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PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL
AMENDMENT
To amend Section 2 of Article 11 of
the Constitution of the State of Ohio
‘and repeal existing Article X1 and
adopt a new Article X1 of fhe
Constitution of the State of Ohio.

THIS PROPOSED AMENDMENT

WOULD:

1. ABOLISH THE PRESENT METHODS
OF _ ESTABLISHING _ GENERAL
ASSEMBLY AND CONGRESSIONAL
DISTRICTS, AND CREATE THE
COMMISSION FOR REAPPORTION-
MENT AND REDISTRICTING.

2. REQUIRE THE GOVERNOR TO DI-
VIDE TOWNSHIPS, MUNICIPAL
CORPORATIONS, FEDERAL CENSUS
TRACTS, AND ENUMERATION DIS-
TRICTS WHOSE POPULATIONS EX-
CEED FIVE THOUSAND; AND MAKE
GEOGRAPHIC AND CENSUS DATA
AVAILABLE TO THE PUBLIC.

3.ALLOW _ANYONE TO SUBMIT
PLANS FOR CONGRESSIONAL AND
GENERAL ASSEMBLY DISTRICTS
TO THE COMMISSION.

4.REQUIRE EACH DISTRICT CREAT-
ED BY A PLAN TO BE COMPOSED
OF CONTIGUQUS TERRITORY AND
BOUNDED BY A SINGLE, NONIN-
TERSECTING, CONTINUOUS LINE
WITH NO REQUIREMENT THAT
PLANS PRESERVE GEOGRAPHIC
INTEGRITY OF ANY EXISTING
COUNTY OR  ANY _TOWNSHIP,
MUNICIPAL CORPORATION,
FEDERAL CENSUS TRACT OR
ENUMERATION DISTRICT CON-
TAINING A POPULATION IN EXCESS
OF FIVE THOUSAND.

5.REQUIRE THE COMMISSION TO
DETERMINE WHETHER PLANS
SUBMITTED MEET STANDARDS OF
POPULATION EQUALITY.

6.REQUIRE THE COMMISSION TO
ADOPT FROM AMONG THE QUALI-
FYING PLANS FOR CONGRESSION-
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e
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AL AND GENERAL ASSEMBLY DIS-
TRICTS THOSE PLANS THAT ARE
MOST COMPACT, UNLESS REJECT-
ED BY UNANIMOUS VOTE OF THE
CCOMMISSION.

(Proposed by Inifiative Petition)
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MUY CUMPACT; UNCEYS KEJECTS |
ED BY UNANIMOUS VOTE OF THE
CCOMMISSION.

(Proposed by Initiative Petition)

A maiority yes vote is necessary for

possage.

SHALL THE
PROPOSED
AMENDMENT BE
ADOPTED?

ARGUMENT FOR THE PROPOSED
AMENDMENT

Ohi’s FAIR Amendment (for Fair and

Impartial Redistricting) will:

1. Reform Ohio's svstem of drawina state
legislafive_and_congressionaldistricts
through a_nonparfisan method- that
eliminates polifical obuse.

2. Guarantee every citizen's right to com-
pete on on equal basis with ofher cifl-
2ens or groups for winning adoption of
their districting plans.

3. Require_publication of complefe and
accurate population information for use
by anyone submitting a plan.

4. Judge all plons submitted on population
equality and geosraphical compactness.

5. Estoblish a_Commission on_ Reappor-
fionment ond Redisiricting whose role
is limifed fo checking submitted plans
for_accuracy and announcing the win-
fing plans bosed upon the mathemati-
cal formula for compactness.

ARGUMENTS FOR A YES VOTE ON
ISSUE 2, THE FAIR AMENDMENT:

FAIR ends the gome of political bosses
creating for their friends safe seats hat are
‘overwhelmingly Democrafic or Republican
districts.

FAIR forces polificians to compefe and os-
ures the Vofes of  rea choies on Ection
: FAIR eliminates the creation of odd-shaped
districts, known s “Gerrymandering”. This
type of political funny business with twisted
district lines will be stopped.

FAIR opens the political process fo public
participation by creating fair competition.
FAIR prevents one polifical party from
carving district lines fo gain control of the
leglsiature for the next fen vears.

FAIR encourages, through s incentives for
geographical_concentration, keeping neigh-
borhoods, communities, fownships and coun-
ties in single districts.

Who Opposes FAIR?

Only the political bosses, whase political
clout would be curbed by vour YES vole,
are opposed 1o the FAIR amendment.

Who Supports FAIR?

