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Chairman Thomas, Vice Chair Swearingen, Ranking Member Synenberg, and members 
of the Committee, thank you for the opportunity to provide written Interested Party 
testimony on HB686 on behalf of the Ohio Child Support Professionals Association 
(OCSPA). We are a membership organization of county child support enforcement 
agencies (CSEAs), dedicated to strengthening Ohio’s child support program through 
education, advocacy, and support. My name is Amy Roehrenbeck, and I serve as the 
Executive Director.  
 
Ohio’s Child Support Program plays a critical role in the lives of children and families. 
One in four children in our state are served by our County CSEAs. These agencies are 
responsible for administering and enforcing child support orders. Importantly, we do 
not represent either party in a child support case; rather, we serve the best interests of 
the child by ensuring that support obligations are properly met. 
 
Under Ohio law, a current child support order terminates when a child reaches the age 
of 18 or graduates from high school, whichever occurs later. i There is an exception, 
however, when a child is mentally or physically disabled and incapable of being self-
supporting. This exception derived from case law that held that parents have both a 
moral and legal obligation to support such children beyond the age of 18.ii These 
children are often referred to as “Castle children,” and orders for these children may be 
established before or after the age of 18, so long as the underlying disability occurred 
while the child was still a minor.iii 
 
We heard Rep. Schmidt and Mr. Kahle testify before this committee and we understand 
the overall goal of HB686 to adjust the timeline for a guardianship petition. However, as 
currently written, HB686 has the unintended consequence of terminating any child 
support order that is in place for a disabled child once the probate court makes its 
guardianship order. Under the bill, both juvenile and domestic relations courts are 
divested of jurisdiction once probate court issues its order, and any prior orders that 
exist for child support and/or health care coverage terminate. Probate courts do not 
have jurisdiction to issue or modify support orders, so a guardianship issued under 
HB686 effectively terminates support.  
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OCSPA and the Ohio Judicial Conference are working together on language to review with the bill sponsor to 
address jurisdictional issues. While some disabled children have special needs trusts or receive SSI, there 
are others that receive child support and we do not want these families to be without financial support 
because of the current language. We are optimistic that this language can be amended and still retain the 
overall goals expressed by the sponsor and Parker’s family. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide written testimony. I can be reached at amy@ohiocspa.org if there are 
any questions.  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
i ORC 3119.86 
ii Castle v. Castle, 15 Ohio St. 3d 279 (1984), 
iii ORC 3119.11 
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