Opponent Testimony on Senate Bill 174
Chairperson, Vice Chair, Ranking Member, and Members of the Committee:
Thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony in opposition to Senate Bill 174.

My name is Mark D. Ayer, and I am an Ohio parent. [ submit this testimony because I believe
Senate Bill 174 fails to address many of the fundamental problems that exist within Ohio's
family court system and instead continues to place excessive discretion in the hands of courts
without sufficient safeguards to protect parent-child relationships.

My concerns are personal and based on my own experience. In March 2024, I was separated
from my son. Since that time, I have had no contact whatsoever with him. Although reunification
was ordered, since the Court had discretion to enforce its own order, reunification was not
enforced. More than two years have passed without the ability to speak to him, see him, or
maintain the relationship that every loving parent hopes to preserve.

The events that led to this separation involved unfounded, false allegations that resulted in severe
restrictions on my relationship with my child. Regardless of the circumstances of any individual
case, I believe Ohio's family court system gives courts extraordinary power to separate parents
and children while providing too few protections against prolonged separation and too little
accountability when those decisions have devastating consequences for families.

The emotional toll of losing contact with a child cannot be overstated. Children and parents alike
suffer when relationships are interrupted for years. Yet the current system often seems more
focused on procedure than on preserving family bonds whenever it is safe and appropriate to do
50.

After reviewing Senate Bill 174, I do not see reforms that would prevent situations like mine
from occurring. Ohio law already provides judges with broad authority over parenting time and
parental rights. This bill appears to continue that approach rather than addressing the real

" concerns many parents have regarding judicial discretion, accountability, and the preservation of
parent-child relationships.

I encourage the General Assembly to focus on reforms that:

» Protect children from unnecessary separation from a fit parent.

» Ensure timely hearings and reviews when parenting time is restricted.

* Require greater accountability and transparency in family court decisions.

« Provide meaningful remedies when court orders regarding parenting time are not followed.

» Recognize the long-term harm caused by prolonged parent-child separation.



* Balance judicial discretion with stronger due-process protections for families, including
additional reporting for Domestic Relations Judges under the Rules of Superintendence on all
parenting decisions regarding custody unless shared parenting with equal parenting time is
ordered.

I recognize that judges face difficult decisions and that child safety must always be the highest
priority. However, I believe the current system places too much power in the hands of courts and
too little emphasis on preserving family relationships and exercising compassion toward the
families whose lives are profoundly affected by these decisions.

For more than two years, I have lived with the consequences of a system that allowed me to lose
all contact with my son. I do not believe Senate Bill 174 solves that problem. For that reason, I
respectfully urge the Committee to oppose Senate Bill 174 or amend it to include stronger
protections for parental rights, due process, accountability, and the preservation of parent-child
relationships.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
Respectfully submitted,

Mark D. Ayer
Ohio Parent
Board of Directors, National Council for Equal Shared Parenting



