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BALLOT LANGUAGE, ARGUMENTS, AND

FULL TEXTS OF AMENDMENTS TO THE OHIO CONSTITUTION

PROPOSED BY INITIATIVE PETITIONS
TO BE SUBMITTED TO THE VOTERS AT

THE GENERAL ELECTION, NOVEMBER 3, 1981

PROPOSED
AMENDMENT TO
THE OHIO
CONSTITUTION

PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL
AMENDMENT

To amend Section 35 of Article 11
of the Constitution of the State of
Ohio

PRESENTLY, PROTECTION IS AF-
FORDED _INJURED  WORKERS
THROUGH THE BUREAU OF WORK-
ERS' COMPENSATION AND THE
INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION.

THIS PROPOSED _ AMENDMENT
WOULD CHANGE THE EXISTING
OHIO_ WORKERS' COMPENSATION
SYSTEM BY REQUIRING THE
GENERAL ASSEMBLY TG PASS
LAWS ALSO PERMITTING INSUR-
ANCE COMPANIES TO SELL WORK-
ERS' COMPENSATION COVERAGE
IN OHIO AT RATES DETERMINED
BY THOSE INSURANCE COMPANIES
UNDER THE REGULATION OF THE

OHIO DEPARTMENT OF INSUR-
ANCE.

IF ADOPTED, THIS AMENDMENT
SHALL TAKE EFFECT ON JANUARY
1, 1983,

(Proposed by Initiative Petition)

A maiority ves vote is necessary for
possage.

AL THE

ARGUMENT AGAINST THE PROPOSED
AMENDEMNT

Presently, the Ohio Workers' Compensa-
tion Plan is funded by emplovers in cooper-
ative efforf. The funds are placed info a
share risk pool fo provide medicol benefits
and_compensation fo Ohio's. Iniured ond
disabled workers.

Ohio Emplovers and Workers are against
State Issue 1, which would drive up the cost
of Workers' Compensation. Vote no on
Issue 1 because:

+ Out-ofstate insurance conglomerates
willdouble the cost of Workers'
Compensation insurance for many
Ohio emplovers.

« In every ‘stofe in which out-of-state

insurance conglomerafes have been al-
lowed fo write Workers' Compensation,
cost of insurance has gone up, while
benefits have not correspondingly im-
proved.

« In a recent study our Ohio Workers'
Compensation system was sixth highest
in benefits paid fo workers and was Tith
lowest in cost to emplovers out of 50
states.

« Our Ohio Plan freats all Ohio workers
with equality. Out-of-state insurance
glants will skim off workers in low risk
businesses, ond leave most Ohio indus-
tries 1o pay sky-rocketing rates for the
same coverage.

« Our Ohio Plan is entirely funded by low
cost_employer premiums. Not one fax
dollar is used to subsidize our non-profit
Workers' Compensationsystem. Our
sound and efficient system, earns over
5200 million investment income onnually
from its 53 biltion frust fund.

« When out-of-state insurance conglo-
merates drive the cost of Workers'
Compensation up, it will Inflate the
price of goods and services fo Ohio
citizens.

The effort o stop out-of-state insurance
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No | AMENDMENT BE
ADOPTED?

AARGUMENT FOR THE PROPOSED
AMENDMENT

ARGUMENT FOR STATE ISSUE 1
This Amendment to the Ohlo Constitution
permits insurance companies fo_provide
coverage for workers' compensation insur-
ance. Ohio_insurance agents and their
companies now are prohibited from furnish-
ing workers' compensation insurance o em-
ployers for their employees.

The Amendment permits competition
[amona insurance companies and the exist-
ing State Fund.

The Amendment does not chonge the
existing State Fund. 1t requires that a State
Fund be moinfained. The Amendment does
INOT change in any way the existing level of
[benefits payable fo injured workers.

Vote ‘'ves'" because the Amendment:

1.Creates o workers' compensation
choice at no cost to faxpayers.

2. Ends an outdated government monopo-
Iy. Ohio is the only major industrial
state which maintoins o government
monopoly for workers' compensation.
In fact, 44 other states have either re-
fected or ignored this system begun in
W13,

3. Authorizes free competition. Today's

system is closed fo_compeition. This
Amendment allows_hundreds of com-
petitors to_ offer their services. This
‘competition encourages better service,
better safety, and a better price.

4. Improves injured workers® services.
For injured workers, this means
brompt attention fo their financial, per-
sonal, and medical needs. To employ-
ers, this Amendment reduces bureau-
cratic paperwork and helps fo cut gov-
ernment red tape.

5. Impraves sofety. Ohio has one of fhe

worst workplace safety records in
Americo. Over 400,000 Ohio workers
are injured annually. According fo the
Ohio_Insurance Fund, a work_inlury,
iliness or_death occurs every four
minutes, Better safety meons fewer
accidents, fewer deaths. This Amend-
ment creates o powerful. financlal
Tneantive 4o riduce Werkekics ooch-

price of goods and services fo Ohio
citizens.

The effort fo stop out-of-state insurance
conglomerates from _infiltrating our non-
profit Workers’ Compensation system is so
areat that the Ohio Manufacturers’ Associa-
fion, Ohio Chamber of Commerce, Ohio
State Bor Association, Ohio Farm Bureau,
all Ohio_labor groups, and stafe officials
from both political parties urge You fo vote
NO on Issve 1.
Vote NO on State Issve 1.

Committee Against the Amendment:
‘Williom F. Brown, Jr. Leonard
Camera, James M. Petro, and Paul
Pfeifer
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Incentive fo reduce workplace accl-
dents, because insurance companies re-
duce their costs with safety programs.
6. Aims fo_lower cosis. Competition re-
wards those who deliver fhe best serv-
ices ot the least cost. High benefits are
maintained.
7. Gives the freedom fo choose.
Committee For the Amendment:
Robert T. Bailey, Ronald Lee Beckel,
Jomes J. Cicchetti, Richard A.
DeRoberts, and
Mary Edwards
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