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I am submitting this testimony as an interested party regarding HB795. 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, who will be directly and negatively impacted by this bill, should it be
passed as it currently stands. Along with being a friend to this individual, I also have had the
privilege of being a member of their Supported Decision-Making team for several years. It will not
only be my friend who is affected by HB795; it could have far-reaching, potentially detrimental
impacts on far too many of my fellow Ohioans. While I am in favor of finding methods to help
eliminate fraud in our Medicaid system, I also am in favor of doing so in a way that prioritizes safety,

dignity, and autonomy for individuals who receive care within this system.
My concerns are in four specific areas:

1. T am opposed to a ban on family caregiving, as well as to extremely cumbersome reporting,
auditing, and strict capping of care hours on family caregivers across ALL waivers. Family caregiving
allows many in the disability community to remain in their own home, providing them with the safe,
personalized, loving care and dignity that they deserve. The Olmstead Rights Act of 1999 found that
people with disabilities have a qualified right to receive state funded supports and services in the
community rather than in institutions. The sacrifice of family caregivers is immense, and they should
be praised and supported rather than looked on with immediate suspicion. Without family
caregiving or by adding extreme burdens to caregivers, many Ohioans with disabilities will face
forced institutionalization, which would be a complete travesty and a violation of the law.

2. Banning those who live with family or receive other in-kind care from receiving SNAP benefits
has the potential of creating food insecurity issues. According to an April 7, 2025, report from the
Congressional Research Service, “SNAP fraud is rare.” If this is the case, why remove benefits from

a population that is already struggling?

3. Electronic Visit Verification (EVV) requires continuous GPS tracking demands that are an
infringement of privacy and are a safety hazard for those who are participants in the Ohio Safe at
Home program. EVV was initially set up to be a time clock system (clock in/clock out), but it has
turned into a 24-7 surveillance tool, tracking in-home tasks as well as movement in the community
and on transportation. This is overreach and a breach of privacy, and no one deserves this level of
invasiveness in their lives.


https://www.congress.gov/crs_external_products/IF/PDF/IF10860/IF10860.7.pdf
https://www.ohiosos.gov/public-integrity/safe-at-home
https://www.ohiosos.gov/public-integrity/safe-at-home

4. Demanding prior authorization for mental health care services will lead to delays in care, will
increase administrative burdens, and worsen strain on an already overburdened behavioral health
workforce. Mental health care should be a priority in Ohio, particularly for a community that faces
challenges most of us have no idea how we would navigate. It is critical that the disability

community be able to receive this care when and how they need it without dangerous delays.

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. We must not
undue the work of so many and push our friends with disabilities back into institutions. Please

consider the ramifications of this bill and continue to listen to the people who are directly impacted.
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