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Restoring the voting rights of a felon in the State of Texas follows the legislative requirements in Articles 6 Section 1 of the Texas Constitution, Section 11.002 and 13.001 of the Texas Elections Code. Article 6, Section 1 of the Texas Constitution provides guidelines on the classes of persons not allowed to vote, Section 11.002 of the Texas Elections Code governs the issue of who is qualified, and Section 13.001 of the same identifies the persons eligible to register to vote
.


Section 11.002 of the Texas Elections Code bars incarcerated persons from voting until when they complete their sentence, fully discharged their court ordered years in custody, parole or probation. Texas state Laws determines a citizen's ability to vote, according to the Fourtenth Amendement of the US Constitution
. Texas also charges fines and fees to formerly incacerated persons before  restoring their voting rights. Advocates in the criminal justice system accuse Texas of entanglement of monetization of the voting rights of ex-convicts and persons who have completed their parole
.


The findings from research studies show that over 325,000 formerly incarcerated people miss out to vote because they could not afford to pay heavy fines and fees, meaning the ability of a formerly incarcerated or parole free to vote is tied to income. This is one of the reasons why Section 11.002 of the Texas Elections Code should be changed. Further statistics from research studies reveal that felons contribute millions of Dollars in taxes in Texas yet they are not allowed to vote sometimes years after completing their terms in jail.


Data from past elections shows that if potential  registered voters either incarcerated or sentenced to parole, the results of how elected officials make  and execute policies of ex-offenders would be different. This demographic group of the voters represent a sigmificant percentage of the untapped voters, regardless of their political affiliations and with the potential of reversing the outcome of election results.
 



Restoring voter eligibilty would benefit the people who return home after incarceration who often find in challenging to find a job, housing or a place in the community. When the returning persons earn back their voting rights, they reclaim their place in the society and community and given an opportunity to rebuild their lives, earn the trust  from others and become contributing members. 


The proposition to change the 11.002 Electoral Code of Texas would influence voter register and thereby the outcomes of the candidates vying for elected offices in the state. Voting barriers results in disenchanfrachisement of families of the convicted offenders rooted in racism.


The results of research studies show that many States, including Texas enacted the voting restrictions laws after the blacks gained the right to vote fearing on losing out on some of the political offices. Restoring voting rights would help former inmates to feel part of the communities they live in, reducing the chances of recidivism
.


One of the things i would do to engage the political process in Texas in pursuit of changing the 11.002 Elections Code is to support a bill that impacts of restoration of voting rights of returing, incarcerated and peope of color which would make a very big impact in the stewardship of elections. Second ly, i would engage community outreach groups and initiatives to educate and raise funds to assist returning persons pay heavy fines and fees before their voting rights are restored.
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