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Tractor Time

| call it “tractor time”, we all need it for our own well being. Whether you are dealing with
the stress of learning a new judicial office or are a veteran judge, maintaining a regular
pattern of time away from the office and your cell phone is essential. You need it. Your
family needs you to do it and so does your staff.

And although they do not know it, the hours you spend enjoying activities totally uncon-
nected to your official duties are important to every citizen that appears before you. ltis
critical to maintaining balance, neutrality, good temperament, approaching each matter
with a curious and refreshed attitude.

Spring is here, so whether itis mowing hay or your lawn, planting flowers, golf, tennis, or a
contemplative walk in a woods, do something every day that pleases you. It will unburden
your mind. Without conscious effort, answers to difficult decisions that lie ahead may
come to the surface with an ease and clarity that were difficult to achieve in chambers.

So if anyone is wondering where you have been for the past couple of hours, just tell
them “tractor time”. Do it as often as possible. It will strengthen your life on the bench
and at home.

Paul
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OJC Tips AND TRICKS

This is a fluid list that will constantly change. We will always be adding items as they
become frequent questions, but if you have anything to add, please feel free to contact

Justin Long.

Feel free to submit any articles you would like to have added to the quarterly For the Record in the future.

The Judicial Advisory Group (JAG) is available for judges who need need a group to extend its ability to pro-
vide confidential assistance to judges.

There is a“Who Do You Know” document that is available for judges to fill out if any current legislators they
may know could be of assistance to the OJC.

For help signing into the Ohio Judicial Conference’s website, www.ohiojudges.org, please see this document.

Annually, the OJC hosts a Judicial-Legislative Exchange program, which allows a day for judges to come to
Columbus to shadow legislators, hopefully from their districts. The idea is for the legislators to then shadow
the judges in their court for the day.

Did you know that if you log in to the Judicial Conference website and go to associations, you can choose your
judicial association and see the summer and winter meeting dates?

The Judicial Conference Jury Instructions Committee posts recently revised jury instructions on the Judicial
Conference website.

The website was recently updated with a few notable changes. One of those changes was the addition of a
calendar which is matched up with our list of events.

Another addition is the “Outreach that Works” link, which allows judges to submit any recommendations that
help them to reach out to the public, whether it be publications, websites, suggestions on events, etc.

A notable connection to help all judges is the National Center for State Courts, or the NCSC. This site helps
to promote the rule of law and improves the administration of justice in state courts and courts around the
world.

From the Federal Sentencing Reporter - Vol. 31, No. 3 - February 2019

Criminal Justice and Drug Sentencing Reform in Ohio

after Issue 1

Drug sentencing reform and criminal justice policymaking
in Ohio feels like Groundhog Day," and this piece explains
why—Dby delving into the details of Issue 1* in 2018,
examining its similarity with, ironically enough, Issue 13 as
presented to Ohio voters back in 2002, and discussing the
challenges ahead while proposing forward-thinking solu-
tions. Long-lasting reform in criminal justice policy must
be based upon more than limited circumstances, anecdotal
experience, and insufficient data. We will not solve the
“drug problem” or further the administration of justice
without knowing more, a lot more, about the people we are
trying to help.

The failed initiatives in 2002 and 2018 may be years
apart, but they corroborate that incremental and piecemeal
changes in our drug sentencing structure beleaguer crim-
inal justice reform. We know that actors in the (criminal
justice) system generally agree on desired outcomes—
helping addicts who need treatment while punishing those
who traffic in drugs. The Ohio Criminal Sentencing Com-
mission* (the Commission) is well positioned and enthu-
siastic to spearhead these efforts. We must hotly debate and
resolve the conundrum that drug use is a crime that can
result in a felony conviction, but relapse—which is the
same behavior—can be treated like a crime or like part of
rehabilitation. We have to smartly distinguish drug traf-
fickers from users, and craft laws and punishments that
help people who want help while holding them account-
able. There also must be constructive conversation about
the reality of treatment resources, capacity, and outcomes.

The defeat of Issue 1 (2018) comes at a time when Ohio
is grappling with the pressing and profound issue of drug-
related sentencing in the wake of the opiate epidemic and
other prevalent substance abuse disorders. In fact, it’s not
just a sentencing issue, it is an all-of-us issue—something
that surrounds us, speaks to us, and keeps us up at night. It
impacts strangers, friends, and our families. It is also an
example of the struggle of criminal justice reform: justice-
involved individuals can be diverted to the treatment they
need for rehabilitation, or they can be incarcerated without
treatment and end up re-offending or dying of an overdose.
Effective sentencing policy can ensure the former and
prevent the latter.?

Many firmly believe that by the time a drug addict is in
the courtroom, we are too late because prevention of drug
abuse is the only mechanism through which we can end the

scourge of abuse and addiction. That requires a commu-
nity-wide strategy that brings our schools, religious insti-
tutions, social and charitable organizations, and
governmental assets together to educate, insulate, and
prevent our young people from ever having to face drug
addiction. While we cannot incarcerate our way out of the
Drug War, we cannot treat our way out either. There must
be a consistently applied balance between consequential
punishment and meaningful treatment for drug
offenders.®

How can Ohio break out of the infinite loop of under-
achieving or failed reform? The answer is movement
toward a data-informed environment, and only the Com-
mission can harness that data and lead the way. It is
essential for future success, fundamental for true reform
and consequential for every Ohioan. Aggregating data in
Ohio and across agencies can provide an unprecedented
level of information for criminal justice system practi-
tioners and policy makers. That kind of information can be
used to develop and implement new law enforcement
interventions and policing strategies, refine extant criminal
justice policies, leverage resources and programming to
improve outcomes for the criminal justice involved popu-
lation, and help inform judicial decision making. In other
words, robust data and information translates to a safer,
fairer, and more cost-efficient criminal justice system and
guides people who need treatment into effective programs.

l. Issue 1—Déja vu

Consider that in 2018, we are asking ourselves the same
question posed in 2004: “with so much emphasis being
placed on the need for treatment and prevention why did
Ohioans reject The Ohio Drug Treatment Initiative?””
Some may not recall that in summer of 2002, The Ohio
Drug Treatment Initiative® was certified to be placed on the
November ballot as Issue 1. The proposed amendment to
the Ohio Constitution required courts to approve requests
for treatment for eligible nonviolent drug offenders and
required that (1) a fixed amount of the state’s General
Revenue Fund be allocated to pay to open and operate new
treatment centers, (2) prison sentences for users and pos-
sessors be limited to ninety days, and (3) the records of
those offenders who completed treatment be sealed and
expunged.® It was defeated 66.92 percent No to 33.08
percent Yes."®

Federal Sentencing Reporter, Vol. 31, No. 3, pp. 171-176, ISSN 1053-9867, electronic ISSN 1533-8363.
© 2019 Vera Institute of Justice. All rights reserved. Please direct requests for permission to photocopy
or reproduce article content through the University of California Press’s Reprints and Permissions web page,
http:/ /[www.ucpress.edu/journals.php?p=reprints. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1525/fsr.2019.31.3.171.
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Fast forward more than a decade. The Neighborhood
Safety, Drug Treatment, and Rehabilitation Amendment
was filed with the Ohio Attorney General on December 1,
2017, determined fair and truthful on December 8, 2018,
and deemed compliant with the single subject rule on
December 12, 2017, by the Ohio Ballot Board. On July 23,
2018, the ballot initiative was certified by the Secretary of
State for the November 6, 2018, election, appearing as State
Issue 1. It proposed sweeping changes to the criminal
justice system, including:

« Reclassifying possession of controlled substances
offenses from felonies to misdemeanors

- Establishing an earned credit program wherein
offenders can earn up to a 25 percent reduction of
their prison sentence for participation in program-
ming at the institution

« Mandating guidelines for graduated responses to
probation violations

« Providing a system to calculate the savings of the
changes, including provisions for the disbursement
of those savings.

