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The population of voting-age non-citizens in the U.S. is now just under 20 million, about 9 percent of the national voting age population. 

     Despite naturalizations now running over 700 thousand a year, this population has tripled since 1980. 

About 55 percent of all non-citizens are illegal aliens.  The remaining 45 percent consists of legal resident aliens and long staying temporary visa holders, a rapidly growing category...

 We have a national election coming up for which as many as 180 million voters could be registered and 130 million or more votes cast. 

      But even a seemingly modest turnout of non-citizens, who are concentrated in a few states, could have disproportionate effects on state, local and congressional district races and in the winner-take-all Electoral College process.

INTENT OF THIS REPORT

The defeat of incumbent Republican Congressman Robert Dornan in California in 1996 by the alleged votes of up to 4000 non-citizens and evidence that non-citizen voters decided the race for Mayor in Compton, California in have highlighted this issue in recent years

Most of the evidence so far for voting by non-citizens has been anecdotal and scattered, such as

     -- Local spot checking voters against immigration records,  

     -- Voluntary acknowledgement of non-citizenship by persons summoned for jury duty,

     -- And investigations by local prosecutors. 

     Nationwide or statewide macro-estimates of the non-citizen vote, however, are rare.

STUDY AIMS AND METHODS

My effort in this study has not been to pinpoint the location and size of the non-citizen vote and predict its effects.  Data is lacking for this task.

     Instead, this report seeks to estimate at least the order of magnitude of the likely non-citizen vote and the areas of heaviest presence.

     The principal metric in this report is likely non-citizens on the registered voter rolls, with particular attention to California, home to more than a quarter of all non-citizens, and Texas, Florida and New York. 

OVER-REGISTRATION

A main method of this analysis to identify jurisdictions – usually counties or congressional districts -- with large non-citizen populations that show “over-registration,” - - -

    ---  Which I define as a disproportionate number of registered voters when compared to the actual population of eligible voters derived from Census data.  

     Whether the percentage of registrants in a jurisdiction is “disproportionate” is a judgment based on a comparison the rate in that area with registration rates shown by the state in which the jurisdiction is lodged, ------ 

· Or with the rates of comparable jurisdictions that have smaller populations of non-citizens, -----

·  Or with national or local registration rates of particular ethnic groups known from polling.

 The report determines the vote eligible population (VEP) in each jurisdiction it examines by drawing on decennial census or 2006 American Community Survey (ACS) data and  subtracting the non-citizen adult population from the overall Voting Age Population -- VAP (18 years or more).

A LOOK AT FLORIDA FOR AREAS OF OVER-REGISTRATION

For example in 2006 Miami-Dade County in Florida in 2006, 88.4 percent of the putatively citizen Hispanic population 18 and over (a little more than half the county’s total Hispanic adult population) was registered to vote.  

    This percentage significantly surpassed the registration rates of other ethnic groups, including the usually more registration-minded non-Hispanic whites (79.9%)

     This rate for Hispanics was also 30 percentage points higher than the rate projected for Hispanic registration by the Pew Hispanic Center.

       If the legitimate Hispanic citizen community had registered at the rate projected by Pew it would have produced some 354,000 registered voters rather than the actual 536,000.

     Based on Census data, this report assumes that 80 percent of those registered will vote in national elections. (79 percent of registered voters in 2004 cast ballots in the 2004 presidential election).  Thus under this rate, the apparent over-registration in Miami-Dade could have produced as many as 146,000 questionable votes in 2006.

SOUTH FLORIDA CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS

     There were also indications of over-registration in six different congressional high non-citizen districts in Miami-Dade and neighboring Broward and Monroe counties either in 2000 or 2006 (Table 6).

     Three districts in 2000 showed registration rates from 11.5 percentage points to 25 percentage points higher in than the statewide rate in 2000 and 7.6 percentage points to 17.6 percentage points higher in 2006 (registrations regularly decline in non-presidential election years by as much as 20 percent.)

      In three districts, the actual registration rate exceeded 100 percent – more registrants than eligible voters.

NEW YORK CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS 

New York State has the country’s third highest number of non-citizen, largely concentrated around New York City. 

      The report looked at six immigrant-heavy congressional districts in the New York City in 2000 and 2006, finding they had registration rates 4.6 percent to 17.7 percent higher than the state average.

