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Chair Willis, Vice Chair Daniels, Ranking Member Grim, and members of the Committee, thank 

you for the opportunity to provide opponent testimony on House Bill 463. My name is Tom 

Kircher, and I am testifying on behalf of the Ohio Driving School Association, representing 

professional driver training schools and licensed driving instructors across the state. 

The Ohio Driving School Association shares the sponsors' commitment to safe, accessible, and 

high-quality driver education. We applaud the General Assembly's recent and significant step 

forward in requiring driver training for all Ohioans under the age of 21. That reform reflects a 

clear legislative consensus: more supervised, professional training produces safer drivers. It is 

precisely that consensus that gives us serious pause about House Bill 463. 

HB 463 Moves in the Opposite Direction of Recent Reform 

Ohio recently expanded mandatory driver training to drivers up to age 21, a reform supported by 

research showing that professional instruction meaningfully reduces crash rates among new 

drivers. House Bill 463 now proposes to reduce the required hours with a licensed instructor 

from eight to four thereby cutting professional instruction time in half and to replace those hours 

with a parent or guardian assisted by a smartphone application. We respectfully submit that this 

is a step backward. 

Professional Instruction Is Not Interchangeable with an App 

Licensed driving instructors are trained professionals who carry specific licensure and 

accountability for the quality of instruction they deliver. They are skilled at identifying and 

correcting dangerous habits in real time, in ways that a well-intentioned parent using an 

application simply cannot replicate. The bill's framing treats instructor hours and app-assisted 

parent hours as equivalent, but they are not and Ohio's roads will reflect that difference. 

Specifically, we are concerned that: 

• No legislative minimum standard is established for what a qualifying app must 

demonstrate in terms of safety or instructional efficacy thereby giving broad bureaucratic 

discretion over what effectively becomes a core component of Ohio driver training. 

• Apps are developed by private parties with commercial incentives, creating a structural 

tension between profitability and the rigorous safety outcomes Ohio families deserve. 



• Reducing total required hours from 50 to 40 with the app pathway means new drivers 

will enter Ohio's roads with demonstrably less supervised experience. 

Capacity Challenges Deserve a Capacity Solution 

We acknowledge the genuine problem of driving school capacity, particularly in rural 

communities, and we take that concern seriously. However, the answer to an overburdened 

professional training system is to expand that system, not to bypass it. We would welcome a 

conversation with the General Assembly about incentivizing school capacity in underserved 

areas and modernizing the instructor licensure pathway. These solutions would address the 

access problem without compromising training quality. 

Our Request 

The Ohio Driving School Association respectfully urges the Committee to pause on House Bill 

463 as introduced, and to consider amendments that preserve the required eight hours of 

professional instruction while exploring technology as a supplement, rather than a substitute, for 

licensed instructor time. Ohio has invested significantly in raising the standard of driver training. 

We ask that this committee protect that investment. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. I welcome any questions from the Committee. 

 

 

 

Tom Kircher 

President, ODSA 
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