It was defeated 63.03 percent Against to 36.97 percent
For.*?

Many may have been surprised by the sound defeat of
Issue 1 (2018), but opposition was substantial given the
broad language and obdurate nature of constitutional
amendments.” Notable similarities exist in the failure of
Issue 1 in 2002 and in 2018, namely, powerful opposition
and the Issue itself being its biggest adversary." Similar to
the initiative in 2002, many critics of Issue 1 in 2018
stressed that the appropriate place to address drug treat-
ment and sentencing is in statute rather than by constitu-
tional amendment.” Yet, advocates in 2018 echo those in
2002: “the most important reason for choosing the direct
initiative may be that it does not require compromise [with
the General Assembly] and allows a proponent to put
exactly what they [sic] want before the voters.”™

Issue 1 (2018) created a nigh-insurmountable barrier to
change in Ohio drug policy. One need only look at the rise
of fentanyl as a deadly drug of abuse to see the need for
drug laws that can be readily adapted to new threats as well
as to best practices in dealing with issues of addiction.”” No
other state that has adopted such wide-ranging changes to
its drug policy through constitutional amendment, and
those that have reformed drug laws through a legislative
package often need to go back and make changes to refine
those reforms.'®

As aptly opined by the Stark County Court of Common
Pleas, “State constitutions are (and should be) hard to
change. That's in part because it’s a limit on legislative
discretion. But that limit has a significant downside. As
a species, we're fairly notoriously bad at accurately pre-
dicting unintended consequences.”*?

The constitutional amendment process in Ohio®° does
not require legislative approval of initiatives, and in the

aftermath of failure of the 2002 amendment, just as today,
there is agreement that the amendments® could have
benefited from the “machinery available for honing and
structuring legislative action.”** Because the amendment
and summary of it for the ballot must be the same as the
language used in the signature gathering, it is impossible to
refine it, alter it, or correct drafting errors—in other words,
what may be perceived as a mere drafting error can create
dire (albeit unintended) consequences should the amend-
ment pass.

That became a central focus of the opposition in 2018—
the clumsy, poorly drafted language propelled actors to up
their engagement and mobilize an army of opposition.
Opponents focused on the arguments central to public
safety—namely that as written, Issue 1 would put human
traffickers, armed robbers, and other violent criminals back
on the streets early; tie judges’ hands with probationers,
including those who violate no contact orders with victims;
and it did not provide for victim input on release or resti-
tution. Further, they emphasized that Issue 1 would give
Ohio some of the most lenient drug laws in America and
freeze them in time (January 2018). For example, it would
let people caught with less than 20 grams of fentanyl off
with no jail time at a time when nearly three-fourths of the
drug overdose deaths in Ohio involve fentanyl.*?

In rebuttal, proponents of Issue 1 cited several other
states that initiated changes in drug possession laws, with
bipartisan support. The Urban Institute released a timely
study*# detailing that since 2014, beginning with Proposi-
tion 47 in California, five states reclassified all drug pos-
session from a felony to a misdemeanor. Following the
California referendum, legislation in Utah (House Bill 348
in 2015), Connecticut (House Bill 7104 in 2015), and Alaska
(Senate Bill 91 in 2016) passed with overwhelming bipar-
tisan majorities, and Oklahoma voters in 2016 reclassified
drug possession through a ballot initiative (State Question
780) with nearly 6o percent support. The reforms passed
share three critical details: convictions for simple drug
possession up to the third conviction are classified as mis-
demeanors; people convicted of drug possession are ineli-
gible for state prison sentences; and changes apply to
virtually all controlled substances. Notably though, none of
the five states enacted the changes via an amendment to the
state’s constitution, as proposed by Issue 1 for Ohio.

Opponents latched on to the comparison to other states
and empbhatically resisted the notion that as California goes,
so goes Ohio. That energy captured what may be referred to
as “earned media” instead of paid media, or as some sug-
gested, “dark,” out-of-state money.>> And opponents took
notice surmising that together with dark money from Open
Philanthropy, Tides Advocacy, and the Ford Foundation,
the east and west coasts poured nearly $20,000,000 into
Ohio Issue 1, while Ohioans contributed less than 6 percent
of the funding to support Issue 1.2°

The Stark County Court of Common Pleas professed
that “this is not the first time out-of-state interests have put
drug decriminalization initiatives on Ohio ballots. Voters
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repeatedly rejected prior decriminalization efforts. The
difference this time is the packaging. Proponents have
seized upon and exploited the opioid crisis and have
cloaked their campaign in compassionate claims of treat-
ment for addicts. But the result would be the same: a mas-
sive and dangerous social engineering experiment
cemented into our state Constitution.”*”

The momentum began to shift, and among the faults
noted with Issue 1 (2018) was the resounding belief that
although the proponents marketed it as a drug treatment
initiative, it was really much more and didn’t seem to focus
much on treatment at all. In fact, the word “treatment” is
mentioned just nine times in the full text of the amend-
ment, versus “sentencing,” “resentencing,” and “release,”
which are all mentioned dozens of times. Additionally,
whereas there is quite a bit of detail about sentencing,
resentencing, and release, the detail regarding treatment
was limited to the “formula” to allocate funds for it.>® The
practical reality was that the provisions were deemed over-
inclusive and once more can be compared to the fatal flaws
identified in the 2002 initiative.*® For instance, both
initiatives failed to consider how drug use relates to other
crimes, and both presumed that all drug users and pos-
sessors need or would be inspired to seek treatment—and
further, both failed to consider whether or not adequate
treatment capacity exists.

Beyond the constitutional, poor drafting, and public
safety concerns, opponents said Issue 1 (in 2002 and 2018)
failed to consider that current statutes direct most drug
abusers into treatment programs rather than prison, and
encourage accountability, while retaining prison terms
when warranted.>® There was also sharp criticism of the
potential impact on Ohio’s specialized dockets and drug
courts—alleging that Issue 1 (2018) would cripple drug
courts by taking away the tools they need to help people
recover—with emphasis that drug courts in Ohio are one of
the few proven success stories in the battle against
addiction.*

Proponents of Issue 1 (2018) clapped back, citing its
potential to save the state money as lower-level offenders
would be diverted from prison into treatment programs,*
but an analysis performed by the Office of Budget and
Management (OBM) questioned that key assumption.??
The fiscal analysis of Issue 1 (2018), developed under
a requirement that OBM assess the state budgetary impact
of statewide ballot issues, found that the presumed savings
for the Ohio Department of Rehabilitation and Correction
(ODRC) would likely not materialize as expected, and that
the changes could, in fact, result in additional costs into the
“tens of millions.”3#

Notably, the analysis from OBM stated that “the deter-
mination of the constitutionally calculated savings is com-
plicated by ambiguities in the language of the amendment
that could lead to varied interpretations of how direct and
indirect factors impact population changes.”

OBM found the language confusing. Practitioners
shared similar comments, and there does not seem to be

any direct evidence from the proponents that legislators,
judges, prosecutors, defense attorneys, drug courts, treat-
ment professionals, victims or their representatives, pro-
bation officers, or academics were consulted. As mentioned
before, the time is right in Ohio to reconsider drug laws and
sentencing. While proponents suggest there was legislative
inaction to change drug laws, if they had rallied practi-
tioners to join the conversation and develop a comprehen-
sive, reflective, consensus-driven proposal, the result may
have been legislative language that had much-needed sup-
port and that could have passed.

