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 1             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  Good evening.  May
  
 2        I please have your attention.  Welcome to today's
  
 3        public hearing.
  
 4             Will the official reporter designated for
  
 5        this hearing, please turn on your camera, raise
  
 6        your right hand and state your name.
  
 7             THE COURT REPORTER:  Good evening.  My name
  
 8        is Dianne Lockhart, court reporter.
  
 9             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  Do you solemnly
  
10        swear that you will keep complete and true notes
  
11        of all that transpires in this hearing and will
  
12        prepare a complete transcript thereof from your
  
13        notes and faithfully perform all the duties
  
14        imposed upon you as official reporter under the
  
15        laws of the State of Indiana?
  
16             THE COURT REPORTER:  I will.
  
17             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  My name is James
  
18        Turner.  I'm the Waterways Section Chief in the
  
19        Office of Water Quality at IDEM.  I have been
  
20        designated as the hearing officer in the public
  
21        hearing scheduled for today.
  
22             This hearing pertains to the application for
  
23        a Clean Water Act Section 401 Water Quality
  
24        Certification, hereafter referred to as the
  
25        Certification for the project known as Phase 3 of
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 1        Project Zodiac.
  
 2             I'll say that again as there were some
  
 3        glitches with the Teams meeting title which
  
 4        mistakenly lists a different project name.
  
 5             This hearing pertains to the application for
  
 6        a Clean Water Act Section 401 Water Quality
  
 7        Certification, hereafter referred to as the
  
 8        Certification for the project known as Phase 3 of
  
 9        Project Zodiac.
  
10             IDEM assigned the number WQC001454 to this
  
11        application.  IDEM placed a notice about the
  
12        receipt of the application on a comment period
  
13        starting March 13, 2026, lasting until April 3rd.
  
14        On April 20, 2026, IDEM issued an extension to
  
15        the comment period to May 1, 2026.  The
  
16        application is available for public inspection on
  
17        IDEM's nViro Regulatory ePortal.
  
18             In addition to myself, the other IDEM staff
  
19        here tonight to witness this hearing are
  
20        Mr. Kevin Bump from IDEM's Office of Media and
  
21        Communications, Ms. Natalie Rodriguez from IDEM's
  
22        Office of Media and Communications, Ms. Amari
  
23        Farren, Surface Water and Operations Branch
  
24        Chief, and Ms. Emersyn Harriman, the IDEM Project
  
25        Manager for this Certification.

IDEM Watermark



4

  

 1             Notice of the time and place of this hearing
  
 2        was given as required by law by posting the
  
 3        notice of the hearing on IDEM's website on
  
 4        April 15, 2026.
  
 5             If you are here on behalf of an
  
 6        organization, please add your organization's name
  
 7        to your screen name.
  
 8             Those who wish to provide comments on the
  
 9        record regarding this proposed project as it
  
10        pertains to Indiana water quality, please
  
11        register your interest now by clicking on the
  
12        link in the meeting Q&A or following the link on
  
13        the screen or by using the QR code on the screen.
  
14        These links will take you to a brief form.  Be
  
15        sure to indicate in the form whether you are
  
16        requesting to speak for yourself or on behalf of
  
17        a group or organization.
  
18             If speaking on behalf of a group or
  
19        organization, please note the capacity in which
  
20        you appear, such as attorney, officer or
  
21        authorized spokesperson.  You may also fill out
  
22        the form and note that you do not wish to provide
  
23        comment if you just want to go on record as
  
24        having been present at tonight's hearing.
  
25             Please note, attendees of today's hearing
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 1        via the phone number provided will not be able to
  
 2        provide oral comments.  All oral comments must be
  
 3        provided via Microsoft Teams.  Oral statements
  
 4        and written statements will be considered equally
  
 5        and included in the record.  Written comments
  
 6        will continue to be accepted until midnight
  
 7        tomorrow, May 1st, through the email address
  
 8        waterwayscomments@idem.IN.gov.  Also, please note
  
 9        written comments received after tomorrow may be
  
10        included in the public record for this proposed
  
11        project, but may not be considered.
  
12             A written transcript of the hearing will be
  
13        produced.  The transcript and any written
  
14        submissions will be open for public inspection at
  
15        the Indiana Department of Environmental
  
16        Management, Indiana Government Center North,
  
17        Room 1255, 100 North Senate Avenue in
  
18        Indianapolis, Indiana.  The written transcript
  
19        will be available for the public to view on
  
20        IDEM's Regulatory ePortal website at
  
21        waterquality.idem.IN.gov.  Instructions on how to
  
22        access this website will be provided, alongside
  
23        the decision document which will be sent to
  
24        everyone who commented with a valid email address
  
25        after a decision on this application is made.  A
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 1        paper copy of the transcript will be made
  
 2        available to anyone upon payment of the copying
  
 3        costs.
  
 4             The proposal under review is Phase 3 of the
  
 5        multi-phase Project Zodiac Data Center.  The
  
 6        project involves three additional buildings,
  
 7        associated utility infrastructure, internal
  
 8        driveways and stormwater facilities.  Proposed
  
 9        water resource impacts include permanent impacts
  
10        and temporary impacts to water resources.
  
11             The project will permanently relocate 3,415
  
12        linear feet of Adams Ditch into a 3,255 linear
  
13        foot channel, and will permanently convert .84 of
  
14        an acre of forested wetland to an emergent
  
15        wetland.
  
16             To compensate for the stream impacts, the
  
17        new stream channel will have a 170 foot wide
  
18        corridor constructed along it to be monitored for
  
19        a minimum of five years to ensure successful
  
20        establishment and the applicant will purchase 160
  
21        linear feet of stream credits from the Maumee
  
22        Service Area of the Indiana Stream and Wetland
  
23        Mitigation Program.
  
24             To compensate for the conversion of .84 of
  
25        an acre of forested wetland to emergent wetland,
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 1        the applicant will purchase 2.52 acres of
  
 2        forested wetland credits from the Openings
  
 3        Wetland Mitigation Bank Phase II.  The project
  
 4        will temporarily impact .01 of an acre of stream
  
 5        along 68 linear feet of an unnamed tributary to
  
 6        Doctor Ditch.  The applicant proposes to restore
  
 7        the 68 linear feet of stream to preconstruction
  
 8        conditions.
  
 9             The IDEM staff who are present tonight at
  
10        this hearing will not be acting as advocates of
  
11        the Section 401 Water Quality Certification.  The
  
12        IDEM staff will not present any evidence as to
  
13        why the Section 401 Water Quality Certification
  
14        should or should not be issued.
  
15             The IDEM staff want to hear the public's
  
16        comments and evidence on why the Certification
  
17        should or should not be issued, and what the
  
18        terms and conditions should be if the
  
19        Certification is issued.
  
20             Comments made during this hearing should
  
21        address water quality impacts expected from the
  
22        work proposed within the Certification
  
23        application.
  
24             When presenting your comments, please
  
25        include facts and evidence, such as dates,
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 1        discharge amounts, what you have personally
  
 2        observed and when, and what you feel is the
  
 3        solution to any problem and why.  It is not
  
 4        helpful to the Department to receive comments
  
 5        favoring or not favoring a Certification unless
  
 6        the comments are accompanied by reasons backed up
  
 7        by evidence and facts related to expected water
  
 8        quality impacts.
  
 9             IDEM staff will not be responding to
  
10        comments or questions during tonight's public
  
11        hearing.
  
12             The purpose of this hearing is to give all
  
13        interested parties an opportunity to comment on
  
14        the Clean Water Act Section 401 Water Quality
  
15        Certification for the Project Zodiac Phase 3
  
16        Google Data Center project.
  
17             Have all participants interested in
  
18        providing oral comments completed the form in the
  
19        meeting chat?
  
20             UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  No.
  
21             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  All right.  Please
  
22        do so.
  
23             MS. PFEFFER:  I don't know if I'm the only
  
24        one, but I'm not able to access the Q&A function
  
25        that you mentioned.
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 1             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  Okay.  Do you see
  
 2        the link on the screen?  There's a QR code and a
  
 3        link.  It should be --
  
 4             MS. PFEFFER:  Okay.  Yes, I see the QR code,
  
 5        but I'm -- I'm accessing from a mobile device, so
  
 6        I am not sure how to get to that link without
  
 7        opening a separate tab, and I thought you said
  
 8        there was a Q&A section where we could do that.
  
 9             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  There is a Q&A.  I
  
10        don't know which --
  
11             MS. PFEFFER:  It's saying that it's not
  
12        available for this event, so I just wanted to
  
13        note that in case anyone else is having the same
  
14        issue.
  
15             UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  I see it.  I want to
  
16        test it on my PC.
  
17             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  So I think -- I
  
18        think the chat is not available, but the Q&A is a
  
19        separate function, so if you can -- you can see
  
20        that as an option.
  
21             UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  I just -- I just
  
22        asked does it work in the Q&A, and so if you saw
  
23        that, I guess, for me at least on PC that Q&A
  
24        is -- function is working for me on the top near
  
25        the chat.
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 1             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  Thank you, yes.
  
 2        And your name is on the list, so.
  
 3             MS. PFEFFER:  Okay.  So I'd just like to
  
 4        note for the record that as someone accessing
  
 5        from an iPhone, I'm unable to access the chat or
  
 6        the separate Q&A function, so that may be a
  
 7        barrier to people participating with the written
  
 8        comments.
  
 9             My name is Maia Pfeffer.
  
10             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  Okay.
  
11             UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  I heard that you said
  
12        people can only speak if they do the form.  And
  
13        it would be disruptive for some of us to do a
  
14        form for someone else.
  
15             Can you note her name and call on her at the
  
16        end and -- and you manually get her information
  
17        so she's not excluded?
  
18             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  Yeah, we can -- we
  
19        can take a name here.  Did you have a name for --
  
20             UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  I don't -- I'll
  
21        let -- if she doesn't come back on, she said Maia
  
22        Pfeffer.  Sorry, M-A-I-A, and I'll have to look
  
23        up her spelling of her last name.
  
24             Maia, are you there?
  
25             MS. PFEFFER:  Yes, I'm here.  It's Maia,

IDEM Watermark



11

  

 1        M-A-I-A, last name Pfeffer, P-F-E-F-F-E-R.  And
  
 2        my intent was just to note that I'm present at
  
 3        the meeting.  I don't have any additional
  
 4        evidence or comment to provide.  But I just
  
 5        wanted to mention that in case there were other
  
 6        people who might be having an issue with the Q&A
  
 7        and the -- the chat function if they're accessing
  
 8        from a mobile device.
  
 9             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  Okay.  Thank you.
  
10             So it appears on our end that it's available
  
11        using the iPhone Teams app, but it may not be --
  
12        we don't know yet.  We haven't -- we haven't
  
13        troubleshooted this.  So maybe -- I don't know if
  
14        the problem is with the -- using it on a browser
  
15        on an iPhone --
  
16             UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  And please do note if
  
17        there are --
  
18             MS. PFEFFER:  I'm using the app.
  
19             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  Okay.  So at the
  
20        bottom I've been told it's under More Options.  I
  
21        don't know if that's going to be helpful or not,
  
22        but.
  
23             MS. ANDERSON:  This is Megan Anderson.  I'm
  
24        also on an iPhone and I'm having the same
  
25        problem.  The Q&A function and chat is
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 1        inaccessible.
  
 2             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  Okay.  Okay.
  
 3             UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  We'll go through the
  
 4        responses in the form and then can check if
  
 5        there's time for -- for anyone.  Please do note
  
 6        also that your -- any written comments received
  
 7        will also be noted, so you can also submit
  
 8        written comments as well.
  
 9             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  Oh, yes, so the
  
10        email address for written comments is
  
11        waterwayscomments -- is that what it is?  So it's
  
12        waterwayscomments@idem.IN.gov.
  
13             As I call your name to speak, please ensure
  
14        your microphone is unmuted before you begin to
  
15        make your presentation.  Please note all speakers
  
16        will be limited to two minutes maximum for their
  
17        comments.  We will keep track of each speaker's
  
18        time and notify speakers when they reach the end
  
19        of their speaking time.  The speaker's microphone
  
20        will be muted once they exceed the time limit for
  
21        their comments.
  
22             Please speak slowly and clearly to enable
  
23        the court reporter to accurately transcribe your
  
24        comments.  Should technical difficulties occur,
  
25        your allotted time will be paused and you'll be
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 1        asked to repeat yourself.
  
 2             We ask those attending this virtual hearing
  
 3        to please be respectful of the person speaking
  
 4        and remain muted until your name is called.
  
