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Chair Gross, Vice Chair Barhorst, Ranking Member Baker, and members of the House
Medicaid Committee,

Thank you for the opportunity to submit testimony. My name is Tracy Reiss, and | am a
resident and registered voter of Akron, Summit County. | am writing in strong opposition
to Substitute House Bill 795.

This bill builds extraordinary surveillance on an unproven premise. The substitute
is being rushed toward passage based on fraud allegations that, by the state’s own
account, have not yet been fully detailed or verified. Ohio should not enact some of the
most invasive monitoring requirements in the country before the underlying claims have
even been substantiated and independently examined. Sound policy follows the
evidence; it does not race ahead of it.

Ohio already has strong anti-fraud tools, making this expansion duplicative and
disproportionate. The state already uses electronic visit verification, prior authorization
for high-risk services, comprehensive provider screening, and advanced billing
analytics. The Governor announced additional fraud-prevention initiatives just weeks
ago and issued an executive order tightening oversight of high-risk providers. Ohio can
pursue genuine bad actors with the substantial authority it already has, without
subjecting hundreds of thousands of vulnerable Ohioans and their caregivers to
biometric tracking.

The privacy intrusions are alarming — especially inside people’s homes. HB 795
would require facial recognition, voice recognition, and fingerprint scanning for certain
providers, and would impose GPS-based electronic visit verification with on-site clock-in
and clock-out on in-home care. Most troubling, it would permit a tracking device or
tracking application to be placed on another person’s property without that person’s
consent. These are private homes — where elderly and disabled Ohioans receive care,
and where family members and aides provide it. Authorizing government-directed
surveillance of private residences is a profound overreach that should give every
member of this committee pause.

It will deepen Ohio’s home-care workforce shortage and cut off access to care.
Home health and personal-care aides — many of them family members and low-wage
workers — are already in critically short supply. Layering on biometric verification,
constant clock-in and clock-out tracking, and the looming threat of felony charges will



push providers out of the program and leave seniors and people with disabilities without
the care they depend on. The self-directed care model, which lets people with
disabilities manage their own services and hire trusted caregivers, would be especially
burdened.

Prior authorization for all behavioral health services will endanger patients.
Requiring prior authorization for every therapeutic behavioral health service would delay
or block timely mental-health and addiction treatment. In the middle of an ongoing
mental-health and overdose crisis, inserting a bureaucratic gate in front of this care will
cause real harm to Ohioans who need help when they need it, not weeks later.

Criminalization and bounties invite fear and abuse. Escalating Medicaid fraud to a
felony, offering cash “awards” of up to $10,000 for fraud reports, granting new subpoena
power, and expanding who counts as a “peace officer”’ together create a climate of
suspicion that will frighten legitimate caregivers and recipients and invites discriminatory
enforcement against the very people the program is meant to serve.

Finally, the premise and the process are both flawed. This sweeping overhaul traces
back to an unverified, partisan media report that has been widely criticized for singling
out an immigrant community — a foundation wholly inadequate for legislation of this
magnitude. It is being advanced with almost no public input on a compressed timeline.
Policy that reshapes care for roughly one in four Ohioans deserves rigorous,
nonpartisan evidence and genuine public deliberation, not a rushed vote.

For these reasons, | respectfully urge the committee not to report Substitute House Bill
795. If fraud in any program is a concern, the answer is targeted, evidence-based
enforcement that protects patients, caregivers, and due process — not mass
surveillance of Ohioans in their own homes. Thank you for your time and for your
service to our state.

Respectfully,

Tracy Reiss
Akron, Ohio



