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Background



In 1995 the Ohio legislature passed campaign finance reform legislation limiting campaign contributions and requiring certain types of financial disclosure. Key to the new public disclosure was a provision requiring that candidates report employer identification for individual contributors who gave more than $100. Public disclosure of the employer of a contributor enables the public to examine the economic interests supporting candidates. With this information, voters have another tool to evaluate how candidates might be persuaded to vote on key issues.



Statewide and General Assembly campaign committees filing campaign finance statements must 

	report the name of an individual contributor’s current employer or, if self-employed, his or her 

	occupation, if the individual makes a contribution of more than $100.  If a campaign committee 

   	does not receive the information when the contribution is received, it must make its best effort to

	obtain this information. [R.C. 3517.10(B)(4)(b)(ii),(E)(2)]  Ohio Campaign Finance Handbook, 

	p. 16



“It is a common misconception that candidates can simply do one or the other. It isn’t filer’s choice. Candidate committees need to identify the employer or if self-employed the occupation,” said Curt Mayhew, campaign finance administrator for the Ohio Secretary of State during an interview on June 12, 2002.  



Major Findings



1. Ohio candidates continue to improve in disclosure but this only tells part of the story.

In 2001, Ohio statewide and legislative candidates received approximately $15.7 million in contributions. This total includes both monetary and in-kind contributions.  Candidates received $6.47 million from individuals who gave more than $100. Statewide and legislative candidates identified the employers or occupations of $6.3 million or 97.4 percent of the amount of individual contributions of more than $100.  This is a marked improvement.  Only 92 percent of contributions over $100 were identified during the 1999-2000 election cycle, 95 percent in 1998 and 92 percent in 1997. 





2001 Contributions and Employer Identification��Total amount received as individual contributions of over $100 by candidate committees in 2001 or amount that should be identified by candidates�$6,475,414.74��Amount actually identified by candidates�$6,307,210.76��Amount unidentified by candidates�$168,203.98��













Some candidates’ disclosure improved markedly.  However, a number of candidates identified as needing to improve in the Citizen Policy Center’s 1999-2000 Candidate Disclosure Report Card continued to identify employers at the same level or declined. 



Legislators who needed to improve in 1999-2000

and where they are now��Legislator�Amount to identify

2001�Amount identified

2001�# not identified

2001�Grade 2001�Grade 1999-2000�Grade 1998��Jim Carmichael�$11,000�$11,000�0�100%  A�F�-��J. Tom Lendrum�$3,600�$3,600�0�100%  A�C�-��Tim Schaffer�$1,450�$1,450�0�100%  A�C�-��Larry Householder�$239,250�$235,150�5�98.29%  A�B�A��Bill Seitz�$22,025�$20,650�5�93.76%  A�B�-��Lynn Wachtmann�$97,347�$86,037�35�88.38%  B�B�A��Jim Trakas�$76,550�$67,350�11�87.98%  B�B�D��Shawn Webster�$18075�$15,575�1�86.17%  B�F�-��David Goodman�$38,100�$32,700�17�85.83%  B�B�A��Ron Amstutz�$4,625�$3,625�1�78.38%  C�B�A��Gary Cates�$67,600�$39,400�33�58.28%  F�D�A��Tim Ryan�$4,600�$2,550�8�55.43%  F�B�-��Jay Hottinger�$10,200�$3,000�14�29.41%  F�D�A��Claudette Woodard�$650�$0�4�0%  F�D�-��Robert Spada�$0�$0�0�-�F�-��-  Did not run for office that year or received no contributions in this category.

��





































Fifteen candidates failed to identify $5,000 or more in contributions that require disclosure of contributors’ employers.  



