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Introduction 

The right to vote is the foundation of democracy and is critical to citizenship. The United States’ experiment in 
“American Democracy” is often touted as one of the most representative forms of governance in the modern 
world. However, the American politic has never experienced the full measure of representation in U.S. politics. 
Specifically, descendants of the slave trade, first nations people, women, the economically disadvantaged, 
and those disenfranchised due to criminal convictions have never had the same access to power as men of 
European descent. For the greater part of U.S. history, laws have prohibited many groups from the right of a 
representative government. Decades of social justice advocacy, and civil rights movements have overturned laws 
that promoted outright exclusion. However, powerful policymakers and power brokers have continued to invoke 
strategic barriers to the ballot by prohibiting traditionally disenfranchised communities from influencing political 
outcomes. 

In 2020 it was estimated that 5.2 million U.S. citizens could not vote due to a felony conviction (Uggen & 
Fettig, 2020). Disenfranchisement is not only limited to individuals in prison. At least four states disenfranchise all 
prisoners and parolees, 16 states limit the vote of those in prison, on parole, or on probation, and 11 states 
disenfranchise individual’s post-incarceration. Around 33 million U.S. citizens were purged from voter rolls 
between 2014 and 2018 (Jackson & Daley, 2020). Gerrymandering in states like Georgia, Michigan, 
Pennsylvania, Texas, and Wisconsin have been persistent problems. Nearly 59 million U.S. citizens live in states 
where the party with control of the legislature received less votes in 2018. Voter disenfranchisement has created 
a crisis in American democracy. 

The U.S. 2020 election cycle was ripe with controversy and contention. The Trump Team pushed the narrative 
of widespread voter fraud while right wing organizations and surrogates for President Trump challenged the 
validity of mail-in ballots and attempted to decertify voting outcomes. Voter advocacy groups countered with 
suits of their own. The N.A.A.C.P. charged the Trump Team and the Republicans with violating both the Voting 
Rights Act and the Ku Klux Klan Act.  Rock the Vote, Voto Latino, Common Cause, Map Light and Free Press 
challenged President Trump’s executive order which sought to end liability protections for social media platforms. 
The voting rights advocacy groups viewed the President’s executive order as retaliation against Twitter for fact 
checking his claims about mail in ballots and voter fraud and an attack on their ability to mobilize voters. 
This brief, focused on Incarcerating Democracy, is a look at the ongoing and emerging approaches for 
limiting representative government as well as the crime of voter suppression itself, which ultimately curtails the 
possibilities of democracy. In this brief, we highlight the current tactics used to implement voter suppression. 
Finally, we discuss the strategic measures which can be taken to combat disenfranchisement tactics. We think it is 
important to examine this issue to demonstrate that in spite of the social justice victories of the last half century, 
there are serious threats to the democratic process. 
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The Challenge of Identifying Voter Suppression

Voter suppression is generally employed by using three major strategies: stripping voting rights from a group of 
people, creating extremely difficult barriers to voting, and attempts to nullify the opposition’s vote. In order to 
identify voter suppression in this review, we look at three sources of information. 

First, we look at incarceration rates in each state, this measure gives us an idea of how intensely the state is 
dedicated to legally removing citizens from voting eligibility. In every state except Vermont and Maine, prison 
incarceration equals voter disenfranchisement (Uggen & Fettig, 2020). 

Another way to identify voter suppression is by examining instances of media-sponsored misinformation during 
the elections. Media Matters wrote a series of articles documenting the media’s role in voter suppression during 
the 2020 elections. The information provided by Media Matters highlights how news agencies can influences 
voter turnout through the selective sharing of information. While the information that we examine on media 
misinformation is an indicator of attempts at voter suppression, determining the extent of voter suppression is 
difficult because we simply don’t have data on how many people don’t show up due to misinformation.
The third way that we can identify voter suppression is by examining the election-related court cases emerging 
from each state. The court cases will give us a picture of the logistical obstacles and obstructionist tactics used by 
political actors to limit the influence of everyday voters. While several social forces and factors are involved in 
voter disenfranchisement, we ultimately highlight the role of the criminal justice system, the media, and politicians 
in stopping the vote. While we attempt to provide a picture of the extent to which voter disenfranchisement 
exists, the measures and methods are a work in progress, and we welcome constructive critique. Feedback is 
gratefully appreciated and should be sent to justice.research@tsu.edu. 