One of the most chasmal holes in the Issue 1 (2018)
narrative was the insufficient verifiable, aggregate data to
support its passage. Ohio criminal justice data is disparate,
mismatched, complex, and lacks the capacity for compre-
hensive analysis. Thus, Issue 1 was based upon the only
available aggregate data source, prison population, and
ostensibly without the ability to generate information on
those criminal justice involved persons who don’t go to
prison. That translates to a data deficit that makes distin-
guishing between a first time commitment to prison versus
a first time conviction difficult, if not impossible. In addi-
tion, it is probable that the majority of sentences to prison
involve a plea agreement, reduced charge(s), or agreed
sentence, but there isn’t a way to articulate those details or
assemble relevant data for those circumstances and cases.
Knowing more about those who don’t go to prison is
essential to developing informed, well-reasoned public
policy. Relying solely on prison population statistics, and
developing any amendment, policy, or law as a result, is
simply short-sided and ill-advised—it does not fully reflect
the criminal justice landscape and is incomplete
information.

Issue 1 (2018) also failed to acknowledge recent legisla-
tive reform efforts and accomplishments. As pointed out by
the Stark County Court of Common Pleas, “the state is not
ignoring the problems in the corrections, criminal code,
and treatment communities. Study, consultation, discus-
sion and deliberation is occurring throughout the state’s
criminal justice system to address the concerns identified
by proponents of Issue 1.”3°

In fact, in November 2017, the Chief Justice of the
Supreme Court of Ohio, Ohio Attorney General, Senate
President, Speaker of the House, and the Governor
endorsed the Commission to take the lead in facilitating
and coordinating the State’s effort for a second round of
Justice Reinvestment.?” The premise was that comprehen-
sive analysis of the Ohio corrections, community supervi-
sion, and justice-involved populations will lead to the
development of policy options to enhance public safety
while wisely parsing limited resources. A comprehensive
analysis of each stage of the criminal justice system is being
conducted by reviewing hundreds of thousands of individ-
ual data records. Administrative policies, sentencing pat-
terns, crime trends, treatment modalities, and
rehabilitation programs are being analyzed.?® Data-driven
policy recommendations are being developed as of this
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writing and intended for broad distribution in early 2019,
coinciding with the change in administration for state-wide
elected offices and the 133rd session of the General
Assembly.

All of these issues—language not matching Ohio
Revised Code, complicated by undefined terms; scant ver-
ifiable, aggregate data; and apparent oversight of a myriad
of past and ongoing reform efforts—contributed to sub-
stantial opposition and played a significant role in the defeat
of Issue 1. And ultimately, as previously noted, Issue 1 itself
became its greatest adversary—just as had been the case in
200239

Il. Future Criminal Justice Reform in Ohio

Much of Issue 1 (in 2002 and 2018) reflect ideas long
supported by the Commission, such as fostering treatment
over incarceration for low-level drug-addicted offenders.
However, in 2002 and 2018, the Commission voted to take
a position in opposition, noting that while Commission
members supported treatment over incarceration for drug
abusers, the rigid nature of a constitutional amendment
was not appropriate for enactment of drug policy.*°

It is important to remember that the Commission began
meeting in 1991 and is the only long-standing state agency
designed, by statute, to bring judges, prosecutors, and
defense attorneys together with members of the General
Assembly, state and local officials, victims, and law
enforcement officers. The work of the Commission is
dedicated to enhancing justice and ensuring fair sentencing
in the State of Ohio through impartial and consensus-
driven analysis (of criminal justice policy, laws, and sen-
tencing trends in Ohio), and development of policies and
practices that maximize public safety, reduce recidivism,
and equalize justice. The Commission believes in an
evidence-based, data-driven approach to criminal justice
issues, one in which policy and statutes can evolve as
understanding of best practices grows. To that end it has
put forth significant effort to improve and to effect positive
change in Ohio’s sentencing laws, which are myriad and
complex.

The Commission will play a pivotal role in the effort to
harmonize the many proposals and responses to the failure
of Issue 1. Ideas abound*' and, as sine die for the 132nd
legislative session was approaching, Senate President
Obhof and Senator John Eklund introduced Senate Bill
341,%* commonly known as a “place-holder” legislation for
the next General Assembly. The complete text of the bill is,
“It is the intent of the General Assembly to develop and
enact legislation to reform Ohio’s drug sentencing laws.”
Both legislators have publicly stated, on more than one
occasion, that drug sentencing (and perhaps other criminal
justice reform subjects) will be among the top ten bills
introduced in 133rd legislative session.

As such, Senator Eklund, who is also a member of the
Ohio Criminal Sentencing Commission, delivered sponsor
testimony for Senate Bill 341 on December 5, 2018, that was
particularly insightful and is worth being quoted in full.

Why would we develop and enact legislation to
reform Ohio’s drug sentencing laws? To me, the
fundamental reason lies in a concept that should
be a bedrock principle of legislating, but sadly is not
so much so. It is the concept of critical self-
evaluation, a process by which one examines what
they have done, or not done, and how in order to
assess whether it is serving the intended purpose.

We often hear opponents to legislation repeat the
mantra that the bill they oppose will have
“unintended consequences.” Rarely, in my view, can
one predict a parade of horribles with the degree of
certainty advocates sometimes profess. But, when
we’ve already done something we very often do have
at our disposal the tools necessary to determine, in
retrospect, whether or not it was a good idea that
works without adverse consequences.

In the area of criminal sentencing, particularly on
drug crimes, we have lived the future results of past
policy decisions and while it might be hyperbolic to
say that it is dystopian, in many respects it’s getting
close to it.

You've heard many of the numbers and in the
course of this exercise you'll hear them again. Intrac-
tably high prison and jail populations; 25% of people
sent to prison are going to serve less than a year; the
number one offense for which Ohioans go to prison
is drug possession, almost $2 billion budgeted to
operate prisons in Ohio.

Too often our criminal sentencing scheme
removes legitimate discretion from judges, and man-
dates ever-increasing prison terms for people who
need treatment much more than they need punish-
ment (notwithstanding that we now have analysis
tools to identify who they are and new ways to treat
them).

I applaud you all for your support of criminal
justice reform efforts we have undertaken over the
years. But while our efforts have been purposeful, at
times they have been intermittent while the flow of
new bills that criminalize heretofore non-criminal
behavior and enhance penalties continues, persistent
and unabated.

What we need is sentencing reform that does
what it is meant to do—punish those who are dan-
gerous and treat those who we’re simply mad at. It
will take an effort informed by policies that recognize
our primary obligation to protect Ohio’s citizens, to
promote the physical and mental well-being of every-
one, to be fiscally responsible and to enhance oppor-
tunities for rehabilitation and redemption.

Our challenge will be to do so in a manner that
maximizes freedom in a system of ordered liberty,
and I know we can meet that challenge.®?

The obvious strategy to meet that challenge is to
gather the courage and leadership to manage expectations,
allow voices to be heard, seize opportunities, and achieve
meaningful outcomes by crafting genuine, real world, and
measurable reform. We must rebuff bureaucratic paraly-
sis—everyone doing something and nothing getting done.
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It bears repeating that the most sensible, credible, and
results-driven approach for Ohio to break out of the infinite
loop of underperforming and failed reform efforts is for
the Commission to harness the data and lead the way.
The value of data—established baseline information and
the ability to measure implementation results—cannot
be overstated.