Candidates who failed to identify $5,000 or more*��Candidate Name �Total #

contributions

over $100 or contributions that should be identified�Amount to 

identify�Amt of Contributions unidentified

(Employer field left blank) �% $

Identified��Bob Taft�2,771�$2,347,184�$51,075�97.82% A��Betty Montgomery�872�$464,401�$30,270�93.48% A��Jim Petro�1,268�$671,102�$28,430�95.76% A��Gary Cates�93�$67,600�$28,200�58.28% F��Joseph Deters�610�$316,408�$24,380�92.29% A��Lynn Wachtmann�202�$97,347�$11,310�88.38% B��Michelle Schneider�123�$75,525�$9,300�87.69% B��Jim Trakas�114�$76,550�$9,200�87.98% B��Stephen Buehrer�108�$68,954�$7,500�89.12% B��Tim Hagan�107�$109,600�$7,500�93.16% A��Jay Hottinger�20�$10,200�$7,200�29.41% F��J. Kenneth Blackwell �407�$339,347�$6,725�98.02% A��Geoffrey Smith�69�$26,100�$5,600�78.54% C��David Goodman�103�$38,100�$5,400�85.83% B��Kevin DeWine�26�$15,500�$5,000�67.74% D��*This chart includes candidates who failed to identify $5,000 or more in contributions and had at least 10 contributions of more than $100.��































2. Some legislators need to improve their basic disclosure.



The following legislators earned less than a “B” and failed to disclose 10 or more contributions from individuals who gave more than $100.





Legislators who need to improve their basic disclosure��Legislator�Total # of Contributions over $100�Total $ of Contributions that should be Identified�Amount Actually

Identified�% $ Identified/

Grade��Rep. Geoffrey Smith-Columbus�69�$26,100�$20,500�78.54% C��Rep. Barbara Sykes-Akron�11�$2,200�$1,700�77.27% C��Rep. Jeff Manning- North Ridgeville�24�$10,925�$8,425�77.12% C��Senator Jim Jordan-Urbana�12�$2,875�$2,000�69.57% D��Rep. Kevin DeWine-Fairborn�26�$15,500�$10,500�67.74% D��Rep. Gary Cates-West Chester�93�$67,600�$39,400�58.28% F��Senator Tim Ryan-Niles�19�$4,600�$2,550�55.43% F��Senator Jay Hottinger-Newark�20�$10,200�$3,000�29.41% F��* These are the legislators who received less than a B and had more than 10 contributions to identify. ��



3. Unknown contributors are known to other candidates.



Some candidates failed to identify well-known contributors. An analysis of several large contributions found that some candidates appear to overlook employer identifications other candidates were able to find. Candidates need to make employer identification a priority for staff handling these reports. 



Contributor &

Employer �Amount�Employer field left blank or Unidentified in filings by�Identified in candidate filings by��Ann Brennan,

Amer Brennan & Cunningham/ Retired�$2,500

$200

$2,500�G. Cates,

K. Landefeld,

M. Schneider�K. Blackwell,

J. Manning,

B. Seitz��David Brennan, White Hat Mgmt/ Brennan Industrial Group�$2,500

$2,500�G. Cates,

M. Schneider�B. Montgomery,

J. Deters,

R. Young��Phyllis Cafaro,

Cafaro Company�$1,000�T. Hagan�B. Taft��Thomas Green, Thomas C. Green & Associates�$250 & $1,000�J. Hottinger�A.Womer Benjamin,

R. Latta��Robert Lambert, Robert Lambert & Associates�$250

$250

$250

$250

$200

$250�J. Hottinger,

B. Harris,

G. Cates,

C.J. Prentiss,

J. Callender,

T. Ryan�G. DiDonato,

G.D. Metelsky,

L. Householder,

J. Sulzer,

L. Mumper.

J. Armbruster��Rachel Longaberger, Longaberger Baskets�$1,000�J. Hottinger�J. Petro��Tamala Longaberger, Longaberger Baskets�$1,000�J. Hottinger�J. Petro, 