Types of Voter Suppression 

The tactics used to suppress voting are diverse and complex. Generally, tactics involve taking away the right 
or ability of the individual to vote or creating a logistical barrier to voting. After analyzing several cases, we 
identified seven key methods used to suppress voting participation. These methods include voting site difficulties, 
disinformation, legal disenfranchisement, logistical obstacles, voter purges, voter identification (ID) laws and 

More than 21 million citizens 
in the U.S. don’t possess 

government photo ID
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gerrymandering. The following section on voter suppression is divided into three categories of suppression: Legal 
disenfranchisement, Logistical obstacles, and disinformation. 

Legal Disenfranchisement

Criminal Justice related voter suppression is a widespread issue in the United States. In all states but Maine 
and Vermont, a felony conviction means losing one’s right to vote. In 2020 approximately 5.2 million Americans 
were prohibited from voting because of felony convictions (Uggen & Fettig, 2020).  Over-policing and wrongful 
prosecutions in communities targeted through institutional racism can also lead to the loss of the franchise. 
Criminal convictions and disenfranchisement resulting from policing and prosecution actions is well documented. 

Vote purges can happen in one of two ways. First, states may devise plans to eliminate voters from the voting 
rolls. In many cases voters may not even know that they have been eliminated from voter registration. State 
officials have the ability to disenfranchise voters on a different scale. A clear example occurred in 2019 when 
the Texas Secretary of State claimed that 95,000 voters in Texas were suspected of being noncitizens, most of 
these voters were Latino/a (Ura 2019). The accusation was repeated by Ken Paxton the Texas Attorney General, 
President Trump added to the accusation that 58,000 people voted illegally (Ura 2019). The accusation led to 
Galveston County Officials distributing proof of citizenship letters to registered voters who were told to provide 
proof of citizenship in 30 days or have their registration cancelled (Ura 2019). Ultimately the Secretary of 
States accusations were found to be unsubstantiated and riddled with errors. In the process Latino/a voters were 
singled out for their ethnicity and had their voting rights threatened to reckless and baseless claims by top state 
officials. 

Logistical Obstacles

There are several ways that voting site difficulties can manifest. If there are too few employees at the site or 
staff that don’t know how to properly handle voting machines, this can be a challenge. Machines that are not 
working or are not calibrated properly or machines that show you voting for someone other than the candidate 
that you intended to vote for electronically are also obstacles. Other staffing issues could arise from improper 
counting of absentee or early voting ballots, hostility towards voters, and hostility towards poll watchers. 
The logistical obstacles to voting are many and varied and usually involve making it difficult for certain 
communities to vote. Some tactics include reducing the number of polling locations, reducing the number of 
early voting sites, reducing the days where early voting is available, changing polling locations so that they are 
inconvenient to minority voters, and last-minute voting location changes are additional logistical obstacles that 
potential voters may face. For example, Harris County, Texas (home to Houston), implemented a workaround to 
this barrier by offering drive through voting options.  An approach that was later supported by judicial review.

In 2020 the Trump Administration’s handling of the Covid-19 crisis became a logistical obstacle to the election 
process. The manner in which the administration approached COVID led to concerns about the safety of the 
voting process. Health concerns led to a record year of mail in ballots. The mail in process is more strenuous 
for election workers because they must remove ballots from envelopes to verify their validity before they can 
be processed through vote counting machines (Philipose 2020). It is also worth noting that a study by Stanford 
University found 30,000 cases of confirmed COVID cases linked to President Trump’s campaign rallies (Philipose 
2020). 

