
Ringgold County Board of Supervisors Notes
June 29,2026
Pubtic Hearing

Proposed Ordinance-Moratorium on Data Genters

The Ringgotd county Board of Supervisors met Monday, June 29, 2026 for the
purpose of hotding a publ,ic hearing on a proposed ordinance for a moratorium on
data centers. The pubtic hearing was catted to order at 6:00 P.M with the fol,l,owing
members present Cotby Hotmes, Randy Taytor and Steve Knapp.

A motion was made by Knapp, second by Tayl.or to open the pubtic hearing.
AYES: Unanimous NAYS: None

Hotmes provided an overview of the process for devetoping a proposed moratorium
on data centers. He exptained that no entity has approached Ringgol.d County
regarding the construction of a data center. The purpose of the publ,ic hearing was
to gather information, receive publ.ic input, and better understand community
concerns before moving forward.

Hotmes further emphasized that the Board has not taken a position either in favor of
or opposed to data centers. Rather, the purpose of the proposed moratorium is to
provide the Board with adequate time to research the issue, review the experiences
of other counties, hear from residents, and make a wel.l,-informed decision shoul,d a
proposaI ever be submitted. The Board is taking a proactive approach so that, if a
request to construct a data center is received in the future, the county is prepared
with an informed process and appropriate regutations.

Severat attendees commended the Board for taking a proactive approach to the
issue. Concerns were expressed regarding the potential. impacts of targe data
centers, incl.uding etectrical demand, water consumption, and road maintenance. lt
was noted that some counties have been forced to address these issues after
projects had atready begun because no regul,ations or restrictions were in pl.ace.

The Board stated its intent is to use the proposed 12-month moratorium to
thoroughl,y research the issue and make an informed decision regarding any future
regutations.

A member of the pubtic asked whether there were any potential. toophoLes that
coutd attow a project to proceed despite a moratorium. The Board responded that it
is not aware of any but acknowtedged that, given the current l,egatenvironment,
such possibitities cannot be entirely ruted out.

Another question was raised regarding whether the pubtic woul,d have an
opportunity to vote before a moratorium is adopted. The Board expl.ained that whil,e
there is no format publ,ic vote required, the ordinance adoption process incl.udes
publ.ic hearings that provide opportunities for residents to offer comments before
any action is taken.



The Board acknowtedged concerns regarding water usage and agreed that it is an

important consideration in evatuating future data center devetopment.
It was cl,arified that the proposed moratorium woutd appty only to unincorporated
areas of Ringgotd County and woutd not affect incorporated municipatities.

The Board was asked what other revenue-generating opportunities are being
considered for the county. The Board stated that it continues to exptore options but
has not identified any specific atternatives at this time. Members acknowtedged the
comptexity of the issue, noting that whil,e data centers coutd generate additionaI
county revenue, they atso present significant concerns that must be carefutty
evatuated. The Board emphasized that it does not take the decision tight[y and

remains committed to making a decision that best serves the Long-term interests of
Ringgotd County.

The Board assured those in attendance that it wittcontinue researching the issue
and work toward devetoping an ordinance that is in the best interest of Ringgotd

County.

A question was asked regarding the provision in the proposed moratorium attowing
the Board to terminate the moratorium before its expiration. lt was exptained that
this provision woutd onty be exercised if the Board compteted its research and was
prepared to adopt a permanent ordinance before the 12-month period ended.

The Board was asked to provide periodic updates on its research so the public can
remain informed throughout the process. The Board agreed that information witl be

shared pubticty as the research progresses.

Throughout the hearing, the majority of those who spoke expressed concerns
regarding the potentiat impacts of data centers and voiced support for the Board

taking additional, time to research the issue before making any [ong-term decisions.

The Board announced that the second pubtic hearing on the proposed moratorium
is scheduted for Monday, Juty 6 at 1 1am in the Board of Supervisors office, at which
time the Board may consider waiving the third reading and proceeding with
adoption of the proposed moratorium. lf additional consideration is needed, final
action woutd occur at the Juty 13 meeting.

There being no further comments or business, a motion to adjourn was made by

Knapp an
6:34 p.m.

d seconded byTayto e motion carried, and the meeting adjourned at
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