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The League of Women Voters of Ohio, founded in 1920, is a non-partisan 
political organization that encourages the informed and active 
participation of citizens in government, works to increase understanding 
of major public policy issues, and influences public policy through 
education and advocacy.  Complementing it is the League of Women Voters 
of Ohio Education Fund that provides nonpartisan information and 
educational services to citizens. 
 
Prior to each state and national election, the League of Women Voters of 
Ohio Education Fund provides nonpartisan information on candidates and 
issues to its local Leagues.  This information is used in Voter Guides which 
are distributed by local Leagues throughout the state. 
 
All statewide candidates who filed their intent to run for office with the 
Ohio Secretary of State were sent two questions relating to the office they 
were seeking, as well as instructions on how to complete the candidate 
questionnaire. The League does not alter, edit, correct, or evaluate any 
candidate’s reply, and each candidate is solely responsible for the accuracy 
and truth of his or her statements.  Each candidate is advised in writing to 
carefully note the word limitations listed on their questionnaire since no 
text beyond the word limit will be included.   
 
A candidate’s answers are accepted and printed only with the 
understanding that the material will not be used in any way that may be 
deemed to be an endorsement by the League of his or her candidacy or views. 

 

 
Deadline for Registration is October 6, 2008 

Election Day is November 4, 2008 



 

State Ballot Issues:  1, 2, 3, 5 and 6 

 

ISSUE 1: PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT TO PROVIDE FOR 
EARLIER FILING DEADLINES FOR STATEWIDE BALLOT ISSUES 
(Proposed by Joint Resolution of the General Assembly of Ohio) 

 
To amend Sections 1a, 1b, 1c, and 1g of Article II of the Ohio 

Constitution 
 

A YES vote means approval of the amendment. 
A NO vote means disapproval of the amendment. 

A majority YES vote is required for the amendment to be adopted. 
 

If approved, this proposed amendment will be effective immediately. 
 
League Explanation of Issue 1:   
• This proposed constitutional amendment seeks to make the petition filing 

deadlines earlier for statewide ballot issues.  Currently, the deadlines are 90 
days before the election for statewide initiative petitions (laws and 
constitutional amendments proposed by citizens) and 60 days for statewide 
referendums (citizen-initiated votes to repeal new laws). The amendment 
would change these deadlines to 125 days for both.  

• The proposal adds deadlines for public officials to act on the petitions. It 
requires the secretary of state to determine whether there are enough valid 
signatures on a petition by the 105th day before the election. Challenges 
must be filed in the Ohio Supreme Court not later than 95 days prior to the 
election.  The Ohio Supreme Court must make its decision not later than 85 
days prior to the election.  If necessary, 10 additional days shall be allowed 
for the filing of additional signatures.  The secretary of state shall check 
the additional signatures not later than 65 days before the election.  Any 
challenges must be filed in the Ohio Supreme Court not later than 55 days 
before the election, and the court must rule on any challenges not later 
than 45 days before the election.  If no ruling is made, the petition and 
signatures shall be presumed to be sufficient.   

• The proposed amendment would give the Ohio Supreme Court sole authority 
to consider these cases.  Currently lower courts may hear these challenges.   

 
Proponents of the proposed amendment argue that: 

1. The earlier deadlines will allow more time to determine the validity of 
the petition and the signatures.  This should reduce the number of 
invalid issues that appear on ballots and reduce voter confusion. 

2. If deadlines are met, absentee voters and election-day voters will know 
which issues were supported by sufficient valid petitions.   

3. The process should be more efficient because the amendment provides for 
specific deadlines for each step of the process. 

4. Having the Ohio Supreme Court as the sole arbiter of challenges expedites 
the process.   



 
 
Opponents of the proposed amendment argue that: 

1. The revised deadlines may still not allow time to print correct ballots.  
2. The revised deadlines decrease the time for each step of the review and 

may be difficult to meet. 
3. The earlier deadlines for referenda may result in long delays for voter 

consideration of challenged laws because laws challenged by the 
referendum process are suspended until approved by voters. Challengers 
have 90 days after a law is passed to file a referendum petition. Because this 
may not be completed before the filing deadline for ballot issues, a vote 
on the challenged law may be postponed until the following general 
election. 

4. As sole arbiter of challenges, the Ohio Supreme Court will not have the 
benefit of a record from lower courts. 

 
 
 

ISSUE 2:  PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT TO AUTHORIZE 
THE STATE TO ISSUE BONDS TO CONTINUE THE CLEAN OHIO 
PROGRAM FOR ENVIRONMENTAL, REVITALIZATION AND 
CONSERVATION PURPOSES 
(Proposed by Joint Resolution of the General Assembly of Ohio) 
 
To adopt Section 2q of Article VIII of the Constitution of the State of Ohio 

 
A YES vote means approval of the amendment. 
A NO vote means disapproval of the amendment. 

A majority YES vote is required for the amendment to be adopted. 
 

If approved, this proposed amendment shall take effect immediately. 
 

League Explanation of Issue 2:  This ballot issue proposes a constitutional 
amendment that would add to funding for The Clean Ohio Program.  The 
amendment is identical to the bond issue passed by the voters in 2000 and will 
provide the state with the authority to issue an additional $400 million of 
bonds. These bonds could be used for the benefit of both governmental and 
non-governmental entities.   