Strict voter identification laws can have a major influence on voting participation. More than 21 million citizens 
in the U.S. don’t possess government photo ID (ALCU News and Commentary, 2020). Over two-thirds of states 

https://harrisvotes.com/drivethruvoting
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require identification at the polls. Strict photo identification exists in seven states. These laws have been estimated 
to reduce turnout by 2-3 percent (ALCU News and Commentary, 2020). 

Individual states have the discretion to allow or limit voting based on the identifying documents that an individual 
has. A 2017 study by Hajnal, Lajevardi, and Nielson found that strict photo identification laws differentially 
negatively impact the turnout of Hispanics, Blacks, and multi-racial Americans (Newkirk II, V. 2017). They note 
that most of the prior research on the impact of strict voter identification laws shows that these laws reduce 
turnout. Turnout reduction typically benefits Republican candidates, and the effects of the voter reduction is along 
the class and education lines. The study by Hajnal, Lajevardi, and Nielson confirms the court ruling in Veasey v. 
Abbott. Texas passed SB14 in 2011, which mandated the use of specific types of photo identification in order 
to vote. The plaintiffs challenged the constitutionality of the law. A district court found the law to have a racially 
discriminatory purpose and the state appealed. Ultimately the court found that the bill breached section 2 of the 
voting rights act by imposing disparate and significant burdens on African American and Hispanic voters.   
Gerrymandering is the act of rigging voting districts to keep the governing political party in power. The goal is 
to draw boundaries of legislative districts so that as many seats as possible are likely to be won by the party’s 
candidates. The key tactics of gerrymandering are commonly referred to as cracking and packing (Wines, 
2019). Cracking involves splitting opposition voters into several districts to dilute the political block so they will be 
outnumbered in each of their voting districts (Wines, 2019). Packing involves placing as many of the opposition’s 
voters in a district as possible so that surrounding districts can be won (Wines, 2019). 

Disinformation

There are a number of ways that disinformation can be used to undermine the voting process. The purposeful 
publishing of incorrect dates and publishing false information about where to vote are some common examples. 
Charges of voting fraud is a very common claim used to undermine the legitimacy of mail in ballots. During the 
2016 election Donald Trump began pushing the unsubstantiated claim that mail in ballots is a major source of 
voter fraud. As President, Trump established a voter integrity commission (Villenue 2018). The commission found 
no evidence to support Trump’s claim of widespread voter fraud (Villenue 2018). Although claims that absentee 
and mail in ballots are a major source of voter fraud have been debunked it is a narrative that republican 
leaders continue to promote. 

False media reports in the political arena that discourage members of targeted communities is another widely 
used vehicle of misinformation. However, the most dangerous types of media misinformation undermine legitimate 
democratic processes (Philo, 2020). When the media presents false narratives about mail-in voting or voter ID, 
it legitimizes future acts of voter suppression. The belief that legitimates processes are corrupt can lead to new 
laws that limit participation.

The Justice System and Disenfranchisement 

One of the types of voter suppression that is not always evident on voting day is legal disenfranchisement. That is 
because effective legal disenfranchisement happens long before election days. Legal disenfranchisement that is 
the result of over-policing and over-prosecution is the open secret that does not show up in election day analysis. 
According to Uggen and Fettig (2020) 5.2 million U.S. citizens could not vote due to a felony conviction in 2020. 
African Americans and Latinx citizens are disproportionately impacted by felony disenfranchisement. African 
Americans are 12 percent of the adult population in the U.S. and comprise 33% of those incarcerated (Gramlich 
2020). Latinx citizens are 16% of the population and make up 23% of the people in prison (Gramlich 2020). 
Five of the states in this study are above the national average on incarceration. 
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5.2 million U.S. 
citizens could 
not vote due 
to a felony 
conviction

Their national incarceration rankings are as follows: 
Georgia (4th), Texas (7th), Arizona (8th), Florida 
(14th), Nevada (17th), and Pennsylvania (22nd). 
With the exception of Pennsylvania, these states have 
another common thread: a national reputation for 
highly racialized politics.

