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Chair Ray, Vice Chair LaRe, Ranking Member Brent, and members of the House General
Government, thank you for the opportunity to provide proponent testimony on House Bill 609.
My name is Hannah Kubbins, and I’m the Legislative Director of Americans for Prosperity -
Ohio.

Government derives its legitimacy from the consent of the governed, and that consent depends
on open deliberation and the freedom of citizens to speak before decisions are made. While
Ohio’s Open Meetings Law ensures that meetings are open to observe, it does not consistently
guarantee that Ohioans have an opportunity to be heard before formal action is taken. HB 609
addresses that gap by requiring public bodies to allow reasonable public commentary prior to
votes, while preserving appropriate time, place, and manner rules.

The need for this clarity is not theoretical. In recent years, Ohioans across the state have found
themselves barred from speaking at public meetings, even when attempting to address issues
directly affecting their communities.

In Canton, City Council voted in November 2025 to eliminate its public comment period
altogether. Residents who had previously relied on that forum were no longer allowed to speak
unless a council member specifically invited them to do so. One Canton resident subsequently
filed suit, arguing that the elimination of public comment violated basic democratic norms and
constitutional protections, underscoring the real-world consequences when public input is cut off
entirely.

In Trenton, City Council adopted rules in early 2026 that restricted public comment to city
residents only, required advance sign-ups shortly before meetings, and limited the ability of
speakers to respond or engage. Following significant public backlash, including residents who
live near, but not within, city limits being barred from speaking on major development decisions,
the council was forced to walk back several of those restrictions. This episode illustrates how
unclear standards can lead to exclusion and public distrust.



And in Madison Local School District, an Ohio school board removed residents from meetings
for making “antagonistic” or critical comments about board decisions. The Sixth Circuit Court of
Appeals ultimately ruled that such restrictions violated the First Amendment, reaffirming that
government bodies may not silence speakers simply because their views are uncomfortable or
critical.

When public bodies lack clear statutory guidance, speech rights are too often narrowed, unevenly
applied, or eliminated altogether. House Bill 609 provides a reasonable, constitutionally
grounded solution by ensuring that Ohioans have a meaningful opportunity to speak before
decisions are finalized without condoning disruption or disorder.

Importantly, HB 609 does not prevent public bodies from managing meetings responsibly. It
explicitly allows reasonable limits on the length and nature of comments and does not require
public officials to engage in debate or alter outcomes. Instead, it ensures that government
remains accountable, transparent, and responsive, consistent with the First Amendment’s role as
a safeguard against government overreach.

I respectfully urge the committee to support House Bill 609. Thank you for the opportunity to
provide testimony, and I am happy to answer any questions.



