
Senate Bill 19: Opposition Testimony 

Chair Fowler Arthur and members of the Committee: 

Teachers are already managing an extensive set of responsibilities that extend far beyond 
daily instruction. In addition to lesson planning, grading, and supporting student needs, 
educators are required to complete and maintain Response to Intervention and Monitoring 
Plans (RIMPs), comply with dyslexia law requirements, and meet numerous day-to-day 
administrative and instructional expectations. 

Introducing additional requirements through MIMPs places yet another layer of 
documentation and accountability on teachers who are already operating at or beyond 
capacity. While the goal of improving student outcomes is important, adding new 
mandated plans without reducing existing obligations risks overwhelming educators and 
diverting valuable time away from direct student instruction. 

It is also important to acknowledge that RIMPs themselves currently have limited data 
demonstrating strong, consistent effectiveness as an intervention. Expanding similar 
systems or adding additional improvement plans without clear, evidence-based outcomes 
raises concerns about whether these requirements meaningfully improve student 
achievement or simply increase administrative workload for teachers. 

Teachers need time to teach, assess, and build meaningful relationships with students. 
When excessive paperwork and compliance measures accumulate, the quality of 
instruction can suffer. More importantly, the constant expansion of responsibilities 
significantly increases the likelihood of teacher burnout, an issue that schools across the 
country are already experiencing. 

Before implementing new initiatives such as MIMPs , decision-makers must carefully 
consider the current workload placed on educators and whether existing systems are truly 
effective. Sustainable improvement in education requires supporting teachers and 
prioritizing evidence-based practices, rather than adding additional layers of requirements 
that may ultimately undermine both teacher well-being and student success. In my 
personal classroom equal if not more gains have been made in Math and this has been 
without the requirement of Math Improvement Monitoring Plans. Using evidence based 
curriculum and strategies I strive to lay a strong foundation. Understanding what is 
developmentally appropriate for my students and helping them access information in the 
unique way they each learn individually far outweighs another required document.  
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