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Good morning, Chair Roegner Vice Chair Gavarone, Ranking Member Blackshear,
and members of the Senate General Government Committee. My name is Martha Sweterlitsch.
I am an almost retired attorney. I can proudly say that, to the best of my recall, I have voted
in every election since ai was 21 years old. [ had to be 21 to vote. My first presidential election
was in 1968. Yes, I really am that old and I have seen many changes to election laws,
especially in recent years.

Among the best of those changes is the opportunity to vote early either in person or by
casting an absentee ballot. This “convenience” allows for broad participation by those who,
for whatever reason, cannot make it to a polling place on election day. In authorizing early
voting the General Assembly adapted Ohio’s election systems to the times, as well it should.
More women were working, more voters were traveling, older and disabled people were
recognized as needing some accommodations to participate and these changes allowed people
to more easily participate in the democratic process of voting. The problem with SJR 10 is
that it takes away the ability of a future General Assembly to respond to changing times and
changing technology. I confess that Luddite in me on some level wants to slow technology
down but that is neither realistic nor reasonable. Technology brought us electronic poll books,
Real ID’s, scanning machines and electronic voting machines. One day facial recognition or
fingerprints, or some technology we cannot yet imagine, may replace the photo ID.

In the law we have what is known as the “dead hand” doctrine which restricts a

deceased person’s ability to control property, businesses. or people’s behavior long after the



person’s death. The law rejects the “dead hand” because it is not good for society or the
economy. It limits growth and innovation. SJR 10 seems to me to be the “dead hand” in
election law, preventing a future General Assembly from adapting to changing times and
technology without first going through the time consuming and expensive process of passing
a constitutional amendment. This is not a reasonable thing to do to your successors, or to your
constituents. I urge you to reject this proposal.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.



