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Ohio

Testimony on House Bill 136, Parental Choice and Taxpayer Savings Scholarship Program
Before the House Education Committee

The Hon. Gerald Stebelton, Chair

By Karen Rainey, AAUW/Ohio Public Policy Advocate

September 21, 2011
Chairman Stebelton and members of the committee:

My name is Karen Rainey, and I am speaking for AAUW/Ohio (the American Association of University Women), representing more than 1,500 members in 50 branches throughout Ohio.  Since its founding 130 years ago, AAUW members have placed a high value on education.  (Until very recently, a four-year degree from an accredited institution of higher education was a requirement for membership.)  For more than a century, AAUW members have been dedicated advocates for education at all levels of government, supporting flexibility and innovation in meeting educational goals.  

That is why it is painful to oppose a bill that purportedly seeks to expand educational opportunity.  However, AAUW strongly believes that public funds should only be used for public education—not private school vouchers that benefit only a few. 
AAUW believes that the right strategy for improving our schools is to direct resources toward improving public schools and public charter schools, rather than diverting scarce public funds into private institutions.  AAUW is concerned that school voucher schemes undermine accountability for academic achievement.  Additionally, the expansion of the school voucher program further weakens an already hard-hit public education system by diverting public funds to private or religious elementary and secondary schools that are not accountable to the public or an elected school board.   
Summary data from the 2010-2011 school year published on the Ohio Department of Education Web site indicate that students enrolled in EdChoice programs did not perform as well as students in public schools in proficiency tests.  In the math and science areas, students in EdChoice programs were 30 percentage points or more behind their counterparts in public schools.  It is difficult to believe that voucher programs should be expanded in the face of such poor results.

Ohio is one of only five states and the District of Columbia  that offer student vouchers—a new program in Indiana, plus Louisiana, Utah, and Wisconsin (Milwaukee).  (Maine and Vermont offer vouchers to students who live in rural areas without public schools.)  Utah’s program is limited to students with disabilities.  According to the National Conference of State Legislatures, voucher programs in Arizona, Colorado and Florida have been ruled unconstitutional, although Florida has attempted to counter its ruling; it also offers a scholarship for students with disabilities.  The Florida ruling was that the voucher program violated the state constitution’s requirement for a “uniform, efficient, safe, secure and high quality system of free public schools.”  And isn’t that what we want for Ohio as well?  A high quality system of free public schools?  We believe that cannot be achieved if Ohio keeps diverting funds from our public schools.
We respectfully ask that you vote against this bill.

Thank you for your time.
AAUW advances equity for women and girls through advocacy, education, philanthropy and research.  AAUW, founded in 1881, is open to all graduates who hold an associate or higher degree from a regionally accredited college or university.  In principle and practice, AAUW values and seeks a diverse membership.  
