Opponent Testimony on the Ohio Medicaid
Program Integrity and Fraud Prevention Act (Sub.
H. B. No. 795)

Chair, members of the committee, thank you for the opportunity to testify today.

| am here to express strong opposition to Sub. H. B. No. 795, the Ohio Medicaid Program Integrity
and Fraud Prevention Act, on behalf of the disability community and all Ohioans who rely on
Medicaid-funded Home and Community Based Waiver Services (HCBS).

My name is Theresa Sweeny. | am the mother of a 29-year-old son with IDD who is served through
an 10 Waiver through the Cuyahoga Department of Developmental Disabilities.

We are being used as the scapegoat for the failure of the Medicaid bureaucracy that has spent
many millions on Sandata, PCG and other paid entities, direct government employees, and
oversight systems while failing to protect taxpayer dollars.

These alleged Medicaid fraud cases in Franklin County have reached such an astronomical amount
of money, directly under Ohio's oversight, that it surpasses the point of failure and reaches the level
of facilitation.

Ohio's failure to protect funds set aside for the health, safety, and welfare of this protected class of
citizens is of mass proportion and deserves the same level of scrutiny expected of providers.

To the Ohio Medicaid Oversight Committee:

Long-standing failure on your part to control fraud in the Ohio Medicaid system does not now give
the authority to this committee to violate the rights of its citizens.

| support efforts to reduce fraud, waste and abuse. However, after reviewing Substitute House Bill
795, | am deeply concerned about provisions that could significantly impact thousands of Ohio
Medicaid Waiver recipients and the family caregivers they depend on every day.

What the Bill Says
Page 174 of Substitute House Bill 795, Section 5166.04(M), states:

"No home and community-based services Medicaid waiver component may provide Medicaid
payment for providing personal care services covered under the component if the services are
provided by that individual to a waiver participant who is a family member of that individual."

The bill defines "family member" broadly to include:
* Spouses

* Parents

e Children

e Grandparents
 Grandchildren

* Great-grandparents
* Great-grandchildren
* Brothers and sisters
 Aunts and uncles

* Nieces and nephews
 Cousins



* Step-relations

In addition, Pages 164-165 establish increased oversight measures directed toward family
caregivers, including:

* Quarterly audits

» Enhanced check-in reviews

» Annual recertification requirements

« Independent case manager verification

« Potential caps on compensated care hours

* Forensic review triggers

» Ongoing background check monitoring

The bill also gives the Ohio Department of Medicaid authority to require certain family caregivers
deemed "high risk" to provide services through an agency rather than as an independent provider.

Why This Matters
My greatest concern is not about providers.
My greatest concern is about the clients.

Many waiver participants have complex medical needs, developmental disabilities, behavioral
challenges, cognitive impairments, communication barriers, and daily support needs that require
caregivers who know them intimately.

My son requires hands-on care for every task you can imagine. He cannot walk, feed himself, or
even scratch an itch. He relies on others for communication as well.

Family caregivers often know:

* How a client communicates when words fall

» What triggers anxiety, fear, or behavioral challenges
» How medications affect them

» What warning signs indicate a medical issue

» How to safely provide daily care

» How to respond during emergencies

» What routines allow that individual to thrive

These relationships are built over years, sometimes decades. They cannot simply be replaced
overnight.

Before changes of this magnitude are made, we must ask:

» What happens when a trusted caregiver can no longer provide care?

» Where will we find approximately 7,000 replacement workers?

» What happens when a medically fragile individual loses the person who knows their needs best?
» What happens when families are forced to choose between providing unpaid care or placing a
loved one into a more restrictive setting?

These questions deserve thoughtful answers before any vote is cast.

Lastly, changes in EVV requirements such as only using the app, not allowing manual corrections
through the Sandata website, and restricting caregiver clock in/out only from the home location is
intrusive and will cause new privacy violation concerns. Sandata has had multiple security breaches
in recent years, exposing sensitive information, and the cost of the system far exceeds any fraud
numbers proposed by the state thus far.

Thank you for reading my testimony.



Theresa Sweeny



