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Ohio Constitutional Modernization Commission
MEMORANDUM

To:

Speaker Batchelder & Senator Tavares, Co-Chairs
From:

Dennis P. Mulvihill, Chair
Date:

February 13, 2014
Re:

Constitutional Revisions & Updating Committee Report for February 13, 2014
Members Present: 

Topics Discussed: The Constitutional Revisions and Updating Committee, a Subject Matter Committee of the Ohio Constitutional Modernization Commission, met on February 13, 2014.  The quorum of the members of the Subject Matter Committee was present and the minutes of the previous meeting were approved.


Committee had the privilege of having a discussion with Professor John Dinan, Wake Forest University, who is a noted scholar on State Constitutions.  The committee members had many questions that addressed the issues this committee has previously discussed—how to encourage initiated laws as opposed to initiated amendments for those issues that are typically inappropriate for constitutional enshrinement.  


It appears the Committee settled on refining the following concepts and will begin drafting language to accomplish:

1. Encouraging deliberative constitutional amendments by permitting, but not requiring, the General Assembly to offer competing amendments to those initiated by the public.  In no way would this proposal infringe on the rights of citizens to initiate constitutional amendments. The hope would be that the General Assembly would offer a deliberative process to the amendment process that might allow more public input and comment, and perhaps offer an alternative to the electors that might be more acceptable.  

2. Encouraging citizens to initiate laws, as opposed to amendments, by prohibiting the General Assembly from later changing the initiated law through one of two alternatives: a. requiring a super majority vote before any change is made; or b. by creating a hands-off period where the General Assembly could make no changes.  This amendment would be for the sole purpose of providing greater protection to the people’s right to initiate laws.

3. Perhaps encouraging citizens to initiate laws by slightly increasing the number of votes necessary to amend the constitution.  This is an issue that is being discussed, with no consensus yet being reached on whether making even an incremental increase in the number of elector votes to pass an amendment is a good idea.  Or, practically speaking, whether we can expect the voters to make their jobs more difficult by increasing the number of votes to pass an initiated amendment.

Another topic of discussion was the current requirement that newspapers provide public notice.  The thought is that electronic communication may be a better alternative to provide actual notice, as newspapers slowly die away.  

The committee is hopeful that in the next several months that it will be able to have specific recommendations for the Commission.  
Witnesses: Dr. John Dinan, Wake Forest University
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