
Public Comments regarding Petition for rules from the League of Women Voters 
Meeting to be held June 30, 2026 

 

- Page 16 (2)- We would have to notify the voter by telephone or email in addition to 
the acknowledgement notice. Why just a federal voter and not every voter? With the 
changes to the voter registration form, making it two pages, most voters are not 
providing contact information anymore.  

- Page 19 (2)- I don’t like that a federal voter can provide a document after the 
deadline or on Election Day at the polls and vote a provisional that would be 
counted. A voter who didn’t complete the card by the registration deadline does not 
have the same option on Election Day.  

- 12-4-6.1. Effective date of voter registration.  A voter registration shall be 
considered to be effective on the date which the card is received by the county 
auditor. However, if the card was completed at one of the agencies listed in § 12-4-2, 
is received by the auditor within five days following any registration deadline and is 
dated by the deadline, the card shall be considered to be effective on the date which 
it was signed at the agency. If a card does not contain all of the information required 
by the form prescribed pursuant to § 12-4-6 or if the card contains information 
which is not correct, it shall be considered to be effective on the date all of the 
correct, required information is supplied to the county auditor. 

 

1) I agree with them on changing the form. 

2) I understand their argument, but driver’s licenses do not photocopy well, especially 
if reprinted in black & white.  If a SD ID/DL card is required to be given as a copy, it 
should also be in color and at least the same size as the original.  Larger would be 
better so that the red text is more apparent. I don’t see an issue with use of the 
photocopy of state issued id/dl cards. 

3) I think this can be resolved through improved education ahead of an election cycle 
where voter registrations may increase (it does here).  We have more issues with 
DPS issuing VR’s to newlywed women with their old name and then hoping the 
name and VR is amended when DPS gets around to changing the name on the 
license.  The current method they use is terrible and illustrates their “I don’t care 
about accuracy” posture on voter registrations.  On the flip side, people need to be 
smarter and more patient about learning the criteria of getting registered.  I do not 
support the affidavit idea as they are not true affidavits but more like a 

https://sdlegislature.gov/Statutes/Codified_Laws/DisplayStatute.aspx?Type=Statute&Statute=12-4-6.1
https://sdlegislature.gov/Statutes/Codified_Laws/DisplayStatute.aspx?Type=Statute&Statute=12-4-2
https://sdlegislature.gov/Statutes/Codified_Laws/DisplayStatute.aspx?Type=Statute&Statute=12-4-6


certification.  The person is not sworn to be under oath and the penalty is 
perjury.  The penalty for violating these affidavits should be a simple misdemeanor 
or a felony, not an agreement of intent / mindset.  It should be de facto proof. 

4) I agree that the notice (and others) are poorly crafted and do not always provide the 
information a person needs to correct their situation. 

5) I disagree with them.  All people submitting for registration, whether new or 
renewals, face the same issues if items on their forms can not be reconciled.  These 
voters, like those I mention in #3 need to be aware that they need to act sooner than 
later. 

- The speed at which this was presented, debated and ultimately passed is what 
caused these issues and they do need to be fixed to varied degrees.  I foresee that 
changing the rules might be presumptive if the legislature considers changes in 
session.  Without knowing of legislative intent, this effort might end up being 
nullified during session.  Additionally, changes at the federal level may also impact 
or cure issues that are present now or in the future. 

 

- Out of state influence brought this legislation to the table, with enough legislators 
falling for it hook, line and sinker. 

- My thought is that Senate Bill 175 (“S.B. 175”), codified at SDCL §§ 12 4-1; 12-4-1.3; 
12-4-1.4. S.B. 175, which was signed by the Governor on March 26, 2026, and took 
immediate effect needs to be repealed / removed from state laws and state 
administrative rules. 

 

- I am okay with all of the changes except the last three. 
- Opportunity to cure federal voter status:  I feel there should be a cutoff date for this. 

It may not have to be the voter registration cut-off, but maybe the Friday before the 
election?   

- Right to appeal denial of voter registration: I feel the law is pretty clear on what is 
required to prove citizenship.   

- Acknowledgement notice for invalid or incomplete voter registration applications. I 
feel the voter registration card clearly outlines what is required in each section.   

 

I have reviewed the League of Women Voters petition, and I believe they make valid points 
to allow photocopies of driver's licenses, etc. and listing the DPOC requirements and 



instructions on the voter registration form. If the additions and changes are made, I hope 
we still have a one-page but two-sided application. We are finding the back page gets 
overlooked, and applicants do not give us a phone number or email address, which causes 
delays if the form isn't completed correctly.  

 

The request is to have it added that they can add the Alien Registration Number so that the 
Auditors can verify through SAVE system, however Auditors do not have access to this 
system, if we are allowing them to add the A-Number why would we have to see a birth 
certificate why could they just add the certificate number. 

And when we look at a birth certificate, we don’t further research it we accept it. 

I think it is a horrible idea to have them vote provisional ballots 

The Board of Elections should not adopt rules that effectively expand or soften 
requirements established by the Legislature in SB 175 

 

 


