Marquita McClendon

Child Care Center Owner,
3.16.2026

Testimony on House Bill 649

Dear Members of the Ohio Legislature,

Chair White, Vice Chair Salvo, Ranking Member Lett, and members of the committee,
thank you for the opportunity to provide OPPONENT testimony today on HB 649.My
name is Marquita McClendon, and | am a child care owner, educator, and provider with over 20
years of experience in early childhood education. Throughout my career, | have dedicated my
work to providing safe, nurturing, and developmentally appropriate environments for young
children and families. As both a professional and a taxpayer, | take the safety and well-being of
the children in my care very seriously.

| am writing to express my strong opposition to the portion of House Bill 649 that would allow or
require video cameras in child care classrooms.

While | understand that the intent of this proposal may be to increase transparency and safety,
the reality is that placing cameras inside child care classrooms raises serious concerns
regarding privacy, safety, and ethical responsibility toward children.

First and foremost, video surveillance of young children is an invasion of privacy. Child care
classrooms are not just learning environments; they are also spaces where children engage in
very personal and vulnerable activities. In many programs, including my own, children are
changed in classrooms because there are no separate changing areas. Recording these
moments creates an unacceptable risk of exposing children during private situations.

Additionally, we must consider the current climate in our society. With ongoing concerns
surrounding child exploitation, human trafficking, child pornography, and the misuse of digital
images, the last thing we should be doing is creating additional recordings of children that could
potentially be accessed, hacked, or misused. Technology today is powerful, but it is not
foolproof. Cameras and digital systems can be hacked, and recorded video can be manipulated
through emerging technologies such as artificial intelligence. Once footage exists, there is no
guarantee that it will remain secure or be used responsibly.

Another critical concern is that many child care programs serve children who are under sensitive
circumstances, including children involved with Child Protective Services or families
participating in witness protection situations. | have personally cared for children in these
situations. Protecting their identities and locations is essential for their safety. Introducing
classroom cameras could unintentionally compromise that protection.



Child care programs already follow strict licensing requirements, including background checks,
staff training, inspections, and compliance with safety regulations. These systems are in place
to ensure accountability while also protecting the dignity and privacy of the children we serve.

As professionals who have dedicated our lives to caring for and educating young children, we
believe that building trust with families and communities should remain the foundation of early
childhood education—not surveillance.

For these reasons, | respectfully urge the legislature to reconsider and remove the classroom
surveillance camera provisions from House Bill 649. Policies intended to protect children should
never create new risks to their privacy, safety, or dignity.

Thank you for your time and for your continued commitment to the well-being of Ohio’s children
and families.

Sincerely,
Marquita McClendon

Child Care Owner, Educator, and Provider 20+ Years in Early Childhood Education




