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Abstract

The Question is asked in every presidential election by local, state and nation media: why is American voter turn out so low? According to the research I’ve conducted so far there are several different factors that need to be considered including disenfranchisement of large minority groups due to felony restrictions on voters, technology such as direct voting machines (DRE’s) and the lack of trust held in them by the American people due to instances of miscounting votes and voter fraud. Another factor is America has a long standing history of low voter turn out stemming back from the early 1900’s. 
The will, ability, time, and effort it takes to vote has also played into reasons why American’s do and do not vote. My paper is to show the commonly known reasons why American’s don’t vote, but also to show that America’s political tallies are not accurate either, and in order to gain a true political landscape of American voters certain technologies need to be updated.

American Democracy: Participation Not Required.
It is no secret that America is known world wide for our democracy, but we are also known for having one of the lowest voter turn outs as well. In fact America has one of the lowest voter turn out percentages of all democracies around the world. There are many reasons why America has low voter turn out including: disenfranchisement, low confidence in voting technology, fraud and social and psychological factors. It is not a question of why does America not vote, but what makes America not vote. On top of that who are the people that make up America’s voting population? In other words, who are the people really behind the voting and polling numbers? Karlo Barrios and Mark Lopez, authors of “Why We Vote” define nonvoters into several categories including: never voters, boycotting citizens, voters whom have had their rights revoked, and citizens whom chose not to vote due to personal reasons. Both authors state some of the reasons why they believe people do not vote from religious reasons to not being registered. 
Before focusing on nonvoters it is important to look at who is voting. People age forty-five to sixty-five made up roughly sixty-five percent of the vote in 1990 according to the United States Census Bureau. That number has managed to hold steady through the 2000’s as well. Also people who own houses, and have a higher education level are shown to vote more according to the Census Bureau and a Harvard Law Review study done by Stephen Ansolabehere and Nathaniel Persily. 
According to David Allen in Are American Elections Fair, a collection of essays, he states that direct recording electronic voting machines (also known as DRE’s) have lost voter confidence due to malfunctioning machines, and faulty programming. Allen states the American public has lost faith in traditional paper ballots because of the 2000 presidential election, but also in DRE’s because there is no one to be held responsible if a problem does occur. “At least when we vote on paper ballots, hand counted, we can hold someone accountable. We don’t even know the names of our voting machine programmers” (p 44).  Later he states that small errors in machines such as programming in “yes” and “no” wrong for a candidate can swing an election. These stories reach the media, and according to Allen, they are highly exaggerated and over reported. Stories on machines that work properly, or when ballots have been recorded properly counted, rarely make the nightly news. Another theme in Allen’s work was that news stations run stories about faulty voting equipment or stolen elections, but rarely do a follow up story as to why the machine malfunctions, or who was responsible for the fraud. 
Allen quotes several owners of the ES&S voting machine company in his essay as well. Bob Urosevich, CEO of ES&S, proudly stated that his optical scanner machines “had an error margin of only one-thousand of one percent” (p44). After it was proven that his machines malfunctioned during an election his brother Tod Urosevich stated “you are going to have some failures” (p44). According to Allen these mixed messages often confuse voters and cause low voter confidence in the political system. According to him stories of corrupt politicians paying off programmers to miscalculate voters has damaged DRE’s reputation, and furthermore pushed voters away from a “seemingly corrupt system” (p46). The major reoccurring themes in Allen’s work are miscounted, disappearing votes, faulty machines, and technological insecurity cause lower voter turn out. While all of these things are possible Allen also offers very little direct evidence of these situations occurring. 
Voting technology does not just shape how people vote, but according to one author their perceptions of voting as well. Menno de Jong of the University of Twente, Netherlands, has research that states people felt the most comfortable with paper ballots, and the least comfortable with voting machines that did not audit a paper trail. While people were less comfortable with voting machines they were seen to be the most user friendly, and voters found more confidence that their votes were actually tallied with the machines rather than with the paper ballots where they felt much more anonymous. Jong hints in her research that a step towards voting machines that audit a receipt for your vote like you would receive for any other transaction in a store could help boost voter confidence and participation in the new technology available. Her research seems to correlate with David Kimball and Martha Kropfs idea that improving machine ballot confidence can boost voter turn out, and restore voter confidence, effectively getting more people involved in the democratic process. Kimball and Kropf found that implementing new technology into the voting system will draw skeptics, but by improving the technology and informing the people about the machines they are using there is less likely to be opposition to using machines instead of paper. 

