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Chair, Vice Chair, Ranking Member, and members of the committee: 

My name is Ainslee Johnson-Brown, and I submit this testimony on behalf of Ohioans 
Against Extremism in opposition to Senate Bill 202 in its current form.  

Ohioans Against Extremism exists to fight extremism in Ohio’s state and local 
government by informing voters about legislation, training Ohioans to advocate for themselves, 
and building long-term civic power rooted in democratic accountability. Through our work, we 
encourage Ohioans to evaluate public policy based on whether it strengthens public trust, 
promotes stability, and improves the lives and safety of Ohio communities. 

Our organization defines extremism as rhetoric, policy, or action that promotes provoking 
physical violence, undermines the freedom or power of marginalized communities, disregards 
objective facts or informed expert consensus, or disproportionately concentrates power and 
resources among those who already possess them. Senate Bill 202 raises concerns because it 
codifies legal protections for a politically charged symbol without demonstrating a clear public 
safety purpose or a meaningful connection to the tragedy that inspired the legislation. 

At the outset, I want to acknowledge the profound loss suffered by the family, 
colleagues, and community of Chief Steven DiSario, after whom this bill is named. Chief DiSario 
was killed in the line of duty while serving the Village of Kirkersville, a small Central Ohio 
community with fewer than 1,000 residents. Reporting surrounding his death highlighted the 
severe resource limitations facing the department at the time, including the fact that Kirkersville 
reportedly had only three part-time police officers, one of whom was on military leave. 

Nothing in this testimony should be interpreted as diminishing Chief DiSario’s sacrifice or 
the difficult and often dangerous work performed by law enforcement officers throughout Ohio. 
Public policy, however, should be carefully evaluated according to whether it addresses the 
underlying problems that contribute to tragedies and whether it serves the broader public 
interest. 

Senate Bill 202 does not establish that connection. 
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The bill would extend special legal protection to displays of the “thin blue line flag” and 
“thin blue line emblem” by prohibiting restrictions from landlords, homeowners' associations, 
condominium associations, and manufactured home park operators. In doing so, the legislation 
places the symbol within the same section of Ohio law that protects displays of the American 
flag, the Ohio state flag, POW/MIA flags, and military service flags displayed by immediate 
family members of service members. 

That comparison is significant because, unlike the other flags mentioned, the thin blue 
line symbol does not carry a universally shared civic meaning. For some Ohioans, the symbol 
represents support for law enforcement officers and recognition of the dangers they face. For 
many others, particularly in communities shaped by high-profile incidents involving police 
violence or allegations of misconduct, the symbol has become associated with political 
movements, ideological polarization, and hostility toward demands for police accountability. 

The state legislature should not be deepening political divisions while localities attempt 
to repair fragile relationships between communities and police. That concern is especially 
relevant in Central Ohio, where tensions surrounding policing and accountability remain 
elevated following the verdict in the Jason Meade case. In communities already struggling with 
division and mistrust, expanded state endorsement of a politically contested symbol may 
intensify conflict rather than encourage reconciliation or civic unity. 

The legislation does nothing to actually protect police officers. Senate Bill 202 does not 
address staffing shortages in rural departments, officer backup capacity, emergency 
communications systems, recruitment and retention challenges, or mental health crisis 
response. It does not create additional safety protocols or operational resources for 
departments serving small communities with limited personnel and infrastructure. 

SB 202 is little more than political pandering, likely to provoke tensions, while 
accomplishing no real practical public policy objective. 

Ohioans deserve legislation grounded in evidence, proportionality, and the well-being of 
our communities. In moments of public grief and tragedy, lawmakers carry a heightened 
responsibility to ensure that legislation is responsive to actual public needs and capable of 
strengthening social trust rather than increasing polarization. 

Ohio can honor the service and sacrifice of law enforcement officers while also 
recognizing the importance of social cohesion, democratic accountability, and public trust. 
Those goals are not incompatible.  

For these reasons, we respectfully urge the committee to oppose Senate Bill 202 as 
currently drafted. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 


