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

Thank you for the opportunity to testify in opposition to the latest substitute version of House Bill
1 (Sub HB1). My name is Hongmei Li, and | live in Mason, Ohio. | am asking this committee to
oppose the HB 1 Sub-bill.

As someone who has built a life, career, and community here, I am deeply concerned about the
bill’s provision that would prohibit immigrants from owning property within ten miles of an
extremely broad range of so-called “critical infrastructure.” The definition of critical
infrastructure in the substitute bill is so expansive that it effectively covers most developed areas
of our state. Electrical grids, telecommunications lines, water and sewer systems, fiber-optic
networks, and radio and television facilities are essential components of modern life. Restricting
property ownership within ten miles of these systems would, in practice, place sweeping
limitations on where many immigrants can live, invest, or plan for their futures.

While the bill provides exemptions for green card holders and members of the military, it would
still disproportionately affect law-abiding immigrants and long-time residents based solely on
their nationality. Many international students, visiting scholars, and skilled professionals come to
Ohio to study, teach, conduct research, and contribute to our workforce. They rent apartments,
purchase homes, start families, and participate in local communities. Policies that signal they are
not fully welcome — or that treat them as potential security threats — risk undermining the
sense of stability and belonging that allows people to thrive and contribute.

I am also concerned about the broader economic consequences. Ohio’s universities, hospitals,
technology firms, and manufacturing sectors depend on global talent and international
partnerships. At a time when other states are competing aggressively to attract investment and
innovation, legislation like HB 1 may send a chilling message to students, entrepreneurs,
researchers, and companies considering Ohio as a destination. It could discourage investment,
complicate ordinary real-estate transactions, and make it harder for employers to recruit and
retain highly skilled workers.

If there are legitimate national security concerns related to specific land purchases or foreign
investments, I believe these should be addressed through targeted, evidence-based review
processes that focus on clearly defined risks. Broad geographic bans that single out individuals
based on their country of origin are unlikely to be effective and may instead create unintended
legal, economic, and social harms.

Ohio has long benefited from being an open, welcoming state where people from many
backgrounds can build their futures. I respectfully urge you to consider the real human and
economic impacts of this legislation.



For these reasons, I ask you to vote NO on Substitute HB 1.

Thank you for your time, your service, and your thoughtful consideration.



