
Opponent Testimony Senate Joint Resolution 10 

Before The Ohio Senate General Government Committee 

Chairman Roegner, Vice-Chairman Gavarone, Ranking Member Blackshear, and Members of 

the Ohio House General Government Committee: 

My name is Pierre Wolfe. Thank you for the opportunity to provide opponent testimony on SJR 

10. 

I strongly oppose SJR 10 because it is unnecessary, costly, and another clear attempt to suppress 

voter participation under the false premise of “election integrity.” Ohio already has a voter photo 

identification law in place. Voters are currently required to present an unexpired government-

issued photo ID when voting in person. This law was enacted recently and is already one of the 

strictest voter ID requirements in the nation. SJR 10 seeks to solve a problem that does not exist. 

There is no evidence of widespread voter fraud in Ohio elections. Republican and Democratic 

election officials alike have repeatedly confirmed that voter impersonation fraud is exceedingly 

rare. Despite this, SJR 10 would spend taxpayer dollars to place another constitutional 

amendment on the ballot, conduct statewide advertising and election administration, and further 

politicize our election system — all while Ohio families struggle with rising costs, underfunded 

schools, and local governments stretched thin. 

This resolution is not about protecting elections. It is about making voting harder. 

History shows that restrictive voting measures disproportionately impact seniors, low-income 

residents, college students, people with disabilities, military families, rural voters, and 

communities of color. Many eligible voters do not have easy access to updated identification 

documents, transportation to licensing agencies, or the underlying paperwork required to obtain 

IDs such as birth certificates or passports. These barriers function like a modern-day poll tax by 

forcing citizens to spend time and money simply to exercise a constitutional right. 

SJR 10 is particularly troubling because it attempts to place restrictive election policies directly 

into the Ohio Constitution. Constitutions are meant to protect rights, not create additional hurdles 

for lawful voters. Once these restrictions are embedded constitutionally, future legislators and 

election officials will have less flexibility to respond to unintended consequences or correct 

harmful policies. 

Ohio already verifies citizenship when individuals register to vote through existing federal and 

state systems. It is already illegal for non-citizens to vote in state and federal elections. Repeating 

existing law in the Constitution serves no practical purpose other than fueling fear and 

misinformation about our elections. 

This resolution also continues a troubling pattern of legislation designed to reduce voter 

participation instead of encouraging civic engagement. Rather than investing in shorter lines at 

polling locations, modernized election equipment, expanded access for military and disabled 



voters, or civic education, the legislature continues focusing on restrictions that create confusion 

and distrust. 

Every eligible Ohioan deserves the freedom to vote without unnecessary obstacles. Our 

democracy is strongest when participation increases — not when lawmakers continually search 

for new ways to discourage or complicate voting. 

For these reasons, I urge the committee to reject SJR 10. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

 


