
 
 

Testimony from Chris Grimm, on behalf of the Developers Alliance  
Opposing Senate Bill 167 

 
Dear Chair Steve Wilson and Members of the Ohio Senate Financial Institutions, 
Insurance, and Technology Committee, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to testify today on behalf of the Developers Alliance, an advocacy 
organization representing app publishers and developers.  
 
The Developers Alliance believes that protecting children’s privacy is the responsibility of every 
app developer and platform, and that parents should be empowered to make decisions about 
the content their children consume. Laws that govern how kids download and interact with 
content should focus on protecting users, and not benefit one platform over another. However, 
while SB 167 aims to protect children, it fails to achieve that goal while imposing broad 
mandates that would hurt developers who create safe, educational, and age-appropriate content 
for kids, and raises serious constitutional concerns. 
 
SB 167 applies a one-size-fits-all model that requires parental consent for every app 
downloaded by a minor, regardless of the app's age rating or the experience it provides. 
Currently, parents can restrict which apps their kids can install on leading mobile devices and 
even restrict access to apps based on their age ratings. The vast majority of apps do not 
provide age-based experiences or are rated all ages; in fact, 77% of Ohio developers report not 
having any reason to know their users’ ages.   
 
Beyond parents and guardians, SB 167 places unrealistic responsibility on app stores to verify 
parental relationships. Since many children do not have government-issued IDs, the current 
online systems cannot reliably confirm whether the person providing consent is truly a parent or 
guardian. HB 266 also forces developers to handle large amounts of sensitive age-related 
data—whether they want the data or not—which is extremely expensive and complicated for 
small developers.  
 
Furthermore, this bill would significantly restrict the growth of app businesses and limit kids’ 
access to beneficial content. If every app download requires approval, guardians will fall behind 
or simply ignore the notifications, making it harder for even the most age-appropriate apps to 
grow their business.  
 
In contrast, large social media platforms, often the very apps parents are most concerned about, 
can bypass these rules entirely by paying to have their apps pre-installed on devices, 
sidestepping parental consent and data-sharing requirements. 
 
Lastly, the bill does not require apps to do anything with the age signals they receive; there is no 
requirement that they ensure that the experiences kids have on their apps are appropriate. 

 

https://devalliance.org/news/ohio-age-verification-bill-contains-massive-loopholes-creates-risks-and-raises-cost-for-small-developers
https://techgdpr.com/blog/ai-age-verification-big-techs-risky-fix-for-gdpr-violations/
https://www.rstreet.org/commentary/no-conscripting-the-app-stores-doesnt-solve-the-problems-with-age-verification/


 

Instead, the bill just creates new hurdles for safe, age-appropriate apps without doing anything 
to regulate the most concerning ones.   
  
The Developers Alliance supports thoughtful age verification policies for apps that pose a risk to 
children. However, SB 167 would upend the entire ecosystem by forcing unnecessary 
compliance and financial burdens on developers who provide age-appropriate content, while 
letting the most prominent players write their own exemptions. 
 
 
 
 


