
~fi~utes of the Special !~eeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board hnuary 6, 1971.

S~rnopsis of

Hinutes of the Special Heeting of the Tippecanoe C01mty Drainage Board held in the
G=:ssione:,18 Room, Tippecanoe County Court House at 9:30 a.m. ,on January 6, 1971.
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Those present at the meeting were Bruce Osborn, Dale Remaly, Edward Sha'\oT
G. ?ichard Donahue and Gladys Ridder.>

Bruce Osborn ,'TaS elected Chairman of the Board, Dale Rema13T ,.as elected Vice
Chairman of the Board. &Y1d G. Richa.:rO Donahue as attorne:;r for the Bn1?l"'d. IiI.sa
Gladys Ridder was a.ppointed Secretl'.ry to the Board.

Upon motion m9.d'" by Bruce Osborn, Seconded by Dale Remaly and made une.nimous
by Edward Shaw, the Board found the SUrve~ror's office inadequa.te and voted
to ',se the County Council Room for future meetings. In the same motion the
first Tuesday in the month at 9:00 a.m., was chosen for re~~lar meetings.

The Bo?:"'Cl. took under adv:J,sement sev",ral ditches subrnitted by the Suryeyor for
their consideration. The ditches included the following: J. B. ~nderson,

Hattie Arbegust, Dempsey Baker, James Kirkpatrick, ~Jellie Ball, Anson-Delphine,
Andrew P. Br0T".1!l, Abso12.T'1 Miller, E. lrv" AndreI-Is and Flo:-rd S. KersctL'1er ditches.
All of the above .rere requests f('~ maintenance.

It was called to the Board's attention that Tipton, Ind~ana had an efficient
D:::oainage BO'3,rd tha+· had been in operation s:tnce J.966 and that a trip to that
office on their re~~J.ar meet5nz 6p~r wouJ.d be ,')§ great assistance to one just
getting orsan~zed.

On motion made b~y B::-l"!.ce Osborn, sec0::J.deo. b:T Dale ReY:!aly End made unanimou:s b~:r

Edward Shaw the meeting Has aoj ourned.



~ULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD JANUARY 3rd, 1973.

The Tippecanoe County Drainage BOard held it's regular meeting on January 3rd, 1973 at
9:00 0' clock a.m., with the following members present: Bruce Osborn, Edward Shaw, Robert
Fields, Fred Hoffman, A. D. Ruth, Jr. and Gladys Ridder.
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Upon motion by Bruce Osbom, seconded by Robert Fields, Edward Shaw was elected Chairman
of the Board for the year 1973. Upon motion by Edward Shaw seconded by Bruce Osborn,
Robert Fields was elected Vice Chairman of theBoard. Upon motion by Bruce Osborn, seconded
by Edward Shaw, Gladys Ridder was again elected Secretary and Fred Hoffman was re-appointed
Attorney. All motions carried.

Upon motion of Edward Shaw, seconded by Robert Fields and made unanimous by Robert Fields,
the Board approved the minutes of the December 6th, 1972 meeting as read.

The following bids were accepted for 1973:
Corrugated Metal Pipe ---- Ladoga Culvert Division

Logansport Metal Culvert

Back Hoe

Drag Line

Fauber Construction Co.
Cohee Construction
Keiser and Keiser Contractors, Inc.

Fauber Construction Co.

Gladys RiElr, Exe. Secretary
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The Engineer opened the hearing on the Simeon Yeager ditch by reading his report and making
his recommendations to the Board. Mr. Willard Kolb was the only person appearing on the
Yeager ditch hearing. The ditch only drains 153 acres and the Board felt it would be foolish
to place any amount under $1.00 per acre assessment on this ditch. Mr. Kolb agreed so it
was moved by Bruce Osborn, seconded by Robert Fields and made unanimous by Edward Shaw to
esta~lish a $1.00 per acre assessment~

The Engineer opened the hearing on the James Vanderkleed ditch by reading his report and
making recommendations to the Board. Mr. Ruth read a letter from Joan and Dennis Jackson
stating that one half of the one acre they owri is under water most of the time and that
thi s ditch does not benefit them. Most of those present said about the same and although
they didn't have the vo~e of all to vacate indicated this was their wish.
The Board respected their wish and asked them to get the signatures of all and come back to
them it they wanted this ditch vacated.

The Engineer opened the hearing on the Dempsey Baker dit:cb hearing by reading his report
and making recommendations to the Board. One remonstrance was read. Most of those present
felt this ditch was in need of a maintenance fund being established although not all were
in favor of the $1.00 per acre assessment.
After much discussion Mr. Bruce Osborn moved to establish a $1.00 per acre assessment and
Robert Fields and Edward Shaw seconded the move.

The Engineer opened the hearing on the Moses Baker continued hearing Py reading his report
and suggesting to the Board that a very low assessment is all that would be needed for these
people had done a beautiful job of repairing their di tchat their own ~enses and labors.
The Board had given these people a year to do their own work as they had requested. The
Board was most satisfied wi. th the results and when they informed the Board that they had
nearly $2,000.00 left in a fund to do maintenance work the motion Was to establish a fund
for maintenance only when their money was depleted.
Motion carried.

Upon completion of the ditch hearings, the Board signed the Order and Findings and the
Certificates of Assessments on thos ditches where maintenance funds were established.

Upon motion made and carried the meeting adjourned.

~Shaw/ '

d--vr:,LgJ



SPECIAL t1EETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD AUGUST 65. )976

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Baordmet in a special meeting at 9:00 a.m., on August 25,
1976 in the County Council Room with the following members present: William Vanderveen, Bruce Osborn and
Gladys Ridder. Jeff Miller also sat in on the meeting.

Also in attendance were: Winfield Hentschel, John E. Fisher and Tho~as McCully.

The special meeting was called by Mr. Fisher to discuss the development of an area of
Wabash Township lying in the wat~~ of the ~empsey Baker legal drain. '

Mr. Fisher presented and discussed drawings of a proposed development of Purdue Research
Foundation with reference to soil types, water run-off, etc., in this watershed and surrounding areas. He
said because Hadley's lake had filled with silt over the years, it no longer held the amount of run-off
water that it used to do. Mr. Fisher suggested that the Board vacate the present Baker tile ditch that is in
very poor condition and replace it with an open drain. He said Mr. Arthur Stockton who also owns ground in
this watershed had indicated to him several times that he would prefer an open drain as now his drainage is
so poor.

Mr. Winfield Hentschel told the Board that Purdue Research Foundation was willing to build
and maintain the new open drain.

Mr. Vanderveen ask if Hadley lake overflows during heavy rains and he had seen it over
Morehouse road, how it affected the houses below it. The answer came that no doubt some of them at times did
have quite a water problem.

Mr. Vanderveen then asked if it was possible to use the proposed open drain as a detention
pond by using a series of small dams. Mr. Fisher said it not only is possible but a good way of slowing and
holding an abundance of water that comes during heavy rainfall.

Mr. Osborn said the Board's concern is always to protect all people in the watershed area
and to insure them proper drainage.

Mr. McCully said they would write an agreement and record it for the purpose of assuring
those others in the Baker watershed that they would always have use of the open drain.

Mr. Vanderveen asked the purpose of vacating the old Dempsey Baker ditch. Mr. Fisher said
mainly to get away from the 150 foot easement now placed on all legal drains.

Mr. Osborn said if you know the proceedure for vacating a legal drain, proceed.

Mr. Osborn moved the meeting be adjourned, motion seconded by Mr. Vanderveen.
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REGULAR DRAINAGE BOARD I1EETING OF OCTOBER 5, 1983

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met in regular session in the Community Meeting Room of the Tippe
canoe County Office Building on Wednesday, October 5, 1983 at 8:30 a.m.

In attendance: Eugene Moore, Acting Chairman; Sue Reser, Boa-rdmember; Fred Hoffman, Attorney; Michael
Spencer, Surveyor; George Schulte, Engineer; and Frances Bates, Secretary.

I Woodland Terrace l1obi1e Home Park - Phase 2.

Representatives: Richard Boehning, Attorney; and Robert Williams," Engineer.

I1r. Boehning reported that data requested by the Drainage Board at the September meeting bad been supplied
and that Mr. Schulte had received plans for both Phase 2 and Phase 3 in order to review the-overall drainage
design for the Park. He stated_that the request was now being made for preliminary and final approval on the
drainage system for Phase 2 and preliminary approval for Phase 3 in order to begin construction plans.

I1r. Schulte confirmed that a rough layout of Phase 3 had been submitted and that he had requested more
detailed plans of lots, etc. along with additional information to be noted on the Phase 2 construction plans.
Mr. Schulte recommended that the question of maintenance on the proposed detention area be addressed. Mr.
Boehning stated that the Park would be maintaining the detention area.

Michael Spencer requested that a notation as to the plans for erosion control be made on. the construction
plans since it was now late in the season for seeding. Mr. Williams could not state whether any erosion
measures would be accomplished this year, but had no objection to the notation being added to the plans.

Mr. Boehning requested clarification of areas in need of erosion controL. Mr. Scbulte explained the
drainage to be to the west through a culvert under Klondike Road with siltation to the west properties. It
is this area, he stated, in need of erosion control and to be so noted in the construction plans. Mr. Schulte
stated that requirements set up in the Drainage Ordinances, I.E. State Highway standards, were the guidelines
to be met for erosion control.

Mr. Spencer and Mr. Schulte conferred that plans to meet these requirements be noted in the construction
plans or so noted in an attached sheet and be rugde part of the contract for the construction project.

In answer to Mr. Spencer's question, Mr. Boehning stated that the Park does have its own maintenanoe
staff for upkeep of the grounds.

Mr. Schulte reported that calculations for the detention storage to be acceptable.

Fred Hoffman recommended that any approval given at this time be contingent upon making the discussed
additions to the plans and advised that the Board give authority fbr approval to I1r. Spencer and I1r. Schulte
after their verification of the required additions.

Sue Reser made the motion that Preliminary and Final Drainage Beard Approval be given to Woodland
Terrace l1obi1e Home Park- Phase 2, contingent upon the addition to the plans either by notation or letter
of the following: 1) Erosion Control Plans 2) Intent and Ability ~o maintain the detention area.

Eugene Moore seconded the motion.

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board gave Preliminary and Final Approval to Woodland Terrace Mobile
Home Park, Phase 2, contingent upon the above noted conditions~

I1r. Williams presented plans for Phase 3 of Woodland Terrace l1obi1e Home Park showing tbe lots and the
drainage system, however noting that pipes were not sized~

Mr. Schulte recommended that Preliminary Approval be given to Phase 3 since preliminary calculations
had been submitted.

Sue Reser made the motion that Preliminary Approval be given to Phase 3 of Woodland Terrace Mobile Home
Park. Eugene Moore seconded the motion.

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board gave Preliminary Approval to Woodland Terrace Mobile Home Park,
Phase 3.

II Purdue Industrial Research Park, Phase 2, Part I~

Representatives: Rex Bowman ~ Engineer; and Thomas McCully ,Attorney.

George Schulte reported that Rex Bo~an had!sub~itted plans on October 4, 1983, requesting Drainage
Board approval for a development in f'lest Lafayette. The area to be developed is north of Cumberland Ave.
and served by a tributary of the Dempsey Baker Ditch which drains into Hadley Lake.

Fred Hoffman noted drainage problems in this area due to Hadley Lake having no outlet and also noted
existing problems in the Cuppy McClure watershed area.

George Schulte reported that Purdue University had at one time plans to reconstruct the Dempsey Baker
Di tch, but these plans had never been realized. Mr. Schulte explained that the Purdue Industrial Research
Park plans were to develop three lots with a temporary detention basin. He stated the release rate to remain
the same with plans to move the basin as needed with future deve·lopment. Mr. Schulte stated that he could
voice no objection to the development as long as there was no increase in runoff.

Fred Hoffman advised that maintenance responsibility be defined to protect the Hadley Lake area from
further problems aad to provide adequate drainage maintenance for the lots sold~ He recommended that an
open-ended maintenance bond be obtained from the University and that it remain in effect as long as the
pond exists.

It was agreed due to the recommendation of the Drainage-Engineer and of legal counsel that no final
approval be given at this time. The need for construction plans, for final calculations, and for a main
tenance bond were noted. George Schulte also noted the need to revise the basin plans from a 25 year to a
100 year return period. It was recommended that approval be requested at a later date after final plans
and calculations had been submitted.

Rex Bowman explained that the actual development would only :includel~acres,with 4 acres on the front
to be retained by the University for a laboratory, drainage plans to consist of a dam on a swail with a pipe
running underneath, and these plans to be revised with future development of Part 2.

Woodland
Terrace
Nobile

Purdue
Industrial
Research
Park



R~qu1ar Drainage Board Meeting - October 5, 1983 (cont.)

Mr. Schulte clarified the need for construction plans to be submitted and for as-bui1ts and certification
to follow upon completion, even though this is a temporary basin.

Mr. Bowman stated the development to be within west Lafay~tte City limits and that city approval had
been given. He noted an Area Plan Commission meeting to be that evening on this deve1opment,and requested
Drainage Board approval in order to begin road construction on Monday. H~ ask~d if a letter stating deten
tion pond siz~, intent to furnish as-bui1ts, and statement of maintenance in the purchase agreement would
suffice to meet Drainage Board needs.

Thomas McCully, Attorney, stated that a transferrable maintenance bond would be drawn up in the Area
Plan format and submitted to lir. Hoffman for approval. He also stated that final construction plans would
be drawn up and submi tted.

Sue Reser made the motion that conditional approval be given to Purdue Industrial Research Park, Phase
2, Part I, contingent upon the submission of a maintenance bond and the final construction plans. Final
approval not to b~ given until the Drainage Engineer and County Surveyor had verifi~d the meeting of th~s~

condi tions.

Eugene Moore seconded the motion.

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board granted conditional approval to purdue Industrial R~s~arch Park,
Phase 2, Part I.

Th~ regular m~eting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board was adjourned at 9:05 a.m.