 5             At this time we will begin by taking
  
 6        comments on the Project Zodiac Phase 3 Water
  
 7        Quality Certification application, WQC001454.
  
 8             As a reminder, IDEM staff will not be
  
 9        responding to comments or questions during
  
10        tonight's public hearing.
  
11             First up is Jorge Fernandez.
  
12             MR. FERNANDEZ:  Hello.  I'm Jorge Fernandez.
  
13        Do I need to state my address?  Okay.  Well, I
  
14        will state my address if needed, but I am a
  
15        Fort Wayne resident.  I have submitted several
  
16        comments for the record via email.  I'm very
  
17        concerned for several reasons as to this
  
18        proposal.
  
19             I think the -- the impact -- oh, just a
  
20        second.
  
21             So the impact of the -- moving the -- this
  
22        ditch potentially, I think it's pretty clear the
  
23        negative impact that that would have, so I'm not
  
24        going to kind of focus my remarks on that.
  
25             But I don't think you can just simply
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 1        replace wetlands with -- existing wetlands with
  
 2        just creating new wetlands.  I don't think it'll
  
 3        be effectively the same, especially if the
  
 4        area -- the people in the immediate area.
  
 5             But I kind of want to focus on the history
  
 6        of this with potentially unauthorized
  
 7        construction in the Adams Ditch prior.  They're
  
 8        talking about moving the Adams Ditch, but some --
  
 9        with their previous isolated wetland proposals, I
  
10        brought up to IDEM regarding construction of a --
  
11        what seems to be a -- an outfall, a wet outfall
  
12        into Adams Ditch.  And I don't know what IDEM has
  
13        done as far as inspections since -- since I have
  
14        brought up this issue, but there -- if it is
  
15        below the high water mark, my -- my understanding
  
16        is that they should have been probably seeking a
  
17        permit already or sought a permit for that
  
18        already.  But if you look at, you know, the
  
19        parent company of Hatchworks, LLC, to my
  
20        understanding, the last time I checked, I
  
21        Googled, you look at their maps, it appears that
  
22        there is some impact already below that high
  
23        water mark, so that is concerning.
  
24             There's also, I've brought up, a
  
25        construction of a -- of a asphalt road to the AEP
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 1        property between the north and south it seems.  I
  
 2        haven't been able to -- to kind of see what
  
 3        the -- you know, the AEP looks like very well --
  
 4             MS. HARRIMAN:  I'm sorry to interrupt you,
  
 5        Jorge, but your time is up.
  
 6             MR. FERNANDEZ:  Thank you.
  
 7             UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  It -- it was hard to
  
 8        get the comments.  Someone has a very loud TV and
  
 9        is not muted.  Please mute yourself.
  
10             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  Thank you, Jorge.
  
11             Next up is Ashley Stockall.
  
12             Yeah, I'm not hearing you, Ashley, if you're
  
13        trying to talk.  Okay, we'll come back.
  
14             Next up is Victoria Foltz.  Victoria, I'm
  
15        not hearing you.  Can you unmute yourself if
  
16        you're muted.  Oh, she is.  Okay.
  
17             All right.  Victoria, we're not -- we're not
  
18        hearing you.
  
19             Let's try Sean O'Gary -- O'Leary, Sean
  
20        O'Leary.
  
21             MR. O'LEARY:  Can you hear me?
  
22             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  Yes, we can hear
  
23        you.
  
24             MR. O'LEARY:  Okay, cool.  Sorry if it's a
  
25        little bit loud around me.  There's a lot of
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 1        traffic.  I'm actually sitting at the corner of
  
 2        Adams Center and Spalding.  I'm a Fort Wayne
  
 3        resident.  I live in the 07.
  
 4             But I'm here just kind of looking at it.  I
  
 5        know part of the proposal and permit was that as
  
 6        part of this work there was going to be a
  
 7        temporary movement of Stream 5, I believe, if not
  
 8        a temporary rerouting of it, and from my point
  
 9        here, again, it's at the corner of the actual
  
10        project, I see a second temporary dirt road
  
11        constructed next to it.
  
12             Similar to Jorge, I don't know if you guys
  
13        have done an inspection, but I see a lot of kind
  
14        of plowed-over area where the best I can tell
  
15        from the visual of the map that was provided in
  
16        the permit it seems like where there should be a
  
17        steam currently, so.
  
18             Again, I'm sorry if it's difficult to hear
  
19        me.  There's a lot of trucks going by, a lot of
  
20        traffic.
  
21             I'm really concerned with this permit if
  
22        they're already kind of reworking these streams
  
23        that they're saying are temporary, so I just
  
24        wanted to voice that concern as someone who is
  
25        looking at the project currently that's being
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 1        proposed to be changed, so I would love it if an
  
 2        inspection was done to make sure that work is not
  
 3        being done prior to permit approval.  Thank you.
  
 4             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  All right.  Ashley,
  
 5        we're going to try you again.  I don't -- I don't
  
 6        know if you're unmuted or not.  If you -- so
  
 7        if -- if you haven't found the microphone icon,
  
 8        please find that and try touching that or
  
 9        pressing that to unmute yourself.
  
10             Victoria, let's -- let's try you.  You're
  
11        showing up as unmuted.
  
12             Okay.  We'll -- we'll come back to you.
  
13             Kim Koczan.
  
14             MS. KOCZAN:  Sorry, I'm trying to get back
  
15        to our -- this screen while referring to the
  
16        permit.
  
17             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  That's fine.
  
18             MS. KOCZAN:  Yeah, I -- I want to note for
  
19        the record -- well, it's Kimberly Koczan, but you
  
20        have the spelling correct.
  
21             I'm noting, because I'm trying to track --
  
22        keep track of people calling, you know,
  
23        communicating with me that it's -- they're either
  
24        not able to get on.  The link wasn't working, it
  
25        was just spinning around for me, so I had to go
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 1        in a different way and -- to get into this
  
 2        meeting.
  
 3             I appreciate that you made a hearing
  
 4        available, so thank you for that.  It just seems
  
 5        like it may not be accessible to everyone, so I
  
 6        know there are people commenting that there was
  
 7        no -- that they don't have Internet access or
  
 8        can't -- don't know how to navigate Teams.
  
 9             I tried a few venues to try to do a public
  
10        comment, like have a videoconferencing option.
  
11        Honestly, that's not my job.  I wish that would
  
12        have been available, so I want to note concern
  
13        about accessibility issues.
  
14             Going to the topic at hand, I -- we have
  
15        heard multiple neighbors express concern that
  
16        there may be work being done before it's
  
17        permitted.
  
18             Is there someone who could do an inspection
  
19        of the current property from IDEM before any
  
20        permit is granted and see if work has been done
  
21        illegally before you granted permission.
  
22             And as a note, we as the public don't have a
  
23        lot of trust about when there will be enough asks
  
24        for destroying federally and state protected
  
25        wetlands.  I have concerns about mitigation that
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 1        has been -- you know, credits that have gone to
  
 2        other watersheds that are not only other
  
 3        watersheds, they're on the opposite side of a
  
 4        Continental Divide, and so I would argue -- it
  
 5        sounds like at least one of those mitigating
  
 6        banks or reclamation projects is in the Maumee
  
 7        watershed, and I'm grateful for that.
  
 8             I would respectfully ask that -- that any --
  
 9        any plusses to the environment impact the same
  
10        watershed as close to the facility as possible.
  
11        As a --
  
12             MS. HARRIMAN:  I'm sorry, Kimberly, to cut
  
13        you off, but you're out of time.
  
14             Victoria, I think we heard you make a noise.
  
15        Did you try to speak?
  
16             MS. FOLTZ:  I'm hoping to fix -- did I fix
  
17        it?
  
18             MS. HARRIMAN:  Yes, you did.
  
19             MS. FOLTZ:  Yay.  Thank you.  I just want to
  
20        make a general comment that businesses changing
  
21        waterways through construction, relocation or
  
22        pollution introduce significant risks, including
  
23        severe ecological destruction, habitat loss,
  
24        oxygen depletion, dead zones and structural
  
25        hazards like heightened erosion and increased
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 1        flooding.
  
 2             These actions often cause irreversible harm
  
 3        to aquatic ecosystems and cause long-term
  
 4        economic dangers to industries, including
  
 5        infrastructure failure, legal liability and
  
 6        massive damage from accelerated climate impacts.
  
 7             I lived in a home that was adjacent to a
  
 8        ditch.  It was not well maintained and our home
  
 9        flooded three times.  We were in a 100-year flood
  
10        zone.  So I have personal experiences with
  
11        ditches and flooding.  And as we know, water has
  
12        to go somewhere.
  
13             Thank you very much for your patience.
  
14             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  Thank you,
  
15        Victoria.
  
16             Danielle Doepke.
  
17             MS. KOCZAN:  Sorry to interrupt.  I wrote in
  
18        the Q&A section that that person wrote to me and
  
19        said that they couldn't get unmuted from a phone.
  
20        I asked in the Q&A to please give verbal
  
21        instructions for phone users to mute and unmute
  
22        themselves.
  
23             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  Okay.  If -- if she
  
24        can place her phone number in the Q&A, we can try
  
25        to help her out.
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 1             MS. KOCZAN:  I want to note that the Q&A
  
 2        feature is not working for the people who are on
  
 3        mobile devices.
  
 4             MS. HARRIMAN:  Danielle, we're working on
  
 5        getting you connected.
  
 6             UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  She has to call that
  
 7        number and enter that code and she'll be in the
  
 8        conference.  What time did it start?
  
 9             UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Five.
  
10             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  If someone has
  
11        joined recently, if you wish to make comments,
  
12        there's a link on the screen, a QR code on the
  
13        screen, and a link at the bottom of the Q&A or at
  
14        the beginning of the Q&A as well to go to a form
  
15        to sign up to make comments.
  
16             Okay, so I've been given a note that if
  
17        you've joined on a mobile app, you may need to
  
18        update the app to gain additional functionality
  
19        to be able to use the Q&A, so that may be where
  
20        the -- the issue is coming from.  Or if you're
  
21        joining through a browser like Chrome or Safari,
  
22        you may need to request desktop view in order to
  
23        be able to use the Q&A function.
  
24             MS. DOEPKE:  Can anybody hear me?
  
25             MS. HARRIMAN:  Yes.
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 1             UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  I can hear you.
  
 2             MS. DOEPKE:  Awesome.  My name is Danielle
  
 3        Doepke.  I live less than five miles away from
  
 4        the Google Data Center.  I would like to ask what
  
 5        has the IDEM office done on the ground to have
  
 6        any oversight on this massive heavy industrial --
  
 7             UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Hi.  I'd like to know
  
 8        when we'd be starting?
  
 9             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  All right.
  
10        Danielle, go ahead.  We -- we can call on other
  
11        people as we --
  
12             UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  If anybody can hear
  
13        me.
  
14             MS. DOEPKE:  I was able -- whoever the other
  
15        commenter was, I am able to hear you.  I believe
  
16        that they are just calling on people once they
  
17        fill out the link that's in the QR code.
  
18             And I just want to clarify and make sure
  
19        that my two minutes is not being cut into
  
20        currently.
  
21             MS. HARRIMAN:  No, your time is paused,
  
22        don't worry.
  
23             MS. DOEPKE:  Okay.  Thank you.  What I would
  
24        like --
  
25             UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Checking to see if
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 1        anyone can hear me.  I'd like to know what time
  
 2        we're starting, please.
  
 3             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  So the -- the
  
 4        meeting started at five.  I don't -- I don't know
  
 5        if everyone can hear me, but the meeting started
  
 6        at five.
  
 7             If you wish to make comments, there's a link
  
 8        on the screen, a QR code on the screen and a link
  
 9        in the Q&A function to go to a form where you can
  
10        sign up to make comments.
  
11             All right, Danielle, we'll try to proceed
  
12        with you.
  
13             MS. DOEPKE:  Okay.  So, yes, I think we
  
14        would all like to see a documented list of what
  
15        IDEM has done on the ground in person for
  
16        oversight on this data center project.
  
17             I would also like to know what is IDEM's
  
18        plan moving forward for oversight for this
  
19        project.  We just heard earlier in this call from
  
20        a person who is on the ground at the Google Data
  
21        Center that it appears that construction and
  
22        diversion of waterways has already taken place
  
23        before any permit approvals have been issued, so
  
24        what's the plan here?  What's going on with that?
  
25        How are we going to ensure that that's not
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 1        actually what's happened and Google is not
  
 2        operating illegally and doing things illegally
  
 3        and diverting the process.
  
 4             I also want to echo what somebody else has
  
 5        said, that a herbaceous wetland is not equal to a
  
 6        forested wetland.  That is an inadequate
  
 7        replacement.
  
