register to 
vote, numerous states keep trying to make it harder, relying on vague and dubious claims of voter fraud 
to push through misguided and harmful legislation. (3) 

The 1993 law, formally known as the National Voter Registration Act, established a uniform federal form 
that requires only that voters attest under penalty of perjury that they are citizens. The form, which 
states must "accept and use" when people apply for a driver's license, has helped millions of Americans 
register to vote. (4) 

One week before it gutted the Voting Rights Act, the Supreme Court reaffirmed the federal motor voter 
law's primacy, striking down an Arizona law that required prospective voters to prove their citizenship. 
That was the right result. In the face of scant evidence of voter fraud, there is no reason to increase 
barriers to voting. (5) 



But the court also noted that if a state believes it needs to see more concrete proof of citizenship, it may 
request specific changes to the form used within its borders if "necessary" to determine voters' 
eligibility. (6) 

Last month, Kansas and Arizona seized on that point, and sued the federal government for refusing to 
add their stricter requirements to the federal form. (While Kansas permits voters who use the federal 
form to vote in federal elections, it stops them from voting in state and local elections if they don't 
provide proof of citizenship.) (7) 

Why does Kansas believe it is "necessary" to require the additional proof? The state makes broad claims 
that noncitizens have unlawfully registered and voted, but, as usual, there is no evidence that any 
significant voter fraud exists. (8) 

The Kansas secretary of state, Kris Kobach, a longtime proponent and drafter of these laws, points to a 
1997 vote on a county ballot measure, in which he claims "a bus full of individuals believed to be aliens" 
voted illegally, and a 2010 election that he says was stolen by "50 votes illegally cast by citizens of 
Somalia." But these claims don't stand up to scrutiny. The first case resulted in no prosecutions, and a 
state judge found no evidence of voter fraud in the second. Mr. Kobach cites a total of seven convictions 
for voter fraud since 1997. (9) 

Meanwhile, more than 17,000 Kansans -- nearly a third of all those who have registered to vote in 2013 
-- currently sit on a "suspense list," prevented from voting because the state says they did not provide 
the required proof of citizenship. State officials have acknowledged that a majority of those on the list 
may be there because of confusion over conflicting state requirements. (10) 

Instead of acknowledging the seriousness of these mix-ups, Mr. Kobach called those on the list "mostly 
casual registrants, many of whom do not intend to vote." (11) 

Kansas's law, like those the Justice Department has challenged, reveals the underlying dishonesty of 
voter ID laws. They have nothing to do with stopping the nonexistent threat of voter fraud and 
everything to do with making it harder for more eligible voters to register and vote. (12) 

************************************************************************************* 

PART 1: Identifying evidence from the articles 

Identify THREE portions of the article(s) that highlight the benefits of voter ID laws. Add a brief note on 
how you think these laws affect the opinions government receives from its voters. 

Identify THREE portions of the article(s) that show the negatives / detriments of voter ID laws. Add a 
brief note about how you think adding or removing ID laws might affect the number of voters at the 
polls.  

NOTE: please identify the article # (1 or 2) and paragraph # (numbers in parenthesis)  

FOR / BENEFITS OF VOTER ID LAWS 

1.) Article ________________ Paragraph _______________ 

Note:  



 

 

2.) Article ________________ Paragraph _______________ 

Note:  

 

 

 

3.) Article ________________ Paragraph _______________ 

Note:  

 

 

AGAINST / NEGATIVES OF VOTER ID LAWS 

1.) Article ________________ Paragraph _______________ 

Note:  

 

 

2.) Article ________________ Paragraph _______________ 

Note:  

 

 

 

3.) Article ________________ Paragraph _______________ 

Note:  

 

 

Final Reflection: In a 3-4 sentence response, which article did YOU find more persuasive? Explain why 
using evidence from the text and your own personal beliefs on voting rights or the ability to vote when 
you become of age. (4 points)  

 



 

 

PART 2:  

Directions: using the articles and evidence write a complete CERCA response to the following question.  

SHOULD VOTERS BE REQUIRED TO PROVE THEIR IDENITIES? 

Use the notes below to help with your full writing, and as always you may email the teacher for further 
guidance. The full entry will be based on the traditional rubric available on the home website and will be 
out of 10 points.  

Claim 

Your claim should clearly state your opinion -- based on what you learned from the reading -- about 
whether or not voters should be required to prove their identities. Do not begin your claim with "I think" 
or "I believe." Readers will know these are your thoughts and beliefs, since you are the author. 

Context 

A great historical argument includes explanations about the context in which the issue originated. 
Strengthen your CERCA by including statements that explain the context of the issue at hand. You should 
also acknowledge why a particular historical issue or event is important for modern audiences to 
consider.  

Evidence and Reasons 

Include at least two pieces of evidence (facts or examples from the selection) that support your claim. 
For each piece of evidence, give reasons that explain how it supports your claim. 

Conclusion 

A strong CERCA includes a brief conclusion that wraps up your argument. Look back at your CERCA and 
write a conclusion that reinforces your claim. It can include a call to action, a question you want your 
audience to consider, or a statement of your personal opinion in response to the article.  

 

CHECKLIST of a CERCA 

● Claim Your claim should clearly state your opinion -- based on what you learned from the reading 

● Reason Provide reasons why you believe your claim.  
School recycling would reduce trash.  

● Evidence Provide evidence from the text to support your claim.  
The average person produces 1.5 tons of trash per year. 

● Reasoning Explain how your evidence connects back to your claim.  
If recycling was required, each student could prevent tons of trash from entering landfills. 

● Counterargument Include at least one good reason why others might disagree with your claim or provide a 
different point of view. 
 



YOU MAY WRITE YOUR COMPLETE CERCA ON THIS PAGE (PREWRITING IS ENCOURAGED, BUT WILL 
NOTE BE GRADED):  


