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To Chairman Bacon Vice Chalr Dolan, Ranking Member Thomas, and members
of the Senate Judiciary Committee, my name is Gary Daniels, chief lobbyist for
the American Civil Liberties Union of Ohio (“ACLU of Ohlo”) and I appear to
present opponent testlmony on Amended Senate Bill 231.

The ACLU of Ohro has numerous concerns about SB 231 we beheve Would be
helpful to summarlze for mémbers of this committee.

Flrst there appears to be significant confusion as to whether or not the v1olent «
offender database created by this bill will or will not be available to the pubhc to
search. In sponsor testimony delivered in November 2017, it is clear the sponsor
anticipates the database will be a public one given the scenario he raised ofa 19-
year-old college student searching for apartments who is curlous as to the possible
crrmmal records of her prospectlve nelghbors /

Yet, in Line 274 of the bill, it is clearly explained the database is “not a public _
record under Section 149.43 of the Revised Code.”. Before proceeding any further
with consideration of SB 231, the ACLU of Ohio believes it is important to
clarlfy this matter and the sponsor s intentions. -

The ACLU of Ohro is-against SB 231 whether the database is private or pubhcly
accessible. But, if this bill is amended to explicitly make this database searchable
by the public, numerous other problems arise regarding the effect of such
registries on the successful reintegration into society of those who pald their debt-
to society and left prison.

What will unquestionably be public record as a result of SB 231 is various.

' personal information about all those forced to register. This includes a person’s a)

Social Security Number, b) driver’s license number, and c) license plate number.
Indeed, SB 231 explicitly makes such information available to the public (see
Lines 276-282). Again, before proceeding any further on this legislation, the
ACLU of Ohio believes, at a minimum, further research and inquiry needs done
to determine the legality of disclo smg such 1nformat10n under current state and
federal laws.
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SB 231 does allow a person te petition a court to have some or all of that
information removed from public record if they can demonstrate a fear for their

_ safety. But, that is the sole criteria by which thls 1nformat10n can become private,
~and only 1f a court agrees. -

Even if these concerns and problems are rectlﬁed the ACLU of Oth questions -
‘the need for, and effectiveness of, yet another’ reglstry of criminal offenders and
the expansion of government bureaucracy necessary to accomphsh the mandates
of SB 231. There is no evidence sex offender and the various other reglstnes
adopted in Ohio and around the country have any effect in reducing the crlmes or
: behaV1ors they are meant to address. .

This is an important point to consider as it is hard to believe passage of SB 231
-~ would be the last we hear of this issue. More likely, we will see such a database
. made exphc1t1y public. Perhaps with additional offenses added, more rigorous,
reporting requirements, and enhanced penalties. Th1s seems to always be the
traJectory of such laws and pohcles

_ Indeed, what were once registries for only sex offenses have turned into a system

- of ever-growing lists of numerous offenses. These lists start more modestly, then
expand in scope and size. DNA databases are an excellent example. They were

once sold to legislatures and the public as only for the most serious felony

convictions. ‘Then all felony convictions. Then, like in Ohio, all felony arrests.

Now we see proposals to expand it to certain misdemeanor conv1ct10ns And on

and on. : ‘

Members of the Senate Judiciary Committee, at the very least, clarification is
“needed as to whether SB 231 is a private or public database and the legal
ramlﬁcatlons of dissemination to the pubhc of others™ Social Securlty Numibers,
drivers’ hcense numbers, and license plate numbers. Far better would be to
abandon SB 231 as an unnecessary growth of government bureaucracy that, like
others before it, will have no impact on the underlymg problems it seeks to ’
: address o '
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