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Introduction to the Author’s Main Focus
The main emphasis by the author is the impact of widespread and deeply entrenched denial of voting democracy to people of colour who represents the largest portion of the American population. According to the author, the Non-Hispanic white people, a shrinking percentage of the U.S population have held on to disproportionate political power and wealth by employing discriminatory tactics for more than a hundred years now. The author uses the phrase, “You will not replace us!” which represents words chanted by tiki-torch wielding white supremacists in Charlottesville, Virginia in 2017 to demonstrate the opinion of the non-Hispanic white people with regards to letting go of power and wealth ("Analysis: Voter suppression never went away. The tactics just changed. – Centre for public integrity," 2020). The author takes us back in history to the Jim Crow’s era and compares the different tactics used by non-Hispanic white people to create barriers to the ballot and how such century old tactics are being used in the current era. 
The Authors Supporting Points
The article indicates that there are factors preventing people from exercising their right to vote and exercising their right to equal representation by creating barriers to the ballot box. In the case of, Shelby County v. Holder decision in 2013, the U.S supreme court made a ruling that stripped the Federal Voting Rights Act of the preclearance requirement ("Analysis: Voter suppression never went away. The tactics just changed. – Centre for public integrity," 2020). This requirement had made it mandatory for states with a history of racist subjugation to obtain authorization from the federal government before making changes to the voting laws. Following this ruling, states that were affected immediately took action to create a barrier to the ballot box. Texas and Georgia led the way by closing down the polling stations in predominant black and Latino communities and opening more in white communities. Statistics in Texas indicate that the Non-Hispanic white people represent 40% of the population but surprisingly, they represent a majority two-thirds of the state’s congressional delegation and the state legislature.
The tactics employed in today's era can be compared with the tactics employed in the era of Jim Crow where taxes were used as a way of keeping the black people and other low-income earners from having their say in an election. States such as Florida are creating barriers to the ballot box by requiring former convicts to pay all court fines and fees before restoring their voting rights (Epperly, Witko, Strickler & White, 2020). The literacy tests used back in the days created so much subjectivity that certain people would not be allowed to vote. Similarly, today's requirement for casting absentee ballots creates similar subjectivity.
A summary of what this reading says about the issue trends specific to the issue. Critique of the article
The main issue addressed in this article reflects on the denial of voting rights by a portion of the minority population to the majority of the population to protect the interests of the few, power and wealth. The issue of denying citizens the freedom to vote by refusing them access to the ballot box began many years ago and it is still prevalent in today’s society. In the Jim Crow era, taxes were used to prevent certain people, blacks and low-income earners, from exercising their freedom to vote ("Analysis: Voter suppression never went away. The tactics just changed. – Centre for public integrity," 2020). The use of this strategy has been compared to the laws enacted by certain states requiring people who have been convicted of felonies to pay all their court fines and fees before their voting rights can be restored.
Back in the day, literacy tests were provided to determine people who were eligible for voting. According to the article, such a restriction was put in place to ensure that election officials would prevent anyone they wanted from taking part in elections. A similar tactic has been employed in this era about casting absentee ballots. A lot of subjectivity has been put in place such that the local elections officials decide on whether a vote counts or not based on parameters such as mismatching signatures or failure to put additional security envelop.
Since back in the days, different tactics have been employed to prevent other citizens apart from non-Hispanic white citizens from voting. Segregationists used McCarthyistic fear of communism to fight organizers that were registering black people to vote. In this era, measures used to disenfranchise the Blacks, Latinos, and Native American Citizens are based on false narratives of widespread voter fraud. In 1976, there were about 1 million people convicted of felonies that were not allowed to vote and this number increased to more than 6 million a majority of whom are Latinos and Blacks in 2016 ("Analysis: Voter suppression never went away. The tactics just changed. – Centre for public integrity," 2020). In the 60s, civil rights activists with the Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee risked jail time for helping Black people to register as voters (Epperly, Witko, Strickler & White, 2020). A similar form of subjectivity has been employed in this era where states such as Arizona have criminalized helping people to cast absentee ballots while in Tennessee, protesting for voting rights is illegal.
Different states starting with Indiana in 2006, enacted laws that required citizens to present government-issued photo identification at the polls, disenfranchisement tactics. This tactic is ineffective in preventing voter impersonation considering that only 31 cases have been reported out of more than a billion votes cast. The trends in disenfranchisement are suppression through misinformation, intimidation, and psychological warfare through social media. Such tactics were used ahead of the 2016 presidential elections.
Critique of the article
The idea that nearly all actions taken by the state are aimed at reducing access to the ballot by a certain portion of the population is not true. For example, when the state requires all citizens to provide a government-issued identification before voting, it is simply to ensure that no whoever is voting is a registered voter and to avoid any form of election malpractice. The author is of the idea that this requirement is not necessary considering the low number of voter impersonations. However, it is worth noting that these cases are extremely because of the existence of such laws. For this particular legislation, I fail to comprehend how presenting a government-issued photo identification at the poll subjugates the black and Latino communities considering that all legal citizens are provided with identification.
