Testimony in Opposition to SB 127: Public School Closure Requirements

Chair Brenner, Vice Chair Blessing, Ranking Member Ingram, and members of the Committee,
thank you for the opportunity to submit testimony today. My name is Mary Alleger. As a
dedicated Ohio voter, | submit this testimony today in firm opposition to SB 127

While the stated goal of this bill is to address school performance, the mechanisms it employs
are punitive, destabilizing, and ignore the material realities facing Ohio’s families and educators.

1. Schools as Essential Community Safety Nets

In many of Ohio’s large cities, a school is far more than a place of academic instruction; it is a
vital safety net. Even schools labeled as "poor performing" by state metrics provide a safe space
for children and ensure they receive breakfast and lunch—services that are absolutely
necessary given the current levels of income disparity in our state. SB 127’s mandate for
"Permanent Closure" after three years of low ratings threatens to pull these essential resources
out of the neighborhoods that need them most, leaving children without the stability they rely on
for their basic needs.

2. The Failure of State Funding, Not Local Educators

Intervention for struggling schools is necessary, but it must begin with adequate state funding,
not the threat of closure. We have seen decades of state funding cuts that leave districts unable
to meet their students' needs, especially when residents can no longer afford the property tax
levies required to bridge the gap. SB 127 punishes districts for the "performance” results of
systemic underfunding. We should be massively funding and overhauling these schools to
provide the resources they lack, rather than stripping them away.

3. Rejecting "Pay-to-Play" Education

The provision in SB 127 that allows for the conversion of public schools into community (charter)
schools is a move toward a "pay-to-play" education model. Education at every level should be a
free, accessible public good. Expanding the footprint of charter and private entities at the
expense of our public system will only further entrench poverty in Ohio. We need to strengthen
our public institutions, not outsource them to private management.

4. Unwarranted Punitive Measures Against Staff

SB 127 allows for the replacement of at least 50% of a school’s staff without an investigation or
proof that those individuals were the driving cause of poor performance. Mass layoffs are a
corporate-style punishment that ignores the hard work educators perform daily under difficult
conditions. Firing half the staff of a struggling school does nothing to address the root causes of
low test scores; it simply destroys the institutional knowledge and relationships that are crucial
to student success.

5. Erosion of Local Control
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Finally, SB 127 represents a significant overreach by the state. Decisions regarding school
districts should be made by the people who live and work in them—the educators, the parents,
and the taxpayers who fund these districts. This bill allows a state entity "at the top of a hill" to
overrule local boards and force closures or restructuring against the will of the community. This
is a violation of local autonomy and democratic accountability.

Conclusion

SB 127 treats schools like failing businesses rather than the heart of our communities. It
prioritizes punishment over support and private expansion over public investment. | urge this
committee to reject this bill and instead focus on legislation that provides the massive, equitable
funding Ohio’s public schools truly need.

Please vote NO on SB 127.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Mary Alleger

House District 2 | Senate District 15 | Congressional District 3 | School District 6
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