WRITTEN OPPONENT TESTIMONY

Ohio House Public Safety Committee
House Bill 1 — Ohio Property Protection Act
3/15/2026

Chair Cindy Abrams, Ranking Member Cecil Thomas, and Members of the House
Public Safety Committee:

My name is Kat Finneran, and | am a resident of Columbus, Ohio. | am writing to
express firm opposition to House Bill 1, the Ohio Property Protection Act. H.B. 1, Even
as amended by the substitute bill, the bill still discriminates against lawful residents
based on national origin, defines "critical infrastructure" so broadly as to render vast
portions of Ohio off-limits, conflicts with established law, and imposes severe
consequences without adequate due process. | urge this committee to reject H.B. 1 in
its current form.

THE SUBSTITUTE BILL'S REVISIONS DO NOT FIX THE CORE PROBLEMS

The substitute bill accepted by this committee on November 19, 2025 made two
changes: exempting green card holders and military personnel, and reducing the
exclusion zone around critical infrastructure from 25 miles to 10 miles. These
adjustments suggest lawmakers are hearing the public's concerns and that is worth
acknowledging. But they do not come close to resolving the bill's fundamental flaws.
The bill still discriminates based on national origin against individuals who are lawfully
present in the United States, still conflicts with established U.S. and Ohio law on
property ownership, due process, and equal protection, and still imposes sweeping
geographic restrictions with no demonstrated connection to improved national security.
As organizations including the Asian American Coalition of Ohio, Justice for Ohio,
OPAWL, and the Ohio Chinese American Association have noted, the sub-bill leaves
the legislation's core deficiencies intact.

THE "CRITICAL INFRASTRUCTURE" DEFINITION IS UNWORKABLY BROAD

One of the bill's most damaging provisions is its definition of "critical infrastructure,"
which is so expansive it encompasses nearly every essential utility and communications
system in the state, including electrical grids, telecommunications lines, water and
sewer systems, fiber-optic networks, and radio and television facilities. This is not a
narrow, security-focused definition. It describes the basic infrastructure of everyday life,
present in virtually every Ohio community.

Even a one-mile exclusion zone around infrastructure defined this broadly would render
significant portions of Ohio off-limits to affected individuals. A 10-mile radius (the
distance in the substitute bill) would fragment communities, create economic hardships,
and severely restrict where community members can live, work, or operate a business.
It is difficult to overstate how much of Ohio's geography would fall within these zones.



No evidence has been presented to this committee that these sweeping geographic
restrictions improve national security or public safety. Experts warn that such a system
would be unworkable in practice and would threaten fundamental civil liberties.

THE BILL DISCRIMINATES AGAINST RESIDENTS BASED ON NATIONAL ORIGIN

H.B. 1 restricts property rights based on an individual's citizenship in a designated
"foreign adversary" country, not based on any demonstrated threat posed by that
individual. This means a person who has lived, worked, and paid taxes in Ohio for years
could be barred from purchasing a home simply because of their national origin. That is
discrimination, and it conflicts directly with the Equal Protection Clause of the
Fourteenth Amendment and Ohio's own anti-discrimination principles.

THE ENFORCEMENT MECHANISM LACKS ADEQUATE DUE PROCESS

H.B. 1's enforcement process raises serious due process concerns. A county auditor
who merely has "reason to believe" a violation has occurred must refer the matter to the
county sheriff, who then refers it to the county prosecutor for a forfeiture action. A
property owner faces the forced sale of their real estate with no meaningful pre-
deprivation hearing or administrative appeal process built into the bill.

The bill also provides no clear mechanism for a person to challenge their inclusion on
the Secretary of State's registry, or to contest an enforcement action before forfeiture
begins. The Secretary of State's registry (which is the foundation of the entire scheme)
only needs to be updated every six months, meaning a person could be added and
become immediately subject to property restrictions with little or no notice.

Property forfeiture is among the most severe consequences the law can impose. It
demands robust procedural safeguards and this bill does not provide them.

In conclusion, H.B. 1 in its current form threatens the civil rights of Ohio residents,
harms Ohio's economy, and will not survive constitutional scrutiny. | urge you to please
vote NO on House Bill 1.

Kat Finneran
Columbus, Ohio
finneran.57 @osu.edu



