Members of the Ohio House General Government Committee:
Thank you for the opportunity to submit written testimony in opposition to SB 63.

My name is J.D. Whitlock. I'm a retired Lieutenant Colonel in the U.S. Air Force Medical Service
Corps. Earlier in my career, | served as a U.S. Navy Surface Warfare Officer, including during
Desert Storm, where | earned the Navy and Marine Corps Combat Action Ribbon. | later
deployed in support of Operation Enduring Freedom. Today, | serve as the Chief Information
Officer at Dayton Children’s Hospital.

Ohio is home to me. | was stationed at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base from 1999 to 2002.
After | retired from the Air Force in 2009, my family and | made a deliberate choice to come back
to Dayton because Ohio is a great place to raise a family and build a life. That is exactly why I'm
concerned about SB 63. This bill would ban ranked-choice voting in Ohio and—just as
importantly—would punish local communities by threatening to withhold state funds if they
choose to adopt it. That approach runs against the Ohio | know: one that values local
leadership, practical problem-solving, and the freedom of communities to decide what works
best for their own residents.

Across my career in the military and in healthcare, I've learned that trust is built through systems
that are clear, reliable, and accountable to the people they serve. In uniform, we didn’t succeed
by banning options before we understood the mission. We assessed the facts, evaluated the
tools available, and chose what best achieved the objective. In healthcare, we do the same: we
focus on what improves outcomes, what works in the real world, and what earns the confidence
of the people depending on us. SB 63 moves in the opposite direction. It doesn’t reflect a
careful, evidence-based evaluation of ranked-choice voting. Instead, it imposes a preemptive
ban, closing the door on local learning and experimentation before communities can even
decide whether a reform fits their needs.

Ranked-choice voting is not a theoretical idea. It is used in jurisdictions around the country.
\oters are capable of understanding it, and many communities view it as a way to better reflect
voter preferences and ensure officials are accountable to broader coalitions of constituents.
Whether a specific Ohio city or county ultimately wants ranked-choice voting should be up to the
voters and local leaders in that community. Ohio should not be in the business of prohibiting
communities from considering reforms, and it certainly should not be threatening to strip funding
from local governments simply because they want the freedom to govern themselves.

At a time when trust in public institutions is strained, we should be looking for ways to
strengthen confidence in our elections, not for ways to narrow options and punish local
self-government. Veterans don’t take an oath to defend our constitutional system abroad only to
watch power pulled away from citizens and communities at home. SB 63 would do just that by
restricting local choice and penalizing innovation.

For these reasons, | respectfully urge you to oppose SB 63. Thank you for your time and
consideration.



Respectfully submitted,
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