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Around the March of 2021, the Georgia state lawmakers examined the election protocol that existed and made changes that make the proposed law – adding some restrictions. The included restrictions have been termed by some activists as voter suppressers that have never existed since the Jim Crow era. The supporters of the voting bill claim that these changes will restore voter confidence in the election process and improve on the security of elections. These changes have also been taken by civil rights advocates as constraints or impediments to Black voting. The proposed amendments were injected after the 2020’s general election when Joe Biden defeated Donald Trump by 11,799 votes in the state. This argumentative piece seeks to establish the constitutional justification of the proposed changes referring to Chapter 5 of the course (Voting Rights and Restrictions). 
The facts of the case
	Claims raised have been associating the proposed changes to a return to Jim Crow. Jim Crow system was an atrocious system that denied many Black Americans and the poor whites their constitutional right to vote. The system did this through the introduction of some spurious literacy tests, poll taxes, and “whites only” measures (democratic state primaries where Democrats were deemed to carry an election. The facts of this Georgia voting law have been coiled in the following points: a) absentee voting is made much harder since its mandatory that people hold a qualifying form of identification to vote via email. To request and return their ballots is also made difficult – the period when a person can apply for a ballot and reducing the count of drop boxes where voters can return ballots in person b) in-person voting might be made easier and more so in the general election. The number of required days for early voting are expanded - this includes weekends coveted by progressives (two Saturdays are now required instead of one). The proposed changes also requires large precincts having long queues to add staff and machinery if not splitting them. Georgia is said to have some of the longest queues in America and, therefore, this this proposition is deemed to be a big win for the state c) run-off period is shortened; runoffs aim to be held four weeks after an election as opposed to the nine weeks that were in place for federal elections in the past. There is fear of shortening the early runoff voting to a week instead of three since this would affect voter turnout in kind close d) the state legislature is empowered to increase its role in election administration. The bill removes the state secretary as the board of elections chair to permit a Legislature’s appointment of a majority of the members of the board, the chair included. Additionally, the state board is empowered to watch over county boards of elections when situations merit it. 
The Law of voting right 
	The new Georgia Law will do nothing to take the state back to the terrible time of Jim Crow. Black voters are still able to register with no hindrance of any kind. Just like any other Georgian citizen they will be able to vote in the many different ways on the election day in person or via email with no excuse as long as they are 65 years or older. There is a feeling that some provisions will have a differential impact on Black voting implicating a prejudicial intent. These include voters presenting their photo IDs for in-person voting, driver’s license number or Social Security Number last four digits for mail voters, and Sunday in-person voting restricted to be a county option as opposed a mandate of the state. Digging deep into these provisions, none restricts any person from voting and they are even popular amongst everyone including the Black voters.  The thing is, democrats have, for long now, despised the requirement of photo identification arguing that some voters who have no driver’s licenses or other state-issued identifications are likely to be coerced. Some election analysts have established that photo ID conditions have not reduced the voter turnout in the past. The new mail-in ballot changes are not likely to minimize voter turnout. It is shown that Black voters incline toward voting in person on the Election Day or earlier even as provided. It has been established that 70% voted in-person in last year’s presidential election (AJC poll). The 2020 voter turnout was not increased by no-excuse mail balloting. Voter turnout in states that did not give room for no-excuse mail voting increased by nearly similar numbers as states that did it. There are democratic claims that Georgia’s after-church “souls to the polls” early drove voter turnout – the Sunday early voting provision. Sundays are less popular for voting in whatever race. Ideally, more voters voted on each weekday or early voting but few, comparing, voted on Sundays. The new law also provides an extra Saturday of early voting and this gives counties room to allow Sundays early voting. This is therefore, a strategy to expand early voting access contrary to Democratic claims. The president, Biden, once said that the law would ban voters from receiving food and water as they queue ("blatant attack on the Constitution and good conscious") but this is not true. The former president, Donald Trump also slammed the bill deeming it a too weak measure. The actual point is that the bill despises electioneering under the guise of offering these commodities while permitting poll workers to avail self-service water to voters within reach and permit anyone to offer food and drinks 25 feet away from the queuing line. More staff will be hired to minimize waiting time and this is to make it easier for people to vote. The Georgia governor has defended it claiming that it expands voter access to the ballot. 
There is not perfect bill, people that reason have room to disagree about the balance between election integrity and voter access. The Democratic claims that the law amounts to racist voter suppression is a wrong rhetoric that is probably amounting to political and racial tension. 
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