
The proposed amendment seeks to amend Ohio’s Constitution without demonstrating a 
sufficient factual basis for doing so. Ohio already maintains meaningful election 
safeguards, including voter registration requirements, identity verification, ballot 
tracking, signature and identifying information review, and systems designed to prevent 
duplicate or improper voting. If constitutional changes to Ohio’s election system are 
being proposed, the burden should first be to clearly demonstrate that current 
protections are inadequate and that a documented problem exists requiring intervention. 

To date, no compelling evidence has been presented showing widespread voter fraud in 
Ohio at a scale sufficient to justify constitutional changes to existing voting laws. While 
framed around voter identification requirements that largely already exist under Ohio 
law, this proposal also states that the General Assembly is not required to allow voting 
beyond in person Election Day voting, creating a pathway for future restrictions to early 
or absentee voting.   

Early voting and absentee voting serve working families, shift workers, caregivers, 
seniors, military families, individuals with disabilities, people with transportation 
limitations, and citizens whose schedules or circumstances make Election Day voting 
difficult. These systems exist not to weaken election integrity, but to ensure eligible 
citizens can participate while maintaining security. 

Election integrity and voter access are not opposing goals. Ohio’s current system 
demonstrates that both can coexist. Constitutional changes that could enable future 
reductions in voting access should require clear evidence of necessity and broad public 
consensus. 

Changes of this magnitude affecting constitutional voting rights should be approached 
with transparency, robust public engagement, and sufficient time for citizen input. 
Advancing such a consequential proposal through a compressed timeline that limits 
public awareness and opportunity for testimony risks undermining public trust in both 
the process and the outcome. 

Constitutional amendments should be reserved for clear and compelling needs 
supported by evidence, not hypothetical concerns unsupported by demonstrated 
necessity. Ohioans deserve clear justification grounded in facts and a full, transparent 
public process before constitutional changes affecting voting access are advanced. 

For these reasons, I strongly oppose this amendment. 


