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Chairman, Vice Chair, Ranking Member, and members of the House Judiciary Committee: Thank
you for the opportunity to provide testimony regarding Senate Bill 174. | would first like to express
my sincere appreciation to Senators Gavarone and Hicks-Hudson and the stakeholders who have
worked on this legislation. The substitute bill contains several improvements over earlier proposals
and reflects substantial effort to address concerns raised by parents, attorneys, judges, and
advocacy groups. Any legislation that seeks to reduce conflict, improve consistency in family court
proceedings, and encourage parental involvement deserves thoughtful consideration. However,
despite these improvements, | respectfully urge the Committee to oppose Senate Bill 174 in its
current form or adopt additional amendments before advancing the bill.

1. Parents Possess Fundamental Rights

The United States Supreme Court has repeatedly recognized that parents possess a fundamental
liberty interest in the care, custody, and control of their children. Parents should not lose
constitutional protections merely because they are divorced, separated, or were never married.
Children do not lose the benefit of having two parents simply because a court case has been filed.

2. Excessive Judicial Discretion Creates Unpredictability

While judges must retain authority to address abuse, neglect, and genuine safety concerns,
legislation should provide objective standards whenever fundamental rights are being restricted.
Parents deserve predictability. Children deserve stability. The law should establish clear standards
rather than broad grants of authority that permit subjective decision-making.

3. Due Process Requires More Than Allegations

When a parent's relationship with a child is restricted, suspended, or supervised, the burden of
proof should be clear and supported by competent evidence. Fundamental rights should not be
curtailed based upon assumptions. They should be curtailed only when supported by evidence.

4. Vague Standards Invite Abuse

Several provisions within SB 174 rely upon subjective concepts that can be interpreted differently
by different courts. When fundamental parental rights are involved, vague standards should be
replaced with objective criteria.

5. Family Court Should Not Create Winners and Losers

The goal of family court should be protecting children—not selecting one parent as the winner and
the other as the loser. The state should encourage cooperation and shared involvement whenever
possible.

6. Additional Amendments Are Needed



If the Committee chooses to advance SB 174, | respectfully request consideration of amendments
that would: « Strengthen protections for parental rights.

» Require objective evidentiary standards before restricting parenting time.

» Narrow vague language that allows subjective interpretation.

* Provide clearer due process protections.

» Ensure parenting-time restrictions are supported by specific findings of fact.

* Increase accountability and transparency in family court proceedings.

Conclusion

Ohio families deserve a system that promotes both parental involvement and due process. For
these reasons, | respectfully urge the House Judiciary Committee to oppose Senate Bill 174 in its
current form or adopt additional amendments that strengthen parental rights, protect due process,
and ensure greater consistency in family court proceedings. Thank you for your time and
consideration.



