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May 18, 2026

Chair Brenner, Vice Chair Blessing, Ranking Member Ingram, and members of the Senate
Education Committee,

Thank you for allowing me to testify today. | am passionately opposed to Senate Bill 113.

| want to begin with what should be a disqualifying problem with this bill: it does not define a
single word in its own title. According to the Legislative Service Commission's analysis, every
Ohio school district will be required, within 90 days, to “adopt and enforce a policy” prohibiting
“diversity,” “equity,” and “inclusion” — terms that appear nowhere in Ohio statute. When the
bill's own sponsor was asked in his first hearing to name a single Ohio school policy he believes
is harmful, he could not point to one. We are being asked to ban something no one in this room
can agree how to define.

That vagueness is not a drafting oversight — it is this bill's most dangerous feature. Because SB
113 also prohibits replacing any banned program “with one under a different designation that
serves the same or similar purposes,” and because it creates a complaint process empowering
any student, parent, or employee to trigger an investigation, every district in Ohio will be
forced to guess. The safest guess will always be to cut. And the cuts will not be limited to the
targets this bill's supporters describe.

Consider what could be challenged when a law this broad is left for nervous administrators and
complaint officers to interpret:
e Adaptive athletics for students with disabilities — designated an official sport by the
Ohio High School Athletic Association in 2013
e Programs that recruit military veterans, second-career professionals, and formerly
homeschooled students into teaching
e Mentoring for first-generation college-bound students
e English language learner support and translation services for families
e Black History Month, Hispanic Heritage Month, and Holocaust remembrance
programming
e Religious accommodation training that helps districts comply with federal law
e Job postings that say a district welcomes applicants from all backgrounds

Reporting by NBC4 found that eight of central Ohio's seventeen largest public school districts
already employ at least one staff member whose position would be eliminated under SB 113.
These are real people doing real work in our schools right now — and the bill cannot tell us,
because the bill refuses to define itself, exactly what is and is not allowed in their place.

SB 113 is also a fiscal time bomb. Federal courts have already blocked similar overbroad
diversity bans in other states, and SB 113's lack of definitions puts it on a collision course with
federal Title VI, Title VII, Title IX, and Section 504 — laws Ohio schools must follow regardless of



what this legislature passes. Ohio taxpayers will pay twice: once for the litigation, and a second
time for the educational opportunities cut to free up money for those legal bills.

The research on classroom diversity is not ambiguous. Students of every background —
including white students — show stronger academic outcomes, stronger critical-thinking and
problem-solving skills, and stronger leadership development when they learn in genuinely
diverse settings with diverse educators. That conclusion comes out of forty years of K-12
desegregation research, classroom-level studies of integrated middle schools, and decades of
work on teacher—student match. Ohio's children are not better served by a state government
pretending those findings do not exist.

This bill is also a rejection of the local control this body has historically championed. Ohio's
school boards are elected by their own neighbors. They know their students. They do not need
Columbus telling them they cannot use the word “inclusive” in a job description, and they
certainly do not need a state-mandated complaint process that turns every staff decision into a
potential investigation. As the Ohio Federation of Teachers has noted, SB 113 is an attempt to
“sidestep local control and micromanage every aspect of how public schools operate.”

Senator Brenner has framed this bill as a defense of Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.'s dream. Dr. King
was murdered fighting for integrated schools — schools where every child was welcomed,
supported, and seen. SB 113 takes us in the opposite direction. It tells Ohio's educators that
they may not name, may not see, and may not respond to the actual children sitting in their
classrooms.

Ohio's schools have real needs: a funding system the Ohio Supreme Court has four times ruled
unconstitutional, a teacher shortage that worsens every year, and a youth mental health crisis
this legislature has barely begun to address. SB 113 solves none of them. It only adds confusion,
cost, and fear.

| ask you to consider my testimony and stop this disastrous bill from moving forward.

Thank you again for the opportunity to testify.

Respectfully submitted,

Tracy Reiss
Akron, Ohio 44313



