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Representative Robb-Blasdel:  

Chairman Chavez, Vice Chair Landis, Ranking Member Smith, and members of the Senate 

Energy Committee—thank you for the opportunity to provide sponsor testimony today on 

Substitute House Bill 170. 

Sub. HB 170 establishes a framework for the state of Ohio to regulate carbon capture and storage 

projects, often referred to as CCS. 

Simply put, carbon capture and storage is the process of capturing carbon dioxide (CO₂) 

emissions directly from industrial sources or the atmosphere and safely storing that carbon deep 

underground (up to a mile or more) in naturally occurring and extensively regulated geological 

formations. 

To illustrate, consider a large power plant in eastern Ohio. As a byproduct of producing the 

reliable energy our state depends on, that facility emits significant amounts of carbon dioxide. 

Rather than releasing those emissions into the atmosphere, carbon capture technology allows the 

CO₂ to be isolated and transported to an on-site injection well. From there, the carbon is injected 

hundreds—often thousands—of feet underground into naturally formed geological pore space 

designed for safe, permanent, and secure storage. 

These projects operate using what are known as Underground Injection Control, or UIC, Class 

VI injection wells. At present, these wells are regulated exclusively by the federal government, 

and companies must work through the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency to obtain permits. 

There are two major problems with the current system of being federally regulated—both of 

which House Bill 170 addresses. 

First, the federal permitting process is extremely slow and burdensome. Companies seeking to 

deploy this technology routinely face delays lasting several years, stalling investment and 

discouraging economic development here in Ohio. 



Second—and most importantly, federal regulation is disconnected from the needs, concerns, and 

priorities of Ohio communities. Decisions that directly impact our landowners, workers, and 

local governments are being made by regulators hundreds of miles away, with limited 

understanding of Ohio’s geology or our state’s economic goals. 

Because of the prevalence of porous shale formations across eastern Ohio and the broader tri-

state region, our state is uniquely suited for Class VI injection wells. 

Other states have already recognized this opportunity. North Dakota, Wyoming, Louisiana, and 

most recently our neighboring West Virginia have all secured primacy and are now attracting 

major private investment. If Ohio fails to act, that investment—and the associated jobs and 

economic growth—will simply go elsewhere. 

To gain primacy over Class VI wells, Ohio must make statutory and regulatory changes that meet 

federal minimum standards. Sub. HB 170 creates some of the regulatory building blocks needed 

on Ohio Revised Code to obtain primacy.  

 

Representative Peterson: 

Our goal is to establish regulations that account for Ohio’s unique geology, hydrology, and 

legacy industries, which I know some of our technical experts will be speaking about in greater 

depth during future hearings. More specifically, the bill addresses three main components: 

clarification of surface owner rights and pore space, a process for statutory consolidation, and 

short-and-long-term monitoring requirements to the CCS facility operator.  

Sub. HB 170 establishes the framework necessary for Ohio to assume regulatory authority over 

Class VI injection wells from the federal government. In industry terms, this bill allows Ohio to 

pursue regulatory primacy. 

By regulating carbon capture and storage at the state level, the individuals responsible for 

oversight and compliance will be Ohioans—professionals who live here, work here, and are 

directly accountable to our citizens. This ensures safety standards are enforced effectively and 

that state resources can respond quickly if issues arise. 

Creating this regulatory structure ensures the entire process—from permitting to monitoring—is 

done by Ohioans, for Ohioans. Once Ohio gains regulatory primacy, our state will be positioned 

to fully realize the benefits these projects can bring. 

The deployment of CCS also supports domestic energy security. While federal and international 

policies continue to encourage improvements in emissions reductions and plant efficiencies, oil 

and natural gas are expected to remain a significant part of our energy mix for decades. Carbon 

capture allows Ohio to support environmental goals while continuing to provide reliable, 

affordable energy. 



While this bill deals with a complex subject, its purpose is straightforward: 

to give the state of Ohio—and Ohioans—greater control over carbon sequestration projects 

occurring within our borders. 

Make no mistake—carbon capture and storage technology is here. The question is whether Ohio 

will be prepared to regulate it responsibly, or whether we will allow other states to move ahead 

while we fall behind. Sub. HB 170 ensures Ohio takes responsibility for regulating this emerging 

industry while also seizing the economic opportunity it presents. 

Before concluding, we want to note that experts in this field will be testifying before the 

committee at a later date. We are confident that they will be well-equipped to address the more 

technical aspects of carbon capture and underground injection. 

Thank you again for your time and attention today. We would be happy to answer any questions 

from the committee. 

 