Ala'
~~~"",cf~

Bruc~ Osborn, Chairman Eugene Moore, Boardmember

ATTEST:

C 01\ ~\..
~. ,:'1."•.., -

Sue R~s~r, Boardm~mber

e5f~~d:w
Franc~s Bat~s, Secretary



TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
WEDNESDAY OCTOBER 5. 1988, Regular Meeting

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board meL Wednesday? October 5, 1988
CO~2unity Meeting room of the Tippecanoe County Office Buildi.ng, 20
LafayeLte, Indiana.

at 9:00 A~M. in the
North Third Srreet;

Bruce V. Osborn chairman, called the meeting ~o order with the following being present:
Eugene R. Moore and Sue W. Scholer, Boardmembers; Michael J. Spencer Surveyor; u.
Frederick Hoffman Attorney; and Maralyn D~ ~urner Executive Secretary.

QUAIL RIDGE SUBDIVISION

John Fisher represen~ing Subdivision developer ana 'Joe Bumbleburg a~torney for developer
requested Preliminary and Final Drainage. Subdivision is located on the south side of
County Road 600 North, approximately 1/4 mile East of U.S. 231, in Tippecanoe Township.
Subdivision consists of 13 acres which is being far~ed. James Andrews and -John
Schue~ann are developers. ?resent2~~on was ~ade of plans. Adjoining property owner l1r~

Hunt has a 30!wide grass waterway this is where the water goes now, they pJ.an to
discha~ge in the same positio~ as it is now at the same rate. Watershed area would
~~U~~'.dS~_:'~'-1~_~'.~~_',.cf~:.;6.00 acres as ~hey are picking up 3 acres from the existing Prophets Reck
_ ~ ._ ~6 The off-site drainage has been included in che detention storace
requirements for Quail Ridge Subdivision. Presenta~ion is cn file.

Mr. Hoff~an asked: Thers is no retention pond? Mr~ Fisher answered yes~

Michael Spencer asked if they had Construction Plans? Hr. Fisher answered they wou~a be
finished tomorrcw{Octooer 6, 1938)

M~. Hoffman asked would ~~ere be any Jl0re water 2rossing Mr. HuntJs proper~y than there
is new, and no areater sneed? Mr. Fisher answered there vJould be no more water and no
more speed.

Mr. Hcffrran aSKed who was going LO Iaintain? Homeowners Association ccvena~ts. Mr~

Hoffman asked if ~h€ Cou~ty had an access to iL. and under the covenan~s Coun~y would
have the rights to go in ~nd clean i~ out if it isn't maiDtained~ Mr~ Bumblenurg stated
if ~ha~ is what the board wants ~hey will pu~ i~ in the covenan~s. Mr. Hcffrran s~ated

that in t2e covenan~s ~r snCULO be stated if the HOi~eowners don t do it, ~haG the CounGY
has ~he right to co~e on ~n anc do it and assess i~ agains~ ~he Homeownersp

Michael Spencer asked 2DOU~ ~De ve~oclty at the outlet pipe downstream. John answered
be~ween 4 and 5 reet. Michael asked about rip-rap to make sure there would be no
erosion to the waterway. Discussion on rip-rap and erosion~

QUAIL
RIDGE
SUBOIV
ISION

Michael asked if ~hey had an emergency overflow st~ucture?

l1ichael asked if they had erosion cODGrol plan during construction?
answered they would be a part of the Cons~ruction Plans.

Mr~ Fisher

Bruce Osbo~n asked if they v!anted Preliminary and Final approval with conditions
~entioned?

long as they put the maintenance

that the board have construction plansMichael Spencer stated GnaL ccndi~ions would be
and approved by the regular check point agency.
he had no problems with the system presented as
agree~ents in the covenants.

This is standard. M~. Hoff~an stated

Eugene R, Moore ~cve to give QU2il Ridge SUbdivision approval to final plans with the
restric~ions that the ccnstruc~ion plans are submi~ted and approved with the covenants,
seconded by Sue W. Scholer, unanimous approval.

MCCUTCHEON HEIGHTS SUBDIVISION PART II

John Fisher representing developer stated thlS was the final portion of the subdivision.
flr. Fisher had thought they had received Preli2inary and Final approval with the
condi~ions of ge~tinq ~he easements r ~herefore before Construction Plans can be approved
the Draina~e Board has to give approval. Michael s~ated he was under the impression
that al: they had to do was su~ply the board with the eaS28ents. Reading the minutes
this was incorrect. Michael stated the siqned easements have been recorded. The only
thing that has ~o be done is have a neaYing to establish th legal drain for that
secticn of t1cC~tcheon Heigh~s. There are 40-45 lots. Die Boehning is the attorney.
Michae~ asked Mr. Fisher to get hi8 a copy of the Construct on Plans of the storr

MCCUTCHEO
N S.D.
PART II

drainage system. Petition has been £i~ed. n'· .LlSCUSSlcn.

Sue W~ Scholer ~oved to grant finaJ. Dra nags Board approval for McCutcheon Heights
SUbdivision Part II and a letter be sen for the hearing ~o create the legal
drain.seconded by Eugene R. Moors r unan fiOUS approval~



Drainage Board Regular Meeting OctoberS, 1988 Continued

.lURDUE
lNDUSTRIAL
.lARK
'ART II
PHASE II

Daniel Pusey rep~8sen~i~g P~rdu2 Research ?:)und~ticD prese~~ d p~ans of ~h

impacted by the of the Purdue Indus~rial Researc Park Phase I
is ~eiDq c8nstructed for ~~e Whi~ pool Corporat

area

on
needed i2prove=en~s are the stars water =anagament. The erect ha.s been ·'lnder- discussion.
for several years. Histori~a~ the Hadley Lake basin has been one ~ithcut an outle~r and
as the a~ea has been developed discussion of things to be done and thinqs not done ever
~he years. With ~he Research Park development ~t cas qiven an opportunity to look and
imple~ent a par~ of a ~aS~2r

op~ions. One was to acquire
Creek system. The other was
because of the cost and loc~

plan that TJas developed a few years back. There were two
right-of-way and by pass Hadley Lake and go ineo Burnet~s

to 1~I01:'k a.s a -?a:::.~"C of t,he '':?2'1012 cor;::T~unii:~:'" dsvelopment.
at ~tilizing and deve~opinq around Hadley's Lake as a

drainage basin fro~ ~he water lanaGereent stand point Aerial pno~os as far back as 1939
show t~at a~ one ~i~e ~here was a positive ou~le~ to H2dl ey J s Lake. and ta:kin~ with
property owners there was at one ~iIe a tile underneath Morehouse read tha~ went ou~

across farm fields, over the period of years these have either pl~gged ~p or got c~t

off. Biggest contributory to the ~')rcbl'~~27: 'i'las th'; C".lr-py,ij:-lcClu:ce syste}~: \n:r:~ich. 'c2kes a
large portion of West Lafayette,north part of ~he Purdue Go~f Cc~rse ~~~ Pu:due Dairy,
basically Lindberg Read area north into Hadley's ~ake/ this an~ a periodic
flooding of Indian Creek Valley coming t~e syste~ presents a very large proble~.

With the State Industrial Development Grant Procra~ ~~ t~e Whirlpoo2 Corporation project
comi~g to the Research P~rk West Lafayette has bee~ a 5350 000.00 infrastructure
ara~t i~ the na~e of Whirlpool becaLse of the added obs create6 by Whirlpool.

Worki2g with an inter governsental agreement between the County and the City (City lS

set up to 2dministerj. A request for ?roposal was put out by Lhe City to lodel ara
determine what the capacity downstream is in the ditch syste~ that flows 2ve~tually into
Burnetts Creek. This will help the future development in the Cuppy/McClure system and
Dempsey Baker system. The De~psay Baker system (legal drain) starts (doesn1t g8 into
~hs Lake and goes acress the Cesetery comes back into Purdue ReS2arch across 350 Nor~h

~\id ~oint of Yeag2r Roadl Cu~berland Avenue comi~g U9 in the F8ur Season Apart~ent area.
Mr. Pusey gave ~he rOUte of the ~wc lecal drains.

T~2i~ plan is lookinc at a part of the Master ?lan. Much presen~a~ion.

The Third Drai~age bas~n consists of 79 Acres/ a line f~om the Intersection c£
CU~lberlaDd Aven~e and 52 nort~ ~o 350 North goes to the Sale~ Court Houss area s~al~

area to ~h2 south Qraini~g into the Cuppy/McClure svstes through Research Park Phase
Major design has 6een done for this area.

The f~urth area Morehouse Road! US 52, ana a little bi~ of CumbeYland Avenue. This a~e2

has history and has affected the e~tire area. A~ one tiLe it drained out 2nd had no
water in ~he area. The pond is a product of construction when 52 was widened, used as a
borrowed area for the State Highway Department. This 2C~S as a storage area fer R

portion of ~he area. Historically the south tip was a low area ~hat drained part of the
80 acres Purdue Research owns, came dow~ and drained across undernea~h 52 into ~he

Cuppy/McClure system. The area ~nder an agreement with the Sta~e Highway cont~2ctcrs

filled in ~he area and alte~ed ~he drai~age pattern area owned by Mr. Wastl~ The fill
is set up so that water drains toward 52 and not onto the property of Purd~e Research :0
the wes~~ Much ~ore presen~atio~ of the area

the east property line of the cenletery down
run off, if the area flooded which it has,

A~ outlet was created along cornon boundary a
to ~he north 42X29 corrugated metal pipe

The fou~th area was done by the State.
pro~iDent swale is there. the swale goes
underneath 350 north swale proceeds down
over the Baker legal drain. The surface
surface course above the Baker ditch and
i~peded the surface drainage"

fellows on CUT: This ~as been al~8red too.
the
and

Present water elevations of tte pond 680.54, ~he culvert under 350 North 680.50, there
is a ber~ that 2aintains the W2.ter in the pond. Michae2 stated there is lower gyound
between Purdue Research property line and the berm. (back of Butcher Block) With the
alr:eration of the drain by the 52 construction and filling operation forced part of
?urdue ~2search into another area,so in their design they need to accosplish two thinos.

Need to get 802e infrastruc~ure up to the Whirlpool si~e, ons being sanitary
sewer,which needed some cover. 2. They felt their prudent management system of their
sub-drainaqe basin was T:O make sure a1: the storm wa~e~ would be sa~ntained on their
proper:y. They are cons~ruc~ing a cover over the s~or~ and sani~ary sewer along their
west boundary property line 80· wide easemen~ which will maintain and keep the rUll off
as their area is developed i~ the future into their sub-drainage area and :essen the
i~pacc that was caused by the altera~icn. MakinG more flexibility.
Much more ~resentation~

Mr_ Pusey presented figures f~~ the fu~ure at the inlet box.

Sizing of the ?ond is based on ~he p~esent condi~ionsr that being utilizing ~he existing
storm tile that is ~here wi~~ its release ~ate of 3 cfs, because of tha~ release rate
~hey had ~o oversize the detention area to serve the 2rea in a d2veloDed stage.

Pre-design for a 10 year would be 83 cis.

Presen~a~ion of sub-drainage was given.

Mr. Eoff~an asked what they wanted today f~om Lhe boa~d? Approv21 of the storaqe for
Purdue Research. They wanted to present a llas~er Plan of water management that was to
fit in with the Wes~ Lafayette City~



October 5, 1988 Drainage Board Meeting - Purdue Industrial Park Part II Phase II - Continued

The dsvelop~en~ of the Researc~ Park has spurred fundinc ~o help do ~tis,

Carolyn Locher property owner asked Mr. Pusey ~o exp~ain what would be done in regards
to ~he u~ilities. Explana~ion was give~.

John Burgert asked if at ~his tire there is no widening of 350 west of ~he wes~

boundary. Answer by Mr. Pusey was tha~ some widening has been done by the County
Highway!but is still rwo lanes. Part of the agreement wi~h the county with the
Industries co~ing in, Whirlpool provided funding for the imprOV22ent in the raads.
George Schulte Highway Engineer decision was to add a ~wo foot strip on each side with
some drainage i~prove~enLs wi~h so~e structures adding four inches of binder, next
spring a new scrface of 1'; of surface re-stripping it Drive way approaches were
iLprovea. Mr. Burgett asked if the pipes weye stil: sou~h of the pavement, in the two
lane area? Answer-Yes. JOhL Burget~ asked what area does he figure the holding pond is
going ~o drain? 80 acres. Pond is being construc~ed ~o maintain stor~ water ~anagemen~

iros the improved 80 acres under the given pr2sen~ condition, the area around it{to the
east) is still being raintained as a na~ural area. Explanation continued.

Mr. Burgett asksa if he was correCL. The two holding basins,stor~ sewer basins being
constructed on the nort~ south of 350 N o~ west line are about 6S5,curb i.nlet and the
bottom of the conduit was 680 so there is a 5~ difference between them. What sort of a
s~ructure appears in ~he bot torr 2rea? Bottom of the low outlet in to the legal drain is
670,paved inlet. What happens when you go east of 350 from the metal corr~crated condLit
as you approach ~he tWO basins. It is a curb and cutter, curb inlet handles the road.
Michael stated what Mr. B~rgett is asking is the differe~c2 between the flow line of the
corrugated metal pipe on how your going to slope the ground to get up to the basin.
County is widening and extenci~g the cor~ug2ted pipe. Both sides~ Explanation and
discussio~ con~i~ued. Rip-rap will be put in.

Mr. Osbor~ asked what are you askina fc~ today? Approval of the concept and the
Ccns~ruction Plans for the 80 acres.

Michael Spencer stated the water surface eleva~ion is ~uch closer to ~he structure
elevation. Proble~ is ne GlQ no~ ~ealize there was berm around the existing lake. It
is about 4 1 higher than ~~e water elevation, it wiil have to get that high before it
will run ever and even get to the overflow structure. Mr. Burget~ s~ated the lake is
down. Mr. Burgett1s concern was that the lake could get higher than ~he basin. Mic~ael

s~ated if this happened i~ would be held J.n ~nere by the ber~. The berm is 6-8 1 wide.
Mr. Hoffman asked if it WOLld wash out? NO.

Mr. Burgett asked about the moratorius agalDst any more construction in ~he

triangle,based on the new numbe~s does ~hat Dean that there is no longer a
~oratorium,because of drainage?

Michael Spencer sta~ed ~he moratorium Mr. Burgett is talking about is anything
co~~riburcry to Eadley Lake? The board has stated they did net want any ~ore

development in the Hadley Lake watershed are? until an outlet W2S provided for the lake,
hopefully ~he ~echanisL is in place now ro previde that and funding for it would be a
state gyant. Sue W. Scholer sta~ed hopefully that is correct. There are alot of
procedures ~hat have to go ~hrough Drainage Board. Mrs. Sharon Burqe~t asked if they
were ,-alkinG about a small or large project? Mr. Hoffman answered, a large project.
Dan Pusey asked if she Dean~ in ~heir water area? Yes construction in ~heir watershed
area. This will have to be evaluated. Discussion. Mr. Hoff~an explained ordinance,

Mr. Burgett asked if there was any federal, Corps of Engineers, or state impact done on
this structure? Al~ environmental things were checked OUt. No wildlife.

Sue W. Scholer asked ~- Michael had any questions about the project for approval. No.
Disc~ssion continued.

Sue W, Scholer ~oved to qive preliminary approval and approval of construction plans for
the detention facilities as presented to Pu~due Industrial Park Phase II Part
II/seconded by Eugene R. Moore, unanimo~s approval.

500 East, State Road 26 East/200 South

Lamar Ziegler engineer w~t~ Clyde Williams & Associates, Inc. presented Drainage s~~dy

for County Road 500 East asked for Drainage approval fo~ proposed highway improve~en~ on
Coun~y Road 500 Eas~ from the te~minus of Project RS-9179(ll County Road 475 East at a
point approximately 2,:00 feet north of County Road 200 South to State Road 26. t1r.
Ziegler handed out a detailed repor~ which he went through. There are four drain~ge

area within the project liITits on 500 East. Segment A, Segment B, Seg~ent C and Segrrent
D. Water f~ows to and percola~es in~o the Felbaur Fork of the Berlowitz Ditch.
?resentaticn is on fi~e.

500 East
State Road
26 East
200 South

Proposed road i~p~ovements wil~ ccnsist of
~1 foet graded shoulders (10 foot paved).
throughout.

two concrete travel lanes l2 race wide
Type IIX fi underdrains will be provided

with

Drainage i?provements are proposed on the same segmen~s. This is on file. Segment A.
fro~ north end of County Road 475 to the Halsmer HilJ_ will drain down to the Felbaum
branch of the Berlowitz Ditch, they are not proposing to make any direc~ co~nection in~o

the Ditch, they are proposing LO install a elipical pipe under County Road 500 East, so
the water that now collects on the wes~ side of the road can travel under the road
ov rlana eventually reaching the Wildcat Creek. Essentially no change in the drai~aqe

pa ~ern that exists there now. Because the impact of the proposed improvements is so
sl ghtly--only 1 cfs for a 50 year sto~m event the overall effects is ccnsidere6
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neg'ig ble and ~herero~e. no fu~ther routine O~ detainage or flow is considered for
Sea2en ~ They used runoff rates for 10 year/50 year and 100 year stor~ e~7ent

criter a due to the ~act ~hat this area is almost all aq~icul~ure in nature and is not
impacted at ~his time by flooding condicions and heavy ~un-off.

Mr. Hoffman asked how much addi~ional ~ight-of-way

additional acres in the drainage brought on by the
through 2cstly eff the east side.

is there going ~o be?
~dditicnal right-ai-way

A:r:swer-T'dO
2.11 tr.'.f3 \/~ay

SEgrnen~ B will drain 540.69 acres.drainaqe pattern will run she same, however
into ,~ small problem in t:he c:;;' "-' r1y n'''r of 500E a..-.6 i 0'-\ c::,..,,··-th '0-; ""k; ra U'~' r-r-
ri::rht-cf-~,vay they intercept ;,...v;;;~ ;light" s\"jale~tth~tv t~;~s-Lto~v~~d-'-~he ~j";~~-of-·'/!ay :r-,en
~urns east!~hey in~ercep~ that an bring it O~ to County right-ai-way, increasing the
runoff rate. They have proposed ~o install de~ent~on into Coun~y Road 500 East and iCC
Sourh area. Two detention will be put on che eas~ side of 500 East a~d one detention on
the Northwest quadran of 500 Eas~. 100 year Stor~ runoff is reduced to 49 cis because
of de~enticn areas whic~l is equal to the 50 year existing runoff conditions~ The
detention areas will basically consist of the storing water in ~he existing side ditches
with the exception of the NW corner which the side ditch will be widened in order to
have enough s~or2ge. The :and is very low and dikes will be required ~o keep ~he wat2~

in ~~e di~ch. The cnly positive outlet is to the Berlowitz dit~h. Once tIle-water has
flowed through the detention areas it wi~l flow to the SW quad~on where it will access
the Berlowitz di~ch by a bee hive inlet that exists there now. Project will move the
connection fur~her away from ~he road way providing a new inle~ to the pipe. Within
their rights of way limi~s they will replace both the Felbaum and the mai~ branch
tiles with new tiles. Mr. Osborn stated or any other unknown tile that may exist there
now. As they are found during construction they will consult with Michael Spencer 2S r0

the position of where the field tiles should be.

Segment C runs ~orth of =-65 up to the drive way for Fassnac~t property~ This area
increases to 40.37 acres, water will collect in ~he side ditches and wi:l flow scuth a~d

run directly into I-65 ditch, run t~s water froD the wes~ di~ch ~o the east ditch
Because of ~he ground conditions the proposed conditions will decrease the ~unoff raT.e
to 1 cfs. 50 year Storm eV2n~ from 80 cfs to 79 cfs.

Seoment D is a small area 50 year existing runoff rate is only 4 3 cfs a~d ~~e proposed
50 year runoff is 5.7 cfs. Water flowing in the area flew into each of ~he side ditches
r~ns ~orth to State Road 26 ditches on the south side of 26 and flows away fron: County
Road 500 East project. The amount of flow is very small the difference is just a li~~le

over 1 cis and the size of the ditches makes detent~on virtually and p~actical as the
ditches are shallow and T-here is no place to store the water, it is their recommendation
no further detention be co~sid2red for this basin. Maps ard calculations are included
in the report and are on rile in the Surveyorls office.

Bruce asked if Lamar had consul~ed wi~h George Schulte Highway Engineer? He has
consultec with George. Lamar stated George nad com~ents and they have been incorpor2ted
into the report presented.

l1ichael Spencer only comment was ~c confirm the boards position on the outlet of the
road projects and the county tile drains. Donlt want ~o impact any more pl'oblerrs than
there is in the watershed area now. There is an existing catch basin into the 5erlowi~z

main tile at chs intersection of 500 East and McCarty Lane. Bruce asked if Michael was
going to ask for a positive outlet? Discussion.

Lamar Ziegler s~ated they ran a survey on ~orth side of 100 South straight East fro2 the
intersection ~o ~he InterstaLc di~ches which is the only positive outlet that exist, per
Michael's request. They found the existing land at t~e intersec~ion is .4 a feot lower
than the grade In the InrBrs~ace di~cn, therefore there is no posi~ive ou~le~

Mr. Hoff~an asked if this was where Shaw ran the waterway? Mr~ Hoffma~ asked how much
additional right-at-way is rhis going to be taken? ~ighc-of-way shown ~n ~ons~rUctlon

plans ~here is an existing 25 feee ~hey are requirinq about 100 feet total so this would
be about 50 additi8nal feet ~·cu canj~ say ~hat it is 2S fest on each side of the road
because on the sou~h side of ~he Interstate ~hey are widening to che eas~ side off
setting the road slightly as is 475 825: is coming into i~, so there is about 32 feet
taken off che wes~ sids,difference is ~ade up on the east side. There!s 10 feeL sore
on the west th2n the east side. ~he right-of-way is SUbj2C~ to ~he Drainage Board
action bare ~cday, as wha~ is decided by the Board affects how much right-of- way is
reC;:;.lired"

Hr.Hoffman asked if ~he landowners w~o Wl~~ De affected by the right-ai-way had been
~o~ifiea? Michael stared not to his knowledge. Mr. Hoffman stated they should ~e

notified. Sue Scholer asked how soon will they be notified? Mr" Ziegler stated prior
to the ti28 they started their preliminary survey in f 1988 rhey sent notices to all
property owners indicating that this project was to unfold and t~er2 would be
some trespass on their land to conduct the survey and there ~ould be some additional
right-af-way required~ After approval today Lhey will ~e able to finish Lne right-sf
'\-vay plans in apprc,ximately 10 days, '\;.;rhich y,7ill al16H ther~: to proceed !;;-!i ~_h t.he
acquisition process. Bruce Osborn asked what advise Mr. Hoff~an had. he sta~ed he really
shouldn'~ give any advise as ne represents two property owners affected by t~is project,
Lafayette National Bank as Trustee for Mary K, OiFarrell 2TId Richard Shaw partnership.
Bruce stated were ~o~ talking about Drainage Board acquisition~ Mr. Hoffman stated the
drainage is going ~o affect whatever has to be done. Bruce asked which comes first?
Mr. Hoffman sta~ed again they should b notified from both the drainage and highway
stand point. Appraisal process wi~l s art i~ two weeks. one of ~he requirereents is ~hat

the appr is r before he inspecrs the s te pus con~act the owner no t~e owners
represen at ves to acco~pany Ghe appra ser wi 1 have tis pla~s wi h hi~ to expla~~ ~:1e

iffipac~ 0 L e DrojeCt and if necessary an enq neer can accorrpany he appraiser to



sure the aw was followed. Discussion.

Sue w~ Scholer moved to give preli~inary and final approval on ~ne Drainaqe Plans for
Coun~y Road 500 East to State Road 26 / 200 South,seconded by Eugene R. Moore, unanimous
approval.

STATE ROAD 38/US 52 TO ELL:OTT DITCH

Robin Thompson ~2presentinq Craig & McKneight:lnc. who has been sub-contracted by the
Sta~e to do ~he road design fer S~a~e 38/US 52 to East of Elliot~ Ditch. Purpose of the
report today is to summarize wha~ they plan to de with ~he drainage along this area and
to asK for prellm~nary dralnage approval. Upon that apprcval they will. submi~

prelininary right-of-way plans to the State and go to design hearing, after state
conments from the hearing they ask for final approval.

Sue . Scholer asked if they had a date for that hearing? No date has been set, they
feel it will be within the month of October~

Mr. Thompson sta~ed the Drainage Ordinance requires that for new development, the 100
year post-developmsnt storm runoff TI~US~ be detained while the lO-year predeveloped stars
runoff may be discharged. Tne nlgnway lmprovements are co~sidered new development.
therefore the proposed drainage system has been designed to meet this ordinance. The
report has been broken down into four parts corresponding to four different drainage
areas in the projec~. The water is either detained in a pend or in the road side
ditches to assure the county ordinance is met. Three of the four areas will discharge
inLo Elliott Ditch while the fourth will discharge into Wilson Branch. Area has been
broken down into four areas, A.B.C.& D.~

Area A will drain to Wilson di~ch, ~he area has been nroken down to two subareas. This
area is ~he highways righ~-of way from the intersection of U.S~ 52 to apprcxipately 400
feet Sas~ of Wilson 0itch. ~h~ ~~de\'eloped area is 13 acres. The subarea wes~ of
Wilson Ditch contains 12 acres and ~he subarea east of Hilscn Ditch contains a acre. The
runoff in the subarea eas~ of Wilson Ditch flo~~s directly into Wilson Ditch~ The
subarea west of Filson Ditch will be detained in a detention pond which will De
constructed on ~he south side of S.R. 38 adjacent to Wilson Ditch. The outlet pipe from
the pond will discharge directly into Wilson Ditch at a peak flow rate of about 6 cis.
The bo~ton: of the pond wil: be at elevation 644 wi~h a hignwater elevation of 648. This
a~~ows 2 feet of freeboard to ~he tep of bank. A flap gate will be required on the
outlet pipe ~o preven~ back flow through the pipe into ~he pond as the water level in
Wilson D~tch gets higher. A detention po~d will be pu~ in the area of the Skating Rink.
Bruce Osborn asked if this was off the easement? Yes. Discussion.

STATE ROAD
38/US 52
to Elliott
Ditch '

Area 3 i~cludes approximately 315 acres
acres from the Creasey Lane Extension.
area is about 35 cfs. The predeveloped
required detention for S~R. 38 abou~ 27

from Basin 13, 13 acres from S.R. 38, and 4
The developed lOO-year flow for S.R~ 38 in this
lO-year flow is about 8 cfs~ This ~akes thecfs

The s~ate proposed funding or an outlet ditch fror S.R~38 to the twin 66 inch pipes
presently under construction. This ditch will be used as a detention area for S Ro 38
water. The peak lOO-year flow frore Basin 13, S.R. 38, and the Creasey Lane Extension is
about 182 cfs. After storage in ~he proposed ditch, the peak flow into Elliott Ditch is
reduced ~o about 151 crs. This is a net storage of 31 cis which exceeds the required
storage. To gain this storage, the ~win 65 inch pipes will be llchoked: down at the
inlet to ~win 48 inch pipes. This will detain ~he amount of water while mainr.aining ~he

water elevation well within ditch banks.
Michael asked if ~hey had talked co the City about tha~ 48 ii pipe sticking into their 66
pipe? Todd Frauhiger stated they had ~alked to Hawkins Environmental Associates about
~~is. The reason ~hey have ~Q decrease this 66 J

' pipes is ttat when they were origiJal
sized they were sized to ca~ch all the water from Basin 13 and the Creasey Lane
ex~ensicn as well as all the water from S~Ro 38. Without decreasing those pipes you
would have all ~he water with lOO-year storm from all those areas flowing directly
thyough the 66 il pipe with no de~ention a"C. all. Decreasing to 48!l gets them do'{qn to the
deten~ion which exceeds what they needed for S.R. 38. They could be detaining some Basin
13 wa~er or Creasey Lane wate~r there is no way to ~ell. They did match what they
needed fer S.R. 38.

Michael Spence~ asked how they feel 2bo~t those 48:; plpes ~n tne e~d? Todd answered
they had no problems with ~hem at all.

Mr. Hoff~Lan asked if it was going to have any affest on the parts where they a~e no~

going to let the water flow thro~gh!area ncrth~ Answer r it should help improve it.

Sue W. Scholer stated they are not showing it as acquisition. Todd answered~ Through
discussion with Michael Spencer the City has acquired a 60; easement along the Creasey
Lane extension: and have alread,y contracted to put in the twin 66;' pipes, which is under
construc~ion. Michael pointed out that the Ci~y has put them in. Basically there is a
problem existing which no one -knew (city or countyl how ~he ou~let pipe from S. R. 38
was going to be constructed in ~he 60\ ease2snt down to the pipes. Since the State
needed a detention pond they ~greed ~o construc~ a ditch and use it as detention

;~~~;:~~~wa~O~; ~;a~;;;~;u~~~;~,as;i~~~~~~~~n~~:l;;i;~et;t~;~ ~~:yn~~eg~o~~; ;~ef~~~te
the co~st uc~ion. Whoever owns tha~ easement will hire 2 contYactor t 00 ~he

construct on of the ditch. Michael stated this would ~e a City projec tate WOll d
ay the C ty and the City pay th ontractor. Todd sta~ed ~he side di cn s 20 1 bo ~om,

2' deep 3-1 side slopes, and 1 0 long. Its a ~assive project. Mr. Hof man aske ~~

here was going to be a guard ra 1 Yes.
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October 5, 1988 Drainage Board Meeting continued - State Road ?8 -US 52 to Elliott Ditch

Tsdd pointed out whoever is ~Qs~-n~~- Creasey ~ane ex~e~sior_.,
along the edge of Creasey La;;,~h~~i~ assu~inq theY are awa~e
guard rall. For Sta~e Road 38 everything is 6K. ~

t~e di~~h wi:l ~? r~n~i~o

of the size aT~d Deed fer

Bruce V. Osborn chairsan, had anoTher
to chair the seeting in his absence.

and asked Eugene R. Moore Vice-Chair~an

Proposal The runoff rrom tnis area T,~~ll J:):,~ ~. ~, 20-,--- .~ reLalnsa In a . foot bottom ditch fro~ Sta
:6'~_~~+aO~_I~.. t~._._~~t~,c·.plv~4~.:_j+~.. ~._.. :_.lp~~'-en.~~.-'a~~.o-_~ ~,~,1~8~_~_'_~_-"_:O~O.ill of ~he r~~en~~on di~ch will h~ a~ ~~~v~t~on'
~~ LI~ ~'~- ~ - •• ; ~~"y ~_ \' ~~ .~ _~ ~a" ,- The eXis~ing-~iie wili be ~t~~i~~dc~~ ~.~ l

slowly drain the runoff away from the ditch. ~hey ~ropose to find the field tile when
construction starts. will put a little 0- h b' .
it ir the pOLd and se~er out, this will st~~~e2~~t~he aSln wlth a gra~e OE it, stick
a little pipe that will ~nt~ " '- water with no runoff except for
elevation of 644.3 . ,_., ~ tne eX1St The retention ditch will reach an

Rt tne l.O yeaY stor~ Tllis gives a freeboard of 0.2 feet.

Proposal is ~o take runoff from L~is a~ea and detai~ in t~e roadside Q~~cn along ~he

Area D is the St2~e s
Existing right~of-way

50u~h side of S.R, 38.

right-af-way from approxirately S~a.197+00 to Elliott Ditch
is approximately 2 acres and the proposed right-ai-way is

This will be a four lane road with shoulders and side ditches.

The di~ch a:org the nor~h side wlll flow s.
~. 38 in~o the south side d~~ch. The o~tlet pins fro~ direc~ly

into Ellio~t Di~ch at a peak flew ra~e of about 4 cfs. The elevation at the outle~ will
be 646 wirh a peak ponding elevation o~ 553.7. T~is will al:ow abour 1.5 fee~ of
freeboard. A flap gate wil: be r2qui~ed en the out:et pipe to prever~ back flow ~hrough

the pipe into the pond as the water ~.2vel i~ Ellio~t Jitc~ gets higher.

Report is orr file.

Michael stated everything looks fi~e. howeve~ here are some ques~ions in ~ne area ~f

the ditch. Michael would like to get with Hawkins Environmental for disC1lssion to ~a~e

sure eve~ythinc is O~ and get it ~n writing from ?awkins cha everythillg is OK

Hr. Hcffsan aqreed with Michael to get i~ in writing regarding the pipes and the di~ch.

Todd stated they have had conv2rsatio~ with Hawki~s i~ regards to t~e pipes and ditch in
the projec~~

The erosion control ~eeded in the area will neat State Hiqhway s~andards. Straw cales
in ~he di~ches.slcpes too stee? they will put ~he erosion fabric in and stake it down.
Mr. Thompson sta~ed there should bs no problem. ~h2 discharge of pipes are 4-5 cfs.
They wil~ be ~ore often under wqte~. That will disp2te the veloci~y comin~ out!
~herefore they do not a~ticipate 2~Y eYosio~.

Sue W. Scholer ~cved to gran~ preli~inary approval for Drainage Plans as presen~ed for
S.R. 38 from U S. 52 to Ellio~t Ditch, seconded by E11gene R. Moore unanimous a~~~ava~.

?odd Frauhiger stated chey will ge~ the ~ight-of-way plans submit~ed, qet ~he final
construction plans, then co~e back and veri=y that Wh2t was presented e2rlie~ ~as been
put i~to ~he final construction plans and ask for final approval.

~r. Thompson sta~ed all inlets would be _ocated.

ORCEAR0 PARK/HERITAGE BANK

Mic~ae: Spencer has been in co~~act with the Farmers & ~erc~a~ts S~2te Bank of

has talked wit~ ~h2m6 ~hey have supplied the boa~d with document that says they
have insura~c2 ~hat will cO~7er any OCCLrrence rela~ed to that drainage facility_ has
~et wi~h Mr. 30ffman's approval. Based on tiis, Michael recom;'ended the board ~ive

anproval of the bank being built on ~he loca~ion. Michael stated this ~estricted

COV2~2n~ needs to be reco~ded with the pla~,

Orchard
Park
Heritage
Bank Dar~in~ton in reqards to the detention pond undcrnsath the power lines. Free Hoff~an

Drainage
Ordinance

Sue W. Scholer ~oved to qra~t final approva} of the d~ainaqe p12n and glV2 the Bank
permission to b~ild the branch b3nk on the location reques~ed. subject co receiving and
~avinq the restric~ive covenant recorded wi~h tne plat!seconded by Eugene R. Nocre.
unanlmous approval.

DRAIHAGE ORDINANCE
Sue W. Scholer asked where are we Wltn the changes in t~e Drai~age Ordinance. Have we

~ade a sta~ernent in ~here abou~ detention under utilities? Mr. Hoffman sta~ed we
adopted the amendments. They are typed ~p. The only thi~q that was not typed iL was
the defini~ion of the I~pact area, and no detention under power lines. Thj.s is Wh2~

came out of the Heritaae Bank proposal. Michae: sta~e~ they have satisfied i~ =omi~q up
wi~h the legal liabili~y. ThlS is the reasan Michael ~adG the r2commendac~on that ~e

~ld. Mr. Hoff~:an stated L~2Y had b2e~ in ac~ed C~ by the board in ~he April 6! 1988
Drainaqe Board ~2etirg.

be ore ~ne boo~ is p~lnte

as ed ~f :h~s cou~d ~e 2C

de elopers. Sue 2sked ~i

~ir. Hoff~an s~ated this needs ~o qet in the books 5010 ~o

has: if the definition ~n ~he =mpact area needs to be dc~e

Yes. ~ichael stated ~his is clo82 to bei,Dq ready. Sue
ed en next rno~th. Fred sta~ed Sec~ion 13 and 14 was adop~ed



The end points are needed.

to get ~he legal of the Cuppy/McClure ~eg~_ d ai~ an

October 5, 1988

~eaa~ds ~o power lines.

CUP?Y.:'HCCLURE-D2MPSEY BAKER

Sue . Scholer asked Michael

that Gon t qUlte go into the
dl-ai::.s.

pond.
Mr. Hoffran wants the legaJ. on he dra

Michael sta~ed i~ is C~p~y. Yeager, Co e and
D~ainaqe procedure needs ~o get s~arted,

ns
ake~c

4f

Cuppy
McC1uI
Dempsi
Baker

Ditc]

There being no fur~her OUSlness c ~h2 ffiseting adjourned 2t 11:1.0 A.M
Nove~~er 2 y 1988.

....-,.

Chairman

f\f ,

}\Text meetin.g is

)#l£~ 'IV ~\ -:"c.: ' ,
Board Member

-~'>,

~~J~b~;;:)~~~

ATTEST:~~...b
Maralyn D. Turner,Executive Secretary
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 4, 1989

The :ippecano7 County Drai~age Boa:d met in regular session Wednesday, January 4, 1989
at 9.00 ~.M. 1n the Commun1ty Meet1ng room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building 20
North Th1rd Street, Lafayette, Indiana. '

The mee~ing.was called to order by J. Frederick Hoffman, County Attorney for the
reorgan1zat1on of the Drainage Board for 1989. Those present were: Bruce V Osbor
Eugene R. Moore, S~e W. Scholer, Michael J. Spencer, J. Frederick Hoffman, and'MaralY~'
D. Turner, others 1n attendance are on file.

Mr. Hoffman asked for nominations for Chairman of the Board. Bruce V. Osborn nominated
Eug7ne R. Moore as Chairman seconded by Sue W. Scholer, there being no further
nom1nations Eugene was elected Chairman of the Board.

Mr. Hoffman asked the newly elected Chairman Eugene R. Moore to preside over the
meeting.

Eugene Moore asked for nominations for V·
S h I 1ce-Chairman, Bruce V. Osborn nominated Sue W.

c o. er.for Vice-Chairman, seconded by Eugene R Moore th b'. . ,ere e1ng no furthernom1nat1ons Sue W. Scholer was elected V1ce-
Chairman.

Bruce V. Osborn nominated Maralyn
no further nominations from the

Eugene R.
D. Turner
floor for

Moore asked for nominations for Secretary
as Secretary, seconded by Eugene R. Moore;
secretary Maralyn D.Turner was elected.

Bruce V. Osborn moved to appoint J. Frederick Hoffman .
1989 second d b S as Dra1nage Attorney for the year, e y ue W. Scholer,unanimous approval.

~~tc~~~f~:~n~e~~a~~~v~ii~~~~:;s:~:~ts for Active and Inactive ditches. The following
Baker, Nellie Ball, A.P. Brown, Orrin i~~~sAm;iut~'cJesseAnderson, DempseY.Baker Newell
DeVault, Jess Dickens, Martin V. Erwin EliJ' h ~y toe'RGbrant COI 7, J.A. Cr1pe, Fannie

, a uga e, e ecca Gr1mes, Geo Ilgenfritz,
George Inskeep, Lewis Jakes, E.Eugene Johnson, F.S. Kerschner, Amanda Kirkpatrick, John
A. Kuhns, Calvin Lesley, Luther Lucas, John McCoy, John McFarland, Absalm Miller, Ann
Montgomery, J. Kelly O'Neal, Lane Parker, James Parlon, Calvin Peters, Franklin Resor,
Peter Rettereth, Alexander Ross, James Sheperdson, John Saltzman, Ray Skinner, Joseph
C.Sterrett, Wm. A. Stewart, Alonzo Taylor, Jacob Taylor, John Toohey, John VanNatta,
Harrison Wallace, Sussana Walters, McDill Waples, Lena Wilder, J&J Wilson, Franklin Yoe.

The following ditches read are Active Ditches: E.W. Andrews, Delphine Anson, Juluis
Berlovitz, Herman Beutler, Michael Binder, John Blickenstaff, N.W. Box, Buck
Creek(Carroll County) ,Train Coe, County Farm, Darby Wetherill(Benton County), Marion
Dunkin, Crist/Fassnacht, Issac Gowen(White County), Martin Gray, E. F. Haywood, Thomas
Haywood, Harrison Meadows,Jenkins,James Kellerman, Frank Kirkpatrick,Mary McKinney,
Wesley Mahin, Samuel Marsh(Montgomery County), Hester Motsinger, Aduley Oshier, Emmett
Raymon(White County), Arthur Richerd, Abe Smith,Mary Southworth,Gustavel Swanson,Treece
meadows,Wilson-Nixon(Fountain County), Simeon Yeager, S.W. Elliott, Dismal Creek,
Shawnee Creek.

The following ditches read were made Active for 1989:
Alfred Burkhalter(Clinton County), Charles Daugherty,Thomas Ellis, Fred Hafner, James
Kirkpatrick, F. E. Morin, William Walters, and Kirkpatrick One. Michael Spencer wanted
the Martin Gray to be included in the Active, it had been read as active, but for the
records read in the Make Active. Sue W. Scholer moved to activate the ditches as read,
seconded by Bruce V. Osborn, unanimous approval.

Alfred Burkhalter ditch joint with our County the Board secretary should send a letter
to the Tippecanoe County Auditor and the Clinton County Auditor.

Michael stated in June 1987 a hearing was held to combine the Treece Meadows branch with
S. W. Elliott ditch. These maintenance funds need to be combined and treated as the
S.W. Elliott ditch. Sue W. Scholer moved to combine the maintenance funds on the Treece
Meadows with the S. W. Elliott ditch treat them all as one, seconded by Bruce V. Osborn,
unanimous approval.

J. Frederick Hoffman asked if the Treece Meadows was considered designated branch under
the S. W. Elliott ditch? Michael answered it is; Treece Meadows has a beginning point
and ending point.

Michael Spencer received a letter signed by two property owners, Malcomb Miller and
Jerry Frey on the John Hoffman requesting that the board set up a maintenance fund. A
hearing was held in 1988 for reconstruction, this did not go too well. Some were going
to try to contact the downstream property owners to make it a legal drain all the way
down to Coffee Run. Hearing nothing these property owners are requesting a maintenance
fund.

Mr. Hoffman stated this is the ditch that does not have a positive outlet. Correct.
They hope to make a positive outlet with the maintenance funds.

Michael will have to make a maintenance report before a hearing can be held. Discussion
continued.

Jim Strother property owner 3876 Kensington Drive concerned about drainage of the
Orchard Park Subdivision. Michael told Mr. Strother he had received Preliminary
submittal that was requested from the engineer to supply with more information, but that



information has not been received. Michael will notify Mr. Strother when he receives
the information and when the project comes before the board.

Sue W. Scholer asked Don Sooby, of the Lafayette City Engineer office where are we on
McCarty Lane, is it progressing. Mr. Sooby stated a public hearing will be held January
26, 1989, no other meeting has been set up.

There being no further business the meeting adjourned at 9:25 A.M. Next meeting will be
February 1, 1989.

t!&.d~a 'J!;t~-7J1.1.. _""""""'1 .../".,-
Eugene R. Moore, Chairman

ATTEST:~~~
Maralyn D. Turner,Executive Secretary



July 5, 1989 Drainage Board

TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
WEDNESIJAY~ JI_Jl_.Y ~i, 1989

The Tippecarloe CC)l,lflty DrairlBSJc BCJard me't WeeJrlcsday, J"uly 5, 1989 in -tt'B CClmmllnity
Meeting room of the Tir)pe(~an[)e C;OLlnty Office B~Jilding, 20 North Third StY"eet. Lafayette~

Irlciiarl8 wJ.th Ellgene Rn Moore ChaJ.rman ca],].J.T,g t18 meetj.flg to order at 9=00 AnM.

Thclse py"CSerlt were Bruce v. OslJorn and ~31Je w. Sl:hc)ler, Boardmembers; Tom BllStl, Ac;ting
Drainage Board At'tarney; MaTal/fl D.. TLlrner, l:xecutive Secrc-taY"y; o·ttlcrs present a1'8 Ofl
file"

[Jan Pllsey reriT"esen-ting PUrdlJ8 Research FoufleJatiofl presented a pe"t1.tiofl and reClllcsted to
vacate the upper portion of the dr'ain irl Sectfcln ]:~ 1"OWT1Ship 23 N.~

4 w. "r"hj,s rJ(lrtiofl is in he City 1 mits of Wes"t l_,afayette~ ITldiana. AY"ea :is SOllt~l

Ka!!lerer 1~IJacj ~50 NC)rt~l. ~)urdue Researc~, FOUT1(Jatic)rl OWT1S 50 3c:res in the area and are
rJlarlnir,g to cJa some additic)nal clevele)pmerlt~ in order to dCI ttlls tt,ey neeeJ to vac~ate tt,e
d:lte~h so it caTl be re--l"ocated as a more Ily"ban drainage c:c,neJuit l-~lis all" ties iflto the
~1adley L_ake rty"o.Jeet "rtl8 r1ortion noy,th clf 350 Nort~, gCles :lnto tt1S detenticJn paflcl whictl
is UT1.Jey construction and is a part of the Wtliy'lpoc)l project wtlich j"TlterfaC88 Wi"ttl t~le

PY"Clject -r't18 ditc~h will be Y"e--bllilt in the PY"oject clf 350N rCJad or !(alberer RCJad wt1ic;h
has been cl:)nstrllctccJ tCI a fouY larle over to aplJroximately 300 feet west of Yeager F~oad.

"fhat pro,Jel:t i r • 6 of a l:ity prcljec~t or re alignmeTlt of y"eC;CITlstrllction of 350N or,
clver to ~;a]"isl)IJry ~so West)~ ttlen SCJuth tCI ttle NOr"ttl edge whj,ch will be a Sllbcjj,vlsiclTl.
:[Tl (Joing the clesl WCly"k ()fl 350 NClrth set some perime"ters whic:tl had flat Llcen set for tt,e
ree~onstr\lc:tlofl~ 1"ct1 affects ttle 50 acres from the develo!JmeTlt stand r10irlt wtlil:h t~,ej

!Jllt ttlE same c:onstra1nts (Jfl l-t as ttley Pllt llr'CJrl the PIJrcJue Industrial Researc:tl Part
P~lase I~[ w~lic~l will be added to "t~,e CQVenarlts of "ttlis par'tiClJ:lay" IJiece of land wtlerl it
is developed I)r sold of Y"LJn clff Factor. Ar' orl sJ e cleterlticln storage area has always
beerl planneej fClr t~,e aY"ean It I:ly"esently is ~1)necJ If~.

Bruce V. Osborr, asked if t~le area t were wantir,g to vacate was ipc? It py'eSefltly is
a pirIe in varyir'lg c:onditions. A r'rob m (IC~I:IJrred when Yeagey was improved by the
City. -rt,c desigTl did flat allclw ttlcm t() l)rif19 all ttle alJditic)nal stclrm watey" generatec!
!JI the wiclefling arOllTld in a pipe. TheY'e is a IIJW arEa that har,dles a pc)rtion of the
tlasin "that c:omes ,JOWTl ttlC stree"t ttlat was dlJmpec! out in-to PRF grollTld~ they fourld ttlat
oveY" a perie)d of time there was a wet areau Maintenarlce fllnds were llseci From t~,e

Demr)sey BakeY' ditch to repair aTl area about 150 "Feet long ttlat had been CILlQ IlrJ and
stlJmps anej fene:e r10st were blJriec! arId the tile tlad beeTl broken~ this was rer'laced makiTlg
it more of an urbaTl drair, area because clf the Y"econstrr,lcti of the IJCly"ticln of the road
clver the cjj"tC~tl makirlg a trenc~1 (jrain over ttle tile Y"LJfl Clllite nicely Takes caY'e of bOttl
surfac;e aTld SLl!J drairl.

BrIJC;e askecJ ~IOW they WEY"e 9cl1ng "tCI ae:c:ommC)datA that if they abandoT18ej it "ft,~y il
make provisioflS w:ith a letter to redirect elr ree~IJT',struct ifl a manner clf wh:ich i,t wj
Tl(lt C;IJt off any drairlage from ttle area llP stY'eam.

E3ruc(::"; i:1skf":~d

t: he ut r e(,·,t ,
j,f t~le e:clmplexes clrain iTlto it? Just the drive way area that cClmes DIJt

MY', Pllsey eXFllaifled fllrther to aflswer the (luest:"ic)Tl.
Intc)

Sue Wn s,::hc)ler asked; jOll c!on't arltil:ipate (;~langing clf what j,s there n(:lw unt 1 they are
Y'er)lacing it ith sClmething. AT1SWer--C()Y"Y'ec:t

"Tclm Bush actirlQ Drainage Board Attclrney read in thR absene;e CJf Michael J, Spenccr"~

Surveyor lettFr cla"Le June 29, 1981
).

DeaT" Drairlage Board MembeY~:

Pllrdue Rcsearl:~h FC)llndation tlBS r1c"titioflcd to vacate the lJrJper portion of the Dempsey
Baker IJT"airl in Sec:tion 1~ Towns~lip 23 N,,~ Range 4 Wn This portion of t~le dY"ain is 1,rl
the (:ity limits of West Lafayette, ITlcJiaTla.

I have rIc, otljectilJn to this vacation as Ic)ng as ~)lly'due I?esearch !"ounIJati"c,n shc)ws Py"o(lf
that "the dratTlage from llpstream lancl C)WflCrS wi,II flO"t be a"Ffected.

-rt,is can be dClne by requiring Drainage Board ar1proval Py"ic)r to any lafld use l:harlge in
thj,s area wher"e the (iratrl is lc)c;atedn

Very ty"uly YIJUrS,
Mic~~laeJ J. Spencer
Sur'-J('~yor

Mike L,"ovejcy o"F 98] DevcJn Street~ West L_afaye"tte, asked if it cJrained any clitc;~1 East eJf
Yeager? Darl Pusey answered that Dem!Jsey Baker takes (Jrlly a small rl(Jrtion west IJf the
telephone SWitC~l sta"tion. A small aY"ea c:c)mes (JIlt over "the (~IJrb, "r"he high pClint a"t
the intersection.

BY"Ll(;e V" ClsborTl moved to al:cerJt he petition of y'eqlJest and recommendatior, prescflted to
the Drainage BoaTcj tel vacate the fJIJy"tion of IJempsey Baker ditl~tl as presentecl~ secondelJ
by Sue W" SC~loleY-~ IJnanimous apPY"cJval.

Rollert Gy"ove erlQirleer repy"eserlting Plaza Park Y'eQIJ8S"tecj iT'lai approval For Plaza Park"
Twn items of wtlich M1c:t'lael SpeTlcer ha:l reqLJEstolJ ttlS develclpey 0 I:lrovide ~lim wittl 1
CalculaticJflS for ttl0 off s:ite rlJn CJ"Ff from ttl8 clevelopment wt,ich irlclLlclss ttlS entire
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V)::3. t \"":~y '3 r"I(:;d a '( c";;!) "

r:)r:~Y·mj.~::::st(:ln a.nd
":.' I...(;t r.:(::.;'(

ma.'j rlta:i. (I a,f,y
fr()m Cit>' elf West
of ~it8 rJetentiOY"l

r1'(" C;iru\}c:,; sti'it.:\·'.:c.J tr'li':J':- OY1(:; tr"li nC:L·;df~ tu be: !)()Jr-ll.:c:d I,Jut tha.t thE: tlNu piPf:;~:~ lUGE:,-t,.::·:d 'i.n
Cllmt18rl.arlcj at t~lis poirlt anli t m8 will. rrot t'ran,'jle th~ ]() ye~r storm on th~ entJrf: !Jasirl"
"i"hey ha,lv'f:; :!C)Okf::CJ (:1.t ~:~I,,~vc;Y'aJ (Jpt:.i.on~3~ C)r1C dt.:::tE;.:i.n.i.II'J (In ~:~.it~::: i::;n,j lc)uk.inq b.t ~."'omc; clthc:f Uri

;-:;"!ti':: f::1',-·c'../·!.E~i()n~3 b'/ q.L(.j·lrl~J up lut~3 elY" hack ~~a.·:·d btUYt:iql::';, 1"11.:) un(: want('.::d t;hat i1r" Ciyl.:,IV(:·;

1:;i::!nt:"i.nlJC,~d to ma,KI;:.; flit.; 1)'(C~:.~i:·:~nti·":l.t:ion" 3:::;0 ca.n pa.ss thr:.:-: 10 >'ear .~:·;tuY"mJ blJ"t: dUC~Ei: ba,ck up in
thl;:.~ l()v,j {j"Cf~a" 100 Yf:~a.Y" ~·)to(m I. r·I(·.:~ piPf': V,I(',uJd nut: ha.rl(:Jle it; ~ i:"incl l.'Ja.H n(~vl.::·;y" d(:-)s:!.qnt::"':.c! to
ha.ndlt·~ 11':, 1\la"l".:f:;'( hluu.:ld bi'iCk ur:l and 'curl O~/t~Y Lhe '((lad" 'r'hey a.r("~ .i.nC'((~ijs:J.nq the; f:lDVJ~ l.-Iu."l:;
tf'I(7~r-f:'; :!.-:':'1. 1·:'·;:'1"1" i.,:::; nnt tu dl.lmp the·; 100 /f.~tjY' Ofl t,r'lf~ ~:~yr:;tf'~m'"' car'lac:: t/ of' l";r1f:~ lO("?)

ace "!.()c)K:i."(lq at "l:hc; 10 >"'c~ar btC.J··cm~ trll':~;r-r; :i.~:: qu:lnq t;u b(,:~ ~-:::;t E:lS ]:::;0 Nr:)'rtrl
cj(·:~:·::;: ~~lncd fu'c a. 10 }'ca.Y" ~:::;turm" Thi~:-::; had b\":.~(~n a qUI'.:~~::;:·1:: :L()r-I ol: M"i.cha.c~ ~ in 'rcUiJ,y·d.s to the
Hto'((iue"
3ue W" Sr'~I[):lcr 2Hked :Lf WOY'k tlad been dorIc :iTI the ~Y'e& tlj (~Y'eate a detE!flt'iclf1" Answ~y'

I'll..! ., MY', G·(C)~./(~ ::"3"1: at ed t f t h(·:~ C:i. t did hi:"ijv'f:~ cump"l. ct. f':~ (;l.."!r·j L1"0:1 1,'"ll': t hf'~ area t h(~/ cou 1d Y' f':~"'-

IJ.J()Y·k it in the futuy'('::~ L() ma.kF~ E1 n U'C ma.kc :1.t i.nt':·i a 1 i:·:i. KL: tIl. ttll:::: P'(I'7;!~:·;I'~·:nt" t:i.ml:~~ t;h(:'~'(e

1.~:.~ rl,.,-.I rlf~i:.::(:l tu c:u a.r"l/th:i.rl~J i:.::!.t.. it i-3. natura:! 1(1)..) a''-'c~a,,, !Jj.d'.UB~:·.~.1.(Jf"1 brrd prl·:~~:;\:-"~rlta,"I":"i.()f"!
c()ni; :I. rll.h·'~d"

Tnt fie ab:::-:;('::~ncf": u r r'1 i. C

[1 i I.:: hae:r d 'j. i:l fll")t ~la',./c·~

tCI make afl/ decis:ioTl" M:I(~~lae]

arid Purl:Jl.18 Research FOllnrlati

Una.rel d:i.d not ta.k(::: a.ct:i \)TI at th:i.s mc:(::"t inq and '::'11::::0
time t:o makE~ any '('~;(:ommcnrlat onp tu the BCJ~rd

F\")),' a ]\,,:·;tt f'(um trlc l:;:i.t;~, :::f l'}Cf-l"; L..(j,·Ci:.:l.y(:·~"i".:·:·;,,~:

tu the storaqe: on pnF's grouf1lJ.

~:;Ul:.:·~ l,··.!" ;::;,,:;hul~~;r ~:::tat:f-.;d "I.:~ii·it t;hl'~~ '(f::!quc~::;:t v-Jas fo'c f::i.naI ar·lpy"()l.. il."j.:i. ~ if' (II] act:ion is t:aken Ei

E~PI·.:·~c:i. a 1 m(··;(:~t: ::, n~J cou 1d bf"·;ric~"I. d 0'( a(::t (!C! I)pr)n at "1:; rlf':'; nC·!.\"t; Y"CUlll ay [)y a.:i. fl(J.'Je !3i.")i::l.·( d mc:c·:t :i. Tlq
(";1\lUU.~3t >:,1?n9~ de:p(::~nd:i.nq un t:h(·; r~uY'~)~::';/()r ((:::~GF::i'v"inq l:hl'::~ mat(:::~Y'ia,l he ha:::: --rC(lUC~~,t(.~d" (-~I

I. c; t l. (..~'( :i. ~:'~ "l. f! 'f :i. 1 (.::~ 'fy' um C:i. 1::) f tJ(:;·~:"::.·: L.i·"i r a,>" (; "!": t (~~ bu t 1/,1 e·; du net hal./(; b 1f)"t t: ('::~'( t ha, t tnd :i. Ci:1 t (.~.;

ttla\"' la.·(i(JDl!Jn(:;r~~:; P(·::·;Y"mi::·3u:1.()T"! ha.~3 h("':F;f) q'("an"l":i:~:~d Ufl ~':,Clmf"': ufo t;hc urulJnd"

L.ater~ b.t ttIC'; t.:·i.mc; uf r('~ccs~3jnu the·; mi·~'~e;t:i.nu r:\")r f]'(cha,rd PEirk thc Hna'(d ~·:i:t:rJI·.:(~I.::l P·la7a. Pa'(k
cuu 1d I)c; r (';I.:.:F! ':;~~>E~d t () br·; hc;ard Jul)' ]. (7' ~ 1?f:-j') prcl'v'·i. d:i nq M'l chaf::l ~::;pencc'( ~ :::~ll--r""/L;/O'r (·f.~Gf·; I. \,/C(l
t~'lC l(':~tt"~::';r'~':' and 'i f1fu'cmat iC:!f"1 nei·::·:dt:~f.:J "1:: C) 1')1.':': al")r,Jr·O\.il.~'~(:l b/' t:r'l(:~ nua.'(f:l"

.r U.!:s.[.!:::l.tjr?.D....J::~fj,EJ.i.

I:~( )t"l(!'rt r:iY·n\.. 'f:~ \-::·;nq j. ("i(:;l:)Y fiJ'( Drcha.rd Par k dt:-··;,v'c:I. ()pC;j'" r(·:·:~quc~~:~t t~:d a.PP'(i~·,~)a:l f:oy' a Y'F;V i s :i. un l"; (")
t:h(~~ f:inEil dY"a.·i.nt~.q(:~ r',lan l.".!h:i.ch had [:}(;en ~d:i.\)I·:~rl (:"J.PPy'()\·/a] F«(:~'v:i.E·i i.)n pF~r·t;a:i.f"I~:~ to the l.lf:f
,,':,:itc~ d'(iJ.:i.n':1Uf:~ .. !"1y. r:::;1"Ci~)F; iJ\J;'"l'iTl c;)(p'la'i nf'··~d C') thf:'; Ht""li:1yej ;'j("ld p'r"-::':HF;n"J":c!cl p'ran-:::i: rhf'; n-r:f
:-",it{--"~ that t..hcy \".iOi.J·jrj bF'! i.n l.t:~tt:i.rJU has sum(~ :::;:(:·;Y".i.()I.J'~: pr(}bll·~~m~:;~ l.·da.tc~r· back~:~ up ·i.nt:u the
~::.;t Y' r-:;et" iJ.nd 'i n ~'":';CJml.:·:~ \.")cca.~:;::l UT!:::< f 1 ()I:'l:~:':; !;p ()~)F!Y' t h(·:::~ cllrb d()!JJr'1 t r'!"(uuqh a.nd dY"uuY"Jd .::, pY·CJPf·~y·t}'

owner~ ~10mA caus some eru2:i.ufl rlY"ublems whic;~l t~,e f'Y'clflerty (JWn8('~ t120 ty'ierl to
al:lev:i~tA t:hat majo'( f)Y'I)l)lem trlat they f:;:ee is that t~lerc wab a 24 irl(~h !1ir)c that
wa~~ all(Jw8(j tel (:umR tTl several )'saY"s ~gG afl(i ties if1t[) ~ l.5 trlerl flipe Bn(J 1;h:l,s aSSLJreS

pr,;:i Cn'flsi::a.r,t.: 1;/ O\)F:'r loaded :!.T"l a. laY'Uf:~ orm" rht::; :i.nt;,:::;nt JT1 th(::! f:i.nal p:~.an \JJas
f:~',/,::.~r/th:l.T·lq T1CJ'(tt'1 of that: ~?4 inch i:lnd "i.nc'rf~asc: :it'F; :·:..,.i7.(::·~ and UC!t thf:-; [;,la1.":,:::!1'· i)ut i.:tf

i..;hc; F:t'((::~f·::;t ar'ld c,n :intu the Y"b,vjrlt.~, t.-~lt'.: Yt··:;,..:ju:!.c(-:;d ·!.".,t·lf:;m to hi:,t...ie an L~a~~:;emE~nt to un tr'lr()uqh
PI" i 'v'a t C~ pY ur!f.~·(·J:; y it 1. E;: ob'..} i nus I' ha L 1.": tlf::> a. c (:'; r l() t >]0 i nq t u qf~t t ha t ea:::,:~c;mf.~:it ~ L h(:·:~ r ".:~ f"C) (" I::::;

t h(::::y Ci:':ln ric It cClrnp] L:t c·::·; t hE; p"((·:·:~v :i.UUfi: p:l a.rlS a~..::: Py oP,.J~:::;(·::~d" Theye has bC:~f::n dome ub,.·,iect j. un::::;
r·7 rum the pcoplf:~ dOI.0n,:::;t'(I::·:-;am that t:h(·:·:~ l'luL'--J t~ja.s hf:·;:i.T:q :i.ncr·ea,HF~d" fheoY"et·i.callyat; the

I; t .l.mc; thc! ':::t'((-::c:t "i.~::~ a,(.;t; .i.nq i:i6 a. d(:~t:cn"1",:i on tJa.h"Lrl Clpf'~n:i.nu up tha.t ::·3/E.:tt::~m triC
UVI I/JC:UlLi Lj(~ :i.nc;Y"f·;aFi:c~d a.F:; thf':.~ t>~i":i.tt:~'( t>J()ulci rl()t b(:~ a'il "1":0 back ur:1 :i.nt,:u thc; ~";:'l;"(c;(~t:"

'r~'le a.lt;f:;"(na.t:I.~/,:::,~ l";(") tha.t 'i~':< to du fluthin9 l\"lith 'Lr1(--":; c!(.!\.>Jndt·'(Cam em a.fld }cluk EiL upt.i.un:::3
1";(") mak(·:·:~ ~::.;U(C LrlC:/' a.Y"c: not "i.ncY"(·::~aH:i f"::J {)Y" U'v'C~Y' lUddinu tha.t :-:::;Yb"t(::m an;/ m()Y'c, 'rhc
,.::lF~t: (,·!nt :i un ha,::3 :1. n '~~ hOI;..1 n :i"l1 pIans VJa ::':.-: t: u ur (".~ t, ht::·~ u'n ~:::;:i. t (:; r-~ ae :i. 'j :1. t :i. F:E; " r ht::,; df·:'"v'i:.~'~ 1nper' hbs

t.u takl..:'; I..:h(··; Y'ema:indcy' of I.... ut ?H and qi.')~'.:'; j.i. ad a. dc~t:c;nt:i.I.Jn ba.~3:LT1,. 'rhi
by·:!.nu '~';ht:~ i,.:·.t;·1."l19 .~·.'4 ·tnch p:i.pc:~ :i.ntu the ba::·:~':i.n It '.Iou.lcl '(cety·:i.ct t:hf:~ CJI.lt f'lnl'J

rY'om 'J:~'lE'! Lli."i~·3in r.Ju\.-oJfl tl.) ].(:', tr'l:i i.f1 eh·~:::;(·::~n(,:C:~3 q·t\/i":~ i"Jr(:lurl('J 8 l:::f::::,; dr:~cY"t~ahc! d{JJ.,.Jr1~:::·t·r(·:~am

whic~1 vlQ1)ld meafl a l()C) juay 2tr)rm t~lG (IUVITl sl";ream faci:lit.i8s VJ(,\Jlrl bt 1] [:)c un(Jer a
hc~a(:l I.'Jh:i ch [\I()ul,::} hr::.! ml.J.I.:::h lol;..IC~Y iA!(';uldn't he to t.hi·::~ r)(Jirl( t:hE1t: 1'1 1,,,Juuld ha'v!c tu

K !.If) "i-ntu t:hc~ Ht:r~··~,::~l I:;u f:uTer·; t:hf:: l-,ja.tc~Y· thY"ouqh" a:::~ fa-: a~~~.~ tr'lC; utl: ,~.,~"i.i";(:~ klatC;Y' the;y
aY'(·~ tak'i t,h(:·:~ ?!.j. c;f:~." b.nd Yc;duc:irlq that 1 "U;.":·:, 1. you tbkl::'~ ·thl:.:~ 24 1'::'fH cominu thrul.luh the,:

~I p l.ld 1.00 /cay ·,~~-I:ur·m:i :::~;:':-: ,,~~~:::! cf:s l/.Ih·i ch :i.~::~ be:i.nq Y"l:::;dUC(·;I.:I t:o the; ] "fJ:'?, Th:i.~::~

.-::; 'I:hc'~m up l;(} th(:~ lOU /ca'( ~~'t:uY'm" Th(::·!/ can'"t ~Jc~1:; any' mCl(i-:~ i.'-latcr that cuul.d C(lmf"~

a 1(, in(:h Uy·.i. f:ice f::\lat('~ i:':ind thl:':~/ ar'(~ f:(-:~E:~dinq thc:'~ U'(:i.f::i.Cf~ ba:-::;.i.n 1'.J:i h the
1.r1 t~le:!.y I)wn c}ff sj,te stoY"m ~J~t8f, Agaifl hc stated ·t~lCY are :imrlY"uv:i.Tl~l "l;~le

cletairlirlg; cle'fir'litely d~cr'e~sing fJow to thl~m~ sirlcE the}' caTl
imrr()Vc:m8nts I;~ICY feI.t on 8it8 1.mprl,)\JemcTlts l)VC7 l'Jetention.

they carl du" ·rrl:i..:·:~ .i.t~ ::.rlc; ("t::~',)l~:~:i on ~ ~(:la:i.n they d(J ha~./(:; i:')PPYl)\· ... cd
caTl not du t:hr·: off' ~:.:."i.tc~ at' this t:i.me~thf.~YI.:::f()rl··; t"r:t.:~~J a'(l:':; '("F,:ql.ll::·~~-:>t 'in'::;j

S"i.C")f1 pr'esented su t~le dev81opcy' (~afl pY"oc;ce(J. R(lbey'l"; Grove 8t~teJ ~18

~Jur:f'; t:hroU.qh t;hc pla.n~.:- arlLl c;E11i".:lJlat:i tJP$:":; IAJ:!.l:h Michi:1cl ~ r'1:i.c~·lac] "I.:i. k\":.~~:~ "l-:hl:"~ 1:lthc·,Y"
~·:::;()]ui ..;.;.clrl L1ct"tc:r and marl>' thl;:::;rn dO~Ci'!;hF':Y"~:'~ uppunc :I.t Tt ·i.s ub~./:i.(.!jj.b tr'lc:>' ar(·~ qu:i.n~J to
have to >]et: permission from prjvats OWnE;Y·S. MY", GrQvP ~tatcd hA ~la2n't sl.Jre it
wa:::~ t~l() d(·:·:;'·)(·~:r.OPE·~Y·f:: ()b:L:iqa.t il)n t,."J do he; of' "i.te, ~lC ',/ulunt:c;('::f"cd tu dn :it i::tTld now can'"l";
,::::(1 h(·; "i.,~'.;, nt;i"l.l <~'a;·li hc~ kl:i.ll du ~~:CJmeth·tnq on e'i (:.; "T·ht::~YI.-::~ iH no rc:qu.:l.Tf:~m(·;nt f:elr him to
qCI arld replace :It al Prcsljflta·ti0n (~(.lfltirluc(i.

Sur·.:~ ld" ~::;ChC1:1 cr
(""!:I:I ha l)(.::.; t;u be
'1. T1 aUT C;(·.:·~m( n"l": t ('1

ta1:I~rl r1:l(~tlael is 9()"i-Tlq
1:' a keTl a L anot h(~r' l. i. me"

t hi iO"

t() ha,\i~':'; [1..1 '(I'":~',} i.':::·:V.J th(,:·; r·(!\/:1.~~~i:::~r:J f::llan~3 a.rld
Hi Ui..;e (f··:!cummc·;ndc:;d nu act:i ()f] bL~ J.: a k(~n ,.

ac"1".::i i)n
r~ua.'( d 1~.!a:3

MaY"y L..UU ~?O lJ.J()odm(:;r·i'~': LC>IJ'("t;J L.af·ayc·~tt:c, Jnd:i.a.Y1a haF.: a qjlF:~ht::i.un" In the·; "((~\):i.r·.i.on~

V"(:~'(l:"; t hH/ t" c' ('jn a. Y"CdF·~~·3:i. un to 1"; hf:; I nt I::~'( '.":;i:·.~':"L t nrl of f<en~-3 i n~]t on an,'j I..JI")odmF (I::,~ Dr:i. \ll::~"?

ar{~ nut g()jng 1:u (3u af1yt~l:i.flg ·to 1:hA o'F'F it:e ha.t wUI.JlJ be arl>'t~l:ing w:ith:in the
("j I.Jr' l·\li:1/ ("If t{t-::·;"fl,:::;:i.n9"l";on" 'rhi'it ~Ei Ej'I'r ('Iut l~t ()nl.~~ t:i.mf.~ 1::~'le/ 1.,,1(·~y·(:! '·::l():i.n~J t.u a:l 1 t:h()f~'e

I..' nq"::~ a,f:I'j 'jnc'((:~a.sf:·~ thf:; P'ipl::': E,:i.·?C!,~·'; tu qC;"l"; Y":id of' l";~'!l:::! r::,IJi":l1":11(:!s and all I·hi::.~ bi::i.(;~ UF·!'.:"; in "I":h,::·:



street, l'hey ay'c nClt Py'oposinSJ to dCI "that bCI:alJSe they have (10 atlility to do it any
It wClulcl have recluircc! off site private prOIJcrty type easements wtlich ttlBY are

ge"t; "therefore ttley Gr'c not goirlg 0 do i"L, it was a nice i(!ea~ but t~le

eeJ tel it Tts a ituati.IJrl that /()u car,'t fJY"oceed.

L..C;f) Dible: ,40 L,Joudmc:'(e Court;; !. £),·f"Eiyel.:t;(-:, Indiana nta,t.:c;d !.AlhEit f·l~·:~ 1"1urphy IlJi:3.F a~'3kinq a.bout
is that ttl8 PY"irlt shows that j,t caTl 1:)8 dOYle by ottlerB, not by it'le you, it was a
taxpayers expenSR. Mr, Grclve stated ttlat was correct, Dj.scus~ic)rl cor,tinued.

Ptlill.j.p J" scaletta attorney, rer i resentiT19 E(J i3ec:ker land owner' wtlic;tl atluts the Y'aVirle
whic:tl is t~le off si'te drainage area My Scaletta asked tt,at the boaY"li postpoT'\e any
FiTlal action CJTl tt,e revision to give the pcclple ifI tt'IA ay'ca and hi el.ieTlt time t(:1 lClok
i.nta this matter to see W~lat t~le protllems migh·t be. My Becker has 100 yeaY' old oak
tree on hi.? IJrclrlerty t~lat t~ley ay'e eon(~errled abcJut Mr Scaletta feels theY'e J,s 91J1T19
tC) be alot mClr0 water c()ming in a 15 inctl pi ancJ will ause alclt more ercIsicln ttlaTl
they'e is T10W. Mr, Scaletta feels thcY'c shou be rir,-rap iTlstalled~ and ttli sholJld be
done by the peY'son W~IO is caLlsirlg tt18 iTlcrease flowu More preseTltaticJn c~C)ntiTlIJeej,.

Sue W" S[:holeY' stateeJ ifI answer tCJ MY' Scaletta~s re(lUest ttle tloay'd had alreadY decided
to no·t give aflY fi,nal approval until the revision had been stlJdied fUy·tt1ey· Stle stated
a Y'eal solutioTl to the problem WOLJld be tel make a legal drafTl, as the boay'd (!CIE8 flat
have the ability to deal wi,th tt18 problem as long as it is Tl0t a legal draiTl"

Lenoay'd Dible stated he tlad tal. ked wi'th Cc)mmissioflcr OSlIC)Y'Tl previc)Llsly ana ITl thA
diseussioTl a legal elY'airl was mentioned. He feels that prclc:eduy'c ShOLlid be s·tarted nowu
Mr, Dible rloesn~t like the idea clf putt:ir19 all tt18se thJ,ngs in plac:e aflel tt'lcn gC) teJ a
legal drain. f3rLlce and ~~Lle explained to ttle pror1ey't owners ttle sterls in pet:itiofling to
make ttle area a legal cirain. Brllce stressed Oflce again it is the prcJperty owneY's W~IO

fJc·tition fCJr a legal clrain not the DY'aiTlage Board., Mr DitllR asked if t~le board was
r~o{,lnting on the area becoming a legal draiTl? Answer- N[J,t~lis is to the property
owners. Befl Mays rJroperty aWTler o'F 391[) Pently'clclk Larle asked who ides ttle wateY'shed
ar'ea? DisCLJSsioTl of deciding ancJ !Jetj,tioni,ng fCIY legal drai,T'1 contiT1lJed.

MaY'y L_ou MIJrphy askecj who was t~IC bes re3CJI,lrre ifI county G()Vey'nmfrl't? l-he surveyoy will
assJ,st~ but: the py'opey·ty CJwners will have to have a private land sLlrveyor

4·0. '~.).~1 ~ J

~im MI,lrphy 20 WO(Jdmey'e [:ourt~

DY'a"ina~](':·:'~ f:3oi:":l:.y·d un wa.t(-::~Y fIc)!",,?
ttley tlad been e:oTlcerneej about
have aIclt: (If COTlc;ern~ nClt OT1]
DisCllssion aTld arlSW8Y' to thi~

is g(Jin~~ to be a t(Jugh job"

l_afayette, ITldi,ana asked wh(J prclvicJes COrlSIJltatiofl 'to the
Answer', the [OUTlty Highway Erlgineer Mr. Murpt,y asked if

tt'le water flow Of1 Creasey L,BTle?u Mr" OStIOY'fl arlsweY'ecj they
where we'rA discussirlg T1C)W, bLlt flJrther upstream"

CClntiTluedu Bruce stated with erlgiTleers aTld legal ejrain it

Rorl HaTlco~k stated he is really CC)rIC~erTled abotJt loading the ravinR system and the time
ttle water' wJ.ll rlJn if1 the ravineu I'~e feels t18 will, tJe gettiT19 more watey Wittl the
revisicln" DisCLlssion COTltiflLled"

Robert Grove addressed some of
ttlY'Ollgtl tlis r)resentatj.on" A],l
F,li:'in~3 "

Lt,e concerns of ttle
t h:i ~;::: is on f i. 1c; t n

property owners aTld again wen·t
he SllrveYIJrs o'Ffice~ calculation and

RCJbert Grove s·tated the developer was giving IJrJ l_ot 28 to make it a deterltiorl basiTl for
(Jnly onc·~ reas()n that Ls t:u df:·~c:r(·::~ase thf::~ fIolA.!, not i.nC;Y·f:~asf:-~ th(-:~ -r::1 C)V-I " 'The>'" a.rf:~ pluguinq
th(~ ':?i.l- tflch dlv(;'ct:i.n9 tnto thc~ pond t:ht::-~n t:ie :i,nto 1 :3/4 i,nch piPf:~ th(j:.t is a.I] that ca'n
get OlJt IJp t., the 100 year stc)rm. Ex~)larlation COfltiflUCCj by My' Grc)ve

Mr, Dible asked where t~le water From WOI)(jmere DY'ive was 90iT'9. My' Grove aTlswered y'jght
(Jack into WoolJmere Drive. Presentation COTltj.rluedu

Ron Harlcock again stY'cssed tlis COfleSY'fl of ttle flow from Woodmere to tlis problem, Mr"
Grove stated they hacl made prclvisiclns for that ttlc smal,l irl(:rease they are talking
Eibout i. 'rl t hi':",:; DY··,..·,,::>n«""c pJ. an dUf::f::': nut mE,. kf.=:: d.Tl)/ f:'f(:':~I"C;rlC;(": t () 1'1r, 1'''![:1nCDC k '~::.: p'(obl em, t h(::~

water flows to t street~ it 1:0Tl c()me dawn afld turf1 ttle corner, ttlcre are inlets there
to handle it Presentation-discussion CClfltiT1Lledu

Slle S[:~lIJler exr1lainccJ there was fl0t aTl oyciinant:E 20 year's ago aTld
l)y'ai"'8ge B08Y'cl approvals were Tlot in place at that date and time.
and CCJY"Y'ect ttlatu

t he ~·;am(~ tyP(':-:'~ (l'f
Its ~laY'd to go back

MY' [)ible statccj hE dC)eST1~t understand
easemeTlt tt,ey (~],aj,med was nCJt exj,stent·
heY'e wi·th his amencled py'oposa:l,

~IOW they have aTl ar)!JY"cJved dy'aiflage plan wherl tt18
T~le Bc)ard exrJlaiTlec! ttlJ,B j,B why Mr, Gy'(Jve is

Mr. GrcJvc statl!rJ they halJ a lettFY' o'r :lrlterlt, tlLlt ttla't ·turnerj arOIJflel af1(1 t~lis is the
reasorl faY' beiTl~J tlere today

SllC Sctlcller explalTled ·ttlat if ttlc p].arls sllbmitted meet ttle Ordinance requiremer1ts arId
the Board i2 CC)T1VinceeJ ()f' that~ t~le Board ~las no legal grOLlflcJ for hlJl.ciing j.t lJp" My
Grove s·tated wheTl it was r1resented and approved regardless of the easemeTlt, ·they met the
Ordinance Ofl site~ ttlA off sitA was y'ecluesteri by the neighbors and the Dy'alnage Board
wa2 lTltey'ested in aeei,rlU ·tt,a·t alsou 'rtle off site was entirely different from the on
site approval, On site meets a!Jprova] DiscussieJrl corlt Tll1ed"

·r~le meetirlg for OY'ctlarej Park recessed IJntil Weclflesday, July 19, 1989 at 9:00 A.Mu
IJrawiTlgs are CJTl File i,n the SurveyoY~ offtc:eu

Meetiflg recessed at
Ttlree BClard MemtJ8rS

10::00 Ann" until
i,.'Jf~r f::"~ P'( eSf:~nt: 'f Dr'

WedT18sday July 19, 1989
the JIlly ~5~ 1989 meeting.



TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
REGULAR Meeting January 3, 1990

The TIPPECANOE County Drainage Board met Wednesday, January 3, 1990 in the Community
Meeting room of the TIPPECANOE County Office Building 20 North Third Street, Lafayette,
Indiana.

Those present were Bruce V. Osborn and Sue W. Scholer, Board Members; Michael J.
Spencer, Surveyor; Todd Frauhiger, Drainage Consultant; J. Frederick Hoffman, Drainage
Attorney; and Maralyn D. Turner, Executive Secretary, others present are on file.

The meeting was called to order at 9:00 a.m. by Drainage Attorney J. Frederick Hoffman.
Mr. Hoffman stated that it is time for election of officers for a new year.

Bruce V. Osborn nominated Sue W. Scholer for chairman of the board, seconded by Sue W.
Scholer, motion carried, there being no other nominations from the flow Sue was elected
Chairman of the Board.

Sue W. Scholer chairman continued the meeting asking for nomination for Vice Chairman,
Sue W. Scholer nominated Bruce V. Osborn as Vice-Chairman, seconded by Bruce, motion
carried, there being no other nominations from the floor Bruce was elected Vice
Chairman.

Bruce V. Osborn nominated Maralyn D. Turner as Secretary, seconded by Sue W. Scholer,
there being no other nominations from the floor Maralyn was elected Executive Secretary.

Bruce V. Osborn moved to accept J. Frederick Hoffman's continued services as Drainage
Attorney for the year 1990, seconded by Sue W. Scholer, motion carried.

Michael J. Spencer recommended to continue the services of the Chris Burke Engineering,
LTD as Drainage Ellyilleer CUII';UltdIlL Iur Lile yedr 1990. Bruce V. O,;uurll muveu Lu dccef.JL
rliclidel ',; recummelludL iUII, ,;ecullueu uy Sue W. Sciluler, muL iUII Cdrr ieu.
1990 DITCH ASSESSMENTS

Freu HUllmdll redu Llie ,ulluwillY uiLclie,; Lu ue mdue AcLive Iur d,;,;e,;,;mellL,; ill "ldY 1990.
Je,;,;e Alluer,;ull, A.P. Bruwll, Orrill Byer,;, Julill McFdrldllu, AllIl MUIlLyumery, dliU Llie J.
Kelly 0 'Nedl .
Ditclie,; LlidL dre III AcLive dre: JUllIl Am,;LuLL, Demf.J,;ey Bdker " ',ellle Bdll, N.W.
Box, Alfred Burkhalter, Floyd Coe, Grant, Cole, J. A. Cripe, Fannie Devault, Marion
DUllkin, Je,;,; Dickeoll, i1artill V. Erwin, Crist/Fassnacht, Elijdli FUYdte, Reueccd Grimes,
Hdrri';UIl Meadow,; Geurge IlyellFritz, George Il1,;keeep, Lewi,; Jdke,;, Jerlkill';, E. Euyerle
JUllIl';UII, F. S. Ker';c!1I1er, Amdllud Kirkf.Jdtrick, James Kirkpatrick, John A. Kuhns, Calvin
Lesley, John McCoy, Mary McKinney. Absalm Miller, Lane Parker, James Parlon, Calvin
Peters, Franklin Resor, Peter Rettereth, Arthur Richerd, Alexander Ross, James
Shepherdson, John Saltzman, Ray Skinner, Joseph C. Sterrett, Wm A. Stewart, Alonzo
Taylor, Jacob Taylor,
John Toohey, John VanNatta, Harrison Wallace, Sussana Walters, McDill Waples, J. & J.
Wilson, Franklin Yoe, and Shawnee Creek.

Ditches that are Active are: E. W. Andrews, Delphine Anson, Herman Beutler, Michael
Binder, John Blickenstaff, Buck Creek (Carroll County), Train Coe, Darby Wetherill
(Benton County), Thomas Ellis, Issac Gowen (White County), Martin Gray, Fred Hafner,
E.F. Haywood, Thomas Haywood, James Kellerman, Frank Kirkpatrick, Wesley Mahin, Samuel
Marsh (Montgomery County), Hester Motsinger, Audley Oshier, Emmett Raymon (White
County), Abe Smith, Mary Southworth, William Walters, Wilson-Nixon (Fountain County),
Simeon Yeager, S. W. Elliott, Dismal Creek, and Kirkpatrick One.

Bruce V. Osborn moved that the ditches that were read to be made active become active on
the May 1990 Assessment, seconded by Sue W. Scholer, motion carried.

COUNTRY CHARMS

John Fisher asked that this be continued until next meeting February 7, 1990.

TRASH TRANSFER

John Fisher presented site drawings. Outlet goes into the Flood Plan. Mr. Hoffman
asked who owns the Flood Plan? Leroy Barton. Question as to if it would increase the
flow and the speed onto Barton. Question do you have permission from Mr. Barton?
Answer - No. Mr. Hoffman stated that permission should be received from Leroy BdrLurl.
Mr. Fi,;lier ,;LdLeu Lliey dre f.JruviuillY rif.J-rdf.J, it will rluL illcred,;e Llie veluciLy. Mr.
Fi,;ller f.JuillLeu uuL LlidL Lliey ildU meL wiLli Lile Suil Curl,;ervdLiull dllU Iidve wurkeu uuL Llie
urle CUI1UiLiuIl ul eruoiurl cUIILrul. i1r. HUllmdll d,;keu il nr. BdrLull krlew duuuL Lido
meeLillY? NO. PreoellLdLiurl dilU uiocu,;,;iurl cUl1Lirlueu.

Bruce V. O';UUTll d,;keu JUllIl Fi,;iler Lu eXf.Jldill Llie f-lldll'; Lu Llie BdrLuIl',;.

fo1iclidel ,;LdLeu LildL Llie wdLer I,; LriuuLdry Lu LlidL dred 11UW, iL will yu Lliruuyli d f.JUIIU
11UW ill,;Ledu UI ,;ileeL urdirldye.

rlr. HUllmdl1 ,;LdLeu Liley ,;iluulu Iidve Lileir cildllce Lu uuJecL, ,;u LildL Liley Cdll'L ';dY we
dre UdmdyillY Lileir f.Jruf.JerLy.

Sue W. Scliuler ,;LdLeu Lliere dre Lwu recummerludLiull'; mdue.
1. Tile eru,;iull cUIILrul. 2. Tile cdlculdLiurl';.

Bruce V. O,;uurll muveu Lu yive df.Jf.Jruvdl Lu Lile urdirldye cUI1Lrui Iur Lile Trd,;il Trdll';ler
wiLil excef.JLiuII UI #9 drlu Lile uLlier recummelludLiurl'; d'; ,;LdLeu ill Lile Cilri,;Luf-liler Burke

COUNTRY_
CHARMS

TRASH

TRANSFER



E'I\J i IJf~er i 'I\J , LTD rev i ew, p I us let t er from downst ream from Burt on's, seconded by Sue W.
Scholer.

i/
DIMMENSION DIMENSION CABLE

CABLE

WAL-MART

George Schulte engineer from Ticen and Associates presented site plans. Property is
located in the Treece Drainage Watershed area. The water shed area was analyzed to
determine the high water elevation that would be in the channel. Their detention
storage volume that they calculated was above the high water elevation of the dithc
along north property line. They did decrease the allowable release rate from 2.11 cfs
down to .4 cfs, there is about 3.3 acres in the site. They are increasing the volume
required for storage on site.

Sue W. Scholer asked about the plans for maintenance on that ditch? Basically they are
assuming that the owner would maintain the ellLir", siL"', Lllis is r"'dSUIi fur f-JuLLill\J 3-1
sluf-J"'s UII Lh", rJiLch.

~lr. Huffmdll dsk",rJ if iL WdS d ""'W rJ.lLch, G",ur\J'" d\Jdin stated it is an existing ditch.
The ditch at this time is full of brush, weeds, etc, it is not a legal drain.

George stated they are asking for final drainage approval.

Mr. Hoffman asked if George's client would be willing to participate in the cost of a
more substantial drainage improvement in the area. Mr. Shull", SLdL",rJ h", cuulrJ lIuL
dllsw",r LlrdL yu",sLiuII, LJuL h", f"'",ls II'" wuulLJ LJ", willill\J.
Bruc", dsk",rJ if conditions had been met? Michael Spencer answered, no, there is one
other conditions and that is that the City of Ldfayette review this f-Jruj",ct, as of
Jdnudry 2, 1990 this area is in sid", th", City Limits as is Wal-Mart.
Mr. Sooby has not seen the plans presented.Discussion continued.

Mr. Hoffman stated this is not a subdivision, but should have the same kind of
restriction as subdivisions. Mr. Hoffman asked that a letter be received from the
developer stating they will participate in their fair share of the improvement when the
major improvement is made. Michael asked if he was talking about facility on site.
Answer-yes. Maintenance on site and that they would assist in making that area a part of
the legal drain, and that they will participate in the cost of improving the Wilson
Branch. Michael asked if they should provide a letter stating that they will maintain
their on site system. Mr. Hoffman stated he would like for it to be in form that can be
recorded, so it will run with the land should the land be sold.

George asked what things are needed for approval? 1. Participate in the improvements of
the Wilson Branch. 2. Cost of improvements. 3. Maintain the one on the premises, and
if they don't the County would have the right to maintain it and assess the cost.
Incorporate the existing drain on the north side of the site into the Treece drain or
Wilson Branch.
A letter is needed from the owner for the abov", m","tioned items to Michael. Michael
asked that the city review dnd \Jive their df-Jf-Jruvdl LJ", drJrJ",rJ dS they are involv",rJ.

Su", dsk",rJ if Lh'" board understands correctly that the City still wdnts that maintenance
to rUIi to the Coullty on the regulated drain. Mr. Sooby answered, he thinks that is
correct.

Bruce V. Osborn moved to give approval with the four recommendations being met, seconded
by Sue W. Scholer.

WAL- MART

Clifford Norton representing Wal-Mart and George Davidson of Horne Properties presented
drainage plans. Michael stated the plans meet the county restriction on the limited
release rate. Michael pointed out at the last meeting Mr. Long was present and brought
up the fact of emergency routing for drainage which is a problem in this area, and at
that time Michael stated he had Christopher Burke Engineering LTD looking at the Wilson
Branch from Ross Road where the Simon improvement would end with the 100 year design
flow in the channel. He had him look all the way up through Treece Meadows on what
design would be required or Channel section would be required to get from Ross Road up
to Treece Meadows. Michael has received the report this morning. Basically what he
says in his report is to properly move the 100 year storm event from the north end of
Treece Meadows or where open channel turns and goes back west through the Subdivision,
looking at approximately 40 foot bottom width on the channel and 2-1 side slopes from
there down to the Wilson Branch in some fashion. They have had some preliminary
locations for the channel so he would have some idea for lengths to work with as far as
grades to get the water down there, basically at this time to pass the 100 year storm
event is to provide a 40 foot bottom width channel with 2-1 side slopes down to the
Wilson Branch, then continue down the Wilson Branch taking out the trees and re-grading
the bottom and side slopes down to Ross Road in order to get the water to the regional
detention facility that will be constructed. Michael stated this is a starting point as
there are allot of alternatives that can be put in there. This is basically what
Channel section they are looking at. The crossings of Creasey Lane and McCarty Lane
will need bridge openings of approximately 600 square foot openings to pass the 100 year
storm event. Bruce asked if this was visible? Mr. Norton stated anything is visible.
Bruce asked if this was to go in during the other construction? Michael answered it
would take a petition for re-construction of the Wilson Branch of the Elliott ditch.
Michael feels that we are at the point now where a petition is needed from the watershed
area. More study is needed. While the land is open is the time to get something
started. Cost estimates and plans will have to be put together. Michael can not put a
time element on it, the area is hot enough for development and something needs to be
done. Discussion of petition.



WAL-MART CONTINUED
JANUARY 3, 1990 DRAINAGE BOARD MEETING

Mr. Davidson stated that Wal-Mart has no problem at all to work with the rest of the
watershed and are willing to pay their fair share of the assessment.

Tom McCully representing Long Tree Limited went over what Long Tree Limited went through
when they were developing Burberry Subdivision. The problem is at the South end at
Treece drain and Wilson Branch, pipe put in 197B creates constriction of everything
upstream from there. Discussion of Cost in 197B, and the over all problem of the area.
At that time the owners agreed to put an assessment based upon the cost, which amounted
to approximately $1,000.00 per acre. Todays presentation does try to address the
problem all the way from the north end of Treece down to the Wilson Branch on down to
the Elliott ditch. Tom stressed that if we don't look at an over all picture we are not
going to get anything accomplished. What has to be done is as property is developed
everybody agrees to participate to get the problem corrected. At this time we have an
open ditch going into a 24" pipe. Discussion continued.

Tom McCully stated that probably this should be an Urban drain not a rural drain.
Convert to Urban drain and reconstruct. Long Tree Limited is willing to cooperate.
Again he stressed that everybody is going to have to be in agreement that the problem
needs corrected and go from there. The longer this goes the more expense it is going to
be. Discussion continued.

Michael stated that in the interim there is a plan that could be done temporarily to get
the emergency routing out of the Subdivision. This is going to take cooperation from
the people involved.

Bruce asked Mr. Norton if they are going to be asking for road cuts on Creasey, answer
yes, they have two entrance, and one on Highway 26.

Mr. Hoffman stated Wal-Mart will have to have some type of document stating they will
participate in and pay their fair share of the cost of the improvement, and maintain
what else they will be putting in there, if they don't the county will have the right to
go in and maintain, then assess them for the cost.

Sue Scholer suggested that Michael call a meeting with all property owners involved in
the development.

Michael stated that Burke Engineering brought to his attention that this could be a
lengthy project, but in the mean time the board should look at a temporary diversion
swale, not a major structure. Mr. Hoffman asked if the,e was a place fo, it and Michael
replied it can be done, however it will not be easy. Michael stated this would be
everybody north of Treece Meadows who wants to develop. Michael wanted more time to
think. Mr. Sooby was concerned about property owner saying let the other guy do it.

Mr. Davidson asked Michael if he was satisfied with their drainage analysis, answer 
yes.

Mr. Norton stated there are two ways that Wal-Mart can go. He asked if the board could
give approval subject to meeting the qualifications to avoid another meeting or bring up
all the criteria that they need to submit and have another meeting.

Sue W. Scholer stated that the board would be requiring all the essential things stated
and final approval passed would be subject to all things presented to Michael and
approved by the attorney and the City of Lafayette. Sue stated possibly the board
should make a requirement as Wal-Mart goes through the process of their development some
of the other things needed will be based on getting a meeting and something temporary
with all people involved who are developing in that area.

Mr. Davidson again stated they would agree in participating in what ever effort is made
out in that area. They would like to leave the meeting this morning with some idea of
construction cost so they can build their budget. He stated they could have a letter
back to Michael tomorrow committing to the things the board is trying to accomplish.

Michael Spencer and Don Sooby will work together to come up with satisfactory proposals.
Don stated that lionslying share of the burden may fallon Wal-Mart to do something
temporary, as no body wants to do anything until their development is ready to move.
Wal-Mart wants to move ahead with their development and if the interim facilities are
necessary for this to get board approval, but not the total cost is going to fallon
Wal-Mart. Discussion continued.

Michael asked if a credit could be given back to Wal-Mart at a later date of what they
would put in on the interim? Mr. Sooby stated that the interim facility is not going to
contribute much toward the long term, it really isn't a down payment on the ultimate
facilities.

Mr. Davidson asked how will the development fully affect the Treece Meadows. Michael
answered hopefully up to a 100 year storm event by calculations it should reduce the
downstream affect, its above the 100 year storm event that is of concern. Currently
there is 80 cfs coming off for a 10 year storm. Discussion continued.

Sue W. Scholer asked what needs to be done to get the total process going?

Mr. Hoffman stated if Michael feels there is a need for reconstruction as an Urban drain
Michael should report that to the Board and then the process can start for making it an
Urban drain for reconstruction. That's on the long term. A Petition is not needed all
that is necessary is a let t er from Mi chae I Spencer surveyur "L d L i /lid LiJd L iL ",,,,,Li,, to be
an U,ban drain and it can be done as an Urban drain. Statement should state that if it
is reconstructed as an Urban drain it will drain the area properly. Michael should
present a letter to the Board.
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Mr. Hoffman agreed with Mr. Sooby's statement that Wal-Mart is going lu Ildve lu ~dY musl
uf L1le cusl uf Ule lem~U,d,y fdc.i.l i ly dS Ule ullier ~ru~e,ly UWlle,s Cdll SdY liley d,e Ilul
,edl.ly lu uevelu~ dilU we uUII'l see lile Ileeu fur lilis uillil we uevelu~. Dlscus",lull
cUIIl i I\ueu.

Ilems Ileeueu frum Wdl-i"1d,l d,e: Leller uf Cummilmelll fu, Maintenance of the drain
facilities that they build. In the lette, a commitment for participation in the
o,iginal p,ogram and that Wal-Mart pay their fair share of reconstruction and if they do
not maintain the drainage on their prope,ty the county would have a right to come in and
do the maintenance and make assessment for the cost. Mr. Hoffman wanted this to be in a
recordable fashion so it will run with the land.

The Wal-Mart was asked to come back Tuesday JanUdry 9, 1990 at 9:30 A.M. for re-convened
session. Due to not havill\j d quu,um uf Boa,d Members the January 9 meeting WdS
postponed until Wednesday January 17, 1990 at 9:00 A.M ..

STATE ROAD

38 PROJECT

AGREEMENT

V

ORCHARD

PARK

STATE ROAD 38 PROJECT AGREEMENT

Agreement with the State on Hwy 38 the detention pond and drainage. The County will
receive $50,000.00 if it is installed prior to the time the State goes to work on tile 38
Project, if the County dues IIUt I,ave it installed the County does not get the $50,000.00
dnd the State puts it in. This is based on when the work starts. Discussion.

F,ed stated that he and Michael had reviewed the agreement and it meets the standdrds.
This goes along with tile meelill\j rlelu Ocluuer 1988 UII lile HiyilwdY 38 Prujecl.
A\j,eemelll i", UII file.

Bruce V. OSUUTlI muveu lu dcce~L Llle dy,eemelll uf Sldle Hi\jhwdY 38 dilU lhe wdle,
~,uulems, secullueu Uy Sue W. Schuler, Ulldllimuus d~~ruvdl.

ORCHARD PARK

i"lichdel S~ellcer Surveyur, ~reseilleu ree P,u~usdl ~r ices lu ~,UVlue r ielu su,vey fu, lile
O,cildru Pd,k LeYdl Di lch P,ujecl. Edrlie, lwu ui fferelll cum~dllies rldu ~,e",eIILeu ~rices

fu, uuillY surveyillY wurk fur L1le ~rujecl. Tllere WdS quile d uiL uf uifferellce ill Llle
~rices suumilleu su d mu,e uefilleu scu~e uf wu,k WdS p,eselileu lu ui fferelll cum~dldes

dilU Miclldel lids receiveu lile fulluwill\j suumi l ldls.

Tuuu F,dUlliye, ,edu Ule Cum~dldes dliU Lllei r f iyu,es LIds is fur Llle elll i ,e wdlerslleu
d,ed. Tlds wuulu illcluue de,idl md~~ill\j, CUIIlLJU, md~ fur Llle wdle,sheu, dll exislill\j
~i~es wiLldl1 Llle wdler srleu, lhei, ,edciles dilU siLes, illverls, L1le ,dville syslem dll Llle
WdY UUWII lu L1le W.i.lucdl c,eek.

T icell Shul le dliU Assucidles
JUllfl E. F islle,
MTA
Vesler's dilU Associates

$31,900.00
$22,372.00
$21,680.00
$24,990.00

The services tlldL were illcluueu dre:

Ae,idl CI!lli r[)l SII,Yf-:Y. Ve,licdl dilU Horizontal survey tu ~ruviue cUlllrul fur deridl
md~~iIIY will ue ~ruviueu.

EsjolJJioh 8 00",)illeo. Bdselilles will ue esldulisheu, ,eferellceu, dliU lieu lu lhe
IluriLullldl md~~ill\j cUlllrul. Tllese udse lilies will fulluw, ds clusely ds ~ussiule, lile
fluw lilies uf lhe uefilleu 'dville",.

Illyeol jYol j[)11 ur Exiol illY Siu,m Sewer Fdl<iljl jeo. ExislillY slu,m sewers dliU culve,ls
wililill lile wdle,srleu will be located, identified and surveyed for length and elevation.
This information will be provided in the fo,m of su,vey field notes. Aerial Mapping of
the ravine will be provided, scribed on mylar. Contours will be at one foot intervals,
scale will be 1"=100' or as other wise specified. Baselines will be superimposed on
the mapping.

THE ITEMS READ ARE NEEDED FOR THE ENTIRE WATERSHED

Descrjptjons of Easements Descriptions of p,oposed easements from each land owne,
involved will be provided. Easements will most likely be described as a horizontal
distance beyond a specified elevation on the bank of the ravine.

Todu slaleu lile quicke, lile su,veyurs cuulu yel slarleu lile uelle, Liley cuulu yel a
~ru~e, survey, each wuulu like lu yel lu iL as sUUII as ~ussiule ailU IIU laler Llldll
FeU,Ud,y as leaves will be starting and they can not get a true picture. One of the
figures presented is only good through February. After that date it may increase the
aerial photography figure. If it is delayed longer it could be late 1990 before work
could be completed.

Time is needed to go through the presentations, Michael will come back at the next
meeting with findings.

Meeting recessed until Tuesday January 9, 1990, January 9, 1990 meeting was re-scheduled
for Wednesday January 17, 1990.



TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
REGULAR MEET! NG

SEPTEMBER 4, 1991

The meetIng was called to order by Nola J. Gentry, Chairman, at 9:00 A.M. in the meeting
room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North Third Street, Lafayette,
Indiana.

Those present were: Nola J. Gentry, Chairman, Keith E. McMillin, Hubert Yount,
Tippecanoe County Commissioners, Michael J. Spencer, County Surveyor, Ilene Dailey,
Chris Burke Consulting Engineers, David Luhrman, and Dorothy M. Emerson, Executive
Secretary Drainage Board.

The first item on the agenda was to approve the minutes of the meeting for the last
Drainage Board meeting on August 7, 1991. Keith McMillin moved to approve the minutes,
seconded by Hubert Yount. Unanimously approved.

IWYKENHAM

Mark Smith, Smith Enterprises stated to the board that SInce 1987 they have been
developing Twykenham Estates.

Discussion followed.

In the past Smith Enterprises has come in to the Drainage Board before construction
begins and have received conditional vacation subject to certain conditions being met.
Per that procedure the Drainage Board has vacated two sections and Mr Smith is here
today on the third section.

Nola asked if the notices had been sent on this yet.

Mark stated that they have not been sent. The hearing date will be set with the
Drainage Board at a later date. The conditions are for Smith to put in the storm sewer
system per the approved plans of the City of Lafayette, submit certified drawings to
Mike Spencer, County Surveyor and to Mr. Sooby, City of Lafayette Engineer. The City of
Lafayette accepts the storm drainage system for maintenance. Smith also connects any
tiles that they may cross as they come through. fhose conditions being met, Smith will
come back to the Drainage Board for formal vacation hearing and vote. At which time the
notices will be mailed.

Part of our approval process for APC and for Mr. Sooby are that the Drainage Board is in
agreement.

David Luhrman, Attorney stated to the board that if they want to approve this they would
need to sent out the notices to the landowners and publish it in the paper. The
landowners have written notice between 30 and 40 days before the final hearing and the
newspaper notice published at least 10 days before the hearing. Conceivably, you could
set a hearing for October 5, 1991 if all the notices are ready to be sent.

Hubert Yount, Commissioner stated that basically, you are looking for approval of the
concept.

Mark Smith stated that a vacation could not be done until the pipe has been put in place
and has been accepted by the City of Lafayette for maintenance. At that time then we
come back in and get formal vacation.

Nola Gentry stated that a motion was needed that the Drainage Board was in agreement
with this process.

Mike Spencer, County Surveyor responded yes with 5 conditions.

Discussion followed.

Hubert Yount, Commissioner motioned that the Board was in agreement with the proposed
storm drainage system of Twyckenham Estate Phase II Section 3, 5, 6 and 7 and with the
following conditions the board would consider vacation of the ditch.

1. New drainage system be installed approved and functioning properly.
2. All field tiles from the off-site property connect to the new system. The

reason for that is that the landowners have tile that flow into the Ortman
DraIn. These people should be satisfied that it is properly done and not
causing any problems.

3. Certified Asbuilt drawings be sUbmitted.
4. A letter needs to be received from the City indicating approval and acceptance

for maintenance and that the city has approved the construction drawings for
this area of the storm sewer that is proposed to be developed.

5. That the drain will be completed and approved before the final plat can be
recorded and building permits issued.

Keith McMillin, County commissioner seconded the motion. Motion carried.

Mark DeYoung, Attorney for Greg Jacobs discussed the changes of the construction and
drainage plans of the Family Pantry projects.

Nola asked if this was a different site-plan than what was presented previously?

Mr. DeYoung stated that it was different because of the BZA process requesting building
setback. It was necessary to reduce our building size and then the BZA granted our
setback variances based on review of the site plans.

Discussion followed.

Hubert Yount asked jf they were wanting approval today.

Mike Spencer asKed if the site plans haD been approved.
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Mr. DeYoung stated that the APC insist on being last that IS why we are here in this
situation. They want to have the ~inal say. They want every little detail in site-plan
exactly the way it is going to be and the drainage is still in flux.

Nola asked if this was the last site-plan or would there be another one.

Mr. DeYoung said he would not make any promises. The building configuration and the
parking configuration are done. The BZA has approved those.

Discussion followed.

Mike stated in the file is a set of calculation that shows more parking and more
building, the file needs to be kept current. If there are going to be changes in the
square feet of parking and building it needs to be reflected in the drawings and the
calculations that are in file for people in the future that want to look at it.

Mike continued that Ilene Dailey of Chris Burke Engineering looked at the plans and had
a couple comments.

1. That erosion control be implemented and detailed in the plans per erosion
control during construction.

2. Need a copy of the recorded off-site easement.

Mike stated that he has the State Highway permit for the plans and the drawing is
attached to the State permit. That was one of the requirements that the State approve
it.

Discussion followed.

Hubert Yount moved to give conditional approval subject to the four conditions stated
below.

1. New calculation on site plans be submitted to the Surveyor.

2. Erosion Control practices shown during construction.

3. Off-site easement be recorded and submitted.

4. Come back to the Drainage Board with final plan when the site-plans are
approved. Permits will be issued at that time.

Keith McMillin seconded. Motion carried.

Dick Donahue asked the Drainage Board for conditional approval.

Mike Spencer stated that the Engineering FIrm of Coil and Dickmeyer from Fort Wayne is
doing the plan on Farmington. Ilene's last letter to him was August 26 with 5 items of
concern. Those 5 items constitute more than just 5 things to do. There are a lot of
things lumped into each one. We received a fax from Mr. Coil last night at 4:00. I
have not seen it and Ilene has not had time to go through it. I would like to go
through the response and see if they are actually addressed before any decision is made.

Dick Donahue stated that if the 5 items are addressed satisfactorilY that approval
should be given. If you could give us approval subject to that it would be appreciated.

Nola asked Mr. Donahue if he was under a time constraint.

Mr. Donahue responded that the building season is disappearing.

Nola asked Mike if he would want to adjourn and have a meeting in a few days to give
Mike and Ilene time to go over it.

Mike stated that he would feel better about that.

Ilene stated that she preferred it too. Some of the responses do not match the original
drawings. So it is not clear if some of these things have been changed or not.

Hubert stated that they may need a meeting with the Engineering firm to clear these
things up.

Nola stated that the Drainage Board could have a special meeting. If the Engineering
firm got the information needed, and Mike and Ilene could have time to go over it.

Ilene stated that they need to be sure to give Mike everything she gets and vice versa.

Nola stated that would be the best thing to do, since there were to many unanswered
questions at this point.

Mike commented that some of these were very major items in the whole design of the
drainage system in the subdivision.

daDLEL..LAISE

Mr. Robert Bauman, Attorney for West Lafayette, stated that he talked with Mike Spencer
and they now know how to figure the assessments for the maintenance fund, in connection
with that we will be filing a petition to consolidate all the assessments in the area.

Mike stated it would be going into one watershed. Some people are paying on their own
plus the outlet they have two assessments. It would be better If they were combined.



Mr. Bauman continued: We are in a position to send the notices -for the hearing on the
reconstruction of the Dempsey/Baker and the construction of Hadley LaKe. We are
requesting you set a hearing date on that.

Nola stated that the hearing needed to be set not less than 30 days and not more than 40
days.

Nola asked Mr. Bauman if he had the notices ,eady go, or do we need to take a few days
into account for that.

Mr. Bauman said we need to take a few days into account for that. We have been updating
our data base. There were some discrepancies between that as drawn by the Engineer and
the County records. We will correct the discrepancies to coordinate with the County
records. We are doing that now.

Nola asked how long he will need.

Mr. Bauman responded that he would like to have it on the October 16. We want to make
sure we have the list correct with County and get the notices physically prepared now.
In particular the notices for the Hadley Drain that is a p,etty good number.

Mike asked if it was for the maintenance.

Mr. Bauman responded that they will not be proposing assessment for construction and
there will be an explanation of that in the notice. They will be notified of what the
proposed maintenance assessment will be.

Nola commented: You will request that a hearing be set for Wednesday, October 16 at
9:00 am.

Mr. Bauman said yes.

Nola stated that would be a hearing on the maintenance of the Dempsey/Baker and Hadley
Drain.

Mike stated it would be the reconstruction of Dempsey/Baker and the Construction of
Hadley Lake.

Discussion followed.

Keith McMillin moved to have a special Drainage Board meeting on October 16, 1991 at
9:00 am for the maintenance of Dempsey/Baker and the construction of Hadley Lake.

Hubert Yount seconded the motion. Motion carried.

Tom Borck, Hawkins Environmental gave the board a brief synopsis of the plans for the
Creasy Lane reconstruction project.

Discussion followed.

Mr. Borck stated that what they are trying to do is follow somewhat the existing
drainage patterns.

Discussion followed.

Mr. Borck stated that what they anticipate is a system of storm sewers and swails along
Creasy Lane. At this point we are looking a 5 lane road way.

Discussion followed.

Being no further business Keith McMillin moved to adjourn the Drainage Board meeting.

Hubert Yount seconded. Motion carried. MeetIng adjourned.

The next regular scheduled Drainage Board meeting is Wednesday, October 2, 1991.

