Before the Ohio House Select Committee on Data Centers

Co-Chair Holmes, Co-Chair Chavez, and members of the Ohio House Select Committee on Data
Centers

Thank you for the opportunity to provide testimony to your committee. My name is Mark Oliver
Rylance. | retired after 28 years as a paralegal at the Ohio Attorney General's Office,
Transportation Section. | have produced four feature films, including my latest project,
"Trainwreck: Storm Area 51," which premiered last year on Netflix.

| am calling for an immediate moratorium on all data center permits, to allow time for critically
important regulations to be enacted by the Ohio General Assembly.

U.S. tech companies claim that the need for more data centers is a matter of national security,
but that claim seems to be a cover for their real motive: they're involved in a very risky gold rush
for AGI, which is headed for a burst economic bubble in the very near future.

Since the U.S. hosts 5,427 data centers, compared to 449 in China and since U.S. companies
have invested between $35 and $40 billion in Generative Al initiatives and, so far, have almost
nothing to show for it, why should the U.S. push to build more data centers, given the
tremendous environmental and economic downsides?

The remainder of my comments are quotes from a Substack article published on May 30 by
author and attorney Mitch Jackson. Mitch has written books on Al and privacy in America and a
legal guide to Al in Hollywood.

(https://open.substack.com/pub/mitchthelawyer/p/books?utm_source=share&utm_medium=a
ndroid&r=1fy9r)

They're Building Data Centers Across America to Feed the Al Machine. Nobody Asked You First.

The secret deals, NDAs, soaring power bills, and vanishing water behind the data centers
training Al, and how communities are fighting back and winning.

Mitch Jackson
May 30, 2026

(https://mitchthelawyer.substack.com/p/theyre-building-data-centers-
across?r=2fe7t3&utm_campaign=post-expanded-share&utm_medium=web)

"The companies building these centers are the largest corporations on earth. Meta. Amazon.
Google’s parent Alphabet. Microsoft. Elon Musk’s xAl. Firms with hundreds of billions in
spending power, racing each other to build computing capacity faster than anyone has built
anything like it.

Behind them sits a well funded political operation built to smooth the path. A Washington trade



association called NetChoice, whose members include Amazon, Google, and Meta, runs
campaigns with friendly names like “Data Centers Help Local Communities.” You may have
seen the ads. The messaging hammers jobs, tax revenue, and broadband. It stays silent on
community consent, on environmental damage, on your right to know what is coming before the
permits are signed. Another group, the Data Center Coalition, includes those same giants and
fights any rule that would force these facilities to curb their power use during grid emergencies.

These are not neutral research groups. They are lobbies funded by the companies that profit
from the construction. When an ad tells you a data center is good for your town, ask who paid
for that message and what they are selling.

That is the playbook. Nondisclosure agreements signed by your elected officials. Deals locked
in before public comment. Planning meetings staged after the real choices were made behind
closed doors. Permits secured quietly, so by the time you notice the trucks, your voice no longer
counts.

Your local government works for you. When it signs a secrecy agreement with a corporation
over a project that will reshape your community, it has stopped working for you and started
working for them.

Analysts now warn the typical PJM [the regional grid that serves Ohio] family could face around
seventy dollars more per month by 2028, with cumulative costs topping one hundred billion
dollars through 2033.

Honesty requires one clarification. Energy economists do not all agree on how much of your
rising bill traces to data centers versus other forces like coal plant retirements, volatile natural
gas prices, and the design of these power markets. Some pin much of the blame on market
structure, with data center demand acting as a powerful accelerant rather than the sole cause.
The point that survives the debate is the one that hits your wallet. Utilities build the
infrastructure to serve these enormous new customers, and the public repays it through rates.
Harvard Law School's electricity experts have documented exactly that pattern. The corporation
gets the computing power. You help cover the bill.

Grid reliability is now a live concern too. PJM has warned that starting in the summer of 2026 it
will have barely enough power to keep the lights on, and the region could fall below reliability
standards as early as 2027. Some communities near these facilities already report electricity
cutting out for days at a time.