 8             And, finally, I want to very, very, very
  
 9        strongly request that we have an in-person
  
10        hearing, as it has become painfully obvious that
  
11        this virtual hearing is insufficient and
  
12        unacceptable with all of the technological
  
13        limitations that have been in place.  This is
  
14        inaccessible for many people who do not have
  
15        access or do not have the technological know-how
  
16        to participate, and so this -- to me this is an
  
17        invalid public hearing.  This is not sufficient,
  
18        and it limited the ability for the public to
  
19        actually be able to participate, so I would like
  
20        to request an in-person hearing.  Thank you.
  
21             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  All right.  So
  
22        we've gone through the list of people who have
  
23        signed up using the form to talk.  If that's been
  
24        an issue for anybody, please raise your hand.  We
  
25        can call on you here in the Teams meeting.  We'll
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 1        try to do it that way, if you want to speak.
  
 2             Kieran Stockman.
  
 3             MR. STOCKMAN:  Am I good to talk?
  
 4             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  Yes, go ahead.
  
 5             MR. STOCKMAN:  Yeah, so I have a real
  
 6        problem with Google destroying already present
  
 7        wetlands in this area.  And they seem to think
  
 8        that purchasing wetland mitigation credits in Eel
  
 9        River is an adequate replacement for that.
  
10        However, it has been proven time and time again
  
11        that wetland mitigation does not work and is not
  
12        an effective replacement for already existing
  
13        wetlands.
  
14             Wetland soils in that ecosystem takes
  
15        thousands and thousands of years to build up.
  
16        That soil chemistry cannot simply be replicated
  
17        in another location.  And the idea that they can
  
18        simply destroy in one area and then replace it
  
19        somewhere else is completely, completely false
  
20        scientifically.
  
21             And all this is is a money grab, a
  
22        technocracy, and I think it's really ridiculous
  
23        that, as another member of this hearing pointed
  
24        out, they've already broken ground without
  
25        getting permission for the things that they have
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 1        asked for, and I would like to see this stopped
  
 2        immediately.
  
 3             MS. HARRIMAN:  All right.  Thank you,
  
 4        Kieran.
  
 5             If anybody else would like to talk, if you
  
 6        could use the raise your hand function in the
  
 7        chat.
  
 8             All right.  Kimberly, would you like to
  
 9        speak?
  
10             MS. KOCZAN:  I don't want to take anyone
  
11        else's time, but if I'm able to, yes.  I ended up
  
12        using most of my public comment time talking
  
13        about the technical process of the hearing and
  
14        not the -- the impact of the permit.
  
15             I wanted to add that in my environmental
  
16        work, the turbidity -- I'm concerned about the
  
17        impact of soil erosion and turbidity in a
  
18        herbaceous or what I would call barren, you know,
  
19        rerouted stream course would be.  Obviously
  
20        they've reduced the linear feet of the winding
  
21        ditch and that's going to create a difference in
  
22        the volume of the flow per second.  It's
  
23        definitely going to impact how much soil is
  
24        picked up and eroded on the stream banks.
  
25             And I'd like to -- I'd like there to be a
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 1        more comprehensive description of what this
  
 2        170-foot corridor is and for monitoring and
  
 3        what -- there was some mention of a, like, screen
  
 4        or something, so we need a lot more information
  
 5        about that.
  
 6             And is there any reason why there -- there
  
 7        couldn't be requirements for the deforestation as
  
 8        well that's going to happen along these stream
  
 9        banks.  And maybe it's because your department
  
10        doesn't cover that, but we have some questions
  
11        about, like -- or I have some questions about the
  
12        amount of impervious covering from these three
  
13        buildings and any other paving -- you know,
  
14        pavement that gets there and that complicates --
  
15        you know, that in addition to rerouting a stream
  
16        into a vulnerable land will create more flooding,
  
17        as a previous participant said, and that impacts,
  
18        then, any living beings in that watershed area
  
19        and in the water, because the soil depletes the
  
20        oxygenation and creates un- -- an unbreathable
  
21        atmosphere for aquatic life.  Thank you.
  
22             MS. HARRIMAN:  All right.  Thank you,
  
23        Kimberly.
  
24             Now Jorge Eduardo Fernandez, if you'd like
  
25        to speak, go ahead.
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 1             MR. FERNANDEZ:  Thanks.  Yeah, so I kind of
  
 2        want to continue my comments a little bit.  So
  
 3        there's this apparent road construction from, you
  
 4        know, the north part of the Hatchwork site to the
  
 5        south part of the Hatchwork site, and in between
  
 6        those there's this AEP strip.
  
 7             And during the AEP public comment period
  
 8        that happened for the AEP transmission line
  
 9        project, they didn't show the kind of -- I think
  
10        in their -- in their satellite/aerial photos --
  
11        and, again, all this is according to my best
  
12        understanding.  This is my -- according to my
  
13        best knowledge.  I'm not claiming any higher
  
14        level knowledge from this.  I'm not an attorney.
  
15             But it wasn't showing the -- the site as --
  
16        you know, with this -- with this road
  
17        constructed.  And we know there's not just --
  
18        like it's pretty -- we see the road off Tillman,
  
19        and it's pretty clear they're using stuff --
  
20        using it to carry supplies to the north -- north
  
21        side of the project.  I don't think it's just
  
22        part -- there's just something on the south part
  
23        and then the north part and there's, like, you
  
24        know, this -- this construction isn't there.
  
25             Part of the reason is because Google's own
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 1        satellite images, if you zoom in on one of the --
  
 2        or you have the correct -- a certain zoom on it,
  
 3        had it as having a road from the north to the
  
 4        south part of the property and -- but for some
  
 5        reason that wasn't depicted as a structure in the
  
 6        AEP transmission line documents as far as I could
  
 7        tell.
  
 8             And it does seem that the parent company
  
 9        has -- has better existing mapping than this.
  
10        You know, you go to the Google website, you can
  
11        see the -- what they constructed along the Adams
  
12        Ditch on the -- on the -- kind of the east ditch
  
13        slash kind of a little bit on the northeast side
  
14        of the project, you know, where -- just on the
  
15        edge of, you know, with Adams Ditch on the --
  
16        that kind of north side where it contacts the
  
17        project site.
  
18             And my understanding is they also built some
  
19        drainage there too, which I'm wondering how is
  
20        that drainage affecting, you know, this -- you
  
21        know, how is that drainage that's part of their
  
22        stormwater management plan, how is that affecting
  
23        the -- the ecosystems there, the wetlands, you
  
24        know, the stormwater flows.
  
25             I don't think you can look at this project
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 1        apart from the stormwater flows.  That's why it's
  
 2        so weird, and I noted this in my comments, that I
  
 3        don't think they are submitting a storm --
  
 4        stormwater pollution -- pollution plan, an
  
 5        SWPP -- SWPPP on this at this time, and so I
  
 6        don't think, you know, that's acceptable for a
  
 7        project that will have this kind of impact to not
  
 8        be doing that.  You know, how -- I think you
  
 9        can't compartmentalize the stormwater aspect from
  
10        the wetland aspect.
  
11             And some -- also, I don't know how good of a
  
12        handle they have on the stormwater considering
  
13        that I've pointed out it seems that when asked a
  
14        question is this project located within the
  
15        jurisdiction of the Municipal Separate Storm
  
16        Sewer System, MS4, they put yes, the project is
  
17        owned, operated by the MS4, not -- maybe in a
  
18        stormwater plan for maybe not necessarily this --
  
19        the stream relocation, but in a recent -- I think
  
20        it's in a recent document that they submitted to
  
21        the State.
  
22             And it's identified MS4s or the MS4 or MS4s
  
23        that own or operate the project, regulate the
  
24        project, and it says Fort Wayne City MS4, and my
  
25        understanding is that the City of Fort Wayne does
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 1        not have ownership of this project and the -- you
  
 2        know, so I don't know how -- how Fort Wayne would
  
 3        own or operate, you know, this private -- a
  
 4        private company's project here.  I think that's
  
 5        something that really needs to be looked at.
  
 6             I'm talking about the Construction
  
 7        Stormwater Notice of Intent New Application,
  
 8        submission ID HD -- sorry, HQD/86M6/8HSXQA.  So
  
 9        that -- version one.
  
10             So, you know, that's an issue.  And just the
  
11        impact area, because, again, like I mentioned
  
12        with the Adams Ditch --
  
13             MS. HARRIMAN:  Hey, Jorge, I'm sorry to cut
  
14        you off, but we -- it's been a few minutes and we
  
15        have somebody else with their hands up.
  
16             MR. FERNANDEZ:  Okay.  Thank you.  Yeah,
  
17        thank you.
  
18             MS. HARRIMAN:  Yeah, of course.
  
19             The person with the user name Save Maumee,
  
20        if you would like to speak, go ahead.
  
21             MR. ROSARIO:  Yeah, this is Jesus Rosario
  
22        with the Save Maumee Organization.
  
23             I just want to go on record and say as an
  
24        organization that's been working with different
  
25        projects with IDEM in -- in the Fort Wayne area,
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 1        specifically in the Maumee watershed, it's --
  
 2        it's saddening to see a project without a plan to
  
 3        replace the canopies that will be cut down.  It's
  
 4        been mentioned quite a few times.
  
 5             I just want to say, you know, as an
  
 6        organization that's been around since 2005
  
 7        advocating for the rivers, and riparian buffer
  
 8        projects are one of our main focuses, we just got
  
 9        done with a pretty big planting event, and the
  
10        focus is to reestablish the -- the banks with
  
11        native plants.
  
12             So it's just, again, saddening to see that
  
13        there is no replacement for the legacy forested
  
14        wetlands and with the plan to replace that with
  
15        an herbaceous wetland.  The amount of species and
  
16        habitat that will be damaged and destroyed is --
  
17        is really, really saddening to hear.  So just
  
18        wanted to go on record and say that.  Thank you.
  
19             MS. HARRIMAN:  Thank you.  And real quick
  
20        for me, could you repeat your name and the
  
21        organization you're from.
  
22             MR. ROSARIO:  Yeah.  My name is Jesus
  
23        Rosario.  I'm the president of the board for the
  
24        Save Maumee Grassroots Organization in
  
25        Fort Wayne.
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 1             MS. HARRIMAN:  Perfect.  Thank you so much.
  
 2             Okay, Sean O'Leary, if you would like to
  
 3        speak, go ahead.
  
 4             MR. O'LEARY:  That was an error on my part.
  
 5        Sorry.
  
 6             MS. HARRIMAN:  You're good.  If anybody else
  
 7        would like to speak, you can use the raise hand
  
 8        function.  If you're having trouble with that or
  
 9        if you're having trouble with the Q&A, let us
  
10        know, but otherwise we're going to open it back
  
11        up to Jorge Eduardo Fernandez.
  
12             MR. FERNANDEZ:  Okay.  Thank you.  Yeah, if
  
13        there's anyone else on here, I definitely don't
  
14        mind having -- or I definitely love comments from
  
15        anyone else to contribute to -- especially those
  
16        that -- you know, considering where I'm coming
  
17        from, the kind of negative impacts that this
  
18        potentially would be and so kind of reasons that
  
19        this shouldn't be put forward or advanced.  So
  
20        that was one -- one set.
  
21             There's also kind of -- another set of my
  
22        comments kind of mentioned the contractor
  
23        responsibility.  And so it appears that in their
  
24        site narrative they said contractors shall be
  
25        solely responsible for providing necessary and
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 1        adequate measures for proper control of erosion
  
 2        and sediment runoff from the site, along with
  
 3        proper maintenance and inspection in compliance
  
 4        with the ND -- NPDES general permit for
  
 5        stormwater discharge associated with construction
  
 6        activity.
  
 7             And I -- I don't -- I don't see how they
  
 8        can, like, disclaim this complete responsibility
  
 9        over -- over, you know, providing necessary and
  
10        adequate measures for this.  You know, there's a
  
11        rep from Hatchworks, LLC, that's the one signing
  
12        off on the statement of affirmation, and I don't
  
13        know how IDEM can hold this specific contractor
  
14        accountable to the same extent that, you know,
  
15        the person -- the group slash -- the person slash
  
16        group that's signing a statement of affirmation,
  
17        you know, whether -- that, you know, may be
  
18        penalized for changing plans without, you know,
  
19        approval and application.  So, yeah, that -- that
  
20        is a concern.
  
21             Let me see.  Another set of concerns here,
  
22        where it says Phase 2, the intent of the Phase 2
  
23        work is to connect the proposed Adams Ditch
  
24        alignment and existing Adams Ditch alignment to
  
25        construct the upstream berm on the existing Adams
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 1        Ditch, and it says, 8, it may be necessary to
  
 2        remove portions of the erosion and sediment
  
 3        control measures during construction to
  
 4        facilitate the grading operations in certain
  
 5        areas.  However, the erosion and sediment control
  
 6        practices shall be in place in the evening or
  
 7        during any inclement weather.
  