      The 16th district of New York in both years showed a registration rate of 106.4 percent or higher.

TEXAS COUNTIES

Texas has a political history and culture marked by election fraud, some involving Mexicans or Mexican-American voters.  It has the second highest non-citizen population and the most rapidly growing one.  (see Robert Caro’s biographies of Lyndon Johnson)

The report looked for evidence of over registration data in 30 Texas counties, including six major metropolitan counties and five border counties, all with high percentages of non-citizen population.

    Texas has a typically high population of ineligible felons—twice the national per capita rate.  So that is factored in.    

    TABLE 8 shows the state’s premier population center and immigrant magnet,  Harris County (Houston),  in 2000 showed the largest amount of over-registration – almost a quarter of a million.

     But two small border counties, Starr and Presidio, showed the state’s and this survey’s highest percentages of over-registration at 122 percent and 136.6 percent respectively. 

CALIFORNIA’S ALIEN ELECTORATE

California is America’s “immigration central,” – its population is more than 15 percent non-citizen and now approaches six million.  The state presents some fresh and different indicators of the extent of non-citizen registration.

PPIC

     A 2007 survey by the Public Policy Institute of California concluded that 31 percent of the states immigrant population was registered.  

    31 percent of the voting age adult foreign born population in 2006 would be 2.8 million.  If there were full compliance with voting laws all of them should be naturalized citizens.

     But according to Census election data for 2004, only 61.2 percent of the naturalized population – or 2.5 million – are likely to be registered in California – suggesting the additional 300,000 registrants were non-citizens.

      Since the margin of error for the registration rate of the naturalized was plus or minus 3.5 percent, registrations attributable to non-citizens in California could range from 156,000 to 443,000. 

LOYOLA MARYMOUNT FINDINGS

A novel and revealing source on California voter registration, was released in 2007 by a think tank for the study of Los Angeles at Loyola Marymount University (LMU)

     Studies such as the Census Bureau’s biannual post election surveys of voting practices in Census Current Population Surveys and recent studies of registration and voting by the Pew Center find no cases of non-citizen voting. 

     This is because they don’t ask the question.  

      LMU’s survey dared to ask Los Angeles area respondents if they were non-citizens and if they had registered to vote (table 2).

      A full twelve percent said they had registered; another 5 percent refused to answer or claimed not to know.  

     The researcher concluded from those results and the way the question was phrased that the number currently or at one time registered could easily reach 15 percent.  

     This report generalizes these percentages of registrants to the non-citizen populations of all California, other states and the United States as a whole to make low and high estimates of registration and voting. 

    The low estimate assumes registration of 12 percent of the adult non-citizen population as counted by Census in 2006

    The high estimate posits a registration rate of 15 percent and a national non-citizen population four million higher than the 2006 Census count. 

      (Four million would be the increase in the non-citizen population if there were 16 million illegal aliens, rather than the currently estimate 12 million –---

      --- (16 million is an estimate by Census researcher Nancy Franklin and is the mid-point between the current consensus figure of 12 million and the 20 million upper end estimate asserted by Bear Stearns and other research groups.)

     As tables 3 and 4 show, the estimated number of non-citizen voters would runs from a low of 1.8 million to a high of 2.7 million, with California having the highest number of any state at 700,000.

      The mid-point would be 2.25 million non-citizen voters, or about 1.8 percent of the 122.3 million national turnout in the 2004 elections.

CALIFORNIA CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS 

       A review of high non-citizen districts in the greater Los Angeles area (table 5), showed seven of them in 2000 had registration rates from 11.2 to 22.2 percent higher than the Los Angeles County average rate.

THE CALIFORNIA BULGE

     The effort to measure the registration rates in California Congressional districts faced a statistical problem, but a very revealing one: 

      The California Secretary of State’s own estimates of the VEP are significantly higher for the state as a whole and for a number of counties with high non-citizen populations – higher than comparable estimates derived from Census data. 

    The Secretary of State’s publications explain without details that its VEP figures are drawn from data of both the U.S. Census and the Demographic Unit of the California Department of Finance (CDF), and then adjusted. (Appendix Table 1). 