B. Montgomery,

K. Blackwell��Thomas Pappas,  Pappas & Associates�$250

$296�G. Cates,

S. Reinhard�K. Faber,

K. DeWine��Paul Tipps, Public Policy Consultants�$150�C.Woodard�J. Husted,

L. Herington,

S. Smith��Richard Weiland, Weiland & Associates�$250

$250�G. Cates,

P. Lawson Jones�L. Mumper,

B. Sykes,

R. Schuler��Abigail Wexner, The Limited�$500

$2,500�B. Sykes,

B. Montgomery�C. Redfern,

J. Beatty,

S. Driehaus��Leslie Wexner, The Limited�$1,300�G. Cates�L. Householder,

J. Trakas,

S. Buehrer��Dennis Wojtanowski, Success Group�$200�C. Woodard�J. Husted, 

L. Reidelbach��

4. Fifty-seven candidates used ambiguous or “generic” identifications totaling $272,414. 



In the past, the Center has awarded grades based solely on whether or not the candidate filled in any information in the employer/occupation identification space.  Basic identification has improved.  Ninety-seven percent of the amount of individual contributions of more than $100 was identified in 2001.  This is a marked improvement.  Only 92 percent of contributions over $100 were identified during the 1999-2000 election cycle, 95 percent in 1998 and 92 percent in 1997. 



According to Ohio law, candidates are required by law to identify contributors’ employers if they contribute more than $100. If the individual is self-employed, then the candidate must identify the occupation. “Self-employed” fills in the blank on the form but does not provide the occupation of the contributor or the economic interest behind the contribution.  A person can be a self-employed investor, real estate broker, graphic artist, attorney, architect, manufacturer of auto parts, manufacturer of toys, etc.  Titles are not appropriate under Ohio law.  No one can be a self-employed CEO.   









Beyond Ohio law, the voters of Ohio deserve more accurate, detailed information about the economic interests that are backing particular candidates so they may make informed decisions on Election Day.  Ohio citizens deserve more than “generic” identifications. Those who are self-employed must identify the name of their businesses.



Vague or generic identifications make it impossible for citizens or the press to identify the economic or policy interests of the contributor.  “Generic” identifications really say very little about the interests of contributors. For example, “self employed” is an acceptable identification by law, but does it really tell us what the person does or what type of company the person owns?    A consultant, for example, is a popular “generic” identification.  Consultants can, of course, provide medical, political, business management or financial advice.  



Most top government officials and candidates for statewide office met the criteria of basic/ “fill-in-the-blank” dislosure at 90% or more. Because Ohio candidates have become more proficient with basic disclosure and because there were 504 “generic” identifications, we are grading candidates in two different ways. The first method, the one we have used in previous disclosure studies, candidates are given credit for any identifications provided except for “best effort.”  The second method gives credit for employer/occupation identifications that actually tell the voters the economic interest represented by the contribution.  Using the second method, we are not giving credit for “generic” identifications.  





Legislators encouraged to make more meaningful identifications��Legislator�Total # contributions over $100�# of generic ids�$ Amount of generic identifications�Grade

with credit for any ids�% $ Identified with no credit for generic ids��Rep. Bill Seitz-Cincinnati�81�18�$3,600�93.76% A�77.41% ��Rep. Charles Wilson-St. Clairsville�49�11�$2,150�100% A�77.01%��Rep Stephen Buehrer-Delta�108�8�$8,450�89.12% B�76.87%��Rep. Thomas Collier-Mt. Vernon�49�9�$2,000�91.44% B�73.42%��Rep. Teresa Fedor-Toledo�14�3�$450�89.29% B�73.21%��Rep. Jamie Callender-Willowick�17�1�$2,500�89.05% B�67.75%��Rep. John Boccieri-New Middleton�25�11�$2,055�100% A�64.64%��Rep. Kevin DeWine-Fairborn�26�6�$875�67.74% D�62.10%��Rep. Sylvester Patton-Youngstown�11�1�$1,500�94.74% A�55.26%��Rep. Michelle Schneider-Cincinnati�123�40�$27,450�87.69% B�51.34%��Sen. David Goodman-Bexley�103�36�$13,450�85.83% B�50.52%��

5. Campaign finance data entry has improved and electronic filing improves accuracy. 



The Ohio Secretary of State’s Office has a new state contractor for data entry and there were few data entry problems.  The data entry firm used by the Ohio Secretary of State failed to enter employer names provided by candidates in the reports from John Boccieri, Robert Gardner, Nancy Hollister, Annie Key, C.J. Prentiss, Linda Reidelbach, Tim Ryan, Amy Salerno, and John White. 



