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Chair Manning, Vice Chair Reynolds, Ranking Member Hicks-Hudson, and Members of the Committee: 
 
I am pleased to offer this testimony for House Bill 265 on behalf of the Ohio Judicial Conference. 
 
In 2017, Judge Joseph Bruzzese was shot on his way into the Jefferson County Courthouse, in what the 
media called an “ambush-style attack.” Fortunately, Judge Bruzzese survived the attack and continues to 
serve on the common pleas bench today. In response to this incident, the legislature passed and enacted 
House Bill 431 in the 132nd General Assembly, which added judges and magistrates to the existing list of 
“designated public service workers” who are afforded some additional privacy and personal-information-
redaction protections. Because they are elected officials, judges’ addresses remain a public record, but 
HB 431 provided some safety in making that information a little harder for a disgruntled defendant or 
litigant to find. Unfortunately, retired judges, who face just as much a threat from angry criminal 
defendants and civil litigants as sitting judges, were omitted from this list. 
 
House Bill 265 corrects this omission by allowing “former,” or retired, designated public service workers 
to opt in to the privacy protections already afforded to sitting designated public service workers. As we 
hear more and more news stories about judges facing threats of, or actual, violence simply for doing their 
jobs, it is vital that we examine how we can ensure their safety, as well as the safety of their families. HB 
265 is an important step in accomplishing this, and I urge the Committee to favorably consider it. 
 
The OJC is also hopeful that HB 265 can be amended to clear up a problem that has arisen in Franklin 
County. Existing law, at R.C. 319.28(B)(1), provides that, upon request from a designated public service 
worker, the county auditor shall replace that person’s name with their initials on any records or databases 
made available to the public. The language in the Code is written in such a way that the Franklin County 
auditor and prosecutor have interpreted to actually not give the auditor this authority when it comes 
specifically to prosecutors and judges. As far as we know, this is the only county where this is occurring, 
and we have worked on an amendment, supported by the Franklin County Auditor, that would clarify 
this language to ensure that the auditor does in fact have the authority to provide this protection to our 
judges and prosecutors. We ask that the Committee include that amendment in HB 265. 
 
In closing, I would like to thank the sponsors of the bill for including retired public service workers, and 
in particular Rep. Wiggam for working with us to improve the bill while it was in the House. 
 
Paul E. Pfeifer 
Executive Director 


