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‘Chairwoman Roegner, Vice Chair Gavarone, and my fellow colleagues on the Senate General
Government Committee, thank you for the opportunity to stand before you today. I am State
Representative Juanita Brent, ranking member on the House General Government committee and I
am here to voice my strong opposition to Senate Joint Resolution 9(SJR 10)

Let us start with the facts. Strict photo voter ID is already the law of the land in Ohio. It was passed
by this body and codified into the Ohio Revised Code. SJR 10 does not add a single new security
measure; instead, it seeks to enshrine a duplicate requirement into the Ohio Constitution. This is a
redundant exercise that would if approved by voters put excessive detail in the constitution limiting
what future General Assemblies could do to maximize both access and security of our elections. We
are spending valuable legislative time rushing new constitutional language for no reason other than
apparently politics since this is already law.

If we are going to open up the foundational document of our state to address voting, we should be
protecting the methods Ohioans actually use to make their voices heard and make sure we do not
create future problems. Yet, SJR 10 is glaringly silent on the foundational mechanics of our current
election system. This resolution completely fails to explicitly protect:

o Early In-Person Voting

¢ Vote-by-Mail (Absentee Voting)
¢ Secure Ballot Droboxes

e The Guarantee of a Free State ID

By leaving these crucial pillars exposed, this resolution opens the door to future legislative attacks
that could strip away the flexibility working-class Ohioans rely on to vote and that were enacted
after the calamitous 2004 election to make sure our elections can be held effectively.

Furthermore, SJR 10 does absolutely nothing to protect the wallets of everyday Ohioans. True voter
access means eliminating financial barriers. If photo ID is constitutionally mandated, the state must
permanently protect citizens from the creeping costs of compliance. This resolution fails to
safeguard Ohioans against the costs of:

o State IDs and the underlying documents (like birth certificates or marriage licenses) are
required to obtain them.

Voting is a constitutional right, not a subscription service. Studies have shown that the cost of
acquiring “free” photo ID can easily be $75 to $175 which may not seem like much to you but is a
burden to Ohioans we know are struggling to support their families or live on a fixed income. If we
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do not constitutionally guarantee access to voting without cost, we are leaving the door open to as
modern-day poll tax.

We also cannot ignore the overwhelming public outcry right here in this committee room. During
the hearings for HJR 9, we witnessed a staggering disparity in public testimony: 79 opponent
testimonies were submitted compared to just two proponent testimonies, written testimony
that can be sent in any time not just those able to make it to the hearing.

The people of Ohio took the time 40-to-1 to tell us that this is a bad idea. Brushing aside 79 distinct
voices of concern from our constituents to satisfy a political agenda is a disservice to the democratic
process we are sworn to uphold.

Real Solutions for Election Day Access

We have been told repeatedly that our elections are secure, and I agree they are yet at the same time
proposals like this are pushed which make elections neither more secure nor more accessible. In the
three years since our photo ID law has been in place more than 10,000 people have been
disenfranchised in November elections. You can have a photo ID requirement that does not bar
voters, but that is not this standard as enshrines detailed limitations on what ID counts while
excluding similar elevation of protection for voters and voting access.

Proponents like to point to international examples to justify strict requirements. Let's actually look at
those countries. Nations like Israel and South Korea, which prioritize strict voter ID, treat Election
Day as a National Holiday—a concept we have tried to introduce right here as a bill, only to see it
stall.

In Europe, the majority of nations ensure that if you vote on a workday, you are legally guaranteed
paid time off. In 27 other democratic nations, Election Day is held on a Sunday, and non-essential
businesses are entirely closed so workers face zero bartiers to the ballot box.

In Ohio, fewer votes were cast in 2024 than 2020 even as our population grew. In the 2024 election
only 74% of the eligible population was registered, compared to more than 90% in counties such as
Canda, Germany, and Australia. Registration rates of eligible voters in the United States-where most
states put all the burden of proving they are allowed to vote on the citizens

If this body truly cares about matching global standards of election integrity, we should be talking
about protecting early voting, an Election Day holiday, and truly inclusive registration, and making
sure our government of the people, by the people, and for the people listens to all its people not just
those who have the time and treasure to navigate the increased election bureaucracy and certainly
not rushing an unnecessary constitutional amendment to the ballot.

SJR 10 is redundant, pursuing it is economically burdensome, and explicitly ignores the
overwhelming consensus of the Ohioans who reached out to this committee. I urge my colleagues
to listen to the people, protect the wallets of our constituents, and vote "No" on House Joint
Resolution 9. If we must ask voters photo ID in the constitution, we should take the time and
collaborative effort necessary to craft language worthy of asking our voters to enshrine it.

Thank you, and I am open to any questions from the committee.



