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OPENING STATEMENT 

Chairperson(s), Members of the Committee, Thank you for the 

opportunity to speak. 

 

My name is Kim Georgeton. I am a resident of Lebanon, Ohio. I am not a lobbyist. I do 

not represent a corporation. I have no financial interest in this outcome. I am here 

because I was elected by no one and paid by no one to be here, which means everything I 

say today is spoken on behalf of the people who live down the street from me, farm the 

land around me, and drink the same water I drink. 

 

I have already addressed the Technology Committee. I requested a moratorium, a 

temporary pause, so that this legislature could study what is being built in our 

communities before it becomes irreversible. That request was heard. It was not acted 

upon. And while we waited, more projects were signed. More communities were 

blindsided. More NDAs were signed by officials who cannot legally tell their own 

neighbors what is coming. 

 

THE CRISIS IS NOT COMING. IT IS HERE. 

As of today, large-scale data center projects are being approved in Ohio townships 

through emergency zoning procedures that bypass public comment. Communities 

with populations under 10,000 people are being told they must absorb industrial 

facilities that draw the electricity of entire cities, consume millions of gallons of 

water daily, and operate 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, with no independent health 

study, no rate protection for residents, no enforceable community benefit, and no 

law that says they must answer to the people whose land they border. 
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I come before you today to ask you to do the most fundamental thing a legislature exists 

to do: protect the people who sent you here. 

 

Seven out of ten Ohioans do not want large-scale data centers in their communities. 

More than 30,000 have signed a petition making that clear. In a representative 

democracy, those numbers are not a footnote. They are a mandate. They are the reason 

this body exists. 

 

THE EIGHT UNRESOLVED CONCERNS 

What Has Not Been Answered 

 

I have attended hearings. I have reviewed the testimony of PJM, PUCO, the Ohio Data 

Center Coalition, the Ohio Consumer Counsel, and the Ohio EPA. I have read the 

transcripts. I am grateful those conversations are happening. They are not enough. Here 

is what remains unresolved: 

 

CONCERN 1 OF 8 — ENERGY 

The Grid Cannot Handle This. Your Regulator Said So. 

 

PJM, the entity responsible for keeping Ohio’s lights on, testified that there will be 

“periods of strain on the grid.” Not might be. Will be. A single hyperscaler data center 

draws the continuous electricity equivalent of the entire city of Akron, even Cleveland. 

Multiple such facilities are being permitted in Ohio simultaneously, with no new 

transmission infrastructure approved, no residential rate freeze, and no hard cap on 

what Ohio families will pay. Tariffs, caps and new classes were discussed, but that 

doesn’t pay for the energy increases Ohioans have already seen and isn’t a guarantee. 

 

Smart meters are being rolled out to Ohio homes with load-throttling capability, 

meaning your household electricity can be reduced when the grid is under stress 

(currently voluntary). Data centers are not subject to the same curtailment. Diesel 

backup generators at these facilities produce air pollution and operate continuously 

when the grid fails. That grid will fail more often by PJM’s own admission. 

 

WHAT THIS LEGISLATURE MUST DO 

Pass binding residential rate protections before any additional data center receives a 

Certificate of Environmental Compatibility. Require grid impact studies, paid for by 

the applicant, not the ratepayer, before construction permits are issued. Mandate 

that diesel backup generator operation be subject to air quality permits with public 

notification. At least one proposed data center I am aware of is a 20ft. Birm to a 

neighborhood and ½ mile from an elementary school. This is unacceptable. 
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CONCERN 2 OF 8 — WATER 

Our Water Is Not a Free Industrial Input. 

 

A single large data center consumes three to five million gallons of water per day — 

more than many Ohio small towns use in a month. That water is drawn from our 

aquifers, our rivers, our municipal systems. Much of it evaporates. The remainder is 

returned as thermal discharge (unless cooling systems are required): water significantly 

warmer than when it was taken, sufficient to alter stream temperatures, reduce oxygen 

levels, and kill fish. Water passing through cooling systems can pick up chemical 

contaminants. 