The laws preventing convicts from voting in U.S. 
elections are directly related to the history of chattel 
slavery. During legalized chattel slavery in the United 
States, humans were trafficked and owned by rich 
landowners and had no legal rights. The abolition 
of chattel slavery in the U.S. came with a catch, the 
13th Amendment allows those individuals that have 

been convicted of a crime to be in servitude of the 
state. A convicted individual may not be owned by an 
individual, but they can be property of the state. The 
13th Amendment has allowed descendants of chattel 
slavery to be disenfranchised through over-policing 
and wrongful convictions. The Criminal Justice System 
can be a tool for limiting the political development 
and progress of communities traditionally targeted by 
institutional racism. 
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State by State Analysis 
of Alleged 2020 Voter 
Suppression Cases  
In this section we conduct a state-by-state analysis of potential suppression cases in the 2020 
election. The states examined are Georgia, Nevada, Florida, Wisconsin, Pennsylvania, Michigan, 
Arizona, and Texas. Focus was placed on these states because they were considered “at play” or 
winnable for either of the major presidential candidates. 

Of the eight states in 
this study, there were 
decertification attempts 
in five.
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Georgia 

In Georgia there were charges of disinformation, logistical obstacles, voting site difficulties, and decertification 
attempts. Voting rights advocates have called out right leaning media for distributing false information about 
who could and could not vote. In addition, there were accusations of voting site difficulties. Polling locations in 
POC communities closed early while others had reduced hours. Another accusation claimed that polling site 
workers used intimidation against voters to pressure votes for Trump and/or stopping voting. 
A key factor in the Trump campaign’s attempt to win Georgia were several cases claiming that voter fraud 
tainted the integrity of the results. In Pearson v. Kemp (U.S. District Court, Northern Division), Attorney Sidney 
Powell makes the claim that voting machines made by Dominion Voting Systems were rigged to allow Democratic 
officials to add votes for Joe Biden (Williams & Rada, 2020). The case was dismissed. In Boland v. Raffensperger 
(Fulton County Superior Court), Boland claims that over 20,000 ballots were cast by non-residents and that 
mail ballot signatures were not properly screened. Boland sought an audit for the decertification of the state’s 
election results. This request was denied. In Brooks v. Mahoney (U.S. District Court, Southern District), a group 
of Republican voters made the claim that a software glitch in voting machines led to incorrect voting outcomes. 
This case was dismissed. The Trump campaign and the Georgia Republican Party asked the Chatham County 
Superior Court to not count mail-in ballots that they alleged did not arrive on time (Williams & Rada, 2020). This 
case was dismissed. In Trump v. Raffensperger (Fulton County Superior Court), the Trump campaign claimed that 
thousands of ballots were cast for individuals who were not eligible voters (Williams & Rada, 2020). This case 
was dismissed. 

Nevada 

In Nevada, the key challenge to voters was a decertification attempt. A right wing led organization, The Election 
Integrity Project attempted to have the courts decertify the election results. Their claim was that some 1,400 
people living in California voted in the Nevada election. The request was denied. According to Media Matters, 
the chief correspondent for the Sinclair Broadcast Group, Scott Thurman, sought to boost Trump’s claims without 
providing any evidence (Pleat, 2020b). Other news sources provided the context that voter fraud was claimed 
by the Trump team. However, Thurman reported the claim as fact, an act that could undermine the credibility of 
election results with some citizens. 