Ohio Secretary of State Blackwell and his staff have worked to move Ohio’s campaign finance system into the 21st Century and began accepting electronic filings in 2001. Many candidates filed electronically, making it easier and timelier for voters to view their campaign contributions.  



6. Outdated in-kind contribution forms continue to be handed out to some candidates. 



The 1995 campaign finance reform law required that candidates provide the employer of individuals who contribute more than $100, including those who make in-kind contributions. Updated forms requesting legally required information for in-kind contributions were printed and released in April 1999. However, some of the local boards of elections continued to hand out outdated in-kind contributions received forms, even though they had been issued revised forms as early as 1999. Just over a year ago, the local boards were given a directive from the Ohio Secretary of State’s office to discontinue using any old forms.



Curt Mayhew, the campaign finance administrator for the Ohio Secretary of State, reported that, “All boards

were notified most recently over a year ago of the change in the forms. They all should have, by directive, 

gotten rid of everything that they had on hand which was not in the new set.  The Boards of Elections should 

not be handing out in-kind forms that do not have the employer/occupation information allotted on the form.”

 

However, the outdated forms which did not include a space for the employer/occupation for in-kind contributors.

were given to 11 candidates.  We contacted Boards of Election and examined forms at the Office of the Ohio

Secretary of State. “We’re permitted to continue to hand out the old forms until our supply is depleted,” stated Bonnie Carlier at the Fairfield County Board of Elections on June 10, “We have the new forms, but are allowed to accept the old ones.”



Because the fault does not lie with the Secretary of State’s office or the candidates, we have adjusted the grade for candidates who were given the outdated in-kind forms, giving them credit as if they had properly disclosed the employer. This is the third and final report that we have had to do this adjustment. We will not adjust grades on this basis in the future. We strongly recommend that boards of election need to destroy any outdated forms they may have, since they no longer meet the legal requirements for disclosure.



The following candidates’ grades were impacted by their failure to provide employer identifications for in-kind contributors. Their adjusted grades are listed after the Center gave credit for those contributions appearing on outdated forms.





Candidates who failed to provide employer identification of in-kind contributions and used out-dated in-kind contribution reporting forms��Candidate�Original grade based on SOS database and disclosure based on Ohio law�Grade for basic disclosure after credit adjustment made by the Citizens Policy Center��Representative John Boccieri�84.01% B�100% A��Representative George Caldwell�      0% F�100%  A��Representative Ken Carano�42.72% F�100% A��Representative Wayne Coates�61.54% F�100% A��Representative Dean DePiero�78.86% C�              91.87% A��David Dettman�82.59% B�100%  A��Senator Greg DiDonato�96.10% A�100%  A��Alexander Madorsky�       0%  F�100%  A��Representative Stephen Reinhard�48.15% F�100%  A��Senator Michael Shoemaker�97.72% A�100 %  A��Senator Lynn Wachtmann�88.05%  B�88.38%  B��

 

Recommendations



Election 2002 provides an opportunity for candidates truly committed to disclosure. Candidates should meet requirements of the law and only provide occupation if contributors are truly self-employed. It is possible that substantive disclosure legislation will pass before the election but in the mean time candidates can provide more specific identifications so that the voters of Ohio have accurate, detailed information about the economic and policy interests supporting candidates. The citizens of Ohio expect more than “best effort” and more than “generic” identifications.  Employer identifications need to provide actual information. 



More than 97% of individual contributions of more than $100 were identified in 2001.  This gives us a picture of the kind of disclosure we can expect if political party committees (state and county) are required to identify more than simply names. Voters deserve more information about all political dollars. The time has come to move past the rhetoric to actual full party disclosure as law.    

 





















Appendix





Statewide Candidates and Employer Identification��Candidate Name �Total #

Contrib.

