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Closing Arguments 

S3301/A4013 Requires Certain Group Homes to Install EMDs 
 
 
ABCD continues to oppose S330/A4013 the camera bill because we cannot compromise our 
fundamentals. 
 
In the community, there are agencies that use and permit surveillance cameras and others that do not. 
 

ABCD has member agencies which have cameras incorporated into their QA system; some 
which under no circumstance will permit them; and others which will allow cameras/monitors for 
specific purposes in limited areas with the approval of their Human Rights Committee which 
weigh and analyze the risks of potential rights restrictions. 

 
ABCD supports the current system of care in NJ that allows free choice and options. What ABCD cannot 
support is government publicly promoting a universal intervention, the benefits of which do not reliably 
outweigh the risk, replacing the expertise of the people who have devoted their professional lives to 
serving people with developmental disabilities for someone’s “judgement”.  
 
Why are we shattering rather than reviewing the current targeted approach? 
 
Throughout the evolution of this bill, the public discourse has failed to deal with the fact there is no 
evidence that cameras do anything to prevent abuse or neglect. To date we have neither found nor 
received research to the contrary. This not only implies the policy may have negative consequences but 
turns the solution outlined in this bill on its head.  
 
The proposed policy will be ineffective.  
 
We are told that this bill is in response to the increased and unreported incidents of abuse and neglect in 
group homes. Where is the evidence? Every incident reported by agencies and families to the 
division/department is reviewed by the Office of Program Integrity and Accountability (OPIA) which has 
been independent of DDD since 2003/2004. If a person is concerned about the response they will receive 
or if they believe the abuse/neglect are systemic, instead of reporting to the agency, division or OPIA, 
they can report the allegation to DRNJ which is empowered by federal law to access all our settings, 
including group homes, and conduct investigations alleging abuse or neglect. No alleged incident should 
ever go unreported. Instead, we have an over-arching highly charged claim with no evidence.   
 
Is the evidence for the bill purely anecdotal? 
 
Decades ago, we redefined our values in favor of deinstitutionalization and community integration, a 
promise wherein, for one, licensed homes became more than shelters but instead, your place to put your 
stuff and have friends.  For people who need assistance, privacy and dignity are in short supply as it is.  
  
Is there an element of institutionalization reasserting itself after a successful wave of reform?  
Can we say with certainty that the individual will not be a victim, once again, of bad policy 
however well intended? 
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Group homes are also workplaces. A good workplace culture is not something that just happens, it is 
deliberate and may lead to a higher quality of life for a resident. Many of the staff who will be surveilled, 
risked their health working in a congregate setting during Covid, vigilantly keep low our virus cases, 
protected residents during Ida, and get physically hurt on the job, are currently reassessing their career 
choice. 
 
Group home direct support professionals, supervisors and managers are more than just 
resources. 
 
Most importantly, the individuals impacted by this policy should have been front and center throughout the 
process, but instead…  
 
Have we shoved individuals once again to the margins of their own lives? 
 
Make no mistake, whatever the outcome of the bill, we have found the information the process has 
unearthed to be revealing and unsettling, but valuable.  Through the leadership of the bill’s sponsors, we 
have been shown that too many parents do not trust agencies or the State to adequately care for their 
adult children and are afraid to be honest with us, fearing repercussions for their loved one.  We hope that 
the sponsors who have been stalwart champions for children and adults with intellectual and 
developmental disabilities will assist us in finding a way to navigate this gulf. We know through their 
example that we are all responsible for holding this structure together.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