 8             So it's -- you know, so it says if they --
  
 9        if -- if I'm understanding this right, and,
  
10        again, all this is according to my best
  
11        understanding, that's the -- you know, the
  
12        highest level of knowledge I'm claiming on this.
  
13        That means that they think that they are going to
  
14        be able to immediately -- if they actually
  
15        implement this, immediately put up, you know,
  
16        weather -- sediment controls when there is, you
  
17        know, quote/unquote, inclement -- inclement
  
18        weather, whatever that means, so that's not --
  
19        first of all, inclement weather I don't think is
  
20        very properly defined here, and, second of all, I
  
21        don't know how you can immediately expect, like,
  
22        something to -- like immediately controls to be
  
23        put up.  You know, it's like any construction
  
24        that is, like, immediate or -- I think is just --
  
25        doesn't give a realistic representation of what's
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 1        going to happen.
  
 2             Also, all erosion -- let me see here.  So it
  
 3        says -- the site narrative says all erosion and
  
 4        sediment control practices are subject to field
  
 5        modification at the direction of City of
  
 6        Fort Wayne and/or Indiana DEM, I'm assuming --
  
 7        you know, capital D-E-M, so I'm assuming it means
  
 8        the Department of Environmental Management, and
  
 9        it says which does not -- so -- that's the end of
  
10        the quote.
  
11             So that doesn't include, from my
  
12        understanding, Allen County stormwater
  
13        authorities, even though the project seems to be
  
14        currently on the borderline of both MS4s.  So
  
15        there was recently an attempt at Board of Zoning
  
16        appeals locally, you know, relating I think to a
  
17        property that would be just adjacent to where
  
18        this stream relocation is planned to go to, and
  
19        so, you know, if it's on the borderline of, you
  
20        know, the Fort Wayne and Allen County because of
  
21        the unincorporated area, then -- then I think --
  
22        I think it should be obvious that Allen County
  
23        stormwater authority should be included in that.
  
24             I've also kind of mentioned some technical
  
25        details on including -- you know, clarifying the
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 1        city on the address.  And, yeah, I think this
  
 2        should -- this should represent current existing
  
 3        conditions.
  
 4             I also want to note that I think with
  
 5        subcontractors, it's important that, you know, to
  
 6        kind of get ahold of what -- that the
  
 7        subcontractors are also fulfilling their
  
 8        responsibilities --
  
 9             MS. HARRIMAN:  Hey, Jorge, sorry to
  
10        interrupt you.  We had somebody else fill out the
  
11        form online to speak.
  
12             MR. FERNANDEZ:  Thank you.  Okay, perfect,
  
13        yeah.  Thank you.
  
14             MS. HARRIMAN:  At this time I want to call
  
15        on Ewa Lichorowicz.  I think Ewa is on a phone,
  
16        so if she can hear me, if you press star 6, you
  
17        should be able to talk.
  
18             Ewa, can you hear us?
  
19             MS. LICHOROWICZ:  Good evening, can you hear
  
20        me?
  
21             MS. HARRIMAN:  Yes.
  
22             MS. LICHOROWICZ:  Oh, hi.  I'm sorry, I'm
  
23        on -- I'm on my Android and I guess the features
  
24        are not working very well.
  
25             So good evening.  My name is Ewa
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 1        Lichorowicz.  I live in Noblesville, Indiana.  I
  
 2        have a few concerns.  I put them in the -- in
  
 3        the -- in the form if you would like to read it,
  
 4        that's fine.
  
 5             But mainly I have a background in
  
 6        archeology.  I was studying cultural resource
  
 7        management, and also there -- there's several
  
 8        concerns that I have.
  
 9             Number one, I would like to know if there
  
10        was any geological experts that were consulted
  
11        also, because I consider water the most precious
  
12        resource on our planet.  I think we all should be
  
13        concerned with preserving it.
  
14             We happen to live in the area -- and I don't
  
15        know all the specifics of Fort Wayne, but I am in
  
16        Noblesville, and we get tornadoes, so we live in
  
17        the corridor, as I call it, of tornadoes, so I
  
18        would like to know about all the emergency
  
19        procedures in place in case there was a building
  
20        and there was an emergency, you know, like there
  
21        could be a fire, there could be water damage, and
  
22        that could result in some additional damage to
  
23        the environment.
  
24             In my personal experience, I moved here from
  
25        Colorado, but I also was tracing some other legal

IDEM Watermark



39

  

 1        cases.  Corporations don't -- are not eager to
  
 2        assume any responsibility if there is damages, so
  
 3        unless there's a litigation, they're not
  
 4        concerned about the damage to the environment or
  
 5        to the health of the residents that are exposed
  
 6        to any chemicals or lack of power or lack of
  
 7        water, so that is a serious concern for me.
  
 8             As a citizen, I feel that we all should take
  
 9        that into consideration, and therefore I think
  
10        there needs to be a total inspection of the
  
11        actual land as well as -- as a legal stipulation
  
12        that in the event this is allowed to exist, then
  
13        there's going to be severe consequences if there
  
14        is no -- if they don't address any potential
  
15        issues.  That's all.  Thank you.
  
16             MS. HARRIMAN:  Jorge, can you hear us okay?
  
17             MR. FERNANDEZ:  Yep.
  
18             MS. HARRIMAN:  All right.  If you would like
  
19        to continue talking.
  
20             MR. FERNANDEZ:  All right.  Thank you.  So
  
21        another thing is the responsibility on the
  
22        subcontractors.  I did discuss, you know, how
  
23        there's apparently this clause wanting to
  
24        disclaim responsibility, you know, from
  
25        Hatchworks onto the contractor, and then the
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 1        subcontractors, you know, my understanding is
  
 2        that -- well, I won't comment on that court case.
  
 3             But I think IDEM should look at some of the
  
 4        court cases that we -- that we've seen regarding
  
 5        just -- just this specific site alone I believe
  
 6        that regarding nondis- -- management of
  
 7        nondisclosure agreements.
  
 8             There's been at least one, I believe, you
  
 9        know, where it seems that a subcontractor might
  
10        not have -- might have not -- might have not
  
11        been -- might have thought there was a
  
12        nondisclosure agreement in place when there
  
13        wasn't any evidence for that.  And so I think
  
14        it's concerning that even, you know, some of the
  
15        subcontractors don't know what they're actually
  
16        expecting from some of their employees, so that
  
17        is, I think, something to look at when looking at
  
18        whether there is appropriate levels of
  
19        responsibility in any -- in this proposed permit.
  
20             And, yeah, I think there needs -- there
  
21        should be an inspection, if there -- if there
  
22        wasn't.  I know there's been -- regarding the air
  
23        permit, I think there's been one scheduled, I
  
24        believe, inspection.  I don't know -- I think
  
25        regarding that, but I don't think they were
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 1        looking at wetland issues per se on that.
  
 2             And when you have -- I think they said since
  
 3        it's an un- -- they claimed that since some kind
  
 4        of unmanned -- or there's like a low -- low
  
 5        personnel or something, you know, like a lot of
  
 6        it is automated or something on the site,
  
 7        something like that was the reason for needing to
  
 8        schedule an air permit inspection, I think, but,
  
 9        you know, when -- when you can have, you know, a
  
10        scheduled permit, I think -- scheduled
  
11        inspection, I think it raises questions as to
  
12        what -- you know, what is happening between that
  
13        scheduling and what's actually -- actually
  
14        happening.
  
15             So I would kind of encourage, to the extent
  
16        possible, if there could be, you know, some
  
17        unscheduled inspections, but even if it is
  
18        scheduled, making sure that, you know, you can
  
19        access all of the -- the site property that needs
  
20        to be accessed.
  
21             I think that in the permit agreement
  
22        there's -- that they have -- that the companies
  
23        have to sign that, you know, agreeing to a
  
24        certain level of, you know, access, pretty
  
25        significant, I think, level of access to the
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 1        property for inspections, and so I do think it's
  
 2        really important to look at this, to look at, you
  
 3        know, what is the current site conditions.  I
  
 4        don't think that's been established, like I've
  
 5        mentioned, with satellite aerial photography,
  
 6        and, you know, their own submissions as to what
  
 7        aerial photo- -- what satellite aerial
  
 8        photography they're using.  The satellite aerial
  
 9        photography they seem to be using seems to be
  
10        dated and not represent all structures that
  
11        are -- that are on the property.
  
12             You know, we've seen also at the local level
  
13        regarding stormwater, you know, them actually --
  
14        there was an issue on Adams Ditch where -- that
  
15        went -- you know, we discussed this with City of
  
16        Fort Wayne where the City was looking at whether
  
17        to pay for some construction that they had
  
18        already -- I think Hatchworks had already engaged
  
19        in on stormwater construction, and there's a lot
  
20        of questions as to whether that went into -- went
  
21        through the proper approval process for that
  
22        stormwater, you know -- you know, for them to
  
23        actually engage on Adams Center Road in the
  
24        construction, you know, of -- I think it involved
  
25        the culvert just north -- if I'm not mistaken,
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 1        just north of Spalding, and, again, this is all
  
 2        according to my best knowledge and my best
  
 3        understanding of the situation, but, you know, if
  
 4        they're just going to, you know, take -- like
  
 5        take over essentially a public road without
  
 6        proper permissions, I think it raises concerns as
  
 7        to whether the local governments also are -- are
  
 8        implementing proper controls to make sure that
  
 9        Project Zodiac is following proper state and --
  
10        state and local controls and whether the MS4s
  
11        have a -- have a -- are handling this properly.
  
12             I noted in -- in sending a message to the
  
13        Allen County surveyor's office, you know, when
  
14        the Allen County Drainage Board voted on giving
  
15        some kind of vague easement that I think
  
16        Hatchworks might have interpreted as like -- as,
  
17        you know, properly -- as allowing them to
  
18        construct below the high -- ordinary high water
  
19        mark on Adams Ditch, which, again, I don't -- you
  
20        can look into it, I think you should look into
  
21        it, whether that constitutes a proper approval or
  
22        not.
  
23             But the Allen County Drainage Board, you
  
24        know, they I think approved this vague easement
  
25        without, you know -- without that permitting just
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 1        I think raises -- or without a federal, you know,
  
 2        related wetlands permit, it's like a 401 like I
  
 3        think what is being -- similar to being -- or
  
 4        41/4 -- or 404, you know, for that area on the --
  
 5        like kind of just north of where the stream
  
 6        relocation would be along Adams Ditch.  I think
  
 7        is, you know, raises serious concerns as to
  
 8        whether the Allen County stormwater approve --
  
 9        stormwater authorities, including their drainage
  
10        board, are in a good -- you know, will handle
  
11        this, will engage in proper supervision regarding
  
12        how this project is -- is handled.
  
13             So, you know, as for -- going back to the --
  
14        kind of the road construction between the north
  
15        and south of the Hatchworks site --
  
16             MS. HARRIMAN:  Sorry to cut you off again,
  
17        Jorge, but we have --
  
18             MR. FERNANDEZ:  Yes, thank you.
  
19             MS. HARRIMAN:  Thank you.
  
20             David Lothamer, if you would like to speak,
  
21        go ahead.
  
22             And, David, if you are calling in with a
  
23        phone number, if you press star 6, you should be
  
24        able to talk.
  
25             All right, David, we're going to circle back
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 1        to you.
  
 2             The person whose user name is RE, if you'd
  
 3        like to speak, go ahead.
  
 4             MS. REAL:  Hi.  Can everybody hear me?
  
 5             MS. HARRIMAN:  Yes.
  
 6             MS. REAL:  Okay.  Great.  I first wanted to
  
 7        apologize to the person or people that I
  
 8        accidentally interrupted earlier because I was
  
 9        having technical difficulties.  I am a fairly
  
10        young person and had these issues and ended up
  
11        missing most of the comments and responses.  I
  
12        can only imagine how many older folks were not
  
13        able to join in at all due to the technological
  
14        barrier, or anyone who is deaf and who could have
  
15        benefited from someone signing during this
  
16        meeting.  The technical issues have been just, I
  
17        mean, plainly ridiculous just on your guys' side
  
18        alone.
  
19             So I'd just like to say this format is not
  
20        sufficient for a public hearing and is extremely
  
21        inaccessible.  I and many others are requesting
  
22        another meeting held in person this time.
  
23             At the last hearing we had several hundred
  
24        people.  This hearing I'm only seeing about 40 or
  
25        so.  We've lost a couple people when we lost the
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 1        signal earlier.
  
