
Opponent Testimony Regarding Ohio Senate Bill 174 

Chairperson and Members of the Committee, 

I respectfully submit this testimony in opposition to Senate Bill 174. 

While I appreciate the bill’s stated goal of promoting meaningful relationships between children 

and both parents, I have concerns that the proposed changes may create unintended 

consequences that could negatively impact children, families, and the courts. 

First, the bill may unintentionally create a presumption that increased involvement by both 

parents is always in a child’s best interest. While many children benefit from strong relationships 

with both parents, family situations vary greatly. Cases involving high conflict, coercive control, 

substance abuse, untreated mental illness, domestic violence, or chronic instability require 

individualized consideration. Any statutory framework that indirectly pressures courts toward a 

particular parenting arrangement may reduce judicial flexibility in circumstances where a 

different outcome would better protect the child. 

Second, the bill may increase litigation rather than reduce it. By introducing new terminology, 

new planning requirements, and revised standards for allocating parental rights and 

responsibilities, parties may find themselves disputing additional aspects of parenting plans. 

Increased litigation can create financial burdens for families and further expose children to 

prolonged parental conflict. 

Third, the legislation may create loopholes that can be exploited by highly contentious parents. A 

parent seeking greater decision-making authority or parenting time may use the new framework 

strategically while appearing cooperative on paper. Courts may struggle to distinguish genuine 

co-parenting efforts from performative compliance designed to influence custody outcomes. 

Fourth, the bill may place additional burdens on judges, guardians ad litem, court staff, and 

evaluators. More detailed parenting plans may require greater oversight, interpretation, and 

enforcement. This could increase costs for both families and the judicial system without 

guaranteeing improved outcomes for children. 

Fifth, there is concern that the bill could create conflicts of interest among professionals involved 

in custody proceedings. Expanding requirements for evaluations, mediation, parenting plans, and 

related services may increase reliance on third-party professionals whose recommendations 

significantly influence case outcomes. Additional safeguards may be necessary to ensure 

transparency, accountability, and consistency in these processes. 

Finally, the long-term effects of such significant changes remain uncertain. Family law decisions 

affect children during critical developmental years. Before implementing a major restructuring of 

Ohio’s parenting and custody framework, lawmakers should carefully evaluate whether the 

proposed changes have been sufficiently tested, conflicts of interest have been reviewed and 

addressed.  



 

For these reasons, I urge the committee to stop the bill from moving forward Senate Bill 174. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

 