~~~----------------
NOla~G~n~Chairman

~~-:tiec,,/~ J -/-~-c----- L __-#~_---
Keith E. McMillin, Member
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
REGULAR MEETING

FEBRUARY 5, 1992

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday, February 5, 1992 in the Community
Meeting Room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North Third street, Lafayette,
Indiana with Keith E. McMillin calling the meeting to order.

Those present were: Keith E. McMillin, Chairman, Nola J. Gentry and Hubert Yount,
Tippecanoe County Commissioners, Michael J. Spencer, County Surveyor, Ilene Dailey,
Chris Burke Consulting Engineers, J. Frederick Hoffman, Drainage Board Attorney, and
Dorothy M. Emerson, Executive Secretary Drainage Board.

The first item on the agenda was to approve to the minutes of the meeting for the last
Drainage Board meeting on January 8, 1991. Nola Gentry moved to approve the minutes,
seconded by Hubert Yount. Unanimously approved.

CARROLL COUNTY JOINT DRAIN

Mike Spencer, County Surveyor stated Keith McMillin and Hubert Yount needed to be
appointed to the Carroll County Joint Drain for the Andrew and Mary Thomas Drains.

Nola Gentry motioned to appoint Keith McMillin and Hubert Yount to the Carroll County
Joint Drain for the Andrew and Mary Thomas Drains.

Hubert Yount, seconded. Motion carried.

DRAINAGE BOARD ATTORNEY CONTRACT

Mike presented the Board with a contract for the Drainage Board Attorney J. Frederick
Hoffman, that needed to be executed for 1992.

Hubert Yount moved to approve the contract between Tippecanoe County Drainage Board and
J. Frederick Hoffman as Attorney for said group.

Nola J. Gentry, seconded. Motion carried.

ACTIVE AND INACTIVE DITCHES

Nola Gentry moved to include the active and inactive ditches into the February minutes
and mail the appropriate notices to the surrounding counties. Hubert Yount, seconded.
Motion carried.

The following is a list of the active and inactive ditch assessment list for 1992.

DITCH
No.

DRAINAGE BOARD ASSESSMENT LIST
TOTAL

4 YEAR
DITCH ASSESSMENT

1991 1992

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
39
40
41

Amstutz, John
Anderson, Jesse
Andrews, E.W.
Anson, Delphine
Baker, Dempsey
Baker, Newell
Ball, Nellie
Berlovitz, Juluis
H W Moore Lateral (Benton Co)
Binder, Michael
Blickenstaff, John
Box, NW
Brown, A P
Buck Creek (Carroll Co)
Burkhalter, Alfred
Byers, Orrin
Coe, Floyd
Coe, Train
Cole, Grant
County Farm
Cripe, Jesse
Daughtery, Charles E.
Devault, Fannie
Dunkin, Marion
Darby, Wetherill (Benton Co)
Ellis, Thomas
Erwin, Martin V
Fassnacht, Christ
Fugate, Elijah
Gowen, Issac (White Co)
Gray, Martin
Grimes, Rebecca
Hafner, Fred
Haywood, E.F.
Haywood, Thomas
Harrison, Meadows
Inskeep, George
Jakes, Lewis
Johnson, E. Eugene

$5,008.00
$15,675.52

$2,566.80
$5,134.56
$2,374.24

$717.52
$1,329.12
$8,537.44

$4,388.96
$7,092.80

$11,650.24
$8,094.24

$5,482.96
$5,258.88

$13,617.84
$3,338.56
$4,113.92
$1,012.00

$911.28
$1,883.12
$3,766.80
$9,536.08

$1,642.40
$656.72

$2,350.56
$3,543.52

$6,015.52
$3,363.52
$1,263.44
$7,348.96
$2,133.12
$1,532.56
$3,123.84
$5,164.24

$10,745.28

Inactive
Active
Active
Active
Inactive
Inactive
Inactive
Inactive

Active
Inactive
Inactive
Active
Active
Inactive
Inactive
Inactive
Active
Inactive
Active
Inactive
Active
Inactive
Inactive
Active
Active
Inactive
Inactive
Inactive
Inactive
Active
Inactive
Active
Active
Active
Inactive
Inactive
Inactive
Inactive

Inactive
Active
Active
Acti ve
Inactive
Inactive
Inactive
Inactive
Active
Active
Inactive
Inactive
Active
Inactive
Active
Inactive
Inactive
Inactive
Inactive
Active
Inactive
Active
Inactive
Inactive
Active
Inactive
Inactive
Inactive
Inactive
Active
Inactive
Inactive
Active
Active
Active
Inactive
Inactive
Inactive
Inactive



41 Johnson, E. Eugene $10,745.28 Inactive Inactive
42 Kellerman, James $1,043.52 Active Inactive
43 Kerschner, Floyd $1,844.20 Inactive Inactive
44 Kirkpatrick, Amanda $2,677.36 Inactive Inactive
45 Kirkpatrick, Frank $4,226.80 Active Inactive
46 Kirkpatrick, James $16,637.76 Inactive Active
47 Kuhns, John A $1,226.96 Active Inactive
48 Lesley, Calvin $3,787.76 Inactive Active
50 McCoy, John $2,194.72 Inactive Inactive
51 McFarland, John $7,649.12 Active Inactive
52 McKinny, Mary $4,287.52 Inactive Inactive
53 Mahin, Wesley $3 .. 467.68 Active Active
54 Marsh, Samuel (Montgomery Co) Inactive Inactive
55 Miller, Absalm $3,236.00 Inactive Active
56 Montgomery, Ann $4,614.56 Active Inactive
57 Morin, F.E. $1,434.72 Active Active
58 Motsinger, Hester $2,000.00 Active Active
59 O'Neal, J. Kelly $13,848.00 Active Active
60 Oshier, Aduley $1,624.88 Active Active
61 Parker, Lane $2.141.44 Inactive Active
62 Parlon, James $1, 649.96 Inactive Active
63 Peters, Calvin $828.00 Inactive Inactive
64 Rayman, Emmett (White Co) Active Active
65 Resor, Franklin $3,407.60 Inactive Active
66 Rettereth, Peter $1.120.32 Inactive Inactive
67 Rickerd. Aurthur $1,064.80 Inactive Inactive
68 Ross, Alexander $1.791.68 Inactive Inactive
69 Sheperdson, James $1,536.72 Inactive Inactive
70 Saltzman, John $5.740.96 Inactive Inactive
71 Skinner, Ray $2,713.60 Active Active
72 Smith, Abe $1, 277 . 52 Active Active
73 Southworth. Mary $558.08 Active Active
74 Sterrett. Joseph C $478.32 Inactive Active
75 Stewart, William $765.76 Inactive Acti ve
76 Swanson, Gustav $4.965.28 Active Active
77 Taylor, Alonzo $1.466.96 Inactive Inactive
78 Taylor. Jacob $4,616.08 Inactive Inactive
79 Toohey, John $542.40 Inactive Inactive
81 VanNatta, John $1, 338 .16 Inactive Inactive
82 Wallace, Harrison B. $5.501.76 Inactive Inactive
83 Walters, Suss ana $972.24 Inactive Inactive
84 Walters, William $8.361. 52 Active Active
85 Waples, McDill $5,478.08 Inactive Active
86 Wilder, Lena $3.365.60 Inactive Inactive
87 Wilson, Nixon (Fountain Co) Inactive Inactive
88 Wilson. J & J $736.96 Inactive Inactive
89 Yeager, Simeon $615.36 Active Active
90 Yoe. Franklin $1.605.44 Inactive Inactive
91 Dickens, Jesse $288.00 Inactive Inactive
92 Jenkins $1,689.24 Inactive Inactive
93 Dismal Creek $25,420.16 Active Active
94 Shawnee Creek $6.639.28 Active Active
95 Buetler/Gosma $19.002.24 Inactive Active
96 Kirkpatrick One $6.832.16 Active Inactive
97 McLaughlin. John $0.00 Inactive Inactive
98 Hoffman, John $72,105.03 Active Active
99 Brum, Sarah (Benton Co) Active Active

100 S.W.Elliott $227,772.24 Active Active

DISCUSSION ON TILE BIDS

Mike Spencer presented a tile bid that had been inadvertently returned to the bidder.
Fred Hoffman opened the bid.

Mike stated he had received two proposals for Professional Services on the Berlovitz
Watershed Study. one from Christopher Burke Engineering and one from Ticen, Schulte and
Associates. Mike recommended Christopher Burke Engineering the lowest bidder.

Nola moved to approve the proposal from Christopher Burke Engineering for the Berlovitz
Ditch Study. Hubert. seconded. Motion carried.

JOHN HOFFMAN DRAIN

Mike stated to the Board that work will be done on the Hoffman Drain at a cost less than
$25.000.00. Since it was under $25.000.00 Mike requested quotes be done on the project
rather than bids since quotes are faster.

Mike read the proposal into the minutes.

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board is interested in taking quotes for maintenance
work on the John Hoffman Ditch. beginning at the tile outlet which is located along
County Road 900 East just north of State Road 26 East.

Work will consist of dredging approximately 1000 feet of channel down stream of the
tile outlet, cleaning out road culvert under 900 East. Then clearing trees over and
along the tile for some 4000 feet to the east.

After the clearing all tile holes will be fixed and or wide joints patched, then
the waterway over the tile will be graded as directed by the Surveyor. When all work is
completed all disturbed areas will be seeded.
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There will be a pre-quote site visit held at the site on February 19th, 1992 at
9:00 am.

Written quotes will be on a per foot basis for dredging, clearing and grading of
waterway.

Tile repair will be on time and material basis. Seeding will be lump sum.

Quotes will be due on March 4th at 11:00 am in the Tippecanoe County Auditors
Office.

For further information please contact the Tippecanoe County Surveyor, Mike Spencer
at 423-9228.

Discussion followed.

Hubert Yount moved to accept quotes for the John Hoffman Drain. Nola, seconded. Motion
carried.

HADLEY LAKE DRAIN

Mike stated that West Lafayette Wetland Delineation Study will be done on February 15.
We need to have that before we advertise for the proposals for engineering work.

PINE VIEW FARMS

Roger Kottlowski, Weitzel Engineering and Tom Stafford, Melody Homes presented their
drainage plans for Pine View Farms to the Drainage Board.

Discussion followed.

Mike Spencer recommended preliminary approval to the Board.

Nola moved to grant preliminary approval contingent on completion of restrictions and
receipt of the recorded easements or agreements.

Hubert Yount, seconded. Motion carried.

Being DO further business, Hubert Yount moved to adjourn the Drainage Board meeting.
The next regular scheduled meeting will March 4 at 8:30 AM and will reconvene at 11:00
AM for quotes on the John Hoffman Drain.

L~f:~z:tt~
Keith E. McMillin, Chairman

ATTEST:~(..i1n.~"""-~~~ _
Dorothy M.~son, Executive Secretary
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Tippecanoe County Drainage Board 
Minutes TRANSCRIPT 

 Regular Meeting 
January 6, 1993 

 
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday, January 6, 1993 in the Community Meeting Room of the 
Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North Third Street, Lafayette, Indiana, with Nola Gentry calling the meeting to order 
for the re-organization of the Board.  She then turned it over to J. Frederick Hoffman, Drainage Board Attorney to preside.  
 
Those present were: Nola J. Gentry, Hubert Yount, Bill Haan, Tippecanoe County Commissioners, Michael J. Spencer, 
County Surveyor, Ilene Dailey, Christopher Burke Consulting Engineer, J. Frederick Hoffman, Drainage Board Attorney, 
Hans Peterson, Paul Elling, Project Engineers SEC Donohue, Greg Griffith, Great Lakes Chemical Corporation, Josh 
Andrews, West Lafayette Development Director, Opal Kuhl, West Lafayette City Engineer, and Shelli Hoffine Drainage 
Board Executive Secretary. 
 
J. Frederick Hoffman, Drainage Board Attorney asked for nominations from the floor for the Board President.  Commissioner 
Gentry nominated Commissioner Haan for President, seconded by Commissioner Yount. 
Unanimously approved. 
 
Mr. Hoffman then turned the meeting over to Commissioner Haan to preside over the remainder of the meeting. 
 
Commissioner Haan asked for nominations from the floor for the Board Vice President. 
Commissioner Haan nominated Commissioner Gentry for Vice President, seconded by Commissioner Yount. 
Unanimously approved. 
 