 2             This isn't because people stopped caring.
  
 3        It's because of the games IDEM has decided to
  
 4        play because they think our lives are expendable
  
 5        and our well-being is a joke.  IDEM has shown
  
 6        many times that they are a disgraceful
  
 7        organization, and truthfully I hope you all lie
  
 8        awake trapped in your shame.  Thank you.
  
 9             MS. HARRIMAN:  Could you state your name for
  
10        the record, please.
  
11             MS. REAL:  Real.
  
12             MS. HARRIMAN:  All right.  Thank you.
  
13             MS. REAL:  Sure.
  
14             MS. HARRIMAN:  David, one more time let's
  
15        try you.  And if you're calling in, if you press
  
16        star 6, you should be able to speak.
  
17             All right.  David, we'll circle back to you,
  
18        but in the meantime I saw Jorge raise his hand
  
19        again, so if you would like to speak, go ahead.
  
20             MR. FERNANDEZ:  All right.  So here -- so,
  
21        yeah, I think it's important to hold the
  
22        contractors, hold the subcontractors -- well,
  
23        hold the individual, most of all, I mean the one
  
24        that's signing the -- signing the affirmation
  
25        that they, you know, this is the plan, you know,
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 1        definitely needs to be held account -- held to
  
 2        account on this.
  
 3             And I think some of the language in there --
  
 4        and I think we've seen from IDEM before where
  
 5        they might use "See this exhibit or see this,"
  
 6        and I'm not sure to what extent that -- you know,
  
 7        I think we saw that in I think the Board of
  
 8        Zoning Appeals here locally where there was like
  
 9        "See this Exhibit" as an answer to one of the
  
10        questions, and I don't -- when you're affirming
  
11        that everything you're saying is true and
  
12        accurate, I -- just saying "See this," I don't
  
13        know if they think that they'll be -- that that
  
14        means that they will be -- they won't be held
  
15        responsible, because it's not clear what part of
  
16        that exhibit you're actually affirming is true or
  
17        accurate.
  
18             One part of that tried to claim I think that
  
19        the Freedom of Information Act applied, which my
  
20        understanding is that only applies to -- or
  
21        generally it only applies to federal documents.
  
22        It doesn't apply to state and local.  State and
  
23        local is the Indiana Access to Public Records
  
24        Act.  And so the fact that they would try to
  
25        claim confidentiality over stuff that is not --
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 1        doesn't -- doesn't appear to have any
  
 2        confidentiality, but confidently claim that in an
  
 3        application, it concerns me that, you know,
  
 4        either individuals and organizations are -- are
  
 5        just -- are unaware of the law or with regard --
  
 6        and their responsibilities regarding projects, or
  
 7        they -- they know the law and they don't care for
  
 8        whatever reason with going forward.
  
 9             So I think it's really important to make
  
10        sure that -- that in the permit that there's
  
11        clear protections for -- on stormwater, for -- on
  
12        wetlands, I mean, and I know that's the focus,
  
13        but we're talking about I think this 401 permit,
  
14        so we're talking about water quality in general,
  
15        make sure there's -- there's important
  
16        protections for water quality.
  
17             You know, we're talking about putting up
  
18        sediment controls and stuff like that, making
  
19        sure that's there.  Have they been putting up
  
20        these in the past when they've constructed, and
  
21        talking about, you know, this road that they
  
22        built from -- that they -- what we can make from
  
23        it from on Tillman, the new -- new road
  
24        construction just east of Adams that they seem to
  
25        have -- they seem to have built.
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 1             I -- I contacted the county assessor's
  
 2        office because, you know, that wasn't -- it
  
 3        didn't seem like that was being added as a
  
 4        structure for the county -- for county assessment
  
 5        purposes, and so does -- is the county assessor
  
 6        not aware for property tax purposes, you know, of
  
 7        that structure.  And so I think usually county
  
 8        assessor I think does a lot of stuff based on
  
 9        permits and stuff, so were permits, you know,
  
10        properly issued on that.
  
11             I think the Department of Local Government
  
12        Finance when it comes to, like, utilities, like
  
13        AEP's strip between the north and the southern
  
14        part, I think they might be the ones responsible
  
15        for that, the assessment on that property, and I
  
16        wasn't seeing any indication there that they had
  
17        assessed, you know, a road for that even though,
  
18        again, it seemingly from Goggle's own satellite
  
19        image, it does -- you know, it does seem that
  
20        they recognize that there is -- there was some
  
21        kind of road constructed between the north and
  
22        south there just east of Adams.
  
23             And so have -- you know, when we're -- when
  
24        we're dealing with the air permit, part of that
  
25        air permit was based on, you know, the
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 1        particulate matter that was being put into the
  
 2        air, and so part of that was road -- was roads.
  
 3             Well, if IDEM doesn't have a good idea of
  
 4        what the -- you know, and I know that's the air
  
 5        quality division, but if IDEM doesn't, you know,
  
 6        have a good idea as to the roads that are being
  
 7        constructed in there, how can they give a really
  
 8        good assessment as to the -- what the particulate
  
 9        matter is, what the limits should be on that.
  
10             And so, you know, I think you need more
  
11        information on the current existing site
  
12        conditions and kind of the history on the project
  
13        and how much, you know, so -- and have the
  
14        company, if they have, you know, not got -- done
  
15        unauthorized construction, if they haven't
  
16        engaged properly on this, make sure that they are
  
17        taking care and addressing those issues.
  
18             I think, you know, any remediation that
  
19        needs to be done should be done on this project.
  
20        And, you know, I mean, we're looking at kind --
  
21        because -- I mean even if it's just the air --
  
22        the air quality division, the particulate matter
  
23        settles within a certain area, is my
  
24        understanding.  A lot of particulate matter is
  
25        not something that stays in the air, so that's
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 1        stuff that if they're -- if they're not engaging
  
 2        properly on that front as well, I think that'll
  
 3        also impact water quality here.  So, you know,
  
 4        they -- I think it's important that they're
  
 5        taking -- taking steps to -- you know, to address
  
 6        on both of those -- both of those fronts.  So
  
 7        that is -- I think that is important, you know.
  
 8             And making sure -- making sure any
  
 9        agreements they -- they have regarding local
  
10        government, any nondisclosure agreements, making
  
11        sure those are aligned with, you know, public
  
12        law.  And probably -- I know that's -- again,
  
13        that's -- that is -- it's kind of limited as far
  
14        as what, you know, you can do as far as those --
  
15        you know, those agreements, but I think that goes
  
16        along with, you know, making sure that people's
  
17        rights, the employees' rights of the company, of
  
18        its contractors and subcontractors, making sure
  
19        that those are -- you know, are maintained.
  
20             I think that even though that's more
  
21        indirect as far as water quality, you know, that
  
22        should be something that's part of the process.
  
23        I'm not going to say that IDEM -- you know,
  
24        that's IDEM's major responsibility or, you know,
  
25        that's even IDEM's responsibility as far as
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 1        the -- looking at those regarding any potential
  
 2        nondisclosure agreements there, but it is
  
 3        concerning as far as the storm -- their
  
 4        stormwater management goes, you know, how
  
 5        they're -- what they're expecting of their
  
 6        employees, is it clear.  I think -- I think all
  
 7        those are -- those are valid concerns.
  
 8             And I think hopefully I -- hopefully some of
  
 9        these other individuals that have been having
  
10        trouble dealing with technical difficulties, I
  
11        hope that they -- they can get on here.  You
  
12        know, it's important to have I think as much
  
13        community input on this as possible.
  
14             There's people -- I live probably
  
15        approximately five -- you know, five to six miles
  
16        away to the west, but I drive by this site on a
  
17        regular basis to and from work.  And so, you
  
18        know, I've -- I've driven -- you know, recently
  
19        I've driven by going west on -- like going along
  
20        Tillman and there's -- you know, they constructed
  
21        all this -- on the south side, you know, this
  
22        mounding, all this mounding, you know, pretty
  
23        tall mounding and, you know, between the road and
  
24        the mounding, there's just -- there's standing --
  
25        there seems to be standing water there.  I don't
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 1        think that's an intentional wetland that was
  
 2        created there or that's been -- on a regular
  
 3        basis, I should say, I've seen what seems to be
  
 4        standing water there.
  
 5             And so questions as to unauthorized
  
 6        construction, and, you know their stormwater
  
 7        management plan I think, you know, is really --
  
 8        that needs to be addressed before going any --
  
 9        any further on this.  And I think people nearby
  
10        can really kind of testify to kind of the impacts
  
11        of this on -- on their wells, because there's a
  
12        lot of people on -- my understanding is in the
  
13        unincorporated areas near the site there are
  
14        people on wells, and so this is very -- you know,
  
15        it's critical that getting -- getting stormwater
  
16        right.
  
17             And, you know, like I said, the effects of
  
18        the pollution from -- air pollution could
  
19        definitely -- my understanding is it's like the
  
20        particulate matter could affect potentially their
  
21        well quality.
  
22             So, yeah, I think, yeah, the current
  
23        existing situation is definitely something we
  
24        need to look at.  And, yeah, I do have concerns
  
25        as to whether, you know, local -- local MS4s, the
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 1        stormwater management individuals and, you know,
  
 2        yeah, the local level, whether they can -- you
  
 3        know, are equipped to properly address the --
  
 4        kind of the stormwater concerns and the related
  
 5        concerns and, you know, we have the water quality
  
 6        concerns, you know, which is, you know, the focus
  
 7        kind of this meeting, so.  That's -- that's going
  
 8        to be really important here.  Thank you.
  
 9             MS. HARRIMAN:  All right.  Thank you, Jorge.
  
10             Just a reminder that we are also accepting
  
11        written comments until tomorrow at midnight.  You
  
12        can submit them to the waterways email that we
  
13        submitted -- that we wrote out earlier for you
  
14        guys.  Anybody who submitted a public comment
  
15        already to our waterways email, you can just
  
16        reply to that email and then we will get your
  
17        comment through there.
  
18             If anybody else would like to speak right
  
19        now, please raise your hand.
  
20             Adriana, would you like to talk?
  
21             MS. PLATT:  Yes.  Hi.  Can you hear me?
  
22             MS. HARRIMAN:  Yes.
  
23             MS. PLATT:  Hi.  I am calling in as a
  
24        concerned Indiana Hoosier about the data center's
  
25        impact on our community, on the land, on the
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 1        people, on the air, and these are concerns that
  
 2        have been raised again and again and again I
  
 3        think by, right, hundreds at this point of people
  
 4        in our community.  And, you know, we're -- we're
  
 5        not being listened to.
  
 6             So I just want to be another person to come
  
 7        on here and comment.  I think, IDEM, you go onto
  
 8        your website and it says protecting Hoosiers and
  
 9        our environment, and I don't know how any of this
  
10        is in alignment with that.
  
11             MS. HARRIMAN:  Okay.  Thank you, Adriana.
  
12             Brooke, would you like to speak?
  
13             MS. TODD:  Can you hear me?
  
14             MS. HARRIMAN:  Yes.
  
15             MS. TODD:  Hello?  Okay.  I just want to
  
16        voice my concerns on how the contamination will
  
17        be getting into the groundwater and also exposing
  
18        like the air and everything else.
  
19             But I'm concerned about the wildlife in the
  
20        area.  The destruction of the wetlands is really
  
21        concerning, especially since our wetlands should
  
22        be protected.  And I'm really concerned about
  
23        work that is being done illegally on the property
  
24        without permits approved.  We've already proven
  
25        that's been happening.  I'm really concerned that
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 1        there's no oversight happening on that property
  
 2        to ensure that they are doing things legally,
  
 3        whether there's any documentation of the property
  
 4        as the -- the construction's happening,
  
 5        photographic things like that that are taking
  
 6        place to ensure they are maintaining the laws
  
 7        and -- and there are guardrails on what they're
  
 8        doing, because they've already proven that
  
 9        they're not adhering to that.
  
10             And so I'm concerned about the lack of
  
11        oversight that's going on with this construction
  
12        and what that may be doing to the contamination
  
13        of our water supply, our drinking water, and
  
14        storm drainage and all of that.
  
15             I just really think that a lot more needs to
  
16        be done and hopefully that will get better,
  
17        because I don't think that that is happening
  
18        personally.
  
19             I've had a lot of challenges trying to
  
20        connect to this.  I'm concerned about why this
  
21        was switched to a virtual meeting instead of a,
  
22        you know, public in-person meeting.  I'm not
  
23        clear on why that happened.  I don't think
  
24        anybody has had any answer for that, and I don't
  
25        think that we should be doing that anymore.  I
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 1        think that, you know, if these things are going
  
 2        to be happening, we need to look people in the --
  
 3        the eye and listen to them and not resort to
  
 4        trying -- it just seems very evasive, and we
  
 5        shouldn't -- we shouldn't be putting barriers for
  
 6        people to be able to redress all of this, so
  
 7        that's all I've got right now.  Thank you.
  
