






























During the Remonstrator rebuttal period, Ms. Andrews argued that the site was incompatible with 
the proposed use, as the variances sought were for heavy industrial development standards, 
which were not compatible with light industrial zoning. She challenged the Round Rock, Texas, 
comparisons made throughout the hearing, noting that the Round Rock facility had only one 
building operating at full capacity of approximately 30 megawatts, which was one­eighth the size 
of the 250-megawatt Indianapolis proposal, making the direct comparisons misleading. Ms. 
Andrews also noted the presence of generator chimney stacks 22 feet in the air, rooftop HVAC 
and fan noise, and ground-level equipment, as well as a transmission line corridor running 
through the property that could support structures, all of which she argued needed to be factored 
into any impact evaluation. She then presented detailed diesel combustion health impact data. 
She described Sabey's 2020 application in Quincy, Washington, for 25 additional generators at 58 
megawatts of power. Washington State required Sabey to conduct modeling of the health effects 
of diesel combustion. The modeling found a projected cancer incidence increase of 5.6 per 
million at three-quarters of a mile Uust below Washington State's allowable maximum of 10 per 
million). For the Indianapolis proposal, now reduced to approximately 260 megawatts of 
generator power (down from 434 following the announced generator count reduction), she 
extrapolated proportionally to estimate a cancer incidence increase of approximately 28 per 
million at this location (two to three times the level that Washington State allowed). She displayed 
a plume map, showing diesel exhaust potentially extending 3.6 miles wide and 7.3 miles deep, 
reaching well into Morgan County and approaching the interchange of 1-70 and Ameriplex 
Parkway in Hendricks County. Ms. Andrews argued that residents had been effectively denied 
their right to a City-County Council hearing using the modification-of-commitments route rather 
than a full rezoning petition. She reiterated that the site was shovel-ready for targeted industrial 
development of the type the State was actively recruiting. She corrected what she characterized 
as a common misunderstanding about property tax benefits, explaining that even if Sabey paid 
$22 million or more in property taxes, it did not increase any taxing units levied, it only decreased 
the tax rate. Under Indiana's property tax rate caps, residential homeowners would see no direct 
benefit from Sabey's investment, while nearby homeowners would still face the burden of fighting 
property value impacts. She closed by asking all those present in opposition to stand, referencing 
over 1,300 petition signatures in opposition, as well as the Decatur Township Trustee and 
members of the Decatur Township Advisory Board. [Approximately one half of the audience 
stood in opposition to the Petitions.] 

President Dillon thanked both sides for their professional conduct. He noted that he had 
personally traveled to southern Indiana to tour a data center under construction and had also 
toured an operational data center in central Indiana, specifically to gain firsthand familiarity with 
the community concerns raised in this proceeding. He noted that the MDC had thoroughly heard 
and reviewed the concerns of the Remonstrators, the Petitioner's commitments, expert testimony, 
and the DMD staff position. President Dillon directed Commissioners to vote by written ballot, 
noting that a "yes" vote passed the Petition and a "no" vote defeated it. 

President Dillon directed the Commission to mark their ballots for the two Petitions. The ballots 

for Petition No. 2025-CAP-856 were marked as follows (7:1 :0): 

Ayes: Dillon, Garver, Herget, Lyle, Murphy, Robinson, West 
Noes: Schumacher 
Recusal: None 

The Commission approved Petition No. 2025-CAP-856, subject to the commitments 
referenced during the hearing. 
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