Commissioner Haan asked for nominations from the floor for the Board Executive Secretary. 
Commissioner Gentry nominated Shelli Hoffine for Executive Secretary, seconded by Commissioner Yount. 
Unanimously approved. 
 
The first item on the agenda was to approve the minutes of the meeting for the Drainage Board meeting on December 2, 
1992.  Hubert Yount moved to approve the minutes of December 2, 1992, seconded by Commissioner Gentry.  Unanimously 
approved. 
 
Hire the Attorney 
Commissioner Gentry moved to appoint J. Frederick Hoffman as Attorney for the Drainage Board, seconded by 
Commissioner Yount. 
Motion carried. 
 
Active and Inactive Ditches for 1993 
Mr. Hoffman suggested putting the active and inactive ditches in the January minutes.  Mr. Hoffman also read them aloud to 
the Board. 
 
ACTIVE DITCHES 
Number        Names                 
  2          Anderson, Jesse                    
  3          Andrews, E.W.                      
  4          Anson, Delphine                  
  9          See #103 
 12 Box, N.W.                    
 13 Brown, Andrew               
 18 Coe, Train                   
 20 County Farm                  
 22 Daughtery, Charles           
 26 Darby, Wetherill (Benton Co.) 
 29 Fassnacht, Christ            
 34 Haffner, Fred                 
 35 Haywood, E.F.                       
 37 Harrison Meadows        
 38 Ilgenfritz, George (combined with Dismal)        
 45 Kirkpatrick, Frank           
 46 Kirkpatrick, James                
 48 Lesley, Calvin               
 49 Lucas, Luther (combined with Dismal)        
 53 Mahin, Wesley                
 55 Miller, Absalom                 
 57 Morin, F.E.                  
 58 Motsinger, Hester            
 59 O'Neal, J. Kelly             
 60 Oshier, Aduley               
 61 Parker Lane    
 62         Parlon, James, (combined with Shawnee)               
 65 Resor, Franklin              
 71 Skinner, Ray                 
 72 Smith, Abe                   
 73 Southworth, Mary             
 74 Sterrett, Joseph C.          
 76 Swanson, Gustav              
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 84 Walters, William             
 89 Yeager, Simeon               
 91 Dickens, Jesse               
 93 Dismal Creek                
 94 Shawnee Creek               
 95 Buetler, Gosma               
 98 See #101               
 99 See #102               
100 Elliott, S.W.                
101 Hoffman, John                
102 Brum, Sophia  (Benton Co)    
103 Moore H.W.  (Benton Co)      
 
INACTIVE DITCHES  
Number        Names                 
  1 Amstutz, John                
  5 Baker, Dempsey               
  6 Baker, Newell                
  7 Bell, Nellie                 
  8 Berlovitz, Julius                  
 10 Binder, Michael             
 11 Blickenstaff, John M.        
 14 Buck Creek (Carroll Co.)     
 15 Burkhalter, Alfred           
 16 Byers, Orin J.               
 17 Coe, Floyd                   
 19 Cole Grant                   
 21 Cripe, Jesse                 
 23 Devault, Fannie              
 24         Deer Creek 
 25 Dunkin, Marion               
 27 Ellis, Thomas                
 28 Erwin, Martin                
 30 Fugate, Elijah               
 31 Gowen, Isaac (White Co.)      
 32 Gray, Martin                 
 33 Grimes, Rebecca              
 36 Haywood, Thomas              
 39 Inskeep, George              
 40 Jakes, Lewis                 
 41 Johnson, E. Eugene           
 42 Kellerman, James             
 43 Kerschner, F.S.              
 44 Kirkpatrick, Amanda   
 47 Kuhns, John                  
 50 McCoy, John                  
 51 McFarland, John              
 52 McKinney, Mary               
 54 Marsh, Samuel (Montgomery Co) 
 56 Montgomery, Ann 
 63 Peters, Calvin               
 64 Rayman, Emmett (White Co.)   
 66 Rettereth, Peter             
 67 Rickerd, Arthur 
 68 Ross, Alexander              
 69 Sheperdson, J.A.             
 70 Saltzman, John               
 75 Stewart, William             
 77 Taylor, Alonzo               
 78 Taylor, Jacob                
 79 Toohey, John                 
 81 Van Natta, John              
 82 Wallace, Harrison            
 83 Walters, Sussana             
 85 Waples, McDill               
 86 Wilder, Lena                 
 87 Wilson, Nixon (Fountain Co.) 
 88 Wilson, J & J                
 90 Yoe, Franklin                
 92 Jenkins                      
 96 Kirpatrick One               
  97 McLaughlin, John             
 
 
 



Storm Water Drainage Improvement Plan 
Hans Peterson and Paul Elling from SEC Donohue presented the Stormwater Drainage Improvement Plan for the Cuppy-
McClure watershed.  Mr. Peterson discussed the project overview and objectives, project design criteria and constraints, 
hydrologic/hydraulic analysis, alternative improvements and recommendations, permits, and the schedule. 
 
Mr Peterson discussed the alternative improvements. 
Alternative #1 Low flow pipe and high flow channel.  

The cost of the low flow pipe and high flow channel - $930,000.00 
The pipe in this alternative would be two to three feet deep under the ground from the Celery Bog to U.S. 52 then 
opens up  and flows under US 52 with the existing pipe, then drops down into another pipe and flows on down to 
Hadley Lake. 

 
Mr. Hoffman asked how big the pipe would be? 
 
Mr. Peterson answered the pipe ranges in size from 36 inches to 42 inches. 
 
Alternative #2 All pipe improvements.  

The cost of all pipe improvements - $1,570,000.00 
Pipe size ranges from 54 inches to 60 inches. 
This alternative would run completely under the ground from Celery Bog to Hadley Lake that is the main reason for 
the high cost.  Mr. Peterson said this would look the nicest after it is complete. 

 
Alternative #3 All channel improvements.  

The cost of all channel improvements - $755,000.00 
This alternative does not have any pipe.  It is a standard open channel all the way from Celery Bog down to Hadley 
Lake.  There would have to be a concrete lining treatment at the bottom of the channel.  

 
Mr. Peterson recommended alternative was #1 the low flow pipe and high flow channel. 
 
Mr. Hoffman asked on these changes of easement are they giving and taking from the same landowners or taking from some 
landowners and giving others? 
Mr. Peterson said based on the assessment map that we have, it is generally give and take on the same properties except for 
one parcel.  Parcel #13 looks like we are taking. 
 
Mr. Hoffman assumed there will be a petition for reconstruction to make those changes in easement. 
 
Commissioner Gentry answered there will be a reconstruction hearing. 
 
Discussion followed. 
 
Bening no further business Commissioner Gentry moved to adjourn until February 3, 1993 at 8:30 a.m., seconded by Hubert 
Yount. 
 
Meeting adjourned. 
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD 
REGULAR MEETING 
NOVEMBER 3, 1993 
 
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday November 3, 1993 in the 
Community meeting room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North Third 
Street, Lafayette, Indiana with Nola J. Gentry calling the meeting to order. 
 
Those present were:  Tippecanoe County Commissioners Nola J. Gentry and Hubert 
D. Yount;  Tippecanoe County Surveyor Michael J. Spencer;  Drainage Board 
Attorney J. Frederick Hoffman;  Christopher Burke Engineering Consultant Jon 
Stolz and Drainage Board Secretary Shelli Hoffine. 
 
The first item on the agenda was to approve the minutes from the last Drainage 
Board meeting held October 6, 1993.  Commissioner Yount moved to approve the 
minutes.  Seconded by Commissioner Gentry.  Motion carried. 
 
SAGAMORE POINTE SUBDIVISION 
Robert Grove asked approval of revised preliminary plan for Sagamore Pointe 
Subdivision.  Mr. Grove explained that the reason for the revised plan was the 
original plan showed the watershed area draining into Hadley Lake and at that 
time Mr. Grove did not realize that the watershed would have to be approved by 
the owner of Hadley Lake.  Since then Mr. Grove has tried to make contact and 
get approval of the lake's owner, but has not succeeded.  The revised plan 
suggest four areas of rear yard storage that range from two feet to four feet 
deep in a ten year storm and one area of off-site storage. 
 
Mr. Spencer asked if there is enough dirt on-site to create the detention areas? 
 
Mr. Grove stated yes. 
 
Mr. Grove asked the Board about giving the landowner of the off-site storage 
area credit for storage up to 19 cfs? 
 
Commissioner Yount asked where the 19 cfs figure came from if Mr. Grove does not 
how much offsite water will be affecting the basin. 
 
Mr. Spencer read the requirements that must be met before approval can be 
granted. 
 
  1.  Topographic Survey indicating both existing and proposed contours. 
  2.  Watershed mapping showing off-site drainage areas. 
  3.  Storm sewer plan and profiles including inverts and top of casting 
      grades. 
  4.  Erosion Control Plan. 
  5.  Hydraulic analysis of receiving stream (ie. Demsey/Baker Legal Drain) 
      and computations of tailwater effects on the storm sewer conveyance 
      system. 
  6.  Materials, elevations and basis of design for roadway culverts. 
  7.  Cross sections and profile of open channels. 
  8.  Vacate regulated drain tiles. 
 
Commissioner Yount stated that the Board feels at this time there are too many 
questions that need answered before approval is granted. 
 
Mr. John E. Smith, Smith Enterprises, asked to continue Sagamore Pointe 
Subdivision. 



 
 
Hawks Nest Subdivision 
Jack Kovich request final approval of Hawks Nest Subdivision.   
 
Mr. Stolz indicated while comparing the preliminary plans to the final plans the 
watershed calculations along 600 North differed. 
 
Mr. Kovich stated the reason for the change was the project is trying to utilize 
the gravity flow sewage system that is available in the first phase.  By doing 
that it will raise the elevation of the grade in the first phase and alter the 
elevation of the road in the following phases so that dirt can be obtained 
onsite. 
 
David Eickelberger, Engineer for Christopher Burke Engineering, LTD., specified 
the requirements that need to be met before approval can be recommended.   
  1.  An erosion control plan. 
  2.  Gutter spread or inlet design and spacing calculations. 
  3.  Calculations to reflect the changes in the storm sewer network, 
      drainage areas to each inlet and times of concentration. 
  4.  Emergency spillways should be included for the detention ponds. 
  5.  The two variances requested.  Exceeding the four feet of depth in 
      Basin A is recommended and allowing storage on parts of residential 
      lots is recommended, since the ponded area will be confined within a 
      proposed easement. 
  6.  Provide a detailed delineation of the floodway on the plans to show 
      the berm and pipes are outside the floodway. 
 
Mr. Kovich asked to continue Hawks Nest Subdivision, so that the mentioned 
requirements can be met? 
 
Commissioner Yount stated that the Board could call a special meeting to discuss 
Hawks Nest Subdivision when the requirements are met and reviewed by Mr. Spencer 
and Mr. Stolz. 
 
 
PINE VIEW FARMS II PHASE I 
Mark Runkel of Schneider Engineering, asked for preliminary approval of Pine 
View Farms II Phase I located between McCormick Road and US52.  The bulk of 
Phase one drains into a planned detention pond and outlets into two existing 
culverts under McCormick Road.  There will be a culvert to the south that will 
carry the water to two proposed detention ponds, a culvert to the north will 
drain a small undetained area and the rest of the development will drain in the 
same direction as existing conditions. 
 
Commissioner Yount asked if the plan was taking one watershed area and putting 
it into another? 
 
Mr. Spencer said yes. 
 
Mr. Hoffman asked if there is going to be and how much water standing in the 
back of peoples lots. 
 
Mr. Runkel stated that there is a dry detention area at the back of lots 131, 
132, and 133, but was not sure of how much water if any would be standing. 
 



Mr. Spencer read the requirement that must be met before final approval can be 
granted. 
 
  1.  Basin 400 and 500 of the developed condition analysis will drain to the 
existing drainage system to the north of the proposed development.  It is 
assumed that the development to the north has taken into account the drainage 
from this site in the existing conditions.  In the proposed condition, the 
applicant has reduced the area draining to the north.  When the applicant 
submits for final drainage approval, the adequacy of this outlet will need to be 
verified. 
 
  2.  There are several items that must be submitted by the applicant with the 
request for final approval of this development.  It is understood that these 
items were not submitted since this was a request for preliminary approval.  
However, a listing of these items may help the applicant to compile a complete 
submittal for final approval: 
    a.  Pipe sizing calculations must be submitted 
    b.  Watershed maps for local drainage to each inlet or swale must be 
        submitted 
    c.  Erosion control measures must be included 
    d.  The applicant must refer to Section 14 of the drainage code to 
        comply with detention pond requirements such as emergency 
        spillways, residential lots within the pond, acceptable depths and 
        sideslopes, etc... 
    e.  Gutter spread calculations must be submitted 
    f.  Final plans that include the proposed grading of the area 
 
Mr. Stolz read the concerns that he had while reviewing Pine View Farms II Phase 
I. 
 
  1.  The applicant has used the Advanced Interconnected Channel & Pond Routing 
(adlCPR) computer program to route the storm water discharge through the primary 
detention pond.  The Tippecanoe County Drainage Code amendment (92-18-CM) states 
that all detention storage calculations for sites grater than or equal to 5 
acres must be done with the SCS TR-20 computer program.  The applicant should 
resubmit the analysis using the TR-20 program. 
 
  In addition to using the TR-20 computer program, the applicant must use the 
Huff Third Quartile (50%) rainfall distribution.  Various storm durations, up to 
and including the 24-hour duration, must be used to determine the duration which 
gives the highest storage volume.  The applicant has used the SCS Type II 
rainfall distribution and a 6-hour duration. 
 
  2.  The "Developed Drainage Exhibit"  indicates that the peak 100-year 
discharge from the south culvert under McCormick Road will be 5.93 cfs.  
However, the peak 100-year discharge from basins 100 and 200 is 4.51 and 13.9 
cfs, respectively. 
 
  3.  The "Developed Drainage Exhibit"  indicates that there will be a detention 
pond constructed in the southwest corner of the site, along lots 131 to 133.  
However, the applicant has not submitted any calculations for this proposed 
pond.  There is no proposed grading, or indication of the outlet structure, 
shown on the plans. 
 
  4.  The applicant has not provided background data to support the Time of 
Concentration or the Curve Numbers used in the analysis.  The applicant should 



be aware that the Time of Concentration calculations must be done by using the 
methodology outlined in the SCS TR-55 manual. 
 
  5.  During a meeting with the applicant on October 13, 1993, you requested 
that the applicant investigate the downstream conditions for the areas to be 
drained without benefit of storage (basins 300, 600 and 700).  It appears that 
the applicant has not provided the requested information.  There is no 
information on the conditions downstream of basins 600 and 700.  Downstream of 
basin 300 is an existing culvert under McCormick Road.  The applicant has not 
submitted calculations to verify the adequacy of its use. 
 
Mr. Hoffman stated that the Drainage Ordinance requires a six foot chain link 
fence to surround the 1.12 acre pond. 
 
Mr. Runkel asked if the fence could be a variance? 
 
Commissioner Gentry said Mr. Runkel could ask for a variance on the pond, but 
there needs to be more information before the variance can be granted. 
 
Commissioner Yount moved to approve preliminary plans for Pine View Farms II, 
Phase I, subject to conditions.  Seconded by Commissioner Gentry. Motion 
carried. 
 
 
THE RAVINES 
Paul Couts asked for final approval of The Ravines located off Division Road and 
875 West.  Mr. Couts refered to the memo from Mr. Stolz dated November 2, 1993, 
the overflow discharge from pond 3 will not impact the adjacent properties 
because conditions after development will be the same as existing conditions.  
Ponds 2 and 3 will utilize the farm tiles that are in good condition and are 
adequate to handle the runoff. 
 
Commissioner Yount asked the direction of the runoff? 
 
Mr. Ken Ade, developer of The Ravines, stated that the runoff will go straight 
south into the ravine and will not change the conditions that exist there now 
because the pipe size remains the same. 
 
Commissioner Yount moved to approve final approval of The Ravines.  Seconded by 
Commissioner Gentry.  Motion carried. 
 
 
Other Business 
Virginia Johns, 328 Lodi Lane, presented to the Board a petition asking help to 
correct a drainage problem in Orchard Heights I and II.  Mr. Spencer stated that 
he would shoot elevations to find out what needs to be done to correct their 
problem. 
 
Commissioner Yount stated the landowner could hire an engineer to shoot the 
elevation and draw up a plan, then the engineer would have to present the plans 
to the Board for approval.  Mr. Spencer is willing to shoot elevations and there 
maybe a chance that the landowner themselves can fix the problem.  
 
Ms. Johns agreed to let Mr. Spencer shoot the elevations at his convenience. 
 
Being no further business Commissioner Yount moved to adjourn until December 1, 
1993.  Seconded by Commissioner Gentry.  Motion carried. 
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD 
REGULAR MEETING 
JANUARY 5, 1994 
 
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday January 5, 1994 in the 
Community meeting room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North Third 
Street, Lafayette, Indiana with William D. Haan calling the meeting to order. 
 
Those present were:  Tippecanoe County Commissioners William D. Haan, Nola J. 
Gentry, Hubert D. Yount;  Tippecanoe County Surveyor Michael J. Spencer;  
Drainage Board Attorney J. Frederick Hoffman;  Drainage Board Engineering 
Consultant Jon Stolz and Drainage Board Secretary Shelli Hoffine. 
 
ELECTION OF 1994 OFFICERS 
Mr. Hoffman asked nominations for the President of the Tippecanoe County 
Drainage Board.  Commissioner Haan nominated Commissioner Gentry, seconded by 
Commissioner Yount.  Unanimously approved. 
 
Mr. Hoffman turned the meeting over to Commissioner Gentry to preside. 
 
Commissioner Gentry asked nominations for Vice President of the Tippecanoe 
County Drainage Board.  Commissioner Gentry nominated Commissioner Haan, 
seconded by Commissioner Yount.  Unanimously approved. 
 
-APPOINTMENTS- 
Commissioner Haan moved to appoint Shelli Hoffine for Executive Secretary of the 
Tippecanoe Country Drainage Board, seconded by Commissioner Yount.  Unanimously 
approved. 
 
Commissioner Haan moved to appoint J. Frederick Hoffman as Attorney for the 
Tippecanoe County Drainage Board pending an agreement of a contract, seconded by 
Commissioner Yount.  Unanimously approved. 
 
Commissioner Yount moved to extend the existing contract into 1994 for 
Christopher Burke Engineering, LTD. to provide engineering services to the 
Tippecanoe County Drainage Board pending review of the contract, seconded by 
Commissioner Haan.  Unanimously approved. 
 
-MEETING DATES FOR 1994- 
  January 5, 1994         July 6, 1994 
  February 2, 1994        August 3, 1994 
  March 9, 1994           September 7, 1994 
  April 6, 1994           October 5, 1994 
  May 4, 1994             November 2, 1994 
  June 1, 1994            December 7, 1994 
 
Commissioner Haan moved to accept the meeting dates for the Tippecanoe County 
Drainage Board, seconded by Commissioner Yount.  Unanimously approved. 
 
Commissioner Yount moved approve the minutes from the last Drainage Board 
meeting held December 1, 1993.  Seconded by Commissioner Haan.  Unanimously 
approved. 
 
 
 
CAPILANO BY THE LAKE  LOT 5 



Joe Bumbleburg asked the Board to approve a resolution for vacation of a 
drainage easement located on a part of lot 5 in Capilano By the Lake 
Subdivision, Phase I.  The drainage easement ended up in the middle of lot 5 
when it was replatted. 
 
Mr. Spencer stated he has been out to the site, Mr. Cunningham of Vester and 
Associates checked the easement and it definitely will not cause a problem with 
the lot or any of the adjoining lots.  Mr. Spencer recommended the vacation of 
the drainage easement in lot 5, Capilano By the Lake Subdivision, Phase I. 
 
The petition and the resolution to vacate a portion of a drainage easement on 
lot 5, Capilano by the lake subdivision, Phase I is on file in the Tippecanoe 
County Surveyor's Office. 
 
Commissioner Yount moved to approve the resolution to vacate a portion of an 
easement on lot number 5, Capilano by the Lake Subdivision, Phase I, seconded by 
Commissioner Haan.  Unanimously approved 
 
HAWKS NEST SUBDIVISION, PHASE I 
Greg Hall, Intercon Engineering, asked the Board for final approval of Hawks 
Nest Subdivision, Phase I and the detention ponds for the entire project.  Mr. 
Hall also, requested a variance for exceeding the four foot of depth in Basin A. 
 
Mr. Spencer stated he recommended approval of Phase I and the detention ponds.   
 
Mr. Hall stated there will be eighteen lots in Phase I, one detention basin will 
be located in this phase. 
 
Commissioner Haan asked if the permits from the IDNR have been processed? 
 
Mr. Stolz stated that the portion that was requiring a permit has been moved 
from the floodplain and no longer requires a permit. 
 
Commissioner Yount moved to grant the variance to exceed the maximum four foot 
depth in Basin A, seconded by Commissioner Haan.  Unanimously approved. 
 
Commissioner Yount moved to grant final approval of Hawks Nest Subdivision, 
Phase I and the detention basin for the entire project, seconded by Commissioner 
Haan.  Unanimously approved. 
 
 
TRIPLE J POINTE SUBDIVISION 
Bob Grove, representing Smith Enterprises, asked for preliminary approval of 
Triple J Pointe Subdivision, which involves fifteen acres with 75 lots, located 
off Old Romney Road and County Road 250 South.  The proposal is to detain the 
water offsite which will hold seventy two acres of offsite runoff, then take the 
ten year flow through the subdivision to a basin that will hold the 15 acres of 
developed subdivision,  a pipe will carry the runoff from the basin to an 
existing structure of Ashton Woods Subdivision detention system.  The ditch will 
be used as overflow for runoff that exceeds the 10 year flow. 
 
Commissioner Yount asked if pipe along Old Romney Road would be in the road 
right-of-way if so, has the County Highway Department approved a permit for the 
pipe? 
 
Mr. Grove stated yes, we are proposing to put the pipe in the right-of-way and 
no, we have not obtained a permit from the Highway Department. 



 
Mr. Spencer stated the Highway Department has a set of plans, but he has not 
heard a report from them. 
 
Commissioner Yount asked about the use of the pond offsite easement? 
 
Mr. Grove stated that G. Mark Smith will be preparing an agreement for the 
easement. 
 
Mr. Spencer stated John Fisher did a drainage study of the Wea-Ton drainage 
area, in the report it shows the watershed area delineated certain runoff values 
for sub-areas within the watershed area.  Ashton Woods kept in compliance with 
the idea for sub-areas to be within the watershed area, at that time, the Board 
accepted the idea.  Ashton Woods created an outlet for the Wea-Ton watershed 
area and during construction they have created the outlet channel and 
incorporated their storage area with Old Romney Heights storage area.  In the 
study, there are recommendation about how water moves to the east as development 
progresses.  A pipe was sized under Old Romney Road at the end of the channel to 
pick up water to the east.  Triple J Pointe Subdivision does not comply with 
this idea as far as construction of proper pipe size under Old Romney Road to 
convey the water from the east. 
 
Mr. Grove stated Smith Enterprises asked John Fisher for the drainage study, but 
were not able to obtain a copy.  It was decided to make an alternate route from 
the project's outlet to go along the east side of Old Romney Road in an easement 
just outside the right-of-way, provide a manhole and a crossing based on a 10 
year predeveloped flow from the Wea-Ton area. 
 
Commissioner Gentry suggested getting a meeting set up between the 
Commissioners, the Surveyor, Smith Enterprises, Mr. Gloyeske, and Mr. Fisher. 
 
Commissioner Yount moved to continue Triple J Pointe Subdivision with Mr. 
Grove's consent until after the above meeting has been held, seconded by 
Commissioner Haan.  Unanimously approved. 
 
 
HARRISON & MCCUTCHEON HIGH SCHOOLS IMPROVEMENTS 
Kyle Miller, Triad and Associates, presented the Board with the plans to improve 
Harrison High School and McCutcheon High School.  Harrison and McCutcheon will 
be adding approximately one acre of roof to the existing structures over what is 
now parking lot signifying no increase in the volume of runoff for either plan.  
Harrison's storm sewer pipes run around the perimeter of the school, some of the 
pipe are undersized and will be replaced along with all new pipe to go around 
the perimeter of the constructed area.  All roof drainage will run into the 
storm sewer then to an existing pipe and discharge into the Cole Ditch/"Burnett 
Creek".  Mr. Miller indicated a portion of one existing outfall pipe will be 
replaced and a permit from the IDNR is required for construction in the floodway 
area. 
 
Commissioner Gentry asked what the design is of the outfall pipe into the creek?  
 
Mr. Miller stated there will an end section on the pipe and that rip-rap will be 
placed on both sides of the banks. 
 
Mr. Miller explained that McCutcheon High School storm sewer pipes run the 
perimeter of the existing structure and outlets into the Wea Creek.  The 



improvements will replace what is now asphalt and the storm sewer pipe around 
the perimeter of the constructed area. 
 
Commissioner Yount moved to approve Harrison High School's final improvement 
plan subject to the approval of the permit from the IDNR, seconded by 
Commissioner Haan.  Unanimously approved. 
 
Commissioner Yount moved to approve McCutcheon High School's final drainage 
improvement plan, seconded by Commissioner Haan.  Unanimously approved. 
 
ACTIVE DITCHES FOR 1994 
 
Ditch       Ditch                     |  Four Year   |   Balance| 
No.         Name                      |  Assessment  |   Fund 94| 
--------------------------------------|--------------|----------| 
  2       Anderson, Jesse             |   $15793.76  |$11549.19 | 
  3       Andrews, E.W.               |     2566.80  |   987.71 | 
  4       Anson, Delphine             |     5122.56  |  1365.36 | 
  8 Berlovitz, Juluis           |     8537.44  |  7288.07 | 
 13 Brown, Andrew               |     8094.24  |  4625.60 | 
 14 Buck Creek (Carroll Co.)    |              |          | 
 15 Burkhalter, Alfred          |     5482.96  |  4285.72 | 
 20 County Farm                 |     1012.00  |  (994.25)| 
 26 Darby, Wetherill (Benton Co.|              |          | 
 27 Ellis, Thomas               |     1642.40  |   760.68 | 
 29 Fassnacht, Christ           |     2350.56  |   965.04 | 
 31 Gowen,Issac (White Co.)     |              |          | 
 33 Grimes, Rebecca             |     3363.52  |  3357.75 | 
 37 Harrison Meadows            |     1532.56  |      -0- | 
 48 Lesley, Calvin              |     3787.76  |  1622.08 | 
 53 Mahin, Wesley               |     3467.68  |  2864.18 | 
 54 Marsh, Samuel (Montgomery Co|              |          | 
 57 Morin, F.E.                 |     1434.72  |      -0- | 
 58 Motsinger, Hester           |     2000.00  |  1090.53 | 
 59 O'Neal, J. Kelly            |    13848.00  |  7398.17 | 
 60 Oshier, Aduley              |     1624.88  |     -0-  | 
 64 Rayman, Emmett (White Co.)  |              |          | 
 67 Rickerd, Arthur             |     1064.80  |   842.58 | 
 71 Skinner, Ray                |     2713.60  |  (64.53) | 
 72 Smith, Abe                  |     1277.52  |  1053.33 | 
 73 Southworth, Mary            |      558.08  |   314.04 | 
 74 Sterrett, Joseph C.         |      478.32  |     -0-  | 
 76 Swanson, Gustav             |     4965.28  |(1473.83) | 
 84 Walters, William            |     8361.52  |  6716.94 | 
 87 Wilson, Nixon (Fountain Co.)|              |          | 
 89 Yeager, Simeon              |      615.36  |   342.15 | 
 91 Dickens, Jesse              |      288.00  |     -0-  | 
 93 Dismal Creek                |    25420.16  |    86.15 | 
 94 Shawnee Creek               |     6639.28  |     -0-  | 
 95 Buetler, Gosma              |    19002.24  | 16368.00 | 
100 Elliott, S.W.               |   227772.24  | 76956.82 | 
101 Hoffman, John               |    72105.03  | 34631.86 | 
102 Brum, Sophia  (Benton Co)   |              |          | 
103 Moore H.W.  (Benton Co)     |              |          | 
104 Hadley Lake                 |    65344.56  |  4402.77 | 
105 Thomas, Mary (Carroll Co)   |              |          | 
106 Arbegust-Young (Clinton Co) |              |          | 



 
INACTIVE DITCHES FOR 1994 
Ditch        Ditch                    |  Four Year   |  Balance | 
No.          Names                    |  Assessment  |  Fund 94 | 
--------------------------------------|--------------|----------| 
  1 Amstutz, John               |    $5008.00  | $5566.86 | 
  5 Baker, Dempsey              |     2374.24  |  2814.71 | 
  6 Baker, Newell               |      717.52  |  2016.73 | 
  7 Bell, Nellie                |     1329.12  |  2077.51 | 
 10 Binder, Michael             |     4388.96  |  5513.73 | 
 11 Blickenstaff, John M.       |     7092.80  |  7994.87 | 
 12 Box, N.W.                   |    11650.24  | 15333.92 | 
 16 Byers, Orin J.              |     5258.88  |  7337.50 | 
 17 Coe, Floyd                  |    13617.84  | 18262.88 | 
 18 Coe, Train                  |     3338.56  |  7923.36 | 
 19 Cole Grant                  |     4113.92  |  9940.56 | 
 21 Cripe, Jesse                |      911.28  |  1557.87 | 
 22 Daughtery, Charles          |     1883.12  |  2290.95 | 
 23 Devault, Fannie             |     3766.80  |  7764.58 | 
 25 Dunkin, Marion              |     9536.08  | 12390.41 | 
 28 Erwin, Martin               |      656.72  |  1095.68 | 
 30 Fugate, Elijah              |     3543.52  |  5114.39 | 
 32 Gray, Martin                |     6015.52  |  8253.80 | 
 34 Hafner, Fred                |     1263.44  |  1559.07 | 
 35 Haywood, E.F.               |     7348.96  |  7564.29 | 
 36 Haywood, Thomas             |     2133.12  |  2799.85 | 
 39 Inskeep, George             |     3123.84  |  7655.03 | 
 40 Jakes, Lewis                |     5164.24  |  6026.73 | 
 41 Johnson, E. Eugene          |    10745.28  | 14592.35 | 
 42 Kellerman, James            |     1043.52  |  1063.29 | 
 43 Kerschner, F.S.             |     1844.20  |  4618.29 | 
 44 Kirkpatrick, Amanda         |     2677.36  |  3110.15 | 
 45 Kirkpatrick, Frank          |     4226.80  |  4440.35 | 
 46 Kirkpatrick, James          |    16637.76  | 16816.54 | 
 47 Kuhns, John                 |     1226.96  |  1528.87 | 
 50 McCoy, John                 |     2194.72  |  3182.80 | 
 51 McFarland, John             |     7649.12  |  8766.27 | 
 52 McKinney, Mary              |     4287.52  |  5791.10 | 
 55 Miller, Absalm              |     3236.00  |  5168.30 | 
 56 Montgomery, Ann             |     4614.56  |  5250.77 | 
 61 Parker Lane                 |     2141.44  |  3261.19 | 
 63 Peters, Calvin              |      828.00  |  2327.12 | 
 65 Resor, Franklin             |     3407.60  |  5659.22 | 
 66 Rettereth, Peter            |     1120.32  |  1975.43 | 
 68 Ross, Alexander             |     1791.68  |  3895.39 | 
 69 Sheperdson, J.A.            |     1536.72  |  3609.60 | 
 70 Saltzman, John              |     5740.96  |  6920.20 | 
 75 Stewart, William            |      765.76  |   900.58 | 
 77 Taylor, Alonzo              |     1466.96  |  3447.90 | 
 78 Taylor, Jacob               |     4616.08  |  6544.52 | 
 79 Toohey, John                |      542.40  |  1069.50 | 
 81 Van Natta, John             |     1338.16  |  2714.51 | 
 82 Wallace, Harrison           |     5501.76  |  6573.81 | 
 83 Walters, Sussana            |      972.24  |  2061.09 | 
 85 Waples, McDill              |     5478.08  |  9188.51 | 
 86 Wilder, Lena                |     3365.60  |  4921.20 | 
 88 Wilson, J & J               |      736.96  |  5639.22 | 



 90 Yoe, Franklin               |     1605.44  |  2509.75 | 
 92 Jenkins                     |     1689.24  |  2549.43 | 
 96 Kirpatrick One              |     6832.16  | 11352.18 | 
 97 McLaughlin, John            |              |          | 
 
OTHER BUSINESS 
Mr. Spencer asked if section six, letter F of the Drainage Ordinance, Submittal 
and Consideration of Plans, could be clarified to clear up questions pertain to 
the twenty days submittal deadline being twenty working days or twenty calendar 
days. 
 
Commissioner Yount suggested changing the twenty days to thirty calendar days 
and requiring a review memo from the County Engineering Consultant to the 
petitioner, ten days prior to the hearing date. 
 
Mr. Hoffman stated he will write an amendment to the Drainage Ordinance, letter 
F in section six, Submittal and Consideration of Plans, to change the twenty 
days submittal to thirty calendars days and the Surveyor will make a report to 
the petitioners not less than ten days prior to the hearing date. 
 
GREAT LAKES CHEMICAL 
Mr. Spencer stated all the landowners along the proposed channel have been 
informed of the Great Lakes project, the County has a complete set of 
construction plans, a drainage report, and Army Corp of Engineers permit.  The 
County does not have IDNR or the IDEM, but those have been filed and should be 
approved soon.  Ken Baldwin had some question for insurance reasons on fencing 
around the sediment basin before the water goes into Hadley Lake.  The County 
will contribute $700,000.00 dollars out of that the County has spent approx 
$150,000.00 on Engineering, the Engineer's construction estimate is 
1,040,000.00. 
 
Commissioner Gentry asked what the time table is on advertising for 
reconstruction, and does the project have to be advertised before the bidding or 
concurrent with the bid process? 
 
Mr. Hoffman stated the advertising has to be done before the bid processing.  
The County would have to give thirty to forty day notice and then have the 
hearing, if approved the bidding can go out, all that together would take about 
three months. 
 
Judy Rhodes asked if there was any legal document showing West Lafayette 
committing to an agreement of participation in this project? 
 
 
Commissioner Gentry stated that the County has a signed worksheet by Nola J. 
Gentry and Mayor Sonya Margerum showing the break down of contribution between 
the State of Indiana, Tippecanoe County and the City of West Lafayette for Great 
Lakes Chemical Corporation/Cuppy McClure watershed project 
 
Ms. Rhodes asked and received a copy of the worksheet. 
 
Being no further business Commissioner Yount moved to adjourn until February 2, 
1994, seconded by Commissioner Haan.  Unanimously approved. 
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD 
REGULAR MEETING 
FEBRUARY 1, 1995 
 
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday February 1, 1995 in the 
Community meeting room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North Third 
Street, Lafayette, Indiana with William D. Haan calling the meeting to order. 
 
Those present were:  Tippecanoe County Commissioners William D. Haan, Nola J. 
Gentry, Gene Jones;  Tippecanoe County Surveyor Michael J. Spencer;  Drainage 
Board Attorney pro-tem David Luhman;  and Drainage Board Secretary Shelli 
Muller. 
 
The first item on the agenda was to approve the minutes from the last Drainage 
Board Meeting held January 4, 1995.  Commissioner Gentry moved to approve the 
minutes, Seconded by Commissioner Jones.  Motion carried. 
 
 
ACTIVE AND INACTIVE DITCH LIST 1995 
Mr. Luhman read the active ditch list into the minutes. 
 
Ditch Ditch                       |  Four Year   |   Balance| 
No. Name                        |  Assessment  |   Fund 94| 
--------------------------------------|--------------|----------| 
  2 Anderson, Jesse             |    15793.76  |$15745.45 | 
  3 Andrews, E.W.               |     2566.80  |  1385.41 | 
  4 Anson, Delphine             |     5122.56  |  1302.37 | 
 13 Brown, Andrew               |     8094.24  |  5365.93 | 
 14 Buck Creek (Carroll Co.)    |              |          | 
 16 Byers, Orrin                |     5258.88  |  4453.68 | 
 18 Coe Train                   |     3338.56  |   112.19 | 
 20 County Farm                 |     1012.00  |  (724.45)| 
 26 Darby, Wetherill (Benton Co.|              |          | 
 27 Ellis, Thomas               |     1642.40  |   874.96 | 
 29 Fassnacht, Christ           |     2350.56  |   630.15 | 
 31 Gowen,Issac (White Co.)     |              |          | 
 33 Grimes, Rebecca             |     3363.52  | (5780.23)| 
 35 Haywood, E.F.               |     7348.96  |  6405.57 | 
 37 Harrison Meadows            |     1532.56  |   399.99 | 
 42 Kellerman, James            |     1043.52  |   513.73 | 
 46 Kirkpatrick, James          |    16637.76  | 13804.40 | 
 48 Lesley, Calvin              |     3787.76  |   511.43 | 
 51 McFarland, John             |     7649.12  |  6823.11 | 
 52 McKinney, Mary              |     4287.52  |  2344.53 | 
 54 Marsh, Samuel (Montgomery Co|              |          | 
 57 Morin, F.E.                 |     1434.72  |   264.90 | 
 58 Motsinger, Hester           |     2000.00  |   184.36 | 
 59 O'Neal, J. Kelly            |    13848.00  |  9902.13 | 
 60 Oshier, Aduley              |     1624.88  |   429.56 | 
 64 Rayman, Emmett (White Co.)  |              |          | 
 65 Reser, Franklin             |     3407.60  | (1799.25)| 
 71 Skinner, Ray                |     2713.60  |  2003.50 | 
 73 Southworth, Mary            |      558.08  |   470.62 | 
 74 Sterrett, Joseph C.         |      478.32  |   120.35 | 
 76 Swanson, Gustav             |     4965.28  |  (314.21)| 
 87 Wilson, Nixon (Fountain Co.)|              |          | 
 89 Yeager, Simeon              |      615.36  |   515.63 | 



 91 Dickens, Jesse              |      288.00  |    93.96 | 
 93 Dismal Creek                |    25420.16  |  5408.64 | 
 94 Shawnee Creek               |     6639.28  |  1004.91 | 
100 Elliott, S.W.               |   227772.24  | 95756.64 | 
102 Brum, Sophia  (Benton Co)   |              |          | 
103 Moore H.W.  (Benton Co)     |              |          | 
104 Hadley Lake                 |    65344.56  | 15588.62 | 
105 Thomas, Mary (Carroll Co)   |              |          | 
106 Arbegust-Young (Clinton Co) |              |          | 
 
 
Mr. Luhman read the inactive ditch list into the minutes 
 
Ditch Ditch                       |  Four Year   |  Balance | 
No. Names                       |  Assessment  |  Fund 94 | 
--------------------------------------|--------------|----------| 
  1 Amstutz, John               |    $5008.00  | $5797.94 | 
  5 Baker, Dempsey              |     2374.24  |  2931.55 | 
  6 Baker, Newell               |      717.52  |  2100.45 | 
  7 Bell, Nellie                |     1329.12  |  2163.76 | 
  8 Berlowitz, Julius           |     8537.44  |  9835.71 | 
 10 Binder, Michael             |     4388.96  |  4844.52 | 
 11 Blickenstaff, John M.       |     7092.80  |  7352.92 | 
 12 Box, N.W.                   |    11650.24  | 14523.89 | 
 15 Burkhalter, Alfred          |     5482.96  |  5661.22 | 
 17 Coe, Floyd                  |    13617.84  | 19021.00 | 
 19 Cole Grant                  |     4113.92  | 10353.24 | 
 21 Cripe, Jesse                |      911.28  |  1622.55 | 
 22 Daughtery, Charles          |     1883.12  |  2386.04 | 
 23 Devault, Fannie             |     3766.80  |  8086.91 | 
 25 Dunkin, Marion              |     9536.08  | 11422.15 | 
 28 Erwin, Martin               |      656.72  |  1141.16 | 
 30 Fugate, Elijah              |     3543.52  |  5326.70 | 
 32 Gray, Martin                |     6015.52  |  6440.23 | 
 
 
 
 34 Hafner, Fred                |     1263.44  |  1380.75 | 
 36 Haywood, Thomas             |     2133.12  |  2916.09 | 
 39 Inskeep, George             |     3123.84  |  7972.80 | 
 40 Jakes, Lewis                |     5164.24  |  5493.58 | 
 41 Johnson, E. Eugene          |    10745.28  | 13692.14 | 
 43 Kerschner, F.S.             |     1844.20  |  4165.28 | 
 44 Kirkpatrick, Amanda         |     2677.36  |  3239.28 | 
 45 Kirkpatrick, Frank          |     4226.80  |  4754.52 | 
 47 Kuhns, John                 |     1226.96  |  1592.33 | 
 50 McCoy, John                 |     2194.72  |  3185.39 | 
 53 Mahin, Wesley               |     3467.68  |  3878.12 | 
 55 Miller, Absalm              |     3236.00  |  5382.84 | 
 56 Montgomery, Ann             |     4614.56  |  5468.74 | 
 61 Parker Lane                 |     2141.44  |  3276.36 | 
 63 Peters, Calvin              |      828.00  |  2423.73 | 
 66 Rettereth, Peter            |     1120.32  |  2057.43 | 
 67 Rickerd, Arthur             |     1064.80  |  1148.17 | 
 68 Ross, Alexander             |     1791.68  |  4057.08 | 
 69 Sheperdson, J.A.            |     1536.72  |  3759.44 | 
 70 Saltzman, John              |     5740.96  |  7207.47 | 



 72 Smith, Abe                  |     1277.52  |  1430.16 | 
 75 Stewart, William            |      765.76  |   937.96 | 
 77 Taylor, Alonzo              |     1466.96  |  3591.02 | 
 78 Taylor, Jacob               |     4616.08  |  6759.96 | 
 79 Toohey, John                |      542.40  |  1113.90 | 
 81 Van Natta, John             |     1338.16  |  2827.20 | 
 82 Wallace, Harrison           |     5501.76  |  6195.61 | 
 83 Walters, Sussana            |      972.24  |  2146.65 | 
 84 Walters, William            |     8361.52  |  8906.49 | 
 85 Waples, McDill              |     5478.08  |  9569.95 | 
 86 Wilder, Lena                |     3365.60  |  5125.49 | 
 88 Wilson, J & J               |      736.96  |  5873.30 | 
 90 Yoe, Franklin               |     1605.44  |  2613.93 | 
 92 Jenkins                     |     1689.24  |  2655.25 | 
 95 Butler-Gosma                |    19002.24  | 20988.51 | 
 96 Kirkpatrick One             |     6832.16  | 11653.93 | 
 97 McLauglin, John             |              |          | 
101 Hoffman, John               |    72105.03  | 55880.51 | 
 
Mr. Spencer stated the John Hoffman Ditch is on a three year assessment which 
started in 1991 with a ten dollar an acre assessment.  It is now necessary for 
the Board to schedule a meeting between Clinton, Carroll and Tippecanoe Counties 
to reduce the assessment.   
 
Commissioner Haan appointed himself and Commissioner Gentry to serve on the Tri 
County Board. 
 
 
CHRISTOPHER B. BURKE ENGINEERING CONTRACT 
Mr. Luhman stated after reviewing the original contract from Christopher B. 
Burke Engineering a few items were discussed and changes were made.  The 
contract was revised with one exception on page 6 paragraph 24.  The suggested 
revision was if a contractor was doing work based upon the Engineers plans the 
contractor would indemnify Burke for any damages to Burke because of the 
contractors negligence.  Also suggested was to include Burke as a named insured 
on the insurance policy.  Mr. Luhman explained the main reason for the 
suggestion was so the County and Christopher B. Burke Engineering would not be 
held liable. 
 
Commissioner Gentry moved to approve the contract with Christopher B. Burke 
Engineering, LTD., and authorize the President of the Board to sign the 
contract, seconded by Commissioner Jones.  Motion carried. 
 
OTHER BUSINESS 
Mr. Spencer presented the Board with the reforestation proposal for the Cuppy-
McClure Drain, which will comply with the DNR requirements for a 2 to 1 
mitigation on tree removal.  The Parks Department for the City of West Lafayette 
suggested sites for the trees replacement.  Mr. Spencer explained he wanted the 
Board to be aware of the progress and that Mr. Ditzler of J.F. New will submit 
the plan to Dan Ernst of the Indiana Department of Natural Resources. 
 
 
Being no further business, Commissioner Gentry moved to adjourn until March 1, 
1995, seconded by Commissioner Jones.  Meeting adjourned. 
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD 
REGULAR MEETING 
MARCH 1, 1995 
 
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday March 1, 1995 in the 
Community meeting room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North Third 
Street, Lafayette, Indiana with William D. Haan calling the meeting to order. 
 
Those present were:  Tippecanoe County Commissioners William D. Haan,  
Nola J. Gentry, & Gene Jones;  Tippecanoe County Surveyor Michael J. Spencer;  
Drainage Board Attorney J. Frederick Hoffman;  Engineering Consultant Jon Stolz 
and Drainage Board Secretary Shelli Muller. 
 