 John Fund, a popular political journalist, wrote that machines being rigged or purposely miscounted are not common. Fund states that DRE’s can bring up voter turn out by eliminating chads and butterfly ballots. Fund also states in his argument against Allen that programmers are rarely paid by politicians to tamper with votes, and that DRE’s are much more strictly enforced as well as safeguarded from fraud, much like a firewall protects a computer from a virus (p50). Fund attributes low voter turn out with DRE’s to the people’s fear towards new technology. 
Another author’s argument for why voter turn out in America is low is because of disenfranchisement of ex-offenders and the inability for them to vote. Elizabeth Hull in her “Felons Deserve the Right to Vote” article states that one out of every fifty adult citizens in the United States is ineligible to vote. That number translates to 4,200,000 people not being allowed to vote in America; according to her research. Hull goes on to argue that different states policies towards ex-offenders voting blurs the actual percentages of people eligible to vote, and thus miscalculates the percentage of people voting in elections. Currently in forty-eight states felons are not allowed to vote, but in Maine and Vermont felons are allowed to vote in some elections. In thirty-two states parolees do not get the right to vote. Hull’s idea is to a have a universal fifty state law allowing ex-felons the right to vote. 
Many states have “repeat offender lifelong bans” and “infamous crimes” bans in which include vote tampering or direct election fraud. In her book Taking Liberties: National Barriers to the Free Flow of Idea’s America currently own the number two spot, behind Russia as number one, for highest population of prison and ex-offender population in the world. Some of Hull’s main points in her research points to a staggering number of ex offenders, out of which two out of every three are members of a minority, which is shifting political power and legislation in America by disenfranchising an entire group from denying proper representation. She states an example that one of out every three black men is not allowed the right to vote in Alabama, and the number is higher in five other states. 
Hull offers a suggestion: ex-offenders whom have served their time and are not repeat offenders should be given the right to vote back without large fines as instituted in Florida, where gaining back your right to vote includes: a pardon from the governor, a DNA test, a one-thousand dollar fine, and a letter of apology to the victims of the person’s crime. She suggests these “disenfranchisement laws” prohibit minority groups and a larger population from voting; much like early American laws did with literacy and poll taxes. She quotes a popular criminologist, James Q. Wilson, in her work who said “giving felons back the right to vote could help assimilate them back into society” (p70). Hull argues that low voter turn out could not only be raised by giving felons the right to vote back, but it can also help minority groups take part in legislation, and allow ex-offenders a way to be involved in politics. Hull goes on later to discuss in her book The Disenfranchisement of Ex-Felons she states that using disenfranchisement as a deterrent is pointless because most young people do not develop an appreciation for their voting rights until later in life (p 44). 
In an opposing argument John Kleinig and Kevin Murtagh state that the fourteen amendment defines in their article” Disenfranchising Felons” that “contumacy,” “rebellion,” and “outlawry” are grounds for disenfranchisement because the criminal originally shows little regard for a social contract and civil engagement (p221). Another reason why state felons should not vote is the label of “felon” is a punishment, and restraint needs to be associated with being labeled a felon, including the inability to vote. There is a worry that felons who had been re-enfranchised to vote would vote “soft on crime” and lean more towards the Democratic party (p228). These laws also provide a boundary for communities, as the authors state an “us from them” mentality (p224). “Denial of voting rights will function…to reinforce bonds…or elimination of criminal behavior” (Kleining, Murtagh 224) 
Their argument goes on to say that criminals show through their crimes that they lack the ability to vote responsibility through their reckless regard for civil law, and that if a person can commit a felony there is no reason why they wont commit another one. Later clarifying that statement the authors clearly lay down the thesis of their argument “the argument is not that they have shown themselves nonresponsible but they have shown themselves irresponsible, and that irresponsibility would permeate their other activates, including voting” (p225). 
Almost in a redirect response to Elizabeth’s Hull argument that by disenfranchising felons you are now allowing large majorities of minorities to vote Kleining and Murtagh state that “the high percentage of criminals…and…disenfranchised people in some communities constitutes an argument against re-enfranchisement, because there…exists a voting bloc that could create real problems by skewing election results…had ex-felons been allowed to vote in the 200 presidential election the outcome would have been completely different” (p 226). They offer their own counterargument to this stating that even if ex-felons were given back the right to vote they would make up a very small proportion of the total vote. Kleining and Murtagh then state that if felons were given back the right to vote many of them might not exercise that right thus reducing the impact they might have on local elections. 

