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Chair Chavez, Vice Chair Landis, Ranking Member Smith, and Members of the Senate 
Energy Committee, 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to submit testimony regarding Sub Senate Bill 294, which 
would declare the state’s energy siting policy. My name is Cathy Becker, and I am a board 
member of Save Ohio Parks, a citizens group that seeks to protect Ohio state parks, wildlife 
areas, and public lands from oil and gas extraction.  
 
On February 10, I submitted 10 pages of testimony regarding the first draft of SB 294, which 
energy experts have called a “de facto statewide ban on solar and wind.”1 
 
Between the nation’s most draconian wind turbine setback law inserted into the state 
budget in 2014, and SB 52 of 2021, which allows counties and townships to blanket ban 
solar and wind projects (but not oil and gas), siting renewable energy in this state has 
become extremely difficult. SB 294 as originally written would make it impossible. 
 
Sub SB 294 is slightly less corrosive but still gets us nowhere close to what energy policy 
needs to be in Ohio. I doubt any other state – Texas and Oklahoma included – with such an 
egregious double standard in how renewable energy is treated compared to gas and oil. 
Please see Table 1 for examples of how this works across five areas of comparison. 
 
In fact, since 2014 Ohio has denied, withdrawn, or chased out of state a staggering 5.3 
gigawatts of solar and wind energy2 – enough that could have powered almost all of the 
5.6 gigawatts of interconnection requests that AEP has received for data centers in the 

 
1 Kowalski, Kathiann. February 2026. “A new Ohio bill could be a de facto statewide ban on solar and wind.” 
Ohio Capital Journal. https://ohiocapitaljournal.com/2026/02/18/a-new-ohio-bill-could-be-a-de-facto-
statewide-ban-on-solar-and-wind/  
2 5.3 GW calculated as follows: 3.3 GW in lost wind capacity due to the 2014 wind turbine setback law. See A 
Renewable America. May 2017. “Blowing in the wind: Ohio’s overly restrictive wind setback law is putting 
billions in new in-state investment at risk.” A Renewable America. https://windsolaralliance.org/wp-
content/uploads/2017/12/ARA_Ohio_Wind_Setback_Report-5.22.17.pdf 
At least 2 GW in lost solar capacity due to the Ohio Power Siting Board denying five utility-scale solar projects 
with five other projects withdrawn under pressure, even though they met all standards. See Zuckerman, Jake. 
March 17, 2025. “Solar development plunged in Ohio after new, restrictive state law.” Cleveland.com. 
https://www.cleveland.com/open/2025/03/solar-development-plunged-in-ohio-after-new-restrictive-state-
law.html. Please note more utility-scale solar projects have been denied since this was published. 
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state.3 In other words, Ohio would not be experiencing the electricity crisis it is now if 
the state would have only treated solar and wind the same as oil and gas. 
 
We all know that Ohio needs more electricity. If you really want to increase energy in Ohio 
that is clean, affordable, and reliable, setting arbitrary capacity factors is not the way.  
 
Instead, what needs to happen is: 
 

• Restoring Ohio’s energy efficiency standards, which were gutted by HB 6, the 
“worst energy bill of the 21st century.”4 This lowers demand and makes the energy 
we do produce go farther. It also makes energy more affordable. (Last session’s 
House Bill 79 would have done this but was allowed to die during lame duck.) 
 

• Enabling the buildout of renewable energy through programs such as restoring 
Ohio’s renewable energy standards, also gutted by HB 6; passing community 
energy (House Bill 303), and legalizing virtual net metering (Senate Bill 298) so that 
solar and wind energy do not have to be directly connected to what they power. 
Wind, solar, and other forms of renewable energy are truly clean as well as the most 
affordable forms of energy in the world and can be fully reliable if paired with battery 
storage, as the experience of California shows.5 

 
• Instituting demand-response, a voluntary, grid-stabilizing initiative to manage rising 

energy costs and grid strain. The program allows customers to receive incentives for 
reducing electricity use during peak hours. (House Bill 427)  

 
It makes no sense for Ohio energy policy to be actively squashing renewable energy at a 
time when everyone knows we need more electricity on the grid – a lot more. It specially 
makes no sense when Ohio is home to two of the world’s largest solar-manufacturing 
plants and several large battery storage manufacturers.  
 
The rest of the world is modernizing their energy generation and supply, creating a cleaner, 
more affordable, and more reliable energy system, while Ohio continues to hamstring the 
cleanest and most affordable energy sources available, while miring the state – particularly 
its poorest counties – in oil and gas pollution.  
 
It is not the job of the legislature to choose winners and losers in energy generation and 
supply in Ohio. It is your job to set a fair and level playing field. SB 294 does not do that. It 
makes our current situation even worse. Please do not pass it.  

 
3 Camacho, Francisco. March 2026. “Ohio’s ‘tire kicker’ approach to data center demand.” Politico’s Power 
Switch. https://www.politico.com/newsletters/power-switch/2026/03/11/ohios-tire-kicker-approach-to-
data-center-demand-00823631 
4 Roberts, David. July 2019. “Ohio just passed the worst energy bill of the 21st century.” Vox. 
https://www.vox.com/energy-and-environment/2019/7/27/8910804/ohio-gop-nuclear-coal-plants-
renewables-efficiency-hb6  
5 Thomas, Michael. January 2026. “Solar and Batteries Are Squeezing Out Natural Gas in California.” Distilled. 
https://www.distilled.earth/p/solar-and-batteries-are-squeezing?hide_intro_popup=true  
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Table 1: Comparing treatment of gas and oil vs wind and solar in Ohio. 
 

 Gas, oil, fracking Solar and wind 
Setbacks Frack pad – 150 feet from the nearest 

structure 
1125 feet from the nearest property line 

Applications Frack public lands – 2-3 pages, location 
of pads need not be specified 
 
Major gas project – could just be letter 
of notification 

Thousands of pages with multiple 
detailed maps, interconnection 
studies, equipment, vegetation 
management, ecological assessment, 
lighting plan, site report, water 
resources, community engagement, 
economic impact, road conditions, 
decommissioning, drain tile mitigation 
plan, glare assessment, construction 
noise, geotechnical engineering, 
electromagnetic field, landscape plan, 
architectural survey, visual resources, 
archaeological survey, zoning 
regulations, property value study, etc. 

Time frames Accelerated review as little as 60 days Typically multiple years, often with 
multiple public hearings, briefs back 
and forth, depositions, testimonies, 
subpoenas, motions to strike, etc. 

Local input Zero – projects can be sited in 
residential areas with no public notice, 
no public information session, no 
public hearing, and no consultation 
with local officials 

37 counties have banned solar and 
wind energy in all or parts 

Consideration Accelerated review projects get 
automatic approval with no formal vote 
by PUCA 

Even in areas with no ban, projects are 
routinely denied if there is any local 
opposition, even if they meet all state 
standards 

 
 