The first item on the agenda was to approve the minutes from the last Drainage 
Board Meeting held February 1, 1995.  Commissioner Gentry moved to approve the 
minutes, Seconded by Commissioner Jones.  Motion carried. 
 
 
PENTECOSTAL CHURCH OF GOD 
Bob Grove asked the Board for final approval of the Pentecostal Church of God.  
The Church will be located West of South 9th Street, South of 350 South where an 
existing homestead is located.  The current plan shows the outlet at the 100 
year elevation for the James N. Kirkpatrick Ditch 
 
Mr. Spencer recommended final approval. 
 
Commissioner Gentry moved to grant final approve of the Pentecostal Church of 
God drainage submittal, seconded by Commissioner Jones.  Motion carried. 
 
 
SAGAMORE POINTE SUBDIVISION 
Bob Grove explained the first time Sagamore Pointe Subdivision was discussed the 
plan was to use the Hadley Lake for storm water storage.  At that time the Board 
informed Mr. Grove written approval from the owner of Hadley Lake would have to 
be obtained.  The second submittal was to use rear yard storage, but was 
unacceptable to the Board.  This last submittal goes back to the first submittal 
with a tentative agreement between Martin, Chuck, & Tim Galama, the landowners 
of the Hadley Lake, agreeing to the use of the lake as storage for storm water 
from Sagamore Pointe Subdivision.  Mr. Grove stated another option if the 
agreement is not agreeable would include two detention basins which would take 
the place of four residential lots.  Basin #1 would store storm water from 18.95 
acres North of the legal drain and Basin #2 would store storm water from 6.24 
acres South of the legal drain.  Mr. Grove asked the Board for conceptual 
approval of the onsite detention if an agreement could not be reach between the 
owners of Hadley Lake and Smith Enterprises. 
 
Martin, Chuck, and Tim Galama joined the discussion. 
 
Commissioner Gentry asked Martin Galama if there is a tentative agreement 
between him and Smith Enterprises to use Hadley Lake for storm water storage? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
Mr. Martin Galama stated he wanted to discuss some issues with the Board before 
they entered into an agreement with Smith Enterprises.  Mr. Galama stated there 
is no tentative agreement. 
 
Mr. Hoffman asked if there would be any other landowner affected by the increase 
of storm water being stored in Hadley Lake? 
 
Mr. Spencer stated at the outlet elevations of the pipes under Morehouse Road 
the water does not affect any other land landowners, when the elevation gets 
above the outlet pipes it could affect John Schmidt's property. 
 
Mr. Hoffman stated anyone who may be effected should be notified and a public 
hearing held. 
 
Mr. Spencer explained the drainage will not affect anyone else at the 648 
elevation. 
 
Commissioner Gentry moved to grant conceptual approval of the two onsite 
detention basins in Sagamore Pointe Subdivision, seconded by Commissioner Jones.  
Motion carried. 
 
Commissioner Gentry moved to continue Sagamore Pointe Subdivision until the 
April 5, 1995 Drainage Board Meeting, seconded by Commissioner Jones.  Motion 
carried. 
 
Mr. Martin Galama expressed his concern as to why they were not willing to go 
into an agreement with Smith Enterprises.  The main reason was if the Galamas 
wanted to develop their land they want to be sure that Hadley Lake would have 
enough capacity to handle the drainage from their development.  
 
Mr. Spencer explained there are questions which need to be answered before the 
Board can answer whether or not the lake could handle the storm water from 
Sagamore Pointe Subdivision and the Galama's development.  The only way to get 
the answers is to do a study of a simulated development of Galama's property and 
determine how many acre feet of storage would be available in the lake.  There 
is also the option of making the lake bigger at the permanent pool elevation 
which is the outlet elevation of Morehouse Road.   
 
Mr. Tim Galama indicated the Ordinance states developments that surround the 
lake are required to have there own detention for their storm water.  If we 
decide to go into an agreement with Smith Enterprises would other developers 
remonstrate? 
 
Commissioner Haan stated the same Ordinance would apply to other developers, 
they would have to receive permission from Hadley Lake's owner or have onsite 
detention. 
 
Mr. Spencer had asked Mr. Stolz to do an analysis on work that was done by Cole 
and Associates when the Dempsey Baker Ditch was created.  The road elevation on 
Morehouse Road is approximately 653.6 and that accounts for 464 acre feet of 
storage in Hadley Lake before overflowing Morehouse Road.  The Sagamore Pointe 
Development storage requirement is 1.13 acre feet out of the 464 available 
storage. 
 



Mr. Hoffman asked how much more storage could Hadley Lake handle before 
Morehouse Road would overflow? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Mr. Spencer stated there are 464 acre feet available and the Sagamore Pointe 
Development would use 1.13 acre feet.  The 5.6 feet height of storage is from 
the outlet structure under Morehouse Road to the top of the Road and the 1.13 is 
acre feet of storage is a volume.  The development is not using 1.13 feet off 
the 5.6 feet of storage, it is using 1.13 acre feet off the 464 acre feet of 
volume up to the top of Morehouse Road before it would overflow. 
 
Commissioner Gentry stated the only way to make sure Galama's would have enough 
storage for their development would be to have an Engineer determine the maximum 
density of the proposed development. 
 
 
OTHER BUSINESS 
 
ASHTON WOODS SUBDIVISION PHASE IV 
Joseph T. Bumbleburg and Derrin Sorenson asked the Board to take a look at 
Ashton Woods Subdivision Phase IV.  Mr. Bumbleburg stated the County owns a dry 
bottom retention pond east of Phase IV and asked if it would be possible to deed 
the two outlots designed for detention within the Subdivision to the County and 
a covenant that the lot owners could not remonstrate against a petition to 
create a County Regulated Drain for this watershed area in the future? 
 
Commissioner Haan explained responsibility would be assumed by the County if the 
basins were deeded to the County.  That is something the County does not want. 
 
Mr. Hoffman asked where the water from the two basins would outlet? 
 
Mr. Spencer stated the water will be taken under the new US231 and follow a 
natural course to the Wea Creek. 
 
Mr. Hoffman asked about the possibility of making the route a legal drain? 
 
Mr. Spencer stated when the Wea-ton area was developed the possibility of a 
legal drain was discussed, but nothing ever came about.  The watershed area 
would include the Rostone Circle area, Triple J, Old Romney Heights and Ashton 
Woods Developments. 
 
Mr. Bumbleburg reviewed what needs to be done to establish a legal drain is to 
create a watershed area, get a legal description of the drain, and to get a list 
of landowners in the watershed area. 
 
 
ROMNEY STOCK FARM DITCH 
Mr. Spencer presented the Board with a petition he received from Marvin McBee to 
extend the Romney Stock Farm Ditch and establish a maintenance fund for the 
upper end of the ditch.  There are seven signatures on the petition, but it does 
not include the signature of Paul Kirkhoff which 95% of the ditch is on his 
property. 



 
Commissioner Gentry asked if 51% of the landowners effected have signed the 
petition? 
 
Mr. Spencer stated yes. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
US231 RELOCATION 
Mr. Spencer stated Mr. Stolz provided him with a synopsis of the review comments 
concerning the relocation of US231 by Christopher B. Burke Engineering, LTD. for 
the Board's review. 
 
 
Cuppy-McClure update 
Mr. Spencer reported the plan for the tree mitigation has been sent to Will 
Ditzler of J.F. New & Associates. 
 
Being no further business the Commissioner Gentry moved to adjourn until April 
5, 1995, seconded by Commissioner Jones.  Motion carried. 
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD 
REGULAR MEETING 
JANUARY 3, 1996 
 
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday January 3, 1996 in the 
Commissioners Meeting Room of the Tippecanoe County Courthouse, Lafayette, 
Indiana with William D. Haan calling the meeting to order. 
 
Those present were:  Tippecanoe County Commissioners William D. Haan, Nola J. 
Gentry, and Gene Jones;  Tippecanoe County Surveyor Michael J. Spencer; Drainage 
Board Attorney J. Frederick Hoffman;  Drainage Board Engineering Consultant Dave 
Eichelberger, and Drainage Board Secretary Shelli Muller. 
 
ELECTION OF OFFICERS 
The first item on the agenda was to elect new officers for 1996. 
 
Mr. Hoffman opened the floor to nominations for President. 
 
Commissioner Haan nominated Commissioner Gentry. 
 
Commissioner Haan moved to close nominations for president, seconded by 
Commissioner Jones.  Motion carried, Commissioner Gentry was elected. 
 
Mr. Hoffman turned the meeting over to the President. 
 
Commissioner Gentry asked for nominations for Vice President. 
 
Commissioner Haan nominated Commissioner Jones for Vice President. 
 
Commissioner Haan moved to close nominations for Vice President, Commissioner 
Gentry seconded.  Motioned carried, Commissioner Jones was elected. 
 
 
APPOINTMENTS TO THE BOARD 
The next item on the agenda is to renew the contracts with Hoffman, Luhman & 
Busch as the law firm. 
 
Commissioner Haan moved to renew the 1995 contract with Hoffman, Luhman and 
Busch, seconded by Commissioner Jones.  Motion carried. 
 
Mr. Spencer presented the Board with two proposals for the contract with 
Christopher B. Burke Engineering Limited. 
 
 1) A proposal for professional engineering services on a 
  varied rate depending on specified standard charges. 
 
 
 2) a proposal for professional engineering services on a  
  fixed rate of $50.00 per hour. 
 
Commissioner Gentry asked for a report on the number of engineering review hours 
in 1995 for all the projects submitted in 1995.  The discussion of which 
contract to be used will be continued at the February meeting. 
 
Commissioner Haan moved to extend the 1995 contract with Christopher B. Burke 
Engineering Limited for one month into 1996, seconded by Commissioner Jones.  
Motion carried. 



 
Commissioner Haan moved to reappoint Shelli Muller as Drainage Board Secretary 
for 1996, seconded by Commissioner Jones.  Motion carried. 
 
 
1996 ACTIVE/INACTIVE DITCH LIST 
Mr. Hoffman asked for the active and inactive ditches to be placed in the 
minutes. 
 
Commissioner Haan moved to place the 1996 active/inactive ditch list the 
minutes, seconded by Commissioner Jones.  Motion carried. 
 
1996 - ACTIVE/INACTIVE DITCH LIST 
 
ACTIVE  
E.W. ANDREW, ANSON-DEPHINE, JULIUS BERLOWITZ, BEUTLER-GOSMA, ANDREW BROWN, TRAIN 
COE, COUNTY FARM, THOMAS ELLIS, FASSNACHT-CRIST, REBECCA GRIMES, HARRISON 
MEADOWS, EUGENE JOHNSON, JAMES KELLERMAN, AMANDA KIRKPATRICK, FRANK KIRKPATRICK, 
JAMES KIRKPATRICK, CALVIN LESLEY, MARY MCKINNEY, F.E. MORIN, KESTER MOTSINGER, 
J. KELLY O'NEAL, AUDLEY OSHIER, FRANKLIN RESER, SKINNER RAY, JOSEPH STERRETT, 
GUSTAV SWANSON, JACOB TAYLOR, JESSE DICKENS, DISMAL CREEK, SHAWNEE CREEK, SAMUEL 
ELLIOTT, JOHN HOFFMAN, BUCK CREEK, DARBY-WETHERHILL, ISSAC GOWEN, SAMUEL MARSH, 
EMMETT RAYMAN, WILSON-NIXON, SOPHIA BRUMM, H.W. MOORE, MARY THOMAS, ARBEGUST-
YOUNG 
 
INACTIVE 
JOHN AMSTUZ, JESSE ANDERSON, DEMPSEY BAKER, BAKER VS NEWELL, NELLIE BALL, 
MICHAEL BINDER, JOHN BLICKENSTAFF, NATHANIEL BOX, ALFRED BURKHALTER, ORIN BYERS, 
FLOYD COE, GRANT COLE, JESSE CRIPE, CHARLES DAUGHERTY, FANNIE DEVAULT, MARION 
DUNKIN, MARTIN ERVIN, ELIJAH FUGATE, MARTIN GRAY, FRED HAFNER, E.F. HAYWOOD, 
THOMAS HAYWOOD, GEORGE INSKEEP, LEWIS JAKES, FLOYD KERSCHNER, JOHN KUHNS, JOHN 
MCCOY, JOHN MCFARLAND, WESLEY MAHIN, ABSOLEM MILLER, ANN MONTGOMERY, PARKER 
LANE, CALVIN PETER, PETER RETTERETH, ARTHUR RICHERD, ALEXANDER ROSS, JAMES 
SHEPHERDSON, JOHN SALZMAN, ABE SMITH, MARY SOUTHWORTH, WILLIAM STEWART, ALONZO 
TAYLOR, JOHN TOOHEY, JOHN VANNATTA, HARRISON WALLACE, SUSSANA WALTERS, WILLIAM 
WALTERS, WAPLES-MCDILL, LENA WILDER, J&J WILSON, SIMEON YEAGER, FRANKLIN YOE, 
JENKINS, KIRKPATRICK ONE, MCLAUGHLIN, JOHN HOFFMAN 
 
Commissioner Gentry mentioned the ditches that are in red: 
 COUNTY FARM, REBECCA GRIMES, FRANKLIN RESER, GUSTAV SWANSON 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Mr. Spencer read a letter he received from Betty J. Michael. 
 
"December 29, 1995 
 
Nola J. Gentry, President 
Board of Commissioners 
 
Michael J. Spencer 
County Surveyor 



 
Re:  Interest on Drainage Funds 
 
At the Fall County Auditor's Conference held by the State Board of Accounts, a 
session was held concerning drainage ditches, charges, billings, investments, 
interest, etc. 
 
The County Board of Accounts supervisors instructed the Auditors and personnel 
concerning the above issues.  We were informed that most Counties put interest 
earned on Drainage funds into the County General Fund since County general pays 
for expenses such as tax bills, Surveyor and Drainage Board Budgets. 
 
An alternative in some cases is to credit this interest to the County Drain Fund 
(unapportioned).  When we inquired about the feasibility of apportioning the 
monthly interest into more that 100 separate drainage funds, the answer was a 
dead silence of incredibility that this was being done. 
 
We have double-checked this information with District Board of Accounts 
personnel and have been told that there is nothing in the statutes that mandates 
interest should go into each Drain fund or even into the County General Drain 
Fund. 
 
Therefore, as of January 1, 1996, we will be willing to allocate the monthly 
interest to either the General Drain Fund or to the County General Fund but NOT 
to each individual Drain account.  Please let me know your preference. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Betty J. Michael" 
 
Mr. Hoffman stated the ditches are trust funds and the landowners in the 
watershed areas know the ditches are earning interest, it would not be 
appropriate to discontinue the investment. 
 
Commissioner Haan moved to direct Mr. Hoffman to write a letter stating per the 
agreement that was made when the ditches were established the interest was to be 
allocated, but the Board is willing to distribute the interest on a semimonthly 
bases to coincide with the spring & fall settlements, seconded by Commissioner 
Jones.  Motion carried. 
 
Commissioner Haan moved to approve the 1996 Drainage Board schedule, seconded by 
Commissioner Jones.  Motion carried. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Commissioner Haan moved to approve the minutes from the December 6, 1995 
Drainage Board meeting, seconded by Commissioner Jones.  Motion carried. 
 
 
BRENTWOOD COMMUNITY 
Mr. Spencer stated Brentwood Manufacture Home Community is located off US52 
West, South of the Elk's Country Club.  They asked for preliminary drainage 
approval, which he recommended as long as the IDNR approved the construction 
within a floodway.  There are approximately 280 lots on 60 acres with a dry 
bottom retention pond. 
 



Mr. Spencer explained the retention pond does not comply with the Ordinance 
therfore the developer is asking for a variance.  The Ordinance requires a 48 
hour discharge time, the plans actual peak discharge is closer to 75 hours. 
 
Commissioner Haan moved to grant preliminary approval to Brentwood Community 
contingent on the approval of construction in a floodway from IDNR, revised 
calculations and the request for the variance to the Ordinance, seconded by 
Commissioner Jones.  Motion carried. 
 
 
SOUTHERN MEADOWS 
Mr. Spencer recommended granting Southern Meadows Subdivision final approval.  
The development is located at the corner of South 18th Street and 350 South 
within the City of Lafayette.  Mr. Spencer explained the development needs 
approval from the County Drainage Board because it drains to the Elliott Ditch.  
At the Urban review meetings it was determined any development below the 
railroad tracks draining into Elliott Ditch would be allowed to direct release 
into the Ditch without onsite detention.  The development includes a water 
amenity onsite, which water will flow into and out, but is not being planned as 
a detention pond and does not comply with the requirements of the Ordinance.  
Mr. Spencer had a question as to whether or not the pond would have to comply 
with the requirements of the Ordinance. 
 
Mr. Hoffman stated the pond would not have to meet the Ordinance requirements as 
long as it does not affect the drainage. 
 
Mr. Spencer explained the site drains to the pond. 
 
Commissioner Haan stated if the majority of the site drains to the pond it is a 
retention pond and should meet the requirements of the Ordinance. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Ron Miller, Schneider Engineering, stated the current discharge in a one hour 
storm duration to Elliott is 2.7 hours.  With the installation of a 42 inch pipe 
draining from the water amenity discharge into the Elliott in a one hour storm 
will be a little over an hour. 
 
Commissioner Haan moved to grant final approval of Southern Meadows Subdivision 
with the condition the pond meets the Drainage Board Ordinance requirement for a 
non-fenced pond, seconded Commissioner Jones.  Motion carried. 
 
 
VILLAGE PANTRY #564R 
Mr. Spencer introduced Village Pantry #564R, which is located at the corner of 
Brady and Concord, East of the existing Village Pantry.  Weihe Engineering 
submitted final drainage plans and after the review it was recommended to grant 
final approval with the variance of a 12 inch pipe to a 10 inch concrete pipe 
for the outfall of the proposed detention area in order to limit the discharge. 



 
Commissioner Haan moved to grant the variance of the Ordinance from a 12 inch 
required pipe to a 10 inch proposed pipe, seconded by Commissioner Jones.  
Motion carried. 
 
Commissioner Haan moved to grant final approval of Village Pantry #564R, 
seconded by Commissioner Jones.  Motion carried. 
 
 
PETITION TO ESTABLISH O'FERRALL LEGAL DRAIN 
Mr. Hoffman excused himself from the meeting 9:45 a.m. 
 
Mr. Spencer asked the Board to acknowledge the petition to establish the 
O'Ferral Legal Drain, branch of the Alexander Ross Ditch as a valid petition. 
 
Commissioner Haan moved to acknowledge the petition as a valid petition to 
establish the O'Ferrall Legal Drain, branch of the Alexander Ross Ditch and the 
petition represents over 10 percent of the effect landowners, seconded by 
Commissioner Jones.  Motion carried. 
 
Mr. Hoffman returned to the meeting at 9:57 a.m. 
 
 
ALEXANDER ROSS DITCH EASEMENT REDUCTION 
Mr. Spencer explained on the Meijer site two branches of the Alexander Ross 
Ditch were described, one on the Southeast corner of the site and the other 
along the West side of the site.  After the construction of the site it was 
discovered the pipe described along the West side of the site is not actually on 
the Meijer site.  Meijer is asking the description of the pipe on the West side 
be corrected and the easement on the Southeast corner be reduced from 75 feet to 
25 feet center of the pipe either side. 
 
Mr. Hoffman stated Mr. Spencer will have to define the easement as only being on 
the Southeast corner of the site and redefine the easement on the West side of 
the property. 
 
Commissioner Haan moved to reduce the easement of the Alexander Ross Ditch 
located at the Southeast corner of the Meijer site from 75 feet to 25 feet 
either side of the center of the pipe, seconded by Commissioner Jones.  Motion 
carried. 
 
Commissioner Haan moved to direct Mr. Spencer to correct the Survey maps to show 
the actual location of the Alexander Ross Ditch and document that the ditch does 
not run through the West side of the Meijer property, seconded by Commissioner 
Jones.  Motion carried. 
 
Commissioner Gentry asked Mr. Spencer to do a field check on the erosion of the 
Alexander Ross Ditch bank behind Meadowbrook Subdivision. 
 
 
SANWIN APARTMENTS 
Bob Grove presented the Board with Sanwin Apartments drainage plan and asked for 
preliminary approval.  Located North of US52 West and East of County Road 250 
West, the site consist of 3.11 acres and is planned to include a multi-family 
development with 63 units and a commercial area along the highway.  After review 
from Christopher B. Burke Engineering consultant a revised preliminary plan was 
submitted addressing the concerns of the memo.  The majority of the site, in the 



revised plan, drains to the Northeast and Ken Baldwin will provide a 20 foot 
easement for a 12 inch outlet pipe that runs from the Northeast corner of the 
site to the existing McClure Ditch.   
 
Commissioner Haan moved to grant preliminary approval of Sanwin Apartments, 
seconded by Commissioner Jones.  Motion carried. 
 
 
Cuppy-McClure - update 
Mr. Spencer stated the notices for the hearing to be held February 7, 1996 on 
the reconstruction of the Cuppy-McClure Drain were sent January 2, 1996. 
 
Mr. Spencer stated RUST Environmental & Infrastructure has submitted several 
proposals for construction inspection. 
 
Commissioner Gentry suggested Mr. Spencer get other bids for the construction 
inspection or consider in-house inspections. 
 
Being no further business Commissioner Haan moved to adjourn until February 7, 
1996, seconded by Commissioner Jones.  Meeting adjourned. 
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD 
REGULAR MEETING 
FEBRUARY 5, 1997 
 
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday February 5, 1997 in the 
Tippecanoe Room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, Lafayette, Indiana 
with Commissioner Hudson calling the meeting to order. 
 
Those present:  Tippecanoe County Commissioners Kathleen Hudson and Gene Jones, 
Tippecanoe County Surveyor Michael J. Spencer, Tippecanoe County Drainage Board 
Attorney Cy Gerde, Engineering Consultant David Eichelberger, and Drainage Board 
Secretary Shelli Muller. 
 
Commissioner Hudson stated Commissioner Chase resigned Monday February 3, 1997 
which created a vacancy in the position of Vice President to the Drainage Board.  
She nominated Commissioner Jones to fill the vacancy, seconded by Commissioner 
Jones.  Motion carried to elect Commissioner Jones as Drainage Board Vice 
President.  
 
The first item on the agenda was to approve the minutes from the meeting held 
December 11, 1996.  Commissioner Jones moved to approve the minutes, seconded by 
Commissioner Hudson.  Motion carried.   
 
Commissioner Jones moved to approve the minutes of the last meeting held January 
8, 1997, seconded by Commissioner Hudson.  Motion carried. 
 
 
Mr. Gerde asked for the active and inactive ditch list to be placed in the 
minutes and a motion be made to approve the list. 
 
 ACTIVE DITCH LIST 1997 
       TOTAL  1996 
DITCH      PRICE  4 YEAR  YEAR END 
NO  DITCH  PER ACRE ASSESSMENT BALANCE 
ÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄ 
  4 Anson, Delphine $1.00 $5,122.56  $2,677.72 
  8 Berlovitz, Juluis $1.25 $8,537.44     ($2,933.43) 
 13 Brown, A P  $1.00 $8,094.24  $7,921.94 
 14 Buck Creek   $0.00    $1,385.55 
 15 Burkhalter, Alfred $1.50 $5,482.96  $4,129.61 
 18 Coe, Train  $0.50 $3,338.56  $1,306.84 
 20 County Farm  $1.00 $1,012.00   ($381.25) 
 25 Dunkin, Marion  $1.50 $9,536.08  $9,285.65 
 26 Darby, Wetherill $1.50    $1,106.43 
 27 Ellis, Thomas  $1.00 $1,642.40  $1,483.50 
 29 Fassnacht, Christ $0.75 $2,350.56  $2,124.49 
 31 Gowen, Issac   $0.00      $101.76 
 33 Grimes, Rebecca $3.00 $3,363.52    ($10,770.77) 
 35 Haywood, E.F.  $0.50 $7,348.96  $1,283.61 
 37 Harrison, Meadows $1.00 $1,532.56    $463.71 
 41 Johnson, E. Eugene $3.00    $10,745.28  $8,137.10 
 42 Kellerman, James $0.50 $1,043.52    $693.98 
 43 Kerschner, Floyd $1.00 $1,844.20     ($2,254.41) 
 44 Kirkpatrick, Amanda $1.00 $2,677.36    $781.97 
 45 Kirkpatrick, Frank $1.00 $4,226.80     ($7,821.61) 
 48 Lesley, Calvin  $1.00 $3,787.76  $2,440.88 
 51 McFarland, John $0.50 $7,649.12  $7,160.70 



 54 Marsh, Samuel   $0.00        $0.00 
 55 Miller, Absalm  $0.75 $3,236.00  $2,221.92 
 57 Morin, F.E.  $1.00 $1,434.72     ($1,130.43) 
 58 Motsinger, Hester $0.75 $2,000.00   ($348.42) 
 59 O'Neal, J. Kelly $1.50    $13,848.00     ($1,975.03) 
 60 Oshier, Aduley  $0.50 $1,624.88  $1,048.80 
 64 Rayman, Emmett  $0.00      $326.57 
 65 Resor, Franklin $1.00 $3,407.60     ($2,025.96) 
 74 Sterrett, Joseph $0.35   $478.32    $276.65 
 76 Swanson, Gustav $1.00 $4,965.28  $1,351.62 
 82 Wallace, Harrison  $0.75 $5,501.76  $5,408.79 
 84 Walters, William $0.00 $8,361.52  $7,999.20 
 87 Wilson, Nixon   $1.00      $158.62 
 89 Yeager, Simeon  $1.00   $615.36   ($523.86) 
 91 Dickens, Jesse  $0.30   $288.00    $206.26 
 93 Dismal Creek  $1.00    $25,420.16  $8,652.86 
 94 Shawnee Creek  $1.00 $6,639.28  $3,411.51 
 95 Buetler/Gosma  $1.10    $19,002.24  $9,981.77 
100 S.W.Elliott  $0.75   $227,772.24    $174,474.74 
102 Brum, Sarah   $1.00   
103 H W Moore Lateral  
104 Hadley Lake Drain $0.00     $38,550.17 
105 Thomas, Mary   $0.00  
106 Arbegust-Young  $0.00  
108 High Gap Road      $13.72       0.00 
109 Romney Stock Farm  $12.13       0.00 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 INACTIVE DITCH LIST 1997 
 
       TOTAL  1996 
     PRICE  4 YEAR  YEAR END 
  DITCH  PER ACRE ASSESSMENT BALANCE 
ÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄ 
  1 Amstutz, John  $3.00 $5,008.00   $5,709.97 
  2 Anderson, Jesse $1.00    $15,793.76  $21,291.57 
  3 Andrews, E.W.  $2.50 $2,566.80   $2,847.14 
  5 Baker, Dempsey  $1.00 $2,374.24   $3,270.71 
  6 Baker, Newell  $1.00   $717.52   $2,343.45 
  7 Ball, Nellie  $1.00 $1,329.12   $2,414.08 
 10 Binder, Michael $1.00 $4,388.96   $5,244.63 
 11 Blickenstaff, John $1.00 $7,092.80   $8,094.49 
 12 Box, NW   $0.75    $11,650.24  $15,935.84 
 16 Byers, Orrin  $0.75 $5,258.88   $5,266.89 
 17 Coe, Floyd  $1.75    $13,617.84  $19,495.56 
 19 Cole, Grant  $1.00 $4,113.92   $9,688.52 
 21 Cripe, Jesse  $0.50   $911.28   $1,810.25 
 22 Daughtery, Charles $1.00 $1,883.12   $2,662.08 



 23 Devault, Fannie $1.00 $3,766.80   $8,650.12 
 28 Erwin, Martin V $1.00   $656.72   $1,273.19 
 30 Fugate, Elijah  $1.00 $3,543.52   $6,272.90 
 32 Gray, Martin  $1.00 $6,015.52   $7,478.52 
 34 Hafner, Fred  $1.00 $1,263.44   $1,336.75 
 36 Haywood, Thomas $1.00 $2,133.12    $3,253.45 
 39 Inskeep, George $1.00 $3,123.84    $8,267.68 
 40 Jakes, Lewis  $1.00 $5,164.24   $6,039.76 
 46 Kirkpatrick, James $1.00    $16,637.76  $21,244.63 
 47 Kuhns, John A  $0.75 $1,226.96   $1,467.00 
 50 McCoy, John  $1.00 $2,194.72   $3,009.24 
 52 McKinny, Mary  $1.00 $4,287.52   $4,326.98 
 53 Mahin, Wesley  $3.00 $3,467.68   $4,346.05 
 56 Montgomery, Ann $1.00 $4,614.56   $4,717.40 
 61 Parker, Lane  $1.00 $2,141.44   $3,658.56 
 63 Peters, Calvin  $1.00   $828.00   $2,704.13 
 66 Rettereth, Peter $0.75 $1,120.32   $1,511.11 
 67 Rickerd, Aurthur $3.00 $1,064.80   $1,281.00 
 68 Ross, Alexander $0.75 $1,791.68   $4,348.39 
 69 Sheperdson, James $0.75 $1,536.72   $4,194.37 
 70 Saltzman, John  $2.00 $5,740.96   $6,867.50 
 71 Skinner, Ray  $1.00 $2,713.60   $2,961.68 
 72 Smith, Abe  $1.00 $1,277.52   $1,595.63 
 73 Southworth, Mary $0.30   $558.08     $677.23 
 75 Stewart, William $1.00   $765.76   $1,046.47 
 77 Taylor, Alonzo  $1.00 $1,466.96    $4,006.46 
 78 Taylor, Jacob  $0.75 $4,616.08   $5,066.61 
 79 Toohey, John  $1.00   $542.40   $1,207.75 
 81 VanNatta, John  $0.35 $1,338.16   $3,089.01 
 83 Walters, Sussana $0.75   $972.24   $2,395.01 
 85 Waples, McDill  $1.00 $5,478.08   $9,781.97 
 86 Wilder, Lena  $1.00 $3,365.60   $5,718.48 
 88 Wilson, J & J   $0.50   $736.96   $6,552.77 
 90 Yoe, Franklin  $1.00 $1,605.44   $2,916.35 
 92 Jenkins   $1.00 $1,689.24   $3,014.50 
 96 Kirkpatrick One $0.00 $6,832.16  $13,956.64 
 97 McLaughlin, John $0.00     $0.00       $0.00 
101 Hoffman, John  $1.00    $72,105.03   $3,502.62 
 
Commissioner Jones moved to approve the active and inactive ditches for 1997, 
seconded by Commissioner Hudson.  Motion carried. 
 
1997 CONTRACTS 
ENGINEERING CONTRACT 
Mr. Gerde stated he commends the contract written for Christopher B. Burke 
Engineering, Limited, but some verbiage was changed to better protect the 
County's interest. 
 
Mr. Eichelberger stated the changes will be made and the contract ready for 
signature at the March meeting. 
 
ATTORNEY CONTRACT 
Mr. Gerde stated the contract for Drainage Board Attorney is ready for approval 
and the signature of the Drainage Board.  The contract is the same format as Mr. 
Hoffman's contract with a few changes; date, name and hourly rate changed to 
$140.00 per hour also, the last paragraph was added to the contract. 
 



Commissioner Hudson read the paragraph that was added: 
 
 "All parties hereto agree not to discriminate against any employee or 
applicant for employment with respect to his hire tenure, terms, conditions or 
privileges of employment or any matter directly or indirectly related to 
employment, because of his race, religion, color, sex, disability, handicap, 
national origin or ancestry.  Breach of this convenient may be regarded as a 
material breach of the contract." 
 
Commissioner Jones moved to approve the contract for Drainage Board Attorney, 
seconded by Commissioner Hudson.  Motion carried.  The entire contract is on 
file in the County Surveyor's Office. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
JAMES N. KIRKPATRICK DITCH 
Mr. Spencer asked that the James N. Kirkpatrick Ditch proposal discussion be 
continued until the March meeting allowing time to fill the vacancy of the third 
Drainage Board member. 
 
Commissioner Hudson moved to continue the discussion of the James N. Kirkpatrick 
Ditch proposals until the March Drainage Board Meeting, seconded by Commissioner 
Jones.  Motion carried 
 
OBSTRUCTION OF DRAINS 
Mr. Spencer referred to the following "PETITION TO TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE 
BOARD TO REMOVE OBSTRUCTION IN MUTUAL DRAIN OF MUTUAL SURFACE WATERCOURSE" the 
"DRAINAGE BOARDS POWER EXTENDED TO PRIVATE DRAINS" article in "Indiana Prairie 
Farmer" and Indiana Code amendment act No. 1277.  All of these documents are on 
file in the County Surveyor's Office.  Mr. Spencer wanted the Commissioners to 
be aware of and have a discussion on this issue.  Mr. Spencer felt this law was 
to protect against man-made obstructions and asked Mr. Gerde to examine the 
possibility of the law including natural obstructions. 
 
Mr. Gerde gave an example of where this law could be taken into effect.  The 
first being on North 9th Street Road, north of Burnetts Road, the current 
condition causes water to travel across the road producing a hazardous 
condition.  The reason for the water across the road is due to drainage problems 
outside the County Road Right-of-Way. 
 
Mr. Steve Murray, Executive Director, Tippecanoe County Highway Department, 
stated another persistent problem is 200 South, east of the South fork of the 
Wildcat Creek.  Mr. Murray explained no actual source of funding is available to 
work on obstruction of drains which do not have a maintenance fund.  Mr. Murray 
asked the Drainage Board to consider creating a fund which would help the 
Surveyor's Office and the Highway Department to determine what action could be 
taken.  Mr. Murray stated when a problem becomes severe enough the County 
Highway Department will clean out an obstruction that is off county road right-
of-way to protect the road way, but the funds used for the clean-up are funds 
that could be used elsewhere. 
 
Commissioner Jones stated Steve Wettschurack told him that FEMA was going to 
help out with the situation on North 9th Street. 
 



Mr. Murray pointed out with the older residential subdivision the storm water 
system were allowed to outlet into privately owned ravines, there is no funding 
available to help with maintenance on these situations.  If the storm water 
system becomes plugged or breaks down causing the streets to flood the County 
Highway Department has repaired the problem, using funds that were not intended 
for that type of repair. 
 
Mr. Gerde's understanding is that in the majority of those situation the County 
does not have an easement, which cause a legal problem for the County. 
 
Mr. Spencer stated in all cases where the County has worked out side the 
easement a complaint was filed therefore the landowners are willing to grant 
entry onto their land. 
 
MARCH DRAINAGE BOARD MEETING DATE 
Mr. Spencer explained the March 1997 Drainage Board meeting date needs to be 
changed, if possible.  Mr. Gerde is going to be out of town on the scheduled 
meeting date of March 5, 1997. 
 
Discussion of the next Drainage Board Meeting, after an agreed date and time, 
Commissioner Hudson stated the next Drainage Board meeting will be Tuesday, 
March 11, 1997 at 9:00 a.m. 
 
Being no further business Commissioner Hudson moved to adjourn until Tuesday, 
March 11, 1997 at 9:00 a.m., seconded by Commissioner Jones.  Meeting adjourned. 
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD 
February 4, 1998 

regular meeting 
 

Those present were: 
Tippecanoe County Commissioners Ruth Shedd, and John Knochel, County Surveyor Mike 
Spencer, Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman, Drainage Board Engineering Consultant Dave 
Eichelberger  and Drainage Board Secretary Shelli Muller. 
 
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday,  February 4, 1998, in the Tippecanoe 
Room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North 3rd Street, Lafayette, Indiana with 
Commissioner Shedd calling the meeting to order. 
 
The first item on the agenda was to approve the minutes from the October 15, 1997 and 
December 19, 1997 regular Drainage Board meetings.  Commissioner Knochel moved to 
approve the minutes,  seconded by Commissioner Shedd.  Minutes Approved. 
 
MIKE MADRID COMPANY 
Bob Gross,  and Craig Rodarmel of R.W. Gross and Associates, presented the Board with final 
drainage plans of Mike Madrid Company, located west of I-65, in the northeast portion of the 
intersection of Swisher Road and the Rail Road.  Mr. Gross explained  at the south end of the site 
an existing 15 inch culvert under Swisher Road is the outlet.  In the post-developed condition the 
same 15 inch pipe will be used for the outlet of the site with two sub basin.  The sub basin at the 
north and east sides of the site will outlet into a 12 inch pipe under the driveway and then flow 
into the 15 inch outlet pipe under Swisher Road.  The second sub basin will be at the south end 
of the site and outlet through a 12 inch pipe with a 4.25 inch diameter orifice on the end to 
restrict the flow before outletting into the 15 inch pipe under Swisher Road.  Mr. Gross explained 
neither of the two basins will be very deep, but they will be spread over a large area. 
 
Mr. Spencer stated he recommends final approval with the condition the applicant receives 
approval from the County Highway Department for use of the road right-of-way as site 
detention. 
 
Commissioner Shedd asked where the emergency overflow will go and who owns the property 
the overflow will go on? 
 
Mr. Gross stated Mike Madrid Company owns the property for the proposed emergency 
overflow. 
 
Commissioner Knochel moved to grant final approval of the Mike Madrid Company drainage 
plan with the condition the applicant receives approval from the County Highway Department, 
seconded by Commissioner Shedd.  Motion carried. 
 
 
DRAINAGE BOARD 1998 CONTRACTS 
Attorney 
Mr. Spencer presented the Board with a 1998 contract from Hoffman, Luhman and Busch Law 
Firm for their services to the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board. 
 
Commissioner Knochel moved to approve the 1998 contract with Hoffman, Luhman and Busch 
Law Firm, seconded by Commissioner Shedd.  Motion carried. 
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Engineering Consultant 
Mr.  Luhman presented the Board with a  1998 contract from Christopher B. Burke Engineering, 
LTD. for engineering consultant services for the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board. 
 
Mr. Luhman suggested continuing the 1998 contract with Christopher B. Burke Engineering, 
Ltd. until some language is included, which is in the agreement from January 3, 1995 contract.  
Christopher B. Burke Engineering, Ltd. could copy the 1995 contract and update it to include the 
current rates. 
 
Commissioner Knochel moved to continue the 1998 engineering consultant contract with 
Christopher B. Burke until the March 4, 1998 Drainage Board Meeting, seconded by 
Commissioner Shedd.  Motion carried. 
 
1998 ACTIVE AND INACTIVE DITCH LIST 
Mr. Luhman read the 1998 active and inactive ditch list. 

 
ACTIVE DITCH LIST 

4.  Delphine Anson   8.   Julius Berlovitz  10.   Michael Binder 14.   Buck Creek 
16.   Orrin Byers 18.   Train Coe       20.   County Farm 26.   Darby Wetherill 
31.   Issac Gowen 33.   Rebecca Grimes 34.   Fred Hafner 35.   E.F. Haywood 
37.   Harrison Meadows41. Eugene Johnson 42.   James Kellerman 43.   Floyd Kerschner 
44.   Amanda Kirkpatrick45.Frank Kirkpatrick47.   John Kuhns 48.   Calvin Lesley 
52.   Mary Mckinney 54.   Samuel Marsh        55.   Absalm Miller 57.   F.E. Morin 
58.   Hester Motsinger59.   J. Kelly O’Neal      60.   Audley Oshier 64.   Rayman Emmett 
65.   Franklin Reser 67.   Aurthur Rickerd     71.   Skinner Ray 74.   Joseph Sterrett 
76.   Gustav Swanson 78.   Jacob Taylor          87.   Wilson Nixon 89.   Simeon Yeager 
91.   Jesse Dickens 93.   Dismal Creek         94.   Shawnee Creek 101. John Hoffman 
102. Sophia Brumm 103. H.W. Moore         105. Mary Thomas  106. Arbegust Young 
108. High Gap Road 109. Romney Stock Farm 

 
INACTIVE DITCH LIST 

1.  John Amstutz 2.   Jesse Anderson 3.   E.W. Andrew         5.   Dempsey Baker 
        6.    Newell Baker 7.   Nellie Ball  11.  John Blickenstaff 12.  N.W. Box 

13.  A.P. Brown 15.  Alfred Burkhalter 17.  Floyd Coe        19.  Grant Cole 
        21.  Jesse Cripe 22.  Charles Daughtery 23.  Fannie Devault    25.  Marion Dunkin 

27.  Thomas Ellis 28.  Martin Erwin 29.  Crist-Fassnacht    30.  Elijah Fugate 
32.  Martin Gray 36.  Thomas Haywood 39.  George Inskeep    40.  Lewis Jakes 
46.  J.N. Kirkpatrick 50.  John McCoy  51.  John McFarland  53.  Wesley Mahin 
56.  Ann Montgomery61.  Parker Lane  63.  Calvin Peters        66.  Peter Rettereth 
68.  Alexander Ross 69.  James Sheperdson 70.  John Saltzman     72.  Abe Smith 
73.  Mary Southworth 75.  William Stewart 77.  Alonzo Taylor     79.  John Toohey 
81.  John VanNatta 82.  Harrison Wallace 83.  Sussana Walters   84.  William Walters 
85.  Waples McDill 86.  Lena Wilder  88.  J & J Wilson         90.  Franklin Yoe 
92.  Jenkins  95.  Beutler-Gosma 96.  Kirkpatrick One  100. S.W. Elliott 
 
Commissioner Knochel moved to approve the 1998 ditch assessment list, seconded by 

Commissioner Shedd.  Motion carried. 
 
 
 
 
OTHER BUSINESS 
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Mr. Spencer brought to the Board’s attention a public notice from the Corp. of Engineers 
regarding the proposed wetland constructed above a county regulated tile drainage system the 
John McCoy Ditch located south of Wea School along County Road 200 East.  Mr. Spencer 
explained there have been some concern from the property owners in the watershed area with 
what the Corp. has proposed.  Mr. Spencer asked the Board if the County should have an 
informational meeting regarding the wetland? 
 
Commissioner Knochel moved to have an information meeting with all the effected landowner in 
the area of the proposed wetland, seconded by Commissioner Shedd.  Motion carried. 
 
Mr. Spencer asked if the 30 day requirement for a public notice would be in affect with this 
meeting only being an informational meeting? 
 
Mr. Luhman stated no, not for an informational meeting because it is not being reconstruted, the 
assessment is not going to change and there is not going to be any legal affect on the landowners. 
 
MINUTE BOOK 
Mr. Luhman explained that there was a question as to whether or not a ledger size minute book 
was required to be used, if not, than could the minute book be changed to a letter or legal size.  
Mr. Luhman stated  he could not find any statue where a ledger size book had to be used. 
 
Commissioner Shedd granted approval to change the size of the minute book from ledger to 
letter, beginning with the 1998 Drainage Board minutes. 
 
Being no further business, Commissioner Knochel moved to adjourn until March 4, 1998, 
seconded by Commissioner Shedd.  Meeting adjourned. 
 
 
 
Ruth Shedd, President 

     
                                             

                            Shelli Muller, Secretary 
Kathleen Hudson, Vice President
   
  
 
 
John Knochel, Member                    
  

 
 

 
 
  
 
 
 
   
 
 
 
 



February 4, 1998           Tippecanoe County Drainage Board meeting                              Page             6

 
 
 



February 3, 1999 Tippecanoe County Drainage Board              Page  41   

TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD 
February 3, 1999 

Regular Meeting 
 

Those present were: 
Tippecanoe County Commissioners Ruth Shedd and John Knochel, County Surveyor Mike 
Spencer, Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman, Drainage Board Engineering Consultant Dave 
Eichelberger and Drainage Board Secretary Shelli Muller. 
 
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday, February 3, 1999, in the Tippecanoe 
Room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North 3rd Street, Lafayette, Indiana with 
Commissioner Shedd calling the meeting to order. 
 
The first item on the agenda is to approve the 1999 Active and Inactive Ditch Assessment List.  
Mr. Luhman read the list. 
 

ACTIVE 
Delphine Anson  Julius Berlowitz  Michael Binder  A.P. 
Brown 
Buck Creek  Train Coe  County Farm  Darby 
Wetherhill 
Christ Fassnacht  Issac Gowen  Rebecca Grimes  Fred 
Hafner 
E.F. Haywood  Harrison Meadows Floyd Kerschner  Amanda 
Kirkpatrick 
Frank Kirkpatrict  Calvin Lesley  John McFarland  Mary 
McKinny 
Samuel Marsh  F.E. Morin  Hester Motsinger  J.Kelly O’Neal 
Aduley Oshier  Emmett Rayman  Franklin Reser  Aurthur 
Rickerd 
Joseph Sterrett  Gustav Swanson  Jacob Taylor  William 
Walters 
Wilson Nixon  Simeon Yeager  Jesse Dickens  Dismal 
Creek 
Kirkpatrick One  John Hoffman  Sophia Brum  HW Moore 
Lateral 
Mary Thomas  Arbegust-Young   Jesse Anderson 
 
INACTIVE 
John Amstutz  James Shepardson E.W. Andrew 
 Dempsey Baker 
Newell Baker  Nellie Ball  John Blickenstaff  NW Box 
Alfred Burkhalter  Orrin Byers  Floyd Coe  Grant 
Cole 
Jesse Cripe  Charles Daughtery Frannie Devault  Marion 
Dunkin 
Thomas Ellis  Martin Erwin  Elijah Fugate  Martin 
Gray 
Thomas Haywood George Inskeep  Lewis Jakes  Eugene 
Johnson 
James Kellerman  James Kirkpatrick John Kuhns  John 
McCoy 
Wesley Mahin  Absalm Miller  Ann Montgomery  Parker 
Lane 
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Calvin Peters  Peter Rettereth  Alexander Ross  John 
Saltzman 
Skinner Ray  Abe Smith  Mary Southworth 
 WilliamStewart 
Alonzo Taylor  John Toohey  John VanNatta 
Harrison Wallace  Sussane Walters  McDill Waples  Lena 
Wilder 
J&J Wilson  Franklin Yoe  Jenkins  
 Shawnee Creek 
Buetler/Gosma  John McLaughlin  S.W. Elliott  Hadley 
Lake 
High Gap Rd  Romney Stock Farm 
 

Commissioner Knochel moved to approve the list of  Active and Inactive Ditch Assessment for 
the year 1999, seconded by Commissioner Shedd.  Motion carried. 
 