Over $100�Amt to 

Identify�Amt Un- identified�% $

Identified�# of 

Generic 

Identifica

tions�$ of

Generic 

Identifications�% $

with generics��J. Kenneth Blackwell �407�$339,347�$6,725�98.02%�0�$0�98.02%��Joseph Deters�610�$316,408�$24,380�92.29%�3�$850�92.03%��John Eastman�3�$1,468�$0�100%�1�$250�82.97%��Bryan Flannery�74�$28,175�$125�99.56%�1�$1,000�96.01%��Tim Hagan�107�$109,600�$7,500�93.16%�0�$0�93.16%��Leigh Herington�52�$16,776�$0�100%�0�$0�100%��Betty Montgomery�872�$464,401�$30,270�93.48%�3�$550�93.36%��Jim Petro�1,268�$671,102�$28,430�95.76%�91�$43,742�89.25%��Bob Taft�2,771�$2,347,184�$51,075�97.82%�130�$109,160�93.17%��































































Ohio Representatives and Employer Identification��Representative�Total  # Contrib. over $100�Amount to Identify�% $ Identified�# of Generic identifications�$ of Generic Identifications�% $ including generics�Grade for basic disclosure�����������Dixie Allen�3�$1,150�100%�0�$0�100%�A��James Aslanides�37�$17,558�93.74%�1�$175�92.74%�A��Catherine Barrett�8�$1,975�100%�1�$500�74.68%�A��Joyce Beatty�4�$1,100�100%�2�$650�40.91%�A��Charles Blasdel�24�$14,700�91.16%�0�$0�91.16%�A��John Boccieri�25�$5,812�100%�11�$2,055�64.64%�B��Tom Brinkman�28�$9,144�96.29%�2�$455�91.32%�A��Samuel Britton�No applicable contributions in 2001��Edna Brown�No fund-raising activity in 2001��Stephen Buehrer�108�$68,954�89.12%�8�$8,450�76.87%�B��Jamie Callender�17�$11,735�89.05%�1�$2,500�67.75%�B��Charles Calvert�22�$11,097�93.94%�0�$0�93.94%�A��Kenneth Carano�2�$351�100%�1�$150�57.28%�A��John Carey�117�$57,556�100%�1�$150�99.74%�A��Jim Carmichael�21�$11,000�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Gary Cates�93�$67,600�58.28%�0�$0�58.28%�F��Mary Cirelli�No applicable contributions in 2001��Patricia Clancy�69�$39,650�100%�6�$3,575�90.98%�A��Wayne Coates�3�$650�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Thomas Collier�49�$11,100�91.44%�9�$2,000�73.42%�A��Anthony Core�8�$3,200�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Rex Damschroder�4�$600�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Michael DeBose�No fund-raising activity in 2001��Dean DePiero�51�$16,618�91.87%�0�$0�91.87%�A��Kevin DeWine�26�$15,500�67.74%�6�$875�62.10%�D��L. George Distel�28�$6,017�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Steven Driehaus�14�$2,700�100%�0�$0�100%�A��David Evans�8�$1,195�100%�3�$450�62.34%�A��Keith Faber�52�$27,625�99.10%�1�$250�98.19%�A��Representative�Total  # Contrib. over $100�Amount to Identify�% $ Identified�# of Generic identifications�$ of Generic Identifications�% $ including generics�Grade for basic disclosure��Teresa Fedor�14�$2,800�89.29%�3�$450�73.21%�B��Diana Fessler�4�$1,000�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Bryan Flannery�74�$28,175�99.56%�1�$1,000�96.01%�A��Larry L. Flowers�16�$12,855�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Mike Gilb�31�$14,696�90.98%�0�$0�90.98%�A��Timothy Grendell�22�$33,950�100%�0�$0�100%�A��John Hagan�22�$9,600�94.79%�1�$250�92.19%�A��William Hartnett�11�$1,870�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Nancy Hollister�20�$4,300�100%�2�$400�90.70%�A��James Hoops�75�$36,200�98.90%�0�$0�98.90%�A��Larry Householder�256�$239,250�98.29%�6�$4,500�96.41%�A��Jim Hughes�64�$30,800�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Jon Husted�93�$78,573�99.81%�6�$6,800�91.15%�A��Ed Jerse�4�$600�75%�0�$0�75%�C��Gregory Jolivette�64�$22,065�95.65%�2�$390�93.88%�A��Merle Grace Kearns�15�$5,000�100%�1�$250�95%�A��Annie Key�8�$1,750�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Sally Conway Kilbane�6�$1,640�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Joe Koziura�No fund-raising activity in 2001��K. Eileen Krupinski�3�$560�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Anthony Latell, Jr.