In the Memphis area, xAl installed and ran dozens of natural gas turbines to power its



computing facilities. According to the lawsuit the NAACP filed in April 2026, represented by the
Southern Environmental Law Center and Earthjustice, the company ran twenty seven turbines in
Southaven, Mississippi and operated them before securing the proper air permit. Mississippi
regulators granted a permit for those turbines in March 2026, and the legal fight centers on
running them before that approval and on whether adequate pollution controls were ever in
place. At its earlier Memphis site, xAl used as many as thirty five turbines. By spring 2026,
reporting put the count at the Southaven facility past forty. The civil rights organization alleges
these turbines could make that facility the single largest industrial source of smog forming
nitrogen oxides in the entire eleven county Memphis region.

Gas turbines emit fine particulate matter, smog forming pollution, and hazardous chemicals
including formaldehyde. Health experts tie these pollutants to asthma, respiratory disease, heart
problems, and certain cancers. Memphis already carried some of the worst air quality in its
region and earned the title of an asthma capital of the nation in 2024. Now residents nearby
breathe the output of an industrial power plant that, according to the civil rights organization
suing over it, expanded without adequate notice to the community.

The NAACP framed the stakes in language no parent can ignore. A data center, they said,
should not become a death sentence for a community’s health, and homes and churches and
playgrounds should not become sacrifice zones for the convenience of big technology
companies.

Clearing thousands of acres destroys the habitat wildlife depends on. The Louisiana site sits in
flatlands known for soybean fields and stands of rivercane, a native plant woven into the
region’s ecology and cultural history. Turning that into a sprawling industrial campus leaves the
surrounding ecosystem changed.

Air pollution from on site power generation settles into the soil and water around these facilities.
The noise runs constantly, scrambling the patterns animals rely on. Residents near the
Louisiana project report finding sick animals they cannot explain. These accounts do not
amount to courtroom proof on their own, and they form a pattern honest oversight would
investigate rather than ignore.

These facilities throw off staggering amounts of heat, twenty four hours a day, every day of the
year. Thousands of computer chips packed into a building run hot, and all that heat has to go
somewhere. Much of it pushes out into the surrounding air and into the water used for cooling.

Concentrate that much waste heat in one place and you create localized temperature increases.
The ground around these facilities warms. The water released back into local sources comes
back hotter than it left. Warmer water holds less oxygen, and aquatic life, fish, amphibians, the



small creatures at the base of the food chain, suffers when oxygen drops. Higher local
temperatures stress wildlife, stress crops, and pile onto communities that already endure brutal
summers. The cooling demand itself peaks in hot weather, so these facilities pull the most
water and power precisely when the surrounding community needs those resources most.

A typical data center can use around three hundred thousand gallons of water a day, roughly
what a thousand households use. A large hyperscale facility can consume up to five million
gallons a day, equal to the needs of a town of fifty thousand people. Up to eighty five percent of
that water evaporates during cooling and never returns to the local supply.

American data centers directly consumed an estimated seventeen point four billion gallons of
water in 2023, with projections climbing to as much as seventy three billion gallons a year by
2028. In Texas, where prolonged drought already strains supplies, researchers estimate data
centers will use forty nine billion gallons in 2025 and as much as three hundred ninety nine
billion by 2030. State analysts say Texas needs at least one hundred seventy four billion dollars
over the next fifty years to dodge a major water crisis, and these facilities are pouring in at
exactly the wrong moment.

In northern Virginia, data centers consumed close to two billion gallons of water in 2023, a sixty
three percent jump from four years earlier. Loudoun County’s water authority has leaned on
treated drinking water to supply these facilities instead of recycled water.

Contamination follows the consumption. The water that does return often carries higher
concentrations of dissolved solids and heavier mineral loads, fouling drinking water, crops, and
the creatures living downstream. Residents near the Louisiana facility have asked a question
that deserves a real answer. Why does their water sometimes run brown.

You might assume projects this large get rigorous independent review before they break ground.
The honest answer is that serious analysis is finally arriving, and much of it comes from outside
the companies doing the building.

The Electric Power Research Institute has built detailed state by state projections of electricity
demand. The Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory has studied the energy and water draw.
Harvard Law School’s electricity experts have documented how the public ends up funding the
power infrastructure these private facilities require. The International Energy Agency has
modeled the global energy picture. Consumer advocates like the Citizens Utility Board and the
Natural Resources Defense Council have measured the hit to household bills. Environmental
groups across the Midwest and the South have hauled these companies into court over air and
water violations.

