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Co-Chairmen Cupp and Patterson and members of the House Finance Subcommittee on Primary and Secondary Education. My name is Jim Rowan, Executive Director for the Ohio Association of School Business Officials (OASBO). Thank you for the opportunity to speak to you today in support of the Cupp/Patterson School Funding Workgroup’s recommendations for changes to House Bill (HB) 166, the biennial budget bill. 

I want to begin by commending Co-Chairs Cupp and Patterson for undertaking the difficult task of analyzing, researching options, and ultimately recommending a new funding formula for Ohio schools. As an association, we are pleased that our members were tapped to assist with this important work. You have already heard testimony from some of the eight treasurers/CFOs who participated on the Workgroup. We are proud of their dedication and hard work over the past year and a half.

On behalf of the OASBO Board of Directors, I am here to offer support for the work of the Cupp/Patterson Workgroup and the school funding formula that’s been recommended, the Ohio Fair School Funding Plan. One major accomplishment of the Workgroup is the development of a methodology for determining the basic education costs for students. The recommended methodology for determining cost takes into account the circumstances in each district, creating per pupil dollar amounts that represent the revenue needed for that district. Ohio has not utilized a cost methodology for the past eight years, and the Workgroup’s recommendations are welcomed by the education community. 

Another major provision included in the funding recommendations is the direct state funding for community schools. This has been a goal for the members of our organization for many years. There has been debate about funding for community schools since their inception, and the deduction from school districts to fund them has caused conflict between the two. We support the transition to a state-funded system for these schools. 

The Workgroup’s recommendations include the need for further study in some areas such as funding for Special Education students, Economically Disadvantaged students and for English Learners. Ohio must continue with  efforts to find the best funding methods for meeting these challenges as the Workgroup has suggested.

We are aware the Workgroup has acknowledged the need for making further improvements to the recommended formula. Specifically, there is a need to address concerns about some of the districts with high numbers of poverty students, that do not appear to benefit from the plan. We are committed to assist with those efforts as the Workgroup continues to make improvements to the funding proposal. 

Another area important to our membership is funding for Educational Service Centers (ESCs). ESCs play an integral part in the education of a number of students across the state. They provide direct services to over 253,000 students statewide while providing other programs that impact over 1.75 million students. ESCs support the tireless work that has gone into the Ohio Fair School Funding Plan. Under the Plan, Educational Service Centers would receive a minimal increase over the biennium. We believe that an investment in ESCs could provide relief and much needed support to the districts they serve. Increasing the amount of funding to ESCs will allow them to continue to produce more shared services and cost savings to the districts across the state

As the Subcommittee considers possible changes to HB 166, we strongly urge you to adopt the recommendations of the Cupp/Patterson Workgroup. We believe this school funding formula developed by practitioners in the field, will go a long way toward meeting the needs of Ohio’s students. 

This concludes my testimony. I’m happy to address your questions. 
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