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SUMMARY

This Directive is iss lled in response 10 questions from some coun ty boards of elec tions. In order 
to ensure uniform app lication of Ohio law rela tive \0 the validat ion of statcwidc issue petitions. I 
am reminding boards that Ohio law requires that boards o f elect ions invalidate the entire pan­
petition of an ini tiat ive or re fe rendum when the c ircu lato r ident ified rill "employer" 011 the 
circulator statement , but fa il ed to lis t the employer's address. 

DISCUSS ION 

Ohio law requircs that on a c irculator 's statement " for a statewide initiativc or a statewide 
referendum petition. the circu lator shall identify the circulator' s name, the address of the 
circulator' s permanen t res ide nce, and the name ;:md addrcss o f the person employing the 
circulator to circulatc the peti tion. if any." R.C. 350 1.3 8(E)( I). 

Ohio law additionally providcs the form 1'0 1' the circ ulator state ment including the following: "1 
am employed to c irculate thi s petition by .... ...... .. .................... (Name and address of employer). 
(The preceding sentence shall be completed as requi red by sec tion 3501 .3 8 of the Revised Code 
if the circulator is being employed to circulate the petit ion.)" R. C. 35 19.05. 

Election laws are mandato ry and req uire strict compliance, and substan tial compliance is 
acceptable only when an e lection provision says that it is. S f(tle ex reI. Vickers v. SUlllmil Oy. 
CO l/neil. (2002) 97 Ohio St.3d 204. Thm rcquiremcnt has becn applied to referendum pet itions. 
See Stale ex rei. Comml. v. Lorain ely. Bel. of EleCliolls (200 I), 96 Ohio St.3d 308. 

R.C. 350 1.38 and R. C. 3519.05 do not say that substant ial compliance is permiss ible. 
Accordingly. the law requ ires s trict compliance. 

The law compels me to direc t the boards o f elections to invalidate the en tirc pmt-pcli tion of an 
initiativc or rc ferendulll when the circulator identifi ed an "employer" on the ci rculator s tatcmcnt. 
but d id nOI provide a corresponding add ress. R.C. 35 19.06(1\). I I' no c mployer or address is 
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provided, or in the alternative if both the name of the employer and an address are provided, that 
aspect of the circulator statement is presumed, on its face, to be valid and sufficient. 

If you have any questions concerning the examination of the part-petitions, please contact the 
Elections Attorney assigned to your county at (614) 466-2585. Thank you for your continued 
hard work. 

Sincerely, 

Jon Husted 
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