 8             MS. HARRIMAN:  Brooke, would you mind
  
 9        stating your full name for the record, please?
  
10             MS. TODD:  My name is Brooke Todd.
  
11             MS. HARRIMAN:  Thank you.
  
12             And before we go on, Adriana, would you mind
  
13        also stating your full name for the record?
  
14             MS. PLATT:  My name is Adriana Platt.
  
15             MS. HARRIMAN:  Thank you so much.
  
16             All right, Ashley, if you would like to
  
17        speak, go ahead.
  
18             MS. SHARP:  Hi.  Can you hear me?
  
19             MS. HARRIMAN:  Yes.
  
20             MS. SHARP:  Oh, okay.  My name is Ashley
  
21        Sharp, and you might recognize that name.  I am
  
22        the regenerative farmer that lives approximately
  
23        1,700 feet from the closest line to the Google
  
24        Data Center.
  
25             And I'm here to let you guys know I have a
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 1        family here, I have two young kids.  Currently we
  
 2        have been breathing in the dust from the
  
 3        construction site.  When I'm out working in my
  
 4        garden, I come inside, I blow my nose, I have
  
 5        dirt in my nose from breathing in the air just
  
 6        from what's going on already.  We are on a well.
  
 7        I'm concerned about the water being contaminated
  
 8        and then me and my children drinking that water.
  
 9             As I said, I'm a regenerative farmer.  I
  
10        sell produce at the local farmers' market.  When
  
11        I water my garden from my well, is that going to
  
12        contaminate my garden with chemicals?  And then
  
13        are my customers going to be poisoned?
  
14             When we inherit more of the family farm, I
  
15        plan on having grass fed cows, pasture, chickens,
  
16        all that stuff.  And all the air particulates,
  
17        those are going to settle on the grass and then
  
18        my animals would eat the grass contaminating the
  
19        meat.
  
20             So this is a major concern for me both for
  
21        the health of my family, for the farm, and for
  
22        the community around us.  And that's pretty much
  
23        it.
  
24             MS. HARRIMAN:  All right.  Thank you.
  
25        Ashley.
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 1             Victoria Foltz, if you would like to speak,
  
 2        go ahead.  Victoria, you're still muted if you're
  
 3        speaking right now.
  
 4             All right.  We'll give Victoria a minute,
  
 5        but in the meantime, Debbi Kuntz, if you'd like
  
 6        to speak, you can go ahead.
  
 7             MS. KUNTZ:  Yeah, Debra Kuntz.  This -- this
  
 8        all seems so impersonal having a meeting like
  
 9        this virtually, changing it on the fly where we
  
10        were supposed to have it in person.  I've been to
  
11        two meetings right now, one at Ivy Tech, the IDEM
  
12        meeting, and another town hall at the Grand Wayne
  
13        Center.  And I have seen no results at all other
  
14        than receiving a letter from IDEM about the air
  
15        permit that you guys are, what, permitting us to
  
16        breathe the air that's polluted, like Ashley was
  
17        just saying, and our children.
  
18             I am so upset for all of us that this is --
  
19        this is where we're at.  It's -- it's so
  
20        maddening that we're here right now trying to
  
21        fight for our literal lives for what?  For evil
  
22        corporations to just be more evil?
  
23             Have you heard that the reason that they are
  
24        using these AI data centers now, the next -- next
  
25        big reason that our dear President is using these
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 1        for is to make -- to be better at war, to figure
  
 2        out how to use AI for killing machines?
  
 3             I don't want to be a part of this.  Nobody
  
 4        wants to be a part of this.  And at the same time
  
 5        we're all just permanently damaging our health.
  
 6             Yeah, you guys should be ashamed of
  
 7        yourselves and -- and doing this for -- for what?
  
 8        I just -- I don't know.
  
 9             I don't know what this meeting is supposed
  
10        to do.  I don't know what any of these meetings
  
11        are supposed to do when we are obviously not
  
12        being heard.  We keep asking for moratoriums, but
  
13        there's -- you can just tell us right now there's
  
14        no point to any of this, because there isn't.
  
15        It's going to happen.  You guys are going to keep
  
16        doing what you're doing, you're going to keep
  
17        adding more diesel generators.  We can't do
  
18        anything to stop you.
  
19             This is -- I don't have anything more to
  
20        say.  It's just -- I'm -- we're all just so upset
  
21        with all of this, the -- the evasiveness, the --
  
22        the part we all have to play in all of this is
  
23        just horrible.  Horrible.  That's all.  That's
  
24        all I have to say.
  
25             MS. HARRIMAN:  Thank you for commenting.
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 1             Victoria, it looks like your microphone is
  
 2        unmuted now if you would like to speak.
  
 3        Victoria, if you are talking, we are having
  
 4        trouble hearing you.
  
 5             Okay, we'll try you again in a bit, but in
  
 6        the meantime, Re, would you like to speak again?
  
 7             Re, would you like to speak?
  
 8             MS. REAL:  Sorry, I didn't realize I was
  
 9        muted.
  
10             I wanted to say, Debbi, that I really
  
11        appreciate your comment.  I fully agree.  This is
  
12        a disgrace, a joke, a complete waste of all of
  
13        our time.
  
14             I'm -- I was at the Ivy Tech meeting and,
  
15        once again, we had several hundred people, I
  
16        believe, and I'm struggling to believe that we
  
17        only have 40 now because people don't care
  
18        anymore.  That just is not the case.  It's
  
19        because you guys made this incredibly
  
20        inaccessible.  And, once again, we are stating
  
21        that we need an in-person public hearing.
  
22             I would also ask -- at the beginning of the
  
23        meeting, I'm sure everybody from IDEM introduced
  
24        themselves.  I would really appreciate, since I
  
25        missed that, if you guys would be able to do that
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 1        again, first name, last name and state your
  
 2        position at IDEM.  Thank you.
  
 3             Did you hear that?
  
 4             MS. HARRIMAN:  Yes.  So once we get through
  
 5        all the comments, we will state our names and our
  
 6        positions again.
  
 7             MS. REAL:  Wonderful.  Thank you.
  
 8             MS. HARRIMAN:  All right.  One more time
  
 9        let's try Victoria.  It looks like you're
  
10        unmuted.
  
11             MS. FOLTZ:  I am unmuted, but I can't seem
  
12        to get to you.
  
13             MS. HARRIMAN:  I can hear you.
  
14             MS. FOLTZ:  Yay, yay.  Well, first of all, I
  
15        wanted to say that I hope -- and I'm sure you do
  
16        understand that all of you -- these remarks
  
17        aren't personal to you personally.  And I also
  
18        wanted to say that I do want to be on the record
  
19        to say that I don't think this meeting should
  
20        count towards the Indiana's Open Door Hearing
  
21        Law.  I think this is -- was very difficult for
  
22        everyone.  I'm 70, almost 70, and it was
  
23        difficult for me.  I can't even imagine other
  
24        people, so I just want to be on the record and
  
25        say that.  And also to be sure and let you know
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 1        that none of this is personal.  And thank you.
  
 2             MS. HARRIMAN:  Thank you, Victoria.
  
 3             MS. FOLTZ:  You're welcome.
  
 4             MS. HARRIMAN:  All right, Brooke, if you
  
 5        would like to speak.
  
 6             MS. TODD:  I just -- I was looking up some
  
 7        information.  And it does say, like -- like
  
 8        New York -- North Carolina State University's
  
 9        website is saying that wetlands cannot physically
  
10        be moved as they are complex ecosystems that
  
11        depend on specific hydrology, soil types and
  
12        plant communities.  However, wetland restoration
  
13        efforts can create new wetland areas in different
  
14        locations, but this process is challenging and
  
15        often does not replicate the original wetland's
  
16        ecological functions.
  
17             So I just want to say when we're moving all
  
18        of these, you know, wetlands around as if this is
  
19        going to be some, you know, restoration or some
  
20        type of thing that you're going to make pretty
  
21        somewhere else, it's not -- it doesn't really
  
22        work like that, and so I'm just putting that out
  
23        there as another point.  That's all I've got.
  
24             MS. HARRIMAN:  Thank you, Brooke.
  
25             Kimberly, if you would like to speak again.
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 1             MS. KOCZAN:  Thank you.  I sort of lost my
  
 2        previous thought that I was going to bring up.
  
 3             If you -- when you are closing this out,
  
 4        when I was looking for a public -- for a place
  
 5        where we could do conference calling so that
  
 6        people who had expressed on our, you know,
  
 7        Facebook group that they couldn't -- they didn't
  
 8        know how to access this or didn't have Teams
  
 9        or -- anyway, I called around and I thought I'd
  
10        try the original site because I knew that they
  
11        could do two-way videoconferencing.  And they
  
12        said that the -- this hearing was moved from in
  
13        person to virtual because there were threats
  
14        made.
  
15             I've been doing this in this community with
  
16        IDEM on this site since 2023, and I've never seen
  
17        anyone be threatening, aggressive.  That doesn't
  
18        mean that you didn't get a threat, but that might
  
19        help -- I mean, and I can't -- all I can say is I
  
20        called that Impact Center, they reported why it
  
21        was changed, and so I'm just reporting that to
  
22        all the listeners, but she didn't have any other
  
23        details.  And because of the information she was
  
24        given from IDEM, they didn't feel like they
  
25        could -- could host us.
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 1             We're just people who care passionately
  
 2        about our community.  We're not -- yeah, and I --
  
 3        again, I can't verify any written, verbal, phone,
  
 4        I can't verify any threats that were given.  If
  
 5        so, that's unconscionable and I don't condone any
  
 6        violence against you all.  I know you're doing
  
 7        your jobs the best you can.
  
 8             And when regulations are relaxed so much and
  
 9        when our corporations own the people who make the
  
10        decisions, you have little recourse, you know.
  
11        You're -- you're doing your jobs, and if people
  
12        can write a permit to wiggle around bad laws, you
  
13        aren't able to deny a permit.
  
14             But we're asking for you to be hands on and
  
15        publicly reporting when you've been on site, what
  
16        you've seen, you know, and -- and if we -- if
  
17        they are found to be in -- if they've done
  
18        illegal actions of repeatedly doing things before
  
19        they have permits, you have all grounds to stop
  
20        this project and pause it until retribution
  
21        for -- or whatever the word is, but until they
  
22        can make that right and -- or you can just stop
  
23        the project altogether because they didn't obey
  
24        the law.
  
25             So -- so, again, I appreciate your work
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 1        and -- and I hope that you didn't have a credible
  
 2        threat.  That is not my experience of this
  
 3        community.  And I just wanted to kind of put that
  
 4        in there as some context as people are feeling
  
 5        really frustrated by this format.  Thanks.
  
 6             MS. HARRIMAN:  Thank you, Kimberly.
  
 7             So I see that Victoria and Brooke both have
  
 8        their hands raised still.  If you would like to
  
 9        speak, we can do that; otherwise, if anybody else
  
10        would like to speak, you can also raise your
  
11        hand.
  
12             All right, Ashley.
  
13             MS. SHARP:  Hi.  I forgot something to
  
14        mention earlier.  So there is a pond on my farm,
  
15        and I frequently see bald eagles out here.  They
  
16        sometimes swoop down into the pond to eat fish.
  
17        And obviously when it rains and floods out here,
  
18        there's a lot of runoff.  And anytime there's
  
19        pollution out here, that's going to be increased
  
20        by Google, that's going to go into our pond
  
21        poisoning the fish and the water, which I'm
  
22        pretty sure bald eagles are protected species.  I
  
23        also see wild -- sorry, wild turkeys out here, I
  
24        see deer, and they all frequent my pond all the
  
25        time, so I just wanted to add that little tidbit

IDEM Watermark



67

  

 1        in.
  
 2             MS. HARRIMAN:  All right.  Thank you,
  
 3        Ashley.
  
 4             Jorge, if you'd like to speak again.
  
 5             MR. FERNANDEZ:  Real quick, saying some
  
 6        things about the meeting.  I think in the future,
  
 7        you know, as far as the meeting format, I think,
  
 8        you know, it would benefit from having, you know,
  
 9        in addition an in-person format when doing the
  
10        public hearings.  You know, the -- the virtual
  
11        allows some people to access it, but as you can
  
12        see, I think it -- it can be definitely a
  
13        hindrance as to, you know, those that have
  
14        technical difficulties, those that have a hard
  
15        time, you know, accessing this for various
  
16        reasons.
  
