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Thank you for the opportunity to submit testimony regarding Sub. SJR 10.

I am William Schuck, a Columbus resident, submitting interest party testimony. The views expressed are on
behalf of myself as a citizen. | don’t represent any organization and am not compensated for this testimony.

Most Ohioans want secure elections. They'll get the impression this constitutional amendment ensures
permanent, reliable voter ID standards. That impression may prove incorrect.

Under current law, a person can register to vote, request an absentee ballot, and vote by mail without ever
seeing an election official or verification of their identity or citizenship. Sub. SIR 10 permits this to continue.

> A social security number is no longer a reliable identifier. Tens of millions of them have been falsified,
stolen, or given to non-citizens. Hostile foreign powers, cartels, and other criminal organizations run social
security number fraud mills.

When information in a voter record doesn't match BMV data, the Secretary of State uses SSN4 to check it
against the Social Security Administration's Help America Vote Verification (HAVV) database. 41,000 of these
checks have been done since January |, 2026, and 97.1% have a material discrepancy.

Moreover, the Social Security Administration doesn't provide citizenship data.

» Sub. SIR 10 potentially makes this worse. It permits voters who don't vote in person to be identified by

a "unique numeric or alphanumeric descriptor" or a "truncated version" of that. The author of this language
may have been thinking of current practice (driver's license/state ID card number or SSN4), but it's much
broader than that. It permits use of any code assigned by the state or federal government to anyone for any
reason. That's a recipe for non-transparency.

> Does signature matching solve the problem? Modern technology makes it easy to duplicate signatures,
and that's not even an issue if the voter is the same person who signed a false registration form.

In short, Sub. SJIR 10 permits shortcomings in mail-in voting to continue, and potentially extends them to
other remote voting methods that could be used in the future. If a future General Assembly is controlled
by legislators who disregard secure elections, these weaknesses can be exploited.

The need to verify the identity and citizenship of voters who don't vote in person is significant: 35.2% of votes
cast in the 2020 general election (2.1 million/5.97 million) were mailed in; in 2024, it was 13.7% (.81 million/
5.85 million). The percentage of votes not cast in person will likely increase if other means of remote voting
are used in the future.

As to the claim that voter fraud is rare, in 2004, 2006, and 2008, agents of ACORN submitted thousands of
false voter registrations and petition signatures in Ohio. Names filed included Mary Poppins, Dick Tracy,
and Jive Turkey. One man was registered 72 times.

More recently, voter registrations filed by Black Fork Strategies workers were referred for prosecution in
20 counties. One registration was for Henry Kissinger.

It's harder to catch false names or addresses that don’t stand out. We don't know if any such registrants
weren't detected and remain on voter rolls.

Photo ID to vote can reduce the risk of voting irregularities. There's no good reason to treat remote voters
differently than in-person voters. This disparity should be eliminated.
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