07/01/26 - Janet Garrison - Letter to Editor — The Ledger Independent
Public Statement to Clear the Air About the Second Civil Complaint

We Are Mason County KY, Inc. and all plaintiffs within the complaint filed on 06/19/26 against the
Application for Zoning Amendment (basis for Ordinance 26-03) have no ill will toward our neighbors or
any other farm owners. The opposite is the truth. We are hoping to help give those landowners who were
reluctant to sell, or now have second thoughts, a way to get out of this mess. We are hoping to prevent
our county from being overrun with data centers and from subjecting nearby residents from enduring the
negative impacts of them.

The purpose of the complaint is to prevent land from being rezoned for a mystery developer. Due to
NDAs, we are unable to verify if the mystery developer has a reputation for being a good neighbor or not.
We tried to get information about the developer and the detailed site plans, but our questions have gone
unanswered. If we do not stand up against such actions, our current county officials will just repeat the
process to consume thousands of additional acres of land all over the county for other undisclosed,
mystery developers, thereby eliminating public input into the siting of such developments.

At the bottom of page 1 of the APPLICATION FOR ZONING MAP AMENDMENT (the basis for Ordinance
26-03) it states: “Property Owner Signatures certifying applicant has authority: See Exhibit F.” (35
landowner names are included in Exhibit F on pages 49-63 of the Application PDF). The "applicant" is
listed as Maysville-Mason County Industrial Authority, Inc., not the actual developer. You can access the
Application PDF at:
https://www.cityofmaysvilleky.gov/departments/codes_department/data_center.php (Scroll to
Documents section near bottom of page and look for “To access the data center applicant/developer's
application, click here.”)

All landowners whose sighatures are included in Exhibit F were included in our complaint because KRS
100.347 has a mandatory requirement that you must list all landowners whose sighatures gave
authority in rezoning map amendment complaints that are filed with the court. We are simply following
the law. We are not suing people because they opted to sell their land. We are trying to protect our
community from predatory practices. You can view KRS 100.347 at:
https://apps.legislature.ky.gov/law/statutes/statute.aspx?id=56263

| also want to address the first civil complaint filed on 03/26/26 regarding Data Center Ordinance 26-01.
In that complaint, we requested to have Ordinance 26-01 suspended and amended along with necessary
updates to the Comprehensive Plan that address data centers to balance the need to protect farmland
and to comply with the highest standards as set out in Resolution 25-18. That complaint was
dismissed by Judge Jeff Schumacher on 06/23/26. | am not a lawyer, however based on my
understanding, Judge Schumacher’s main reasoning for the dismissal appears to be that speculative
harm or injury cannot be used to justify suspending and amending an inferior ordinance. The economic
benefits touted by county officials promoting this project are also purely speculative as they have
presented nothing to date, that is enforceable in writing, that proves the existence of worthy economic
benefits for our community. Is it fair to use speculation as an excuse to dismiss a valid ordinance
complaint while also using speculation about economic benefits to support a project that falls under that
contested ordinance?



The numerous harms and injuries cited by citizens during the hearings are based on solid evidence of
what has happened elsewhere in communities that have hyperscale data centers in their backyards. Our
group fought hard to include additional community protections in Ordinance 26-01 however the needs
and wants of the prospective data center developer took priority over those of the community. Ordinance
26-01 needs to be suspended and amended to include requirements and protections like those
contained within the Kentucky Resources Council’s Model Data Center Siting Ordinance.

Even if we give the unknown developer the benefit of a doubt and use blind faith to assume they are a
good neighbor, Ordinance 26-01 does not protect our community from other developers in the future who
are not community minded. We are not alone in our quest for honest and fair treatment. Atleast15
states are currently experiencing moratoriums or statewide legislative pushes to pause data center
construction while evaluating impacts on energy, air, water, noise, health, and budgets. Nearby
examples include Virginia counties revising their data center ordinances and tax incentives; Illinois
enacting a statewide moratorium; and Ohio pausing their statewide data center incentives. In Kentucky,
Lexington, Owensboro (Daviess County), and Ashland (Boyd County) enacted moratoriums and
Louisville, Allen County, and Murray enacted holds on application approvals and stronger data center
zoning regulations.

Justimagine how different and less divisive this whole situation would have been if our elected county
officials had not signed an NDA for this hugely impactful project. Officials would have been on our side
fighting for us and with us to get proper environmental/community impact studies, necessary
protections, and a robust community benefit agreement. Only one county official, Commissioner Peggy
Frame, had the heart and integrity to do the right thing. She is our hero. | want to publicly thank Peggy
Frame for standing strong for the citizens of Mason County.

Thank you in advance for accepting my letter and for keeping the community informed on this matter. We
need to PAUSE TO PROTECT our community.

Sincerely,

Janet Garrison

Dover, KY 41034
_ (Please do not publish my phone number in the paper.)