• Conservation: Up to $200 million in bonds could be issued for 
conservation purposes such as preservation of natural areas and 
farmlands, provision of recreation facilities, and natural resource 
management projects.  Repayment of these bonds would be a general 
obligation of the state backed by the taxing power of the state.  

• Revitalization: Up to $200 million in bonds could be issued for 
revitalization purposes such as environmental cleanup of publicly or 
privately owned lands.  Repayment of these bonds would be secured by 
specific state revenues such as receipts from liquor taxes.  

• Limitations: The proposed amendment limits the amount that could be 
borrowed in any one fiscal year for either conservation or 
revitalization purposes to no more than $50 million. In addition, the 



 
state can borrow amounts which were authorized but not issued in 
prior fiscal years. 

• Reissuance: After a bond is repaid, another can be issued as long as the 
total amount outstanding does not exceed $200 million for that type 
of bond. 

• Debt Service Expense: The Legislative Services Commission estimates that 
issuing $400 million of obligations could increase the state’s annual 
debt service expense by up to $40 million.  The Ohio Office of Budget and 
Management calculated that principle and interest payable in 2008 for 
all of the bonds already issued by Ohio is $1,231,640,023. 

• This bonding authority must be approved by the voters because the 
Ohio constitution does not permit an appropriation being made for a 
period longer than two years.  

 
Proponents of the proposed amendment argue that: 

1. Bond monies could be used to improve drinking water, help keep rivers 
and streams clean,  

2. Preserve and protect wildlife and farmland, and expand outdoor 
recreational opportunities for Ohioans. 

3. Bond monies could be used to reduce the number of polluted industrial 
sites and clean up brown fields 

4. Revitalization of public and private lands could stimulate economic 
development in urban areas and increase private investment in Ohio. 

 
Opponents of the proposed amendment argue that:  

1. Tax monies will be diverted to paying principle and interest, and this may 
limit the availability of state revenue for other state programs. 

2. This authority is not time-limited and permits new bonds to be reissued 
after the retirement of the original bonds without further vote of the 
people. 

3. Proceeds from the sale of the publicly funded bonds may be used to 
benefit private entities. 

 
 

ISSUE 3: PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT TO AMEND THE 
CONSTITUTION TO PROTECT PRIVATE PROPERTY RIGHTS IN GROUND 
WATER, LAKES AND OTHER WATERCOURSES 
(Proposed by Joint Resolution of the General Assembly of Ohio) 

 
To adopt Section 19b of Article I of the Constitution of the State of 

Ohio 
 

A YES vote means approval of the amendment. 
A NO vote means disapproval of the amendment. 

A majority YES vote is required for the amendment to be adopted. 
 

If approved, this amendment shall take effect December 1, 2008. 
 



 
League Explanation of Issue 3:  This proposed amendment resulted from the 
Ohio legislature’s passage of the Great Lakes Water Compact this past spring.  
Some lawmakers feared final approval of the Compact might limit private water 
rights. The constitutional amendment is intended to recognize that: 

• Property owners have a protected right to the "reasonable use'' of the 
ground water flowing under their property, and of the water in a lake 
or watercourse that is on or flows through their property. 

• An owner has the right to give or sell these interests to a 
governmental body. 

• The public welfare supersedes individual property owners’ rights.  The 
state and political subdivisions may regulate such waters to the extent 
state law allows. 

• The proposed amendment would not affect public use of Lake Erie and 
the state’s other navigable waters. 

• The rights confirmed by this amendment may not be limited by sections 
of the Ohio Constitution addressing home rule, public debt and public 
works, conservation of natural resources, and the prohibition of the 
use of “initiative” and “referendum” on property taxes. 

 
Proponents of the proposed amendment argue that: 

1. This amendment, if approved, is intended to reaffirm the rights and 
expectations of Ohio landowners to have reasonable use of the water on 
or under their properties.   

2. The proposed amendment does not establish absolute private ownership of 
water. 

3. It reiterates the state’s right to regulate water use and water quality. 
 

Opponents of the proposed amendment argue that: 
1. The amendment is unnecessary because current Ohio case law already 

recognizes property owners’ interests in the reasonable use of surface 
and groundwater. 

2.  The Ohio Constitution should be a body of fundamental principles, and 
should not be amended unless there is a compelling reason.  

3.  The amendment could cause unexpected consequences and unintentional 
changes in current law. 

 
 
  
ISSUE 5: REFERENDUM ON LEGISLATION MAKING CHANGES TO PAYDAY 
LENDING PRACTICES  
As of September 23, 2008, this issue had not been certified to be on the Nov. 4, 
2008, ballot. 

 
(A referendum on Section 3, House Bill 545) 

 
A YES vote will cap the annual interest rate on payday loans at 28% and 

allow only the new regulations to apply to payday lenders.                                                                                                                                       
A NO vote may allow payday lenders to charge up to 391% annual interest 
on a loan. Specifically, a NO vote may create a situation in which both 



 
the old and new laws coexist—thereby allowing payday lenders to 

choose to operate under either law. 
A majority YES vote will allow only the new regulations affecting 

payday lenders to be in effect.  
If approved, changes regulating payday lenders would go into effect 

immediately. 
 