The prospective work of the Commission is to improve
the connectivity and integration of criminal justice data in
Ohio, despite the challenges. The Commission stands
ready and implores Ohio’s state government leadership to
move toward a data-informed environment that allows for
the comprehensive understanding and analysis of the
criminal justice system by its own actors and those making
policy decisions. In a data-informed approach, qualitative
and quantitative data are used to help inform or guide**
those in decision-making roles, thus ensuring needed
information is available and used in the creation of policy.
A data-informed approach contributes to sound state policy,
which leads to maximized public safety, a reduction in
recidivism, and equalized justice.*> But first, the data must
be available, and shareable, from all points in the criminal
justice system—a goal that transcends any one branch of
government because it is the only objective way to make
sure what we’re doing works and is (or isn’t) achieving the
intended result(s).

Integration of data allows for a person-centered
approach and enables agencies to share information about
a person’s risks and needs, contributes to the development
of proactive strategies to address them, and reduces dupli-
cation of efforts or, worse, counterproductive approaches.*®
Data at the aggregate level will provide Ohio a framework
designed to move people with drug and mental health
needs into treatment that works and reduce criminal justice
involvement. It will modernize processes while realizing
and reaping tangible results from post-Issue 1 reform
efforts. And, it will launch a (much-needed, long-overdue)
reasoned approach to ensuring fair sentencing and
enhancing justice through understanding county- and
state-level patterns and creating the fundamental founda-
tion needed for better and ongoing evaluation of state
criminal justice policies.

In other words, the charge before us is two-fold: (1)
recognizing that incarceration without effective treatment
results in higher recidivism and risk of overdose, and (2)
determining how we best address addiction-motivated
criminal behavior, divert those individuals into needed
treatment and rehabilitation, and avoid collateral conse-
quences of conviction. We must embrace and harmonize
the voices of many while thoroughly vetting reform options
to advance the best and most impactful, comprehensive
reform. The expectation is, simply stated, proactive
recommendations that change lives and deliver on the
fundamental purposes and principles of sentencing: to
protect the public from future crime and punish the
offender using the minimum sanctions that the court
determines accomplish those purposes, without imposing

an unnecessary burden on state or local government
resources.*

Notes

! Groundhog Day (Columbia Pictures, 1993), in which the lead

character experiences the same day repeatedly; see https://

www.dictionary.com/browse/groundhog-day (“a situation in
which events are or appear to be continually repeated”).

Ohio Issue 1, Proposed Constitutional Amendment, “To

Reduce Penalties for Crimes of Obtaining, Possessing, and

Using lllegal Drugs” (Nov. 6, 2018), https://www.sos.state.

oh.us/globalassets/ballotboard/2018/2018issuesreport.pdf

[hereinafter Ohio Issue 1 (2018)].

3 Ohio Issue 1, Proposed Constitutional Amendment,

“Treatment in lieu of incarceration for certain drug

offenders” (Nov. 5, 2002), https://ballotpedia.org/Ohio_

Drug_Treatment_in_Lieu_of_Incarceration, Amendment_1_

(2002) (accessed Jan. 24, 2019) [hereinafter Ohio Issue 1

(2002)].

See generally http://www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/Boards/

Sentencing/.

Sara Andrews, Sentencing in the Heartland: A Perspective from

Ohio, 30(2) Fed. Sent’g Rep. 94 (2017), http://www.

supremecourt.ohio.gov/Boards/Sentencing/resources/

activities/FSRSentencingHeartland.pdf.

6 E-mail from Robert Nichols, Retired Madison County (Ohio)

Court of Common Pleas Judge (June 23, 2017) (on file with

author).

Tamara Karel, The Failure of Ohio’s Drug Treatment Initiative,

51 Clev. St. L. Rev. 203, 212 (2018).

&  Ohio Issue 1 (2002), supra note 3.

Karel, supra note 7.

10 State Issue 1, Official Tabulation (Nov. 5, 2002), https://www.
sos.state.oh.us/elections/election-results-and-data/2002-
elections-results/state-issue-1/.

11 Ohio Issue 1 (2018), supra note 2.

122018 Official Elections Results, General Election (Nov. 6,

2018), https://www.sos.state.oh.us/elections/election-

results-and-data/2018-official-elections-results/.

Memorandum from Sara Andrews, Director, Ohio Criminal

Sentencing Commission, to Members of the Commission

and Advisory Committee (Sept. 27, 2018), http://www.

supremecourt.ohio.gov/Boards/Sentencing/resources/
general/Statelssuel.pdf.

Karel, supra note 7, at 222.

15 d. at218.

16 d. at 205.

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Drug Overdose

Deaths (Dec. 19, 2018), https://www.cdc.gov/

drugoverdose/data/statedeaths.html.

Ohio Criminal Sentencing Commission, 50 State Low-Level

Drug Possession Review (Oct. 31, 2018), http://www.

supremecourt.ohio.gov/Boards/Sentencing/resources/

general/50StateDrugPossessionReview.pdf.

Stark County Court of Common Pleas, A Critical Analysis of

Ballot Issue 1 (Sept. 2018) (on file with author).

Ohio Secretary of State, Citizen-Initiated Constitutional Amend-

ment (n.d.), https://www.sos.state.oh.us/legislation-and-

ballot-issues/putting-an-issue-on-the-ballot/citizen-initiated-
constitutional-amendment/#gref.

Karel, supra note 7, at 229.

22 |d.at212.

23 Maureen O’Connot, Look closely at state Issue 1. It's a disaster,
Akron Beacon J., Aug. 30, 2018, https://www.ohio.com/
akron/editorial/maureen-oconnor-look-closely-at-state-issue-
1-its-a-disaster.

20

21
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24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34
35

Brian Elderbroom & Julia Durnan, Reclassified: State Drug
Law Reforms to Reduce Felony Convictions and Increase
Second Chances (Urban Institute, Oct. 2, 2018), https://
www.urban.org/research/publication/reclassified (repro-
duced in this Issue of FSR).

Liz Essley Whyte, Zuckerberg, Storos, and Steyer Spend Millions
on Out-of-State Ballot Initiatives, the Atlantic, Oct. 18, 2018,
https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2018/10/
zuckerberg-soros-and-steyer-fund-ballot-initiatives/573304/.
Ohio Issue 1 (2018): Campaign Finance, Ballotpedia (n.d.),
https://ballotpedia.org/Ohio_lIssue_1, Drug and_Criminal_
Justice_Policies_Initiative_(2018)#Campaign_finance

Stark Judges, Vote ‘no’ on Issue 1, Canton Repository, Oct. 21,
2018, https://www.cantonrep.com/opinion/20181021/
stark-judges-vote-no-on-issue-1.

§ 12 Neighborhood Safety, Drug Treatment, and Rehabilita-
tion Amendment B(2)(b), in Ohio Issue 1 (2018), supra note 2.
Karel, supra note 7, at 221.

Memorandum from David Diroll to Interested Persons, re: The
Proposed Drug Initiative (May 20, 2002), at 3 (on file with
author).

See Karen Kasler, Chief Justice worries Issue 1 will take away
drug court option, overload court system, Statehouse News
Bureau (Sep. 4, 2018), http://www.statenews.org/post/
chief-justice-worries-issue-1-will-take-away-drug-court-
option-overload-court-system.

The Ohio Safe and Healthy Campaign (2018), https://
yesononeoh.com/treatment/.

Letter from Timothy S. Keen, Director, Ohio Office of Budget
and Management, to Jon Husted, Ohio Secretary of State (Oct.
10, 2018) (with attachments), https://www.sos.state.oh.us/
globalassets/ballotboard/2018/2018-10-10-fiscalanalysis.
pdf.

Id. at 2 (letter), 13 (OBM analysis).

