
June 1, 2026 

 

Chair Roegner, Vice Chair Gavarone, Ranking Member Blackshear, and members of the 
General Government Committee, 

 

My name is Douglas Berger. I have been a precinct election oƯicial in Lucas County for 
several years and I am strongly opposed to Senate Joint Resolution 10.  

I don’t believe requiring a photo id to vote is the security silver bullet some proponents 
believe it to be. It just adds more friction to vote and SJR 10 would also put early voting and 
absentee voting in jeopardy for no rational reason but partisan politics. 

Voters must attest to being eligible to vote when they register under threat of legal action 
just like drivers must attest they have car insurance under threat of legal action if the state 
finds out they don’t. 

Before requiring photo IDs to vote was all the rage, we just used our signature to prove who 
we were and if we couldn't read or write you could make your mark or in some states use a 
thumb print to prove identity. 

Requiring photo ID is only ONE part of the verification process we use as poll workers. We 
look at the ID and we ask the person for their name and address and if that matches, we get 
them to sign the poll book then we compare that signature to the one they did when they 
registered. Poll workers aren't professional ID examiners, if someone wanted to try to use a 
fake ID how could we really stop them? The state claims the current driver’s license is 
secure but how would a volunteer poll worker who only workers twice a year be an expert 
on what is secure and what is fake? 

A driver's license number or last four digits of a social security number are required with a 
signature to obtain and return an absentee ballot. Again, that provided information is then 
matched with what is on file. If it matches, then the ballot is opened and counted. This is 
counter to the claims of some who say a photo id is needed to submit an absentee ballot. 

Senator Gaverone and other proponents of this amendment want us to believe that this will 
protect us from massive election fraud. No actual evidence of fraud is oƯered beyond the 
small number of people caught and charged with trying to vote when not eligible. The 
important point is they were caught using our current systems. The proponents of this 
photo ID scheme have never oƯered any evidence that any election was aƯected by people 
trying to vote illegally. Ohio has about 8 million people registered to vote. Just imagine the 



scale of fraud that would have to happen to illegally change an election? It would take a 
massive eƯort and in the 250 years of voting in this country I can't think of one attempt that 
was tried or succeeded. The proponents of this bill can’t produce any evidence of that 
happening either. Putting a photo id requirement in the Ohio constitution won’t change that 
fact. 

The other part of this amendment that should bother people is the attempt to allow the 
ending of all early voting and voting absentee. The proponents know that forcing people to 
vote on election day in-person will suppress the vote and benefit the majority party in this 
state. Public statements from the Senate President have said there is no plan to end early 
or absentee voting, but when this same body got an anti-gerrymandering amendment 
passed you promised to work with Democrats and draw fair maps instead of having an 
independent body do it – and that didn’t happen. So, forgive me if I don’t believe promises 
from politicians when our right to vote is in danger. 

 

The photo ID amendment is not needed and would suppress voting in Ohio. Please vote NO 
on this amendment. 

 

Thank you for your time, 

 

 

 

 

Douglas Berger 

2541 Schroeder Ct 

Toledo, OH 43613 


