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Chair Thomas, Vice Chair Swearingen, Ranking Member Synenberg, and fellow members of the
House Judiciary Committee, thank you for the opportunity to provide joint sponsor testimony on
House Bill 556. My colleague Representative Williams has already walked you through the core

framework of this bill, and I want to build on that by highlighting several provisions that I

believe deserve specific attention from this committee.

The first is what this bill does for judges. At every turn, House Bill 556 empowers judicial
discretion to enable law and order. Where the bill establishes presumptions or default timelines,
it also clearly defines findings a judge can make to depart from them. A judge who believes an
offender poses a genuine risk to their community has the tools to keep that offender under

supervision. A judge who sees a path to rehabilitation has the flexibility to take it.

The second provision I want to highlight is the treatment suspension option for technical
violations. When an offender commits a technical violation, a judge can (again permissive) now
suspend the associated jail sanction entirely if the offender knowingly and voluntarily agrees to
enter inpatient or outpatient mental or behavioral health treatment for between thirty and one
hundred eighty days. If the offender successfully completes that treatment, the sanction is

terminated. If they fail to complete it, the sanction is reimposed. The judge decides at every step.
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This is a meaningful tool for courts that want to respond to violations in a way that actually

addresses the underlying behavior driving them.

Closely related is the bill's intermittent confinement option. For technical violation jail sanctions,
the bill allows the court to schedule that jail time on nights, weekends, or any other arrangement

that allows the offender to keep their job or care for their family. Accountability and stability are
not mutually exclusive, and this provision recognizes that. A person who loses their job or

housing because of a technical violation is a person who is harder to rehabilitate, not easier.

Third, I want to call attention to the mandatory two-year review requirement. Under this bill,
when an offender serving community control for a misdemeanor or a lower-level felony has gone
two years without a violation and has completed all required programming, the court must
review their case and shall terminate their supervision unless it finds, by clear and convincing
evidence, that termination would present a serious risk of physical harm to persons. That
standard is intentionally high. A judge with a genuine, articulable safety concern retains the
authority to continue supervision. But a compliant offender should not be left indefinitely under

supervision simply because no one reviewed their file. This provision closes that gap.

Finally, I want to briefly address the conforming changes this bill makes to Ohio's Good
Samaritan protections under section 2925.11. Those protections allow individuals to call for help
during a drug overdose without fear of prosecution, including individuals who are already
serving community control sanctions. This bill does not alter that policy in any way. It updates
the cross-references within the statute to reflect the renumbering of community control
provisions made elsewhere in this bill. I want that clearly on the record: the Good Samaritan
protections are preserved in full. We want people to call for help. We want people to live. This

bill does nothing to change that.



Taken together, these provisions reflect a simple conviction: community control that works is
community control that is proportionate, responsive, and focused on outcomes. This bill moves

us in that direction without removing a single tool from the hands of our judges.

Chairman Thomas and members of the committee, thank you for your time. I ask for your

favorable consideration of House Bill 556, and I am happy to answer any questions.