WATKINS GLEN SUBDIVISION, PHASE 4, PART 3 
Tim Beyer of Vester and Associates,  asked the Board for preliminary approval of Watkins Glen 
Subdivision, Phase 4, Part 3 located off  County Road 400 East.  The proposed subdivision 
consists of 9 lot  on a 5 acre site.  Mr. Beyer asked for a variance from the Drainage Ordinance 
that requires on-site detention.  The majority of the proposed plan drains to an existing pipe and 
then to an existing  detention facility for Watkins Glen South, Part V.  The facility has the capacity 
to handle the additional runoff of Phase 4, Part 2. 
 
Mr. Spencer recommended granting the variance for no on-site detention and preliminary approval 
of the drainage plan for Watkins Glen, Phase 4, Part 3. 
 
Commissioner Knochel moved to grant preliminary approval of Watkins Glen, Phase 4, Part 3 and 
to grant the variance allowing no on-site detention, seconded by Commissioner Shedd.  Motion 
carried. 
 
SEASONS FOUR SUBDIVISION, PHASE III 
Roger Fine, of John E. Fisher and Associates, asked the Board for approval of the outlet pipe for 
Seasons Four Subdivision, Phase III.   The City of Lafayette requires the project to receive 
approval from the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board because of the outlet pipe into the Elliott 
Ditch.  Mr. Fine informed the Board a DNR permit is pending for work in the floodway. 
 
Mr. Spencer recommended approval of the outlet pipe, subject to the project receiving the DNR 
permit. 
 
Commissioner Knochel moved to approve the outlet pipe into the Elliott Ditch for Seasons Four 
Subdivision, Phase III, subject to the approval of the DNR permit, seconded by Commissioner 
Shedd.  Motion carried. 
 
Being no further business, Commissioner Knochel moved to adjourn  until March 3, 1999 at 10:00 
a.m., seconded by Commissioner Shedd.  Motion carried.  
 
_____________________________ 
Ruth Shedd, President 
                                                                                             ________________________________ 
_____________________________                                  Shelli Muller, Secretary 
Kathleen Hudson, Vice President 
 
_____________________________ 
John Knochel, Member 
 



TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD 
February 9, 2000 

Regular Meeting 
 

Those present were: 
Tippecanoe County Commissioners Kathleen Hudson, John Knochel and Ruth Shedd, County Surveyor 
Stephen Murray, Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman, Drainage Board Engineering Consultant Dave 
Eichelberger and Drainage Board Secretary Doris Myers. 
 
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday, February 9, 2000, in the Tippecanoe Room of 
the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North 3rd Street, Lafayette, Indiana with Commissioner 
Kathleen Hudson calling the meeting to order. 
 
The first item on the agenda is to approve the minutes from the January 12, 2000, Regular Drainage Board 
Meeting and minutes from the January 21, 2000, Special Drainage Board Meeting.  Commissioner Knochel 
moved to approve the minutes of January 12, 2000, Regular Drainage Board Meeting and January 21, 
2000, Special Drainage Board Meeting, seconded by Commissioner Shedd.  Motion carried. 
 
Commissioner Hudson welcomed Stephen Murray, as new County Surveyor, to his first meeting with the 
Drainage Board. 
 
CROSSPOINTE APARTMENTS SUBDIVISION 
Wm. R. Davis with Hawkins Environmental gave presentation for Crosspointe Apartments Subdivision.  
This site is located east of Creasy Lane, south of Weston Woods Subdivision and east of the Treece 
Meadows Relief Drain.  The applicant proposes to construct apartments and associated parking.  The 
stormwater management plan for this area was the subject of previous studies conducted as part of the 
Amelia Avenue extension over the Treece Meadows Relief Drain.  Two issues from C.B. Burke 
Engineering report to be discussed.  First issue is ponding of waters on project.  The parking lot plans were 
intended to pond 7” of water.  Second issue concerning previously discharge channel that has been 
schematic approved for the drainage of this site.  Their intention is to use this channel for draining this site.  
If not approved as is a modification can be brought before the board.   
 
Commissioner Hudson asked Dave Eichelberger to explain about the wet bottom ponds.   
 
Dave Eichelberger, Drainage Board Engineering Consultant, stated the previous stormwater management 
plan indicated that portions of this development would drain to proposed wet-bottom ponds prior to 
discharging to the Treece Meadows Relief Drain.  However, it does not appear these ponds are proposed 
as part of this subject development on their plans.  Are these ponds already in place, are they going to be 
constructed as part of this project or are they going to have some interim outlet to the Treece Meadow 
Relief Drain between now and then?  If are wanting final approval may need to have condition that 
proposed ponds are constructed or proposed outlet is approved.   
 
Steve Murray asked Wm. R. Davis what was their intent. 
 
Wm R. Davis commented there is another project that has risen to this area.  The project is not moving very 
rapidly.  They want to get these projects temporarily constructed as did in schematic approval of wet-
bottom channel as part of this project.   
 
Commissioner Hudson asked if these outlets would be the ones carrying water over parking lot.  Answer 
was no. 
 
Commissioner Hudson asked what was going to be done about the water ponding over the parking lot area.   
 
Steve Murray stated 7” water ponding over parking lot is allowable by ordinance.  This is backwater from 
100-year flood as composed to conventional ponding for storage in the lot. 



 
Steve Murray asked if there was a duration limit. 
 
Dave Eichelberger stated none that he is aware of.   
 
Commissioner Knochel moved to grant final approval to Crossepoint Apartments Subdivision subject to the 
outlets being constructed as part of this project, seconded by Commissioner Shedd.  Motion carried. 
 
WABASH NATIONAL SITE DETENTION   
Wm. R. Davis with Hawkins Environmental gave presentation for Wabash National Site Detention.  This is 
a 340-acre site located north of C.R. 350 South, between Concord Road and U.S. 52.  This is a schematic 
design for Wabash National and is the second time for reviewing this site.  We are trying to come up with 
an overall plan for final development of Wabash National property.  They are not placing structures, etc, 
but are determining the amount of improved surface they can have, what areas need to be stoned, types of 
drainage, etc.  Currently there is a tile branch of Elliott Ditch traversing this property.  At present a lot of 
water stands on this property.  We are proposing how to move this water in a developed condition.  Will be 
stoning parts of the property after constructing diversion ditches.  Will be removing tile in the Elliott Ditch 
Branch and make open drain.  The present detention pond is adequate for future use.  Wm. R. Davis is 
asking for approval of schematic design for Wabash National Site Detention.     
 
 Dave Eichelberger suggests preliminary approval of the ditch network and final approval of the continued 
use of the existing detention pond.   
 
Commissioner Knochel moved to grant preliminary approval of the ditch design for the Wabash National 
Site Detention and final approval for the drainage pond, seconded Commissioner Shedd.  Motion carried.  
 
WILLIAMS COMMUNICATIONS – FIBER OPTIC CABLE 
Harold Elliott with Williams Communications gave presentation to install fiber optic cable communication 
system.  This cable will stretch from Atlanta, Cincinnati, Indianapolis and through Chicago.  Part of this 
system will go through a portion of Tippecanoe County.  Have received permits for the road crossings.  
Had been working with Mike Spencer for permits on drainage ditches.  They had sent a letter earlier, 
recommended by Mike Spencer, explaining what they were going to do.  Mr. Elliott stated he thinks they 
should have a permit due to all the bonding, etc.  Mr. Elliott’s purpose for being here today is to go over 
project, find out for sure what they do want, and get bond, etc. ready for the next meeting.   
 
Commissioner Hudson asked Mr. Elliott if he received Dave Luhman’s letter. 
 
Mr. Elliott’s comment was yes.  Mr. Elliott stated they have included what Mr. Luhman asked for.  Mr. 
Elliott had a question on drawing for each ditch.  Can they use what we use as a typical ditch crossing with 
it put to the ditch we are crossing?  Instead of a complete profile of each ditch.   
 
Dave Luhman asked if it would be similar to what is used on highways.  If so, that would be adequate.  Mr. 
Elliott commented yes.   Williams Communications will furnish drainage board with a complete list of 
where line is as built. 
 
Steve Murray stated he would like Mr. Elliott to give as much information possible to the contractor, so 
they can narrow down their area to start being aware that there may be a legal drain there.   
 
Mr. Elliott commented there would be a crew out to survey each of the legal drains so contractor knows 
exactly where they start and will be.  They are running a minimum of 42” below ground.  Some of the 
survey work is being done now. 
 
Steve Murray asked if they would trench or plow the lines. 
 
Mr. Elliott stated the plan was to plow.  When you go across ditches we know you can’t plow.  So we will 
be trenching these lines.   



 
Steve Murray stated they would want the cable trenched not plowed.  When you trench you can see turned 
up broken tiles.  When you plow there is no visible evidence of broken tiles.  May be 3 to 5 years before 
drain collapses and backs up.  A lot of counties have gone too only allowing trenching now days as 
opposed to plowing.   
 
Commissioner Knochel stated his concern was when turning up some private tiles who will repair.  They 
want someone who is knowledgeable to do the field tile repair. 
 
Mr. Elliott commented he had talked with Mike and would like for the drainage board to hire someone in 
our county to act as an inspector to find the legal drains and bill Williams Communications for that service. 
 
Steve Murray commented his concern is finding an inspector.  It doesn’t matter if the drainage board hires 
or if Williams Communications hires.  Stephen thinks it would be better if drainage board hired the 
inspector.   
 
Mr. Elliott asked about a pay scale agreement.  This can all be worked out when I come back for the next 
meeting.   
 
Steve Murray asked what is your construction schedule.   
 
Mr. Elliott stated this year, this spring.  It depends on all the permits coming in and all the easements that 
are being required one way or the other.    
 
Steve Murray felt comfortable with this if they are willing to work under the drainage board conditions. 
 
Mr. Elliott suggested the $5,000 bond might not be large enough.  There is more potential damage than 
$5,000.   
 
Dave Luhman recommends $25,000.00 bond.   Wait on final draft at the March 1, 2000 meeting for details. 
 
Mr. Elliott will return for the March 1, 2000, meeting with final draft and details. 
 
2000 ACTIVE AND INACTIVE DITCH ASSESSMENTS     
Mr. Luhman read the 2000 active and inactive ditch list       

 
ACTIVE 
Jesse Anderson Delphine Anson Juluis Berlovitz Michael Binder 
A.P.Brown  Buck Creek  Orrin Byers  Train Coe 
County Farm  Thomas Ellis  Christ Fassnacht Issac Gowen 
Rebecca Grimes Fred Hafner  E.F. Haywood  Harrison Meadows 
James Kellerman Floyd Kerschner Amanda Kirkpatrick Frank Kirkpatrick 
Calvin Lesley  John McFarland Mary McKinny Samuel Marsh 
Ann Montgomery F.E. Morin  Hester Motsinger J.Kelly O’Neal 
Aduley Oshier  Emmett Rayman Franklin Resor  Aurthur Rickerd 
Joseph C. Sterrett Gustav Swanson Nixon Wilson  Simeon Yeager 
Jesse Dickens  Dismal Creek  Shawnee Creek Kirkpatrick One 
John Hoffman  Sarah Brum  HW Moore Lateral Mary Thomas 
Arbegust-Young High Gap Road Romney Stock Farm Darby Wetherill Ext 2 
Darby Wetherill Reconstruction 
 
 



INACTIVE 
John Amstutz  E.W. Andrews  Dempsey Baker Newell Baker 
Nellie Ball  John Blickenstaff NW Box  Alfred Burkhalter 
Floyd Coe  Grant Cole  Jesse Cripe  Charles E. Daughtery 
Fannie Devault Marion Dunkin Darby Wetherill Martin V. Erwin 
Elijah Fugate  Martin Gray  Thomas Haywood George Inskeep 
Lewis Jakes  E.Eugene Johnson James Kirkpatrick John A. Kuhns 
John McCoy  Wesley Mahin  Absalm Miller  Lane Parker 
Calvin Peters  Peter Rettereth  Alexander Ross James Sheperdson 
John Saltzman  Ray Skinner  Abe Smith  Mary Southworth 
William Stewart Alonzo Taylor  Jacob Taylor  John Toohey 
John VanNatta  Harrison B. Wallace Sussana Walters William Walters 
McDill Waples Lena Wilder  J & J Wilson  Franklin Yoe 
Jenkins  Buetler/Gosma S.W. Elliott  Hadley Lake Drain 
 
Commissioner Knochel moved to approve the list of Active and Inactive Assessment for the year 2000, 
seconded by Commissioner Shedd.  Motion carried. 
 
OTHER BUSINESS    
PETITION FOR ENCROACHMENT ON UTILITY & DRAINAGE EASEMENT LOT 63, RED 
OAKS SUBDIVISION 
Steve Murray gave presentation of this petition for encroachment on utility & drainage easement Lot 63, 
Red Oaks Subdivision.  The petition for encroachment reads as follows: The undersigned, John L. 
Maloney, who owns 609 Bur Oak Court, does hereby request permission of the Tippecanoe County 
Commissioners and the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board to encroach 25 feet into the utility and 
drainage easement at the rear side of their home on Lot 63, Red Oaks Subdivision, Wea Township, 
Tippecanoe County, Indiana, as shown on the diagram hereto attached and made a part of this petition.  
Diagram will be on file in surveyor’s office.  Stephen commented the real concern is the 25 feet 
encroachment will be too far down the bank and into the water level.  This could be an obstruction if 
maintenance needs to be done to the bank for erosion purposes or pipe out fall.  A 10-foot encroachment 
will bring to the top of bank.  Stephen stated he would not recommend any more encroachment then to the 
top of the bank.   
 
Commissioner Hudson asked if 10 foot would encroach into the utility and drainage easement.   
 
Steve Murray commented without an actual survey tying the house to the lot lines we wouldn’t know for 
sure.  It would appear the 10-foot at the top of bank is roughly the easement line that they want to encroach 
into.  If we do not grant requirement for encroachment they can not go any further than the top of bank.   
 
Commissioner Hudson asked if Bill Augustin of Gunstra Builders was aware of this being on the agenda.   
 
Steve Murray commented he had talked to Bill Augustin this week and thought he was aware of the 
agenda. 
 
Commissioner Knochel asked if they wanted to build a deck and if it was already built.              
    
Steve Murray answer was didn’t believe so.  Chris from surveyor’s office had been out in the last month 
and took pictures.  No deck was in the pictures.   
 
Dave Luhman asked if they wanted to resubmit this petition for an amendment asking for a lower amount 
of encroachment.  If the Drainage Board denies this petition they can resubmit another petition.   
 



Commissioner Knochel moved to deny request for 25 foot encroachment on utility and drainage easement 
for Lot 63, Red Oaks Subdivision, Wea Township, Tippecanoe County, seconded by Commissioner Shedd.  
Motion carried.   
 
CHICAGO TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 
Dave Luhman gave presentation regarding request of letter from Drainage Board to Chicago Title 
Insurance Company.  The property is located at 3815 SR 38 E known as the Kyger Bakery.  There has 
already been a dry closing on the sale.   There are 2 buildings that come within the 75-foot easement.   The 
Chicago Title Insurance Company in order to issue their title insurance need letter from Drainage Board 
acknowledging that buildings on this property were constructed prior to the requirement of the 1965 
Drainage Act and are thus legally located structures and do not constitute illegal encroachments.  Have tax 
records from Fairfield Township Assessors Office that show these structures were built in 1948.  Dave 
Luhman presented Commissioner Hudson with letter on Drainage Board stationery for signature stating 
these structures were built prior to the requirements of the 1965 Drainage Act and are thus legally located 
structures and do not constitute illegal encroachments.  Dave Luhman has reviewed this with Mr. 
Bumbleburg, who represents Kyger, and has his approval.   
 
Commissioner Knochel moved president of Drainage Board to sign this letter stating the building were 
built before 1965 and do not constitute illegal encroachments, seconded by Commissioner Shedd.  Motion 
carried.   
 
Being no further business Commissioner Knochel moved to adjourn meeting, seconded by Commissioner 
Shedd.  Meeting adjourned. 
 
 
 
___________________________________________ 
Kathleen Hudson, President 
 
       ____________________________________ 
                                                                                                     Doris Myers, Secretary 
 
___________________________________________ 
John Knochel, Vice President 
 
 
 
 
___________________________________________ 
Ruth Shedd, Member 
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD 
NOVEMBER 1, 2000  

Regular Meeting 
 

Those present were: 
Tippecanoe County Commissioners Kathleen Hudson, John Knochel and Ruth Shedd, County Surveyor 
Stephen Murray, Drainage Board Engineering Consultant Dave Eichelberger, County Attorney Dave 
Luhman, and Commissioners’ Assistant Jennifer Weston. 
 
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday, November 1, 2000, at 10:00 A.M. in the 
Tippecanoe Room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North 3rd Street, Lafayette, Indiana, with 
Commissioner Kathleen Hudson calling the meeting to order. 
 
The first item on the agenda is to approve the minutes from the October 16, 2000, Regular Meeting.  
Commissioner Ruth Shedd moved to approve the minutes of the October 16, 2000, Drainage Board 
Meeting, seconded by Commissioner Knochel.  Motion carried. 
 
Subaru-Isuzu Automotive Manufacturing Building Expansion 
Bruce Walrad, with Arcadis Giffels the Architect that is working with Obiosche Construction Corporation 
on the design/build project to expand the Subaru-Isuzu Automotive Plant, addressed the Board.  After 
receiving all approvals, the intent is to construct a 149,000 square foot building expansion for warehousing 
and engine test activities related to existing plant processes.  They will convert 4.7 Acres from existing 
grassy, lawn area to a less permeable condition. There are a few issues to address with the board,  
l. Sedimentation and erosion controls-use conventional filters and silt fencing to protect the adjoining 

site.  There are no aggressive slopes in the area. 
2. Designed storm sewer system to drain the roof in the adjoining approved property to accommodate a 

10-year storm, using modified rational method. 
3. To accommodate additional storm water detention and retention in the area, have proposed to expand  
 the existing retention pond, which is shown as #5 and #6, by 2,300 cubic yards, which will   
       accommodate a full volume 100-year storm falling on the area.                             
 
That being the case, we do believe we can design and construct a building expansion in the manner that is 
compliant with local, state and federal code standards.  We ask for Board approval for project to proceed. 
 
Steve Murray commented that Burke Engineering has reviewed the plans and found them to be in 
compliance with our Ordinance and he recommends final approval subject to drainage review fee being 
paid.  The statement in the review memo regarding restrictive covenants will not apply to this site. 
 
Commissioner Shedd moved for final approval for the Subaru-Isuzu Expansion, seconded by 
Commissioner Knochel.  Motion carried subject to conditions. 
 
STONEHENGE 
Tim Beyer, Vester & Associates, presented maps of Stonehenge along with a request for final approval for 
Stonehenge Phase II.  He commented the detension pond in Phase I and the Planned Development along 
CR 375W & 450N, was designed to accommodate the entire subdivision development.  Essentially, Phase 
II consists of 15 lots on 5.5 acres and the main purpose is to provide connection to 450N.  As far as 
drainage improvements in Phase I, we are picking up at a storm sewer manhole and continuing the storm 
sewer North along Yanksberry and then going to the West so the future development can tie into the 
existing storm sewer system. 
 
Steve Murray recommended final approval with conditions as stated in the review memo dated October 6, 
2000.   
 
Commissioner Shedd moved for final approval for Stonehenge Phase II, with conditions as listed, seconded 
by Commissioner Knochel.  Motion carried. 
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LAKESHORE SUBDIVISION, PHASE I 
Bill Davis, with Hawkins Environmental, stated he was here to discuss Lakeshore Subdivision, Phase I and 
request final approval of drainage plan and reduction of legal drain width.  Mark Phipps has done majority 
of work and will make the presentation.  Mark presented several exhibits for Lakeshore, Phase I.  The site 
contains R1B, R2, R3 and G.B. zoning.  The site is predominately-cultivated soil currently.  US52 is to the 
South; Morehouse Road to the East and the Dempsy Baker legal drain crosses the site to the North.  The 
entire site is within the Hadley Lake watershed.  Each of sub basins within the development travel different 
routes to get to Hadley Lake.  The dry bottom detention pond has been sized to accommodate the 
developed condition for Phase I as well as the rest of the site to the South.  There is also a street crossing of 
the Dempsy Baker that has been sized.  There are portions of the existing condition, which do not currently 
go directly to the Dempsy Baker and they are proposing rerouting the portions directly to the Dempsy 
Baker and then to Hadley Lake through their new storm sewer system.  Since this will increase the 
discharge to the drain, they have developed new sections to show the work they will need to do to the drain 
to accommodate the additional flow. 
 
Steve Murray added that they have a letter from the adjoining owner, which they have included in their 
study, which states that they are in agreement with the diversion because it will make their site easier to 
develop.  Also, they have proposed reworking the legal drain to provide the additional capacity needed, 
therefore, there should not be any problems. 
 
Mark also requested a variance to reduce the legal drain easement width from 75 foot from the top of bank 
to 25 foot from the top of bank. 
 
Steve Murray indicated he had talked with Mr. Luhman briefly before the meeting regarding the fact that 
Indiana Code allows the reduction in drains established after 09/01/84 and that we would not be able to act 
on the request until Mr. Luhman could give an opinion.  Steve stated he did not have a problem with a 
reduction if it was allowed by law. 
 
Steve added, as far as condition one, they need to do some additional design on the energy dissipater at the 
down-stream end of the structure.  Also, if they do put the energy dissipater in and post the three year 
maintenance bond on the storm improvements, I have some concerns regarding future maintenance, which 
may be needed after the bond runs out.  The cost of the repairs or maintenance would have to be paid out of 
the Ditch Fund and that would not be fair to those who pay into the fund.  This is an unusual improvement 
to install in a regulated drain. Steve indicated he had talked to Bill Davis before the meeting and there 
would need to be some additional discussion as to how to handle this situation. 
 
Steve recommended final approval with conditions stating that if they could not work out the details on the 
conditions that the worst case was he would have to come back to the Board at a future meeting and report 
that the conditions could not be worked out and therefore the drainage plan was not approved. 
 
Bill Davis asked if the variance on the legal drain width could be approved subject to the research.  Mr. 
Luhman stated we should not do it that way and it would be best to wait until the next meeting. 
 
Steve recommended final approval with conditions. 
 
Commissioner Knochel moved for final approval with conditions for Lakeshore Subdivision, Phase I, 
seconded by Commissioner Shedd.  Motion Carried 
 
Unity Medical asked to be dropped from the Agenda. 
 
Being no further business, Commissioner Knochel moved the meeting be adjourned, seconded by 
Commissioner Shedd.  Motion carried. 
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______________________________________________ 
Kathleen Hudson, President 
 
 
 
______________________________________________            
John Knochel,  Vice-President 
                     
       _______________________________  
                     Janet Handy, Acting Secretary 
______________________________________________           
Ruth E. Shedd, Member 
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD 
December 06, 2000 

Regular Meeting 
 

Those present were: 
Tippecanoe County Commissioners Kathleen Hudson, John Knochel and Ruth Shedd, County Surveyor 
Stephen Murray, Drainage Board Engineering Consultants Dave Eichelberger and Kerry Daily, County 
Attorney Dave Luhman, and Drainage Board Acting Secretary Janet Handy. 
 
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday, December 06, 2000, at 10:00 A.M. in the 
Tippecanoe Room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North 3rd Street, Lafayette, Indiana, with 
Commissioner Kathleen Hudson calling the meeting to order. 
 
The first item on the agenda is to approve the minutes from the November 1, 2000, Regular Meeting.  
Commissioner John Knochel moved to approve the minutes of the November 1, 2000, Drainage Board 
Meeting, seconded by Commissioner Shedd.  Motion carried. 
 
Commissioner Hudson recognized Attorney Fred Meessen.  He requested “AGREED ORDER” be moved 
to the first order of business rather than the last.  The Drainage Board gave permission. 
 
President Hudson turned to meeting over to Vice-president John Knochel. 
 
AGREED ORDER – Grace v Kellar & Tarvin v Grace       
Mr. Greg Grace thanked the Drainage Board for allowing him to speak. 
He asked about the existing tile.  Steve Murray stated the tile has been there 60-80 years, based on aerial 
photography.  
 
Mr. Grace asked if a decision had been reached regarding the removal of the drive approach at the 
Northwest corner of the Tarvin property.  Mr. Grace feels the approach is contributing to their water 
problems.  He also asked if allowing highway waters to flow to the low spot and then off onto private 
property was allowed and standard practice. 
 
Steve Murray stated, as you know, there is a natural low spot in front of Reifenbergers.  The water flows 
from both directions on Lindberg and stays so the only real positive outlet is this tile and the swale on the 
South side.When Lindberg was reconstructed in the late 60’s or early 70’s it was not uncommon to take the 
water from the side ditches to the natural low spot and let it run off onto private property.   Currently, when 
County Highway re-constructs a road; they do not generally dump into a low spot unless there is absolutely 
no other choice. They would try to provide a natural outlet and go ahead and run the water to a natural 
stream.  As far as the Law goes, Lindberg Road has been there upwards of 30 years and the chance that 
property owners could “come back” on the County with a valid law suit is very slim. 
 
Mr. Grace says there is no record that cut has always been there.   
 
Steve says he wasn’t speaking to the drive approach and it is not shown on the 1970 construction plan so it 
has been added since that time and he can’t speak to that. 
 
Greg Grace stated from personal experience, when 4-6 inches of rain come down the roadway it floods 
private property.   In the four years they have lived here, there has been flooding three times a year.  It is a 
serious problem and should be dealt with now and not tabled.  One more question, will the plans being 
drawn up allow for a request to install an inlet on each of the 4 properties? 
 
Steve stated regarding the rough estimates from two contractors, they do include price for installation of the 
inlets. Also, the basement drains will be hooked up in the same location. 
 
Mr. Grace thanked the Board and said they had answered all his questions. 
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John Knochel asked Dave Luhman to read the “AGREED ORDER”. 
 
County Attorney, Dave Luhman read the “AGREED ORDER”, which has been signed by Greg & Caroline 
Grace, Ike & Bonnie Tarvin, Mr. & Mrs. Phillip Kellar, and Ronald & Ellen Reifenberger. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(Quote) 

TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD 
 
IN RE: GREGORY AND CAROLYN GRACE } 
v. MR. & MRS. PHILLIP KELLAR } 
 } 
IN RE: IKE AND BONNIE TARVlN } 
v. GREGORY AND CAROLYN GRACE } 
 

AGREED ORDER 
 

WHEREAS, a Petition to Remove Obstruction in Mutual Drain or Natural Surface Water Course 
was filed by Mr. and Mrs. Gregory Grace against Mr. and Mrs. Phillip Kellar; and 
 

WHEREAS, a Petition to Remove Obstruction in Mutual Drain or Natural Surface Water Course 
was filed by Ike and Bonnie Tarvin against Gregory and Carolyn Grace; and 
 

WHEREAS, Purdue University and Mr. and Mrs. Ronald Reifenberger are interested parties, in 
that their properties contribute water to or receive water from the drain at issue; and 
 

WHEREAS, all interested parties have agreed to a resolution of the issues presented by the two 
Petitions; 
 

Now THEREFORE it is STIPULATED and AGREED and ORDERED, ADJUDGED and 
DECREED that the issues raised by the two petitions shall be resolved as follows: 
 

1.  The Tippecanoe County Surveyor shall obtain quotes from. three or more contractors for 
(a) replacement of the private drainage tile that runs from the Reifenberger property, under Lindberg Road, 
thence across the Tarvin, Grace, and Kellar properties, and thence onto the Purdue property; and (b) 
regrading the drainage swale that runs from a low point on the Tarvin property, thence across the Grace and 
Kellar properties and thence onto the Purdue property. 
 

2. The Reifenbergers, Tarvins, Graces and Kellars shall each pay one-fourth (1/4) of the 
cost of the work described in paragraph one (1). 
 

3. The Reifenbergers, Tarvins, Graces and Kellars shall agree by a majority vote on which 
contractor shall be hired, and shall contract with said contractor; in case of a tie vote, 
Purdue University's surveyor, Dan Pusey, shall cast the deciding vote. 

  
4.  The parties agree that the tile and swale are private, mutual drains as defined in IC 

36-9-27-2-1 that each party shall be responsible for the maintenance of the portion of the mutual drain upon 
that party's property; and that Tippecanoe County has no responsibility for maintaining the drains, other 
than the portion upon the right of way of Lindberg Road. 
 
 
 



December 6, 2000      Tippecanoe County Drainage Board      Page 154 

5. This Agreement is conditioned upon: 
 

(a) the cost of the work described in paragraph one (1) not exceeding a total of $6,000, or 
$1,500 per family; 

 
(b) the agreement of the Tippecanoe County Highway Department to reconstruct or 
replace the portion of the tile under the Lindberg Road right of way; and 
 
(c) the agreement of Purdue University to allow connection of the swale and tile to 
drainage structures already on its property and to allow the required work to occur upon 
its property, at the expense of the Graces, Tarvins, Kellars, and Reifenbergers; 

 
6. In the event that any of the three conditions shall fall, any party may report the failure of 

the condition to the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board and the Drainage Board will then proceed then to 
decide the petitions of the Tarvins and the Graces on their merits. 
 
So AGREED: 
 
/s/Gregory Grace 10-26-2000  /s/Caroline Grace 10-26-2000 
/s/Ike Tarvin 10-12-2000  /s/Bonnie Tarvin 10-12-2000 
/s/Phillip Kellar 11-28-2000  /s/Mrs. Phillip Kellar 11-28-2000 
/s/Ronald Reifenberger 11-28-2000  /s/Ellen Reifenberger 11-28-2000 
 
SO ORDERED: TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD 
 (not participating)    
 Kathleen Hudson, President  Date 
     
 John Knochel, Vice President  Date 
     
 Ruth Shedd, Member  Date 
 
 
Attest: 
     
Steven L. Murray, Tippecanoe County Surveyor Date 
 
(unquote) 
 
Commissioner Shedd moved for approval of the “AGREED ORDER” as read, Commissioner Knochel 
seconded.  Motion carried. 
 
John Knochel turned the meeting back over to President Kathleen Hudson. 
 
HADLEY MOORS SUBDIVISION, PART 4 
Dale Koons, of Sipple Trans Service, spoke requesting final approval for Hadley Moors Subdivision, Part 
4. 
 
President Hudson asked Steve Murray if he had a recommendation.  Steve stated he recommends final 
approval with conditions as stated in Memo regarding restrictive covenants and drainage fees as established 
under 9454CM Also, the restrictive covenants must be approved by the Surveyor’s Office before approval 
will be final. 
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Commissioner Knochel moved the final approval be given, with conditions, for Hadley Moors Subdivision, 
Part 4,  Commissioner Shedd seconded.  Motion carried. 
 
APPLERIDGE AT THE ORCHARD 
THE ORCHARD SUBDIVISION-SECTION 1 
 Mr. Pat Sheenan, Schneider Corp, is here speaking on behalf of Komark, LTD. 
The two developments being considered are Appleridge at the Orchard and The Orchard Subdivision-Sec l. 
 
Appleridge at the Orchard is a 48 Lot – 96 Unit Planned Development on the West side. 
The Orchard Subdivision Sec. 1 is a 31 Lot R1 Subdivision on the East side. 
 
The Drainage Analysis was done for both subdivisions as one drainage study even though there will be 
separate construction plans for each development.  A series of ponds will be provided for water storage. 
Stormwater will be detained on-site. Stormwater will flow to the tributaries of the Jordan Creek and we are 
requesting final approval subject to the comments on the last memo from Christopher B. Burke 
Engineering. 
 
Kathleen Hudson asked Steve for any comments.   
 
Steve stated the 11/30/00 Memo states conditions and he recommends final approval after conditions are 
met.  These conditions must be met by December 22, 2000.  Steve noted just as a matter of clarity, the 
standard conditions are restrictive covenants and drainage fees. 
 
John Knochel moved final approval be granted after conditions are met,  Ruth Shedd seconded.  Motion 
carried. 
 
LAKESHORE SUBDIVISION, PH 1 
Bill Davis, Hawkins Environmental, introduced Dave Leffert who is representing the Developer.  Mr. 
Davis stated they were here last month requesting approval of Ph.1, and there were some questions relating 
to the design of the structure near the Dempsey Baker Ditch and that is why we’re here.  We have been in 
contact with Burke and have made various submittals to them regarding that crossing and we request your 
approval for designs as submitted. 
 
We have also asked last month and this month for your approval for the reduction in the required drainage 
easement of 75 foot from the top of bank to 25-foot top of bank.  If possible, we would like action taken 
today. 
 
President Hudson asked Dave Eickelberger, of Christopher B. Burke Engineering, to explain “critical 
depth”. Dave stated basically, it means the velocities going through the structure.  The “critical depth” is 
something that needs to be taken care of during modeling.   
 
President Hudson asked Steve if there is a time limit for these changes to be made.  Steve stated there needs 
to be more discussion today to bring the Board up to date on the conditions which were to be met as of their 
approval at the last meeting.  
 
Mr. Bill Davis mentioned that they had answered these issues in their most recent memos. 
 
Kathleen Hudson also mentioned to include the final drainage fees in the approval. 
 
Steve said it was included in the approval at the last meeting. 
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Ruth Shedd asked is there is a problem with the easement reduction from 75 foot to 25 foot?  Steve said 
yes/no and that he had spoken with Mr. Luhman regarding the Statutory requirements.   Mr. Luhman stated 
he felt the Board could reduce the width and had done so, historically, even though the Drainage Statute 
mentions drains built after 1984.  The “bottom line” is what affect will 75’ to 25’ drain width have on the 
County’s ability to maintain?  The engineering issues are very important and Mr. Murray must be 
comfortable with them and depending upon the configuration of the drain at that particular area, where can 
you, practically, allow a reduction of the easement from 75 feet to 25 feet.      
 
Steve stated we are still working out the conditions from the last meeting with Bill Davis and therefore do 
not need any action by the Board.  More time is needed to complete this.  Steve does not have a problem 
with the reduction to 25 feet on the South side, but more discussion needs to take place regarding the 
remaining.  The County needs to have room to get in with an excavator. 
 
Mr. Bill Davis mentioned that Mr. Dave Leffert is in attendance to discuss this very issue.  Mr. Davis stated 
that the 25-ft on the North side could be varied to whatever Steve thinks is appropriate. In the end, the 
channel will be slightly larger. 
 
Steve asked Mr. Davis are you wanting to reduce the drain easement from the top of bank in the condition 
it is in today or in an improved condition? 
 
Mr. Davis stated in the improved condition. 
 
Steve stated that looking at the North side, what appears to work for you  
as far as width of top of bank  
 
Mr. Davis stated 50 feet to make it easy. 
 
Steve recommended allowing the reduction of easement to 25 feet from top of bank on South side and from 
75 foot to 50 foot on the North side.  Historically that has been done by a motion of the Drainage Board. 
 
John Knochel would amend his motion to state reduction to 25 feet on South side and 50 feet on the North 
side.  Ruth Shedd seconded.  Motion carried. 
 
Mr. Bill Davis noted that on the Agenda is CR50 S and he would like that continued until January 2001.   
 
Board agreed. 
 
BRINDON APARTMENTS, PH TWO 
 
Tim Beyer, of Vester & Associates, displayed a map of the site.  Brindon Woods PD and Brindon 
Apartments, Ph 1 are already constructed, including Bethel Drive.  Drainage improvements have been 
installed as previously approved and were designed to handle the Phase Two Apartments.  A new storm 
sewer will hook into the existing system and take the water to the detention storage area.  Phase Three will 
consist of three buildings and 14-apartment units. He stated he is here for final approval from the Drainage 
Board. 
 
Ms. Hudson asked Steve about all the water along McCormick Road across from Brindon Apartments, Ph 
Two..and mentioned, historically, there are water problems there.   
 
Tim Beyer stated all that was taken into consideration in the planning stages. 
 
Steve asked Tim if there is a high point on McCormick Rd. 
 
Tim stated the water flows to Indian Creek. 
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John moved to give final approval, with conditions listed, to Brindon Apartments, Ph Two, and Ruth Shedd 
seconded.  Motion carried. 
 
Kathleen Hudson asked that Menards, which is on the Agenda, be continued to January. 
 
CONTRACT FOR COMPREHENSIVE STORMWATER MANAGEMENT 
PROGRAM-NEEDS ASSESSMENT PH II Stormwater 
Steve Murray showed the Contract for Comprehensive Stormwater Management Program-Needs 
Assessment (Ph II Stormwater), with Christopher B Burke, an original and one copy to the Board.  He 
mentioned 4 or 5 months ago it had been discussed and Steve thought he had brought it to the Board.  At 
any rate, the Council had given us $64,500.00 EDIT money to get a need assessment done for Ph II.  Burke 
has actually started some of the work.  There have been a few preliminary meetings with the Water 
Committee at the Chamber, as well as, Lafayette, West Lafayette, Purdue University.  They all know these 
requirements are coming in March 2003.   
 
Steve recommends that the Board award the Contract to Christopher B Burke for the Needs Assessment, Ph 
II. 
 
John Knochel moved the contract be awarded to Christopher B Burke, Ruth Shedd seconded.  Motion 
Carried. 
 
CLARIFICATION 
Steve Murray has a question or clarification regarding the Drainage Board Budget, which includes 
Engineering Fees and Attorney Fees and is technically a Commissioners’ Budget.  Has the County 
Surveyor ever been authorized to sign claims for the Drainage Board or to complete transfer and additional 
appropriation sheets?  Ruth Shedd doesn’t remember that, but has no problem with it.  Mr. Luhman doesn’t 
remember having done that.  Steve believes the Public Purchasing Ordinance allows you to give me that 
authority and it is not a major problem, but on occasion, Steve needs to get a form in by a deadline and 
Steve can’t find the Board President for a signature; therefore it would be easier for Steve to sign the forms. 
 
John Knochel moved the Board authorize the County Surveyor to sign off of Claims, and also give him 
authority to transfer monies in the Budget.  Ruth Shedd 2nd.  Motion carried. 
 
President Hudson stated the meeting is adjourned.   
 
 
_________________________________________________ 
Kathleen Hudson, President 
 
_________________________________________________ 
John Knochel, Vice-President 
        ____________________________ 
_______ __________________________________________  Janet Handy, Acting Secretary 
Ruth E. Shedd, Member       
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Tippecanoe County Drainage Board 
June 7, 2001 

Regular Meeting 
 
Those present were: 
Tippecanoe County Commissioners Ruth Shedd, John Knochel, and KD Benson, County Surveyor Steve Murray, Drainage 
Board Attorney Doug Masson, Drainage Board Engineering Consultants Dave Eichelberger and Kerry Daily, Drainage Board 
Executive Secretary Robert Evans.  
 
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Thursday June 7, 2001 in the Grand Prairie Room of the Tippecanoe County 
Office Building, 20 North 3rd Street, Lafayette, Indiana with Commissioner/President of the Drainage Board, John Knochel 
calling the meeting to order. 
 
Approval of May 2, 2001 Minutes 
K.D. Benson made a motion to approve the minutes from the May 2nd 2001 regular Drainage Board Meeting.  Ruth Shedd 
seconded the motion and hearing no opposition, the motion carried. 
 
Sagamore Pines 

Congdon Engineering Associates 
Chris Badger of Congdon Engineering appeared to request final approval on Sagamore Pines, a 79-lot subdivision including 
both duplexes and R1B housing.  It’s located on the west side of Morehouse Road.  Section one contains approximately 24 
acres.  There are some issues in terms of Legal Drains that he thought had either been vacated or relocated in the past.  He 
thought Steve was aware of them and Chris thought they had some solutions.  He said there had been a couple of reviews, 
and they had addressed the questions raised in those reviews.  He then asked for any questions from the Board. 
 
John Knochel made reference to the solutions on the Legal Drains, asking if Chris would briefly go through them.  Chris 
thought it referred to changing those Legal Drains if they were still active, and Drainage Board Consultant Dave Eichelberger 
deferred on that question to County Surveyor Steve Murray.  Chris said it looked like they were going to be changing them to 
what are called ‘Regulated Drains’, and govern those by the final plat.  He checked to see if they had 30 feet for the 
Regulated Drains, and he thought they did, except for one point which is entering into the dry detention pond.  If they needed 
to, they would then request a Variance on that to be 22 feet instead of 30 feet. 
 
Steve Murray reported that the one drain that goes towards the cemetery is still in place and is still active, based on former 
County Surveyor Mike Spencer’s recollection.  The other one to the west was intercepted and dumped into the storm sewer 
system for Sagamore Point on the south boundary.  Based on the best information available, both tiles are still in place and 
active. 
 
Chris stated there is room to put the 30 feet in for the drain from the Memorial Gardens cemetery that dumps into their dry 
detention area, so that shouldn’t be any problem to maintain.  One choice is that the whole common area called out lots A1 
and A2, could be kept as part of the Legal Drains. 
 
Working from a blueprint, Chris showed the duplex lots numbered 1- 48, the tile from Memorial Gardens which comes in 
near a 30 inch corrugated metal pipe, house lines, and the drainage pattern including the dry detention area and Sagamore 
Point.  The old tile is shown, which drains right into the Dempsey-Baker ditch.  The other line which was intercepted is also 
shown.  They found an 18-inch tile which outlets as depicted, and the rest of the water came by gravity and was picked up.  
There is a manhole depicted that was picked up and that picks up the water indicated.  Chris looked into it and didn’t see it 
picking up a tile on the inside, but he can’t say that there is none.  He knows that there is one tile that comes into the drain at 
another point.  There was some concern since it crosses lot 58 and a letter was needed, which he presented to the Board. 
 
The remainder of the lots, 49 through 79 is all R1B.  The property ties into Sagamore Point on the north side, and into 
Lakeshore Subdivision on the west side, which is currently under construction.  Some of the other issues already worked out 
with the county include putting a passing blister on Morehouse Road, and that is detailed in the plans.  Also included are; a 
ditch and an entrance added into the cemetery where they extended a new pipe and more gravel; and widening of Sagamore 
Pines’ half of the road all along their property.  He described an acceleration taper and a deceleration lane and taper along 
with the passing blister. 
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Chris stated his opinion that one of the Legal Drains terminated on the property and never went on.  He showed adequate 
room to give 30 feet of easement for the drain tile in all but one place if it were to remain a Regulated Drain.  He thought that 
it could still be a Regulated Drain within the plat as shown, and referenced a final plat available at this meeting.  He then 
described areas where there was 20 or 25 feet of space. 
 
K.D. asked if we build houses on top of drains all the time.  Steve answered no.  He went on to state that they have two 
options.  One is to vacate, which couldn’t be supported unless the drainage pattern or the tile terminates on their property.  
Chris stated that his opinion was that that was the case.  K.D. asked if the water drains to Hadley Lake, and the answer is yes, 
but via the Dempsey-Baker Ditch. 
 
Steve added that the second option, perhaps for the one to the east which goes to the cemetery, is an abbreviated process in 
the Drainage Statute, 52.5, that we’ve talked about at several meetings this year.  It allows an individual who wants to 
relocate the drain and reconstruct the drain wholly on their property and at their own expense to follow an abbreviated 
process whereby the Commissioners approve it at a Board meeting, and then the Drain is merely moved from its existing 
location to a new location in the storm sewer system.  Once again, the minimum statutory width for a situation as this is 
would be a 30-foot Legal Drain Easement that would be platted on the subdivision, as probably a combination Drainage and 
Legal Drain Easement. 
 
Steve then said that what he thought we could do at this time is approve it subject to the conditions stated on Burke’s review 
memo dated May 23rd 2001 and also to resolving the vacation and/or relocation issue with the Regulated Drains.  Chris stated 
that their preference is to vacate the one to the south.  They will be picking up all the water, and sized the pipe for a 100-year  
storm event, bringing it all the way down.  Steve restated that if the existing Regulated Tile branch terminates on their 
property, he and the engineering consultant could support vacating it.  Chris added that they had given Steve the paperwork 
and once that determination has been completed, they could take care of that without ever having to change the construction 
plans.  On the other tile, they are extending it as requested another six feet to make the shoulder less steep along the road. 
 
