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Testimony in Opposition to Ohio House Bill 649 

 

Chairperson, Vice Chair, Ranking Member, and members of the committee, 

My name is Zandra Phillips, and I am the owner and operator of a Pitter Patter Learning Center 
here in Dayton, Ohio. I appreciate the opportunity to provide testimony in contrast to Ohio 
House Bill 649. 

As someone who works every day to care for and protect young children, I understand the 
importance of accountability in publicly funded childcare. However, this bill raises serious 
concerns about children’s privacy, safety, and the trust families place in our programs. 

House Bill 649 would require childcare providers to install video surveillance systems in 
classrooms and common areas, store recordings for extended periods, and allow state access to 
that footage at any time. While intended to address fraud, this approach creates an environment 
where children are constantly monitored and recorded, without clear limitations on how that 
footage is used, stored, or protected. 

As providers, we are not just businesses, we are trusted caregivers. Families entrust us with their 
children during the most vulnerable and formative years of their lives. Recording children 
throughout the day raises serious ethical concerns: 

• Who has access to these recordings? 
• How securely will this sensitive footage be stored? 
• What safeguards exist to prevent misuse or breaches? 

The bill grants broad authority for state agencies to access and review footage but does not 
clearly outline strong protections against misuse or unauthorized access . In an era where data 
breaches and exploitation are real threats, this lack of clarity is deeply concerning. 

We cannot ignore the lessons from cases like Jeffrey Epstein, which exposed how systems meant 
to protect children can fail when oversight and accountability break down. That case is a painful 
reminder that children must be protected not only from harm in physical spaces, but also 
from exploitation of images and information. Creating large scale databases of video footage 
of children accessible beyond the immediate program introduces risks that we cannot take 
lightly. 

Additionally, constant surveillance changes the nature of childcare itself. Children deserve 
spaces where they can learn, grow, and interact naturally not environments where every 



movement is recorded and potentially scrutinized. This could impact their development, their 
behavior, and the relationships they build with caregivers. 

Finally, many childcare programs already operate on extremely tight margins. The cost of 
installing and maintaining surveillance systems, combined with the administrative burden of 
compliance, could push providers out of business by reducing access to care for working 
families. 

In closing, I urge you to consider the unintended consequences of this legislation. Protecting 
children must remain our top priority, and that includes protecting their privacy, dignity, and 
personal security. 

We all share the same goal: safe, high-quality childcare. But House Bill 649, as written, risks 
compromising the very children it aims to protect. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Zandra Phillips 

Childcare Owner and Operator 

 