Id. at 1 (letter), 5 (OBM analysis).

36
37

38
39
40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

Stark County Court of Common Pleas, supra note 19, at 3.
Ohio Justice Reinvestment 2.0 Ad Hoc Committee, http://
www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/Boards/Sentencing/
committees/justiceReinvest/default.asp. Justice Reinvest-
ment Initiative Brings Sentencing Reforms in 23 States, Pew
Charitable Trusts (Jan. 22, 2016), https://www.pewtrusts.
org/en/research-and-analysis/issue-briefs/2016/01/states-
modify-sentencing-laws-through-justice-reinvestment.

Stark County Court of Common Pleas, supra note 19, at 3.
Karel, supra note 7, at 222.

Ohio Criminal Sentencing Commission & Advisory Committee,
Full Commission Meeting Notes, Sept. 27, 2018, http://www.
supremecourt.ohio.gov/Boards/Sentencing/materials/
2018/December/092718Notes.pdf.

Ohio Criminal Sentencing Commission, see Materials from
Dec. 13, 2018, meeting, http://www.supremecourt.ohio.
gov/Boards/Sentencing/Materials/2018/default.asp#.

Ohio Senate Bill 341, Intent to Enact Sentencing Law Reforms
(n.d.), https://www.legislature.ohio.gov/legislation/
legislation-summary? id=GA132-SB-341.

On file with author.

U.S. Department of Education, Office of Planning, Evalua-
tion & Policy Development, Implementing Data-Informed
Decision Making in Schools—Teacher Access, Supports and
Use (Jan. 2009), https://files.eric.ed.gov/fulltext/
ED504191.pdf.

Ohio Criminal Sentencing Commission, see Mission and
Vision, http://www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/Boards/
Sentencing/default.asp.

David W. Ball, E Pluribus Unum: Data and Operations Integration
in the California Criminal Justice System, 21 Stan. L. & Pol’y
Rev. 277, 281 (2010), https://digitalcommons.law.scu.edu/
facpubs/11/.

Andrews, supra note 5, at 101.

OJC LEecIsLATIVE PLATFORM

TO HAVE ACCESS TO OUR FULL LEGISLATIVE PLATFORM, PLEASE VISIT OUR WEBSITE

Criminal Law and Community Corrections

TCAP (Targeted Community Alternatives to Prison) and RC 2929.15
TCAPisnotworkingasintendedandneedstobereviewedandaltered.The90-and180-
daysanctionscapsinRC2929.15,inmanycases,underminethepurposeofprobation.

Criminal Code, Traffic/DUI Law, and Drug Law Simplification Title 29, Title
39 (DrugLaws), and Title 45 (Traffic Laws /DUl Law) should be revised and simplified.

Definition of Drug of Abuse Review 4511.19, 3719.011, and 4511.181 and
clarify references to “drugs of abuse,” “harmful intoxicants,” and “dangerous
drugs,” especially with regard to the establishment of impairment in OVI cases.

Re-Offender Sentencing Unless the journal entry provides otherwise, a

sentence imposed pursuant to R.C. § 2929.141 (Person On Release
Committing a Felony) shall be served before any other sentence,
including specifications. Various specifications (such as gun

specifications) state that the sentence shall be served consecutively and prior to the
underlying sentence, but no such direction is given regarding post-release control.

State v. Nucklos (2009) The definition of “affirmative defense” should be
changed to correspond with recent case law.
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http://www.ohiojudges.org/Legislative/legislative-platform

Juvenile Justice

Juvenile Justice Reform
Reform last drafted as 132 HB 394 should be adopted. It includes altering
mandatory bindover for juveniles to adult court.

“Safe Harbor” Provision for Trafficked Juveniles Currently, the law allows
a charge against a juvenile to be held in abeyance if the juvenile is a victim of
human trafficking but allows only a 90-day time frame for the abeyance, with
the possibility of 2 extensions. This time frame should be extended or left
open-ended to allow for the extensive treatment necessary for a trafficked juvenile.

Family Law

Parenting Time Enforcement
A procedural mechanism is necessary to permit a parent to file a motion
for parenting time enforcement, as an alternative to a motion for contempt.

Parental Duty of Support-Age Limit and School Enrollment

A court should have the authority to continue a child support order beyond
age 18 if, among other things, the child continuously attends a recognized and
accreditedhighschoolonafull-timebasisonandafterthechild’seighteenthbirthday.

Unemployment of Child Support Obligor
To develop an automatic adjustment of a child support obligation when the
obligor goes on unemployment.

Social Security Benefits.
To clarify that receipt of social security benefits does not require the
judge to find a person legally disabled in domestic relations court.

Planned Permanent Living Arrangements (PPLA)

Amend 2151.353 and 2151.415 to permit juvenile courts to order PPLA if not
requested by children services agencies in response to In re A.B., 110 Ohio St.3d
230, 2006.

Public Pension Reform and Marital Property

Title 31 should clarify that Deferred Retirement Option Plan (DROP) funds
constitute marital property and that certain post-divorce and post-dissolution
disability benefits are marital property. Pre-retirement rights of survivorship
should be codified (Cosby v. Cosby (96 Ohio St.3d 228, 2002)), and the state
retirement systems should automatically implement court division of property
orders.

Ohio Judicial Conference
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Traffic and OVI Law

Review and Modernization of License Suspensions and Reinstatement
Fees

Unnecessary or ineffective suspensions should be removed from Title 45;
reinstatement fees should be uniform - not vary based on reason for suspension;
barriers to legal driving privileges should be removed, including for child support
suspensions. Language prohibiting driving under suspension of a license should
include the language “or whose privilege to obtain a license has been suspended.”

Insurance Verification Modernization

The Department of Public Safety Financial Responsibility Study Committee report
(2014) recommends eliminating random verification of financial responsibility.
Insurance verification has atremendous impact on the municipal court caseload and
real-time electronicinsurance verification method should be implemented. Proof of
insurance should also be required upon renewing or obtaining vehicle registration.

Title 45 Corrections

Several drafting errors/ambiguities were identified in Title 45,
including F3 OVI Sentencing; enhanced penalties for speeding; and an affirmative
defense for emergencies when driving under suspension; and huffing a
harmful intoxicant should be considered an impairing drug of abuse in OVI cases.

US/Canada Reciprocity

The Ohio BMV should be authorized to enter into an agreement with Canada or
the province of Ontario for the purposes of reciprocal enforcement of traffic
violation sanctions.

Probate Law

Probate Modernization
Thereisaneedinmanycountiesforadditional mental health professionalstohavethe
authoritytotestifyforinvoluntarycommitmentand continued commitmenthearings.

Ohio Judicial Conference For the Record | Fourth Quarter 2018

11



Probate Law

Municipal Court Funding and Revenue

RC 1901.31(C)(1) provides that the salary of certain municipal court clerks is
set by either the court or the local legislative authority, depending upon wheth-
er the court brings in enough revenue to pay for itself. The court should set
the salary of its clerk, and the salary and who sets it should not be dependent
upon the court’s revenue. Retired judges filling in for municipal court judg-
es should be able to more easily complete paperwork for compensation and
the county should be collecting the reimbursement from the Supreme Court.

Uniform Computerization Fees

The 129th GA passed an increase in computerization fees for Com-
mon Pleas General Division only. Similar provisions in other sec-
tions regarding other court jurisdictions should be increased as well.

Court Costs in Transferred Cases
Levwying a «cost in a case when the juvenile is transferred
should not automatically create a final disposition of the case.

Court Reporting and Transcripts
State and county auditors should keep all monies collected by a courtinasegregated
account,separatefromthegeneralrevenuefundsatthestate,county,andlocallevels.

