
 

 

 

Ohio Prosecuting Attorneys Association 
 

Louis Tobin 
Executive Director  

House Bill 557 
Opponent Testimony 

February 25, 2026 
 

Chair Thomas, Vice-Chair Swearingen, Ranking Member Synenberg and members of the House Judiciary 
Committee, I appreciate the opportunity to provide opponent testimony on House Bill 557 that prohibits a 
court from denying judicial release based solely on the classification of the offense.  
 
Judicial release is an act of judicial grace. Judges should be able to grant or deny early release based on any 
relevant information. The simple fact of the matter is that the degree of felony that someone is convicted of 
is relevant to the question of whether that person should be released from prison early. This has even been 
recognized by the General Assembly in R.C. 2953.08(B)(3) that gives the state an appeal as of right for the 
modification of a sentence “under section 2929.20 of the Revised Code of a sentence that was imposed for 
a felony of the first or second degree.” Offenders seeking judicial release are given no similar right to appeal 
a denial of a motion for judicial release. In fact, with the typical motion for judicial release the court is free, 
under R.C. 2929.20(D)(1)(a), to deny the motion without a hearing. The courts of appeals of Ohio have 
consistently recognized that, pursuant to the clear terms of 2953.08 defendants do not have a right to appeal 
the order of a trial court denying judicial release. See State v. Hedgecoth, 2007-Ohio-4462. Neither can a denial 
of judicial release be appealed because inmates have no substantial right to judicial release and so a denial of 
a motion for judicial release is not a “final order” under R.C. 2505.03(A). Id. 
 
If the court does hold a hearing on a motion for judicial release the prosecutor, the victim, the victim’s 
representative, the victim’s attorney, and any other person the court determines is likely to present additional 
relevant information is allowed to present written and oral information relevant to the motion for judicial 
release. R.C. 292920(I). The court is prohibited from granting judicial release to an offender who is 
imprisoned for a felony of the first or second degree unless the court makes specific findings. R.C. 
2929.20(J). Again recognizing that the level of the offense is itself a relevant consideration for the court.  
 
Ultimately, given that under most circumstances judges can deny judicial release without a hearing or deny it 
for any reason following a hearing, House Bill 557 seems like a back door attempt to require judges to 
explain their reasoning for denying judicial release and thereby give offenders the ability to appeal that 
denial. Otherwise, it is unclear how this legislation could even be enforced. The classification of an offense 
is relevant for the same reasons that it is relevant at sentencing – the degree of the offense recognizes a great 
need to punish the offender and to protect the public from future crime by the offender and others.  
  
For these reasons, we are opposed to House Bill 557. I would be happy to answer any questions that the 
committee has at this time.   


