
Opponent Testimony HB 102 

 

Chair Abrams, Vice-Chair Miller, Ranking Member Thomas and members of the House 

Public Safety Committee — Thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony on 

House Bill 102. 

I am writing to oppose HB 102 based on 3 factors. 

1.  The Legislature did not adhere to the doctrine of “least restrictive alternative”, choosing 

instead to enact sweeping legislation when remedies already exist. Did the sponsors and 

co-sponsors consider and evaluate all available options?  Did the sponsors and co-

sponsors consider that our courts have the ability to issue civil protection orders that are 

case specific and provide due process to all parties? 

2. Law enforcement resources are not unlimited.  This bill would require law enforcement 

agencies to divert resources and time to ensure registrants are following these new 

provisions.  It would also require updates to the database system used for monitoring 

registrants, which would increase administrative costs. 

3. Members of this Committee should know that residency restrictions have been 

extensively studied and shown to be ineffective.  In fact, the Department of Justice does 

not support them, several states either do not have them or use them in more limited 

and tailored fashion, and the Ohio Criminal Justice Recodification Committee in 2017 

recommended their elimination.  

Thank you for your time and consideration. 


