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Which side of the debate do you find more convincing? Normatively speaking, what do you think is the strongest argument presented on that side of the debate? Explain why.
[bookmark: _GoBack] 	The side of the debate that if find more convincing is that mandatory voting is not the solution since it is a guarantee for having ignorant voters. Voting is a democratic activity, which every citizen can participate without being forced if the right campaign and mobilization is done. Making voting compulsory and enforcing strict constitutional consequences of not voting does not increase the number of voters’ turnout. The problem with the voters is simply ignorance and lack of sufficient knowledge on how to get involved in a free, fair and democratic electoral process. Most people participate in voting’s tend to be more knowledgeable about politics than those who do not vote (Frankal, 2005). Therefore, compulsory voting does not solve the problem. The government should solve the extremely low information about voting before enforcing the possible consequences of voters’ ignorance. 
 What would you consider to be the most convincing normative argument made on the
other side of the debate? Explain why. 
The argument that I find convincing on the side of making voting compulsory is that the outcomes of compulsory voting is a more complete democracy. Voting includes the voices of the unheard in the society such as the poor people and the minor communities. This creates a wider voting delivery and broader representation of sample voters. There are so many policies at disposal which if implemented would the voters’ turnout. These include extended early and absenteeism at works during the voting period, automatic voter registration when citizens log into citizen service portal, moving the voting day to weekend which would allow full-time employees to take part in voting (Frankal, 2005).Compulsory voting is not a draconian as it may sound since voters cannot be dragged to the voting stations against their will or jailed for failing to vote. Instead, voters should just be mobilized and allowed to do what they like with their ballots. 
What is the most important empirical evidence that authors in the debate materials refer to? Did this empirical evidence play a meaningful role in convincing you of your preferred position? 
The most imperial evidence provided by the author Trevor Burrus on March 2015 is the idea that despite the president Donald trump suggesting that for mandatory voting, it just turns out to be unconstitutional ((Frankal, 2005). Additionally, even if the constitution is amended to allow for mandatory voting, it would also be unwise since it would have deprived the voters their democratic freedom of making their own choices. This evidence has influenced me in making my decision since it clearly illustrated that the problem is not in making voting compulsory but rather informing the voting citizens about the need to vote in the first place, and then the government can take extra actions and mobilization of those who still have ignorance to vote. 
What additional empirical evidence would you like to see on either side of the debate? 
On the other side of the debate, the authors have employed empirical impedance to their motion. They have provided evidence based on historical events of voting with specified year and state which the compulsory voting procedures were implemented or otherwise. For instance, the Waleed Aly in The New York Times provides a motion that voting should be mandatory (Frankal, 2005).  The supports his motion by providing evidence from a survey that focused on the 2016 wreckage of the most seismic democratic events which were brought about by the minority communities in America. Such detailed evidence on the need for voting to be mandatory played an important role in convening me to choose voting to be mandatory since I could see its importance already in application.  
Is there any evidence that would be so compelling so as to change your overall position? Identify an argument on either side of the debate that was not addressed in the
debate materials. 
The only compelling evidence that could change my decision is the data obtained from the International Institute for Democracy and Electoral Assistance, which compares the voting participation rates in nations which require and do not require voting. From 1945 to 2015, turnout hovered around 85% in mandatory voting countries but fell from 75% to 65% in countries with voluntary voting (Frankal, 2005). Similar results to these could be the reason why Obama suggested that if everyone voted, it could be a complete change of the political map in America. However, there is some air of unreality in this evidence, since it does not consider the effects of adopting compulsory voting would have on the political and multi system levels of the government. Both the local and state levels could be included in this support policy which the evidence does not explore.
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