What logical arguments are made for the voting limitations placed on individuals with a felony record?
Over the period, individuals with a felony record have been suspended from participating in the voting process due to the formulation of several policies that bar them from voting due to felony disenfranchisement laws. These policies prohibit individuals from voting for a given period among those under supervision, parole, or incarcerated. Such policies are a barrier to achieving democracy and limits a successful re-entry into the community.
The logical arguments raised stipulate voting is a constitutional right and inhibiting an individual from voting is equivalent to depriving them of their constitutional right. The felony disenfranchisement impacts the minorities, and voting could be a significant advantage to the prisoners to protect themselves. The felony disenfranchisement ignores the critical distinction between a legitimate punishment for a crime and one's right as a citizen. Any convicted criminal is sentenced to prison, but they retain their fundamental rights, which voting is one of them. 
Others argue that felonies should not be granted voting rights as voting is a privilege and not an absolute citizenship right. The part of losing freedom during incarceration is equally associated with losing voting rights. The incarcerated felons should not be allowed to vote as they have not paid their dues in full to the society following their convictions. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]In conclusion, the safeguarding of democracy and constitution as the country's supreme power, individual rights should always be protected at all times. People serving a sentence are equally free to express their rights despite the limitation of their freedom. Just as their right to life is protected, other rights should equally be respected. 
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