League Explanation of Issue 5:  Voters are being asked if they want to uphold 
the legislature’s repeal of lenders’ authority to charge interest that could be 
as high as 391%.  If the referendum is approved (the “yes” votes prevail), all short-
term lenders, including payday lenders, would be subject to the following 
limitations: 

• Cap the interest that payday lenders can charge consumers at 28%. 

• Limit the amount consumers may borrow from payday lenders to 25% of 

their monthly income, up to $500 per loan. 

• Limit consumers to four short-term loans per year. 

• Provide for a minimum of at least 30 days for a borrower to repay a 

loan. 

Proponents of the referendum argue that: 
1. The new regulations would cap the interest for payday loans at 28%, 

which effectively ends lenders’ 

ability to charge up to 391% interest. 
2.  Limiting the number of loans customers can take out annually would help 

break the cycle of debt in which many customers find themselves trapped.  

Data show that 99% of payday loans go to repeat borrowers—who 

typically take out 12 or more loans a year.     

3.   Passage of Issue 5 would give borrowers more time to repay a loan—and by 

limiting the amount a consumer can borrow, would help insure that 

customers do not borrow more than they can afford to repay.   

Opponents of the referendum argue that: 
1. The 28% ceiling on interest rates will not allow lenders to make enough 

profit to stay in business; lenders will be forced to close locations 

convenient for borrowers and jobs will be lost. 

2. The loans provide emergency assistance to cash-strapped borrowers who 

have no other credit options—and the loans are more affordable, if 

repaid promptly, than bank overdraft fees and credit card late fees. 

3. A borrower’s choice is limited if the number of loans available in a year 

and the amount of each loan are curtailed.  Each borrower should have 

the right to make their own financial decisions without government 

restrictions.     

 
Websites:   
In support of placing new restrictions on payday lenders:  
PROTECT HB 545 Committee (http://www.yesonissue5.com/) 



 
 
In opposition to placing new restrictions on payday lenders:  
The Committee to Reject H.B. 545 (www.ohioans4financialfreedom.com) 
 
 
ISSUE 6: PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT 
TO AUTHORIZE A CASINO IN CLINTON COUNTY, OHIO 
(Proposed by Initiative Petition) 
As of September 23, 2008, this issue had not been certified to be on the Nov. 4, 
2008, ballot. 

 
To add a new Section 6a to Article XV of the Ohio Constitution 

 
A YES vote means approval of the amendment. 
A NO vote means disapproval of the amendment. 

A majority YES vote is required for the amendment to be adopted. 
 

If approved, the proposed amendment will take effect 30 days after the 
election. 

 
League Explanation of Issue 6: This amendment would authorize a privately-
owned casino in Clinton County.   

1. The operator would be required to pay a tax of up to 30% annually on 
gross casino receipts. “Gross casino receipts” excludes payments to 
winners.  The tax would be allocated in the following ways: 
• The Ohio General Assembly would have the authority to determine a 

reasonable amount to be used to fund a Gaming Regulatory 
Commission, and receipts will be used to pay the expenses of 
administering the tax.   

• Up to 1% of the tax collected would be used to fund prevention and 
treatment programs for gambling addicts.   

• Following those expenditures, 10% percent of any remaining casino tax 
receipts would be distributed to Clinton County, and the remaining 
receipts distributed among all 88 Ohio counties on a per capita basis, to 
be used as each county sees fit.  

2. If another casino were permitted in Ohio, the tax on the Clinton County 
casino would drop to 25% of the gross casino receipts or the rate paid by 
the additional casino, whichever is less. 

3. The casino operator must make a minimum initial investment of $600 
million for the development of a destination resort that would include 
the casino, a hotel and other related amenities. 

4. The state may establish an initial license fee not to exceed $15 million, 
which will be credited against the first $15 million of taxes on gross 
casino receipts.  There can be no further licensing fees for the Clinton 
County casino.   

5. The state may not limit the amounts of the wagers or the hours of 
operation.  The casino may conduct any type of card or table games, slot 
machines or electronic gaming devices permitted by the state of Nevada 
and states adjacent to Ohio, except bets on races or sporting events. 



 
6.   Persons must be 21 years old to place wagers at the casino.   

 
Proponents of the proposed amendment argue that: 

1. Thirty-eight states—including Kentucky, Indiana, Michigan, and 
Pennsylvania—have casino gambling.  By authorizing a casino in Ohio, the 
profits could benefit our state rather than other states. 

2.  All counties in Ohio may receive tax revenue generated by the casino, and 
each county can decide   

     how to best spend its money 
3.  The casino will also be required to pay all other applicable taxes. 
4.  The casino will create jobs in Clinton County.   
5.  The casino will stimulate the economy by adding restaurants, hotels and 

ancillary businesses. 
 
Opponents of the proposed amendment argue that: 

1. The Ohio general revenue fund, which supports basic services for 
Ohioans, will get $0 from the gross casino receipts tax.  

2. If an additional casino were an Indian casino, which is exempt from taxes, 
the Clinton County casino might not pay any taxes, either, on the gross 
casino receipts.  

