
Chairwoman Abrams, Vice Chair Miller, Ranking Member Thomas, and Members of the 
House Public Safety Committee: 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide proponent testimony on House Bill 102. 

We are the parents of the victim. Our daughter was victimized by our neighbor. After his 
conviction and placement on the sex-offender registry, he continues to live directly behind 
our home. I want to share our experience and explain why HB 102 must be passed. 

From day one, it felt like we were on trial. Children’s Services came to our house and 
inspected it. Each member of our family was questioned how we treat our kids, how we 
correct them, and about the events of that evening. Meanwhile, no one inspected his 
home. We were repeatedly told, “he has rights.” 

My first call was to the Sheriff. I explained to the detective that Dave works in IT, often in his 
basement, and I urged them to check his devices. You don’t just wake up and say, “I think 
I’m going to molest a child today.” I was told they couldn’t do that because he has rights. 
When the Sheriff’s office called him for questioning, he did not show up for his 
appointment and the detective reached him by phone two days later and he said that he 
had retained a lawyer and was not coming in. He never had to answer one question for the 
Sheriff’s office. 

So, the convicted child molester had freedom to come and go, to be in his backyard at any 
time, while our family lost the ability to use our own yard without fear. Simply stepping 
outside risks seeing him appear, act disrespectfully toward us, and re-traumatize our 
daughter. Our attorney told us to “take back the yard,” and you may think the same. But our 
daughter shouldn’t have to be brave just to play. We don’t want to see him. She shouldn’t 
be forced to wonder if he is at a window, peeking out, or watching on cameras. That is our 
reality. 

One incident still weighs on us. I was outside securing the kids’ playset before an expected 
storm. Our children, and my wife joined me. The neighbor was not outside, and it didn’t 
appear he was home, so we thought the kids could play a bit. Then he came out, saw us, 
threw his hands in the air, and went back inside. We hoped he was leaving us alone. 
Instead, he returned with his wife, and they stayed out the entire time. We went back 
inside. This is our daily life it consumes our thoughts and our decisions. 

You might ask, “Why don’t you move?” We had just added a 20’ x 57’ addition so the kids 
could have their own rooms, with everything lined up to finish it that day. Whether we 
complete that project or must leave the only home our children have known now depends 
on whether HB 102 applies retroactively. Why should we have to sell the home where our 



children have grown up so far at? Beyond the emotional cost, moving would take us from a 
2.5% mortgage to 5–7%. He is the convicted felon, not us, yet we are penalized daily. 

The state does not hesitate to terminate a parent’s rights . Why are we so hesitant to limit a 
convicted child molester’s proximity to his victim? The standard should be clear: on the 
date of conviction, you forfeit the ability to live near your victim. You should not be allowed 
within 2,000 feet of the victim under any circumstances, past or present. You must move. 
That sends the right message: if you break the law, you face consequences. Prior offenders 
should not be exempt. 

We tried to “take back our yard,” so I kept notes: 

• June 7: He drove by our house and accelerated his Camaro loudly, as if to say, “Here 
I am.” 

• July 3: He was around all day. He came outside when my wife, and the kids went to 
the garden. 

• July 22: Same pattern he appeared when we went out. 

• August 12 & 28: I contacted his probation officer to report these concerns. I was 
asked about a fence and property lines. I said plainly: I want him to move. A fence 
would just let him be out unsupervised contrary to the spirit of his probation. I have 
photographs of him outside with my daughter visible in the frame. Still, we were told, 
in effect, that if we don’t want to see him, we should keep our daughter inside. Once 
again, the system protected the offender over the victim. 

• These are just some of the examples, there are more. 

Since then, he and his wife have spent days cleaning off their back patio and putting up a 
pergola and traps, talking loudly together. If you were an elected official, wouldn’t you say, 
“You’ve done enough damage. Sit out front from now on”? Instead, through their actions, 
we hear, “You can’t touch us.” He continues to re-victimize us: pergola sides up, then down 
like a signal. When the pergola sides are up, it seems to mean we can go out; when they’re 
down, it means he is outside and we should stay in. For a year and three 1/2 months, we 
have been prisoners in our own home. 

HB 102 is not only for future victims; we hope it can help those of us suffering now. If Ohio 
had these protections in place, we would not be enduring this pain. It’s time to protect the 
victim, not the perpetrator. 

There is also a safety issue out front. We have just a short, 55-foot stretch of yard along a 
busy road. I’ve watched balls and toys roll toward the edge, praying an inattentive driver 



won’t veer off and kill one of my children. Yet we’re told he has the right to be in his 
backyard, and we effectively have none. Ohio’s Constitution dates to 1851. We routinely 
consider changes that benefit defendants reduced sentences and such. But when it comes 
to protecting an innocent seven-year-old from being re-traumatized, we are told there is 
nothing we can do. 

HB 102 needs to pass to protect future victims and we must also find a way to help current 
victims who are being tormented daily. Please pass the bill, and please make its separation 
provisions retroactive so families like mine can finally be safe in our own homes. 

Imagine a childhood disease that affects one in five girls and one in seven boys before they 
reach 18: a disease that can cause dramatic mood swings, erratic behavior, and even 
severe conduct disorders among those exposed; a disease that breeds distrust of adults. A 
disease that can have profound implications for an individual’s future health by increasing 
the risk of problems such as substance abuse, sexually transmitted diseases, and suicidal 
behavior; a disease that replicates itself by causing some of its victims to expose future 
generations to its debilitating effects. Imagine what we, as a society, would do if such a 
disease existed…Such a disease does exist---it’s called child sexual abuse. 

Thank you for your time. 

 


