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​Testifying as Opponent​

​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. My name is Junfang Grace Leng. I am a data scientist, a long‑time resident of Dublin, Ohio, a​
​voter, and an active community volunteer.​​I respectfully urge you to oppose the HB 1​
​substitute bill.​

​As an analytical professional and civically engaged Ohioan, I share your goal of protecting our​
​military bases and critical infrastructure from genuine threats. However, Substitute HB 1 does​
​not effectively address real security risks. The 10‑mile restriction around sensitive areas​
​effectively bans property ownership for certain immigrant groups while still allowing them to rent​
​— a contradiction that does nothing meaningful to enhance national security.​

​If these individuals are permitted to rent homes near sensitive areas, what difference​
​does a ban on ownership make?​​Even the bill’s sponsors implicitly recognize how​
​essential these immigrants are to Ohio’s hospitals, universities, and major employers.​
​Immigrants make up more than one in four physicians nationwide at a time when Ohio​
​healthcare job postings have surged by over 80% in just four years. Here in Ohio, roughly​
​37,000 international students contribute about $1.3 billion a year to our economy and help​
​sustain the research universities our innovation economy depends on. Immigrants are about 5%​
​of Ohio’s population but account for roughly 12% of STEM workers, 26% of software​
​developers, and an estimated $53 billion in statewide economic output.​

​Ohio already depends on this global talent and cannot afford to drive it away​​. Yet this bill​
​sends a chilling signal to skilled professionals and investors, undermining our efforts to attract​
​innovation, research, and economic growth.​

​Importantly, Ohio has already enacted a more tailored approach. The state restricts foreign​
​adversaries from buying agricultural land. When legislators attempted to extend those limits to​
​other property near sensitive areas,​​Governor DeWine vetoed that expansion, warning that​
​sweeping bans on non‑agricultural real estate could have “unintended economic​
​development consequences.”​​HB 1 revives the very broad approach he rejected — inviting​
​confusion, litigation, and lost investment.​

​Additionally,​​the real cases that have triggered national security action involve opaque,​
​often corporate structures acquiring land near sensitive facilities, not individual​
​immigrants buying homes​​, so restricting immigrant homeownership does little to address the​
​documented risks.​

​There are better, more targeted ways to safeguard national security. Federal tools like the​
​Committee on Foreign Investment in the United States​​and state tools like Ohio’s​
​foreign‑adversary farmland law already allow regulators to scrutinize and block specific high‑risk​
​deals based on concrete security and fraud concerns, without blanket bans on entire​
​nationalities. Strengthening those targeted systems, improving coordination, and increasing​
​transparency would protect sensitive sites without penalizing ordinary families and employers.​



​For these reasons,​​I respectfully urge you to vote NO on Substitute HB 1​​and instead​
​pursue focused, evidence‑based policies that keep Ohio secure while upholding fairness,​
​opportunity, and economic growth. Thank you for your time and for your service to our state.​