Segregation of Funds Collected by Courts
State and county auditors should keep all monies collected by a courtinasegregated
account,separatefromthegeneralrevenuefundsatthestate,county,andlocallevels.

PLease FoLLow Us ON TWITTER AT:
@OHI0JUDGES
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Course Calendar Released on
Monday, December 3, 2018

Subject to Change
SUPREME COURT OF OHIO JUDICIALCOLLEGE April 2019
COURSE CALENDAR 18 Thu Essential Skills for Court Personnel: Collaboration Court Personnel Columbus
(for Judges, Magistrates, Acting Judges, Court Personnel, Judicial Candidates, and Adult Guardians) and Recognizing Bias
Additional Judicial College courses are avaiable online for self-study hours via the link below. Mav 2019
bttp:/ [www.supremeconrt.obio.gov/ Boards/ judCollege/ calendars/ OnlineSS.pdf ay
2-3 Thu-Fri Domestic Relations/Juvenile Spring Seminar Judges & Magistrates Columbus
March 2019
6-9  Mon-Thu New Judges Orientation Part Il New Judges Columbus
L Fii Ewdentlary Issues in AbL{se, Neglect and Judges & Magistrates Webinar 7 Tue Probation Officer Training Program: Intro to Offender Probation Officers Akron
ependency Cases Webinar Skl Building
5 Tue Probation Officer Training Program: Intro to Cognitive  Probation Officers Akron 10 Fri Adolescent Development and Juvenile Definquency Court Personnel Webinar
Behavioral Interventions Webinar
6-8  Wed-Fri  Court Management Program (CMP) 2019: CCM 2019 Columbus 10 Fri Civil Rules by the Numbers 11 Judges & Magistrates Columbus
Project Management
14 Tue Court Security Officers: Court Security Fundamentals ~ Court Personnel Akron
8 Fri Rent Escrow in Eviction Cases Webinar Magistrates Webinar v ! Y S - vy -
15 Wed Guardian ad Litem Continuing Education Course: Guardians ad Litem Cleveland
13-15 Wed-Fri  New Magistrates Orientation (NMO) Magistrates Columbus Report Writing (12:55-4:15 p.?n.)
19 Tue Probation Officer Training Program: Intro to Offender  Probation Officers Columbus 15-17 Wed- Fri  Ohio Association for Court Administration (OACA) Court Personnel* Columbus
Behavior Management Spring Conference
20 Wed Guardian ad Litem Continuing Education Course: Guardians ad Litem Dayton 16 Thu Guardian ad Litem Pre-Service Course Guardians ad Litem Cleveland
Divorce-The Impact on Children (12:55-4:15 p.m.)
21 Tue Probation Officer Training Program: Professional Probation Officers Columbus
21 Thu Guardian ad Litem Pre-Service Course Guardians ad Litem Dayton Communication: Oral & \?Vritteg Communication Skills
21 Thu Crisis Prevention: Teen Suicide Webinar Court Personnel Webinar 22 Wed Court Personnel Faculty Development By Invitation Only Columbus
27 Wed Supervisor Series: Performance Management, Court Personnel Columbus
Coaching, and Terminations (1 of 2 offerings) June 2019
28 Thu Supervisor Series: Performance Management, Court Personnel Columbus 4 Tue Probation Officer Training Program: Intro to Offender Probation Officers Akron
Coaching, and Terminations (2 of 2 offerings) Behavior Management
April 2019 5-7 Wed - Fri  Court Management Program (CMP) 2020: Budget & CCM 2020 Columbus
P Fiscal Management
5 Fri 82:;1 é’rlé"nycg'a”ageme”t Association (OJMA) Court Personnel Columbus 6 Thu Judicial Candidates Seminar (1:30-3:30 p.m.) Judicial Candidates** Columbus
10 Mon Probate Pre-Conference Judges & Magistrates Sandusk
9 Tue Probation Officer Training Program: Intro to Probation Officers Akron 1o g usy
Motivational Interviewing 1 Tue Court Security Officers: Essential Communication Court Personnel Akron
10-12 Wed-Fri  Court Management Program (CMP) 2021: CCE 2021 Columbus Skills
Operations Management 11-13 Mon - Thu Probate/Juvenile/Domestic Relations Summer Judges* Sandusky
10-12 Wed-Fri  Ohio Association of Magistrates (OAM) Spring Magistrates* Dayton Conference
Conference 18 Thu Probation Officer Training Program: Intro to Cognitive ~ Probation Officers Columbus
. ) Behavioral Interventions
11-12 Thu- Fri  Capital Cases Judges Columbus
16 Tue Probation Officer Training Program: Intro to Probation Officers Columbus 19 Wed Sgg;?:gn%?nlgtgm|§%?2?§£89Eg:f\2222 Course: Guardians ad Liten Columbus
Assessment and Case Planning (12:55-4:15 p.m.)
17 Wed Guardian ad Litem Continuing Education Course: Guardians ad Litem Columbus . . , , .
Understanding Child Development: Tools for the GAL 19 Wed Guardian ad Litem Pre-Service Course Guardians ad Litem Columbus
(8:55am-12:15p.m.) 19-21 Wed-Fri  Ohio Common Pleas Judges Association (OCPJA) Judges* Cincinnati
17 Wed Guardian ad Litem Continuing Education Course: Guardians ad Litem Columbus Summer Conference (judicial conduct hours will
Psychiatric Issues and Adolescents (12:55-4:15 p.m.) be requested)
Ohio Judicial Conference For the Record | Fourth Quarter 2018 14 Ohio Judicial Conference For the Record | Fourth Quarter 2018 15



June 2019

26 Wed

27 Thu

27-28 Thu-Fri
July 2019

2 Tue

9 Tue

10 Wed

11 Thu

12 Fri

16 Tue

18 Thu

24 Wed

24-26 Wed-Fri

25 Thu

29 -31 Mon - Wed

August 2019

1 Thu
2 Fri

6 Tue
8 Thu
13 Tue
15 Thu
16 Fri

16 Fri

20 Tue

Supervisor Series: Writing Policies and Procedures
(1 of 2 offerings)

Supervisor Series: Writing Policies and Procedures
(2 of 2 offerings)

Ohio Juvenile Court Clerks Association Conference

Probation Officer Training Program: Intro to
Assessment and Case Planning

Court Security Officers: Safety, Legal Authority,
Ethics, and Civil Process

Court Executive Team: Data Driven Decision Making
Probate Summer Webinar
Opioids in Domestic Relations Court Webinar

Probation Officer Training Program: Intro to
Motivational Interviewing

Staff Attorney Course

Guardian ad Litem Continuing Education Course:
Domestic Violence (12:55-4:15 p.m.)

Court Management Program (CMP) 2021: Caseflow &
Workflow Management

Guardian ad Litem Pre-Service Course

Association of Municipal/County Judges of Ohio
(AMCJO) Summer Conference (judicial conduct
hours will be requested)

Certified Court Manager (CCM) Seminar
Understanding Juvenile Sexting Laws Webinar

Guardian ad Litem Continuing Education Course:
Substance Use and the GAL’s Role (12:55-4:15 p.m.)

Judicial Candidates Seminar (1:30-3:30 p.m.)

Probation Officer Training Program: Professional
Communication: Oral & Written Communication Skills

Court Educator’s Roundtable
Acting Judges Essentials 2019 (1 of 4 offerings)

Servicemembers Civil Relief Act in Domestic
Relations Court Webinar

Guardian ad Litem Continuing Education Course:
The Trauma -Informed GAL (8:55 a.m.-12:15 p.m.)

