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Thank you for the opportunity to testify on Sub. SIR 10. | am William Schuck, a Columbus resident, testifying as
a proponent. The views expressed are on behalf of myself as a citizen, and aren't compensated.

Public confidence in elections requires verifying the identity of voters. This was recognized more than twenty
years ago by two national bi-partisan commissions on election reform (To Assure Pride and Confidence in the
Electoral Process (2001) and Building Confidence in U.S. Elections (2005)) and by bi-partisan Congressional
approval of the Help America Vote Act.

Verification of a voter's identity with photo ID is effective and practical. Approximately 80% of the public support
this common-sense law. A constitutional amendment makes it relatively permanent.

This policy applies equally to all methods of voting (in-person, mail, online, fax, etc.). Sub. SIR 10 improves the
original resolution in that it requires voter identification for voting methods other than in-person voting, but it's
deficient in how this is done.

Lines 41-47 permit a future General Assembly to authorize the use of any numeric or alphanumeric code for
voting purposes, whether or not it indicates/links to U.S. citizenship or has the reliability of photo ID specified in
lines 29-40 (DL/state ID card, passport/passport card, military ID).

Tens of millions of social security numbers have been stolen, falsified, or given to non-citizens. Cartels and other
criminal organizations operate fraudulent social security card rings. The previous federal administration gave
identification documents to millions of non-citizens, and obstructed use of federal databases to verify voter
identity.

The meaning of "truncated version of a descriptor"” (line 46) isn't clear. What portion of information on a driver's
license/state ID card is sufficient — name, address, birthdate, signature, citizenship, card number, some
combination of these? How are courts to determine the scope of lines 46-47? This ambiguity invites evasion
and litigation.

The simple solution is to require electors who don't vote in-person to submit a photocopy of photo ID with their
ballot. This imposes no undue burden:

Ohio provides free state ID cards, free copies of state ID cards, and free photocopies of photo ID;

A BMV employee will come to the location of a shut-in who wishes to get a driver's license or state ID card;
Board of elections employees will come to the location of a shut-in voter who can't get to the polls;
Hospitalized or incarcerated electors can vote absentee;

A photocopy of photo ID can be submitted by the same means as a ballot;

If a photocopy of photo ID isn't submitted with a ballot, treat the ballot as provisional and allow the voter to
submit photo ID or a photocopy of photo ID in order for the ballot to be counted.

YVVYVYY

Will it be OK if loopholes in Sub. SJR 10 aren't fixed? Should we trust that no future General Assembly will enact
laws to circumvent this constitutional amendment, or that courts will get it "just right"? Respectfully, no.

Not a few legislators dislike voter ID, voted against it, and would like to curtail it. A future General Assembly
could seek to weaken voter ID requirements. It's hard to predict what courts might do with lines 46-47.

Heed the counsel of Thomas Jefferson: "In questions of power, then, let no more be heard of confidence in man,
but bind him down from mischief by the chains of the Constitution" (draft of Kentucky Resolutions of 1798). To
truly take this advice, close the loopholes in Sub SJR 10.

This concludes my testimony. Thank you for your attention.
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