     The much larger numbers of VEP relative to Census is particularly puzzling for 2000, since the overall population counts for the state and Los Angeles County were identical for both CDF and Census. 

     So the discrepancy had to arrive in either a larger count of the VAP than Census, or much smaller count of the non-citizen population, or a mixture of both.  I don’t have an answer.

     But it is a reasonable suspicion that much of the extra 1.6 million VEP estimated in 2000 by the California Secretary of State is due to the inclusion of ineligible aliens.

     The additional 1.6 million, if registered at the prevailing statewide rate for 2000, would have added more than 1.1 million to the voting rolls and up to 900,000 ineligible voters. 

   This unusual bulge of California registered voters for 2000 suggests that even the high estimates made by this report may be too low.  

NON-CITIZENS: A BALANCE-TIPPING BLOC?

Should citizens be concerned that there could be more than two million ineligible’s voters in the forthcoming elections?  After all, that would less than 2 percent of the expected turnout in November.

     I think they should be concerned. 

     Non-citizen voters are heavily concentrated in California, New York, Texas, and Florida, states that are rich in electoral votes.  

     In three presidential elections since 1960 the number of popular votes separating the two top contenders has been less than two million votes.

     In 2004 John Kerry lost Nevada by 22000 votes and New Mexico by about 11,000.  Both those margins of defeat are within the estimated non-citizen vote turnout in those two states. 

     Democrat Senatorial candidate Jim Webb beat Republican George Allen in Virginia in 2004 by only 7200 votes.  Virginia non-citizen electorate is estimated at 42,000. The governorship of Washington State was decided by less than 300 votes.  Other examples at state and local levels are legion. 

     In some California and Texas congressional districts now represented by African-Americans, Latinos are nearing a majority.  Increasing votes of non-citizens will speed-up the impending transition from Black to Latino incumbency.

WHY IS THIS HAPPENING 

You can look at these estimates and ask why the non-citizen vote is so large?  

     After looking at the general official laxity and indifference in our voter registration system, I ask why it isn’t larger. I believe it will get bigger

     Voter registration has become an honor system.

      The moral arguments for non-citizen voting seem to be gaining ground: 

       1. The fact the non-citizens were allowed to vote in the 19th Century; 

       2.  the growing number of local jurisdictions where non-citizens are a majority (California has twelve), creating a fairness issue in liberal jurisdictions; 

       3.  the delays of an over-worked naturalization system in clearing applications, encourages the impatient to vote without the paperwork.

        4.  Finally, the rise of attractive ethnic candidates such as Anthony Villaraigosa in Los Angeles and Rick Noriega in Texas animates non-citizen as well as citizen voters among their co-ethnics.  

     While a 1996 law makes registration a crime for non-citizens, enforcement actions are negligible. 

     The 1963 Motor-Voter legislation in effect made it harder for the ineligible to not register.

      Local voting authorities tacitly adopted a “presumption” of citizenship, particularly in areas of high ethnic concentration.

      The Voter Registration Card has been sought by illegal aliens as a supporting document for proving citizenship. 

      Dismayingly, this corrupted document was still accepted until the beginning of this year as supporting proof of citizenship to show at U.S. ports of entry.  

     Two other factors for laxity and fraud in the electoral system have been:

· First, the farming out of voter registration to nonprofit ethnic and open-border interest groups and to bounty-hunter registration gatherers;

--      Ethnic and Open Border organizations, often aided by foundation funding, have been working with urgency and militancy in the present pre-election climate to expand their strength at the polls to punish enemies and reward friends for the amnesty impasse of the last two years.

· Second, the great expansion of on-line registration and absentee and mail-in voting, now accounts for about one third of all ballots cast.   This precludes personal scrutiny by election officials of applicants for registration and voters at the polls.  

The citizens’ monopoly on voting rights now risks a process similar to the delegitimation that we have witnessed in our management of our borders:

      Creeping acceptance of mass violations will create a new de-facto voting regime. 

PROOF OF CITIZENSHIP TO REGISTER?

The obvious answer, proof of citizenship on registering and re-registering to vote, has been considered by sixteen states.  Only Arizona has enacted such restrictions, but with serious gaps in its enforcement process.  

U.S. citizens now must decide whether voting should remain an exclusive attribute of citizens and demand the safeguards to make it so. 
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