K.D. asked if there hadn’t been some concerns expressed by surrounding neighbors about drainage when the project went 
through the Area Plan Commission?  Chris replied that the concerns were about traffic and a fencerow with trees.  The 
passing blister and the location of the ditch which leaves the tree line intact addresses those concerns. 
 
K.D. then moved for final approval with conditions on the May 23rd Burke memo and the conditions specified on the 
Regulated Drains.  Ruth Shedd seconded, and the motion carried. 
 
Brindon Commercial Subdivision, Lot 2 

Vester and Associates 
Tim Beyer with Vester and Associates requested final approval for Stuckey Car Wash, which is to be located on Lot 2 of 
Brindon Commercial Subdivision.  He referenced two maps that showed the site.  He described the location in relation to U. 
S. 52, McCormick Road, Bethel Christian Life Center, and the proposed Meijer’s Store.  He also showed the overall Brindon 
Development including Brindon Apartments; Brindon Planned Development; and Brindon Plaza on the other side of Bethel 
Drive, which cuts through the middle of the site. 
 
The proposed detention facilities were approved with the Planned Development, (P.D.), and are in place.  There is a main line 
storm sewer to serve the apartments and these three commercial lots, which was approved with the construction of Bethel 
Drive on out to U.S. 52.  On another display he showed a larger depiction of the car wash site with the eight bay car wash 
near the middle of the site, some vacuum islands out in front, and some on the other side of the building also.  He indicated 
an area, much of which will be paved to allow access into the car wash, and an entrance road coming down on the south 
portion of the project. 
 
They are proposing two inlets, one of which catches water from the north half of the site, the other catching the water from 
the south half of the site, tying in to the main line storm sewer that runs over west to the detention pond.  He then asked the 
Board if there were any questions he could answer. 
 
K.D. asked if they had to do anything special with the water before it goes into the storm sewer.  Tim indicated that the water 
from the car wash bays ties into the sanitary sewer after passing through an oil separator.     
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K.D. also asked if that is something we as a county will have to be doing in a couple of years.  Steve replied that car washes 
already are addressing the issue, but that we’ll have similar requirements in the future for other facilities.  K.D. said that she 
didn’t want to see a detention pond with soap scum on it. 
 
Steve remarked that the Burke memo dated May 29th recommends final approval, and added that he would recommend it as 
well, subject to the two standard conditions on Drainage Fees and a restrictive covenant. 
 
K.D. then moved for final approval with the standard conditions, and Ruth seconded.  There were no further comments and 
the motion carried. 
 
Aberdeen Ridge Subdivision 

Hawkins Environmental 
Mark Phipps representing Hawkins Environmental and Turfmaster requested final approval for Aberdeen Ridge Subdivision.  
He brought two exhibits and showed the surrounding area, including County Road 250 East or Concord Road, a private drive, 
Aberdeen Way, and an existing subdivision called Concord Place. 
 
Aberdeen Subdivision is to consist of four lots.  Just to the south and west of these lots is a natural waterway.  The runoff in 
the existing condition flows from the northeast corner across these four lots to the southwest corner and into the waterway, 
then to the Wea Creek.   
 
Mark also asked for a Variance from the Drainage Ordinance that would allow development of these four lots without 
detention storage.  The reason is that their calculations of the existing conditions for the ten-year storm runoff are at about 
4.76 cfs, (cubic feet per second).  They made some assumptions about the types of houses that would be built on these lots, 
100 feet of 18-foot wide driveway, patios, large houses, and everything that would go with them.  In the developed condition, 
they calculated in the same ten-year storm event there would be an increased runoff, but only to a level of 5.1 cfs.  The ditch 
which leads to the Wea creek is four to eight feet deep.  In a ten-year storm event under existing conditions, the creek is 
calculated to be 6 inches deep.  In the proposed developed condition, the depth is calculated at only 6 ¼ inches deep.  They 
feel this is a negligible level, not even noticeable to downstream landowners in Concord Place and before the Wea Creek. 
 
Steve stated for the record that the Drainage Ordinance requires notification of downstream landowners.  President Knochel 
asked Robert Lahrman, a resident of County Road 450 South to come forward.  He stated that he was a longtime resident, 
very well acquainted with the area in question.  He had no objection to what Mark had said.  He further stated that as long as 
they don’t change the waterway, there would be no objection.  There had been some talk on changing the waterway, and if 
that had been the case, there might have been objections.   
 
John asked what the highest level of water that Mr. Varman had ever seen in that ditch.  Mr. Varman replied that it was 
within the banks.  He went on to state that it’s plenty deep and wide enough with good banks where the water will enter. 
 
Steve added that he twice inspected the branch of the ditch which feeds up through the south side of Concord Place, the next 
little development downstream.  He reported a well-defined ravine and drainage system.  There are two larger developments 
under review east of Concord Rd. between County Roads 400 and 500 South and north of Aberdeen, on the Pilotte property.  
These developments are large enough that they will be required to have stormwater detention. 
 
K.D. asked if the ditch was a county regulated one, and Steve replied that it is not, but is a natural drainage system. 
 
John asked the Drainage Board Attorney whether two motions were needed on this request, one to grant approval, and one to 
grant the Variance.  That was the case, and Steve mentioned a condition stated on the Burke memo of June 1st.  That was to 
plat a Drainage Easement along the south boundary.  Mark reported no objection to that, and in response to a question from 
Steve, indicated a proposed width of 75 feet for that easement. 
 
Steve recommended final approval with the conditions on the memo, further defining condition one to specify a 75 foot width 
for the Drainage Easement.   
 
K.D. made a motion for final approval with the conditions so stated, Ruth Shedd seconded, and the motion carried. 
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K.D. then made a motion to approve a Variance allowing direct discharge of runoff without detention.  Ruth having seconded 
and there being no objection, the motion carried. 
 
Petitions To Encroach on a Utility and Drainage Easements 

J. Shane DeBoer  /  William S. Kurtz 
John noted that the two requests were from properties in very close proximity to each other in the Saddlebrook Subdivision in 
Perry Township.  He suggested that the two petitions be discussed together and then voted on separately.  Mr. Kurtz resides 
on lot 270 at 250 Trackside Drive, and Mr. DeBoer resides on lot 296 at 250 N. Wilmington Lane. 
 
John referenced a memo from Steve Murray recommending approval of these requests.  Steve agreed, having reviewed both 
requests.  In Mr. DeBoer’s case, he had put up a storage shed, not knowing that there was a 15-foot easement.  A field check 
showed that the shed extends roughly five feet into the easement, is causing no problem now, and is not likely to cause a 
problem in the future.  Since the petitioner obtained letters from the required utilities, Steve recommended granting the 
petition.  He added that these petitions need action by the Board of Commissioners as well as by the Drainage Board. 
K.D. moved that the Drainage Board grant approval to Mr. DeBoer’s petition, Ruth seconded, and hearing no objections, the 
motion carried. 
 
Steve stated that a field check on the petition of Mr. Kurtz showed that the proposed basketball court would be at grade, so it 
will not affect the drainage in any way.  Mr. Kurtz obtained letters from the required utilities regarding the petition, so Steve 
recommended granting of this petition as well.  K.D. motioned to grant approval, Ruth seconded, and the motion carried. 
 
Engineering Review Fees Ordinance 
Steve stated that the current Drainage Ordinance contains a provision to allow for ten hours of engineering review at the 
County’s expense per project.  These funds are expended primarily on drainage review for new subdivisions.  In 2000 when 
the Drainage Board requested two additional appropriations for engineering review, it was asked by the County Council to 
investigate the possibility of lowering the number of free hours or dropping them completely. 
 
Steve discussed this with developers and engineers.  It equates to $650.00 additional cost on each development on average, 
and he recommended that the Drainage Board eliminate the ten hours of review time paid for by the county completely.  He 
added that with the requirements of Phase II Stormwater coming up, the Board will have to continue to expend more money 
on drainage issues.  Checking with the fifteen largest counties in the state, about half charge for review as well as application 
fees, and about half do not.  But based on the seminars and workshops he’s attended on Phase II, most of the other Drainage 
Boards that are affected by Phase II are going to have to move in that direction. 
 
Drainage Board Attorney Doug Masson remarked that in order to pass the Ordinance through on the first reading, they would 
need to move to waive the second reading.  On discussion of the procedure for passage of this Ordinance, Steve stated that 
historically, the Drainage Board would vote first, then the Board of Commissioners.   
 
K.D. moved that the Drainage Board pass the Hoffman Luhman Busch draft version 1 dated May 31st 2001, Ordinance on 
Engineering Review Fees.  Ruth seconded, and there being no further comment the motion carried. 
 
Having heard no opposition to the motion, K.D. moved that the Board waive the requirement for a second reading of the 
Ordinance.  Ruth seconded, and that motion also carried. 
 
Steve indicated that there would be a review of the process required for passage to ensure that the Board was in compliance 
regarding this following Ordinance. 
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HLB Draft Ver. 1 

5/31/01 
 
 
 ORDINANCE NO. 2001-           -CM 
 

WHEREAS, the members of the Board of Commissioners of the County of Tippecanoe, in the State of Indiana are also members 

of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board; and 

WHEREAS, the members of the Board of Commissioners of the County of Tippecanoe, State of Indiana, did on the 7th day of 

November, 1988 adopt Ordinance No. 88-40 CM which established "Tippecanoe County, Indiana, A General Ordinance Establishing 

Storm Drainage and Sediment Control", commonly known as the "Tippecanoe County Drainage Code", and 

WHEREAS, the Drainage Code, as amended, now requires that developers submitting plans for approval of the Drainage Board 

pursuant to the Drainage Code bear a portion of the professional engineering costs incurred in the review thereof by the Surveyor and 

Drainage Board, and  

WHEREAS, the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board has determined that said developers should bear the full cost of such 

review; 

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT ORDAINED AND ENACTED BY the Board of Commissioners of the County of Tippecanoe, 

State of Indiana, and the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board that: 

a.  Section 6 g of Ordinance No. 88-40 CM be amended to read as follows:   
 

6 g. Engineering Review Fees: 
 

As a condition of and prior to approval of final drainage plans by the Drainage Board, the applicant shall pay 
to the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board the actual costs incurred by the Drainage Board and the 
Tippecanoe County Surveyor in respect to the review of all preliminary plans, final plans and/or construction 
plans by a licensed professional engineer.  

 
The Tippecanoe County Surveyor shall furnish to the applicant in writing at least ten (10) days prior to the 
meeting at which the Board is scheduled to consider approval of applicant’s final drainage plan a written 
statement specifying the total cost of professional engineering fees incurred by the Drainage Board in 
connection with the review of applicant’s plans, including the total hours expended by such professional 
engineer, the cost per hour incurred by the Drainage Board and/or the Tippecanoe County Surveyor with 
respect thereto, and the amount required to be paid by applicant prior to approval of final drainage plans by 
the Drainage Board.  As a condition of and prior to approval of final drainage plans by the Drainage Board, 
applicant shall pay to the Tippecanoe County Treasurer the sum set forth in said statement representing the 
cost of professional engineering services incurred by the Drainage Board and/or Tippecanoe County 
Surveyor in connection with the review of applicant’s preliminary and final drainage plans and 
accompanying information and data. 

 
b. This Ordinance shall become effective as of July 1, 2001, after its final passage, approval and publication as 

required by law. 
 

Passed on first reading at Lafayette, Indiana on this _____ day of _____________, 2001. 
 
 

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS  
OF THE COUNTY OF TIPPECANOE 
STATE OF INDIANA 
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VOTE: 
 
______                                                             

Ruth Shedd, President 
 
 
______                                                             

John Knochel, Vice President 
 
 
______                                                             

KD Benson, Member 
ATTEST:                                                  

Robert Plantenga,  Auditor 
 
 

Adopted and approved by the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board at Lafayette, Indiana, on second reading this          day of                         
, 2001. 
 

TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD 
 
VOTE: 
 
_____      By:                                                    

John Knochel, President 
 
 
_____                                                         

Ruth Shedd, Member 
 
 
_____                                                        

KD Benson, Member 
 
 
ATTEST:                                             
 Secretary 
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Cuppy-McClure Regulated Drain 

Assessment 
Steve related that as a result of some drainage problems on the Cuppy-McClure branch of the Hadley Lake Drain, a review of 
the file was begun.  It showed that back in the late 1980’s and early 1990’s, there was a petition to establish the Hadley Lake 
Regulated Drain which was processed and approved with all the required hearings.  That drain had three branches, one of 
which was the outlet of Hadley Lake, which was constructed; the second was the Baker-Dempsey, which the Board discussed 
earlier for Sagamore Pines.  The third was the Cuppy-McClure, which passes through the Great Lakes site.  Assessments 
have been set up on the first two branches, but Steve found that assessment had never been put on for the third, the Cuppy-
McClure branch.  In talking with former County Surveyor Mike Spencer, Steve learned that they had decided at the time of 
the petition to wait until the Cuppy-McClure project was completed.  It has been completed, the improvements are in and 
have been accepted.  He felt that it had probably been an oversight that the assessment for this portion of the Hadley Lake 
Drain did not get made effective. 
 
Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman gave an opinion to Steve that the proper procedures had been followed, that it was 
just a matter of the Surveyor reporting that the project had been completed and for the Board to take action to go ahead and 
make the assessment effective.  Steve recommended making the assessment effective because repairs to the tile were 
necessary recently, and the maintenance fund was established by order at $5.00 per acre and $10.00 per platted lot benefited 
by the project.  Mr. Luhman said in electronic mail that the Commissioners need to do an adoption of finding.  If the 
Commissioners are agreeable to making the assessment effective, Steve will have something prepared for the next meeting to 
take action on. 
 
K.D. asked if the Board were doing this today, would the level have been $10.00 rather than $5.00.  Steve replied that the 
$5.00 assessment would be sufficient.  He indicated that it might have been slightly higher than $5.00 if it were being done 
today.  The Surveyor does a report based on his estimate of what it will take to do any improvement and/or maintenance.  
With the three branches, his opinion is that this is probably adequate. 
 
K.D. also expressed concern since the average homeowner moves every five years, whether there is a whole new group of 
people there.  She asked whether the Board has to go through renotifying landowners.  Steve indicated that Mr. Luhman’s 
opinion had been that renotification was not necessary, since this was a situation where property owners had been properly 
notified and were simply not billed for taxes that were due, through an oversight by the county. 
 
On further discussion, it was decided that notice to the taxpayers of the assessment should and could be given prior to any tax 
billing.  This is not the same process as required for the original establishment of the Regulated Drain, and can be done with 
minimal expense. 
 
No further action is required by the Board until the next meeting, it having given Steve Murray approval to proceed. 
 
There being no more comment and no other business, KD moved to adjourn, Ruth seconded, and the motion carried.  
Meeting adjourned. 
 
 
 
 
___________________________________________ 
John Knochel, President 
 
 
___________________________________________ 
KD Benson, Vice President 
                                                                                                               _____________________________________ 
                                                                                                               Robert Evans, Secretary 
___________________________________________ 
Ruth E. Shedd, Member 
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Tippecanoe County Drainage Board 
July 3, 2001 

Regular Meeting 
 
Those present were: 
Tippecanoe County Commissioners Ruth Shedd, John Knochel, and KD Benson, County Surveyor Steve Murray, Drainage 
Board Attorney Dave Luhman, Drainage Board Engineering Consultants Dave Eichelberger and Kerry Daily, Drainage 
Board Executive Secretary Robert Evans.  
 
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Tuesday July 3, 2001 in the Tippecanoe Room of the Tippecanoe County 
Office Building, 20 North 3rd Street, Lafayette, Indiana with Commissioner/President of the Drainage Board, John Knochel, 
calling the meeting to order. 
 
Approval of June 7th 2001 Minutes 
KD Benson made a motion to approve the minutes from the June 7th regular Drainage Board Meeting.  Ruth Shedd seconded 
the motion and hearing no opposition, the motion carried. 
 
Shawnee Ridge Subdivision Phase II 
Tim Beyer of Vester and Associates appeared before the Board to request final drainage approval for Shawnee Subdivision 
Phase II.  He displayed a map of the site of the project and the surrounding area, including County Road 600 North, State 
Road 43, Hawk’s Nest Subdivision, and the entire Shawnee Ridge property including Phase I, the proposed Phase II, and the 
pond that was constructed with Phase I, sized to handle capture runoff from everything to the south of the pond including 
virtually all of the runoff from Phase II. 
 
On a larger scale map of Phase II, he showed the proposed storm sewer that captures the runoff and either ties into the Phase 
I storm sewer, or extends the Phase I storm sewer and outlets into a ravine at the north end.  The water then travels to the 
pond as detailed on the first map. 
 
Steve Murray asked at what stage construction was on the Phase I pond.  Tim replied that they were finishing it up, the pond 
having been 80% completed during Phase I. 
 
KD made a motion to grant final approval as requested with the standard conditions, (specified on the June 28th Burke 
Engineering memo).  Ruth Shedd seconded and there being no further discussion, the motion carried. 
 
Schroeder Property 
Tim Balensiefer of T-Bird Design began with an overview of the Schroeder Property.  He displayed a map that showed its 
location on State Road 38 next to the existing Quality Farm and Fleet store, and further away the locations of Subaru Isuzu, 
the proposed F Lake, and IvyTech. 
 
The Schroeder property is a 3-acre tract.  The proposal is to develop a commercial center on it, a strip center with parking on 
the majority of the site, the building with some sidewalk out front, and some greenspace around with some landscaping.  
There’s a small area offsite that drains through the site in the present condition, and they have taken that into consideration.  
Runoff will drain into the State Road 38 drainage ditch, including water from the roof that passes through a catch basin.  The 
water will eventually run from the ditch into the proposed F Lake. 
 
The request Tim brought before the Board is that the onsite detention be stored in the future F Lake, with the understanding 
that there will be fees for such storage. 
 
Steve Murray apologized for the Board not having the latest review memo available, and referenced a Burke memo dated 
June 28th 2001, which recommended preliminary approval.  He reported that the Surveyor’s Office concurred with that.  He 
stated agreement that, as has been the case in this area, we have allowed direct discharge to go down to F Lake, and the 
developer would need to compensate the Drainage Board for storage in the F lake.  He added that the last figure the Board 
had was $15,000.00 per acre/foot. 
 
Steve said that could all be decided as they continued to develop their plan, and that they wanted to know conceptually on a 
preliminary basis that the Board agreed with their plans. 
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In response to a question from KD, Dave Eichelberger explained that in the County’s continuing effort to provide regional 
detention instead of having individual detention ponds scattered throughout all the different developments, the County is 
trying to put in the regional detention concept throughout various watersheds that are seeing a lot of development.  He 
referenced the Berlowitz Ditch and the Wilson Branch one. 
 
Steve added that the Board has a study on the entire Elliott Ditch watershed, which was updated in 2000 by Burke.  As part 
of that, regional ponds were planned.  One is complete and is located at the Tippecanoe Mall across from the County 
Extension Office, and another has been started and is partially designed.  It will be east of Old Ross Road and east of IvyTech 
and is what has been referred to as F Lake.  Property to the east and some to the north will drain to that. 
 
Dave continued that they had determined a certain amount of area around there that could be drained directly to Elliott Ditch, 
and its storage could be taken care of by that F Lake basin.  The Schroeder property is within that area. 
 
Steve stated then that the request before the Board was in conformance with that study and the direction that the Drainage 
Board and Surveyor’s Office have taken in the past, and repeated the recommendation for preliminary approval. 
 
KD made the motion to grant preliminary approval to the Schroeder property, seconded by Ruth.  There being no further 
discussion, the motion carried. 
 
First Church of the Nazarene 
Pat Sheehan of the Schneider Corporation presented the proposal for the development.  The site is located east of County 
Road 500 East, and just south of State Road 26 East.  It’s just east of the Meijer’s development and is also surrounded by 
other developments.  To the north and east is Brookfield Farms, and to the south is Saddlebrook Estates.  He continued that 
this is the last piece, it’s twelve acres of farm field, and everything around it is developed. 
 
They examined the existing drainage basin, and there are four different areas where this drains off site.  It drains to the north 
into Brookfield Farms in two locations, to the south into Saddlebrook Subdivision, and there is a drainage area that goes to 
the County Road 500 East ditch and some ultimately goes off to the east. 
 
The proposal was approximately a 35,000 square foot building structure and about 1.7 acres of parking.  The drainage basins 
and the way they intend to drain the proposed area is to split it up so that about 80% of the area drains to the north into a dry 
detention pond.  That pond will connect to an existing tile that crosses under C.R. 500 East and goes into the Meijer 
development, ultimately to the Alexander Ross drain. 
 
The last portion of the development drains to another dry basin that ultimately discharges into the C.R. 500 East ditch, which 
drains to the south.  They requested final approval based upon the condition in the Burke memo of June 28th 2001. 
 
Steve commented that Pat and he had discussed doing direct release to the C.R. 500 East ditch, and gave the board a little 
history.  Unfortunately, while the designs for the development surrounding this site were being done, the County didn’t have 
access to the G.I.S. contouring data.  Because of that, this site was ignored as far as their offsite water being accommodated 
into the surrounding developments.  This made the site difficult to design for, and he suggested that Pat be able to do 
whatever was best for his client, given the amount of time they had spent on this design, and the fact that they were strapped 
with some design considerations that really weren’t their fault.  Steve recommended that the Board approve this design, or if 
Pat thought it was better for his client to look at direct release and free up that area as developable area, to go that route as 
well. 
 
Pat stated that approval of direct release would enable a better development for his client.  Trying to restrict so much in some 
of these smaller areas ends up causing areas that remain wet.  They’re hard to restrict and the restrictor is small and gets 
clogged.  Ultimately, the impact to the C.R. 500 ditch is very minor.  Direct release would create a better development, 
without small mosquito (producing) ponds. 
 
KD asked if there were houses right up against there.  Pat replied that there are some in Saddlebrook Estates Subdivision, but 
that the drainage will not be going in that direction, instead being captured and taken to the west into the C.R. 500 East ditch.  
In response to questions from Steve and KD, Pat stated that changing to direct release would involve removing a pipe and 
restrictor.  The water would still collect in the same area with a discharge of 2.5 cubic feet per second as opposed to 1.2 cfs.   
 
Steve added that to the north where they’re discharging into the existing tile, once again that is probably not a desirable 
situation but they have absolutely no other choice.  The tile picks up the backyard runoff from Brookfield Farms, and this 
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development will put a restrictor plate on their outlet to meter that water out to the point that the tile can accommodate the 
water.  This addressed KD’s question about drainage through backyards in Saddlebrook Estates.  This water will go into a 
drainage easement there as it was intended to, and had always gone in that general direction.  It just wasn’t recognized and 
accommodated as they were doing their design on that phase of Saddlebrook.  But once again, this property owner has no 
other choice, so the Board has to let them go that route.  He added that it’s been designed properly and will be metered out.  
Pat added that the water would be detained in the basin area.   
 
KD asked if there was no choice but to have a wet area.  Pat said that it would be dry except immediately after rainfall.  Steve 
added that the in rear yard swale in the existing subdivision the effect really should be nominal, but that even under current 
conditions in certain rainfall events he was sure water stands until it can get out through the fairly small tile.  Steve then 
recommended final approval with the conditions as stated on the June 28th memo. 
 
KD moved to grant final approval with the conditions so specified, Ruth seconded, and there being no further discussion, the 
motion carried. 
 
The Commons at Valley Lakes 
Jerry Withered representing Cedar Run Limited, owner of The Commons at Valley Lakes, referenced a request sent to the 
Drainage Board to approve reconstruction of a portion of Branch 7 and all of Branch 8 of the Kirkpatrick Ditch, rather 
than going through the vacation process.  This was suggested by Steve Murray and Dave Luhman per section 52.5 of the 
County Drainage Ordinance which states that the Drainage Board is permitted to authorize the reconstruction rather than the 
vacation of a legal drain on various conditions:  First, that the project is on property all owned by the petitioner, which is true 
in this case; Second, that the specifications have been approved by the County Surveyor, which is also believed to be true in 
this case; Third, that the project will be completed under the supervision of the County Surveyor, and they are happy to have 
that supervision; Fourth, that as in this case, the petitioner will pay all costs of the reconstruction; Fifth, that the County 
Surveyor has investigated whether this reconstruction will adversely affect any of the landowners upstream, which has been 
done; Last, that the Drainage Board makes a finding that no landowner upstream is going to be adversely affected.  Jerry 
summarized by saying all his client is doing is reconstructing and putting in a large drainage tile where formerly there had 
been a ditch.  He then introduced civil engineer Alan Jacobson from Fisher and Associates to show the specifics of the 
proposal. 
 
Alan gave some background with aid of a map showing South 18th Street, the direction of County Road 350 South and Valley 
Lakes Plaza, the location of Concorde Road, County Road 430 South, Wea Ridge Elementary School, and the site for Wea 
Ridge Middle School.  He pointed out The Landing at Valley Lakes, Phases I and II.  Phase I has been constructed, with only 
a few empty lots left in the subdivision.  Phase II was accepted on the morning of July 3rd by the Lafayette Board of Works, 
and construction was to begin by the end of the week. 
 
He then pointed out the site for The Commons at Valley Lakes, a 40-acre site that adjoins South 18th Street, the north line of 
it being roughly the main branch of the James Kirkpatrick Drain.  When they did the development for The Landing Phase 
I, they created a retention pond to deal with the stormwater management issue.  Currently there is a pipe that runs north from 
the pond some distance before ending.  A temporary open channel has been cut through the high ground.  The water is 
managed on site because there was no choice at that time due to the size of the development and the fact that the downstream 
facilities had limited capacity.  When they did The Landing Phase II, the water originally drained through a low area via a 
temporary channel to a natural depression that currently exists on the site.  It’s quite a large depression, an old pothole swamp 
with lots of black dirt.  This plan was approved by the Drainage Board. 
 
The philosophy they took for The Commons was under the assumption that the Kirkpatrick Drain was to be improved in a 
significant manner, sized to accept water from developed areas on these properties and also to the east and north of the 18th 
Street crossing.  He then cited three new culvert bridges planned.  Their philosophy was then; that there would be no need for 
onsite stormwater detention, that the capacity of this newly reconstructed Kirkpatrick Drain would accept the water from the 
site. 
 
Moving to a discussion of the current conditions of the drain, he detailed a 30-inch tile for the main branch.  Branch 5 is a 
small branch that goes to the north.   Across the Cedar Run Properties, Branch 7 runs to their southeast corner, and Branch 8 
joins the north line at The Landing at Valley Lakes.  This tile line has diameters of 10, 12, and 15 inches along its length. 
 
In response to a question from KD about the current condition of the tile, Alan explained that the tile did continue further 
than it currently does before The Landing At Valley Lakes Phase II was developed.  They obtained Drainage Board approval 
to vacate a small portion, and they intercepted three tiles from Mr. Yount’s property on their south line, one from a pond and 
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the other two being field tiles.  The water from them was directed through the storm drainage system for The Landing At 
Valley Lakes Phase II.  That currently discharges through a 36-inch pipe just west of the existing tile.  The creation of the 
temporary channel to the low area was so that its discharge could be regulated as opposed to letting it run off by its natural 
course down into the low area that runs along the Kirkpatrick Drain. 
 
What they were proposing to do is extend the existing outlet pipe for the retention pond for Phase I of The Landing down 
through the proposed subdivision to exit into the improved or reconstructed Kirkpatrick Drain.  This would be a 36-inch 
storm drain all the way down, and it would accept other water from the proposed developments, both current phases and 
future phases, and has been sized accordingly. 
 
At the point where they discharge from The Landing At Valley Lakes Phase II, that storm line will also be continued across 
the open space which will eventually be developed, and then through the Commons.  This would be a 42-inch storm drain 
increasing in size to a 60 inch before reaching the Kirkpatrick Drain, due to grade considerations.  He then referred to a 
third series of storm drains proposed that will also outlet into the Kirkpatrick.  These will accept water primarily from future 
phases of development, although some of the lots in the current development will actually drain through that pipe system. 
 
The total proposal is for three outfall locations into the reconstructed Kirkpatrick Drain.  The water that was originally 
detained in the low area for The Landing At Valley Lakes Phase II will now run completely through the pipe system, and 
therefore not be detained in that low area as soon as the construction is complete. 
 
Alan then discussed the existing field tiles.  No changes are proposed for Branch 5 on the other side of the ditch.  Branch 7 
will be left partially in place, connected to the 42-inch storm drain at the south line of their current phase.  Branch 8 will be 
partially removed as the new storm drain is laid, the remainder continuing to drain to Branch 7.  The portion of Branch 7 
which will be left in place will be in a section that is proposed as a park and recreation area with no building activity 
proposed over it. 
 
In response to a question from Ruth Shedd, Alan verified that not all of the tiles of Branches 7 and 8 would be replaced at this 
time, though he did confirm that future development on the 200 plus acres will bring requests to relocate upstream areas, and 
their design takes that into consideration.  They will intercept on their east line, routing the water down through the site in the 
proposed storm sewer system.  He then restated that the current proposal features intercepts at the south line of the phase, 
routing through a new, larger storm pipe out to the Kirkpatrick Drain. 
 
Ruth then asked if approval is given for reconstruction on the branches but not all of it will be done now, whose 
responsibility and at what time will that approval be requested?  Or, she continued, is the Board being asked to approve later 
reconstruction now?  Steve Murray answered that at this time, the Board is being asked to grant approval for relocation of 
that portion of those branches within Phase I.  As they develop on the south and east, he assumed they would follow the same 
procedure in seeking approval.  One of the requirements is that they have construction plans approved, and generally they 
don’t generate those plans until they are closer to getting ready to build that phase or section.  He concluded that the board 
can grant approval incrementally with no problem, and there’s really no need to act on future relocations at this time because 
the easement will exist for those branches until such time as they develop the plans for that phase or section. 
 
Steve also added that this process is easier compared to in 2000 when they vacated that small portion to the south with the 
hearing and notice process.  This is cleaner and easier, and for all intents and purposes they always have to pick up that water 
that comes overland or through the tile and run it through their storm sewer system anyway.  The net result is leaving a 30-
foot drain easement that follows the new storm sewer.  KD asked if the Surveyor had to approve it.  Steve confirmed that, and 
added for the record that this is in the City of Lafayette, so the Board’s approval will be contingent on the City’s approval.  
All the Board needed to do at this time compared to other developments is to look at the effect on the regulated drain which is 
soon to be the Kirkpatrick open ditch, and the two laterals that were referred to earlier. 
 
KD asked Steve to confirm that they will all be part of the Regulated Drain when completed and he did so, adding that he 
wanted to distinguish the individual portions.  Steve then asked Alan about the temporary storage issue, referring to a worst-
case scenario in which the construction is complete but The Board has been unable to start on the Kirkpatrick project.  Alan 
responded that given the uncertainty of the construction timetable for the excavation portion of the Kirkpatrick Drain 
reconstruction project, several discussions had been conducted between them and the City of Lafayette and also the County 
Surveyor’s Office.  Regarding providing interim storage in the event that their schedule gets ahead of the reconstruction 
schedule, one viable option is to partially excavate along the alignment of the Kirkpatrick Drain channel.  In other words, 
they will have pipes in the ground below the existing grade at these three outlet locations.  They propose to create an 
excavation in the vicinity of these outflow pipes.  This isn’t intended to be a full excavation to the actual depth and cross 
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section of the final ditch alignment, but a partial excavation that would provide enough volume in the interim to satisfy the 
requirements of the release rate in the ordinance.  He responded to a question from Steve by replying that his client was 
willing to do that in the event it became necessary. 
 
KD asked if that was the eventual park location.  It is not, but rather in the proposed ditch channel alignment area.  Steve 
reiterated that this is referring to a worst-case scenario, and that hopefully the Board will get its permit from the Indiana 
Department of Environmental Management and will be able to begin construction within the next month or so.  Alan did a 
quick estimate on volume based on developed area.  The schedules will determine whether they have to come back to the 
Board with an interim detention plan for a partial excavation within the Kirkpatrick Legal Drain. 
 
KD asked Steve if he and the consultants were comfortable with the plans proposed, and Steve responded that they were. 
 
Jerry Withered clarified that they needed two things:  First, the final approval of the drainage plan for Phase I of the 
Commons at Valley Lakes; Second, the approval for reconstruction rather than vacating Branches 7 and 8 of the 
Kirkpatrick Ditch.  Dave Luhman added that the second issue first required a finding by the Board that no landowner 
upstream would be adversely affected by the project.  He continued that a condition of that finding might be that the 
temporary detention would have to be constructed if their plans got ahead of the Kirkpatrick, since it seemed that there might 
otherwise be some adverse effect on landowners. 
 
Dave suggested a motion to find, subject to the condition that they include the temporary detention pond as part of the 
project, that no landowners would be adversely affected.  Following that would be a motion to approve reconstruction.  Steve 
commented that the first act should be on their drainage submittal, indicating that the Surveyor’s Office and Drainage Board 
engineering consultants would recommend that the Board give final approval to The Commons at Valley Lakes Phase I 
subject to the conditions stated on the June 27th review memo, stating for the record that condition number one on the memo 
did discuss the temporary detention situation if in fact the Kirkpatrick Drain hasn’t been reconstructed, and that it’s all 
subject to the City of Lafayette’s approval. 
 
KD Benson so moved, Ruth Shedd seconded, and there being no further discussion, the motion carried. 
 
Steve stated an area of concern on the second item, that he hadn’t seen a final set of construction plans on the relocation of 
the Kirkpatrick Laterals, Branches 7 and 8.  52.5 does require approval of the Surveyor.  Alan said that the City was 
reviewing internal storm drains, sanitary sewers and water.  A few minor changes were yet to be made, and he expected to 
provide the Surveyor’s Office with a final set of plans by July 9th.   Steve added that he was satisfied that through the normal 
construction plan review process the Board would get what it needs; to accommodate those two tiles into their new storm 
sewer system along with a 30 foot new regulated drain easement to follow the new storm sewer route.  With that he deferred 
to Mr. Luhman as to how to follow through on their request for the reconstruction. 
 
Dave Luhman suggested first that there be a finding of no adverse effect on adjoining landowners based on the review and 
recommendations of the Surveyor’s Office and the Drainage Board engineering consultants.  Steve said; assuming as 
expected that a good set of plans that accommodates the flow of those tiles through a new route, it will not have an adverse 
effect on any upstream landowners.  He continued that Branch 7 does cross onto property owned by another individual, 
which was partially why he suggested that they go this safer and easier route.  Even with the worst-case scenario on the 
reconstruction of the Kirkpatrick they will provide temporary detention in the proposed easement for the new channel.  That 
would be submitted for review if it were needed, so there would be an opportunity to review and make sure that nobody 
upstream would be adversely affected. 
 
Ruth asked if the Board is just concerned with one other landowner there.  Steve’s response was that’s primarily true, but this 
process is the safest way to do it and provides protection to upstream landowners, which is why he could report a finding that 
no upstream landowners would be adversely affected. 
 
KD then made a motion that the Board find that no adjoining landowners would be adversely affected by this reconstruction.  
Ruth seconded, and there being no further discussion, the motion carried. 
 
KD then made a motion to grant approval for reconstruction of Branches 7 and 8 assuming final construction plans arrive.  
Ruth seconded, and there being no further discussion, the motion carried. 
 
President Knochel asked Mr. Murray for a report on where the Board was with the reconstruction of the Kirkpatrick.  Steve 
reported that the Board was still awaiting approval from IDEM and also awaiting offer letters for the right-of-way which 
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needs to be acquired, most of which is west or downstream of South 9th Street.  He also verified that a bid had been accepted 
from a contractor who is ready to start.  IDEM was insisting that a concrete bottom could not be included, and Steve stated 
that conceding that was likely to be required to move the project forward. 
 
Petition For Partial Vacation Of The Vanderkleed Drain 
Joe Bumbleburg referenced a petition given to Board members for the partial vacation of the Vanderkleed Drain.  Included in 
it are: The legal descriptions required; the land over which it should run; and averments of the appropriate statutory 
requirements – that the abandonment will not be detrimental; and that the reconstruction of the drain would cost more than 
the benefits. 
 
Joe stated that this was essentially a tying up of a loose end in that the proposed drainage plan for the Lindberg Village 
subdivision had been approved, and that the subdivision had received primary approval of the Area Plan Commission.  
Therefore, the only question to be decided before Board action would be the question of persons affected by this vacation.  
He references a very old drawing that suggests the area being drained by this drain is all on this site, and when they put in the 
drainage system for the subdivision, they will be taking care of everything within their own property that is subject to the 
drain as it currently existed.  Since there are essentially no other persons affected by this, it would simply require the finding 
of no adverse effects as in the previous item on the Board’s agenda.  Then the Board would be able to decide the question of 
vacation. 
 
Steve Murray commented that the Surveyor’s Office would concur with the vacation as requested on this site, with his only 
concern be that the Board follow the statutory requirements.  He added that he thought the petitioners had exercised due 
diligence in talking to adjoining landowners, but felt that anyone within the watershed to the north needed to be contacted 
and given a chance to respond. 
 
Bill Davis of Hawkins Environmental came forward to demonstrate with the aid of the map that there are no other 
landowners upstream in the watershed in question.  After discussion between Bill and Steve, it was agreed that this was the 
case.   
 
KD made a motion to find that no other upstream property owners would be adversely affected by the vacation of the 
Vanderkleed Drain.  Ruth Shedd seconded, and there being no further discussion, the motion carried. 
 
KD then moved to approve the petition to vacate that portion of the Vanderkleed Drain.  Ruth Shedd seconded, and that 
motion likewise carried. 
 
Engineering Review Fees Ordinance 
Steve Murray stated that he had placed the Engineering Review Fees Ordinance on the agenda primarily to make certain that 
the Drainage Board members and attorney were comfortable with the process that was followed to pass that ordinance.  Dave 
Luhman stated that since the last Drainage Board meeting, the Tippecanoe County Board of Commissioners had adopted the 
ordinance on first and second reading so that all necessary action had been taken.  The ordinance was scheduled to have taken 
effect on July 1st 2001, so with petitions now filed it would apply, and developers would be required to pay the cost of the 
engineering review fees for anything submitted on or after that date. 
 
Cuppy McClure Regulated Drain - Assessment 
Steve stated that this had also been discussed before.  The Cuppy McClure was one of three branches of the Hadley Lake 
Drain.  The outfall runs north and east of Hadley Lake.  It was constructed and accepted, and an assessment was started on 
the acreage in that watershed.  The Baker Dempsey was reconstructed as well, and an assessment started on it.  Cuppy 
McClure was the last of these three drains, and has been completed and accepted, but an assessment was not started.  Steve 
found this when he was researching the file when there was some blockage and stoppage on the Cuppy McClure tile as it runs 
through the Great Lakes Chemical property.  He stated a belief that based on everything he found and Mr. Luhman’s review 
that the Board should have that assessment start now. 
 
KD referred to the earlier discussion having included the issue of mailing notification to landowners in that watershed.  Steve 
stated that was correct.  KD then made a motion to recognize that the construction was complete, and for the Board to move 
ahead with starting the assessment process.  Ruth Shedd seconded, and there being no further discussion, the motion carried. 
 
Other Business 
Joe Bumbelburg rose to address the Board on behalf of another client, Kenneth Puller and his Foxfire development on 
Haggerty Lane.  He wanted to address the issue of escrowing the funds for drainage improvements.  This development is 
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contributory to the F lake, and they were seeking permission to put money into the F lake escrow fund against the time that it 
would be needed.  He stated he understood from Dave Luhman that there was a form of agreement that had been used 
previously by the Drainage Board that would be provided to him, but the signal they sought from the Board was that they 
would authorize them to pay the monies into that escrow fund against the time that it would be needed by the Drainage Board 
for work on the F lake. 
 
KD asked if this was to be in lieu of actually making road improvements.  Joe responded that the road improvements are 
under the jurisdiction of the Board of Commissioners, but that he was essentially talking about the same thing for the offsite 
drainage improvements.  John Knochel asked when the Commissioners had last heard proceedings on Foxfire, and Joe 
responded that they had heard two versions of this with the Area Plan Commission on the actual subdivision process, and 
once early in 2000 on a rezoning as well as on a tax abatement. 
 
KD stated that she would like the Surveyor to review the request and make recommendations before she would feel 
comfortable making a motion.  Dave Luhman commented that he had suggested using something similar to what the Board 
had used with the Alexander Ross Drain on Park 65.  The initial developer knew they were going to have to build a large 
detention pond and weren’t going to construct the whole thing, but there was an agreement that future developers who would 
participate in that would pay for the value of their usage.  He stated that if the Board hadn’t yet got a mechanism set up like 
that for F lake, the Board should probably look at it because there had been two projects impacting F lake at this meeting, and 
there would be more. 
 
Joe asked if there was a current fund existing on the F lake.  Steve replied that there are some funds, probably a nominal 
amount, adding that the city generally collects those funds for the Drainage Board.  The last time it came up a few months 
ago, there still wasn’t enough to finish the design let alone to construct the facilities.  He added that as developments are 
occurring in the area, obviously the Board is getting closer to that. 
 
Joe asked if whatever they put into this fund would facilitate the design of the lake, at least at this point.  He then stated that 
all he was asking was for the Board’s approval to use that vehicle, whatever that fund might be.  Steve stated that the Board 
hadn’t finished the review, that the site had a three-year Drainage Board history, and that he wasn’t prepared to recommend 
the Board take the step requested by Mr. Bumbleburg.  He added that former Surveyor Mike Spencer had been involved, that 
it was a very thick file, and he needed to finish the review and check the intent underlying previous reviews. 
 
Ruth Shedd asked if the Board could have a standard resolution for something like this.  Dave Luhman replied that the Board 
could, once the review was completed and there was a determination on what the costs were going to be and how to 
appropriately share those.  Ruth added that this was obviously going to come up more than once.  Steve agreed, mentioning 
that it had in the past, then adding that generally with these regional concepts, they’re within the city’s utility service area, 
and they’ve handled the cost recovery through their normal utility cost recovery system.  On Elliott, he said, the money for 
water that goes to the Mall pond the city collects and holds, and water that goes to F lake where money is given in lieu of 
onsite detention, that money goes to the County. 
 
Ruth asked if the petitioner could hold off for another month.  Joe responded that a month would present a problem.  Mr. 
Puller rose to speak, representing ‘Faces’, which is the sponsor for Foxfire.  He stated that the problem they had was that 
their option was running out that they have to get financing on this, and that they had to get it approved through FHA just for 
the enhancement.  The dollars were originally estimated at $50,000.00.  Their engineers now put that figure at $66,000.00 
that they have to put in at the time of closing. 
 
Steve stated that the problem with this site is that it did not have an outlet currently, and so there were some proposed 
improvements that were supposed to be put in place in order to provide a positive outlet.  Because of that, he didn’t know that 
agreeing to escrow the money would ever result in the Surveyor’s Office making a recommendation to approve their drainage 
plan.  Ken stated that they were there to discuss the 66-inch offsite storm sewer line.  In the drainage plan they proposed to 
put a permanent holding pond in the project. 
 
Steve and KD stated their beliefs that this request was premature without engineering review and recommendations.  Joe 
asked if assuming the plan gets approval, would the Board allow the developers to put the money into escrow.  Steve restated 
that he was not prepared to recommend that at the present time, that he wasn’t certain that the Surveyor’s Office and 
engineering consultants would ever get to the point of recommending escrowing the improvements as opposed to putting 
them in.  Joe drew a distinction between what he saw as Steve’s position that he didn’t know if the plan would be approved, 
and Joe’s request for their financial planning purposes for an understanding that if the plan was approved, that the money 
would be accepted into escrow.  Steve pointed out that part of the plan is the improvements. 
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Joe reiterated that he was only discussing the event that the plan was approved.  If the plan were not approved, the money 
would not be needed and would not be given.  He again requested an understanding from the board that if the plan was 
approved, that the Board would allow monies to be escrowed as requested.  Steve stated that as long as the petitioners 
understood that part of the plan approval process may be that the improvements are required to go in and the monies not be 
escrowed, he could recommend agreement.  He then clarified for KD that the improvements in question would be to convey 
water from the site to the F lake.  Joe added that he understood that some of the money might need to be spent rather than 
escrowed. 
 
Dave Luhman clarified that the money in question was the share of money to design and develop the F lake, not the money to 
design and build offsite improvements to outlet water from the site to the lake.  KD asked if there was a reason the Board 
wouldn’t want to escrow the money.  Dave replied that if the Board weren’t ready to complete the construction of the F lake, 
and has been able to determine what their share of the F lake cost would be and the developers agreed, the Board could 
accept those monies and put them in escrow.  That’s separate from approving the drainage plans. 
 
Joe suggested that if the Board was having trouble raising the funds for the design of F lake, it should want contributors so 
that progress could be made, and reiterated that all he sought was an indication that the money would be accepted into escrow 
if the drainage plan was approved. 
 
John Knochel indicated that he could personally give conceptual approval to that request.  Ruth Shedd agreed, stipulating an 
understanding of the difference of the monies, who was going to use it, and where it was going to be used.  KD also 
expressed agreement on that basis.  Joe thanked the Board, then asked Dave Luhman to provide him a copy of the earlier 
agreement on the Alexander Ross Ditch, and Dave agreed. 
 
