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Barriers to Voting
The right to vote is a vital part of democratic governance. Despite this, many barriers to
voting exist. Legislators have enacted laws limiting access to voting. Furthermore, the Supreme
Court has weakened laws designed to protect the right to vote. Some of the most egregious
examples of current barriers to voting are discussed below. Given the fundamental importance of
voting, these barriers to voting should be removed, and the right to vote should be accessible to
all eligible people.
Weakening of the Voting Rights Act
The Voting Rights Act of 1965 made substantial contributions to ensuring the right to
vote.1 For example, Section 4(b) provided a formula for the federal government to use in
identifying jurisdictions with histories of racial discrimination. Section 5 required those
jurisdictions to notify voters and “to seek permission from the Justice Department or from a
federal court before changing voting laws or procedures.”2 This requirement protected minority
voting rights because “when a town wanted to close polling places in black neighborhoods but
keep them open in white areas, it had to seek approval in advance.”3
In Shelby County v. Holder, the Supreme Court held that Section 4(b) was
unconstitutional.4 In doing so, the Court “rendered the protection [of Section 5] unusable.”5 In
fact, since Shelby, over 1500 polling places in former Section 5 jurisdictions have closed.6 Shelby
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presents a barrier to voting because it gutted two key provisions in the Voting Rights Act that
had protected minority voting rights.
Voter ID Laws
Many states require their citizens to show identification prior to voting.7 In Crawford v.
Marion County Election Board, the Supreme Court held that Indiana’s strict voter ID law, which
required photo identification, did not violate the constitution.8 However, strict voter ID laws are
a barrier to voting for many, especially minorities or those with low incomes.9 Governmentissued IDs take time and money to obtain, leading some jurists to compare such laws with
unconstitutional poll taxes.10 Even Judge Posner, who wrote the appellate opinion for Crawford,
admits the decision is widely regarded as a means of voter suppression rather than fraud
prevention.11
Election Disinformation
Moreover, the spread of false information is a common tactic used “to dampen turnout
among targeted groups.”12 For example, in 2005, Oklahoma counties gave incorrect information
about when former felons would be permitted to register to vote. As a result, “thousands of
people [were] deprived of the fundamental right to vote even when they [were] legally entitled to
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exercise that right.”13 Another example includes a current Facebook policy that refuses to deny
ad space for false 2020 election information.14 “No federal law specifically criminalizes
deliberately giving false information to the public about the requirements to register or vote, or
misinforming voters about polling place locations, or the dates of elections, or the hours polling
sites are open.”15 Spreading false information to suppress voter turnout is a barrier to voting.
Gerrymandering
Gerrymandering is the drawing of district lines so that one party has a greater electoral
advantage. “In Florida[,] one congressional district was ninety miles long and no more than three
miles wide.”16 Recently, in Rucho v. Common Cause, the Supreme Court decided in a 5-4
opinion that federal courts have no authority to decide controversies regarding partisan
gerrymandering.17 The Court’s ruling is likely to “empower an explosion of extreme partisan
gerrymandering.”18 Gerrymandering undermines a person’s right to vote because it can dilute the
impact of his or her vote when district lines are drawn to concentrate members of a specific
group and is discriminatory when based on race.19
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Limited Access to Voting by Mail
Several states, such as Colorado, Washington, and Hawaii, routinely hold elections by
mail.20 Mail-in ballots provide numerous advantages, such as allowing people to vote without
having to take time off of work. It also allows the public to practice social distancing for health
reasons during the present Coronavirus Pandemic. 21 However, there is currently “litigation . . .,
which has sought to block emergency measures related to covid-19, such as proactively mailing
ballots to voters sheltering at home.”22 Other lawsuits seek to ensure that every voter has access
to mail-in ballots.23 While it is unclear how these litigations will be decided, it is clear that inperson voting during a contagious pandemic presents a barrier to voting that will need to be
addressed.
Ways to Protect and Expand Voting Rights
Our society must protect and expand voting rights so that voting is accessible to all
eligible voters. First, the Voting Rights Act should be strengthened to protect minority voters and
prevent the unnecessary closing of polling places. Second, because “in the modern era, studies
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have debunked the notion of widespread voter fraud corrupting American elections,”24 voter ID
requirements present an unnecessary barrier to voting that should be abolished. Third, to combat
election disinformation, it should be a crime to “deliberately giv[e] false information to the
public about the requirements to register or vote” or the date and times of elections.25 Fourth, to
ensure a fair political climate in the future and to minimize gerrymandering, districts should be
drawn by independent, bi-partisan commissions. Fifth, each district should have a reasonable
number and distribution of polling places. Sixth, voting by mail should be widely available.
Finally, while the right to vote is discussed several times in the Constitution, the
Constitution does not explicitly guarantee a right to vote.26 This lack of an explicit guarantee has
been used by the Supreme Court to refuse to decide voting cases based upon strict scrutiny,27
leading to weakening of voting protections. Thus, the adoption of a Constitutional Amendment
explicitly guaranteeing the right to vote would empower federal courts to provide strong
protections to secure voting rights.
Voting gives people the ability to express their views through the ballot, making it a
crucial link between the people and our government. Through implementing each of these
solutions, the right to vote can be strengthened and made more accessible.
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