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 Stefan Katz. | am an active duty member of the United States Space Force, serving
in a role that helps make southwest Ohio a major player in the space domain. | am submitting
this testimony in my personal capacity, and the views expressed here are my own.

| oppose SB 63 because Ohio should not categorically ban innovative electoral reforms at the
very moment our electoral system is showing real strain. Across the country, Americans feel
increasingly alienated from one another and from their institutions. Our politics has grown more
hostile, more rigid, and more punitive. The status quo is not proving sustainable, and no serious
observer believes there is a single “silver bullet” that will fix everything. That is precisely why we
should be open to learning, testing, and evaluating reforms on their merits. We need more good
ideas, not fewer. A blanket ban is not the kind of answer this moment demands.

| also oppose SB 63 because it targets ranked-choice voting specifically, despite the fact that
ranked-choice voting is no longer an abstract theory. It is being used and demonstrated in real
elections across the nation and around the world. Whatever one’s ultimate view of it, the honest
approach is to examine evidence and experience, not to prohibit it in advance. Ranked-choice
voting is one attempt to make elections more competitive and more constructive by rewarding
broader support and reducing “us versus them” incentives. In a time when our politics is defined
by division, reforms that aim to promote a more constructive competition deserve a fair hearing,
not a preemptive ban.

Just as important, | am troubled by the way this hearing unfolded. In what appears to be an
effort to limit debate and minimize public deliberation, this hearing was scheduled on short
notice, with testimony due on a federal holiday. That is not how confident institutions behave.
Big decisions should not be made in a way that feels designed to stifle discussion. Good
governance requires time, transparency, and the humility to let the public weigh competing
arguments. When a process is rushed, it invites the impression that fear and emotion are driving
decisions instead of a rational assessment of what is best for Ohio voters.

America’s founders understood that self-government depends on competition, accountability,
and a political culture that puts the public interest above faction. In his Farewell Address,
George Washington warned that parties could come to usurp the reins of government for their
own interests. Whether one supports or opposes any specific voting method, that warning is
relevant here: our laws should not be written to protect gatekeepers from competition or to
foreclose options that communities may reasonably choose for themselves. Ohio should not use
state power to cement a single preferred structure of elections and punish local jurisdictions that
want to consider alternatives.

SB 63 would move Ohio in the wrong direction by narrowing civic choice, discouraging
experimentation, and undermining public trust in the fairness of our democratic process. For
these reasons, | respectfully urge the Committee to reject SB 63.



Thank you for your time and consideration.
Respectfully submitted,

Ctefan P. Katz
Stefan Katz
U.S. Space Force (personal capacity)



