Opponent Testimony — HB 472 — for June 9, 2026 hearing

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

In the morning of 6/8/26, I contacted the office of the committee’s vice chair to say that I
supported HB 472. The spirit of the original bill, as I understood it, was to remove barriers for
individuals experiencing homelessness so they could more easily obtain identification cards or
copies of their birth certificates. Waiving fees for that documentation would make it easier for
them to gain employment and housing, and to be able to make their voices heard at election time.

Sadly, in the evening of 6/8/26, I learned about a substitute version — Sub. HB 472 — which
effectively destroys the spirit of the original bill by requiring photo ID for all mail-in ballots.

Practically speaking, this would require Ohioans to:

* find and learn how to use a scanner;

* (likely) pay to scan and print a copy of their ID; and

* trust that the copy of their ID would reach their county Board of Elections in time along with
their ballot.

The substitute version of HB 472 removes barriers to participation in our democracy only to
construct new barriers.

There are reasons why people choose to vote by mail. They may be elderly, or disabled, or poor.
They may not be able to leave their homes.

I have heard only one reason given for adding such voting restrictions, and that is to “prevent
fraud.” Of course Ohioans want — and expect — secure elections, but Ohio already has very
secure elections. We have been told, repeatedly, by our secretary of state, that our election
system is very secure, and there is evidence to support those claims. Since there has been
virtually no evidence of any significant fraud in Ohio, why would we want to make voting by
mail more difficult for our citizens?

If the requirement added to HB 472 (now Sub. HB 472) is a voter suppression tactic, which I
suspect it might be, I fail to understand how it helps the residents of our state.

Elected officials take an oath to support the U.S. Constitution and the Ohio Constitution, and to
faithfully, honestly, and impartially discharge the duties of their office. To honor that oath,

would they not best serve those they represent by hearing from as many of them as possible?

The substitute version of this bill removes barriers to participation in our democracy with one
hand, and constructs new barriers in their place.

Why?

I urge the committee to strike the substitute bill, which I no longer can support in its revised



form, and return to the original intent of the bill.
Thanks for considering my testimony.

Deborah K. Cooper



