Co-Chair Adam Holmes, Co-Chair Brian Chavez, and members of the Select Committee on
Data Centers,

Thank you for allowing me to testify today. My name is Rebecca Chapman. | am aregistered
nurse at University Hospitalsin Cleveland and aresident of Gates Mills, Ohio. | come before
you not only as a healthcare professional who understands the real consequences of
environmental contamination on human health, but as a sister — my brother lives near New
Albany, close to a new large-scale data center build, with his two young children. Thisissueis
not abstract to me. | am strongly opposed to the unchecked expansion of large-scale data
centers across Ohio, and | urge this committee to treat this matter with the urgency it demands.

Let me be direct: the economic case for welcoming these facilities has not been made. Industry
projections and think tank studies promoting broad economic benefits do not hold up under
scrutiny. The jobs created are minimal. The tax breaks are massive and growing — Ohio's data
center tax incentives skyrocketed far beyond original projections before Governor DeWine
was forced to pause them entirely in May 2026. The financial rewards flow to out-of-state
corporate interests. The costs — higher electricity bills, degraded infrastructure, and long-term
environmental and public health liability — are left to Ohio taxpayers and ratepayers to absorb
for generations. That is not adeal. That is aburden.

The threat to Ohio's water supply is not a distant concern — it is happening right now, and it is
serious. A single large-scale data center can consume up to five million gallons of water per
day. That isthe equivalent of the entire daily water supply of acity of 10,000 to 50,000 people,
drawn down every single day for the benefit of a private corporation. And what comes back
out isworse than what went in. Investigations have confirmed that data center wastewater
contains PFAS — so-called "forever chemicals' — aswell as nitrates and heavy metals at
concentrations that are harmful to human health. These are not trace amounts. These are
pollutants entering Ohio's rivers, groundwater, and the Lake Erie watershed, which already
struggles with harmful algal blooms and nutrient pollution.

What makes this even more alarming is what Ohio's own EPA has put in writing. In a draft
general discharge permit, the Ohio EPA stated plainly that approving broad data center
wastewater permissions would result in — and | want this committee to hear this clearly — a
"lowering of water quality" in the waters of the state of Ohio. Our own regulatory agency is
telling us, in its own documents, that it intends to lower the standard of protection for Ohio's



water to accommodate these corporations. That should be unacceptable to every member of
this committee, regardless of party. Clean water is not a political issue. It is a public safety
issue.

The long-term infrastructure costs are equally alarming. Ohio's electric grid was not built to
absorb what these facilities demand. A single proposed data center in Adams County would
consume more than 20 times the electricity of the entire county. The Ohio Manufacturers
Association has already raised the alarm that this strain will drive up energy costs for existing
Ohio businesses — the manufacturers, small businesses, and farms that actually employ
Ohioans and have built their operations here over decades. We are being asked to compromise
the energy security and affordability of our entire state economy to subsidize the computing
needs of a handful of the wealthiest corporations on earth. The long-term cost of that trade-off
will fall squarely on Ohio families and businesses.

This committee has an obligation to act on what the evidence is aready telling us. The burden
of proof must fall on the industry — not on Ohio communities fighting to protect their water,
their safety, and their way of life after the damage is already done. | ask this committee to take
afirm stand: vote NO on any expansion of large-scale data centers until the water
contamination risks are fully regulated, the infrastructure costs are fully accounted for, and the
so-called economic benefits are independently and rigorously verified. Ohio deserves better
than promises we cannot afford to keep.

Thank you again for the opportunity to testify.