The work is real and credible. The trouble is the timing. Much of this analysis catches up only



after the deals are signed and the concrete is poured. The companies move at the speed of a
gold rush. The oversight moves at the speed of a research paper. Communities fall into the gap.

Erin Brockovich and her co author Suzanne Boothby asked it directly, and it organizes this entire
issue:

"If data centers are such a tremendous benefit to communities, why are so many built without
meaningful community input?"

Sit with that. When something genuinely helps your town, the people behind it hold public
meetings, answer questions, and welcome scrutiny. They do not demand that your elected
officials sign nondisclosure agreements. They do not lock in permits before you hear a word.
They do not run lobbying campaigns to kill the rules that would force them to tell you the truth.

Secrecy is not the behavior of a project confident in its own benefits. Secrecy is the behavior of
an operation that has calculated, correctly in too many cases, that informed residents would say
no.

Here is the part the gas turbine salesmen do not want you to sit with. The cheapest, fastest,
cleanest power in America right now is solar, wind, and batteries, and the numbers prove it. In
2026, solar, wind, and battery storage are set to make up roughly ninety nine percent of all new
electricity generating capacity added to the United States grid, according to federal Energy
Information Administration data. Wind has reclaimed its spot as the cheapest source of new
electricity in the country, beating gas for the first time since 2023, because the rush of data
centers doubled the cost of gas turbines in just two years and pushed combined cycle turbine
prices to record highs.

Gas turbines are effectively sold out until at least 2029, with order to grid waits stretching five to
seven years. A battery storage project averages under two years from start to finish. On site
solar paired with battery storage can power a large share of a data center in roughly eighteen
months, and co located solar and four hour battery systems already meet real data center
demand at a lower cost than gas in places like Texas and California. The honest conclusion
writes itself. Clean energy is no longer the slow, expensive, idealistic choice. It is the fast, cheap,
available one, and the companies bolting dirty gas turbines next to your kids’ schools are
choosing them out of habit and lobbying muscle, not necessity.

| want to be straight with you, because the truth here is stronger than any exaggeration. Solar
panels and wind turbines alone do not solve this, and anyone who tells you otherwise is handing
the gas industry an easy way to laugh off the whole idea. These data centers run flat out, twenty



four hours a day, three hundred sixty five days a year. The sun sets. The wind drops. The data
center’s appetite never does. Closing that gap takes firm clean power on top of solar and wind:
longer duration battery storage that improves and gets cheaper every year, geothermal, hydro,
and nuclear.

These same companies already know it. Meta has signed nuclear deals totaling as much as six
point six gigawatts by 2035, including power from the Clinton plant in lllinois. Microsoft is
paying to restart Three Mile Island. Google has ordered small modular reactors from Kairos
Power and moved to reopen a shuttered lowa nuclear plant. Amazon has poured billions into
nuclear too. So the technology to power all of this cleanly exists, and the corporations are
buying it. The catch they will not say out loud is the calendar. Three Mile Island does not come
back until 2028, and the new reactors land around 2030 or later, which is exactly why they are
reaching for gas right now to fill the gap today.

That timing problem is the whole argument for why we should have started ten years ago, and
the reason it stings. Solar costs have dropped close to ninety percent over the past decade, and
battery costs have followed the same plunge, hitting record lows again this year. Had we
committed a decade back to building clean generation, the transmission lines to carry it, and the
firm clean power to back it up, treating it as the national infrastructure project it always
deserved to be, we would have walked into this Al boom with a grid already overbuilt with cheap,
pollution free power waiting to be used.

The wind farms would already be spinning. The solar fields would already be soaking up the sun.
The storage and the reactors would already be carrying the load through the night. We would be
plugging data centers into clean abundance instead of scrambling to bolt unpermitted gas
turbines onto frontline communities and handing the pollution and the power bills to the people
who never agreed to any of it. The trees were best planted ten years ago, and the second best
time is today.

A serious national push, clearing the four to five year interconnection backlog, fast tracking
transmission, accelerating clean firm power, and pairing every new data center with its own
dedicated clean generation and storage, could carry this load. Not someday. This decade. The
technology is here. The prices have won the argument. The only thing missing is the political will
to demand that the richest corporations on earth build their future on power that does not
poison ours."

Thank you for your time.



