Representative Tom Young
37th Ohio House District

Sponsor Testimony for HB 690, Crossing Guard

Chair Thomas, Vice-Chair Swearingen, Ranking Member Synenberg and

members of the House Judiciary Committee, thank you for the opportunity to
provide sponsor testimony on House Bill 690. Every parent expects that when their
child steps into a crosswalk on the way to school, the adults tasked with protecting
them have clear authority — and that drivers must obey it. This bill does one
simple but important thing: it gives school crossing guards clear legal authority to
control traffic and establishes real consequences when that authority is ignored —
especially when ignoring it results in injury or death. It strengthens protection for
children without creating new regulatory burdens, expanding government agencies,
or inventing complex enforcement schemes.

What This Bill Is

1.

It is a school safety bill. It protects children in crosswalks during school
arrival and dismissal times.

It is a traffic obedience law. It makes it a crime to knowingly ignore a lawful
order from a school crossing guard while they are performing official duties.

. It is a protection statute for crossing guards. It criminalizes harassment or

interference, elevates assault against a crossing guard performing official
duties, and provides civil immunity for guards acting within the scope of
their duties.

It is a consequence bill. If someone disobeys a crossing guard and that
conduct leads to serious injury or death, existing vehicular assault and
homicide statutes are triggered at higher levels.

. It is targeted and narrow. It applies only to formally designated crossing

guards, only while they are performing official duties, and only to knowing
violations.

It reinforces existing law. It integrates with current vehicular homicide and
assault statutes and does not create an entirely new sentencing framework.
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What This Bill Is Not

1. It is not a broad expansion of police powers. Crossing guards are not given
arrest authority and are not made law enforcement officers.

2. Itis not a vague disrespect law. The violation requires knowingly failing to
obey a lawful order and does not criminalize disagreement or accidental
conduct.

3. Itis not a felony for a simple traffic mistake. The base offense is a first-
degree misdemeanor. Felony exposure occurs only when serious injury or
death results under existing homicide or assault statutes.

4. Tt is not a revenue bill. While fines apply and double in active school zones,
the purpose is deterrence, not revenue generation.

5. It is not unlimited immunity. Crossing guards lose immunity if they act
outside their duties, act maliciously, act in bad faith, or act in a wanton or
reckless manner.

6. It is not overbroad. It applies in or near crosswalks, during school opening or
closing hours, and when official safety tools such as stop paddles, high-
visibility apparel, whistles, or hand signals are used.

This bill clarifies authority, establishes accountability, and reinforces the basic
expectation that when a child is in a crosswalk and a crossing guard says stop,
drivers must stop. It strengthens safety without expanding government, without
creating new bureaucracies, and without criminalizing ordinary behavior. It simply
makes clear that protecting children in school zones is not optional. Thank you for
your time. I am happy to answer any questions.



