
June 1, 2026 
 
To: Senate General Government Committee  
 
From: Anne Houdek, Burton, Ohio 
 
Re: Opposition to Senate Joint Resolution 10 
 
My objection to SJR10 focuses on the last paragraph.  Those 34 words open the door for the 
General Assembly to remove current voting laws and replace them with laws that only permit 
Election Day voting—a great inconvenience for Ohio citizens.  Plus, the voter identification 
requirement is already in the Ohio Revised Code and does not need to be in the Ohio 
Constitution.   
 
Current Ohio law allows vote-by-mail and early voting. The General Assembly can remove those 
current options which make voting easily accessible. Those 34 words do not prevent the 
General Assembly from changing those laws. 
 
In her proponent testimony, State Senator Jane M. Timken makes no mention of the resolution’s 
last paragraph. This is troubling, as those 34 words create a path for the General Assembly to 
pass a law that allows only in-person voting on Election Day. This would disenfranchise voters 
who cannot be at the polls on Election Day because of work, family matters, transportation 
issues, health problems or other reasons. It will also create long lines at the polls on Election 
Day, discouraging Ohioans from voting.  
 
To argue that the intent behind SJR10 is to make voting “free and fair” ignores the legislative 
history of the General Assembly which passed voting laws that made it difficult for Ohio citizens 
to vote.  HB 458 reduced the forms of acceptable voter identification.  Importantly, the General 
Assembly repeatedly changed the deadline by which mailed ballots must be received by the 
Board of Elections from ten days, then to four days, then to Election Day at 7:30 pm.   
 
Is SJR10 is being rushed through the legislative process so that it can be placed on the 
November ballot, drawing conservatives to the polls who would otherwise sit out November’s 
general election?  Highly likely.  And while they’re there, they can vote for Republican 
candidates as well—the real reason SJR10 is being fast tracked.  This is dishonest behavior 
from our General Assembly. 
 
Ohioans deserve to know the consequences of those 34 words and the power they give to the 
General Assembly over ballot access.  Assuming HJR9 and SJR10 will be on the November 
ballot as a proposed Constitutional amendment, Ohio Republicans will likely promote only the 
voter ID aspect, falsely stating it prevents non-citizens from voting (rarely happens in Ohio, if at 
all).  Based on past actions, you can bet that the ballot board will again mislead voters by only 
including voter ID language in the ballot summary. Dishonesty again. 
 
SJR10 is not necessary.  Ohio has the strictest voter ID laws in the country.  Election Day voting 
only disenfranchises Ohioans.  Do not pass this out of committee.  We deserve honesty. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
Anne Houdek 


