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Chairman Roegner, Vice-Chairman Gavarone, Ranking Member Blacksheer, Jr, and Members of 

the Committee, 

My name is Janine Migden-Ostrander.  Thank you for the opportunity to provide opponent 

testimony on SJR 10  

SJR 10 calls for a voter referendum to add a constitutional requirement that photo ID be 

presented every time a person votes.  First and foremost, this resolution is an unnecessary 

waste of taxpayer money because we already have a law in place that requires voter photo 

identification.  Ohio House Bill 458 enacted sweeping voter restriction laws in 2023 which 

included among other things, strict requirements for photo ID when voting.  So why is this 

Resolution even being considered?  It seems like an effort to waste taxpayer dollars on a 

political agenda. 

Article V, Section 5 states: 

“(C) Nothing in this section requires the general assembly to pass laws allowing electors 

to vote in any location or manner other than in person at a polling place on the day of an 

election.” 

This section could be read as specifying that because this is a constitutional amendment, the 

state is not constitutionally required to provide voting access other than same day voting in 

person at designated location.  This could open the door for even more restrictive laws that 

deny access to many voters, thereby disenfranchising citizen from exercising a fundamental 

American right that is a lynchpin of our democracy.  Laws that currently provide early voting, 

absentee voting and secure drop boxes could be gone with the wind. People who are traveling 

on election day for work or otherwise, people who are infirmed and too sick to go to the voting 

booth, people in rural areas who live long distances away from the voting location and people 

who can’t get off from work and have to get their children to and from school or childcare 

before and after work, may lose the opportunity to exercise their constitutional right.  The law 

should not be designed to make voting inconvenient and difficult.  It should be accommodating 

so that all voices are heard that want to be heard. 

We have had numerous state and federal laws designed to limit voting on a pretext of voter 

fraud which has never been proved to exist as a problem in this country.  Where is the evidence 

of a pernicious problem that requires such draconian solutions? 



I am concerned that if SJR 10 passes, this referendum to voters will be advertised as just 

requiring voter ID, without disclosing the more nefarious consequences that limit access to 

voting which could accrue should this pass.   

If this legislature cares about the American ideals on which this nation was founded, it should 

oppose this resolution.   

If you care about Democracy, you should oppose this legislation.   

If you care about the slippery slope into which this country is descending, from democracy to 

autocracy, you should oppose this legislation. 

There is nothing good for the voters in Ohio that will come from this resolution and I fear that 

the lack of clear information on all of its ramifications will mislead people into voting for 

something, that if made clear, they would oppose.   

This is not the right way to do things. 

Thank you for the opportunity to present this testimony. 
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