17             Also, the sign-up form I think was I think
  
18        through -- like hosted on I think a site that's
  
19        like a Microsoft-related site, because I think on
  
20        the bottom it has terms and conditions relating
  
21        to that.  And I'd just encourage, like, as far
  
22        as, you know, the use -- I think individuals that
  
23        maybe signed up by phone -- or doing this by
  
24        phone, I don't know if those Microsoft terms and
  
25        conditions would apply to them, but -- and,
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 1        again, I don't know, like -- yeah, I'm not sure
  
 2        as to kind of the effect terms and conditions
  
 3        would have on something like, you know, this is
  
 4        supposed to be a public hearing, but just -- you
  
 5        know, as far as the privacy policy, the terms and
  
 6        conditions of those sites, because, I mean, I
  
 7        looked at the bottom and there were links to --
  
 8        to those kind of things to some documents and
  
 9        terms and conditions, I think, and/or privacy --
  
10        the privacy policies, I believe, that I think
  
11        might apply to people signing, you know, in the
  
12        form, signing up through the forms.  And I'm --
  
13        you know, I would be concerned whether that, you
  
14        know, follows, you know, all the rules.
  
15             I know, you know, a lot of this is going to
  
16        be probably public record anyways as far as
  
17        people signing up, but I don't know if they're
  
18        capturing metadata on there that, you know, stuff
  
19        that -- you know, and not that -- not that you
  
20        would capture, like, metadata as -- or that you
  
21        don't capture metadata, you know, with the State
  
22        and that -- or that -- that wouldn't be public
  
23        information, but just the fact that, you know, a
  
24        private company might have access to that and
  
25        might be able to use that; whereas, you know,
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 1        other -- and just -- just that private company,
  
 2        you know, that's -- I think that's kind of a
  
 3        little bit, you know, I think kind of -- yeah, I
  
 4        mean I know a lot of places capture it, but it
  
 5        might be something that -- that hinders people
  
 6        from wanting to participate if they actually -- I
  
 7        don't know how many people think through, you
  
 8        know, when they're on websites, you know,
  
 9        whether -- about the terms and conditions.  You
  
10        know, I think a lot of people probably do, you
  
11        know, when this popped up for, you know, a number
  
12        of products, you know, might just scroll through
  
13        and agree, but I think -- I think it's concerning
  
14        that even, you know, regardless of how cognizant
  
15        they are of it, that, you know, to participate
  
16        or -- to a certain extent participate in a public
  
17        hearing, that they -- you know, they might be,
  
18        like, I guess giving one company a specific --
  
19        you know, the specific information.  It's not --
  
20        I don't know what, like -- if they -- if they do
  
21        capture metadata, would that be something that --
  
22        and I know you're not answering questions here.
  
23        Would that be something that the State would --
  
24        you know, would that be something that somebody
  
25        could get a public records request and that's
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 1        something that they have access to that --
  
 2             MS. HARRIMAN:  I'm sorry to cut you off,
  
 3        Jorge, but we have a few people.
  
 4             MR. FERNANDEZ:  Okay.
  
 5             MS. HARRIMAN:  So Kieran Stockman, if you
  
 6        would like to talk again.
  
 7             MR. STOCKMAN:  Yeah.  Can you guys hear me
  
 8        good?
  
 9             MS. HARRIMAN:  Yes.
  
10             MR. STOCKMAN:  All right.  I think there's
  
11        something to be said about permanence, right.
  
12        Wetlands are built up over thousands of millions
  
13        of years, and once these wetlands have been
  
14        destroyed, they are gone forever.
  
15             And Indiana used to be over 25 percent
  
16        wetlands.  Wetlands are extremely vital to the
  
17        health of not just an ecosystem, but to the
  
18        entire biosphere, all of the life on Earth.
  
19             Indiana is now less than 4 percent wetland
  
20        and we are rapidly losing it.  And I think you
  
21        really need to consider what you're going to tell
  
22        your grandkids when they ask what happened to all
  
23        of Indiana's wetlands.  I need you to think about
  
24        the decision you make on this and how you're
  
25        going to sleep at night knowing that you allowed
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 1        Indiana's wetlands to be destroyed.  Thank you.
  
 2             MS. HARRIMAN:  Thank you, Kieran.
  
 3             Malachi K., if you could state your full
  
 4        name.
  
 5             MR. KAMLER:  Can you hear me okay?
  
 6             MS. HARRIMAN:  Yes.
  
 7             MR. KAMLER:  All right.  My name is Malachi
  
 8        Kamler, and it's K-A-M-L-E-R.
  
 9             I'm concerned about the contamination of the
  
10        water, particularly the groundwater or people
  
11        that draw from that water for their wells or for
  
12        irrigation.  What kind of testing is there in
  
13        place to make sure that contaminates from the
  
14        construction and the operation of this facility
  
15        aren't going to get into our drinking water, get
  
16        into our irrigation water, into our crops, things
  
17        like that?  What are we testing for?  Who is
  
18        doing that testing?  What are they testing for?
  
19             Like, I'm concerned that there isn't
  
20        sufficient planning or oversight there by a third
  
21        party.  I don't think we should let -- I don't
  
22        think we should let the operator of the -- of the
  
23        data center do any of that testing.  I think
  
24        maybe IDEM or some other -- perhaps a government
  
25        agency, some contractor, somebody to do third
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 1        party testing of the quality of our water to make
  
 2        sure that this isn't going to negatively affect
  
 3        the health of our community.
  
 4             I'd also like to echo other people's
  
 5        concerns that -- that this virtual hearing is not
  
 6        sufficient.  I'm really glad that we have a
  
 7        virtual option, but I don't think that a virtual
  
 8        only hearing is sufficient.  I think there --
  
 9        there really, really must be an in-person option,
  
10        and particularly for the people for whom it is
  
11        hard to use technology like this.
  
12             So I'm also concerned about airborne
  
13        contaminants from the generators that will settle
  
14        into our water, contaminate our groundwater, and,
  
15        again, the contaminants from the construction
  
16        process.  You know, wood particles and concrete
  
17        particles, asphalt particles, things like that,
  
18        liquid contaminants or any other debris from the
  
19        construction process, how are we making sure that
  
20        that is not getting into our water?  Because
  
21        that's where it would -- it gets in our water and
  
22        then it gets into our wells and our irrigation
  
23        and our crops and our food and our ponds and the
  
24        wildlife.
  
25             I think there's a recipe for disaster there
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 1        and we need to make sure that that's not going to
  
 2        happen.  We need to make sure we're testing for
  
 3        contaminants, for heavy metals, for particulate
  
 4        matter, for other types of contaminants and make
  
 5        sure that that's not going to impact the health
  
 6        of our community or the health of the wildlife in
  
 7        our community.
  
 8             And one last thing.  I'm a little concerned,
  
 9        I've heard some concerns that there might not be
  
10        proper oversight of this project in general, that
  
11        there might be some -- some problems with the
  
12        permitting or work proceeding without proper
  
13        permits, and I'm concerned, I'm concerned that
  
14        that might continue.
  
15             I just want to make sure that we're doing it
  
16        all above the table and following all the local
  
17        regulations and all the state regulations and
  
18        federal regulations.  But thank you for your
  
19        time.  That's my comment.
  
20             MS. HARRIMAN:  Thank you, Malachi.
  
21             Sean, if you would like to talk, would you
  
22        please state your full name.
  
23             MR. KISHORE:  Hi.  My name is Sean Kishore
  
24        (phonetic spelling).  And, first off, I would
  
25        like to start with saying that I hope not only
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 1        you guys, but also the listeners have been
  
 2        recording this entire meeting, to take notes and
  
 3        learn from this and bring up points later on when
  
 4        typing emails.
  
 5             I would also like to state that AI itself is
  
 6        a problem, as is attending and finding this
  
 7        meeting.  AI is a problem for an infinitude of
  
 8        reasons, but I would like to state that AI is
  
 9        able to be accessed by literally anybody, and AI
  
10        can be used to take your likeness and anybody and
  
11        everybody can manipulate it to do whatever they
  
12        want.  This doesn't just affect you as an
  
13        individual.  It affects everybody:  Yourself,
  
14        your parents, your children.  Not acceptable.
  
15             And the push for AI data centers to be
  
16        popped up literally everywhere, that makes it
  
17        easier for creeps out there to do this.
  
18             And on top of that, I want to echo everyone
  
19        else's concerns about how it pollutes everything
  
20        in nature from wetlands to our crops, food,
  
21        animals, ourselves, our water.
  
22             And maybe we need to open our mind to how we
  
23        think of nature.  And it's not only a resource,
  
24        it's not only our neighbor.  It's a sibling to
  
25        human life.  We're all a part of everything and
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 1        everything is a part of us.  And by pushing for
  
 2        AI data -- AI data centers, you are killing
  
 3        yourselves.  You are killing people.  You are
  
 4        harming the environment.  You're harming society.
  
 5        Horrible.
  
 6             So pushing for AI data centers causes more
  
 7        problems than solutions by far, so I want you to
  
 8        think about why you took this job.  Was it to
  
 9        help the people, advocate for the people, or line
  
10        your pockets?  Thank you.
  
11             MS. HARRIMAN:  Thank you, Sean.
  
12             Kimberly, would you like to speak again?
  
13             MS. KOCZAN:  Yes, thank you.  I know a lot
  
14        of people weren't able to get on at the
  
15        beginning.  The link was different.  It changed
  
16        like within ten minutes of the -- yeah, anyway.
  
17        Lots of issues.
  
18             But just to clarify that you're a regulatory
  
19        body, that you have to follow the laws that are
  
20        set before you, that this is a hearing on water
  
21        quality and water issues pertaining specifically
  
22        to Google Phase 3, which is building three new
  
23        buildings and who knows what else around those
  
24        buildings.
  
25             I'm going to -- you went through the
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 1        summation kind of quickly, so I don't have it all
  
 2        down, but changing a stream from 4,300 linear
  
 3        feet to fewer, and I wanted to bring up that I
  
 4        was listening closely enough to realize that the
  
 5        numbers that you gave today were different than
  
 6        what was on the original permit.
  
 7             So I want to ask for the record, did the
  
 8        permit change between when it was originally
  
 9        announced and today?  What specific things
  
10        changed?  Why?
  
11             And then I also wanted to ask for the record
  
12        and get a response about does IDEM take each
  
13        permit separately or is there a certain number of
  
14        permits that can be granted in, like, acres of
  
15        wetlands destroyed, streams that are dammed up,
  
16        deforestation that impacts water quality, like do
  
17        we have -- has there been any regulation or any
  
18        law that says we can only destroy X amount of our
  
19        state per year and once those permits are gone,
  
20        you know, then they're done for the year, they
  
21        need to wait until the next year.
  
22             So I would like to learn more about -- if
  
23        you could please on the response give us some
  
24        links to places where we can learn about the
  
25        compilation of the permits and their impact,
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 1        because we know that there's like 75 AI data
  
 2        centers being proposed in state right now and --
  
 3        and so I'm -- I think about how much more
  
 4        passionate about this particular part of our area
  
 5        because it's home for us, but I'm even more
  
 6        concerned when I multiply the impact of
  
 7        irreplaceable wetlands, irreplaceable habitat
  
 8        ecosystems that all rely on one another, like
  
 9        we -- you change one aspect of, you know, killing
  
10        off a food source or killing off a species and
  
11        that has a chain reaction, and I'm just wondering
  
12        if you can point us to more education about what
  
13        your role is in limiting the multiplier effect of
  
14        one permit after another in short time.
  
15             I was listening to NPR and they -- a couple
  
16        weeks ago they were talking about how the impact
  
17        of just the AI data centers is ecologically more
  
18        than three times more damaging than the entire
  
19        industrial revolution, and in a much shorter time
  
20        period.
  
21             And so I don't have all the specifics.  I'll
  
22        try to write that in a comment for tomorrow and
  
23        submit that by midnight, like the rest of us able
  
24        to do, but just wanted to have that on record
  
25        that I don't understand if there's a limitation
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 1        to number of permits, number -- acres of wetlands
  
 2        that can be destroyed.  Thank you so much.
  
 3             MS. HARRIMAN:  Thank you, Kimberly.
  
 4             Just a reminder for everyone, we will be
  
 5        sending out a letter for anybody who left a
  
 6        viable way to contact them addressing all
  
 7        comments at the end of our review process.
  
 8             MS. KOCZAN:  How will you make that contact
  
 9        with people who didn't fill out the form?
  
10             MS. HARRIMAN:  So the form is one way to
  
11        contact.  If you emailed our general email with a
  
12        comment, we have that on record and we will be
  
13        sending out the letter to those people as well.
  
14        If you mailed it through to our office
  
15        physically, we will send a letter back to your
  
16        address.  If you received information about this
  
17        application through a third party such as the
  
18        Hoosier Environmental Council or the Sierra Club,
  
19        we will be sending a letter to them as well, so
  
20        hopefully you will be able to get it through
  
21        them.
  