Court Personnel

Court Personnel

Court Personnel

Probation Officers

Court Personnel

Judges & Court Personnel
Judges & Magistrates
Judges & Magistrates

Probation Officers

Court Personnel

Guardians ad Litem

CCM 2021

Guardians ad Litem

Judges*

Certified Court Managers
Judges & Magistrates

Guardians ad Litem

Judicial Candidates**

Probation Officers

By Invitation Only
Acting Judges
Judges & Magistrates

Guardians ad Litem

Columbus

Columbus

Columbus Airport
Embassy

Akron

Columbus

Columbus
Webinar
Webinar

Columbus

Columbus

Cincinnati

Columbus

Cincinnati

Mason

TBD
Webinar
Athens

Columbus

Akron

Columbus
Toledo
Webinar

Columbus

Ohio Judicial Conference
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August 2019
20 Tue Guardian ad Litem Continuing Education Course: Guardians ad Litem Columbus
Report Writing (12:55-4:15 p.m.)
21-23 Wed-Fri  Court Management Program (CMP) 2019: Workforce ~ CCM 2019 Columbus
Management and Graduation
23 Fri Impact of Trauma on Development and Delinquency Court Personnel Webinar
Webinar
27 Tue Probation Officer Training Program: Intro to Offender Probation Officers Columbus
Skill Building
September 2019
4-6 Wed - Fri Ohio Association of Magistrates (OAM) Fall Magistrates* Columbus
Conference
10 Tue Probation Officer Training Program: Intro to Cognitive ~ Probation Officers Akron
Behavioral Interventions
11 Wed Ohio Courts of Appeals Judges Association Judges* Columbus
(OCAJA) Fall Conference (judicial conduct hours
will be requested)
1 Wed Court Security Officers: Court Security Fundamentals ~ Court Personnel Columbus
12 Thu Ohio Court Reporter's Course Court Personnel Columbus
12-13 Thu-Fri  Ohio Judicial Conference Annual Meeting Judges* Columbus
(judicial conduct hours will be requested)
18 Wed Guardian ad Litem Continuing Education Course: Guardians ad Litem Perrysburg
Developmental Disabilities (12:55-4:20 p.m.)
18-20 Wed-Fri  Court Management Program (CMP) 2021: Leadership  CCE 2021 Columbus
19 Thu Guardian ad Litem Pre-Service Course Guardians ad Litem Perrysburg
24 Tue Probation Officer Training Program: Intro to Offender ~ Probation Officers Columbus
Behavior Management
26 Thu Acting Judges Essentials 2019 (2 of 4 offerings) Acting Judges Cleveland
27 Fri Bankruptcy in Domestic Relations Court Webinar Judges & Magistrates Webinar
October 2019
1 Tue Juvenile Search and Seizure Dirills Probation Officers OPOTA
2 Wed Adult Search and Seizure Drills Probation Officers OPOTA
2-4 Wed - Fri New Magistrates Orientation (NMO) Magistrates Columbus
8 Tue Probation Officer Training Program: Intro to Probation Officers Akron
Motivational Interviewing
8 Tue Staff Attorney Course Court Personnel Columbus
11 Fri Evidence Judges & Magistrates Columbus
1 Fri How to Screen & Place Mentally Ill Youth Webinar Judges & Magistrates Webinar
1 Fri Beyond the Basics for Probation Officers: Probation Officers Columbus
Motivational Interviewing Skills (Part 1 of 3)
16 Ohio Judicial Conference For the Record | Fourth Quarter 2018 17



October 2019

15 Tue Court Security Officers: Essential Communication
Skills

15-18 Tue-Fri  Ohio Association for Court Administration (OACA)
Fall Conference

16 Wed Guardian ad Litem Continuing Education Course:
Understanding Child Development: Tools for the GAL
(8:55a.m.-12:15p.m.)

16 Wed Guardian ad Litem Continuing Education Course:
Divorce — The Impact on Children (12:55-4:15 p.m.)

22 Tue Probation Officer Training Program: Intro to
Assessment and Case Planning

24 Thu Jury Trial Skills

24 Thu Managing Dually Involved Youth

25 Fri Domestic Violence Course

25 Fri Judicial Conduct

25 Fri Juvenile Traffic Webinar; Violations & Suspensions

30 Wed Gang Identification: Signs, Symbols and Tactics
Webinar

November 2019

5 Tue Probation Officer Training Program: Intro to Offender
Skill Building

7 Thu Acting Judges Essentials 2019 (3 of 4 offerings)

7 Thu Faculty Development Seminar

8 Fri Commercial Dockets Course

8 Fri Beyond the Basics for Probation Officers:
Motivational Interviewing Skills (Part 2 of 3)

13 Wed Court Security Officers: Safety, Legal Authority,
Ethics, and Civil Process

13 Wed Guardian ad Litem Continuing Education Course:
Understanding Child Protective Services
(1:00-4:15 p.m.)

13-15 Wed-Fri  Court Management Program (CMP) 2020:
Accountability and Court Performance

15 Fri Domestic Relations Fall Seminar

15 Fri Sex Offender Management Course

19 Tue Probation Officer Training Program: Professional
Communication: Oral & Written Communication Skills

20 Wed Guardian ad Litem Continuing Education Course:

Psychiatric Issues and Adolescents (12:55-4:15 p.m.)

Court Personnel

Court Personnel*

Guardians ad Litem

Guardians ad Litem

Probation Officers

Judges & Magistrates
Probation Officers
Probation Officers

Judges & Magistrates
Judges & Magistrates

Court Personnel

Probation Officers

Acting Judges
By Invitation Only
Judges & Magistrates

Probation Officers

Court Personnel

Guardians ad Litem

CCM 2020

Judges & Magistrates
Probation Officers

Probation Officers

Guardians ad Litem

Columbus

Columbus

Columbus

Columbus

Columbus

Cleveland
Columbus
Columbus

Cleveland
Webinar

Webinar

Akron

Dayton
Columbus

TBD

Columbus

Akron

Cincinnati

Columbus

Columbus

Columbus

Columbus

Youngstown

November 2019

20

Wed

Supervisor Series: Creating Organizational Culture
(1 of 2 offerings)

21 Thu Guardian ad Litem Pre-Service Course

21 Thu Supervisor Series; Creating Organizational Culture
(2 of 2 offerings)

22 Fri Forfeiture Webinar

22 Fri Domestic Relations Court Personnel Course; Custody
Evaluators

22 Fri Probate Fall Webinar

December 2019

3 Tue Probation Officer Training Program: Intro to Offender
Behavior Management

4 Wed Guardian ad Litem Continuing Education Course:
The GAL Interview (12:55-4:15 p.m.)

4-6 Wed - Fri  Ohio Common Pleas Judges Association (OCPJA)
Winter Conference (judicial conduct hours will be
requested)

5-6 Thu-Fri Ohio Association of Juvenile Court Judges
(OAJCJ) Winter Meeting

6 Fri Beyond the Basics for Probation Officers; Motivational
Interviewing Skills (Part 3 of 3)

9-12 Mon- Thu New Judges Orientation Part |

12 Thu Clerk’s Seminar: Protecting the Till

13 Fri Acting Judges Essentials 2018 (4 of 4 offerings)

13 Fri Juvenile Clerks Basics

17 Tue Probation Officer Training Program: Intro to Cognitive
Behavioral Interventions

18 Wed Guardian ad Litem Continuing Education Course:
Ethics and Professionalism for GALs (12:55-4:15 p.m.)

18 Wed Guardian ad Litem Pre-Service Course

19 Fri Street Smart on Drugs

20 Fri Judicial Conduct Webinar

Court Personnel

Guardians ad Litem

Court Personnel

Judges & Magistrates

Court Personnel

Judges & Magistrates

Probation Officers

Guardians ad Litem

Judges*

Judges*

Probation Officers

New Judges

Court Personnel
Acting Judges
Court Personnel

Probation Officers

Guardians ad Litem

Guardians ad Litem
Probation Officers

Judges & Magistrates

Columbus

Youngstown

Columbus

Webinar

Columbus

Webinar

Akron

Akron

Columbus

Columbus

Columbus

Columbus

Columbus
Columbus
Columbus

Columbus

Columbus

Columbus
Columbus

Webinar

Please contact Justin Long

WANT TO CONTRIBUTE TO OUR NEXT EDITION OF FOR THE RECORD?
OJC IS ALWAYS INTERESTED IN ARTICLES AND IDEAS TO POST.
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PLEASE NOTE:

This schedule is SUBJECT TO CHANGE. View the Judicial College homepage for course schedule updates and
additional information via http.//www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/Boards/judCollege/default.aspx#.