Florida 

A September 2020 court ruling in Florida prohibited hundreds of thousands of citizens from voting if they 
still owed court fines or fees from past felony convictions (Pleat, 2020a). Media in the state of Florida failed 
to produce news coverage that detailed how the state’s obstructionist tactics impacted the Black community. 
Approximately two-thirds of the Florida population supported the 2018 bill that restored the right to vote for 
those with prior felonies. However, a GOP-lead state legislature undermined the law by passing a bill stating 
that all court fees and fines must be paid in order to vote. Some media reports on the ruling noted that Florida 
does not have a system to track fees. However, less than half of local news reports mentioned the ruling would 
allow hundreds of thousands of fellow citizens to be disenfranchised. 
In addition to media misinformation, Florida voters faced logistical obstacles to voting. Many Florida residents 
were unable to register to vote because the voter registration website crashed, and a limited extension was 
given. Organizations such as Organize Florida, the Florida Immigrant Coalition, New Florida Majority, and 
the Dream Defenders asked for an injunction to stop the state from enforcing the limited registration deadline 
(Dream Defenders vs. Desantis). In United Healthcare Workers East v. Dejoy the Florida postmaster was sued. The 



 10 | INCARCERATING DEMOCRACY

Incarcerating Democracy: Highlighting Disenfranchisement in the 
2020 Election

Center for Justice Research

plaintiffs claimed that by removing high speed sorting machines the Postmaster was overstepping their authority 
and was interfering with the voting process (This case was voluntarily dismissed).
In Gruver v. Barton, the Florida N.A.A.C.P. and the Florida League of Women Voters sued the Secretary of State 
for violating the 1st, 14th, and 25th amendments to the U.S. Constitution of the United States by prohibiting those 
with felony convictions from voting until they pay all of their court fees. The Court ruled against the plaintiffs.   In 
Grimes v. Florida, the plaintiffs sued the Florida State Department because of a state law requiring voters to 
request mail-in ballots via mail or in person. The plaintiffs argued that the State should send mail-in ballots to all 
voters with prepaid postage. This case was dismissed.  In Jacobson v. Lee, the DNC and Priorities USA challenged 
a law that requires that candidates have the same political affiliation as the sitting governor in order to be 
placed first on the ballot. They claimed that it violated the 1st and 14th amendment and that the law treats 
candidates differently without a proper justification. The lower court ruled that the ballot order scheme was 
unconstitutional. However, on appeal, the ruling was reversed by the 11th circuit, who found that the plaintiffs 
lacked standing.

Wisconsin 

In Wisconsin conservative voters and politicians attempted to decertify votes, making the claim that absentee 
votes were used in voting fraud schemes. In Feehan v. Wisconsin Elections Commission, conservative voters claimed 
that the Wisconsin voting results should be decertified because the state did not take proper measures to verify 
the identification of absentee voters. This case was dismissed and is being appealed. 

Pennsylvania

Pennsylvania is another state where conservative political officials claimed mail in ballots threatened the integrity 
of the election. 
President Trump’s campaign filed a lawsuit to limit mail-in votes to those that arrived without the secrecy 
envelope to protect identity. The Pennsylvania Supreme Court ruled that ballots without the proper envelope 
could be thrown out even though they were counted in previous elections. Most of the new reports in the state did 
not report that the court ruling meant voters would have to use the secrecy envelope or have their ballot rejected 
(Pleat and Hagle 2020). In Donald J. Trump for President v. Montgomery County Board of Elections, the Trump 
campaign filed suit to stop the certification of the 2020 election results. The NAACP of Pennsylvania filed a friend 
of the court brief to guarantee that valid absentee and mail in votes would be counted. The court rejected the 
Trump campaigns lawsuit. 

