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My name is Dr. Gregory Mason. I have more than 40 years of experience in college 
administration and instruction in career technical and continuing education programs 
across several states, including working with the Illinois Department of Corrections, the 
Maryland Department of Public Safety and Correctional Services, and the Philadelphia 
Department of Prisons to develop educational programming. I currently serve as a program 
administrator for the Wilmington College Prison Education Program in the Dayton, 
Lebanon, and Warren prisons. 

I respectfully submit this testimony on the provision of HB 338 that would eliminate higher 
education programs in high-security state correctional institutions. I fully support the goals 
of protecting correctional officers, reducing prison violence, and stopping the flow of drugs 
into correctional facilities. Those goals are essential. However, eliminating college 
programming will not advance them and may in fact undermine them. 

Research shows that educational programming, especially college-level instruction, can 
reduce violent incidents in prisons. It may also do more than vocational programming to 
reduce disciplinary infractions. College gives incarcerated students a structured and 
constructive use of time, while also separating them from negative influences. 

Just as important, college changes how students think. It helps them reconsider conflict, 
redefine success, and imagine a different future. 

At Wilmington College, our prison education model is entirely paper based. We do not use 
technology that could be misused to smuggle drugs or compromise facility security. All of 
our instructional materials are carefully screened by correctional staff before ever being 
allowed into the facilities. 

As a Quaker institution, Wilmington College emphasizes nonviolent problem-solving. Our 
coursework, certificate programs, and extracurricular activities are designed to build 
constructive thinking, personal responsibility, and nonviolent behavior. 

Higher education in prison is also a sound public investment. Ohio spends approximately 
$30,000 per incarcerated person each year. Programs that improve behavior, reduce 
disciplinary incidents, and support successful reentry can produce better outcomes from 
that investment. 

High-security institutions will always require interaction between incarcerated individuals 
and correctional officers. Even those with serious disciplinary histories will continue to 
engage with staff. That is exactly why these facilities need programs that help people 
respond to conflict through thought rather than violence. 



The provision of HB 338 that would eliminate higher education programs in high-security 
state correctional institutions also presents other practical concerns. Many Ohio prisons 
house people across mixed security levels. For Wilmington College, that includes some 
Level 3 institutions. It is unclear how mixed-security facilities would be treated under this 
bill, and that uncertainty raises serious implementation questions. 

For these reasons, I urge careful reconsideration of any provision that would eliminate 
higher education programming in high-security correctional institutions. If the goal is to 
improve safety and reduce harm within prisons, college education should be seen as part 
of the solution, not part of the problem. 

Thank you. 


