
Select Committee on Data Centers - June 1, 2026

Chairman Holmes, Chairman Chavez, and members of the committee:

My name is John Marra, and I serve as Mayor of the Village of Timberlake in Lake County, 
Ohio.
I appreciate the formation of this committee, but many Ohio citizens are asking a simple 
question:
Why are we having this conversation now?
The tax abatements have already been granted.
The utility applications have already been filed.
The development plans have already been submitted.
The infrastructure requests are already moving forward.
Communities are already being told these projects are inevitable.
Quite frankly, this feels a little like conducting the safety inspection after the airplane has already 
taken off.
We're told these projects represent progress.
We're told they are essential.
We're told Ohio must move quickly or be left behind.
Yet many of the most important questions still remain unanswered.
What are the potential health impacts of newly constructed mega-data centers?
How do mega-data centers impact water quality and air quality?
Who really pays for the transmission upgrades?
Who really pays for the substations?
Who really pays for the new generation required to support these facilities?
Who really pays when electric demand increases dramatically?
And perhaps most importantly, who really benefits and who bears the burden?
One of the biggest mistakes being made is treating all data centers as though they are the same.
They are not.
Traditional data centers support banking transactions, email services, healthcare records, online 
retail, cloud storage, business operations, and social media platforms.
The mega-data centers now being proposed across Ohio are something entirely different.
These facilities can consume enough electricity to power entire cities.
Many are being built to support advanced artificial intelligence, massive computing operations, 
government contractors, and critical digital infrastructure.
We are repeatedly told that America is in an artificial intelligence race with China and that these 



facilities are necessary for national competitiveness.
If that is true, then these are not ordinary commercial developments.
They are strategic infrastructure.
And if they are strategic infrastructure, they should be held to a higher standard.
AI isn't just about technology. It's about influence.
Whoever controls the most powerful AI systems will increasingly influence information, 
behavior, decision-making, and ultimately public consciousness.
If these facilities are that important, they should not be treated as ordinary real-estate 
developments.
I find it interesting that we're told these projects are essential to winning an AI race with China, 
yet Ohio homeowners are expected to provide the land, the tax breaks, the infrastructure, the 
electric capacity, and potentially the higher utility bills to support that effort.
If these facilities are truly matters of national importance, then they should not be placed next to 
residential neighborhoods, and they should not be dependent upon the same electric grid that 
serves Ohio families.
They should have dedicated on-site generation.
They should have independent power resources.
They should be designed to remain operational if the public grid is disrupted by a cyberattack, 
physical attack, severe weather event, or other emergency.
That would be more secure.
That would be more resilient.
And it would protect Ohio families from competing with billion-dollar corporations for 
electricity.
What concerns many Ohioans is the sheer scale of what is being proposed.
We are no longer talking about megawatts.
We are talking about gigawatts.
Projects already proposed or under review represent enormous electric demand that could 
fundamentally change how Ohio plans for generation, transmission, and reserve capacity.
Yet residents are repeatedly assured there will be little or no impact.
Common sense tells us otherwise.
Electricity does not appear by magic.
Every megawatt consumed must be generated, transmitted, and delivered.
There is another issue that deserves far more attention: where these facilities are located.
I believe Ohio has been asking the wrong question.
We keep debating how to mitigate the impacts of mega-data centers on residential communities.
Instead, we should be asking whether facilities of this scale belong near residential communities 



in the first place.
Residents ask about noise.
Residents ask about low-frequency vibration.
Residents ask about health concerns.
Residents ask about air quality.
Residents ask about water consumption.
Residents ask about property values.
Residents ask about the massive electrical infrastructure required to support these facilities.
And too often those concerns are treated as obstacles rather than legitimate questions.
The simplest solution is often the best solution.
A facility that consumes enough electricity to power a city does not belong next to homes, 
schools, churches, parks, and residential neighborhoods.
If these projects require industrial-scale cooling systems, substations, transmission infrastructure, 
massive backup power systems, and hundreds of megawatts of electricity, they should be located 
in dedicated industrial corridors far removed from where people live.
Ohio should establish substantial setbacks for mega-data centers.
I believe a minimum five-mile setback from established residential neighborhoods should be 
adopted.
That single policy would eliminate many of the concerns currently being raised by residents 
across Ohio.
There is also the issue of tax abatements.
Ohio taxpayers have already been asked to provide billions of dollars in incentives, abatements, 
exemptions, and infrastructure support for these projects.
Yet many communities are still waiting for answers regarding electric demand, environmental 
impacts, and the true public benefits being promised.
Every tax abatement granted to mega-data centers should be reviewed and reevaluated.
If the public benefit does not justify the public cost, those incentives should be reduced, 
modified, or eliminated.
Taxpayers should not bear the risk while private developers receive the reward.
Finally, I would like to address demand-response programs.
Ohio's energy strategy cannot be based on asking families to use less electricity while 
simultaneously approving facilities that consume enough power to supply entire cities.
Demand response is not a long-term solution.
A better solution is efficiency.
Many Ohio homes still contain older refrigerators, freezers, furnaces, air conditioners, water 
heaters, and appliances that consume significantly more electricity than modern high-efficiency 



equipment.
Instead of telling citizens when they can use electricity, Ohio should help residents permanently 
reduce demand through grants, vouchers, and efficiency programs that replace outdated 
equipment.
Every old refrigerator replaced.
Every inefficient freezer retired.
Every outdated HVAC system upgraded.
Every inefficient water heater modernized.
Reduces demand twenty-four hours a day, seven days a week, year after year.
The cleanest megawatt is the one you never have to generate.
Therefore, I respectfully urge this committee to recommend five actions:
First, pause approvals of new mega-data-center projects until statewide standards are 
established.
Second, establish a minimum five-mile setback from residential neighborhoods.
Third, require dedicated on-site generation for mega-data-center facilities.
Fourth, review and reconsider tax abatements already granted and eliminate incentives 
that fail to provide sufficient public benefit.
And fifth, invest in statewide energy-efficiency programs before asking Ohio families to 
sacrifice through demand-response programs.
Ohio citizens deserve protection before the next project is approved, not promises after 
construction begins.
Thank you for your time and consideration.
John Marra
Mayor, Village of Timberlake