Michigan

In Michigan there were multiple attempts to decertify results. In Donald J. Trump for President Inc. v. Benson, the 
Trump campaign attempted to decertify the 2020 election results The Trump campaign was unsuccessful in this 
case.  In Bally et. al. v. Whitmer et. al., three individuals filed a lawsuit to exclude the voting results from Ingham, 
Washtenaw, and Wayne counties. They made the claim that votes cast in those counties were illegal.   The 
NAACP got involved to prevent the disenfranchisement of its constituents.  The Plaintiffs eventually decided to 
voluntarily dismiss the lawsuit. Had their original request been successful over 1 million voters would have been 
disenfranchised.  

Media Matters reports that the Sinclair Broadcast Company is responsible for spreading false right-wing 
narratives that undermine the legitimacy of the 2020 election (Pleat & Wexler, 2020). The unsubstantiated claim 
that the Sinclair Company promoted is that post offices in Michigan were backdating ballots to look like they 
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were received in time to be counted. The narrative that was spread is consistent with the Trump team’s attempts 
to delegitimize mail-in ballots. 

Arizona 

A false claim spread widely on social media that poll workers gave Trump supporters sharpies to fill out ballots 
in an attempt to invalidate their votes. In spite of attempts to counter the claim, the false narrative spread widely 
during the election (Gogarty, 2020). The Arizona Republican Party sought to overturn the Biden victory by 
decertifying election results. In Arizona Republican Party vs. Fontes, the Republican Party petitioned the courts 
to withhold certifying election results in the state’s most populated county until hand count could be conducted. A 
judge rejected the Republican party’s attempt to delay the certification and dismissed the case. 

Texas 

In Texas several forms of alleged legal disenfranchisement occurred, including Voter ID issues, voting site 
difficulties, an attempt to decertify results in four other states. In one case the plaintiffs argued that drive-
through voting was an unlawful expansion of curbside voting. One of the most bizarre attempts to block voting 
results came from Texas Attorney General Ken Paxton. Paxton asked the Supreme Court to block Georgia, 
Michigan, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin from casting electoral votes because their procedural changes to respond 
to COVID 19 “threatened the integrity” of the voting results (Platoff, 2020). The Texas League of United Latin 
American Citizens, the League of Women Voters of Texas, and the Texas Alliance for Retired Americans filed suit 
against Texas Governor Greg Abbot, claiming that the closing of drop-off locations in Harris and Travis County 
disenfranchised older voters, those with disabilities, and communities of color impacted by Covid 19. In Linda 
Jann Lewis vs. Ruth Hughs, the N.A.A.C.P. challenged several legal impediments to voting: 

1. The requirements that voters pay postage on mail-in ballots

2. The postmark requirements and receiving deadline for ballots (day after election by 5pm)

3. Requirement that voters submit handwritten samples to verify identity.

4. The voter assistance ban which criminalizes third-party assistance.

Finally, Mi Familia Vota and the NAACP filed suit against Texas Governor Greg Abbott and Texas Secretary 
of State Ruth Hughes for safer polling sites. The Court found that exemption 8 of Governor Abbott’s Executive 
Order GA-29 which allowed voters and voting site staff an exemption from the mask mandate breached the 
second section of the Voting rights Act. In the ruling the court stated “because it creates a discriminatory burden 
on Black and Latino voters. For this reason, exemption 8 is invalid and void.”  However, the Court denied the 
plaintiffs on injunctive relief. 

Analysis and Summary 

This brief is based on an examination of state attempts to further suppress the vote, primarily through a review 
of recent court cases in those eight states where and are close political races, considering the upcoming run-off 
election in Georgia. The rulings from the court’s have overwhelmingly denied any claims of widespread voter 
fraud. However, familiarity with the decisions from the courts isn’t necessary to recognize the continuing and 
emerging patterns of voter suppression conjured by Republic political operatives and campaigns. In this case, it 
is much more important to look at the emerging patterns of behavior by political officials and campaigns. Of 
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the eight states in this study, there were decertification attempts in five. States like Florida, Georgia, and Texas 
seemed to have much more extensive issues than the other states included. Given the history of blatant and 
rampant racism in Florida, Georgia, and Texas, this is not surprising.

