
Written Testimony on Senate Bill 19 – Advanced Mathematics Provision 

Chair Arthur, Vice Chair Odioso, Ranking Member Brennan, and members of the committee, 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony on Senate Bill 19. 

I would like to begin by acknowledging the important intent of this legislation. Expanding access 
to advanced mathematics opportunities is critical for ensuring that Ohio students are 
challenged, engaged, and prepared for future academic and career pathways. The inclusion of 
provisions that promote access to Algebra I and other advanced coursework reflects a 
commitment to supporting gifted and high-achieving students and should be recognized as a 
positive step forward. 

However, I would like to share my concerns regarding the use of state assessment data, 
specifically Ohio State Tests (OST), as an automatic mechanism for placement decisions into 
advanced mathematics courses. 

While OST data can provide a snapshot of student performance, it is not designed to serve as 
the sole indicator of readiness for advanced coursework. Research and practice both show that 
a single standardized test cannot fully capture a student’s conceptual understanding, 
problem-solving ability, or readiness for the increased pace and depth of courses such as 
Algebra I. This is particularly concerning when making high-stakes placement decisions, such 
as accelerating students from 7th grade mathematics directly into Algebra I.  

In fact, Senate Bill 19 links advancement to performance levels on state assessments, requiring 
automatic enrollment for students scoring at “accomplished” or “advanced.” While well-intended, 
this approach risks both over-placement and under-placement when used in isolation. 

Additionally, I am concerned about the unintended consequences this policy may have on 
existing advanced math programs and gifted services. Many districts across Ohio have 
developed strong, research-based pathways for advanced learners, often using multiple data 
points, including nationally normed assessments, local assessments, and demonstrated 
classroom performance. If districts are required to significantly broaden access based solely on 
OST scores, there is a real risk that course expectations may need to be adjusted to 
accommodate a wider range of readiness levels. This could ultimately dilute the rigor of 
advanced coursework and undermine the very opportunities the bill seeks to expand. 

High-achieving and gifted students require appropriately paced, deeply challenging instruction. 
When the range of readiness within a classroom becomes too wide, it becomes increasingly 
difficult to meet those needs effectively. 

I would respectfully suggest an alternative approach that maintains the spirit of the bill while 
allowing for stronger, more accurate placement decisions: 



●​ Continue to promote that districts provide access to advanced mathematics pathways 
and automatically consider students for placement. 

●​ Allow districts to establish data-based, locally determined criteria for placement 
decisions. 

●​ Encourage the use of multiple measures, such as nationally normed assessment data,  
local assessments, classroom performance, and demonstrated readiness. 

This approach ensures that more students are identified and considered for advanced 
opportunities, while also preserving the integrity and rigor of those programs. 

In closing, I strongly support the goal of expanding advanced mathematics opportunities for 
Ohio students. With thoughtful adjustments to how placement decisions are made, Senate Bill 
19 can better serve both students who need greater challenge and those who need continued 
skill development. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Ashley Jones 

a_jones@lcsschools.net 
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