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Chairwoman Abrams, Vice Chair Miller, Ranking Member Thomas, and members of the 

Committee, 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify today. 

My name is Luyang Yin, and I am a licensed Realtor in the State of Ohio. Every day my 

work involves helping families buy homes, helping property owners invest responsibly, 

and ensuring that real estate transactions follow the laws and standards of our state. I 

appreciate the chance to share a perspective from someone working directly in Ohio’s 

housing market. 

First, I want to acknowledge that protecting national security is an important and 

legitimate responsibility of government. I believe everyone in this room agrees with that 

goal. However, Substitute House Bill 1, even with the recent revisions, raises serious 

concerns for the housing market, for property rights, and for many law-abiding 

residents who live and work in Ohio. 

In my work as a Realtor, I regularly assist individuals who are legally present in the 

United States under valid visas—including students, researchers, engineers, doctors, 

and other professionals. Many of them work at Ohio universities, hospitals, technology 

companies, and research institutions. They pay taxes, contribute to our local economies, 

and many hope to build long-term lives in our communities. 

Under the current language of the bill, many of these lawful visa holders would be 

prohibited from purchasing property, even though they have complied fully with U.S. 

immigration law and have been vetted by federal authorities before being allowed to 

live and work here. From the perspective of someone working directly with homebuyers 

and sellers, this is deeply concerning. It sends a message that people who follow the law 

and invest in our communities may not be welcome to put down roots in Ohio. 

Another serious concern is the forced divestment provision in the bill. As written, 

individuals who legally purchased property could be required to sell that property 

within two years if they later become subject to the law. In real estate, predictability and 

stability of property rights are fundamental. Buyers make decisions based on the 

understanding that when they purchase property legally, their ownership is secure 

under the law. 

Forcing law-abiding property owners to sell property they legally acquired raises 

serious concerns about fairness and about the long-standing American principle that 

private property rights should not be retroactively taken away from people who 

followed the rules. As someone who works in real estate transactions every day, I 



strongly believe this type of forced divestment undermines confidence in the stability of 

property ownership. 

I also want to address the bill’s definition of “protected property.” The substitute version 

reduces the distance to ten miles around military installations and critical infrastructure. 

However, including broad categories of critical infrastructure could still place large areas 

of ordinary residential property under restriction. 

If the true objective is national security, a more precise approach would be to limit 

restrictions only to areas surrounding military bases, where national defense concerns 

are clearly defined. This would address legitimate security interests without 

unnecessarily affecting large portions of residential communities across Ohio. 

For these reasons, I respectfully encourage the committee to consider three important 

changes to this legislation: 

• Exempt all individuals who are lawfully present in the United States under valid 

visas. 

• Limit geographic restrictions to areas surrounding military bases if security 

concerns require it. 

• Remove the forced divestment requirement for property owners who legally 

purchased their homes or investments. 

Ohio has always stood for strong property rights, fairness under the law, and economic 

opportunity. When someone follows our laws, contributes to our communities, and 

invests in our state, they should be treated with fairness and respect. 

We can absolutely protect national security without undermining the stability of private 

property rights or discouraging lawful residents from building their lives in Ohio. 

I respectfully ask this committee to strengthen the bill by exempting all lawful visa 

holders, limiting geographic restrictions to true military security concerns, and removing 

the forced divestment provision. 

Doing so will protect both our security and the core American principle that private 

property rights should be predictable, stable, and respected. 

Thank you for your time and for your service to the people of Ohio. I would be happy 

to answer any questions. 