Mark Kornbluh states in his book Why America Stopped Voting the problem is more deeply rooted than faulty voting machines. In fact in his research he states that voter turn out began to fall as early as the early 1900’s due to changes in socioeconomic, race, regional, ethnic and age lines (p89). Also he mentions that elections such as the 1912 election between the beloved Theodore Roosevelt, William Taft and Woodrow Wilson caused a big rift in the American public. Later he uses the example of the Vietnam War and Richard Nixon’s Watergate scandal as causing rifts among the American people. In a PBS video “News Matters” one of the main points of the video was stating people have stopped voting because of the parties today. According to the video the American people do not believe the government established now is not beneficial to the people, and instead of focusing on key issues that matter politicians care more about big interest groups and being reelected. 

Voter decline and mistrust in government is nothing new though according to Kornbluh whom says that voter decline increased after the 1960’s because Americans no longer trusted their government or politicians. After this rift Kornbluh offers the explanation that Americans no longer put politics in the list of their top priorities, and voting came second to other daily routines such as jobs or housework. He states that the shift from party based elections to partisan based elections caused the American public to not be as mobilized as they once were through party money and influence; because of this turn out sharply fell and people lost interest in politics (p156). 
With the growth of technology and the ability to share large amounts of information quickly the American public has not only lost interest and faith in voting, but also they have lost the time to vote (p79). Kornbluh mentions that if people were given a half of day off to vote that may raise voter turn out, but with the fast pace world in which American’s live today the ability to vote might not match the will to vote. He also states that the boom in America’s population after World War Two attributed to decline in voter turn out, and a large number of unregistered voters caused voting to decline as well (p155). Kornbluh states in his preface that it has not been since World War One that even half of the electorate cast a ballot in an off election year. While presidential elections produce low voter turn out, Kornbluh states that off year elections such as local and state elections produce even lower levels of voter participation. Coinciding with Kornbluh’s research is Lopez and Barrio’s research into the migration of the American population into urban and rural divides cause voter friction and nonparticipation. Education levels, race, religion, transportation to voting stations, and key issues are different in these two areas according to Kornbluh. 
Joshua Harder and Jon Krosnick sum up their article “Why Do People Vote? A Psychological Analysis of the Causes of Voter Turnout” in the opening paragraph by offering frankly why people vote and do not vote. Their views go along with Mark Kornbluh as well when they state that turn out is more difficult due to registration procedures, the social setting in which people live, the specific election they are voting for, the psychological dispositions affect motivation, ability, or difficulty in voting, and getting people involved in the election process all determine whether or not a person will or will not vote. The video also backs up what these authors are saying. The weight of being registered to vote, having the time to vote, and caring enough to vote are no longer balanced in America. Generations also play into whether or not people will vote. Those 65 years of older at 67 percent more likely to vote, and the lowest voter turn out is people twenty and younger. 
Harder and Krosnick offer a simple formula to determine if a person will vote or not. R represents the reward for a citizen whom votes, B is the benefit the person thinks they will achieve, P is the person’s perception that his or her vote will matter, C is the cost to vote in terms of time and money spent.D is the sastification a person would gain from voting. The formula reads as such: R=(B)(P)-C+D (p526). All these factors will determine whether or not a person will bother to vote, and research has shown that people in America vote 50 percent lower than most other democracies around the world (Kornbluh, 166). Harder and Krosnick state that the American people feel less prefaces for candidates these days, and that motivation to be involved in politics has dropped dramatically since the 1920’s. Author Jake Rosenfield suggests that voter turn out among unions is nearly three times higher than non-union workers. While the percentage for private sector union workers voting is about 6.7 percent higher than non union it does not present a substantial sector of America’s work force. 

