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Good morning, Chair Manning, Vice Chair Reynolds, Ranking Member Hicks-Hudson, and 

members of the Judiciary Committee, thank you for the opportunity to provide interested party 

testimony on House Bill 338 (HB 338). My name is Dr. Amanda Pompoco and I have worked in 

corrections for the past 15 years travelling across the country to train staff and help agencies 

implement evidence-based practices that reduce recidivism and keep staff safe. My research 

explores the effective characteristics of prison-based education programs that reduce misconduct 

and recidivism. Additionally, I teach college courses at Lebanon Correctional Institution.  

While I would like to describe the stories and anecdotes that my students at Lebanon have shared 

with me that they would still be actively involved in a gang had it not been for college or that 

college courses have motivated them to stop using drugs while in the institution, it would be a 

disservice if I did not take this opportunity to present to you the data that demonstrates the 

impact of higher education for thousands of individuals. 

While there are many studies demonstrating the effectiveness of college programs in prison 

(Bozick et al., 2018; Davis et al., 2013; Mackenzie, 2006), I would like to focus on one very 

relevant study today. My colleagues and I published this study several years ago examining 

education programs available in prisons in Ohio (Pompoco et al., 2017). This study was the 

result of a larger evaluation of the prison programs in the state (Latessa et al., 2015). While we 

found several promising outcomes for education courses, there are a few results that I would like 

to point out. First, we found that completion of higher education programs reduced the likelihood 

that those individuals engaged in violent misconduct after completion of the program. Second, 

simply starting a college class significantly reduced the likelihood of receiving a drug infraction 

after participation. Finally, the completion of college courses significantly reduced return to 

prison rates (Pompoco et al., 2017).  

Contrary to what the sponsors of this bill have suggested, the prison-based higher education 

programs in Ohio are effective and any break in services would likely result in less safe 

institutions. Higher education programs provide important opportunities for incarcerated 

individuals, especially those housed at higher security facilities who are likely at a higher risk to 

reoffend and need more services prior to release (Andrews & Bonta, 2014). The research on our 

own prisons demonstrates that these programs reduce misconduct rates (Pompoco et al., 2017). 

This portion of HB 338 would be counterproductive in terms of creating safer institutions for our 

staff. When 95% of incarcerated individuals are released back into our communities why would 

we choose to eliminate cost-effective programs that reduce recidivism and enhance public 

safety? (Hughes & Wilson, 2003; Stickle & Schuster, 2023)  



I urge this committee to remove the component of HB 338 that eliminates higher education in 

high security institutions because its inclusion will make our facilities less safe, remove 

important rehabilitative services, and it contradicts the current body of research on best practices.  

Thank you again for the opportunity to testify and I would be glad to answer any questions.  
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