Members of the Ohio Select Committee on Data Centers:

My name is Lisa Fening, and | am a resident of Hilliard, Ohio. Thank you for the opportunity
to provide testimony regarding the rapid expansion of data centers throughout Ohio and the
significant impact these developments may have on our communities, environment,
infrastructure, and ratepayers.

While technological innovation will undoubtedly continue to advance, Ohio policymakers
have a responsibility to carefully evaluate the long-term economic, environmental,
infrastructure, and public health implications associated with large-scale data center
development. The goal should not be to impede innovation, but rather to ensure that
growth occurs in a manner that is transparent, accountable, and protective of Ohio's
communities, natural resources, and taxpayers.

As states across the country grapple with the unprecedented demands associated with
data centers and artificial intelligence infrastructure, Ohio has an opportunity to establish a
balanced framework that welcomes innovation while safeguarding the public interest.
Doing so requires thoughtful consideration of who bears the costs, who receives the
benefits, and whether existing policies adequately protect ratepayers, local governments,
and the communities that will live alongside these facilities for decades to come.

Across the country, states are beginning to reevaluate the assumptions that fueled the data
center boom. Virginia, the nation's largest data center market, is examining the strain data
centers place on electrical infrastructure and local communities. Georgia lawmakers have
raised concerns regarding escalating electricity demand and water consumption. Other
states are considering additional oversight, environmental review requirements, and
measures to ensure that data center operators, not residential customers, pay for the
infrastructure necessary to support their operations.

Ohio should be asking the same questions.

Governor DeWine recently suspended approval of new data center tax exemptions after
projected costs associated with the program increased dramatically. This development
should serve as a warning that Ohio's growth in this sector is occurring faster than our
ability to fully evaluate the long-term consequences.

At the same time, electric utilities across the country are planning billions of dollars in
infrastructure investments to accommodate unprecedented growth in demand driven
largely by data centers and artificial intelligence. Ohio ratepayers should not be expected
to subsidize transmission lines, substations, generation facilities, or other infrastructure
built primarily to serve hyperscale data centers.



The principle should be simple: those who create the demand should bear the cost.

Supporters of data center expansion often emphasize the promise of artificial intelligence.
However, policymakers must carefully consider both the benefits and the risks associated
with this technology.

Artificial intelligence has the potential to contribute to medical research, scientific
advancement, and operational efficiencies. Yet it is also expected to automate or
significantly alter millions of jobs across numerous industries. The very infrastructure Ohio
is being asked to supportis, in many cases, being developed to replace functions currently
performed by human workers.

At a minimum, this reality warrants thoughtful discussion about whether public resources
should be used to subsidize infrastructure that may ultimately reduce employment
opportunities for many Ohioans.

Beyond economic concerns, Ohio must also examine the potential public health
implications associated with large-scale data center development.

Modern data centers often rely on extensive backup power systems consisting of diesel
generators and, increasingly, dedicated natural gas generation facilities. These systems
can contribute emissions of nitrogen oxides, particulate matter, and other pollutants
associated with respiratory and cardiovascular health concerns. Communities across the
country have also raised concerns regarding noise, traffic, and land use changes, and the
cumulative impacts of industrial-scale facilities operating in close proximity to residential
neighborhoods, schools, parks, and senior living communities.

Perhaps the most important question is one that remains largely unanswered: What are the
cumulative health and environmental impacts of concentrating on multiple large-scale
data centers and supporting energy infrastructure within a single region?

While individual facilities may meet regulatory requirements, Ohio has conducted little
analysis of the cumulative impacts associated with clusters of data centers, hundreds of
backup generators, and dedicated power generation facilities operating near growing
residential communities.

Ohio should not wait until after facilities are built to begin asking these questions.

Independent health impact assessments, robust environmental monitoring, transparent
public reporting, and cumulative impact analyses should be required before communities
are asked to accept the long-term consequences of these developments.



The costs associated with data center expansion are not theoretical. Communities may
lose farmland and open space. Water resources face increasing demands. Local
infrastructure must be expanded. Utility systems require costly upgrades. Tax incentives
reduce public revenue. Public health concerns remain insufficiently studied.

Meanwhile, many of the corporations benefiting from these investments are among the
wealthiest companies in human history.

If artificial intelligence truly represents the future, then the companies driving that future
should be fully capable of paying for the infrastructure required to supportit.

Ohio has an opportunity to establish a balanced and responsible framework for data center
development by ensuring:

e Data centers pay the full cost of the infrastructure they require.
¢ Residential ratepayers are protected from subsidizing data center-related investments.

e Comprehensive environmental and cumulative impact reviews are conducted before
approval.

¢ Public reporting of electricity usage, water consumption, and backup generator
operations is required.

¢ Independent health impact assessments are performed for large-scale projects.

¢ Local governments retain meaningful authority regarding siting decisions.

¢ Tax incentives are tied to measurable public benefits and subject to periodic review.
Ohio can welcome innovation while still protecting its citizens.

The choice is not between economic growth and opposition to technology. The choice is
whether Ohio will pursue growth responsibly, transparently, and in a manner that protects
ratepayers, communities, public health, and future generations.

| urge the committee to place accountability, transparency, public health, environmental
stewardship, and ratepayer protection at the center of any recommendations it makes.

Thank you for your time and consideration.