FAIR_has been widely endorsed by Ohio
newspapers, League of Women Vofers of
Ohio, Ohio'Farm Bureay, Ohio Republican
Party, Community and Civic orgonizations,
«and Democrats who believe gerrymandering
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Party, Community and Civic organizations,
and Democrats who believe gerrymandering
is wrong, no matter which party does it.
Submitted by the FAIR and tmpartial

Redistricting Committee, 57 East Gay'
Street, Columbus, Ohio &3215.
Committee For the Amendment:

Harry A. Blachman, Richard H.

Carter, Geraldine R. Lewis, Carl H.

Stitzlein, and Jomes M. Wiisman

ARGUMENT AGAINST THE PROPOSED
AMENDMENT
Issue 2 is a costly and dangerous experi-
ment with Ohio's form of representative
government. Vole No on Issve 2, for the
following reasons:
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LOCAL GOVERNMENTS ARE IGNORED
Issue 2 allows_counties, cifies, villoges,
ownships and neighborhoods 1o be divided
wmerous fimes to_cregte legislative and
congressional districts. This will resut in
massive voter_confusion and-dramatically
dilufe the responsiveness and effectiveness
of our elected officials. Issue 2 will create
legisiative districts fhat have no relationship
fo_existing polifical subdivisions. The cur-
rent method requires that counties and
ofher_governmental unlfs be kept infact
whenever possibie in drawing lines.

POLITICS NOT TAKEN OUT OF o oramsTaoiN BN
REDISTRICTING BECAUSE GOVERNOR - seliiehents |0F LEAnig mepnditisr

IS GRANTED EXCESSIVE POWER S50 % Bockl B4

Deslaned 1o fake polifics out of legislofive  3&° TCCHTANEY ™ WouLy
redisiricting, Issue 2, in- fact, makes. fhe SIS & MoNcEAL R
process poifical by aiving excessive power Tic GevEanoe SIWLE K
to the Governor. Under Issue 2, fhe Gover- Tiizorticia BANGARY OF
nor clone must arve Up POpUIGHION BIOCKS i B bt O 0% SSUMERCE ON JANUARY 1.
of over 5,000 and no guidelines apply 10 fhis o) As UsE th Tws sec  secriow w ey s
power. Any plan submitted under Issue 2 F vorE S e el
must use the population blocks determined HEN TRl ARt
B e Governar, B S A

ETHNIC OR MINORITY L I SRR ST Co
REPRESENTATION IS REDUCED oF LR Tonsioe]

No consideration is given fo avoid split-
ting_ communities or_neighborhoods with
similar_views or interests when legisiative
lines ore drawn. SRR CT 8 pn:

ANY PERSON OR ORGANIZATION SRbENES  RENEET 1A
COULD DETERMINE OHIO'S BERAIMNEDBYINELSE Wigt
LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS Anci .

Any, person or oroup, no, matter what  WERERGE R BT
their Inferest, may submit plans for redis- &g AR
fricting. Conseayently, any rodicol or exire.  SALARE reaHisnEal:
mist groups such os the American Commu-
nist or Nazi Parties could submit o scheme 52 ftetcaR SRIBRC TR
designed 1o eliminafe communities of Infer-  SiATRAD CONREIONAL

2N T o

PRSI o B ot

~est In the Ohio Legisiature. G b
THIS IS AN EXPENSIVE PROPOSAL TG s
WITHOUT FUNDING L T oL

‘Supporters have failed fo teil vofers that B edBmlos
Issue 2 is a very costly method of redistrict- ¥ &Y SEPRIGLAYGH BE.
g and o maney I being brovided 1o oy S S HEVERTE
i, il %
i o SRR TR
DO NOT ADOPT A COSTLY SEATE DistRicTs. iy

EXPERIMENT WHICH WILL LOCK-IN SECTION M. EACH PLAN
OHIO LEGISLATIVE DISTRICTS FOR THE  S2ENOVSR RESENTS

= A &
ST, PR SRR
Committee Against e Amendrmer Salin Y
Charles L. Butts, Dale Locker, Harry JRICTAND SHALL | BE
Meshel, and Barney Quilter O VARG e sltek
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NEXT DECADE.

VOTE NO
ON ISSUE 2

Committee Against the Amendment:

Charles L. Butts, Dale Locker, Horry
Meshel, and Barney Quilter

IssUE2 fFFETe Bt T
TEXT OF PROPOSED.
‘CONSTITUTIONAL
AMENDMENT

(The language proposed

1o 'be aaded 1o, Ariicle

1, Section 2 appears in
“Capltal lefters.
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