 

Ohio was chosen by these companies in part because of our water abundance. Our Great 

Lakes water. Our rivers. Our groundwater. They did not choose Ohio out of civic 

affection, they chose Ohio because our water is here and our laws do not currently 

prevent them from taking it. 

 

THE QUESTION NO ONE AT THIS PODIUM HAS ANSWERED: 

When a data center lowers a neighboring farm’s water table and that family’s well 

goes dry, who pays for that? What Ohio law answers that question today? The honest 

answer is: none. That is a legislative failure. It is correctable. It must be corrected 

now. 

 

WHAT THIS LEGISLATURE MUST DO 

Establish mandatory daily water usage caps per facility as a condition of permitting. 

Require thermal discharge impact studies with enforceable temperature limits. 

Create a Water Harm Compensation Fund, funded by applicant bonds, to 

compensate property owners for documented well and aquifer damage. Require 

cumulative watershed impact analysis before permitting clusters of facilities in any 

single watershed. There are 3 proposed within a 50 mile radius of me personally. 

 

CONCERN 3 OF 8 — PUBLIC HEALTH 

No One Has Studied What Living Next to One Does to You. 

 

Data centers operate twenty-four hours a day. Their cooling fans, diesel generators, and 

HVAC systems produce constant low-frequency noise and vibration. This is not ordinary 

noise. Low-frequency sound travels through ground and walls. It cannot be silenced by 

closing a window. It is associated in peer-reviewed literature with sleep disruption, 

chronic stress, elevated blood pressure, cardiovascular effects, and anxiety disorders. It 

does not stop at night. It does not stop on weekends. It does not stop. 
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These facilities generate electromagnetic field emissions from high-voltage power 

systems. They produce measurable heat island effects that alter the local microclimate. 

Their diesel generators emit fine particulate matter and nitrogen oxides into the air 

breathed by children, the elderly, and people with respiratory conditions who live 

nearby. 

 

THE ABSENCE THAT INDICTS THIS PROCESS: 

No witness at any Ohio hearing on data centers has presented a peer-reviewed, 

independent, cumulative health impact assessment for communities hosting 

multiple co-located facilities. Not one. The industry presents economic projections. 

Regulators present compliance frameworks. Nobody has asked: what does it do to 

the people who live there? That question must be answered before permits are 

granted, not after residents get sick. 

 

And I would ask this committee: what about our animals? Ohio is an agricultural state. 

Livestock are affected by infrasound. Bees are disrupted by EMF. Ecosystems in the 

vicinity of heat islands shift. These are documented phenomena. The farmers of this 

state deserve to know what this infrastructure will do to their animals and their land 

before it is built next to them. 

 

WHAT THIS LEGISLATURE MUST DO 

Require independent, third-party cumulative health impact assessments, including 

noise, vibration, EMF, air quality, and thermal effects, before any permit is issued. 

Establish 24/7 noise and vibration standards specifically calibrated for residential 

proximity, not industrial work environments. Create a minimum setback 

requirement from residences, schools, hospitals, and agricultural operations. 

 

CONCERN 4 OF 8 — PRIVACY & CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS 

The Fourth Amendment Was Written Before the Digital Age. It Still 

Applies. 

 

Data centers are not neutral infrastructure. They are the physical backbone of a 

surveillance economy that is expanding into every aspect of Ohio life. License plate 

readers. Drones. Facial recognition. Smart doorbells. AI-powered security systems. All 

of it flows into commercial data centers, often without the knowledge or consent of the 

Ohioans whose data is being collected. 

 

The Fourth Amendment guarantees the right of the people to be secure against 

unreasonable searches. It was designed for a world without mass digital surveillance. 

Courts have not fully resolved whether data collected by private companies and stored in 

commercial facilities carries the same constitutional protection. That gap is not a 
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technicality. It is a door through which your constituents’ private lives are passing 

without their knowledge. 

