Chairperson, Vice Chair, Ranking Member, and members of the committee,
My name is Bianca Richards

Thank you for allowing me to submit testimony regarding Andy’s Law.

First, | want to express my deepest sympathy to the family, friends, and coworkers of
Correctional Officer Andrew Lansing. What happened to Officer Lansing was a
heartbreaking tragedy, and no correctional officer should ever lose their life while serving in
their profession. Correctional officers deserve safe working conditions, adequate staffing,
and meaningful protections.

However, | respectfully oppose portions of Andy’s Law that would eliminate educational
opportunities, restrict visitation, reduce communication resources, and remove
rehabilitative privileges for Level 3 and 4 inmates.

This issue is deeply personal to me. A loved one of mine entered prison able to walk and
live independently. During incarceration, his health declined significantly, and he is now
confined to a wheelchair and unable to walk. The physical challenges he faces have also
had a tremendous impact on his mental health. Through all of these struggles, visitation
has been one of the few things that provides hope, support, and a connection to the
outside world.

For inmates serving long sentences, family visits are more than a privilege—they are a
lifeline. They help maintain mental and emotional well-being, encourage positive behavior,
and remind people that they still have family who care about them. Communication
through phone calls, messaging systems, and other approved forms of contact serves the
same purpose. These resources help people stay connected to their children, spouses,
parents, and support systems. Taking away visitation and communication does not just
punish the inmate—it affects entire families who are trying to maintain relationships and
provide encouragement for positive change.

I am also concerned that this legislation targets specific security levels as though violence
and safety concerns exist only there. The tragic incident that inspired this bill was horrific,



but violence can occur at any security level within a prison. Focusing restrictions on one or
two classifications creates the appearance of addressing the problem while failing to
recoghize that safety issues can arise anywhere. Limiting opportunities for education,
communication, and rehabilitation for an entire group of inmates does not address the root
causes of violence or improve institutional safety.

Educational programs play a critical role in rehabilitation. Education gives incarcerated
individuals a sense of purpose, teaches valuable skills, improves behavior, and helps
prepare them for a more productive future. When people have opportunities to learn, grow,
and work toward goals, institutions are often safer for both staff and inmates. Removing
those opportunities risks creating more hopelessness, frustration, and isolation.

| am also concerned about provisions that would limit or remove access to tablets. For
many incarcerated individuals, tablets are not simply a convenience—they are an
important tool for education, communication, and personal development. Tablets provide
access to educational materials, programming, messaging services, and other resources
that help individuals use their time productively. They also allow inmates to maintain
regular contact with their families, which is critical for emotional well-being and successful
rehabilitation.

Tablets have also helped reduce reliance on shared wall phones, which are often limited in
number and can become a source of frustration and conflict among inmates. When people
have access to tablets for approved communication, there is less competition for phone
time and fewer disputes over access to communication resources. Removing tablets could
increase tensions, create additional strain on existing communication systems, and
potentially contribute to more conflicts within institutions. Maintaining access to these
tools supports both institutional order and family connections while providing
opportunities for education and personal growth.

We can honor Officer Lansing’s memory by pursuing measures that directly improve safety
for correctional staff, strengthen security, address staffing shortages, reduce contraband,
and hold violent offenders accountable. But we should not respond to one tragedy by
taking away the very programs, family connections, and communication resources that
help many incarcerated individuals maintain stability, accountability, and hope.



Protecting correctional officers and supporting rehabilitation are not opposing goals. Ohio
can do both. We can improve safety without eliminating visitation, communication,
education, and other opportunities that help people remain connected to their families and
work toward becoming better individuals.

I respectfully urge the committee to reconsider the provisions that restrict visitation,
communication, educational opportunities, and rehabilitative programs. These measures
will affect not only inmates, but also the families who support them, and they risk causing
more harm than good while doing little to address the broader safety concerns that exist
throughout the prison system.

Thank you for your time, consideration, and service to the people of Ohio.



