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MEMORANDUM
TO:
Representative William G. Batchelder

Representative Vernon Sykes


Co-Chairs, Ohio Constitutional Modernization Commission

FROM:
Dennis P. Mulvihill, Chair


Constitutional Revisions and Updating Committee

DATE:
December 4, 2013

RE:
November 14, 2013 Meeting

The Constitutional Revisions and Updating Committee, a Subject Matter Committee of the Ohio Constitutional Modernization Commission, met on November 14, 2013.  The quorum of the members of the Subject Matter Committee was present and the minutes of the previous meeting were approved.


Because this meeting was shorter as a result of the full Commission meeting in the afternoon, the Subject Matter Committee simply had a discussion among the members as to what direction the Committee should go in terms of making suggestions to the Commission (or not) with respect to changing or modifying the Initiative and Referendum Process in Ohio.  Several Committee members had indicated that we had not heard from anybody who suggests that we cut back this ability to engage in direct democracy and thought it would be helpful if we heard from someone who could offer that perspective.


As has been previously discussed in these Subject Matter Committee meetings, many are concerned that it seems to be easier to amend the Constitution than it does to initiate laws.  Several members of the Committee thought we ought to propose a modification of the Constitution to encourage citizens to initiate laws rather than amending the Constitution.  There were several options discussed as to how to accomplish this.  These comments were merely discussion points with no one actually advocating that we make any proposed changes yet.  

Former Speaker Kurfess wanted this Committee to evaluate Section 26, Article II of the Constitution, which addresses uniformity of the laws.  It is the opinion of the Chair, however, that our mandate does not include this particular provision.  Instead, the Chair believes that the Legislative Committee has been charged with evaluating that section.  


The discussions were productive and the Committee looks forward to a presentation where it hears from someone who advocates limiting the Initiative and Referendum (IR) process.  To be clear, no one on the Committee has yet to express any belief that it would be appropriate to interfere with the prerogative citizens currently enjoy in Ohio with respect to Initiatives and Referenda.  Instead, the Committee simply expressed a desire to hear both sides of the argument.  
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