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Chair Brenner, Vice Chair Blessing, Ranking Member Ingram, and members of the Senate 
Education Committee, 
 
Thank you for allowing me to testify today. I am staunchly opposed to Senate Bill 127. 
 
I want to begin with the most fundamental problem with this bill, which is a mathematical one. 
SB 127 defines a “poor performing” school as one that has scored in the bottom 5% on the 
Performance Index for three consecutive years and in the bottom 10% on Value-Added 
Progress for three consecutive years. There will always be a bottom 5%. By definition. Even if 
every school in Ohio raised its scores tomorrow, five percent of them would still be in the 
bottom five percent. As Ohio Federation of Teachers President Melissa Cropper testified against 
this bill's predecessor: “Because the requirements for closure or restructuring are based upon 
bottom percentages, there will always be schools that meet the criteria, even if those schools 
are meeting state standards.” 
 
SB 127 is not a bill to fix struggling schools. It is a permanent closure machine. The bar moves 
with the floor. The state will be closing or restructuring Ohio public schools forever, regardless 
of whether children are learning, regardless of whether educators are doing extraordinary 
work, and regardless of whether the broader system is improving. 
 
By the bill sponsor's own estimate in this committee, 180 to 185 Ohio school buildings could 
potentially fall into this category from the start. When Senator Smith pressed for the actual 
number using current data, Senator Brenner acknowledged that the numbers had not been run. 
We are being asked to authorize the closure, takeover, or staff-gutting of nearly 200 schools — 
affecting tens of thousands of children, their parents, and their communities — on the basis of 
a calculation that has not been done. 
 
And what is the bill measuring? Standardized test scores, which decades of research show 
correlate far more strongly with student poverty than with teaching quality. SB 127 does not 
punish bad teaching. It punishes the schools that serve children growing up in hardship — 
children whose families have less, who arrive in kindergarten already behind, who carry the 
weight of food insecurity, housing instability, untreated trauma, and a pediatric mental-health 
crisis the legislature has not yet seriously addressed. Those children need investment. SB 127 
hands them closure instead. 
 
The interventions this bill mandates are not designed to help. They are designed to disrupt: 

• Close the school entirely — with no plan in the bill for where children in rural counties 
or transit-poor neighborhoods are supposed to go 

• Transfer operation of the school to an outside private operator with no connection to 
the community and no accountability to the elected school board 



• Replace the principal and a majority of the licensed staff — in a state already facing an 
acute teacher shortage, with low-performing buildings the hardest of all to staff 

• Override existing collective bargaining agreements that took years for districts and their 
employees to negotiate 

•  
There is no honest answer in this bill to the question Ranking Member Ingram raised in the bill's 
first hearing: where do the children go? In an urban district, the next-nearest school may 
already be at capacity. In a rural district, the next-nearest school may be in another county. The 
bill is silent. “Close it” is not a plan. 
 
The staff-replacement option fares no better. Where are the replacement teachers supposed 
to come from? Ohio has a documented teacher shortage. Positions in our highest-need schools 
are the hardest in the state to fill. SB 127 does not create a single new teacher. It simply orders 
districts to swap out the educators they have for educators who do not exist, and to do so on a 
timeline the bill itself defines. 
 
We should also be honest about what closure means for Ohio's taxpayers. The state has 
invested billions of dollars through the Ohio Facilities Construction Commission to build and 
renovate the very school buildings SB 127 would now mandate the closure of. A school 
building is not just bricks; it is a generational public investment, a community anchor, often the 
largest civic asset in its neighborhood. This bill would walk away from that investment without 
an accounting. 
 
And we cannot have this conversation honestly without naming the obvious: Ohio's school 
funding system has been ruled unconstitutional by the Ohio Supreme Court four separate 
times. The state has, for nearly three decades, failed to meet its own constitutional obligation 
to fund a thorough and efficient system of common schools. SB 127 punishes school buildings 
for outcomes shaped by a funding system the state itself refuses to fix. That is not 
accountability. That is scapegoating. 
 
Finally, SB 127 is a sweeping rejection of local control. It strips authority from elected school 
boards, sidelines parents, overrides collective bargaining agreements, and hands the keys of 
community schools to private operators chosen by the state. A parent in Ohio currently has 
the right to elect the people who govern their child's school. Under SB 127, that right 
disappears the moment the state decides a school has fallen on the wrong side of its statistical 
line. 
 
This committee has been here before. The previous version of this proposal, Senate Bill 295, 
drew nearly twenty opponents and only one supporter, and died in committee. The bill 
returns this General Assembly with proponent testimony coming almost exclusively from 
organizations whose central policy goal is the expansion of privately operated charter schools 
— the very entities SB 127 would empower to take over our public buildings. Ohio's parents, 
educators, school boards, and unions have repeatedly told this body what they think of this 
idea. The answer has not changed. 



Our students deserve safe, equitable, fully-resourced, engaging schools in their own 
neighborhoods. If this committee genuinely wants to help schools that are struggling, the 
path is well known: fund them, staff them, support their families, and treat the educators 
inside them as partners, not targets. SB 127 does the opposite of every one of those things. 
I ask you to consider my testimony and stop this deeply troubling bill from moving forward. 
 
Thank you again for the opportunity to testify. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 

  
Tracy Reiss 
Akron, Ohio 44313 
 


