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Chairman Ray, Vice Chair LaRe, Ranking Member Brent, and Members of the General Government 
CommiƩee: Thank you for the opportunity to provide tesƟmony on House Bill 577. 

If I asked each of you whether voters should be treated unequally under the law, I am confident that 
every member would say no. A fundamental principle of our legal system is that all individuals must be 
treated equally and that the law must be applied uniformly—regardless of race, background, or any 
other characterisƟc—especially in maƩers of elecƟons and voƟng. On this point, we surely agree. 

When I vote in person, poll workers require me to present idenƟficaƟon. They ask me to state my 
address aloud, compare the photograph on my ID to my face, and confirm that the address I recite to 
them matches the one on my ID. Only when everything aligns do they permit me to cast a regular ballot. 

This level of scruƟny is enƟrely appropriate. VoƟng is the foundaƟon of our democraƟc republic: it is the 
mechanism by which ciƟzens grant elected officials—the members of this body—the authority to enact 
laws and rules that we are expected to follow. 

Yet Ohio maintains a significant disparity between the verificaƟon process for in-person voters and mail-
in voters. A mail-in voter is not required to present idenƟficaƟon; instead, they simply provide 
informaƟon on a form. There is no physical check to confirm that the ballot belongs to the registered 
voter named on the envelope. There is no requirement to state the address aloud, and no opportunity 
for an elecƟon official to compare the voter's appearance to a photo ID. In pracƟce, the elecƟon official 
has no direct evidence that the ballot was actually completed and submiƩed by the named voter—only a 
name and address on an envelope that match the voter rolls. 

When compared to the rigorous verificaƟon applied to in-person voters, this process falls far short. It 
does not provide the equal treatment that is a cornerstone of our laws. 

I am not suggesƟng that in-person voters should face less scruƟny. On the contrary, I believe mail-in 
voters should be verified to the greatest extent reasonably possible. Mail-in voƟng is widely recognized 
as the least secure method of voƟng—not only because of the lack of direct idenƟty verificaƟon 
described above, but also because the chain of custody between voter and elecƟon official is interrupted 
by an unknown number of handlers in the postal system. 

Requiring voters to submit a copy of a photo ID along with their mail-in ballot would be a meaningful 
step toward achieving greater parity between voƟng methods and enhancing the security of mail-in 
ballots. 

Thank you again for your Ɵme and consideraƟon. Unfortunately, I am unable to tesƟfy in person, but I 
am happy to answer any quesƟons via email or phone conversaƟon. 

 


