
Chair Abrams, Vice Chair Miller, Ranking Member Thomas, and Members of the Committee: 
 
My name is Xiaoxiang Ji, and I am an Ohio resident representing myself. Thank you for the 
opportunity to provide this written testimony regarding Substitute House Bill 1. While the stated 
goal of protecting Ohio property interests is understandable, the substitute bill raises several 
concerns about unintended consequences, clarity, and practical implementation. I respectfully 
submit this testimony in opposition to the bill and urge the committee to carefully consider its 
potential impacts before moving the bill forward.  
 
First, this bill raises concerns regarding equal protection under the United States Constitution. 
The restrictions on purchasing real property proposed in this legislation may treat certain 
individuals differently based on nationality or other classifications. Policies that affect property 
rights in this manner should be carefully evaluated to ensure they are consistent with 
constitutional protections and long-standing legal principles. 
 
Second, the proposed 10-mile restriction around critical infrastructure facilities—defined under 
the Ohio Revised Code 5301.256(A)(7)—could cover a very large portion of the state. Because 
critical infrastructure exists in many communities, the practical effect may be far broader than 
intended. This could create significant challenges for current residents, property owners, and 
prospective buyers. Additionally, it is unclear whether restricting property purchases within such 
a wide radius would meaningfully improve security outcomes. Strengthening cybersecurity 
protections and physical security measures may be more effective approaches to addressing 
infrastructure security risks. 
 
Third, the bill’s restrictions on certain property transactions could create uncertainty for real 
estate markets, businesses, and local communities. Policies that broadly regulate who may 
acquire or hold property may introduce legal ambiguity and could affect legitimate transactions 
or economic development activities. This bill creates uncertainty or restricts transactions that 
may discourage investment and affect housing availability, agricultural land markets, or 
commercial development across Ohio communities. 
 
Fourth, the bill may unintentionally contribute to a perception of unequal treatment for 
individuals from certain countries or immigrant communities more broadly. Ohio benefits from 
attracting talented individuals, entrepreneurs, researchers, and professionals from around the 
world. Policies that create uncertainty or concern among immigrant communities could make it 
more difficult for Ohio to attract and retain skilled talent that contributes to the state’s economy 
and innovation. 
 
In conclusion, I respectfully ask the committee to carefully consider these concerns when 
evaluating Substitute House Bill 1. Thank you for your time and for your service to the people of 
Ohio. 
 
Respectfully, 
Xiaoxiang Ji 


