
Statement from Senator Seitz on the S.B. 58 Vote Postponement 
  
The following is a statement from Senator Bill Seitz (R–Cincinnati) on the postponement of the 
hearing and vote on Senate Bill 58: 
  
"Today I cancelled the Public Utilities Committee meeting and our consideration of Senate Bill 
58. 
  
This decision reflects nothing more than my continued adherence to the principle that it is 
more important to get this complex subject done right than to get it done quickly. This is 
particularly so since it is unlikely that the House could appropriately consider the bill in the last 
few days remaining this year. Extensive revisions have been made to the bill that is now before 
the Committee. An additional handful of amendments to the substitute bill that was to be 
accepted today have also been drafted, and the additional time will now allow us to 
incorporate those amendments into yet another fresh substitute bill which we will take up in 
the future. 
  
In addition, I will be pursuing a three prong strategy to reform the current envirosocialist 
mandates that have afflicted Ohio ratepayers through hidden charges and fees on their electric 
bills. These charges are likely to sharply escalate in the next few years if we do not act to pass 
Senate Bill 58 or act to pursue an alternative to that bill. 
The three prongs are as follows: 
  
    We will continue to work with parties who have acted honestly and in good faith to find 
compromise that will facilitate passage of Senate Bill 58. 
    We will shortly commence extensive hearings on Senator Jordan’s bill (Senate Bill 34). That 
bill would end the mandates once and for all at its passage. Half the states in the United States 
have no energy efficiency mandates at all. Approximately half the states that have renewable 
portfolio standard mandates have mandates that are less costly and less ambitious than Ohio’s. 
In most cases, those states’ mandates do not include unconstitutional and uneconomic 
requirements that renewable power emanate from sources located in that state, to the 
exclusion of cheaper sources from elsewhere in the United States. Given the inordinate 
difficulty that I have had in negotiating an orderly transition from the current central 
government planning model to free markets, I have decided to explore an alternative urged on 
me by my many friends in the Ohio House that a better alternative is to simply end the 
mandates now. Those who want to pay more for energy efficiency and renewable power will be 
free to buy it. Those who wish to purchase cheaper sources of electricity will be similarly free to 
choose. 
    I will also convene meetings of interested parties to map a legal strategy to seek judicial 
invalidation of the unconstitutional mandate that utilities purchase half their renewable energy 
from Ohio-based sources, to the exclusion of cheaper sources in other states. California, 
Massachusetts, and Minnesota have abandoned their in-state mandates in recognition of the 
constitutional problem. Lawsuits are presently pending in Colorado and North Dakota 
challenging these laws. The National Association of Regulatory Utility Commissioners (NARUC) 



observed several years ago that these in-state mandate laws are likely unconstitutional. The 
State of Michigan is poised to reform or repeal its in-state mandate, because a Federal Circuit 
Court of Appeals decision this year observed that it faced an insurmountable constitutional 
obstacle under the Commerce Clause of the United States Constitution. 
  
We have seen enough of unconstitutional government mandates emanating from federal and 
state governments, and liberty loving Ohioans should join together to seek judicial redress at 
the earliest possible time." 
 