 

When an AI system makes an error, and they do, routinely, in documented ways, when 

it misidentifies an Ohio resident as a criminal, denies them a loan, flags them for law 

enforcement, or ruins their reputation, what Ohio law protects them? What remedy do 

they have? What accountability exists? I have searched. I cannot find it. 

 

WHAT THIS LEGISLATURE MUST DO 

Pass an Ohio Digital Privacy Protection Act that explicitly extends Fourth 

Amendment principles to data held by commercial entities. Require informed 

consent for surveillance infrastructure operating in Ohio communities. Establish 

civil liability and a private right of action for Ohioans harmed by AI system errors. 

Prohibit data sharing between commercial data centers and law enforcement without 

a warrant. 

 

CONCERN 5 OF 8 — FINANCIAL SOVEREIGNTY 

Ohioans Have the Right to Physical Money. Protect It. 

 

The data center infrastructure being built in Ohio today is the foundation of a digital 

financial system that many Ohioans did not choose and do not want. Some of these 

facilities support cryptocurrency mining operations that consume extraordinary 

amounts of electricity to produce speculative digital assets, putting upward pressure on 

grid costs and utility rates for every Ohio household. 

 

More broadly, the acceleration toward digital-only payment systems, enabled by this 

infrastructure, threatens one of the most fundamental financial rights any citizen 

possesses: the right to use physical, anonymous currency. A digital payment system is a 

controllable payment system. An account can be frozen. A transaction can be blocked. A 

person can be excluded. Cash cannot be frozen. Cash cannot be blocked. Cash is 

freedom. 

 

WHAT THIS LEGISLATURE MUST DO 

Pass legislation requiring all Ohio businesses to accept physical currency as legal 

tender. Prohibit the use of state infrastructure or incentives for Central Bank Digital 

Currency pilot programs without explicit legislative authorization. Require that 

cryptocurrency mining operations obtain the same environmental permits as other 

high-energy industrial uses. 

 

CONCERN 6 OF 8 — COMMUNITY IMPACT 

Thirty Permanent Jobs Is Not a Fair Trade for a Town. 
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The economic case for data centers is built on construction job counts and broad 

economic multiplier claims. The reality is more specific. A completed hyperscaler facility 

typically employs thirty to fifty permanent workers, predominantly high-skill IT roles 

requiring advanced certifications most local displaced workers do not hold. The tax 

incentives granted to attract these facilities divert tens of millions of dollars from the 

schools, roads, and services that host communities depend on. 

 

Simultaneously, the AI systems running inside these facilities are designed and 

deployed specifically to automate the jobs that Ohio communities actually have: retail, 

logistics, administrative work, customer service, manufacturing support. Ohio may be 

subsidizing the automation of its own workforce. 

 

When a township of five thousand people must upgrade its road capacity, expand its 

water system, increase its emergency services, and reinforce its electrical distribution to 

support a massive industrial facility, who funds that? Too often, the answer is: the 

residents, through taxes and utility rates, while the company that created the need pays 

reduced taxes under economic development exemptions. 

 

WHAT THIS LEGISLATURE MUST DO 

Require legally binding Community Benefit Agreements as a condition of any data 

center receiving Ohio tax incentives. These agreements must specify: permanent job 

minimums with local hire provisions; infrastructure upgrade funding paid by the 

operator; and a community harm mitigation fund. Require workforce transition 

programs funded by data center operators for workers displaced by AI systems they 

deploy. 

 

CONCERN 7 OF 8 — TRANSPARENCY & CONSENT 

You Cannot Consent to What You Do Not Know. 

 

I want to be direct with this committee about something that is difficult to say in a 

public forum but must be said: in multiple Ohio communities, the process being used to 

approve data center projects is not democratic. It is the appearance of democracy. 

 

Emergency zoning procedures, designed for genuine crises, not commercial real estate 

transactions, are being invoked to bypass the public comment periods that exist 

specifically to give residents a voice. Non-disclosure agreements are being required of 

elected officials before project details are shared, meaning those officials cannot legally 

inform the people they represent about decisions being made that will change their 

communities forever. 
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THIS IS NOT A PARTISAN ISSUE. THIS IS CONSTITUTIONAL. 