The cost and difficulty of registration also seems to affect voter turn out; it is estimated that if these difficulties were eliminated from the registration process that as much as seven to nine percent nationally would vote (Harder, Krosnick p 528).  In the past poll taxes and literacy tests were an effective tool at stifling turn out, but once the twenty-fourth amendment banning poll taxes from federal elections went into law in 1996 voter participation rose, and the U.S. Supreme Court labeled poll taxes unconstitutional (p529). Harder and Krosnick go on to list education levels, especially citizens with formal educations are more likely to vote than people with a high school degree or lower. Income, occupation, age, mobility, race, residency and gender all help determine whether people have the motivation to vote or not (p 528-533).

Why is voter turn out in America so low? George Pillsbury and Gibran Rivera offer examples of failed efforts to raise voter participation among the youth and within different racial groups in urban settings. They ask the question why does nothing seem to work with raising voter participation in America, and can it be fixed by throwing money at the problem.  Many other authors have stated various reasons why voter turn out is low such as not trusting the ways in which America votes, mistrust in politicians, hectic lives, and disenfranchisement laws, but Pillsbury and Rivera give examples of programs tried in the past that have failed in an effort to find a solution. 
A few failed attempts in urban cities were being too episodic, over doing on a partisan campaign model that are overly labor intensive and cost too much money while not addressing key issues that voters are concerned about. Another is lacking voter infrastructure until the “league of urban voters” was established (p11). Lacking a base to improve elections also caused low poll turn outs. The authors go on to elaborate that voter outreach programs cannot convince voters that their elections are fair, or that their votes count. Instead voters feel discriminated against and even ignored. Registration rules, untrained poll workers, and redistricting have all caused people to lose faith in the voting system in America.  
In Boston a four year old experiment has the authors stating that the black, Latino, and Asian voter turn out has been steadily increased and is catching up to the white vote. This increase in minority votes has raised voter participation in the city over a period of four years. The authors state that groups like GOTV have been able to successfully get people to the polls. Boston now has a Election Department which regulates and replaced fifty year old voting machines, and has won lawsuits for people whom have felt disenfranchised in claims against the state (p 23).
Pillsbury and Rivera state that organization and infrastructure will increase voter turn out among minorities thus raising the percentage of American voters in urban cities that are highly populated by minorities like African Americans, Asians, and Latino’s (p 13). They state that is it critical for the youth in America to get involved in voter organization and “mobilize” the youth vote so that legislation is passed geared towards younger generations. This keeps voter participation up, state and government records up to date, and voting in America alive, but also ensures a flow of informed young voters. Both authors argue a key point: raising the voter participation in America means politicians gearing legislation towards a younger audience, and getting that audience engaged and informed about the voting process; and why it is important. 
Raymond Wolfinger states an interesting counterpoint to the idea that Americans don’t vote because they are bored with politics, alienated, mistrustful of politicians, or suspicious of the political system (p 24). In fact Americans were rated more content with their government than the Italians, and the most content were the Swiss (p 24). Wolfinger states that while young people are light voters; registered younger voters are just as likely to vote as fifty year old registered voters. He also gives the notion that higher voter turnout would not produce an advantage or disadvantage for either party because the hypothetical percentage of new voters would also vote for independent parties or third parties. In Wolfinger’s opinion while American voter turn out it is low it does not necessarily change politics, or make low voter participation a bad thing. With Wolfinger’s opinion of third parties does that mean that with an aging America is it better for Republicans to keep the youth out of the vote as most of the Democrats supports are younger than average Republicans? 
So then why is voter participation so low in America? Here’s an interesting statement: maybe it is not low at all? Maybe the numbers that America is gauging its participation by are not correct. Maybe American’s are not as pessimistic towards their government as the rest of the world believes. Are Americans not proud of their government body, the Constitution, and the politicians that run the political system? Some interesting data found that yes, America is in fact proud. Polling several political science students, and non majors at Monmouth College I found at least eight out of ten were happy with our government, and nine out of ten were satisfied with our Constitution. In Wolfinger’s evidence he found that over eighty-five percent of Americans said they were proud of their government, and the Constitution behind it. Also they did not let instances of fraud of mistrust of politicians get in their way of voting. Yet Italy only had three percent happy with their government while their election percentages are much higher than America. The same also holds true with Belgium and Austria. Are Americans just not interested in politics? Evidence found supports that Americans are very interested in politics, often using the internet as the one number source to find information according to CNN. America also scored high on political effectiveness and if motivations matched turn out America would have one of the highest voting percentages in the pack including countries like Switzerland where over ninety percent are happy with their government and participate in elections (Wolfinger, 23). 