3. Ohioans may spend money at the casino they would have spent at other 
existing Ohio businesses such as restaurants, movies, or sports events, 
adversely impacting those businesses. 

4. Ohio lottery profits, currently dedicated to education, may decrease 
because people will gamble at the casino instead of playing the lottery. 

5. The number of gambling addicts in Ohio would increase, and the tax 
receipts dedicated to providing treatment for addicts (0.3% of gross 
casino receipts) could be insufficient. 

 
 

Websites 
In support of the proposed amendment:  
My Ohio Now (http://www.yesonissue6.com/) 
 
In opposition to the proposed amendment:  
Vote No Casinos (www.votenocasinos.com) 



 

Candidates:  Attorney General 
Term Beginning January 2009 
 
Richard Cordray - Democrat 
Address: 340 E. Fulton Street 
  Columbus, OH 43215 
Phone: 614.227.3330 
 
Biographical Information 
http://www.cordrayforohio.com/about/biography.html 
 
Question & Answer 
 
1) What specific actions should the Attorney General take to 

protect consumers in Ohio? 
 

“Ohio’s Attorney General should use all the powers of the office against 
anyone who tries to scam Ohioans or use ‘gotcha’ tactics to take their 
hard-earned dollars.  As Attorney General, I would carry on the work 
begun in the State Treasurer’s office to educate consumers about 
predatory practices and making informed financial decisions.  Financial 
education helps, but the rule of law is the critical tool to protect the 
financial security of Ohioans.  Specifically, we will continue our work on 
foreclosure prevention (taking on predatory lenders, appraisers, flippers, 
and foreclosure “prevention” scammers); stand up for fair consumer 
practices by credit card companies (including marketing to students on 
campus); initiate a Senior Strike Force to prevent consumer fraud against 
seniors; and battle every kind of unfair financial practice that takes 
money out of our pockets or jobs from our hometowns.” 

 
2)  What changes would you propose in the authority of the 

Attorney General? 
 

“As the only candidate who has actually worked in the Attorney General’s 
office as Ohio’s first State Solicitor, I understand the expansive powers of 
the office and do not plan initially to seek broader powers.  Instead, I 
intend to exercise my authority to uphold the standards of 
professionalism and restore public trust in the office.  I also will protect 
the financial interests of Ohioans and be a strong partner to local law 
enforcement.  I will reconstitute the Criminal Law Project to help local 
prosecutors arguing in the Ohio Supreme Court to keep criminals behind 
bars, establish commissions to assist on budgetary issues for local law 
enforcement, and work closely with small businesses to provide an early 
warning system and dispute mediation to reduce costs.  If the structure 
or functions of the office prove inadequate, I will work with both sides 
of the aisle in the General Assembly to address that.” 
 
 



 

Mike Crites - Republican 
Address: 211 S. Fifth Street 
  Columbus, OH 42315 
Phone: 614.456.1224 
 
Biographical Information 
http://www.critesforohio.com/biography 
 
Question & Answer 
 
1) What specific actions should the Attorney General take to 

protect consumers in Ohio? 
 

“As Attorney General I will make the protection of Ohio consumers one of 
my top priorities.  I am a career prosecutor, not a career politician.  I have 
21 years of prosecutorial experience, more than the last seven Attorneys 
General combined  As United States Attorney for the Southern District of 
Ohio I prosecuted every type of criminal from members of the Mafia, to 
dangerous drug dealers to tax evaders.  I pledge to use that experience to 
uphold the consumer laws of Ohio and to go after criminals, both 
individuals and businesses, who illegally prey on Ohioans.” 

 
2) What changes would you propose in the authority of the 

Attorney General? 
 

“I believe the Ohio Revised Code statutes that refer to the Office of 
Attorney General currently in place are well thought out and give the 
office an appropriate amount of authority.  We have arrived at this special 
election not because of a failing in the authority of the office of 
Attorney General, but rather because of the personal failings of the last 
Attorney General.  The office has worked very well under the last several 
Attorneys General and therefore I do not believe that sweeping new 
authority is needed. 
 
However, I have offered several policy proposals as to how I would 
improve the office, including the creation of an Ad hoc committee to 
streamline the various ongoing investigations into the office, the 
creation of new fellowships to reward professionalism and improve 
morale, and a Public Corruption Commission to ensure that these types of 
scandals never again taint the office.” 
 
 

Robert Owens - Independent 
Address: 46 N. Sandusky Street Suite 300 
  Delaware, OH 43015 
 
Biographical Information 
http://owens2008.com/home/about-robert/ 
 



 
Question & Answer 
 
1) What specific actions should the Attorney General take to 

protect consumers in Ohio? 
 

“Protecting consumers starts by sacredly guarding their tax dollars, 
eliminating the “corruption tax,” which by some accounts has been as 
much as $2,000 per family.  This means changing the system that awards no-
bid contracts to large campaign contributors representing special 
interests.  It also means eliminating the current “slush funds” that are 
created by monies collected by the attorney general’s office through 
settlement and litigation.  Those funds should be returned to the people’s 
treasury. 
  
As attorney general, I will work to reduce regulation on small business 
(often falsely marketed as “consumer protection”), while increasing focus 
on prosecuting fraudulent business practices.   
 