The right of Ohioans to know what is being planned in their communities, to 

comment, to object, to demand answers, is not a courtesy extended by industry. It is 

a right guaranteed by the democratic structure of this state. When that right is 

circumvented by emergency zoning and NDA’s, it is not just procedurally wrong. It is 

a betrayal of the compact between this government and its people. Communities are 

still in the dark. While we sit here today, new projects are being signed without 

public notice in townships across this state. 

 

WHAT THIS LEGISLATURE MUST DO 

Pass legislation prohibiting the use of emergency zoning procedures for data center 

or AI infrastructure projects that are not genuine emergencies. Prohibit NDAs that 

prevent elected officials from informing their constituents about proposed projects 

affecting their communities. Require a minimum 90-day public comment period for 

any data center project exceeding 10 megawatts of demand. Establish a public 

registry of all proposed and approved data center projects in Ohio, accessible to any 

resident. 

 

CONCERN 8 OF 8 — SUPPLY CHAIN SECURITY & NATIONAL SOVEREIGNTY 

If We Cannot Verify What It Is Built With, We Cannot Trust What It 

Does. 

 

The United States federal government has already banned certain 

Chinese-manufactured networking equipment, Huawei, ZTE, from federal 

infrastructure. The National Security Agency has documented the risk of embedded 

firmware backdoors in hardware sourced from adversarial nations. These risks are not 

theoretical. They have been confirmed. The protocols exist at the federal level. 

 

Commercial data centers in Ohio are not currently subject to those same restrictions. 

Server components, network chips, storage systems, and cooling control hardware 

sourced from overseas may carry embedded surveillance capabilities that are 

functionally undetectable after installation. When a U.S. government delegation left 

China in 2023, every electronic device carried by that delegation was discarded before 

departure. That protocol exists for a reason that applies equally to the critical 

infrastructure being built in Ohio’s rural communities. 

 

WHAT THIS LEGISLATURE MUST DO 

Require hardware supply chain certification for any data center receiving Ohio 

incentives or handling data subject to Ohio privacy law. Prohibit the use of hardware 

from entities identified by the federal government as national security risks in any 

Ohio data center. Establish an Ohio Supply Chain Verification Board to audit 
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compliance. Create procurement preferences for American-manufactured critical 

infrastructure components. 

 

 

THE LEGISLATIVE AGENDA 

Ten Things This Legislature Must Do Now 

 

I do not come before you with complaints only. I come with a specific, actionable 

agenda. These are not radical proposals. They are the minimum framework a 

responsible legislature should have established before the first data center broke ground 

in Ohio. We are behind. The time to act is not the next session. It is this one. 

 

1 Immediate Moratorium on New Permits 

Enact a moratorium on new data center construction permits exceeding 10 

megawatts until the independent studies required below are complete. This is not 

permanent. It is responsible. Texas did not pause before approving its energy 

infrastructure and 246 people died in the winter of 2021 when it failed. Ohio can 

learn from that. 

 

2 Independent Grid Impact Study 

Commission an independent (non-PJM, non-utility) study of cumulative grid 

capacity under current and projected data center load. Require that study be 

completed before the moratorium lifts. Freeze residential utility rates for the 

duration of the moratorium. Tariffs, new classes and caps (in progress) don’t count. 

 

3 Water Usage and Discharge Law 

Establish mandatory daily water usage caps, thermal discharge temperature limits, 

and aquifer impact monitoring requirements for all data center facilities. Create a 

bonded Water Harm Compensation Fund for affected property owners. 

 

4 Cumulative Health Impact Requirement 
Require independent third-party health impact assessments, covering noise, 

vibration, EMF, air quality, and thermal effects, before any permit is issued. 

Establish residential setback minimums. Fund the Ohio Department of Health to 

conduct ongoing surveillance of communities adjacent to operating facilities. 

