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I am submitting this testimony as an interested party regarding SB35. My particular interest, besides 

the fact that I am an Ohio resident, is based on my friendship with someone who is part of the 

disability community. Along with being a friend to this individual, I also have had the privilege of 

being a member of their Supported Decision-Making (SDM) team for several years. During my time 

on my friend’s team, I have seen them grow, thrive, and overall have a better quality of life. Having a 

small group of friends who help them feel safe, seen, and supported has given them the confidence 

to make careful, thoughtful decisions. Areas we have discussed during regular team meetings 

include: self-advocacy, boundaries, caregiving, administrative items, organization skills, nutritional 

plans, etc. I thoroughly enjoy being part of this SDM team and wish every person that is part of 

Ohio’s disability community could have a team like my friend’s. All of us thrive and are able to live a 

fuller life when we are surrounded by people who care about us and want what is best for us. I am in 

support of SDM as an alternative to guardianship for individuals with developmental disabilities. 

That being said, I have the following questions/concerns about SB35. 

1. The language found in 5123.682 (A), which reads, “who is of sound mind,” is concerning and 

needs further clarification. Who determines what “of sound mind” means? Is there a checklist, a 

diagnostic tool, or some other form of evaluation that is objective for measuring this? Is this a 

metric that will be used initially or will there be reevaluations? As this currently reads, this is a 

subjective measurement, ripe with ambiguity, that leaves room for nefarious players to make ill-

informed and potentially life altering decisions. I understand the concern that the principal be in a 

state where they can comprehend and make decisions for themselves and not be unduly pressured 

or abused by people on their team. However, “of sound mind” needs much further clarification and 

specificity before the community can determine whether it is in their best interest or not. 

2. Section 5123.683 (B)(2) There need to be more options available for the principal to sign the 

agreement than a written signature. Options to consider adding that would make this more 

accessible for more individuals would be an electronic signature, an audible signature, and a Braille 

signature. It would behoove the committee to ask the disability community what other 

accommodations need to be made here. 

3. Finally, further clarification as to what constitutes a “fiduciary” as well as any liability for the 

supporters would be helpful. This is one area which may preclude some people from joining an 



SDM team, as there could be concerns about financial liability, if it is not more clearly laid out. The 

clearer the terms, the better for the principal and also for the members.  

 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this testimony. I hope Ohio continues to prioritize 

dignity, respect, and autonomy for our neighbors with disabilities. Much work has been done over 

the years to allow more people to remain in their homes and receive care and services which give 

them a positive quality of life and allow them to be integrated into the community and to be 

empowered to make their own decisions. May we continue to move forward in this endeavor. I 

believe SDM is one way to do this.  

 

Sarah Klingler 

 