22             UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Are you able to
  
23        repeat your email again?
  
24             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  Yes, we will cover
  
25        that here in the -- in the closing.
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 1             So we greatly appreciate your civil
  
 2        diligence attending today's hearing and your
  
 3        contribution to our shared stewardship of
  
 4        Indiana's water quality standards.
  
 5             My name is James Turner.  I am the Waterways
  
 6        Section Chief in the Office of Water Quality at
  
 7        IDEM.
  
 8             Oh, we have one more hand it looks like.
  
 9        Mary, if you'd like to speak.
  
10             MS. MARY (last name not stated):  Hi, yes.
  
11             MS. HARRIMAN:  We can hear you.
  
12             MS. MARY (last name not stated):  Okay.  My
  
13        name is Mary.  I'm just calling, I'm a concerned
  
14        citizen, just like everyone.
  
15             What I do have to say is lengthy, but it is
  
16        very pertinent and to the point.  And I think
  
17        many valid points have been stated.
  
18             But, you know, my first thought is that this
  
19        wasn't appropriately planned prior to this place
  
20        and time, and, you know, having a hearing at this
  
21        phase in development for something as, in my
  
22        opinion, irrelevant, as pointless, as a temporary
  
23        structure, knowing that this project would take
  
24        multiple years and phases and infrastructure
  
25        needed to execute this plan, why was it not
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 1        proposed years ago before beginning construction?
  
 2             And, you know, additionally, why is it
  
 3        necessary to impact wildlife, water and soil
  
 4        health to accommodate a building that is not
  
 5        permanent, not sustainable for any aspect of
  
 6        focus, nor is it directly related to the data
  
 7        center.  It's just, you know, an ease of being
  
 8        able to have everything you need close by, but
  
 9        that should have been planned prior.
  
10             And with that said, if this multimillion
  
11        dollar business can't properly plan ahead of time
  
12        for a massive project, a company with thousands
  
13        of employees, with the funds and resources to
  
14        plan appropriately without impacting the
  
15        environmental -- the environment further, then
  
16        how are we as citizens to feel confident in this
  
17        project being completed safely and to our best
  
18        interests as a community.
  
19             And as a practical thought, you know, why
  
20        would a temporary structure be needed in a space
  
21        that is clearly unable to be used?  Well, you
  
22        know, when they purchased the land, they knew the
  
23        wetlands existed and they knew they couldn't
  
24        utilize it, and there's plenty of other ways that
  
25        could be mitigated because, you know, as citizens
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 1        that are in this area, we know that there's
  
 2        plenty of land over there to execute a basic
  
 3        structure as well as existing warehouses.  While
  
 4        it may not be, you know, a couple hundred feet
  
 5        from the data center, it's still within a mile
  
 6        radius.
  
 7             And, you know, disturbing ecosystems, that
  
 8        to me seems volatile and unpredictable, even with
  
 9        surveys being completed.  You can't predict
  
10        nature, it's unpredictable, and then you only
  
11        find out the impact after the fact.  No matter
  
12        who surveyed it, whether it's Google's surveyor,
  
13        you know, the State's, an independent, there's no
  
14        prior evidence that their survey holds any
  
15        credible data because it's never been disturbed.
  
16        And in science, you know, you would call that a
  
17        hypothesis which is composed of limited evidence
  
18        and it's a starting point to a theory.
  
19             These corporations are banking on the fact
  
20        that most citizens are uneducated in this subject
  
21        and they can just pad a report with a lot of
  
22        words that mean nothing, when there's no
  
23        scientific research that directly correlates to
  
24        this wetland in question because it has not ever
  
25        been disturbed, and which I hope it doesn't be
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 1        disturbed, because using information that already
  
 2        exists but isn't particularly relevant to this
  
 3        wetland doesn't make their survey valid.  It just
  
 4        makes it believable.
  
 5             And in my opinion, which is very irrelevant
  
 6        in Google's opinion, I think that they're trying
  
 7        to push their own agenda that we have yet to have
  
 8        knowledge of, and if you'll allow one thing to
  
 9        pass, then another will and it will just snowball
  
10        to a point where all of their needs are met and
  
11        the citizens are not able to get anything that
  
12        they want out of this, but Google has gotten
  
13        exactly what they want.
  
14             And it starts out with, you know, a small
  
15        temporary structure disturbing wetlands and it
  
16        could go beyond that because they know that
  
17        nobody is standing up for this stuff because, you
  
18        know, we've had multiple in-person meetings that
  
19        have not been executed.  There are some where
  
20        people have gone to and not everyone's gotten to
  
21        speak.  And I just think that the citizens need
  
22        more transparency, more planning that is easily
  
23        understood by all citizens, and not contractors'
  
24        and business owners' jargon.
  
25             And, you know, I'm fortunate enough to be
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 1        versed in this literary terminology, but many
  
 2        citizens aren't and truly do not understand
  
 3        what's going on.
  
 4             Aside from the environmental impact, they
  
 5        have directly and negatively impacted everyone's
  
 6        life in this area.
  
 7             On top of that, the flow of traffic is
  
 8        insanely increasing over there.  There's
  
 9        continual backups when it comes to the four-way
  
10        stop in those roads.  And on top of that, the
  
11        lack of cleanliness over there, as well as many
  
12        other issues that have been mentioned, and on top
  
13        of that, the waste of resources that will be used
  
14        and the environmental impact is ludicrous and
  
15        unnecessary just to build a temporary structure.
  
16             If it was a permanent structure with a
  
17        positive impact in this project, I could see a
  
18        reason, but it seems to be a commodity and a
  
19        luxury via ease of access to their facilities and
  
20        their equipment, and that should have been a
  
21        Phase 1 preplanned structure, and they knew that
  
22        would be needed to execute their plans, and
  
23        there's a reason why they didn't negotiate that
  
24        during the proposal phase.
  
25             And they are slowly getting everything that
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 1        they wanted, that they didn't propose at the
  
 2        initial time.  And we've already had many
  
 3        negative impacts from this data center, and the
  
 4        citizens have yet to fully understand or
  
 5        comprehend the impact that is to come when it's
  
 6        fully up and running.
  
 7             And although this is a concerning issue
  
 8        because it's disturbing ecosystems, which is
  
 9        world altering, this is one of the wetlands that
  
10        we know of that they're disturbing in Indiana,
  
11        but you have to ask how many more they disturbed
  
12        and how many more they will continue to.  And
  
13        until they get a huge inconvenience, they will
  
14        continue to walk all over citizens and their
  
15        lands.
  
16             And we have protected these lands and we
  
17        have upkept the integrity of our ecosystems for
  
18        decades and centuries.
  
19             So with that being said, the biggest worry
  
20        to come is the water usage that will be sucked up
  
21        by this data center.  And as we all see what's
  
22        happening in Nevada and Las Vegas with their
  
23        water shortage due to the many data centers in
  
24        and around Vegas, that should be, you know, one
  
25        of the only issues that we have when it comes to
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 1        the data center.
  
 2             But we haven't even had this place up and
  
 3        running and we haven't even encountered that, so
  
 4        I can't imagine what will happen once the
  
 5        operation is up and running, but I do know,
  
 6        because I used to live in Nevada, how that is
  
 7        going to affect us.  Like, it's no longer just
  
 8        going to be dust in the air and disturbing
  
 9        wetlands and environmental impacts.  We'll see
  
10        skyrocketing utility bills, and they're already
  
11        huger -- they're already unreasonably large.  And
  
12        I don't see Google paying any more than what they
  
13        feel like they should pay, and as a citizen, we
  
14        will end up paying for this data center, as well
  
15        as our increasingly high property taxes that have
  
16        nothing to do with Google, but Indiana citizens
  
17        should not be inconvenienced by a data center for
  
18        a big corporation.
  
19             And just in closing, I just hope that as a
  
20        state and as a person living in this state, our
  
21        elected officials will hear these concerns and
  
22        truly make a sound decision based on the
  
23        environment and the citizens and their life and
  
24        not the monetary gains that they will be making
  
25        from this data center.
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 1             And I know that was a lot, but, you know, I
  
 2        think that that is just the shear issue that we
  
 3        have.
  
 4             And unfortunately, I don't think that
  
 5        virtual calls are appropriate for a matter of
  
 6        this.  Like I think virtual calls are for
  
 7        meetings like a business.  I don't think it's for
  
 8        public hearings.
  
 9             MS. HARRIMAN:  Thank you, Mary.
  
10             MS. MARY:  You're welcome.
  
11             MS. HARRIMAN:  So everybody knows, in the
  
12        Q&A I have posted the email address where you can
  
13        send written comments.
  
14             HEARING OFFICER TURNER:  We greatly
  
15        appreciate your civil diligence attending today's
  
16        hearing and your contribution to our shared
  
17        stewardship of Indiana's water quality standards.
  
18             My name is James Turner.  I am the Section
  
19        Chief of the Waterways Section in the Office of
  
20        Water Quality at IDEM.
  
21             In addition to myself, the other IDEM staff
  
22        here tonight to witness this hearing are
  
23        Mr. Kevin Bump from IDEM's Office of Media and
  
24        Communications, Ms. Natalie Rodriguez from IDEM's
  
25        Office of Media --
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 1             MS. KOCZAN:  We lost you.
  
 2             MR. FERNANDEZ:  Yeah, looks like we lost
  
 3        them.
  
 4             UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  James, if you're
  
 5        talking right now, we cannot hear you.
  
 6             MS. HARRIMAN:  Can you hear me?  Okay.
  
 7             MS. KOCZAN:  James and Emersyn, now we can
  
 8        hear you.
  
 9             MS. HARRIMAN:  All right.  Perfect.  So
  
10        we're just going to go over who is here again for
  
11        those who missed it at the beginning --
  
12             MS. KOCZAN:  I'm sorry, pardon me.  Either
  
13        James or Emersyn needs to mute.
  
14             MS. HARRIMAN:  One second.
  
15             All right.  How's that sound?  All right.
  
16             UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  There's still
  
17        feedback from you guys.
  
18             UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Yes.
  
19             MS. HARRIMAN:  Okay, I think we might be
  
20        good now.
  
21             UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER:  Yes, that should be
  
22        good now.
  
23             MS. HARRIMAN:  All right.  Perfect.  Thank
  
24        you all so much.  So in addition to Jay Turner,
  
25        who is the Section Chief for the Waterway Section
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 1        of IDEM, we also have Mr. Kevin Bump from IDEM's
  
 2        Office of Media and Communications, Ms. Natalie
  
 3        Rodriguez from IDEM's Office of Media and
  
 4        Communications, Ms. Amari Farren, the Surface
  
 5        Water and Operations Branch Chief, and myself,
  
 6        Emersyn Harriman, the IDEM project manager for
  
 7        the section.
  
 8             Written comments will continue to be
  
 9        accepted until midnight tomorrow, May 1st,
  
10        through the email address
  
11        waterwayscomments@idem.IN.gov.
  
12             As a reminder, a written transcript of the
  
13        hearing will be made.  The transcript and any
  
14        written submissions will be open for public
  
15        inspection at the Indiana Department of
  
16        Environmental Management at the Indiana
  
17        Government Center North, Room 1255, 100 North
  
18        Senate Avenue in Indianapolis, Indiana.  The
  
19        written transcript will be available for the
  
20        public to view on IDEM's Regulatory ePortal
  
21        website at waterquality.idem.IN.gov.
  
22        Instructions on how to access this website will
  
23        be provided alongside the decision document which
  
24        will be sent to everyone who commented with a
  
25        valid email address after a decision on this
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 1        application is made.  A paper of the copy of the
  
 2        transcript will be made available to any person
  
 3        upon payment of the copying costs.
  
 4             We will take all comments into consideration
  
 5        in making a final decision on this Certification.
  
 6             This hearing is now concluded.  Thank you
  
 7        all very much for attending.
  
 8             (The hearing in this matter was adjourned at
  
 9        7:15 p.m., April 30, 2026.)
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 1   STATE OF INDIANA  )
                     )   SS:
 2   COUNTY OF MARION  )
  
 3
  
 4         I, Dianne Lockhart, RMR, CRR, a Notary Public
  
 5    and Stenographic Reporter within and for the County
  
 6    of Marion, State of Indiana at large, do hereby
  
 7    certify that on the 30th day of April, 2026, I took
  
 8    down in stenograph notes the foregoing Public
  
 9    Hearing.
  
10         That the transcript is a full, true and correct
  
11    transcript made from my stenograph notes.
  
12         IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand
  
13    and affixed my notarial seal this 14th day of
  
14    May, 2026.
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