
Chairman, Vice Chairman, Ranking Member, and members of the committee: 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony regarding SJR 10. 

I support voter identification requirements and believe Ohio citizens deserve elections that are 
secure, transparent, and trusted by the public. However, I oppose SJR 10 in its current form 
because it creates different standards of voter verification depending on how a ballot is cast. 

If photo identification is important enough to be enshrined in the Ohio Constitution for in-person 
voting, then the same principle should apply to absentee and mail-in voting. Election integrity 
should not depend on whether a voter appears at a polling location or submits a ballot through 
the mail. 

My concerns are not merely theoretical. As a candidate for State Representative, I personally 
encountered situations that raised serious questions regarding absentee ballot requests and 
voter registration records. 

During my campaign, information came to light indicating that absentee ballots had been 
requested for individuals associated with senior housing communities and nursing home 
facilities who were reportedly deceased or no longer residing at those locations. Additionally, I 
became aware of absentee ballot activity connected to addresses that appeared to function as 
transitional housing or safe houses and addresses where multiple people with different last 
names resided, but when I knocked on the door, were said not to be present, raising concerns 
about whether voter records and ballot requests accurately reflected the eligibility and residency 
status of the individuals involved. 

Whether these situations ultimately resulted in illegal votes is not the point. The fact that such 
questions could arise demonstrates vulnerabilities in the absentee voting process and highlights 
the need for stronger verification procedures. Public confidence in elections depends not only 
on preventing wrongdoing but also on ensuring that adequate safeguards exist to detect and 
deter potential abuse. 

For that reason, I believe absentee and mail-in voting should be subject to identification 
standards that are at least as rigorous as those required for in-person voting. 

SJR 10 requires photo identification for in-person voting while allowing different identification 
standards for absentee voting. This creates an inconsistency that undermines the very purpose 
of the amendment. The constitutional standard should be uniform and should apply equally to all 
voters regardless of voting method. 

Many Ohioans have concerns about election security. Public confidence in elections is essential 
to our representative government. The best way to strengthen that confidence is to apply the 
same verification standards across the board. A voter should not face one identification 
requirement at a polling place and a different requirement when casting a ballot through the 
mail. 



Mail-in voting presents unique challenges because election officials cannot verify the identity of 
the voter face-to-face at the time the ballot is cast. For that reason, identity verification for 
absentee ballots should be at least as rigorous as the verification required for in-person voting. 
Most public libraries offer free copying services, so it should not cost the resident any out of 
pocket expense to make a copy of their photo ID. 

I believe election laws should make it easy for eligible citizens to vote and difficult for ineligible 
votes to be cast. Both goals can be achieved simultaneously. Uniform voter identification 
standards would help protect the integrity of Ohio elections while increasing public trust in the 
results. 

For these reasons, I urge the committee to amend SJR 10 to require equivalent voter 
identification standards for all methods of voting. If the amendment cannot be strengthened to 
ensure equal treatment of in-person and absentee ballots, I respectfully ask that the committee 
reject the resolution in its current form. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Kim Georgeton  

 


