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Chairman Coley, Vice Chair Seitz, Ranking Member Yuko and members of the Senate
Government Oversight and Reform Committee and Chairman Brown, Vice Chair Blessing,
Ranking Member Clyde and members of the House Government Accountability and Oversight
Committee:

My name is James Rogers, and | have been a licensed cosmetologist and cosmetology
instructor for over 50 years. In that time | have been privileged to serve as chair of the National
Accrediting Commission of Cosmetology Arts & Sciences, and chair of the Ohio State Board of

Cosmetology.

| am writing to express my opposition to Senate Bill 213, and House Bill 227, as | am convinced
they serve only the interests of a small group of salon owners at the expense of working
cosmetologists (largely women), and the women who trust the Ohio legislature to protect their

health and welfare as salon clients.

A reader of these bills should ask "what problems do they solve? Needs do they address?
Wrongs do they right?” The fact is, they solve no problems, right no wrongs, and fulfill only
selfish interests. The cosmetology industry has enjoyed healthy growth for years. The Board of
Cosmetology meets a few hours one afternoon a month, and finds few criticisms and few
problems to solve. Why then, the need for this legislation? Who stands to gain?

If the proponents had offered bills that were merely useless, they would engender little
comment. They are, though, much more dangerous than merely an annoying waste of your
time, Senators and Representatives. They contain harmful language to devalue our Board and

profession, and to vacate your responsibility to protect the citizens of Ohio.



Please do not be lulled by 16 pages that do nothing other than change the word "person” to

"individual".

Look for these hidden traps, and ask yourself:

Why put private schools and instructors under the thumb of the State Department of Education?

We are competitors, and we are equally successful with Cosmetology Board pass rates.

Why lower educational standards? How does less training in a profession that has grown in the

number and complexity of services improve the protection of the consumer?

Why create "boutique salons" and "boutique services?” Who stands to gain from being able to
hire untrained workers for salon jobs? Who stands to lose when cosmetology becomes a

casual-labor job instead of a respected profession?

Why eliminate the manager license while simultaneously creating an "advanced"

license? Please note that the advanced license requires apprenticeship for six months in a
salon. Who gains from this apprenticeship? Who loses? Will the salons that now use egregious
and draconian "employment agreements" to enslave their workers be permitted to continue
those agreements? | pray that, at the very least, you outlaw this despicable practice.

Thank you for your consideration of the above comments. The cosmetology profession has
been my life and my love. | feel obligated to defend it from attempts to disassembile it and to
show you its importance in the state of Ohio, and to the women of Ohio.

Respectfully submitted,

James M. Rogers
Chairman Emeritus
Salon Schools Group
1720 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43203
614 252 5252



