
Testimony Before the Senate Judiciary Committee

Chairman Manning, Vice Chair Reynolds, Ranking Member Hicks-Hudson, and members of the Senate
Judiciary Committee:

Thank you for the opportunity to testify before you today.

My name is Jeffrey Lewis, and I have served as a correctional officer at the Southern Ohio Correctional
Facility since August 15, 1994. With more than 30 years of experience working inside the institution, I
currently serve as the Visiting Room Shakedown Officer, where I am directly involved in monitoring and
preventing the introduction of contraband into the facility.

Throughout my career, I have witnessed changes in policy, leadership, and operational priorities. Some
of these changes have proven beneficial, while others—though well-intentioned—have made our jobs
more difficult and, in some cases, less safe.

Prisons are not isolated from society—they reflect it. As the world outside changes, so do the
environments within our correctional facilities. While change is necessary, what concerns me is how
often we forget the hard lessons learned at a very high cost. When those lessons are ignored, we place
staff, inmates, and visitors in danger.

My testimony today focuses on how Andy’s Law would directly enhance safety within SOCF’s visiting
area and positively impact correctional facilities across Ohio. Implementing non-contact visitation at
high-security institutions would send a clear and consistent message that the State of Ohio is
committed to maintaining a safe environment for staff, inmates, and visitors alike.

SOCF has often been referred to as a “jail within a jail.” Inmates assigned here typically arrive after
repeatedly failing to comply with rules and regulations at lower security facilities. A large portion of the
inmate population has rule infractions or convictions related to drug use or trafficking, contributing to
ongoing attempts to introduce contraband into the institution.

Drugs are one of the biggest drivers of violence inside a prison. They create a power structure based
on control and money. The visiting room is a high-risk area for the introduction of contraband. When
inmates persuade visitors to bring in drugs, it generates both financial gain and influence within the
inmate population.

Inmates now have access to electronic devices, including GTL tablets, which allow for phone calls,
messaging, and financial transactions. While these tools serve legitimate purposes, they also provide
additional avenues to move money and support illegal activity tied to contraband.

Inmates do not typically begin their sentences in high-security facilities. The Bureau of Classification
generally assigns them to Level 1 or Level 2 institutions. When they repeatedly violate rules and
policies, they are advanced to Level 3 and Level 4 facilities, bringing those same behaviors with them.

Transitioning to non-contact visitation at higher security levels would significantly reduce the
introduction of drugs and other contraband.

A clear example of this occurred during the COVID-19 pandemic. In-person visits were suspended from
March 2020 until May 2021. During that time, there was a notable decrease in positive drug tests.
However, once in-person visits resumed, it took less than two months before a visitor was caught
attempting to bring contraband into the facility—specifically Suboxone strips hidden inside a candy bar,



with an estimated value exceeding $12,000. Since then, similar incidents have continued on a regular
basis.

These incidents also create a financial burden on taxpayers. When visitors are caught, they are
prosecuted and, in some cases, incarcerated—further increasing costs to the State of Ohio.

Officers are frequently left working alone for extended periods. I have raised these concerns multiple
times and filed formal grievances, yet the situation has not improved. This reflects a broader issue: too
many decisions affecting prison security are made without sufficient input from frontline staff. When
experience is overlooked, policies can unintentionally compromise safety.

There has been a noticeable increase in disruptive behavior within the visiting area. In over 30 years at
SOCF, I have never seen this level of conduct. I have witnessed visitors throwing water on inmates,
smashing food into their faces, and escalating conflicts to the point where violence felt inevitable. These
are clear signs that visitation privileges are no longer being respected.

I have also observed instances where inmates who have committed serious assaults have had
sanctions reduced or have been granted special visitation privileges. This sends a confusing and
dangerous message to both inmates and staff.

These issues reflect a broader structural problem within the department: the promotion of individuals
into supervisory and administrative positions who lack meaningful security experience. Decisions
affecting institutional safety are increasingly made by individuals who have never worked frontline
security posts and who disregard input from experienced officers. This weakens security operations
and undermines accountability.

Andy’s Law establishes accountability. It reinforces that privileges must be earned and maintained
while ensuring meaningful consequences for misconduct.

In closing, Andy’s Law offers hope—hope for safer prisons, reduced contraband, decreased violence,
and a correctional system that learns from past experiences rather than repeating them.

Thank you for your time, your attention, and your commitment to public safety. I am happy to answer
any questions you may have.