Finally, consumer protection means fighting crime.  I will work to expand 
capabilities for the Bureau of Criminal Investigation (BCI) forensic lab in 
order to better support law enforcement across Ohio.  I will also work 
to expand education to communities and law enforcement regarding 
citizen rights to self defense.” 
 

2) What changes would you propose in the authority of the 
Attorney General? 

 
“The attorney general should not have the authority to unilaterally 
distribute hundreds of millions of dollars in no-bid contracts.  I am the 
only candidate to propose, from the beginning of the race, that every 
contract be subject to a full, open competitive bid process. 
 
All financial transactions of the attorney general’s office should be 
readily available (i.e. online), open to public and media scrutiny.  The only 
way to restore integrity to the office of attorney general is through 
independent oversight and full transparency.  I am the only candidate to 
sign the Buckeye Institute’s “Transparency in Government” pledge.     
 
Let there be no more blind trust in politicians.  The system itself must be 
changed.  As an independent, I alone have the ability to make these 
changes without concern from party politics and big money special 
interest pressure.” 



 
 

Candidates:  Justice, Supreme Court of Ohio  
Term Beginning January 2009 
 
Maureen O’Connor  
Address: 211 S. Fifth Street 
  Columbus, OH 42315 
Phone: 614.228.2481 
 
Biographical Information 
http://www.oconnorforjustice.com/about.php 
      
Question & Answer 
 
1) What is your response to research indicating that judicial 

decisions tend to favor large campaign contributors? 
 

“I do not agree that objective research indicates that decisions of the 
courts favor campaign contributors.  Contributions follow the 
philosophy of a justice, not the other way around.  There are limits on 
the dollar amount for contributions.  These amounts are deemed 
reasonable and as long as Ohio maintains an elected selection process for 
our judiciary and the contributors follow the law on campaign limits 
and there is open disclosure, the system should work as it is intended.” 

 
2) Do you believe that all Ohioans have adequate access to legal help 

and the legal system?  If not, what can be done to provide wider 
and better access? 

 
“Ohio has a good system of representation for those who are unable to 
afford legal representation. Our members of the bar are generous in their 
efforts to provide services. Having said that I believe that any system can 
be improved upon and ours is no exception.  The bar in Ohio is encouraged 
to participate in rendering pro bono services.  I believe that an expansion 
of the program to start in law school will assist in creating and 
expanding a culture of pro bono representation among the new lawyers. ” 
 
 

Joseph Russo  
Address: 3099 Huntington Road 
  Shaker Heights, OH 44120 
Phone: 877.868.8300 
 
Biographical Information 
http://www.judgerussoforjustice.com/about.htm 
      
Question & Answer 



 
 
1) What is your response to research indicating that judicial 

decisions tend to favor large campaign contributors? 
 

“I am very concerned by public surveys that find that 83% of voters believe 
campaign contributions influence the decisions of the Ohio Supreme 
Court.  Numerous newspaper articles have pointed to a correlation 
between campaign contributions and the votes of members of our Court.  
The New York Times in the article “Campaign Cash Mirrors a High Court’s 
Rulings” points to a correlation between campaign contributions and 
individual Ohio Supreme Court Justice’s votes in judicial decisions in 
Ohio.  In that article, the Times states that Ohio Supreme Court Justices 
“routinely sat on cases after receiving campaign contributions from the 
parties involved” and “on average . . . voted in favor of contributors 70 
percent of the time.”  My opponent votes in favor of her contributors 74% 
of the time.  I have proposed a rule that would force Justices to disqualify 
themselves from cases involving their largest contributors.  My opponent 
opposes this rule.” 

 
3) Do you believe that all Ohioans have adequate access to legal help 

and the legal system?  If not, what can be done to provide wider 
and better access? 

 
“Ohioans do not have adequate access to legal help.  There are several 
ways to provide wider and better access.  First, for simple cases, we must 
make forms and instruction available to the general public, as they have 
in Maricopa County, Arizona, where they have thrown open the doors of 
the courthouse to the general public with help from court staff and law 
school students to enable the general public to access the legal system 
and settle their simple disputes often without the help of a lawyer.  In 
addition, I believe that we must properly fund our legal clinics 
throughout the state so that the public has access to attorneys to 
handle more intricate legal matters.  Finally, a rule requiring every 
attorney in the State, as part of their Continuing Legal Education 
requirements, to provide pro bono services to the public should be 
considered.” 

 
 
Term Beginning January 2009 
 
Peter Sikora  
Address: 10710 Edgewater Drive 
  Cleveland, OH 44102 
Phone: 441.241.4537 
 
Biographical Information 
http://www.sikoraforjustice.com/About.html 
      



 
Question & Answer 
 
1) What is your response to research indicating that judicial 

decisions tend to favor large campaign contributors? 
 

“The strength of our judiciary rests in the confidence Ohioans have in 
the fairness and impartiality of the court.  The legitimacy of the court is 
undermined when studies show people believe contributions influence 
decisions.  There is a serious need to restore confidence in the court, 
based on the fact that Supreme Court Justices routinely sit on cases after 
receiving campaign contributions from the parties involved or from 
groups that filed supporting briefs.  On average, they voted in favor of 
the contributors 70% of the time.  This emphasizes the need for balance on 
the court – so that every citizen can be assured that all perspectives will 
be considered before decisions are made.” 

