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Submitted by: Bo Zhan

Testifying as Opponent

Chair Abrams, Vice Chair Miller, Ranking Member Thomas and members of the House Public
Safety Committee,

My name is Bo Zhan, and | live in Copley, Ohio. | am asking this committee to oppose the HB 1
Sub-bill.

As a US citizen and a resident of the State of Ohio, | am writing to express my firm opposition to
House Bill 1 (HB 1). While the stated goal of protecting our state’s sovereignty is noted, the
unintended economic consequences of this legislation—as amended in November 2025—pose
a systemic threat to Ohio’s workforce, its reputation as a global business hub, and its long-term
economic growth.

1. Brain Drain and the Erosion of Ohio’s Specialized Workforce

HB 1 targets legal, non-tourist visa holders from specific "hostile foreign countries." These
individuals are not transient visitors; they are highly skilled professionals in high-tech,
engineering, healthcare, and education—sectors that form the backbone of Ohio’s modern
economy.

Under current federal regulations, many of these residents face a 6-to-10-year wait for green
cards. By imposing property restrictions during this prolonged waiting period, HB 1 effectively
signals to these tax-paying residents that they are unwelcome in the communities where they
work. If these professionals are forced to leave Ohio due to an inability to establish roots or
house their families, Ohio’s employers will face a critical labor shortage in the very industries we
are trying to grow.

2. The lllusion of the 10-Mile "Buffer"

The November 2025 amendment reduced the restricted radius around “critical infrastructure"
from 25 miles to 10 miles. However, this reduction is a distinction without a difference in a
densely developed state like Ohio.

As illustrated in the map below, a 10-mile buffer around electricity, gas, and water infrastructure
still blankets nearly every inhabited acre of the state. This "near-statewide" prohibition
essentially creates a "no-buy zone" for thousands of legal residents, effectively barring them
from participating in the Ohio housing market and anchoring themselves to our economy.



3. Degradation of the Investment Environment

Economic development is a competition. Ohio is currently vying with neighboring states for
massive capital investments in semiconductors, EV battery manufacturing, and biotechnology.

Global Reputation. Capital is cowardly; it goes where it is safe and stays where it is welcome.
Labeling Ohio as a state with xenophobic land policies will deter international entrepreneurs and
venture capitalists.

Lost Opportunities. When we restrict who can own commercial property or invest in our local
markets, we aren't just protecting land - we are handing over opportunities to our competitor
states.

Conclusion

Ohio cannot afford to be an outlier in the global pursuit of talent and capital. HB 1 creates a
hostile environment for the very people contributing to our tax base and innovation pipeline. For
the sake of Ohio’s economic future and our reputation as a "state of opportunity,” | urge the
committee to vote against this bill.

Respectfully Submitted,

[Your Name/Organization]For these reasons, | respectfully urge you to vote NO on Substitute
HB 1.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Best regards,

Bo Zhan
US citizen and Ohio resident



