I am writing in opposition to the proposed substitute bill to HB472. The original bill has
broad bipartisan support to address a problem that many Ohioans face, securing vital
documents for identification purposes. By waving fees for some of our most vulnerable: .-
citizens so that they can obtain necessary documents to access needed support provides
significant benefits for minimal cost. The merits of the orlgmal blll are strong as evidenced
by broad bipartisan support. :

The proposed substitute bill, which is being submitted at the last minute, shifts the focus
away from the original intent, which is to assist vulnerable populations toward self-
sufficiency, to also address the issue of voting. | have two concerns.

First, diluting the focus of the original bill to include concerns about illegal voting impacts
support for the original bill. | assume the reason why the original bill has broad bipartisan
support is due to its focus. Tacking on concemns about illegal voting negatively impacts
support for the original intent of the bill.

Second, the proposed substitute bill is being presented at the last minute. The concerns
about the integrity of Ohio’s elections are real. Striving to assure that we have a more
perfect system can be addressed, although we are consistently told by the Ohio Secretary
of State that Ohio's election system is strong and that election results can be trusted. By
presenting legislative language without enough time to perfect it risks passing bad
legislation that leads to more problems than what is purported to be addressed. In a word,
putting forward a substitute bill in this way is bad process.

For these two reasons, | urge defeat of the proposed substitute bill if it indeed advances for
a vote and support of the original bill that will help many of our citizens to move toward self-
sufficiency.
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