�3�$950�31.58%�0�$0�31.58%�F��Robert Latta�19�$21,000�100%�0�$0�100%�A��J. Tom Lendrum�7�$3,600�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Jeffrey Manning�24�$10,925�77.12%�0�$0�77.12%�C��Lance Mason�No fund-raising activity in 2001��Jim McGregor�No applicable contributions in 2001��Kerry Metzger�8�$1,500�90%�5�$950�26.67%�A��Dale Miller�22�$7,600�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Ray Miller�22�$5,100�85.29%�1�$150�82.35%�B��Tom Niehaus�47�$9,023�100%�4�$700�92.24%�A��Mary Rose Oakar�No fund-raising activity in 2001��Bill Ogg�2�$300�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Representative�Total  # Contrib. over $100�Amount to Identify�% $ Identified�# of Generic identifications�$ of Generic Identifications�% $ including generics�Grade for basic disclosure��Lynn Olman�89�$25,700�92.61%�9�$3,050�80.74%�A��Robert Otterman�17�$3,970�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Sylvester Patton�11�$3,800�94.74%�1�$1,500�55.26%�A��Jeanine Perry�No applicable contributions in 2001��Jon Peterson�80�$52,276�84.12%�5�$5,775�73.08%�B��Tom Raga�85�$38,980�93.59%�0�$0�93.59%�A��Chris Redfern�27�$9,180�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Linda Reidelbach�21�$4,800�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Stephen Reinhard�3�$571�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Ronald Rhine�8�$1,354�36.93%�0�$0�36.93%�F��Twyla Roman�2�$300�100%�1�$150�50%�A��Amy Salerno�10�$3,550�100%�1�$250�92.96%�A��Tim Schaffer�6�$1,450�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Jean Schmidt�59�$40,351�100%�5�$1,650�95.91%�A��Michelle Schneider�123�$75,525�87.69%�40�$27,450�51.34%�B��Kirk Schuring�40�$39,050�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Derrick Seaver�4�$1,350�100%�1�$500�62.96%�A��William Seitz�81�$22,025�93.76%�18�$3,600�77.41%�A��Arlene Setzer�12�$3,750�92%�1�$150�88%�A��Daniel J. Sferra�2�$450�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Geoffrey Smith�69�$26,100�78.54%�0�$0�78.54%�C��Shirley Smith�9�$1,600�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Dennis Stapleton�42�$9,800�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Fred Strahorn�8�$1,350�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Erin Sullivan�3�$475�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Joseph Sulzer�16�$3,876�96.13%�0�$0�96.13%�A��Barbara Sykes�11�$2,200�77.27%�0�$0�77.27%�C��James Trakas�114�$76,550�87.98%�9�$4,900�81.58%�B��Shawn Webster�20�$18,075�86.17%�0�$0�86.17%�B��John White�10�$9,000�100%�0�$0�100%�A��John Widowfield�14�$8,550�100%�0�$0�100%�A��John Willamowski�9�$1,925�58.44%�0�$0�58.44%�F��Representative�Total  # Contrib. over $100�Amount to Identify�% $ Identified�# of Generic identifications�$ of Generic Identifications�% $ including generics�Grade for basic disclosure��Bryan Williams�6�$2,000�87.50%�0�$0�87.50%�B��Charles Wilson, Jr.�49�$9,350�100%�11�$2,150�77.01%�A��Larry Wolpert�27�$13,317�100%�1�$250�98.12%�A��Ann Womer Benjamin�122�$69,150�93.94%�1�$500�93.22%�A��Claudette Woodward�4�$650�0%�0�$0�0%�F��Ron Young�71�$30,800�99.51%�15�$4,550�84.74%�A��

































































