
Chair Chavez, Chair Holmes, and members of the Joint Data Center Study Committee. Thank you
for the opportunity to provide testimony before your committee today.

I am the president of Ohio Advocates for medical freedom. We are a nonprofit organization that
for the last 11 years has been advocating on the behalf of Ohio citizens on the issues of informed
consent, vaccine choice, and access to treatment options. We never imagined we would be
testifying in front of a data center commission, but because of the level of outcry we have had
from citizens, we are here today to address their top concerns.

1. We have received reports from across the state that citizens are being denied the opportunity
to participate in development discussions and being denied access to public records requests.
They are seeing their city council members and zoning board members are signing NDA’s with the
developers and completely bypassing, the will of local citizens. When they express these
concerns to legislators the are told that “this a local decision”.  But is it? 

The Ohio legislature has actually aided in the diminishing the say of local citizens by passing
legislation that prohibits members of the community from accessing information about data
center plans and operations via public records requests. The legislature also passed the law
increasing the referendum signature percentage from 10% to 35% making more difficult for
residence to push back against Data centers. Additionally, HB 126, which has passed the House
and is awaiting a Senate vote, will give complete immunity from public nuisance lawsuits for big
businesses, including big tech and data centers. This prevents local municipalities from suing to
recoup taxpayer dollars for costs like sewer and water tower upgrades and other economic costs
to the community that are not direct “environmental” impacts. 

These legislative actions proof that this body IS willing to intervene in the “local decision” making
process. Unfortunately, these interventions benefited big tech rather than Ohio citizens.  A way
to correct this would be for the legislature to pass a law requiring the local government to put
any proposed data center up for a vote on the ballot just as they would for any local measure
BEFORE the Data center can go through the approvals process. Let the data centers plead their
case to the citizens on the ballot rather than engaging in non-disclosed agreements with the city
council and the zoning boards who are not always acting in the best interest of their
constituents. 



2. The majority of currently operating data centers are NOT operating on a ZERO WATER
COOLING Closed Loop system.  They are operating on partial close loop evaporation systems.
These systems require the use of chemicals like PFAS (forever chemicals), and glycols which have
known serious adverse effects on humans and aquatic life. Neither of these chemicals are
currently required to be monitored by the EPA at either the state or the federal level meaning
these chemicals ARE in fact being discharged into public water systems, lakes, rivers and streams
as the director of the EPA indicated in this committee last week. The use of these chemicals is not
“Chinese propaganda”, it is in fact documented practice as presented by our industrial hygienist
and chemical engineer expert witness, Stephen Petty. 

The only way to ensure that data centers will operate in a way that protects our water and air, is
for this body to pass a law, (including penalties for violations), that will require all approved new
data centers to use ZERO WATER COOLING Closed Loop systems in both the data center facility
itself and any attached power facility which also requires cooling mechanisms. Existing data
centers that operate using only partial closed loop systems, should be required to attach water
treatment Facilities and meet water discharge standards for the chemicals used in their cooling
system and the Ohio EPA must be required to set strict water safety standards for the removal of
PFAS, glycols and any other chemicals being used in these cooling systems BEFORE that water
can be discharged.

3. Noise pollution is another big concern. Studies have linked the chronic background noise from
these sites to poor cognition, reduced learning retention, and lowered reading comprehension in
children living nearby. Data center noise can routinely be detected between 1 and 2.5 miles away
from the facility. Subsonic and infrasound vibrations have been documented to ripple up to 5
miles. Noise pollution concerns can be partially addressed by the state require the data centers
to use the best noise reduction mechanisms available. Ultimately, this will be best addressed by
the requirement  for a local ballot vote for any city, village, or township that includes citizens
living within a 5 mile radius of a proposed data center. 

4. Fears of Strains on the power grid can be resolved by the legislature requiring all data centers
to operate behind the meter and provide 100% of their own energy using attached power
facilities. The Fears on water consumption can be mitigated by state law requiring ZERO WATER
COOLING closed loop systems for ALL future data center builds AND their attached power
facilities.



The government exists to protect the life liberty and property of its citizenry. A recent Gallop poll
shows that 70% of Americans do not want a Data Center in their community. The current Data
Center ban petition exemplifies what happens when citizen concerns remain un-adressed by the
legislature. If the Ohio legislature wishes for Ohio to maintain being  “open for business” to Data
Centers, then the common sense state requirements that I have mentioned today would need to
be passed.

Thank you
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