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I am the parent and co-guardian of Henry and Elizabeth Lahrmann, age 25, with profound
intellectual and developmental disabilities (I/DD). I testify in opposition to SB 35. I provided
testimony at the third hearing of the bill and I have additional points I wish to make today.

SB 35 would codify Supported Decision Making (SDM) whereby a person with a
developmental disability appoints a supporter through a legal contract to help him or her make
decisions and implement those decisions. While not directly analogous, an SDM agreement may
be compared to a Power of Attorney (POA) in that in both cases the principal appoints a trusted
associate to assist with financial and health care matters. POAs are known to carry with them
certain risks. Ohio law for POAs includes various protections to mitigate these risks. SB 35 fails
to apply some of these common sense protections to SDM.

For instance, to create a POA in Ohio, one must understand the impact and scope of the
POA. SB 35 does not provide that an adult with DD must understand the impact and scope of a
SDM agreement to enter into it. This is so even though SB 35 addresses a population in which
some persons have intellectual disability.

Secondly, Ohio law requires POAs to be in writing signed by the principal. SB 35
provides an SDM agreement may be in written form, but it also recognizes a SDM agreement
that is formed without a writing. Absent a signed writing, what is to prevent someone from
misrepresenting themselves as a supporter or misrepresenting their duties under the SDM
agreement? Again, given the vulnerable nature of the people potentially affected by SB 35, not
requiring a signed writing seems like an inappropriate risk to take.

Failing to include these protections in SB 35 calls into question the SDM policy SB35
seeks to establish in Ohio. Why would we as Ohioans provide adults with DD less protections
than we provide all other Ohio citizens?

Finally, any Ohioan, including adults with DD, can ask friends, family, and associates for
help in making decisions without any action by the Ohio General Assembly. As such, there isn’t
a compelling reason to codify SDM especially when the policy skirts basic protections in Ohio
law and exposes vulnerable people to the risk of abuse and undue influence. I urge the
Committee to oppose SB 35.