Ohio Senators and Employer Identification

��Senator�Total  # Contrib. over $100�Amount to Identify�% $ Identified�# of Generic identifications�$ of Generic Identifications�% $ including generics�Grade for basic disclosure��Ron Amstutz�5�$4,625�78.38%�0�$0�78.38%�C��Jeffry Armbruster�225�$64,958�98.46%�14�$2,550�94.53%�A��Steve Austria�54�$24,825�100%�1�$150�99.4%�A��Louis Blessing�No applicable contributions in 2001��Daniel Brady�No applicable contributions in 2001��Jim Carnes�No fund-raising activity in 2001��Kevin Coughlin�76�$27,542�98.64%�0�$0�98.64%�A��Greg DiDonato�27�$6,816�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Ben Espy�10�$1,850�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Richard Finan�14�$10,250�82.93%�0�$0�82.93%�B��Eric Fingerhut�109�$37,275�100%�7�$1,225�96.71%�A��Linda Furney�No fund-raising activity in 2001��Randy Gardner�62�$50,150�99.7%�0�$0�99.7%�A��Robert Gardner�6�$1,500�100%�0�$0�100%�A��David Goodman�103�$38,100�85.83%�36�$13,450�50.52%�B��Robert Hagan�7�$2,550�90.2%�0�$0�90.2%�A��Bill Harris�77�$21,082�98.81%�1�$397�96.93%�A��Leigh Herington�52�$16,776� 100%�0�$0�100%�A��Jay Hottinger�20�$10,200�29.41%�0�$0�29.41%�F��Jeff Jacobson�59�$51,850�100%�1�$500�99.04%�A��Jim Jordan�12�$2,875�69.57%�0�$0�69.57%�D��Mark Mallory�19�$6,300�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Priscilla Mead�1�$200�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Larry Mumper�17�$6,310�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Scott Nein�6�$1,500�100%�0�$0�100%�A��W. Scott Oeslager�9�$2,150�100%�0�$0�100%�A��C.J. Prentiss�11�$2,700�90.74%�0�$0�90.74%�A��Tom Roberts�No fund-raising activity in 2001��Tim Ryan�19�$4,600�55.43%�0�$0�55.43%�F��Michael Shoemaker�50�$15,325�100%�1�$200�98.69%�A��Senator�Total  # Contrib. over $100�Amount to Identify�% $ Identified�# of Generic identifications�$ of Generic Identifications�% $ including generics�Grade for basic disclosure��Robert Spada�No applicable contributions in 2001��Lynn Wachtmann�202�$97,347�88.38%�7�$3,200�85.09%�B��Doug White�No fund-raising activity in 2001��



Other Candidates and Disclosures



Candidate Name �Total #

Contrib.

Over $100�Amount to

Identify�% $

Identified�# of

Generic

Identifications�$ of

Generic

Identifications�% $

including

generics�Grade for basic disclosure��John Adams�1�$125�100%�0�$0�100%�A��John Barnes�1�$300�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Toni Barnes�1�$1,000�100%�0�$0�0%�A��Steve Bell�3�$3,250�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Todd Book�3�$2,770�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Jeffrey Dean�1�$150�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Fred Deel�1�$500�100%�0�$0�100%�A��David Dettman�5�$1,210�82.59%�0�$0�82.59%�B��John Eastman�3�$1,468�100%�1�$250�82.97%�A��Ben Espy�10�$1,850�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Clyde Evans�9�$7,600�19.74%�0�$0�19.74%�F��Chad Foust�22�$7,992�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Bob Gibbs�8�$2,500�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Keith Hammond�1�$300�0%�0�$0�0%�F��Eric Hasemeier�4�$3,100�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Ron Hood�6�$1,400�32.14%�0�$0�32.14%�F��Bruce Jaynes�1�$111�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Archie Johnson�2�$375�0%�0�$0�0%�F��T.J. Johnson�1�$2,993�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Peter Lawson Jones�35�$14,995�82.99%�1�$120�82.19%�B��David Kidd�2�$1,500�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Charles Knight�1�$500�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Kurt Landefeld�4�$1,100�0%�0�$0�0%�F��Candidate Name �Total #

Contrib.