One reason why American’s percentage of voters is so low is because we include people whom cannot vote, and people whom are not registered to vote in our overall polling numbers. If American pollsters removed people like felons whom are disfranchised from voting, and unregistered voters of all ages then the number of people going to the polls would dramatically increase. Also including non-United States citizens in the population totals whom obviously cannot vote would decrease the number for Americans whom do not vote. 
Wolfringer brings up a valuable point: deadwood. States calculate their voting totals by running the number of registered records versus the number of people who went to the polls. The idea is that each year the individual state takes into account and removes people that may have moved away from that state, or are going to a different state for college ect. Yet because of the high mobility rate in America it is almost impossible for state governments to keep up with the actual numbers of its citizens in a particular state. The numbers are often inaccurate and thus give a wrong description of voting numbers. 
It always seems as though leading up to presidential elections that the number of people polling is very high, while the number of people counted in an election is entirely much lower. This supports Wolfingers idea that people whom are not allowed to vote, or even present in their voting registration area to vote are being counted in the percentages, causing America get to a reputation for bad voting turn out. 
What would happen if people were required to report to authorities their new addresses in different states, and in turn that was turned over to the their local county  clerks office and filed away stating that the person has moved, and is no longer on the state’s registered voting list? European countries require this action, and their polling numbers are much clearer and more reliable than American ones. 
According to the United States Census press release over twenty percent of the population did not vote in the 2004 election because they were either too busy, or their work schedule did not allow them the time to vote.In Italy their Constitution states that voting is the responsibility of every citizen of its Republic, and the country makes sure that people are allowed the time off work to vote. It is not hard to assume that the twenty percent of people whom did not vote because work did not allow them time to do so would have gone down. 
In countries where universal registration is practiced the number of people whom vote is dramatically higher than America’s percentages. Within America in San Francisco where there is universal registration and voter run off the number of people who go to the polls is much higher than the rest of the countries population according to author Stephen Hill. More laws are being passed across the country calling for high school seniors to become automatic registered voters. Some idea’s of classes have also been in place to promote civic awareness with high school aged young adults, getting them involved in the political process much earlier in their lives. Evidence supports that when the full responsibility of registration isn’t given to the individual, but instead to an institution the rate of participation and civil responsibility goes up. It comes down to the same story: if there is less work involved people are much more likely to do something; that is if voter registration is difficult less people are likely to take the time and effort to register and vote. 

