
Opponent Testimony for Substitute House Bill 1 

Submitted by Louisa Ha, Resident of Lucas County, 

Testifying as Opponent 

Dear Chair Abrams and members of the Public Safety Committee: 

My name is Louisa Ha.  I am a university professor, a US citizen and a registered voter living 
in Toledo, Ohio. I am here to ask you to vote NO to the Substitute House Bill 1 because the 
bill does not bring any benefit to Ohio but unfairly targeting innocent legal immigrants who 
have done nothing wrong. 

The bill does not diLerentiate foreign-born people working in Ohio and the foreign nationals 
living in foreign countries.  The foreign nationals who would not be allowed to own a home 
by Substitute House Bill 1 are most likely the H1B specialty occupation visa holders.  They 
live here and pay the same amount of taxes as all other citizens.  They went through 
rigorous immigration check on their background before they were issued their H1B visa. But 
Substitute House Bill 1 deprived their rights to own a home or business just because of 
where they are from, treat them as an enemy. They are told they are not welcome here.    

I know many colleagues began their career as H1B visa holders after their study in the U.S.  
Immigrants from China typically take 5-10 years or more to change from H1B to green card 
or permanent residency status.   The Substitute House Bill 1 targets at them directly.  

There are about 4,000 H1B visa holders in Ohio according to H1B database H1 Grader, with 
Ohio State University, Cleveland Clinic, Ohio Health, and JP Morgan Chase as the top 
employers. If Substitute House Bill 1 was passed, these people, many of whom are from 
China or Iran, will lose their right to own a home without doing anything wrong.  Note that 
many adversary countries on the list such as China and Iran, are the top producers of 
engineers and AI professionals that Ohio needed most. In addition, there executives of 
international companies who have up to 7 year-stay in the US with L1 visas are also not 
exempted in the bill.  Ohio will very soon lose these talents to other states that give them 
the same property right as other citizens.  

Top technology companies will not invest here in Ohio but in states that welcome 
immigrants around the world where they can get the best talents for their company.  

More importantly, the substitute bill cannot achieve its goal of deterring critical 
infrastructure attack by blocking ownership of property.  No foreign terrorist attacks on 
infrastructure have been committed by the owner of a property in the neighborhood.  Many 
attacks on infrastructure are cyberattacks that are not related to property ownership.  



Substitute House Bill 1 brings no security benefits to Ohio but only creates divisions 
between people from diLerent countries of origin, and waste the administrative resources 
of the state attorney general to check each case that is suspected to be owned by foreign 
nationals from the list within the 10 miles of critical structure.  

As the coverage map shows, the 10-mile ownership restriction around critical 
infrastructure means all urban and non-rural areas are included.  Essentially the whole 
Ohio is banned for ownership for legal residents from specific countries. Hence, I ask the 
committee to vote NO on Substitute House Bill 1. 

 

 