 
4) Do you believe that all Ohioans have adequate access to legal help 

and the legal system?  If not, what can be done to provide wider 
and better access? 

 
“As a society we need to ensure that people have access to affordable 
quality legal assistance.  It is incumbent upon all of us – as well as those 
in the legal profession – to come forward and assist those who can not 
afford representation. Specifically, this includes an increase in pro-bono 
efforts in the legal community.” 

 
 
 

Evelyn Stratton  
Address: 211 S. Fifth Street 
  Columbus, OH 43215 
Phone: 614.523.3231 
 
Biographical Information 
http://www.strattonforsupremecourt.com/?page=about_justice_stratton 
     
Question & Answer 
 
1) What is your response to research indicating that judicial 

decisions tend to favor large campaign contributors? 
 

“I believe this portrays an inaccurate perception of the judiciary that is 
fueled by the media, not by reality.  A New York Times article, published 
two years ago, reported that I had voted in favor of my contributors in 
55% of the cases in which I participated through March 2006.  This was the 
lowest percentage attributed to any justice identified.  However, this also 
indicated that in 45% of those cases I had voted against those who had 
contributed to my campaign.  The vast majority of the contributions to 
my last campaign were $100 or less.  In addition, there are now campaign 



 
limits of $3000 per person and $5500 per political action committee.  These 
limits greatly reduce the ability of a contributor to use the size of a 
contribution to influence a judge’s decision.” 

 
5) Do you believe that all Ohioans have adequate access to legal help 

and the legal system?  If not, what can be done to provide wider 
and better access? 

 
“No.  The availability of legal resources for those unable to afford an 
attorney is a problem in Ohio.  In an effort to help persons gain access to 
the courts, the Supreme Court of Ohio supports the Legal Aid Society and 
provides financial assistance to the group.  The Court is in the process of 
developing legal forms to assist persons in legal matters which should 
result in better access to the courts.  I also have supported efforts to 
recruit and train attorneys to provide pro bono services to qualified 
homeowners in foreclosure cases.  Attorneys should be encouraged to 
assist those who cannot afford an attorney in all areas of the law.  I will 
also focus efforts on pro bono services for Ohio’s military veterans and 
reserve troops in my work on mental health court reforms.”   

 
 



 

Candidates:  State Board of Education  
Term Beginning January 2009 
 

Ann Jacobs – District 1 
Address 1529 Shawnee Road 
  Lima, Ohio 45805  
  
Question & Answer 

1) What recommendations should the State Board of Education 
propose to ensure that community schools and voucher programs 
are accountable to the public? 

“The State Board of Education should advocate a funding process 
wherein, charter and community schools should be held to the same data 
integrity requirements and reporting standards as are public schools.  
Charter and community schools need to be mandated, in order to issue a 
high school diploma, to meet the State Board’s minimum standards.  There 
is a dire need for the legislature to enact laws, tightening administrative 
and financial oversight of charter and community schools.” 

2) Do you believe creationism (intelligent design) should be taught 
in the public schools? 

“There has been historically a separation of church and state.  I do not 
feel creationism should be taught in public schools.  That is a subject 
appropriate for religious entities to teach within their respective private 
venues.” 

 
Tracey Smith – District 1 
Address 8944 Liberty Union Road 
  Van Wert, Ohio 45891 

*Candidate Response was not received by publication deadline. 

1) What recommendations should the State Board of Education 
propose to ensure that community schools and voucher programs 
are accountable to the public? 

“It is absolutely essential that the State Board of Education recommends 
holding community schools academically and financially accountable.  
That would include requiring that community schools truly be non-
profit and are operated by a school board that is physically present in the 
area of the school, not administering from another part of the state.  
The State Board of Education has enacted measurements and standards 
intended to help Ohio children be successful, it is important that all 



 
schools are held to those same standards so that every child has the 
opportunity to be successful in a changing marketplace.” 
 

2) Do you believe creationism (intelligent design) should be taught 
in the public schools? 

“I believe in the separation of church and state and support the teaching 
of science in our schools.  The science curriculum includes evolution.  
The role of the family is important for instilling religious principles, not 
a public school.” 

 
Richard Hovis – District 5 
Address: 188 N Washington Street 
  Millersburg, Ohio 44654  

 

*Candidate Response was not received by publication deadline. 

1) What recommendations should the State Board of Education 
propose to ensure that community schools and voucher programs 
are accountable to the public? 

2) Do you believe creationism (intelligent design) should be taught 
in the public schools? 

 

Richard Javorek – District 5 
Address: 7410 Lake Road  PO Box 295 
  Chippewa Lake, OH 44215  
     
Question & Answer 

1) What recommendations should the State Board of Education 
propose to ensure that community schools and voucher programs 
are accountable to the public? 

