Opponent Testimony — Senate Joint Resolution 10 — June 2, 2026

Dear Chair Roegner, Vice-Chair Gavarone, Ranking Member Blackshear Jr., and members of the
Senate General Government Committee,

Thank you for the opportunity to provide opponent testimony on SJR 10, which calls for a voter
referendum to change the Ohio Constitution with regard to voting requirements. Although Ohio
passed restrictive laws in 2023 that, among other things, require voters to provide photo ID, this
referendum would add the photo ID requirement to the Ohio Constitution. Why waste taxpayer

money on such an effort when photo ID is already required?

Unfortunately, I suspect the answer might be that including the photo ID requirement as an
amendment to the Ohio Constitution could make it easier to pass even more voting restrictions in
the future. Article 5, Section 5 of the Ohio Constitution says that the state does not have to
provide access to voting other than in-person, same day voting at a designated location. Adding
an SJR 10 amendment could use Article 5, Section 5 to justify denying access to many voters
through the passage of even more restrictive laws than are currently on the books.

In any sort of working democracy, it is vital to hear from — and respond to — as many citizens as
possible, and to balance their interests for the good of all. It is imperative that lawmakers do
what they can to make voting easier, not more difficult, for as many voters as possible. Drop
boxes — which have been shown to be very secure — make it easier for working people, and for
people with disabilities, to vote. Early voting makes it easier for working people, people who are
away from home, or people who are hospitalized on Election Day, to get to the polls.

The question boils down to this: What sort of government do we want? If elected officials
believe in a government of, by and for the people, and in the oath of office they all took, then
why in the world would they want to make voting more difficult? I fear that our lawmakers may
be forgetting their primary role and purpose, which is to work on behalf of their constituents and
for the good of ALL residents in the state. If the voices of certain people — the poor, the elderly,
students, those who are disabled, etc., - are not heard because of restrictions make voting very
difficult or impossible, then how can elected officials appropriately represent their interests?

If lawmakers listen to and represent only cerfain interests, then can we rightly say we live in a
working democracy? As our country moves swiftly away from democratic principles and toward
autocracy, it is high time to consider the sort of government we will be passing down to our
children and grandchildren. Do we want their voices to matter?

It has been shown, repeatedly, that voter fraud in Ohio is nearly non-existent. Republicans have
been in charge of all the levers of government in the state for many years, and our current
secretary of state has often touted the security of our elections — with good reason. Our elections
are extremely secure thanks to a good system and the hard and careful work of election officials.

If any significant fraud had been found over the past number of years, then perhaps increased
voting restrictions might be justified. But since there has been virtually NO fraud, how can we
jeopardize the sacred right to vote in exchange for the remote possibility that increased voter



restrictions might possibly prevent fraud sometime in the future? Ohio’s election system works
extremely well. Would our lawmakers rather it did NOT work so well for certain voters?

Please remember the oath you took and your responsibility to represent ALL Ohioans’ best
interests - not special interests.

Thanks for considering my testimony.

Deborah K. Cooper



