Testimony Against the Substitute H.B. 1
Submitted by: Vincent Wang on Behalf of Ohio Chinese American Association
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 substitute bill for House Bill 1
accepted by the committee on November 19, 2025. My name is Vincent Wang. | am
testifying on behalf of the Ohio Chinese American Association. | respectfully urge you
to oppose the HB 1 sub bill due to serious legal, economic, and civil rights concerns it
raises.

The latest sub-bill primarily includes two revisions intended to narrow the bill’s reach:
1. Exempting green card holders and military personnel; and

2. Reducing the exclusion zone around “critical infrastructure” from 25 miles to
10 miles.

While these changes indicate lawmakers are hearing the public’s concerns, they do not
resolve HB 1’s core deficiencies. The bill still:

e Discriminates based on national origin against individuals lawfully in the United
States;

e Restricts investment by prohibited foreign owned companies, barring new
projects and hindering the expansion of existing businesses in Ohio;

e Conflicts directly with established U.S. and Ohio laws governing property
ownership, due process and equal protection;

e Imposes unprecedented government overreach by defining “critical
infrastructure” so broadly that it encompasses nearly every essential utility and
communications system — including electrical grids, telecommunications lines,
water and sewer systems, fiber-optic networks, and radio and television facilities.

Even a one-mile ban around such an expansive list of infrastructure would render
significant portions of Ohio inaccessible for families and businesses. A 10-mile radius
would fragment communities, suppress investment, and severely limit where lawfully
present individuals can live, work, or operate businesses. No evidence has been
presented that these sweeping geographic bans improve national security or public
safety. By contrast, experts warn that such a system would be unworkable in practice
and would threaten fundamental civil liberties.

At a moment when Ohio is striving to attract advanced manufacturing, strengthen its
workforce, and deepen international partnerships, HB 1 sends a damaging and
counterproductive message. Many of the individuals and businesses that would be
harmed by this legislation are already essential contributors to Ohio’s prosperity: they
operate small businesses, employ Ohio workers, support hospitals and research



institutions, pay taxes, and enrich communities across the state. Imposing a patchwork
of restricted zones would inject uncertainty into Ohio’s business climate, discouraging
employers, investors, and talented workers from choosing Ohio as their home.

We urge all lawmakers to reject fear-based policymaking and instead craft
evidence-driven solutions to the real challenges Ohioans face — rising cost of living,
workforce availability, healthcare access, and long-term economic competitiveness.
Ohio deserves policies that foster growth, welcome innovation, and strengthen its
communities. HB 1 does the opposite: it threatens investment, undermines civil rights,
and harms the very people and businesses that help Ohio thrive.

For these reasons, | respectfully urge you to vote NO on Substitute HB 1. Thank
you for your time and for your service to our state.