Over $100�Amount to

Identify�% $

Identified�# of

Generic

Identifications�$ of

Generic

Identifications�% $

including

generics�Grade for basic disclosure��Pat Leneghan�2�$335�0%�0�$0�0%�F��Alexander Madorsky�1�$240�100%�0�$0�100%�A��G. Dan Metelsky�7�$2,800�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Brian Paul�5�$1,250�100%�1�$450�64%�A��Donald Pond�4�$1,150�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Jim Raussen�25�$8,025�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Robert Roach�1�$200�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Harold Sayre�5�$1,200�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Robert Schuler�22�$9,795�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Jan Schwartz�28�$13,171�100%�1�$120�99.09%�A��Dan Stewart�1�$2,400�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Gary Suhadolnik�2�$2,000�100%�0�$0�100%�A��Brian Whitaker�1�$1,742�100%�0�$0�100%�A��























































Methodology



The Citizens Policy Center analyzed the 2001 contributions to statewide and Ohio General Assembly candidates. This information was obtained in electronic format from the Ohio Secretary of State’s office. Candidates had either filed electronically or on paper with the Secretary of State’s office.



Our analysis of the disclosure of employer/occupation identification is based solely on the information provided in the employer/occupation field. We verified our database with the paper filings (when available) at the Ohio Secretary of State’s office. In doing so, we discovered there were omissions in the data entry of some employer identifications as provided on the candidate’s original filings. We data entered these omissions into our database to ensure proper credit for disclosure. We then ran our analysis.



Ohio law requires that candidates report employer identification for individual contributors who gave more than $100. Because Ohio candidates have become more proficient with basic disclosure and because there were 504 “generic” identifications, we are grading candidates in two different ways. The first method, the one we have used in previous disclosure studies, candidates are given credit for any identifications provided except for “best effort.”  The second method gives credit for employer/occupation identifications that actually tell the voters the economic interest represented by the contribution.  Using the second method, we are not giving credit for “generic” identifications.  



Our grades are based on the total dollar amount, not the number of contributions in each category. Here is an example of how each grade was calculated:



Grade with credit for any identifications

(Total dollar amount of contributions that were identified)/(Total dollar amount of contributions that should have been identified)

Let’s take a look at  Governor Bob Taft’s figures:



Taft identified $2,296,109.10 of applicable contributions of a total of $2,347,184.10 that should have been identified.



$2,296,109.10 / $2,347,184.10 = 97.82%



Grade with no credit for “generic” identifications

(Total dollar amount of contributions that were identified – Total dollar amount of “generic” contributions)/ /Total dollar amount of contributions that should have been identified= grade with no credit for “generics”



Looking at Taft’s figures again, this is how the numbers fit into the equation:



Taft had made $109,160.00 in “generic” identifications.



($2,296,109.10 - $109,160.00) / $2,347,184.10 = 93.17%







Before releasing this report, the Center sent a letter with each candidate’s grades with an explanation of the two different grades to the appropriate candidate’s campaign treasurer for their review and comments. Specific requests for corrections were researched and corrected where needed.



For each candidate, the total amount in this database include the following:

	Contributions received

	Contributions received at a social or fund-raising event

	In-kind contributions received

We did not include Statements of Other Income, which include interest, refunds, returns, and other non-contributions income.



For questions or comments about the website (www.ohiocitizen.org/money.html) contact Catherine Turcer, 3400 N High St. #430, Columbus, OH 43202. cturcer@ohiocitizen.org,  614-263-4111. 
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