Harder and Krosnick stated in their research that as the cost and effort goes up to register and vote the number of Americans who go to vote decreases. People get lost in the routines sometimes of registering in new places and the fact that there are different registration practices in different states instead of a universal system cause complications. They also state that turn out would rise seven to nine percent nationally, but the real question is who would be making up that number of all these new voters? It runs full circle actually: the new voters would mostly consist of younger generations, and if a universal system were in place for when people move as well then those people would be included. The simpler registration process is the more likely to draw people in to participate, and can even allow people to meet others in their new community if they have moved to a different county or state. A simple formula posted by Harder and Krosnick is this: likelihood of voting is directly equal to the motivation to vote, the ability to vote, and the difficulty of voting. A simpler universal registration and re-registration system would solve a great deal of headaches for many Americans, and with the effort not outweighing the time more people are likely to vote in presidential and smaller local elections. 
Who else could solve these problems of getting new registered voters? In other countries politicians themselves, and different voter groups go door to door before elections and either find people are registered to vote, or they register them right there while also informing them of upcoming elections. If America were to enact this system with nonpartisan volunteers the registration numbers would go up. Yet a simpler solution could be done: universal voter registration once a person turns eighteen. According to political scientist Stephen Hill: “having states take the next step beyond the statewide voter registration databases they should already have in place in 2006 and establishing a national database and federal standards for ensuring 100 percent registration of eligible voters are the most comprehensive ways to create universal registration.”
  This would eliminate the hassle of the citizen having to go register themselves, and would allow for every county to practice the same type of registration and record keeping across the country. This would make our system much more effective both cost and time management wise a lot easier to handle with the growing population, and the mobility American citizens enjoy. Currently several states allow people to register when they go to the actual polls to vote. This could increase efficiency, make voter percentages more accurate, and raise voter turn out by making the system easier for people to be involved. 
Another ignored group of voters are citizens with disabilities, or the immobilized elderly. In countries such as Italy people with disabilities are given special privileges to ensure their right to vote whether it be by a nonpartisan bringing them a ballot, or a government stipend for a train ticket to a center for voting. In America absentee and mailing in voting could be used to help make sure these citizens vote is not ignored. For computer friendly elderly people a version of secured online voting, much like online bill paying, could help them become more involved in the democratic process. 
Speaking of ignored citizens the disenfranchisement of felons cuts out a large percentage of Americans from our democracy. Not only does it cut out a large majority of people, but also a large number of the people being cut out are minorities such as African Americans and Latino’s. As stated earlier large portions of states minority populations are left out in the cold. According to Hull over fourteen million African American men cannot vote. That means that over thirteen percent of that population is not allowed a voice in politics. The United States government currently states that one out of every thirty-two American citizens is currently serving time in prison. An estimated sixteen million Americans are not allowed the right to vote (Manza 2).  
There is an argument growing that felons in America should be allowed to vote both instead the jail cell and when they have served their debt to society. Allowing felons to vote would not only integrate them back into society, but also raise the percentage of possible voters tenfold. In fact in the 2000 presidential election it is estimated that over thirty thousands votes could have potentially be cast for Gore in Florida, giving him the majority vote that would have put him in the White House. To quote the South American government “The vote of each and every citizen is a badge of dignity. Quite literally, it says that everybody counts…that our destinies are intertwined in a single interactive policy” (Manza, 3). Surveys have shown that over sixty percent of the American population believes that felons and parolees should be given the right to vote back.