To register for a Judicial College course or to view a course announcement, please visit our online registration site at
http.//www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/Boards/judCollege/default. aspx.

1. Every two years, full-time judges, part-time judges, and retired judges eligible for assignment are required to obtain 40 hours of
CLE. Ofthe 40 hours, 10 hours must be obtained from the Judicial College and include 3.00 hours of judicial conduct.
(Gov.Jud. R. 1V, §3).

2. Effective January 1, 2019, every two years, magistrates are required to obtain 40 hours of CLE. Of the 40 hours, 10 hours must be
obtained from the Judicial College and include 3.00 hours of judicial conduct. (Gov.Bar R. X, §12).

3. Every two years, acting judges are required to obtain 24 hours of CLE. Of the 24 hours, 10 hours must be obtained from
the Judicial College and 2.50 hours of professional conduct are required. Acting Judges may obtain professional conduct
hours from the Judicial College or another approved provider. (Gov.Bar R. X, §11).

4. Full-day courses of legal education typically consist of 5.5 Judicial College or CLE credit hours and are from 9:00 a.m. - 4:00
p.m., unless otherwise noted.

5. Webinars qualify for self-study credit hours. Individuals may participate in these courses via their personal/work computers. Check
individual course announcements for the time of the courses and approved credit hours.

6. The Judicial College cannot accept registration for courses until the course announcement has been emailed and
online registration is opened through OhioCourtEDU.

7. (*) Indicates course registration through an association. Please check the event announcement when it is distributed by
your association to confirm the credit hoursto be offered.

8. For all non-association courses, please check the Judicial College course announcement when it is emailed to confirm
whether judicial and/or professional conduct hours will be offered.

9. (**) There is no pre-registration or tuition for the Judicial Candidates Seminars. Please note, if elected, new judges
must attend New Judge Orientation (NJO) pursuant to Gov.Jud.R. IV, §10.

10. Additional providers and courses for probation officers (e.g., firearms) and court security officers (e.g., subject
control, formerly “defensive tactics”) can be accessed via the following links
http://’www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/Boards/judCollege/courtSecurityEd/default.asp and
http://’www.ohioattorneygeneral. gov/Law-Enforcement/Ohio-Peace-Olfficer-Training-Academy/Course-Catalog/Co
urse-Categories/Court-Services

Please refer to individual course announcements for the approved Judicial College or CLE credit hours
and for course registration information.

To access Gov. Jud.R. IV and Gov.Bar R. X, please go to: www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/LegalResources/Rules/default.asp.
To access CLE rule changes and FAQs, go to: www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/AttySves/CLE/ruleChanges2014/judgeFAQ.asp.

OHIO JUDICIAL COLLEGE
(phone) 614.387.9445 (fax) 614.387.9449  (e-mail) ohiocourtedu@sc.ohio.gov
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PLEASE NOTE:

PLEASE NOTE:
This schedule is SUBJECT TO CHANGE. View the Judicial College homepage for course schedule updates and
additional information via http.//www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/Boards/judCollege/default.aspx#.

To register for a Judicial College course or to view a course announcement, please visit our online registration site at
http.://'www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/Boards/judCollege/default.aspx#.

Every two years, full-time judges, part-time judges, and retired judges eligible for assignment are required to obtain 40 hours of
CLE. Of'the 40 hours, 10 hours must be obtained from the Judicial College and include 3.00 hours of Judicial Conduct.
(Gov.Jud. R. 1V, §3 A-C).

Every two years, magistrates are required to obtain 24 hours of CLE. Of the 24 hours, 10 hours must be obtained from the
Judicial College and 2.50 hours of professional conduct are required. Magistrates may obtain professional conduct hours from the
Judicial College or another approved provider. (Gov.Bar R. X, §12).

Every two years, acting judges are required to obtain 24 hours of CLE. Of the 24 hours, 10 hours must be obtained from
the Judicial College and 2.50 hours of professional conduct are required. Acting Judges may obtain professional conduct
hours from the Judicial College or another approved provider. (Gov.Bar R. X, §11).

Full-day courses of legal education typically consist of 5.5 Judicial College or CLE credit hours and are from 9:00 a.m. -
4:00 p.m., unless otherwise noted.

NEW: “Webinars” now replace “Web Conferences” formerly delivered via local host sites. Individuals may now participate in
these courses via their personal/work computers. Webinars will qualify for self-study credit hours. Check individual course

announcements for the time of the courses and approved credit hours.

The Judicial College cannot accept registration for courses until the course announcement has been emailed and
online registration is opened through OhioCourtEDU.

(*) Indicates course registration through an association. Please check the event announcement when it is distributed by
your association to confirm the credit hoursto be offered.

For all non-association courses, please check the Judicial College course announcement when it is emailed to confirm
whether judicial and/or professional conduct hours will be offered.

(**) There is no pre-registration or tuition for the Judicial Candidates Seminars.

10. NEW: Additional providers and courses for probation officers (e.g., firearms) and court security officers (e.g.,

subject control, formerly “defensive tactics”) can be accessed via the following links
http://www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/Boards/judCollege/courtSecurityEd/default.asp and
http://’www.ohioattorneygeneral. gov/Law-Enforcement/Ohio-Peace-Officer-Training-Academy/Course-
Catalog/Course-Categories/Court-Services

Please refer to individual course announcements for the approved Judicial College or CLE credit hours
and for course registration information.

To access Gov. Jud.R. IV and Gov.Bar R. X, please go to: www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/LegalResources/Rules/default.asp.
To access CLE rule changes and FAQs, go to: www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/AttySves/CLE/ruleChanges2014/judgeFAQ.asp.

OHIO JUDICIAL COLLEGE
(phone) 614.387.9445 (fax) 614.387.9449 (e-mail) ohiocourtedu@sc.ohio.gov
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Ohio Judicial Conference Staff

Executive Director
Hon. Paul Pfeifer, Retired
Paul.Pfeifer@sc.ohio.gov

614-387-9762

Legislative Counsel
Marta Mudri, Esq.
Marta.Mudri@sc.ohio.gov

614-387-9764

Deputy Legislative Counsel
Joshua Williams, Esq.
Joshua.Williams@sc.ohio.gov

614-387-9767

Deputy Legislative Counsel
Shawn Welch, Esq.
Shawn.Welch@sc.ohio.gov

614-387-9765

Fiscal/HR Officer
Aleta Burns
Aleta.Burns@sc.ohio.gov

614-387-9757

Legislative Services Specialist
Justin Long

Justin.Long@sc.ohio.gov

614-387-9756
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