Alliance for
Safety and Justice

Interested Party Testimony for HB 667
May 19, 2026

Dear Chair Abrams, Vice Chair Miller, Ranking Member Thomas, and members of the House
Public Safety Committee,

Thank you for this opportunity to submit this interested party letter regarding HB 667.

The Alliance for Safety and Justice (ASJ) is a multi-state organization that promotes effective
approaches to public safety and healing for victims of crime across the country. We bring
together diverse crime survivors via our flagship project, Crime Survivors Speak, to advance
policies that help crime victims and stop cycles of crime. We have more than 12,000 crime
survivor members across the state of Ohio.

We agree that effective community supervision is an important tool to prevent crime, and HB
667 contains several technical improvements to strengthen supervision. We are concerned,
however, that the provisions in the bill to restrict eligibility to participate in the Targeted
Community Alternatives to Prison (TCAP) program would undermine the bill’s public
safety goal.

TCAP is a proven public safety program. TCAP was created in 2017 to help counties who
choose to participate hold eligible people with low-level, non-violent felonies accountable
through community-based sanctions such as jails or community control, rather than send them
to state prisons. The program has been a win-win, limiting state spending on people with
low-level convictions who do not need to be sent to prison and sending a portion of those
savings to county law enforcement. TCAP grant money supports jurisdictions using proven local
solutions to interrupt cycles of crime, including treatment, supervision, and rehabilitative
programming. Today, 63 of Ohio’s 88 counties participate in TCAP, and data show that the
program has been highly successful in these jurisdictions.

TCAP is voluntary and targeted. TCAP counties opt in to receive support to hold people with
low-level offenses accountable locally and and prevent future crime by addressing underlying
criminogenic issues. TCAP participation is already limited to eligible people with certain
low-level, nonviolent felonies and no history of serious offenses. Anyone with a prior offense of
violence or sex offense is prohibited from participating in TCAP. People with drug trafficking
offenses or any offense carrying a mandatory sentence are also not allowed to participate in
TCAP under existing law.

HB 667 would impose additional restrictions on TCAP, undermining the goal of the
program by making it more likely people with low-level felonies would be sent to prison
instead of being held accountable in the community. HB 667 would exclude anyone from
TCAP who:



o Has two previous nonviolent felonies, regardless of what they are or when they
happened.

o Had a previous unfavorable termination of community control for a previous
nonviolent felony, regardless of when the termination occurred.

o Was on post-release control at the time the TCAP-eligible offense was
committed.

These additional TCAP restrictions would have several negative consequences:

e They would erode public safety by ignoring research showing that people with lower
level offenses are less likely to recidivate when they are held accountable with
community-based interventions.’

e They are over-broad, excluding formerly eligible people from the TCAP population
forever regardless of when their previous convictions or community control terminations
occurred and what justice system response would best advance public safety goals
today.

e They undermine the goals of TCAP by excluding people with low-level, nonviolent
offenses - exactly the population TCAP was designed to handle.

e They ignore behavioral health reality: setbacks are a normal part of the recovery process
and incorporating community-based mental health providers into justice system
responses helps interrupt cycles of substance abuse.?

For these reasons, we urge you to amend HB 667 to maintain current eligibility for TCAP. If
anything, TCAP should be expanded because of its success and its cost-savings to Ohio’s
taxpayers.

Thank you for the opportunity to submit interested party testimony, and we stand ready to work
with the sponsor and the committee to ensure that HB 667 effectively meets, and doesn’t
undermine, its public safety goals.

Shaena Fazal
Chief of State Advocacy
Alliance for Safety and Justice
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