The author states that giving election polling officers the mandate to determine the validity of absentee ballots gives room for the subjugation of black and Latinos in the voting process. In my opinion, laws are governing the process of absentee ballots in each state and there are conditions that such a ballot must meet for it to be considered viable. If by any chance, the polling officer determines that a certain ballot has not met the minimum requirement, then it should not by any chance be counted as a valid vote. All citizens know the law when it comes to casting an absentee vote and they should ensure that when choosing this form of voting, all requirements should be met. For example, if a vote should include an extra envelope for security, all voters should comply. These general laws were created to ensure that a ballot is not interfered with and that the voting rights of all citizens are respected.
Strengths and weaknesses of the arguments made by the author
The author notes that voter disenfranchisement is a systemic process that has been happening for many years. Historically, American citizens were prevented from voting on the basis that they did not pay taxes or they failed literacy tests that were provided by polling elections officials. This process of disenfranchisement was simply a way of ensuring that a few voters who meet certain requirement votes and decides for the vast majority. In this era, one of the tipping points was the Shelby County case which was tipped the scale in favour of a few and at the expense of many (Epperly, Witko, Strickler & White, 2020). Following the ruling, different states with a history of racism have begun closing down polling centres in Black and Latino communities while opening new ones in areas dominated by non-Hispanic whites.
The process of voter disenfranchisement is a way of denying citizens the right to vote. These practices began years ago and efforts made by activists were squashed by threatening jail time for those that helped to register black voters. Other approaches such as the use of McCarthyist fear of communism and spreading false narratives about voter fraud. This historical evidence strongly points to the fact that voter disenfranchisement has been part of the U.S elections for many years (Shah & Smith, 2021). different states should encourage all citizens to vote by providing enough public education with regards to the voting process. The truth is that not everyone is well conversant with the voting process and a few might require help in doing so, an action which is criminalized in different states.
The weakness of the author's argument is that some of the arguments cannot be substantiated. The author claims that the counting process of the national census in 2020 was stopped in black and Latino communities to control the funding and representation. The truth of this statement has not been supported in the article and this gives is a weak point of argument.
Do you agree with the author’s argument?
I agree with the author's argument. There is sufficient evidence that voter disenfranchisement has been taking place for many years in the country. During the era of Jim Crow, taxes were used as an excuse to prevent several people from taking part in the voting process. literacy tests were also administered to determine who was eligible to vote. This shows clear evidence of voter disenfranchisement.
In this era, systemic voter disenfranchisement has helped to deny voting rights to millions of people who have been convicted of felonies and have failed to pay court fines and fees. A huge portion of people with cases to answer is black and when they are released, they might fail to pay the court fees thereby eliminating them from voting.
The fact that some states are deliberately closing down polling centres in certain regions and electing new ones in others is a clear indication of voter disenfranchisement by creating barriers to the ballot (Wood, 2016). In this country, a few people rule the vast majority and they are willing to go to any length to ensure that their positions are solidified. Based on the evidence presented by the author, I agree with the argument presented.
Personal reflection
It is quite unfortunate by I think that this article tells the truth about how a small minority portion of the population has devised different strategies to ensure that they remain on top. An election is not getting everyone to vote but motivating a candidate’s supporters to turn up and cast their votes. The minority knows that in a fair contest of numbers, they would lose terribly. Therefore, have come up with a highly effective strategy to ensure that access to the ballot is burred to a certain extent. Some of the strategies used have worked for more than 100 years and new strategies are continuously being adopted such as using the strength in numbers in the supreme court to fast-track a certain appointment or passing of a given bill.
The author is baffled by how a shrinking percentage of Non-Hispanic white people have managed to hold on to so much power and wealth in the country for more than a hundred years. According to the author, shifting demographics has made it extremely difficult for the minority to consolidate their rule and this was made worse following the backlash of electing an unpopular president. Combined, these factors have made non-Hispanic white people extremely desperate to consolidate their long-held position.
Following the progressive decline of the non-Hispanic white population in the country, it is clear that this population is nowhere near regaining its majority status shortly. This realization has prompted the adoption of different defence mechanisms aimed at consolidating their power by slowing down the mail and speeding up appointments in the supreme court when they are favoured. When it comes to elections, they have developed systemic bias by ensuring that the polling stations in black communities are shutting down while new ones in white communities are being opened. According to the author, the census in 2020 was intentionally stopped in the areas with people of colour to give them less representation in congress and have little funding of federal money in these areas. Another tactic that has been used severally over the past is halting the counting of ballots. According to the author, this particular tactic has worked before.
Conclusion
The American constitution has clearly stated that all citizens have a right to exercise their voting rights and determine their representatives. However, a group of people have found a way to create barriers to the ballot, a practice that has been going on for the longest time in American voting history. When a few people want to retain their positions of power and wealth within a country that is growing democratically, they strive to occupy the positions of power from where, they can effectively drive their agenda. Today, it is not any different from what was happening during the Jim Crow era because barriers to the ballot for a certain category of people, Blacks and Latinos are being erected systematically. Based on the article, not all actions are however meant for creating a barrier to the ballot because some are aimed at ensuring that all valid ballots count such as the use of government-issued photo identification during elections to prevent voter impersonation.
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