
Chair Thomas, Vice Chair Swearingen, Ranking Member Synenberg, and members of the Ohio 

House Judiciary Committee: 

My name is Kim Georgeton, a concerned citizen and resident of Ohio. I am here today to 
provide opponent testimony on House Bill 314, a measure that, in my view, not only undermines 
the foundational principles of open government but also constitutes a direct violation of the 
oaths of office taken by our elected officials and a betrayal of the Ohio Constitution’s guarantees 
for citizens to seek redress for grievances against public servants. This bill, which seeks to 
restrict public records requests deemed “harassing” or “disruptive” and allows public offices to 
outsource responses to private contractors at taxpayer expense, is the antithesis of what Ohio 
needs in an era marred by unprecedented corruption and secrecy. Instead of erecting barriers to 
transparency, our legislators should be dismantling them, especially in light of the most corrupt 
governorship in our state’s history, exemplified by the FirstEnergy scandal and Governor 
DeWine’s unlawful handling of COVID-19 policies. 

First and foremost, HB 314 violates the solemn oath of office that every Ohio public official, 
including members of this General Assembly, swears to uphold. Under Article XV, Section 7 of 
the Ohio Constitution, officials pledge to “support the constitution of the United States and the 
constitution of this state, and faithfully and impartially discharge and perform all the duties 
incumbent on [them].” This oath demands fidelity to the people’s right to know what their 
government is doing, as transparency is the bedrock of accountability. By empowering public 
offices to sue citizens in court to limit or deny records requests, based on subjective claims of 
harassment or disruption, HB 314 flips this duty on its head. It allows officials to shield 
themselves from scrutiny, potentially chilling legitimate inquiries from journalists, watchdogs, and 
everyday Ohioans. This is not faithful discharge of duty; it is an evasion of it, prioritizing 
bureaucratic convenience over the public trust. 

Moreover, this bill infringes upon the Ohio Constitution’s explicit protections for citizens’ rights to 
redress grievances. Article I, Section 3 enshrines the “right to assemble peaceably… to consult 
for their common good; to instruct their representatives; and to petition the general assembly for 
the redress of grievances.” Article I, Section 16 further guarantees that “every person, for an 
injury done him in his land, goods, person, or reputation, shall have remedy by due course of 
law.” How can Ohioans exercise these rights without access to the very data and records 
needed to document misconduct or seek accountability? Public records are the tools by which 
we instruct our representatives and petition for change. Without them, redress becomes an 
empty promise. HB 314’s provisions, such as tolling response obligations during lawsuits and 
indefinite orders restricting future requests, create a system where public servants can 
weaponize the courts against the people they serve, denying us the information essential to 
hold them accountable. This is not governance; it is gatekeeping, and it directly contravenes the 
constitutional imperative for open access to justice and remedy. 

Legislation that contradicts the Ohio Constitution is null and void.  



This legislation is particularly egregious given Ohio’s recent history of corruption and abuse of 
power, which screams for more transparency, not less. Consider the FirstEnergy scandal, widely 
regarded as the largest bribery and money-laundering scheme in Ohio’s history. FirstEnergy 
funneled over $60 million through dark-money groups to influence the 2018 elections and 
secure passage of House Bill 6 in 2019, resulting in a $1.3 billion ratepayer bailout for failing 
nuclear plants. This conspiracy led to the conviction of former House Speaker Larry 
Householder on racketeering charges and exposed a web of secret dealings that cost Ohioans 
dearly. In the wake of such betrayal, how can we justify a bill that makes it harder to uncover 
similar schemes? Similarly, Governor DeWine’s handling of COVID-19 policies has been mired 
in controversy, including all Covid lockdowns of businesses, churches and schools (which 
children are still traumatized from), use of public funds to promote a vaccine that was 
erroneously touted as safe and effective and allowing policy to enforce mask mandates across 
Ohio establishments and in addition the 2021 decision to prematurely end federal supplemental 
unemployment benefits, potentially denying over 300,000 Ohioans up to $900 million in aid. And 
currently, we are seeing concerning actions coming from local governments shielding them with 
NDA agreements to hide data center expansion against the will of the public. These “unlawful 
actions,” as critics have called them, underscore the need for unfettered public records access 
to monitor executive overreach. Yet HB 314 moves in the opposite direction, potentially allowing 
officials to label probes into such matters as “disruptive” and bury them in litigation. 

Rather than wasting taxpayer dollars on this anti-transparency measure, our legislators should 
be advancing bills that enhance openness. Imagine laws mandating that public records be 
proactively posted online for all to see free, searchable databases of government contracts, 
spending reports, and communications. This would reduce the burden on public offices while 
empowering citizens, aligning with the spirit of the Ohio Public Records Act and preventing 
future scandals. HB 314, by contrast, invites abuse: public offices could hire private contractors 
at our expense to handle “voluminous” requests, passing costs to requesters and creating a 
paywall for accountability. The fiscal note from the Legislative Service Commission estimates 
minimal court increases but acknowledges administrative shifts, yet why spend any public funds 
defending secrecy when we could invest in digital transparency? This bill is a wasteful 
distraction from real reforms, born of a desire to insulate power rather than illuminate it. 

In conclusion, HB 314 is a dangerous step backward, violating oaths of office, constitutional 
rights, and the lessons of Ohio’s corrupt past. It prioritizes shielding public servants over serving 
the public, at a time when trust in government is already eroded by scandals like FirstEnergy 
and DeWine’s COVID missteps. I urge this committee to reject HB 314 outright and instead 
pursue legislation that opens the doors of government wider, posting records online and 
ensuring every Ohioan can access the truth without fear of reprisal. Our Constitutional Republic 
depends on it. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. I am happy to answer any questions. 

 


