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Good afternoon, I am Caroline Taylor speaking on behalf of Montgomery Countryside Alliance. We are 

grateful for the work of our County, statewide and national colleagues on this issue of consequence. This 

hearing record holds some strong and informed testimony from professionals who know a thing or two. 

Please take heed. As example, see the testimony of data center cooling system engineer Richard Thoms 

and former MC MNCPP planner Leslie Saville. 

At the start and to be abundantly clear, we welcome the executive order that pauses permitting actions on 

data center applications, and we now request that the legislative branch follow suit with their own 

moratorium to provide the needed time to finalize ZTA 26-01, with both standards and operational 

guidelines. The executive action guides executive branch functions. The Council must take hold of their 

authority to create the unhurried space for an informed, deliberative, collaborative and transparent process 

in developing the standards and regulations associated with data centers. The executive order’s timeframe 

of 6 months is clearly unlikely to afford the Council the working room it needs. Six months in your legislative 

world, in any of our worlds, frankly, is a blink of an eye. Bill 24-26, a complementary action to the executive 

order, provides the opportunity to place control of the timeframe to work on this complex issue in your hands 

where, as it is legislative action, it should rest. And I should note that as the federal government has 

declined to regulate the data center industry, more falls upon local jurisdictions to do the work. 

This discussion is occurring against a frenzied backdrop of election dynamics, budgetary woes, crushing 

workloads, emerging technologies, industry sales pitches, NDAs, climate change impacts, ratepayer 

impacts, stressed electrical grid and water resources… and bizarre and troubling conspiracy theories. None 

of the extraneous noise serves the public good. 

Sadly, we hear often that we are operating withing a climate of broken communication… between the 

governmental branches that serve the public and even between this body’s colleagues as we are hearing… 

and, at times, with the public. If there were ever an issue to mend this torn fabric… this, is it. We must 

center the public good which is inextricably bound to environmental stewardship. In this instance, given the 

complexity associated with this land use and the volume of both what is known and that which is currently 

not. Time and full attention are needed.   

To that end and hopefully not wishful thinking – we propose that those supporting the 2 versions of the 

moratorium come together and work in committee to craft a single bill that not only affords the necessary 

time to get this right but also establishes clear deliverables with provision to complete earlier if possible. I 

appreciate the work that Councilmember Balcombe and her staff have put to this endeavor… she spoke of 

creating a workplan spreadsheet and the need to divvy up the tasks. Would a taskforce be useful, that idea 

was previously dismissed but there is merit in considering it. Take note: a moratorium affords time to inform 

the ongoing process… it does not halt it. 

The work? How to address/mitigate: Ratepayer impacts, grid strain, environmental justice issues, true cost-

benefit analysis, impact on County climate change goals, air quality, noise/vibration, Water resources 

impact (which includes water for power generation and cumulative impacts), biological health 

impacts, including effect on wildlife and domestic livestock… and more no doubt. We pledge to roll up our 

sleeves and get into it as helpful… please afford the time to do it together with expedited passage of a 2 

year legislative moratorium. Thank you. 