“The board should recommend that the community schools and voucher 
programs follow the same accounting practices mandated for the public 
schools, both in the financial practices and the attendance procedures. 
The same standards for highly qualified teachers must be followed. The 
same standards for curriculum assessment and student safety procedures 
must be followed. The Educational Management Information System must 
be in place at any school using public funds. Periodic on site visits, 
unannounced, should be a recommended practice. Criminal background 
checks should be required for all personnel, including non educational 
management, involved in the community school. In closing, anything 



 
that a public school is required to do should be done by any entity 
receiving public money.” 

2) Do you believe creationism (intelligent design) should be taught 
in the public schools? 

“As an adjunct faculty member at Bryant & Stratton College I have taught 
the Beginnings of Western Civilization and other courses in the 
Humanities. In these courses we investigate all the creation epics and 
theories. Eastern philosophies as well are covered. To attempt the 
inclusion of creationism, intelligent design, in the K/12 environment, 
would be an inappropriate use of limited time and resources available to 
the public schools. Proponents of creationism should deliver their 
message from the pulpit where it has been philosophized on historically.” 

 
 

James Moyer – District 6 
Address 101 E. Fourteenth Ave. Apt. Y 
  Columbus, OH 43201 

*Candidate Response was not received by publication deadline. 

1) What recommendations should the State Board of Education 
propose to ensure that community schools and voucher programs 
are accountable to the public? 

2) Do you believe creationism (intelligent design) should be taught 
in the public schools? 

 

Kristin McKinley – District 6 
Address 3656 Cannongate Dr. 
  Columbus, OH 43228 

*Candidate Response was not received by publication deadline. 

1) What recommendations should the State Board of Education 
propose to ensure that community schools and voucher programs 
are accountable to the public? 

2) Do you believe creationism (intelligent design) should be taught 
in the public schools? 

 

Larry Wolpert – District 6 
Address: 6216 Clover Place 
  Hilliard, OH 43026 
     



 
Question & Answer 

1) What recommendations should the State Board of Education 
propose to ensure that community schools and voucher programs 
are accountable to the public? 

“Accountability of Charter Schools is a major issue that I support.  In the 
127th Generally Assembly, in which I was a member, we passed House Bill 119 
that added new accountability standards to charter schools.  Under the 
new standards a charter school can lose its funding if their books are 
unauditable.  Also under the new standards, the state will close the 
school if it is in Academic Emergency for three years.  As a member of the 
State School Board I would work with the Governor, Department of 
Education and the Generally Assembly to support any additional changes 
to the law to ensure that our tax dollars are used wisely in the 
education of our children.” 

2) Do you believe creationism (intelligent design) should be taught 
in the public schools? 

“I do not believe that creationism should be taught in schools, but I 
believe there should be critical analysis of the theory of Evolution.”   

 
Heather Heslop-Licata – District 7 
Address: 480 Delaware Avenue 
  Akron, OH 44303 
Phone: 330.864.1676 
     
Question & Answer 

1) What recommendations should the State Board of Education 
propose to ensure that community schools and voucher programs 
are accountable to the public? 

“There have been improvements of late to the Charter School 
Accountability system. We now have a closure provision that allows 
schools to be closed if they spend two out of three years in academic 
emergency or if they fail to make AYP in that same time frame. Charter 
schools that prove to have inauditable books are also subject to closure. 
 
However, these measures do not go far enough. They only apply to those 
schools chartered on or after April 8, 2003. This means that all of the 
failing community schools that began in 1997 up until the April date are 
not subject to the same operational, fiscal or governance accountability.” 
 
The State Board should recommend that ALL community schools, both 
first and second generation, must be held to identical standards of 
performance and accountability in all areas. The closure provision 



 
should be applied to all schools and we should institute” 
(Candidate exceeded word limit for this question) 
 

2) Do you believe creationism (intelligent design) should be taught 
in the public schools? 

“Intelligent Design should absolutely not be taught in public schools. ID 
Points to any gap in the evolutionary process and states the gap might 
possibly be filled some unknown intelligence. However there exists no 
method of inquiry by which one might attempt prove or disprove this 
claim. It is not empirical, observable or measurable. Intelligent Design is 
simply not good science and has no place in the classroom. 
 
Additionally, Intelligent Design can not separate itself from Creationism; 
it is a religious belief statement. As such teaching it in the public school 
classroom is a violation of the Establishment Clause of the First 
Amendment which prohibits state aid in promoting religion. Individuals 
are entitled to their beliefs. However the public schools are under no 
obligation to promote those beliefs under the guise that they are 
science.” 

 
 

Tammy OBrien – District 7 
Address 1625 Orchard Drive 
  Akron, Ohio 44333 

*Candidate Response was not received by publication deadline. 

1) What recommendations should the State Board of Education 
propose to ensure that community schools and voucher programs 
are accountable to the public? 

2) Do you believe creationism (intelligent design) should be taught 
in the public schools? 

 
Jeffrey Hardin – District 10 
Address 1088 Fox Run Road 
  Milford, Ohio 45150  
Phone 513-831-2272 
committee@hardin4ohio.com 
     
Question & Answer 



 
1) What recommendations should the State Board of Education 

propose to ensure that community schools and voucher programs 
are accountable to the public? 

“I would follow any recommendations that Ohio Auditor of State Mary 
Taylor believes is appropriate.  Auditor Taylor, a CPA, has been very 
thorough in her position and is playing no political favorites.  I am in 
favor of exempting special education students from the testing 
score formula for all school management types.  This applies to the Autism 
Voucher program recipients as well.” 

