
June 10, 2026 

STATEMENT IN OPPOSITION TO HOUSE BILL 338 

Before the Senate Judiciary Committee 

Senator Nathan Manning, Chair 

Good morning, Chair Manning, Vice Chair Reynolds, Ranking Member Hicks-Hudson, and 
members of the Judiciary Committee. Thank you for the opportunity to testify on HB 338. 

Before I share my testimony, I also want to extend my sincere condolences to Mrs. Lansing, in 
addition to Mr. Lansing’s family and friends. I am deeply and genuinely sorry for your loss. 

My name is Grace Meyer and I am a doctoral student at the University of Cincinnati, where I 
research prison policy and programming. Outside of my own studies, I work and teach for two 
separate college-in-prison initiatives, including Sinclair Community College. 

I have visited, studied, and worked in correctional spaces for the last five years. I agree that 
prisons need to be safer for all souls working and living behind bars. However, I do not believe 
HB 338 fosters safe and secure environments. As such, I respectfully urge this committee to 
amend this bill to remove the provisions surrounding higher education, visitation, and tablet 
access. I also caution the efficacy of deterrence-based policy, including higher mandatory 
minimums and sex offender registries, though that will not be the focus of my testimony today. 
Instead, I will center on my primary concern: the elimination of higher education in prison. 

Until this bill, Ohio persisted as a pioneer in college-in-prison. Ohio survived the collapse of 
Federal Pell Grant funding for incarcerated students in 1994, keeping college in prison programs 
alive when other states faltered. Now, over two decades later, Ohio hosted the 2026 National 
Conference on Higher Education in Prison, bringing hundreds of educators to our state. 

HB 338 unravels this impressive progress. Furthermore, it removes rehabilitative opportunities 
from the individuals who need it most. Studies from this state and beyond routinely suggest that 
higher risk individuals need more access to programming to address their needs. Reports vary, 
depending on the sample and methods, but they are unanimous in their findings: higher 
education reduces recidivism and promotes future employment. Banning access to education is 
counterproductive to ODRC’s mission to “reduce recidivism among those we touch.” 

Most importantly, HB 338 would strip incarcerated individuals of the ability to nurture their 
identity as a student and scholar. Prison whittles individuals down to solely being inmates, 
convicts, felons, or criminals. While I do not minimize or excuse the crimes that led to 
incarceration, incarcerated people are also parents, loved ones, and community members. By 
fostering a space where they can learn, explore, and develop new interests, we are better 
equipping them to fulfill their roles on the outside, which will benefit their communities. 



I also want to briefly highlight the brilliant scholarship that exists in our prisons. Students in 
ODRC facilities routinely engage in challenging coursework, participate in academic projects, 
and present at nationwide conferences. When given the opportunity, many of my incarcerated 
students went above and beyond expectations. I am privileged to be their instructor, and I hope to 
teach in correctional spaces for the rest of my life. 

Other components of this bill counter what research suggests on promoting prison safety. In-
person visitation allows families to remain connected, providing hope and stability on the 
outside. Tablets allow access to mail, communication with facility staff, and extracurricular 
resources that help incarcerated people engage with the modern world. Restricting access to 
these resources will not make prison safer but continue to destabilize incarcerated individuals.  

Retaining higher education, in-person visitation, and tablet access is not getting soft on crime; 
it’s getting smart and using evidence-based policy to create safer working and living 
environments. As such, I respectfully ask this committee to amend HB 338, in favor of 
preserving access to higher education, in-person visitation, and tablet access.  

Thank you for your consideration. I gladly welcome any questions. 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Grace K. Meyer, M.S. 

Ph.D. Student, University of Cincinnati 

Lecturer I, Sinclair Community College 
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