Along with restricting a large majority of the population from voting it also tends to mess with district lines and census information that feeds into the numbers behind district lines and voting numbers. Not allowing felons to vote is hurting more than just felons, but it is also hurting communities across America. Why might this by? Simple: the U.S. Census Bureau counts prisoners in the towns and counties in which they are imprisoned as part of that population while many are not actually from that area. This causes population tallies for congressional and redistricting to be wrong, economic aid problems, county governments, and city councils to be inadequately represented. Other numbers that are also wrong are household income, and migration tallies. One in fifty counties in the United States have the wrong reported economic and population growth (Manza, 5). 
In New York alone several Republican strong holds would be compromised if upstate prisoners were counted in their actual neighborhoods in New York City, and that the election would have a complete different outcome if those people were given the right to vote once released and returned to their home counties. Evidence seems to be piling up that maybe America votes, but the districts in which they vote, and the numbers of people who cannot vote while still being counted in the voting toll throws off our entire system. Is there a problem with Americans not voting, or is there a problem with the ways America tallies those who vote, and those whom are not allowed to vote. Evidence is supporting the latter. 
 “It is the mission of the Federal Bureau of Prisons to protect society by confining offenders in the controlled environments of prisons and community-based facilities that are safe, humane, cost-efficient, and appropriately secure, and that provide work and other self-improvement opportunities to assist offenders in becoming law-abiding citizens.”  Yet many prisoners find when they are released they are without government assistance and a job. Former felons do not have the  right to serve on a jury, file for food stamps, receive veteran and disability benefits, get public housing, and are barred from working  in plumbing, food catering and haircutting- all trades which are popularly learned and used in prisons. 
All of these counteract against the very statement that the prison bureau puts out to the public. In order to lower crime it is suggested that encouraging felons into integrating back into society by giving those people jobs and civic responsibilities such as voting could help deter future criminal behavior. With the current three strike rule many non violent people are locked up and given felony wrap sheets for simple drug possession charges. If all these people were given the right to vote back it would not only increase voter participation in America, but also give the minorities that make up the majority of our prison system their voice back in American politics that has been fought so hard to gain through the Civil Rights movement and various other struggles. 
Ex felons who are not repeat offenders and who have intergraded themselves back into society should be allowed the right to vote. In some states today felons are given back the right, but it often a long drawn out process; costing hundreds of dollars in paper work and time spent trying to regain their political rights. 

The next reason people state they do not vote is the voting technology itself. After 2000 it was easy to see the American election system needed drastic overhaul from the paper-ballot system. Yet computerized voting also failed to achieve perfect results from the polls. Many say that computers can easily be hacked, software for voting changed, and voters deleted, but all of these situations can also happen and have happened with paper ballots as well. Often ballot boxes go missing, or paper ballots are changed or simply not counted. Either way America votes there will always be a human error, whether it is a paper ballot of the person behind the machine. DRE’s are certainly worth looking into as there are cases where they have worked relatively well- especially in larger scale elections like governor races and presidential elections. The technology is new, and still needs to be explored in order for improvement and voter understanding of how the machine works for them to be more effective. 

With a growing population younger generations more computer savvy will be coming to the polls, and the technology is there for improvement. It has been proven that voter fraud, while a common occurrence, does not lower voter turnout among people faithful to going to the polls. One major concern is the companies who are selling DRE’s and whether they are nonpartisan, Democrats or Republicans. DieBold industry contributed a large amount of campaign money towards Georgia’s senate race in which incumbent Democrat lost his seat- the same counties that had installed DRE’s from DieBold’s company is where the Republican candidate held most the of the votes. Yet there was no evidence to suggest that DieBold’s company manipulated any votes, or that they threw the election. Overall we need to get over these conspiracy theories and move forward with new technology in order to assure better technology being available to voters. 
One way of solving this technological gap from people who prefer paper ballots, and people who prefer DRE’s is having a user friendly version of the DRE in a touch screen format which prints out a voter receipt type slip of paper letting the person know their vote was registered, and for the right candidate they selected. If everyone is given a receipt, much like at a grocery store, later on if the votes do not match then the machine can reprint the receipts from the voter’s actions that day and the tallies can be rerun manually instead of being automatically tallied by the machine. 
So is the question why does America not vote, or is it who in America is allowed to vote, and what technology is used for Americans to vote on that will end with the most effective and correct results? Cleaning up our national database, enacting universal registration, and discontinuing the disenfranchisement of felons would all likely raise the nation’s poor voting average. 

If we eliminate those from the tallies who are not allowed to vote, or have simply moved and do not belong on that counties registration list anymore our numbers would automatically dramatically increase. It is hard to say what the true number of Americans going to the polls really is, because we have not fully updated our system or adjusted for our large population. 

Sociological and economic factors both affect whether or not people vote, and because America is a democracy where participation in the system is not required people will always “pass up” their voting rights. America should reevaluate its laws towards ex-felons who have paid their debts to society, and overhaul the system for how we tally the ratio of eligible voters and people whom actually went to the polls to vote. 
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