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Chairman Manning, Vice Chair Reynolds, Ranking Member Hicks-Hudson, and members of the 

Senate Judiciary Committee, my name is Joy Krabis But I Prefer you call me Gabe I am 22 Years 

Old and I have been under state Guardianship since I was in my senior year of high school I am 

submitting this testimony as an interested party on SB 35.  

SB-35 I feel could benefit many people including myself for years I have had people who have 

had complete control over me from my family to now state guardianship and state 

guardianship has stripped away my rights as a us citizen it's almost like I feel like the point in 

American history before slavery was abolished like I was one of those slaves I know I have 

made mistakes within my lifetime that has gotten me into serious trouble with the law but 

since then I have not gotten into trouble with the law for the past few years now and the fact 

that state guardianship has taken away everything with where I live when I have to plan 

things 2 weeks in advance when my service coordinator and my guardian has to plan things to 

do with my friends parents and my friends tell me that their parents are not comfortable with 

doing that and it's not just that it's also that for every college I have applied for i have gotten 

a acceptance letter and then have gotten denied and before getting denied I have been told 

that I had to take a college placement exam which this was during COVID-19 and the college 

was test optional according to their testing policy so I honestly think that it wasn't just the 

college checking with the high school I graduated from I also think it was my guardian who 

Sabtoshed that opportunity and it's not just this way for me I'm sure I'm sure it's also this way 

for a lot of other special needs individuals under state Guardianship that are like me and all 

they want is a second chance in life to live their lives to the fullest and what they pictured at 

one point for themselves to do in the next chapter of their lives with that being concluded 

state guardianship takes away everything a individuals rights including what they envision for 

themselves for the next chapter of their lives if we can't outlaw state guardianship and use 

this supportive decision making as a alternative then that's going to impact so many people 

with disabilities who want to live their lives to the fullest the only exception I see to where we 

should keep state guardianship is for those who want to keep guardianship by their own 

personal choice and for those who are non verbal and can't even use a aac communication 

device to communicate their decisions and their wants and needs then that's the only 

exception I see for guardianship remaining to stay present lawfully Chair Manning and 

members of the committee,thank you for the opportunity to submit this testimony as an 

interested party on SB-35 



 

 

 


