
  

KASICH’S SCHOOL BUDGET HAS UPSET 

 REPUBLICAN AND DEMOCRATIC LEGISLATORS 

 
     Despite raising the total amount of school funding over his last two- 

year budget, over half the Ohio school districts are left with less money 

than they had the past two years. Kasich’s new school formula seems to 

benefit urban and suburban districts over rural farm districts. His 

rationale was that farm land has increased in value and therefore, those 

districts can afford to pay more in school levies. The puzzling part of that 

logic is that property value does not immediately transfer to dollars in 

farmers’ bank accounts. Democrats want the state to pick up a larger 

share of educational costs. They point to the DeRolph Supreme Court 

Case and 3 other cases since that has ruled that Ohio’s over reliance on 

local property taxes for school funding is unconstitutional. Rep. Denise 

Driehaus, the ranking Democrat on the Finance Committee pointed out 

that $1.1 billion has already been reduced by about $372 million during 

the last budget the when this administration recanted on previous 

commitments to reimburse schools for previous tax cuts. Driehaus claims 

that even with the increase over the previous school budget, state aid to 

local schools is the lowest percentage of the state’s total budget since 

1997. She said Kasich seems more focused on cutting income taxes than 

in adequately supporting education.  

     Budget Director Tim Keen had said, “Districts ought to vote and raise 

tax levies locally … rather than fight to get nickels and dimes of their 

(state income) tax dollars brought back to their district.” Driehaus said, 

“The administration seems to be content to roll the costs down to the 

local governments … instead of the state investing more.” The reason 

more funding is unavailable is because the governor wants to cut income 

taxes by 23%. The biggest winner would be the top 1% of taxpayers who 

would receive an average annual cut in their taxes of $11,906. The losers 

will be local property taxpayers who would be left with the task of voting 

favorably to fund local schools. Many are senior citizens who are finding 

it difficult to stretch social security payments and often vote no on levies.  

 The biggest losers are students in schools who have struggled for years 

trying to offer more college preparatory courses and technical training 

classes for those not planning to attend college. It is also sad to report  

the small number of schools providing pre-school classes despite the 

many studies that indicate the very positive impact it has on future 

education endeavors. 

        
   “At that time the disciples came to Jesus 

   and asked, “Who is the greatest in the 

   kingdom of heaven?” He called a child,  

   whom he put among them, and said,  

   “Truly I tell you, unless you change and 

   become like children, you will never  

   enter the kingdom of heaven. Whoever 

   becomes humble like this child is the 

   greatest in the kingdom of heaven. 

   Whoever  welcomes one such child in my     

    name welcomes me.” 

   

           (Matthew 18: 1-5NRSV)       
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     Legislators from both political parties 

that represent rural county schools are 

particularly puzzled by the fact that many 

wealthy school districts have received the 

largest increase in school funding. New 

Albany schools will receive 21% increase 

with a median income of $159,000. This 

compares to some schools taking cuts 

whose median taxpayers are making less 

than $40,000. 

Another 21% increase is Olentangy 

Schools that is in the wealthiest county in 

the state. Westerville Schools are Gov. 

Kasich’s home district and also receives 

the 21% increase. 

    Lakota’s schools’ treasurer Jenni Logan 

testified that she was “shocked” to learn 

her district would lose the most dollars of 

any in the state under the governor’s plan. 

She said, “It didn’t take long for our 

community to react. Their perception of 

this change was the state found a way to 

use their levy dollars that they just 

approved.” Logan said Lakota’s effective 

millage is 16% higher than the state 

average. “By this measure our residents 

are executing the final effort standard.” 

Lakota is losing $5.9 million dollars from 

the last two-year budget. 

      Rural school districts and their 

legislators are unhappy about the 

Governor’s new formula to determine 

education funding. “Farmland values are 

skyrocketing,” said Tim Keen, Director of 

the Office of Budget and Management. 

“If you have a greater capacity to raise 

local revenue, the formula picks that up 

and you get less aid from the state.” It 

makes little sense that rural and small-

town school districts would receive less 

aid while urban and some suburban 

districts would get more, say local school 

administrators.  Hardin Northern School 

near Kenton loses $106,000 in state aid 

during the next two years. Hardin ranks 

23
rd

 among 610 school districts for the 

highest local tax effort because they also 

have a 1.75% school income tax. 

     Under Kasich’s plan, 74% of all new 

state money would go to midsize and 

major urban districts. Under Kasich’s 

proposal poor districts, as classified by 

the state, would get  total state and local 

revenues of $9374 per pupil in 2017--

$1959 less than for wealthy suburban 

districts. This translates to $43,100 less 

for every 22 student classrooms. 

     Howard Fleeter, a veteran school-

funding analyst, said 70% of the districts 

were below the statewide average for total 

resources in 2015. “There’s still a big gap 

between rural and suburban districts in 

2015. An analysis completed last fall 

found that districts classified by the state 

as rural offer an average of 6.5 high-level 

courses, while suburban districts average 

26. Which students have the best 

opportunity of succeeding in college or 

technical training? That’s why Finance 

Chair Ryan Smith from Gallia County 

does not buy the agriculture value 

argument to lower funds for rural schools. 

Smith remarks, “There is still a big gap 

between rural districts and suburban 

districts. That is still the bottom line.”  

     Rep. Bob Cupp R-Lima, who is the 

leader in crafting changes to the school 

formula said, ‘The bigger thing, even with 

the agricultural property values rising, it 

is still do they have enough money to 

deliver a quality education program?”    

     Supreme Courts across America are 

ruling on adequate funding for schools 

and enforcing it. In Kansas, judges 

ordered the state to increase per-pupil 

funding to a constitutionally-mandated 

level. California and New York have 

cases pending. In Texas, the legislature 

cut school funding and the State court 

ruled that they violated the state 

constitution prompting the legislature to 

restore 3.4 billion.  ††† 


