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Chair Manning, Vice Chair Reynolds, Ranking Member Hicks-Hudson, and members of the Senate
Judiciary Committee, I thank you for this opportunity to submit interested party testimony for Senate Bill
58 on behalf of the Ohio Judicial Conference.

I am Judge Frank Janik. I was elected to the Lorain County Domestic Relations Court in 2012 and
reelected in 2018 and 2024. Before taking the bench, I practiced criminal and civil law for twenty-three
years including as an assistant Lorain County Prosecutor prosecuting major felony crimes. I have serves as
a past President of the Ohio Association of Juvenile Court Judges and as Vice President of the Ohio
Association of Domestic Relations Judges. I have also served on the Supreme Court’s Advisory
Committee on Children and Families and currently serve on the Juvenile Justice Subcommittee, the Family
Law Reform Subcommittee, as well as the Juvenile Law and Procedure Committee, the Education
Committee and the Executive Committee of the Ohio Judicial Conference.

The OJC’s Juvenile Law & Procedure Committee has reviewed and discussed S.B. 58 on several occasions.
We appreciate the sponsors’ passion for expanding opportunities for parents to place their children in the
care of trusted family members. We recognize that parents need options for short-term placement of their
children when medical or other emergencies arise. We wanted to explain the current grandparent power of
attorney (GPOA) process and discuss how the as-introduced version of S.B. 58 would broaden the scope
of the existing statutes.

Current law allows parents to voluntarily grant a grandparent legal authority to make educational and
medical decisions without transferring legal custody. It requires a notarized form filed with the local
juvenile court within five days of signing. While the juvenile court clerks accept the filing, the juvenile
judge does not review the GPOA. The child or children must live with the grandparent. A GPOA stays in
effect unless a parent revokes it in writing, the child stops living with the grandparent, a court terminates
the GPOA, or grandparent or child is deceased. If the GPOA terminates for any reason, notice of
termination must be filed with the court where the GPOA was originally filed within five days.

If the grandparent receives written notice of revocation of the power of attorney or the parent, custodian,
or guardian removes the child from the grandparent’s home and the grandparent believes that the
revocation or removal is not in the best interest of the child, the grandparent may file a complaint in the
juvenile court to seek legal custody within 14-days. The grandparent may retain physical custody of the
child until the 14-day period elapses or, if a complaint for custody is filed, the grandparent may retain the
child until the court orders otherwise.



Other than accepting the filings of the GPOA or GPOA termination, the juvenile court is not involved
over the process unless the grandparent files a complaint seeking custody of the child. The grandparent
may continue to house and maintain decision-making authority for the child for the rest of the child’s
minority without a custody change or redirection of child support to the grandparent caregiver.

The juvenile judges’ concern with the current law is that, although the GPOA and caretaker affidavit are
filed with the court, there is no judicial review or court involvement required in the statute. Consequently,
citizens can file these documents with the clerk, have them time-stamped, and even if they have not
complied with all the requirements of the statute, they leave the court with a time-stamped document that
gives the illusion of court-approval. Furthermore, although the statute states how the GPOA is revoked,
many families who use the GPOA do not return to the court to file a notice of revocation and comply
with the law. These concerns with the existing law will only be heightened if distant relatives or nonrelative
third-parties are filing these documents.

If this bill is enacted, this process would be expanded to include essentially any relative over the age of 18
and non-relative adults who have an established relationship or bond with the child or the child’s family.
We recommend a gradual expansion of potential caretakers along with additional statutory safeguards,
such as hearing requirements, periodic reviews, time limitations, and, if necessary, a process for changing
custody. Alternatively, the legislature could enact a more limited POA that allows parents to sign medical
decision-making rights to another adult for a specified period of time.

We thank the sponsors, Senator Reynolds and Senator Craig, for hosting a recent interested party
discussion. The juvenile judges remain interested in helping the sponsors and this Committee develop
sound policy to expand caregiving opportunities while maintaining safeguards for children. I am available
to answer any questions you may have.
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