Chair White, Vice Chair Salvo, Ranking Member Lett, and Members of the Committee,

My name is Marquita McClendon. | am a child care owner, educator, and provider with over 20
years of experience serving families across Ohio. | operate multiple programs and have
dedicated my career to building safe, high-quality learning environments for children while also
supporting and mentoring other providers in this field.

| am here today in strong opposition to the classroom camera provisions outlined in House Bill
649.

Let me be direct.

Cameras in child care classrooms are not a meaningful solution to the challenges we are facing
in this industry. They are not a priority, they are not preventative, and they are not addressing
the root issues. Instead, they create new risks while distracting from the real work that needs to
be done.

We are living in a time where concems around child exploitation, trafficking, digital misuse, and
unauthorized distribution of images are at an all-time high. Introducing video recording into
classrooms, where children eat, sleep, learn, and are often changed, creates a level of
exposure that is not only unnecessary, but dangerous.

Many programs, including mine, do not have separate changing areas. Children are changed
within classrooms. Recording those moments is not protection. It is an invasion of privacy and a
liability that no provider should be forced to take on.

| have personally served children connected to Child Protective Services and witness protection
situations. In those cases, confidentiality is not optional, it is critical to their safety. The presence
of cameras introduces a level of risk that could expose identities and locations. That is not a
theoretical concern. That is real.

We also must acknowledge the reality of technology. Systems can be hacked. Footage can be
copied, altered, and manipulated through artificial intelligence. Once video exists, there is no
absolute control over where it goes or how it is used. That is a risk that should never be placed
on children.

Now | want to address the reasoning behind this proposal.

If the concern is fraud or accountability, then we need to be honest about the structure of the
system itself.



The state moved to enrollment over attendance as a stabilization strategy. That model was
specifically designed to reduce administrative burden, create consistency, and eliminate many of
the concerns tied to attendance-based tracking. If that system is functioning as intended, then
cameras should not even be part of this conversation.

So the question becomes, why are we introducing surveillance instead of strengthening the
system we already put in place?

From where we stand, this feels like the system is working backwards.

Instead of investing in stability, we are adding layers of oversight that do not fix funding gaps,
workforce shortages, or access issues. Cameras do not recruit teachers. Cameras do not retain
staff. Cameras do not open classrooms. Cameras do not serve families.

At the same time, providers have already absorbed significant financial losses. Approximately
1.7 million dollars has been removed from the child care system, forcing programs to close. We
have already seen funding reduced by roughly 25 percent in key areas.

So what we are experiencing is not support, it is pressure.
It is an attempt to extract more accountability and control from a system that has already been
cut, already been strained, and already been pushed to its limits.

Instead of squeezing more out of providers, we should be investing in building a stable and
sustainable child care economy.

We do not need more surveillance.
We need more support.

We need policies that strengthen wages, stabilize funding, retain providers, and expand access
for families.

Child care is already one of the most regulated industries in this state. We operate under strict
licensing, inspections, background checks, and compliance standards every single day.

We are not asking for less accountability.
We are asking for policies that make sense.

Policies that protect children without exposing them.

Policies that support providers instead of burdening them.
Policies that move the system forward, not backwards.

Because at the end of the day, this is not just about providers.
This is about protecting the dignity, privacy, and safety of children.



| respectfully urge this committee to remove the camera provisions from House Bill 649 and
focus on real solutions that strengthen, not destabilize, Ohio’s child care system.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Margita McClendon
Child Care Owner, Educator, and Provider

20 plus Years in Early Childhood Education