 

5 Ohio Digital Privacy and AI Accountability Act 
Extend Fourth Amendment protections to data held by commercial entities. 

Establish civil liability for AI system errors. Require informed consent for 
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surveillance infrastructure. Prohibit warrantless data sharing between commercial 

operators and law enforcement. 

 

6 Physical Currency Protection Act 
Require all Ohio businesses to accept physical currency. Prohibit state 

participation in CBDC pilot programs without legislative authorization. Require 

environmental permitting for cryptocurrency mining operations. 

 

7 Mandatory Community Benefit Agreements 

No data center may receive Ohio tax incentives, infrastructure support, or 

expedited permitting without a legally binding Community Benefit Agreement 

specifying permanent jobs, local hire, infrastructure funding, and community harm 

mitigation. Make these agreements publicly accessible. 

 

8 Zoning and Consent Reform 

Prohibit emergency zoning for commercial data center projects. Ban NDAs that 

prevent elected officials from informing constituents. Require 90-day public 

comment periods. Establish the Ohio Data Center Public Registry. 

 

9 Supply Chain Security and Certification Law 

Require hardware supply chain certification for any Ohio data center 

receiving incentives or handling sensitive data. Prohibit hardware from federally 

identified national security risks. Create an Ohio Supply Chain Verification Board. 

 

10 Establish an Ohio AI and Data Center Oversight Commission 

Create a permanent, independent, citizen-majority oversight body with 

authority to review permits, audit compliance, investigate complaints, and 

recommend enforcement. This commission must include representatives from 

affected rural communities, public health experts, environmental scientists, and 

consumer advocates — not only industry representatives. 

 

 

 

CLOSING STATEMENT 

What Kind of Ohio Do We Want to Leave? 

 

Members of this committee: I want to speak to you not as a constituent presenting 

grievances, but as a neighbor asking a question that I believe every one of you entered 

public service to answer. 
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What is Ohio for? 

 

Is it a location? Is it an idea? A geography of cheap land and abundant water that the 

highest bidder can acquire and transform without the consent of the people who live 

here? Or is it a community, a place where the people who farm its fields, raise their 

children in its towns, and drink from its acquifers have a voice in what happens to it? 

 

The companies coming to Ohio are not coming because they love Ohio. They are coming 

because Ohio has what they need: water, land, power, and, until now, laws that have not 

caught up to what they intend to do. They will take what they need. They will employ 

dozens. They will pay reduced taxes. And when the aquifer is lower and the grid is 

strained and the rates are higher and the township roads are broken from the 

construction traffic and the neighbor’s child can’t sleep from the sound of a facility that 

never stops running, they will not be the ones who stay. Who will pay for cleanup when 

they leave? 

 

BUT, the people of Ohio will stay. They are already here. They signed (so far) 30,000 

petitions. They showed up at township meetings. They drove to Columbus. They are 

watching this hearing right now. 

 

 I am not asking you to choose between the economy and the people. I am asking 

you to refuse that false choice. A regulated, transparent, accountable data center 

industry must be step 1 in Ohio. It just has to be built on terms that protect the 

people who live here. Those terms do not exist today. Writing them is your job. It 

is why you are here. It is why I am here. 

 

You were sent here by Ohioans. Not by the Ohio Data Center Coalition. Not by Amazon. 

Not by Google. Not by the utilities that profit from increased load. By Ohioans. The 

30,000 who signed that petition are Ohioans. The farmers who don’t know what is 

coming next to their land are Ohioans. The parents worried about what their children 

breathe are Ohioans. The seniors on fixed incomes who cannot absorb another utility 

rate increase are Ohioans. 

 

They are asking you to do something that has nothing to do with ideology. They are 

asking you to do your job. 

 

Protect them. 

Thank you. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

 

Kim Georgeton 

Lebanon, OH 

 

 

This testimony may be reproduced and distributed freely. 
Ohio residents: share it. Legislators: act on it. 
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