While there are several ways to disenfranchise the vote of a group of people, in general, only the three 
following strategies are used: prevent the group of people from legally voting, make voting extremely difficult, 
and attempt to nullify their vote if these tactics fail. In 2020, attempts to decertify election results in so many 
states does not indicate that the first two strategies are not being used, but rather that the first two strategies are 
not working as well as expected. One reason that attempts to disenfranchise voters through logistical obstacles 
and misinformation tactics may not have their intended impact is widespread access to technology. While political 
campaigns and media organizations influence public opinion, organizers and independent actors have access to 
technology (via social media) that allows them to engage and rally the community more effectively (Anderson, 
et al. 2020).  While this is promising, voting and civil rights organizations must continue to educate and organize. 
Attempts to disenfranchise and disqualify votes will most likely become more extreme and desperate before the 
achievement of equity, hence the title of this report, Incarcerating Democracy.

Remedies to Voter Suppression  

Voter suppression is one of greatest threat to American democracy since slavery. The efforts to prevent millions 
of Americans from voting is a modern manifestation of the 3/5ths compromise making citizens merely tools for 
labor. It is taxation without representation. While the practice of voter disenfranchisement is a formidable threat 
to authentic citizenship, there are some very practical strategies to counter its impact. 

The first step to addressing voting suppression is advocating for the rights of convicted felons. Nearly every state 
in the United States has a law restricting the rights of certain citizens to vote (Uggen & Fettig, 2020). Labeling 
certain populations as criminals has been one of the greatest tactics to limit voter engagement. This act not 
only limits political access but ushers in economic, educational, and family instability. Given the United States 
documented history of racism and genocide against Black/Indigenous/Latinx People and the fact that these 
populations suffer disproportionately to imprisonment it is not difficult to concluded that the overpolicing and 
prosecution of this people is a targeted attempt to limit their representation in government. 

The second suggested Strategy for addressing voter suppression is the maintenance and support of organized 
legal teams. Grassroots support for local or national advocacy groups which defend the rights of Black/
Indigenous/Latinx rights is absolutely critical. While U.S. legal history has many landmark cases granting rights to 
oppressed people, legal counter attacks on civil rights victories have been continuous.    

Voter education programs will be vital in the efforts to neutralize misinformation. Voter education efforts 
operated by local grassroots organizations and/or national civil rights organizations with community ties will be 
key in countering misinformation and unnecessary structural barriers to participation. Grassroots organizations 
must also play a vital role in Get Out the Vote (GOTV) efforts and be a source of information when voting 
locations and times change. Another key element to countering voter suppression is independent news sources. 
Because voter disenfranchisement relies heavily on false information or the suppression of information, community 
ownership of independent news is vital. Social media provides the tools for advocacy groups to distribute counter 
information on a mass scale. In conclusion, we suggest the following strategies for countering voter suppression: 

1. Voting Rights Advocacy for Citizens with
SS Felony Convictions
2. Organized Legal Teams

3. Voter Educations Programs
4. Grassroots GOTV Efforts
5. Independent News Outlets
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The first step to making the U.S. a truly representative nation is eliminating the disenfranchisement of felons. 
Gerrymandering and strict voter identification laws must be eliminated. When states are involved in federal 
elections, they should abide by universal polling site rules. The solutions for realizing equity in American politics 
are present, what is wanting is political will. As long as there are laws which allow the government to strip voting 
rights the United States will remain a Faux democracy. 

Author Bio: Ben Yisrael (formerly Stephen A. Sargent) received a Ph.D in Political Science from Texas A&M 
University in 2009. His research interests include Criminal Justice and Healthcare Policy. He is currently the 
Coordinator for the Healthy King County Coalition (HKCC) in Seattle, WA.  

The first step to 
addressing voting 
suppression is 
advocating for the 
rights of convicted 
felons. 
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