2) Do you believe creationism (intelligent design) should be taught 
in the public schools? 

“This is an inappropriate question for the next term of the board.  Text 
books are printed by subject in annual rotations, once every eight years..  
Science was printed in 2006 and will not be printed again until 2014.  This 
term expires in 2012. The league should have centered it's question on the 
issue of funding and spending that the board will deal with immediately 
after taking office.” 

 

John McHenry – District 10 
Address 299 Sugar Camp Road 
  PO BOX 240 
  South Webster, Ohio 45682  
Phone 740-355-5355  
   
Question & Answer 

1) What recommendations should the State Board of Education 
propose to ensure that community schools and voucher programs 
are accountable to the public? 

“Any oversight role of the Board over “non-public” education must have 
the support of statutory enactment.  Assuming this occurs, the Board 
must require the highest standards of all educators and schools 
regardless of the forum of instruction.  The array of choices should not 
deviate from the singular goal of graduating students who have 
fundamental academic skills and the basics of good citizenship.  
Vocational and technical schooling should receive a strong boost from 
the Board.” 

2) Do you believe creationism (intelligent design) should be taught 
in the public schools? 



 
“I believe creationism/intelligent design belongs in Sunday School and 
evolution belongs in science class.  Trust in God and trust in science are 
not incompatible to me but instruction in each should occur in forums 
that do not overlap.” 

 

Jane Sonenshein – District 10 
Address: 6143 Kilrenny Drive 
  Loveland, OH 45140 
Phone: 513.831.1870 
     
Question & Answer 

1) What recommendations should the State Board of Education 
propose to ensure that community schools and voucher programs 
are accountable to the public? 

“The State Board has already recommended that the sponsors of all 
community schools be required to meet the evaluation criteria on their 
efforts to monitor and help address needs of the schools they sponsor.  
The legislation has not been acted on.  This would help in the oversight 
of community schools. 
Also, management firms that provide services to community schools need 
to provide transparent fiscal reports.  For-profit companies do not have 
to report how much they are making.   
If public money is going to be used for private education, schools 
accepting voucher students should be required to test all of their 
students with the same instruments (OAT and/or OGT) required of public 
schools.  With this program, parents must be much more vigilant in 
assuring the academic success of their child.  Without the same 
information that public schools are required to supply, the transparency 
required to maintain this oversight is extremely difficult” 
 

2) Do you believe creationism (intelligent design) should be taught 
in the public schools? 

“Science is a very limited discipline.  Only that which can be observed or 
tested can be studied. Neither creationism nor intelligent design meets 
that test. Science is such an important subject for our students.  The 
basics from K-12 prepare them for the rigorous college subjects that are 
required for many of our future jobs.  There is no time to discuss ideas 
that are not science. 
I have no objection to introducing Philosophy or Comparative Religion 
courses where the origin of life could be discussed.  Our students also 
need to know much more about the world religions as well as the basics 
of philosophical discourse.” 



 

 
 

Angela Bennet – District 11 
Address: 1980 Standwood Road 
  East Cleveland, OH 44112 
Phone: 216.410.4047 
     
Question & Answer 

1) What recommendations should the State Board of Education 
propose to ensure that community schools and voucher programs 
are accountable to the public? 

“The State Board of Education currently has mechanisms in place to 
ensure that community schools and voucher programs are accountable 
to the public.  Under the No Child Left Behind Act, community schools 
are required to have highly qualified teachers who are trained and 
certified to teach their subject area.  In addition, community schools are 
required to have background checks prior to the commencement of 
school.  The issue is enforcement.  The State Board of Education should 
ensure that there is a level playing field for all schools, including 
traditional public schools and community schools.  If a school is failing 
to provide our children with high quality education after sufficient 
opportunity for improvement, then they should be closed.” 

2) Do you believe creationism (intelligent design) should be taught 
in the public schools? 

“No.  Intelligent design is not based in science, but in religion.  Religion is 
a personal choice, one that parents should make for their children.  
While I am a Christian and have a strong faith in God, it is not my place 
to impose my religious beliefs into the classroom.  The secular purposes 
claimed by the proponents of creationism (intelligent design) are merely a 
pretext to promoting religion in the classroom.”   

 

Jocelyn Conwell – District 11 

*Candidate Response was not received by publication deadline. 

1) What recommendations should the State Board of Education 
propose to ensure that community schools and voucher programs 
are accountable to the public? 

2) Do you believe creationism (intelligent design) should be taught 
in the public schools? 



 
 

Mary Rose Oakar – District 11 

*Candidate Response was not received by publication deadline. 

1) What recommendations should the State Board of Education 
propose to ensure that community schools and voucher programs 
are accountable to the public? 

2) Do you believe creationism (intelligent design) should be taught 
in the public schools? 

 

Edward Parker – District 11 

*Candidate Response was not received by publication deadline. 

1) What recommendations should the State Board of Education 
propose to ensure that community schools and voucher programs 
are accountable to the public? 

2) Do you believe creationism (intelligent design) should be taught 
in the public schools? 