There being no further business, KD moved to adjourn the meeting.  Ruth Shedd seconded, and the motion for adjournment 
carried. 
 
 
 
 
___________________________________________ 
John Knochel, President 
 
 
___________________________________________ 
KD Benson, Vice President 
                                                                                                               _____________________________________ 
                                                                                                               Robert Evans, Secretary 
___________________________________________ 
Ruth E. Shedd, Member 
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Tippecanoe County Drainage Board 
Minutes  

November 7, 2001 
Regular Meeting 

 
Those present were: 
Tippecanoe County Commissioners Ruth Shedd, John Knochel, and KD Benson, County Surveyor Steve Murray, Drainage 
Board Attorney Dave Luhman, Drainage Board Engineering Consultant Dave Eichelberger from Christopher B. Burke 
Engineering Limited, and Drainage Board Executive Secretary Robert Evans.  
 
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday November 7th, 2001 in the Tippecanoe Room of the Tippecanoe 
County Office Building, 20 North 3rd Street, Lafayette, Indiana with Commissioner/President of the Drainage Board, John 
Knochel calling the meeting to order. 
 
Approval of October 4th Minutes 
KD Benson made a motion to approve the minutes from the October 4th regular Drainage Board Meeting.  Ruth Shedd 
seconded the motion and hearing no opposition, the motion carried. 
 
Hadley Moors Subdivision Part V Phase I 
Alan Jacobson from John Fisher and Associates appeared on behalf of LUXHART Corporation to request final approval of 
Hadley Moors Subdivision Part V Phase I.  He showed a drawing of the overall plat for the Hadley Moors Development, with 
the section in question highlighted.   
The drainage plan for this section was developed in accordance with the overall drainage plan for Hadley Moors.  The 
majority of the drainage was designed to go to the west to an overall detention facility.  In this phase, most of the water 
would flow to the south and be taken into the subdivision’s storm drainage system.  A portion of the water would flow to the 
north, flow in swales along the county road to a culvert located where the road makes a bend, and then flow to the north 
approximately 200 feet before entering the Yeager Ditch. 
 
They had analyzed the runoff to the north and proposed not to control that runoff, finding that they would still be in 
compliance with the drainage ordinance in terms of the quantity of runoff in that direction.  They had notified the adjacent 
landowner in regard to runoff across his property in an existing swale.  They had not received any response from that 
landowner. 
 
Alan referred to a Burke memo recommending final approval with three conditions.  Notification of landowners and a signed 
acceptance of responsibility for drainage review fees had been done at this time.  The final condition was submitting recorded 
copies of the restrictive covenants for the subdivision.  He stated agreement with those conditions in terms of compliance, 
and asked for final Drainage Board approval on that basis. 
 
KD noted that one condition mentioned notifying landowners, a plural term, and asked for verification that there was only 
one landowner, which was the case.  She asked if the land was a farm.  Alan replied that it was partially wooded and partially 
farmed, with the actual drainage swale just cutting 30 or 40 feet across the corner of the field. 
 
Steve Murray asked if they had received Highway Department approval for their work on County Road 125 West.  Alan 
replied that they had, and that Tim Wells had made one suggestion.  Examination of a culvert showed the edge of the culvert 
to be very close to the edge of the gravel road.  They had agreed to add 5 feet of 15-inch pipe to that culvert to reduce the 
hazard to traffic at that upstream end of the culvert. 
 
Steve then asked if they had been asked to do any grading in the right-of-way.  Alan confirmed that they would be doing 
some grading in the right-of-way to improve drainage along the county road. 
 
Steve stated for the record that Drainage Board approval would be contingent on Highway Department approval.  He went on 
to recommend final approval with the conditions on the October 22nd Burke memo, the first two of which had already been 
met. 
 
KD made a motion for Drainage Board approval for Hadley Moors Subdivision Part V Phase I, with the conditions listed on 
the Burke memo.  Ruth Shedd seconded, and the motion carried without further comment. 
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Hickory Ridge Estates Subdivision 
Tim Beyer of Vester and Associates appeared representing Right Angle Homes.  He showed a map of the proposed 
subdivision, showing the location relative to Concord Road and County Road 430 South.  The site is about 116 acres in size 
and will be developed eventually with 250 homes with an average lot size of about a half an acre. 
 
Phase I of the subdivision is 30 acres and contains 59 lots in addition to an outlot at the entrance and an outlot for the 
proposed pond.  Since this is the first phase of the subdivision, they developed a stormwater management plan for the entire 
project involving placement of a wet bottom pond to be constructed with Phase I.  It would store the majority of the water 
from Phase I, and a lot of the future site development to the south.  They also looked at the future site development to the 
west, and there will be a second pond to the west which will store water for the majority of that area. 
 
With the Phase I pond construction, they needed to place the pond outlet into a natural ravine north of the site which runs 
along the north property line before turning and following the west property line down, and then runs to the Wea Creek.  
They had been in contact with two property owners.  One property had a new home being constructed, and the other property 
adjoined the first and was accessed by an existing dirt drive.  Recently there had been two 15-inch culverts placed beneath 
that drive and that portion of the channel was actually filled in at that time.  They were proposing that those culverts be 
replaced with a 42-inch culvert that will pass the runoff.  The existing culverts were restricting water in that channel.  They 
also proposed some regrading of that portion of the ditch so that the water would pass through the channel, downstream of 
the culvert. 
 
The other landowner requested placement of a culvert upstream of where their pond was outletting in exchange for an 
easement.  They propose a 36-inch culvert at this location. 
 
Tim then requested approval of the drainage plan for Phase I, and offered to answer any questions from the Board. 
 
KD asked where the highest spot was, and whether the water flowed north.  Tim showed the high ground and confirmed the 
direction of water flow under current conditions, reaching the existing ravine in various locations. 
 
Steve asked if they anticipated any difficulties obtaining easements and agreements with the landowners.  Tim replied that 
they did not, adding that Matt Smith, the owner of the development was in attendance at the meeting, and had been handling 
most of the discussions with the landowners.  Documentation provided showed the agreements. 
 
KD asked if trees would have to be removed to put the pond in.  Tim replied that they would. 
 
KD asked if Steve had any further comment, and he stated that the notification portion of the Drainage Ordinance was 
specifically intended to start this kind of discussion between landowners about potential impacts.  He added that he thought 
the developer had done a good job of working with the property owners, and so the Surveyor’s Office and engineering 
consultant were prepared to recommend final approval with the conditions stated on the November 5th Burke review memo. 
 
KD asked for verification that there would be no impact on anyone else further downstream, and Steve confirmed that no 
adverse conditions were anticipated downstream.  Drainage Board engineering consultant Dave Eichelberger commented that 
they had asked Vester and Associates to look at that very issue of a potential increase of water downstream from concerns 
raised by the proposed installation of a 42-inch culvert.  The pond and the redirection of flows actually produced a small 
reduction in downstream flow according to calculations, but would remain essentially about the same. 
 
KD made a motion for Drainage Board approval for Hickory Ridge Estates Phase I, with the conditions listed on the Burke 
memo.  Ruth Shedd seconded, and the motion carried without further comment. 
 
 
 
Lakeshore Subdivision Phase 1 
Joe Bumbleburg appeared on behalf of Dave Leffert and RBT Development.  He made reference to a request provided to the 
Board for a reduction in the easement of a portion of the Dempsey-Baker Regulated Drain where it runs through their 
Lakeshore Subdivision.  He stated that there were only two landowners affected; RBT, and the Galema interests to the north 
of their development.  Joe had previously thought that the reduction accepted was for equal amounts on both sides of the 
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stream.  It had been brought to his attention that the reduction given Drainage Board approval in December of 2000 was 
actually for a reduction from 75 feet to 25 feet on one side, and from 75 feet to 50 feet on the other side. 
 
Joe stated that the request before the Board was to clean up and put into the record the reduction according to the preliminary 
judgment of the Board on how this was to be done.   A diagram provided to the Board showed the difference between the 
originally proposed reduction of equal amounts on both sides, and the approved reduction.  Also provided was a signed 
consent from the Galema interests to the larger proposed reduction.  Together with the much smaller intrusion onto their 
property of the actual approved easement reduction, this was to indicate that the actual reduction would also be acceptable to 
them.  Mr. Brooks, the attorney for the Galema interests, had requested notification of what was eventually done with the 
reduction so that some record was readily available to abstracters. 
 
Joe summed up by saying that this was a simple request and not an unusual one, and that action at this time would be quite an 
accommodation for RBT, allowing them to have a final plat executed by the Area Plan Commission in time to get some work 
done before winter.  He added that they would be happy to answer any questions. 
 
Steve began with a question for Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman.  He stated that the documentation and metes and 
bounds description would be very good to have for the record, but asked whether the actual approval of the reduction had 
been done already in the earlier meeting.  Dave recommended that the Board approve the petition on motion at this time so 
that it would be in the minutes from this meeting. 
 
Steve then asked whether there was a foot trail on the south side.  That was correct, the trail being an extension of the West 
Lafayette Parks and Recreation trail system, and existing in a separate easement.  Dave Leffert said he thought the Mayor of 
West Lafayette had signed the easement, which had been prepared one year earlier.  Steve stated that his only concern was 
whether that easement was part of the Drainage Board easement, and whether granting the reduction would affect the right of 
the City to have the trail located there.  That was not the case. 
 
KD asked about Lot 36.  Steve stated that the Board’s approval of the revised petition would be giving them more usable 
area, but that the easement remaining would provide enough room to maneuver an excavator if work on the drain was 
required.  In reply to a question from KD, Steve stated that the APC reviews plans to ensure that each lot is buildable, and 
that the reduction request was to enable Lot 36 to be built upon. 
 
KD made a motion to approve the petition to reduce the size of the easement for the Dempsey-Baker legal drain.  Ruth Shedd 
seconded, and there being no further comment, the motion carried. 
 
 
Other Business 
Steve raised another matter related to landowner notification, making reference to the Wea Ridge Middle School as an 
example of why it is needed.  There had been an increase in runoff with leaves and erosion onto Ron Diem’s property, and 
Steve had received another call from someone on the upper part of the ridge, and noted that there were three release points 
from the school site proposed, one to the north, one in the middle, and one which went straight to Wea Creek.  Construction 
had not been started on the detention pond for that site, and there was evidence of some erosion beginning in a small ravine 
system. 
 
Steve referenced the process underway to revise the Drainage Ordinance.  He stated that something the Board had always had 
the right to do, but would have had to make a condition of approval in the review and approval process for each project, 
would be to dictate the sequence in the construction process that a contractor or developer would have to follow. 
 
In the case of Wea Ridge Middle School, if they had been required to start on their detention pond before they had stripped 
their property, begun swales and ditches and cut down all the trees, he didn’t think the negative impact on the Diem property 
would have occurred.  He suggested an item be added to the Drainage Ordinance to include the right to prescribe the 
construction sequence. 
 
Dave Eichelberger remarked that this would be utilized on an as-needed basis.  If there were not going to be an issue, the 
Board would not dictate any sequence.  Steve added that in instances of direct discharge onto adjacent landowners outside an 
established channel, increased runoff and siltation could be expected.  The Board is here to protect the interests of 
downstream landowners, and he had already made six trips out to the Wea Ridge area in two months to inspect damage.  He 
indicated the possibility of lawsuits, and if the Board can head those off and save that kind of headache and problems for the 
public, that’s exactly what it is supposed to do. 
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Dave Eichelberger reiterated that prescribing the sequence would not be something he would recommend to the Board in all 
cases.  Steve agreed, and added that if it’s in the Ordinance, the Board has something to refer back to in the case of protest 
from a developer or contractor, a regulation that would have to be complied with to obtain Drainage Board approval. 
 
John Knochel asked if the Surveyor would be asking the engineering consultant to draft some language on this proposal.  
Steve replied that Dave Eichelberger had currently been working with the Surveyor’s Office on proposed revisions. 
 
In response to a question from KD, Dave Luhman described the process of public notification, two readings by the Drainage 
Board and two readings by the County Commission, as had been done with the change in engineering review fees in June of 
2001. 
 
Steve summed up by saying that the Surveyor’s Office was aware that the Ordinance would have to be revised again to 
comply with NPDES Phase II stormwater requirements, and that he wanted to make a few changes that had been discussed 
and get it into as good and complete order as possible before those future changes.  One example of these changes would be 
to change the release rate. 
 
Dave Eichelberger explained that the release rate would protect downstream landowners from adverse effects from a 100-
year storm, but that the release rate for lesser storm events could still be higher than the pre-development rate for the same 
storm because the pipe is sized for the larger storm.  What was being discussed was a staged release rate via a box structure 
with a small pipe heading in and a large pipe heading out.  Low flows from smaller storm events would be restricted to the 
two-year rate by the smaller pipe, but if water began to back up during a larger storm event, it would begin pouring over the 
top of the box structure and utilizing the flow rate of the larger pipe.  That would add another release point with more control 
so that people downstream would not see more water in smaller storm events. 
 
Steve added that the Board had historically told people that they wouldn’t see much of a change in flow after development, 
but that wasn’t really true for smaller storms.  This particular measure would address that.  KD asked if this was the trend, 
and Steve confirmed that Marion and Johnson Counties had taken this step.  KD asked about cost increase to developers, and 
Dave responded that the cost increase would be nominal, adding that Burke writes a lot of ordinances, that this was a feature 
in what they had been writing, including a current project for Hendricks County’s new ordinance, from which the proposed 
language for Tippecanoe County was taken. 
 
There being no further business, the meeting adjourned. 
 
 
 
 
 
___________________________________________ 
John Knochel, President 
 
 
___________________________________________ 
KD Benson, Vice President 
                                                                                                               _____________________________________ 
                                                                                                               Robert Evans, Secretary 
___________________________________________ 
Ruth E. Shedd, Member 
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Tippecanoe County Drainage Board 
Minutes  

July 3, 2002  
Regular Meeting 

 
 
Those present were: 
Tippecanoe County Drainage Board KD Benson President, Ruth Shedd Vice President, and John Knochel member, County 
Surveyor Steve Murray, Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman, Drainage Board Engineering Consultants Dave 
Eichelberger and Kerry Daily from Christopher B. Burke Engineering Limited, and Drainage Board Executive Secretary 
Brenda Garrison and Robert Evans.  
 
Approval of June 6 Minutes 
Ruth Shedd made the motion to approve the June 6, 2002 minutes, with John Knochel seconding.  The being no objections, 
the motion carried and the minutes were approved. 
 
Montgomery County Joint Drains  
Montgomery County Commissioner Bill McCormick and Montgomery County Surveyor Larry Utz appeared before the 
Board to discuss Joint Drains between the two Counties. Larry Utz informed the Board in reference to the Rebecca Grimes 
Ditch that the Montgomery County Drainage Board had waived their rights in 1974, according to their records.  Presently 
there were tile holes on this Drain in their county and he asked the status of the fund balance.  Steve reviewed the present 
balance of the fund and the route of the Rebecca Grimes tile. The balance of the Rebecca Grimes ditch was in the red due to 
maintenance repairs exceeding the assessments collected. He added that this was unfortunately true of several Drains 
throughout the County at present.  He stated there was another Grimes Ditch crossing over county lines, however this drain 
did not have a maintenance fund.  He stated his office would do a review of Regulated Drains with maintenance assessments 
in the future, and those drains needing an increase of assessment would be presented to the Board for action.  A number of 
the drains’ yearly assessments should be increased to accommodate rising costs of maintenance, and a drain could be vacated 
if landowners affected were unwilling to accept the increase. 
 
He then reviewed the process of notification for Joint Drains’ upcoming yearly assessments with adjoining Counties.  Steve 
asked Larry if there were any other concerns he may have had. Larry stated the Martin Gray Ditch was in pretty good shape.  
Steve stated the Kirkpatrick One was in good shape due to maintenance work previously done on the Tippecanoe County 
side.  The Fugate Ditch was recently surveyed, and north of 1200 South in Tippecanoe County approximately 1000 feet of 
blown out tile existed, which had resulted in an open ditch. 
 
Commissioner Bill Montgomery then spoke to the Board and stated the correspondence in 1974 from Tippecanoe County on 
the Rebecca Grimes Ditch requested Montgomery County waive their rights to participate on a Joint Board. The Drainage 
Board from Montgomery County was unsure as to whether a response was sent.  Steve stated he would check the records and 
inform them of any findings.  Steve added while an adjoining County may have waived their rights on a particular drain, he 
believed it prudent to inform them of any major work done on a drain. Regarding Joint Drains and due to the size of acreage 
involved in their County, Bill thought it would be wise to waive rights where applicable.  As President of Montgomery 
County Drainage Board, he requested a letter from this Board suggesting a waiver of rights pertaining to the Leader-Newton 
Joint Drain.  He would submit it to the Montgomery County Drainage Board at their next meeting and respond thereafter.  
This drain had the majority of benefited land in Tippecanoe County with approximately 72 acres benefited in Montgomery 
County.  In reference to raising an assessment rate, Steve stated regardless of rights waived, a Joint Board meeting might be 
necessary.  Steve then confirmed a letter concerning the Leader-Newton Drain would be mailed in time to present at their 
next Drainage Board’s meeting.  Bill stated drains that had a balanced watershed between the counties could be discussed at a 
later date. 
 
Steve spoke regarding the John Mclaughlin Drain.  A Tri-County Drain between Tippecanoe, Clinton and Montgomery 
Counties, it had been in litigation for the last eight to ten years.  He asked the Drainage Board Attorney to check the status of 
the litigation.  Benton County Commissioner Bill McCormick and Surveyor Larry Utz thanked the Board and Surveyor for 
the time allotted to present their concerns.  
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Lilly May Estates 
Richard Fidler, Surveyor of Indianapolis Indiana, appeared before the Board on behalf of the developer Greg Weilbaker and 
owner Mr. Frank Howard to present Lilly May Estates Subdivision for conditional approval.  The proposed project was  
located on the west side of State Road 25, approximately one and one quarter of a mile north of I-65 and just north of the 
NorthBrook Subdivision in Fairfield Township.  The site consisted of 18.48 acres and included 21single-family residential 
lots.  The Area Plan Commission approved the preliminary plat for the project on August 15, 2001.   
 
The first waiver requested concerned the proposed onsite dry detention.  Mr. Fidler provided the Board with Exhibit B, a 
photograph of onsite dry detention, taken in Marion County.  He further explained the lots in the picture were used passively 
as a recreation area and were wet only on occasion. He also noted, as it had been a very wet spring, the area shown in the 
exhibit had not experienced any standing water. He felt the Lilly Mae Estates’ dry detention site would be comparable if not 
better than the exhibit. The second waiver requested concerned the required timeframe of pond drainage.  The submitted 
calculations showed only two and one-half inches of complying with the present Ordinance.  The third waiver requested was 
the maximum depth allowed by the Ordinance. The maximum depth on the site is 5.8 feet, which is 1.8 feet above the 
maximum allowable depth of four feet for dry detention facilities. The proposed site rests upon fifty feet of sand and gravel, 
and the applicant was confident this would indeed help in drainage of the site. Videotape taken by Mr. Howard was provided 
to the Surveyor and Engineers for their viewing prior to the meeting.  This tape showed drainage onsite after a considerable 
rainfall, which resulted in very little if any standing water.  The applicant felt this was due to the soil condition, and while the 
drainage computations showed four to five feet of water on this site, the applicant felt soil conditions would ensure this was 
rarely the case.  The detention would be largely limited to the back of Lots 1,2,3,4, and 6, touch the swale in Lot 7 and briefly 
touch the South corner of Lot 5.   Several well logs from the area were submitted to the Engineers to verify the fifty to sixty 
feet of sand and gravel. Drainage Board Engineering Consultant Dave Eichelberger confirmed the borings were received and 
indicated sand and gravel onsite. Commissioner John Knochel stated he had lived in that area most of his life and had never 
seen water pond on the proposed site.  
  
Steve stated he was prepared to recommend final approval with conditions as stated on the June 28, 2002 Burke memo.  Ruth 
made the motion of approval for the three waivers, with the third waiver subject to the Surveyor’s approval.  John Knochel 
seconded the motion.  The motion carried.  Ruth Shedd made the motion of final approval for Lilly May Estates with the 
conditions stated on the June 28, 2002 Burke memo, and John Knochel seconded the motion.  As there were no objections the 
motion carried.   
 
Purdue Research Park 
James Farny of Bernardin, Lochmueller and Associates appeared before the Board representing the City of West Lafayette 
regarding the expansion of Purdue Research Park.  This was a 64-acre expansion of the existing industrial research park 
located east of Kent Avenue, south of Kalberer Road and west of Yeager Road in the City of West Lafayette.  The drainage 
of said site ran north, crossed Kalberer Road and into the Baker-Dempsey Regulated Drain.  The project consisted of 11 
building lots and 2 outlots which drained into the Baker-Dempsey Regulated Drain. A 40-acre tract lying south of the site 
also drained into the Baker-Dempsey Regulated Drain.  
 
The total area under design in the project was approximately 90 acres.  A proposed detention lake would be constructed just 
south of Kalberer Road, with an outlet tied into an existing storm sewer that lay along Kalberer Road. The existing storm 
sewer pipe was 24 inches in diameter.  The outlet structure would be a 2-stage structure, which consisted of a 21-inch 
primary pipe and a 24-inch secondary pipe.  Mr. Farny stated they would comply with Christopher Burke’s conditions within 
the June 27, 2002 memo. The Baker Dempsey Regulated Drain is vacated to the south of Kalberer Road.  In response to the 
drainage consultant’s inquiry regarding potential for welling on the site, documentation of mitigation had been provided.   
Approval would be sought from the City of West Lafayette Engineer’s office as suggested in the June 27, 2002 Burke memo.  
Mr. Farny then offered to provide documentation if requested. The project was reviewed by the Board’s Engineering 
consultant to determine the impact on the regulated drain.   As they had complied with the county’s drainage ordinance, Steve 
stated the impact on the regulated drain would be nominal.   
 
Steve also stated condition seven in the memo was not applicable to this project, and was a standard condition.  
Since the site was inside the West Lafayette city limits, it would not be necessary to provide a copy of the restrictive 
covenants.  Discussion was held pertaining to that portion of the Baker-Dempsey Drain which had been vacated.   A 
confirmation would be sought, although Steve felt it had been vacated.  He recommended to the Board final approval with 
conditions based on the June 27, 2002 Burke memo.   
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Ruth Shedd moved for final approval on Purdue Research Park Phase II Part III with conditions excluding condition number 
seven in the June 27, 2002 Burke memo.  John Knochel seconded the motion.  There being no objections, the motion carried.  
 
Wea Township Baseball Fields 
Pat Jarboe with T-Bird Design appeared before the Board representing the Wea Township Summer Recreation Board.  The 
proposed site was being leased to the Recreation Board by the Tippecanoe School Corporation.  The 20.9-acre development 
proposed was located on the west side of County Road 150 East, south of County Road 430 South and south of the Wea 
Ridge campus.  
 
 The site was designed so proposed runoff would drain using surface features which follow existing flow paths.  This was an 
agriculture field and portions to be disturbed would be covered with aglime and/or grass for infields of the proposed baseball 
diamonds.  Calculations of the 100-year storm event would be improved from the current condition of the agriculture field. 
KD was pleased this site was available to the youth for use and commented as such. 
 
Steve recommended final approval with conditions as stated in the June 28, 2002 Burke memo. Ruth made the motion to 
waive the standard detention requirements as stated in the Burke June 28, 2002 memo, and John Knochel seconded.  Ruth 
Shedd then made the motion for final approval with conditions stated on the June 28, 2002 Burke memo.  John Knochel 
seconded the motion and the motion carried.  The motion carried with no objections. 
 
Paramount-Lakeshore Subdivision 
Tim Beyer with Vester and Associates appeared before the Board with an exhibit of the proposed Paramount Lakeshore site. 
This was a 29-acre commercially zoned site located on the north side of U.S. 52 between Morehouse Road and County Road 
250 West (McCormick Road).  The Cuppy-McClure Regulated Drain ran through the southwest portion of the site via a 
48-inch concrete pipe.  At this time only transportation and stormwater drainage facilities would be constructed to 
accommodate future lot development.  One wet bottom and two dry bottom detention ponds would be constructed onsite.  
Each pond would drain directly into the Cuppy-McClure Regulated Drain. At the north property line a portion of the 
proposed street would drain through curb inlets into an existing offsite storm sewer within the Lakeshore Subdivision to the 
north.  Two petitions for encroachment pertaining to the Cuppy-McClure Regulated Drain had been submitted to the 
Surveyor.  Steve discussed the right of ways with this site, pertaining to future maintenance of the regulated drain.  
Excavation of the road in the event of possible maintenance on the regulated drain in the future was discussed.  Steve stated 
there had been instances of pavement over regulated drains, and the life of a 48-inch pipe was typically 30-50 years.  Dave 
Eichelberger reiterated it was a relatively new pipe and should have a long design life. There was more of a chance of future 
maintenance work needed on the proposed street than the drain underneath it.  
 
Ruth Shedd moved for a waiver on the requirements of maximum depth as stated in condition two of the June 28, 2002 
memo and John Knochel seconded.  The motion carried.  Ruth then made a motion for final approval with conditions as 
stated on the June 28, 2002 Burke memo.  John Knochel seconded the motion and the motion carried. The petitions for 
encroachment were tabled until the August meeting, allowing the Drainage Board Attorney to review them.  
 
Harrison Highlands Phase 1 
Tim Beyer with Vester & Associates then spoke on behalf of the developer for Harrison Highlands Subdivision Phase 1.  
This site was located east of County Road 50W, north of County Road 600N and south of County Road 650N.  The overall 
site was approximately 102 acres to be subdivided into 220 lots.  The proposed Phase 1 site was 52 acres and would be 
subdivided into 122 single-family lots with 2 outlots.  Burnett Creek flows through the northwestern portion of the overall 
site.  The northern portion of the site drains directly to the creek.  Storm sewers and swales direct a majority of the developed 
condition runoff to a wet detention pond, which would be constructed within the southeast portion of the site. Tim stated as a 
result of speaking with the Highway Department, a new ditch would be constructed along the south side of the pond and 
drain to Burnetts Creek. 
 
The runoff from the site and any offsite runoff would be routed through the new ditch to Burnetts Creek. The pond’s overall 
release rate to the creek was in compliance with the Drainage Ordinance.  Discussion was held pertaining to the future 
development and the access to such. Steve asked if the developer would access the future site by crossing the creek.  Tim 
responded the developer had access from 650N as well and had not made the final decision as of yet.   
 
KD asked about the turning lane on 600N to be constructed for this development.  Tim assured KD it was in the plans and 
would be constructed.  This would be coordinated with the Highway Department.  
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KD asked about the frequency of the flooding of the creek and if the plans allowed for sufficient detention of runoff in order 
to lessen the impact into the creek.  Historically Burnett Creek has had flooding problems. Steve stated he had discussed this 
with the Drainage Board Engineers and was satisfied the developer has complied with the Drainage Ordinance.  
He felt the drainage construction should help with the flooding problems in the future.  Dave Eichelberger stated the flood 
plain issues had been reviewed as well and confirmed with Tim those issues had been approved by Department of Natural 
Resources.   
 
Steve recommended final approval with conditions as stated on the July 1, 2002 Burke memo.  Ruth Shedd made the motion 
for final approval with conditions as stated.  John Knochel seconded the motion.  With no objections, the motion carried. 
 
County Drainage Ordinance- 2002-24-cm  
Steve updated the Board on the status of the Revised County Drainage Ordinance.  This would be the 2nd reading.  The 
ordinance was approved on the first reading at the last Drainage Board and Commissioners’ meetings.  Having heard the 
ordinance read twice, Ruth Shedd moved to suspend reading of the revised Ordinance at this time.  John Knochel seconded 
the motion. The motion carried.  Ruth then moved to hear and approve Ordinance 2002-24-cm on second reading.  John 
Knochel seconded the motion. KD asked for comments from the attendees.  
 
Mr. Bill Davis of T-Bird Designs spoke to the Board.  Bill agrees with the changes in the Ordinance and felt it was step in the 
right direction.   His concern was the lack of authority over issues such as filling in swales by property owners, broken curbs, 
and not building to pad grades, etc.  He felt the Building Commission should address these issues.  However, as a result of 
some of these problems, the Drainage Board had from time to time dealt with these issues.  Discussion was held regarding 
the Building Commission responsibilities at this time.  Inspection is needed to insure the plans are carried out in compliance 
with the County’s ordinances.  Steve stated he would discuss with Bill any concerns he might have had before the next 
Commissioner’s meeting on the 15th of July. Steve noted that changes to the ordinance might be made during the process at 
hand.  The ordinance had been sent digitally to Consultants in the County.  KD asked for additional comments from the 
attendees. 
 
The Drainage Board attorney then read the roll call on voting for the County Drainage Ordinance 2002-24-cm into the record. 
The vote was as follows: John Knochel yes, Ruth Shedd yes, and KD Benson yes. 
 
Bonds 
Steve presented a Maintenance Bond for approval.  In accepting maintenance bonds the Board was approving the 
construction of drainage improvements.  As clarification he stated the Surveyor’s office oversees the construction and the 
perpetuation in the future. With that said, Construction Maintenance Bond Number 400SR3756 from Atlas Excavating Inc., 
for $10,000.00 for Huntington Farms Drainage Swale and pipe was presented to the Board.  This bond and a letter on file 
guaranteed maintenance work on a 4-inch pipe that had been put into a swale previously.  The pipe had been cut several times 
by utility companies in the past. If the pipe did not drain satisfactorily, Atlas would come in and construct a new drainage 
system through the back of the four or five lots if needed.  
 
Ruth Shedd moved to accept the Construction Maintenance Bond Number 400SR3756 with Atlas Excavating, and John 
Knochel seconded the motion.  There being no objections, the motion carried. 
 
Other Business 
Steve updated the Board on the status of the Wabash Valley Feed and Storage site drainage. Several property owners to the 
south spoke at the last meeting to the Board.   Landowner Larry Sturgeon spoke with Steve concerning his drainage problem. 
Mr. Sturgeon’s property was located across from Wabash Valley Feed and Storage and surrounded by Lindberg Village.  
Steve had assured him his drainage problem should be significantly less, once the Lindberg Village site was completed.   
 
The Highway Department had since gone out and profiled the ditches along Klondike Road and was aware of the general 
drainage pattern.  As plans were developed for the commercial portion of the Lindberg Village site, the drainage construction 
would be monitored.  Steve stated he had spoke with the Drainage Board Engineers regarding those issues.  Also Mr. 
Coulson, developer of the Wabash Valley Feed and Storage had contacted Steve after the last Drainage Board meeting, in 
regards to providing an outlet tile for the Wabash Valley Feed and Storage site. The project was approved at the last meeting 
provided Mr. Coulson worked out a written agreement with landowners downstream of the site. 
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Since that time, Mr. Coulson had worked out an agreement with a property owner to the east.  Steve felt he had complied 
with the basic requirement of providing an outlet pipe for the site.  However, Steve’s concern was the plan had been 
approved with the condition as stated, and felt the Board should be aware of such.  
 
As there was no other business to be discussed, Ruth Shedd made the motion to adjourn and John Knochel seconded.  The 
meeting was adjourned. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
___________________________________________ 
KD Benson, President 
 
 
___________________________________________ 
Ruth E. Shedd, Vice President 
                                                                                                               _____________________________________ 
                                                                                                               Brenda Garrison, Secretary 
___________________________________________ 
John Knochel, Member 
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Tippecanoe County Drainage Board 
Minutes  

August 5, 20003  
Regular Meeting 

 
Those present were: 
 
Tippecanoe County Drainage Board President Ruth Shedd, Vice President John Knochel, and member KD Benson, County 
Surveyor Steve Murray, Drainage Board Active Attorney Doug Masson, Drainage Board Engineering Consultants Dave 
Eichelberger and Kerry Daily from Christopher B. Burke Engineering Limited, Tim Wells County Highway Engineer, and 
Drainage Board Executive Secretary Brenda Garrison.  
 
Approval of July 2, 2003 Minutes 
 
John Knochel moved to approve the July 2, 2003 Drainage Board Minutes.  KD Benson seconded the motion and the July 2, 
2003 minutes were approved as written. 
 
Hadley Moors Part 5 Phase 2 
 
Alan Jacobson of Fisher and Associates represented David Lux of Lux Klinker Homes and approached the Board to request 
final approval for Hadley Moors Part 5 Phase 2. Part 3 bound this portion to the south, Part 2 to the West and Part 5 Phase 1 
to the east.  As the final portion of the overall Hadley Moors development, it would contain 30 single-family residential lots 
on 8.9 acres.  
 
The site was located west of County Road 125 West and south of the east-west section of road connecting County Road 125 
West to County Road 140 West in Wabash Township. The site drained east to west.  Proposed storm sewers and rear-yard 
swales would discharge to the existing storm structures within the previously approved sections of the development. 
Maintaining the existing drainage pattern along the north property line, runoff would be discharged to the northwest across 
Outlot 318.  Alan brought attention to the two outlots at the north edge of the property that were left undeveloped.  He stated 
they would possibly be developed at a later date on a separate request. 
 
The Surveyor asked for verification of placement of catch basins periodically throughout the site. Alan verified they had been 
included in the plans and inlet castings were marked appropriately. The Surveyor then stated the need to insure a 
Homeowners Association had been set up for the project.  There has been instances where they had not been formed and the 
individual lot owners were left to deal with drainage problems off the road right of way.  A verification of such Association 
for each project may be required for final approval of plans in the future. The other option would be to establish the project’s 
storm sewer system outside the road right of way into County Regulated Drains.  Alan stated he believed one had already 
been formed. He would check with his client to verify and in turn provide the Surveyor’s office with the contact information. 
 
The Surveyor then made the recommendation for final approval with the conditions as stated on the August 1, 2003 Burke 
memo of Hadley Moors Part 5 Phase 2 to the Board. Ruth Shedd asked for any comments and no comments were given.  
John Knochel made the motion to grant final approval with conditions as stated on the August 1, 2003 Burke memo for 
Hadley Moors Part 5 Phase 2.  KD Benson seconded the motion and final approval for the project was granted. 
 
Benjamin Crossing Section 2 and Section 3 
 
Brandon Fulk represented the Schneider Corporation and approached the Board to request final approval for Benjamin 
Crossing Planned Development Section s Two (2) and Three (3).  Conceptual approval for the development was given in 
October of 2002 and final approval for Section One (1) was given in December of 2002.  The site was located approximately 
2 miles south of the City of Lafayette at the northeast corner of County Road 250 East (Concord Road) and County Road 450 
South in Wea Township.  The 160-acre project would consist of 630 lots total and three (3) stormwater detention ponds upon 
completion. Section One (1) contained 205 lots and all of the proposed ponds.  The Kirkpatrick Legal Drain (a closed tile 
system), which passed through the northeast corner of the overall property, would be realigned using 775 feet of 30-inch 
diameter RCP to accommodate development of the site.  Two (2) interconnected ponds located in the central and northeast 
portions of the site, would discharge to the Kirkpatrick Regulated Drain at the Concord Road Bridge. The northeast pond 
would be designated as a Regional Detention Facility and temporary discharge to the existing legal drain tile until future 
phases of the development would discharge to both the northwest and the northeast ponds.  Overall a combined on-site and 
off-site watershed area of approximately 420 acres impacted the Kirkpatrick Regulated Drain at the proposed development 
location. 
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Section Two (2) would be located in the northern portion of the overall development site and would consist of approximately 
25 acres with 175 additional single-family lots.  Runoff from Section Two (2) of the development would discharge to both 
the northwest and northeast ponds.  Section Three (3) consisted of 13 acres located in the northeastern portion of the site and 
consisted of 73 additional single-family lots.  Runoff from this section would be discharged to the northeast pond.   
 
The Surveyor reminded the Board that Phase one (1) was given an exception to outlet the northeast pond into the existing 30-
inch Kirkpatrick tile.  A small amount of reconstruction and relocation was done at that point. An orifice plate was installed 
to control the amount of water flow.  It was made clear in December while an exception was given for Section One (1) the 
Board was reluctant to allow that for Sections Two (2) and Three (3).  A Drainage Easement with DF Properties, the property 
owner to the north, had been obtained and officially recorded.  The Developer had provided a new 8” positive outlet through 
the Drainage Easement.  The Drainage Easement would allow the County to perform maintenance of the tile when needed. 
Increased development was expected for the Kirkpatrick Drain upstream of Concord. He stated this outlet would assist in 
relieving the load on the existing agricultural tile. The Surveyor expressed his appreciation to the Developer and Schneider 
Corporation. With the standard placement of catch basins and confirmation of the drainage easement the Surveyor was 
prepared to recommend final approval. While the Sections were looked at as separate projects, due to the presentation of both 
sections at this time, the Surveyor recommended final approval for Sections Two (2) and Section Three (3) of Benjamin 
Crossings Planned Development.   
 
John Knochel moved to grant final approval for Section Two (2) and Section Three (3) of Benjamin Crossing Planned 
Development with conditions as stated on the Burke memos of August 1, 2003.  After clarification for KD on the northeast 
pond outlet, she seconded the motion. Final approval for Benjamin Crossing Section Two (2) and Section Three (3) with the 
conditions as stated on the August 1, 2003 Burke memos was granted. 
 
Fiddlesticks Subdivision 
 
Mr. Paul Deeds from Hawkins Environmental represented Peanut Enterprises and Bob Lahrman approached the Board to 
request final approval for Fiddlesticks Subdivision. 
 
The site was located southwest of the intersection of County Roads 400 South and 100 East (South 9th Street) in Wea 
Township.  The project consisted of 39 acres and would contain 133 single-family residential lots.  The Subdivision would be 
constructed in two (2) phases.  Off-site drainage areas to the east of the proposed development would be collected by the 
proposed on-site storm sewer system.  Cumulative storm water flows would be discharged without detention to Wea Creek 
via an off-site outfall pipe extending west of the development. 
 
 As the adjoining landowners Clifford and Shannon Bradford had granted a Drainage Easement, no storm water detention 
was proposed.  The Surveyor recommended a waiver for the standard storm water detention requirements to the Board.  John 
Knochel made the motion to grant a waiver for the standard storm water detention requirements for Fiddlesticks Subdivision.  
In lieu of the Drainage Easement obtained and on file, KD Benson seconded the motion and a waiver was granted for the 
standard storm water detention requirements. 
 
The Surveyor then recommended final approval with the conditions as stated on the August 1, 2003 Burke memo.  John 
Knochel made a motion to grant final approval with conditions as stated on the August 1, 2003 Burke memo.  KD Benson 
seconded the motion and final approval for the project was granted.  
 
Baywater Townhomes 
 
Alan Jacobson from Fisher & Associates represented Copper Beach Townhome Communities and approached the Board to 
request final approval for Baywater Townhomes Subdivision. 
 
The site was located north of U.S. 52 on the east side of Paramount Drive in Wabash Township.  The area was a vacant 
unimproved tract of land. The 9.5-acre site would consist of 138 residential units within 18 separate buildings.  The site 
would be drained by street inlets and storm sewers connected to an existing 30-inch storm sewer stub at the north property 
line.  Stormwater runoff from the developed condition site was previously analyzed as part of the design for the Lakeshore 
Subdivision to include compensatory storage within the Lakeshore Subdivision detention facility. Reduced run-off from the 
rear-yards would be uncontrolled in a manner consistent with existing drainage patterns.  Run-off from the site would 
eventually discharge to the Dempsey Baker Regulated Drain.   
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Alan stated he had spoke with his client and his client felt condition four (4) of the August 4, 2003 Burke memo was not 
relevant in this case. As one individual owned this development of leased apartments, he felt covenants were not warranted.  
He stated there would be a restriction regarding access to the site and it would be indicated on the final plat.  The Surveyor 
stated in lieu of the covenants a letter would be required to be on file indicating the developer’s responsibility of the storm 
sewer within the boundaries of the development.  Alan stated his client would provide the letter. Ruth Shedd asked for 
comments and the Surveyor reiterated the need for standard catch basins placed periodically throughout the development.  At 
that time the Surveyor recommended final approval with conditions including the revision of condition four (4) on the August 
4, 2003 Burke memo for Baywater Townhomes.  John Knochel made the motion for final approval on Baywater Townhomes 
with the conditions on the August 4, 2003 Burke memo to include the revision as stated by the Surveyor.  KD Benson 
seconded the motion and final approval for the project was granted. 
 
OTHER BUSINESS 
 
Kirkpatrick Ditch/Supplemental Agreement #1/ H. Stewart Kline & Associates 
 
The Surveyor presented to the Board a supplemental agreement for the temporary design and inspection of the 9th Street 
Bridge (#62).  The Board of Commissioners and the Drainage Board signed the original contract with H. Stewart Kline for 
$200,000.00 in April 2001. The original contract was done by percentage of bridge construction versus ditch construction.  
The Surveyor stated the additional amount of $25,000.00 would be used entirely for bridge #62 and would not add additional 
costs to the Drainage Board for the Kirkpatrick Drain.  He recommended to the Board approval of Supplemental Agreement 
#1.  John Knochel moved to approve the Supplemental Agreement #1 from H. Stewart Kline and Associates presented by the 
Surveyor.  KD Benson seconded the motion and the Supplemental Agreement was approved.   
 
At that time Ruth Shedd asked for public comment.  As no other business was before the Board, John Knochel made the 
motion to adjourn.  KD Benson seconded the motion and the meeting was adjourned. 
 
 
 
___________________________________________ 
Ruth E. Shedd, President 
 
 
___________________________________________ 
John Knochel, Vice President 
                                                                                                               _____________________________________ 
                                                                                                               Brenda Garrison, Secretary 
___________________________________________ 
KD Benson, Member 
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Tippecanoe County Drainage Board 
Minutes 

January 3, 2007 
Regular Meeting 

 
 
Those present were: 
 
Tippecanoe County Drainage Board President KD Benson, Vice President John Knochel, County Surveyor Steve Murray, 
Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman, Drainage Board Engineering Consultant Dave Eichelberger from Christopher B. 
Burke Engineering Limited, Drainage Board Secretary Brenda Garrison and Project Manager Zachariah Beasley were in 
attendance. Member Ruth Shedd was absent. 
 
Approval of Minutes 
 
John Knochel made a motion to approve the December 6, 2006 Regular Drainage Board Meeting minutes as written. KD 
Benson seconded the motion. The December 6, 2006 Regular Drainage Board meeting minutes were approved as written.  
 
Election of Officers 
 
Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman accepted nominations for 2007 officers of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board. 
KD Benson nominated John Knochel as President for 2007. There were no other nominations. John Knochel was elected 
President of the Drainage Board with no objections. The Attorney then requested a motion for Vice President. John Knochel 
nominated Ruth Shedd as Vice President. KD Benson seconded the nomination. Ruth Shedd was elected Vice President in 
absentia. John Knochel made a motion to appoint Brenda Garrison as the 2007 Drainage Board Secretary. KD Benson 
seconded the motion. Brenda Garrison was appointed Drainage Board Secretary for 2007.   
 
Contracts for the Drainage Board Attorney as well as Engineer Consultant would be presented during the February Meeting.  
 
Concord Plaza Phase One Lots 3A & 3B 
 
Brandon Fulk of Schneider Corporation appeared before the Board to request final approval for Concord Plaza Phase One 
Lots 3A and 3B. The site consisted of approximately 1.44 acres - known as Outlot 3 and located at the corner of County Road 
350 South and County Road 250 East (Concord Road). Outlot 3 was subdivided into two lots (3A and 3B) and would have a 
new storm system connected to the main storm sewer constructed at the Wal-Mart Super Center site. The runoff would then 
discharge to a detention facility also constructed at the WalMart site.  Brandon stated the detention facility was constructed to 
the South of the Wal-Mart building as part of the Master Drainage Plan for the overall Subdivision. Stormwater quantity and 
quality rules were met at that time. He stated Lot 3B would not be developed at this time and they agreed with the conditions 
listed on the December 22, 2006 Burke memo. He then requested final approval with the stated conditions at that time. 
 
The Surveyor asked which portion of the existing Stormwater sewer system for Wal-Mart location would the Stormwater end 
up in. Brandon stated; it would run down a private drive to the west side of WalMart and into the detention facility. In 
response to the Surveyor, Brandon confirmed it would not be located in the portion which contained the relocated Branch of 
the J.N. Kirkpatrick Regulated Drain. He stated it was Wal-Mart’s responsibility to provide any drainage information for the 
site. In response to KD, Steve stated he knew of one instance where construction was not done as planned. They would 
monitor this as construction progressed. John Knochel asked for public comment and there was none. 
 
The Surveyor recommended final approval with the conditions as listed on the December 22, 2006 Burke memo. KD Benson 
made a motion to grant final approval with the conditions as listed on the December 22, 2006 Burke memo.  John Knochel 
seconded the motion. Concord Plaza Phase One Lots 3A & 3B was granted final approval with conditions as stated.  
 
Unity Oncology Expansion/Faith Hope and Love Center 
 
Brandon Fulk with Schneider Engineering appeared before the Board to request final approval for the Unity Oncology 
Expansion aka Faith Hope and Love project. The 1.5 acre site located on the east side of Creasy Lane (County Road 350 
East) south of Amelia Drive and within the City of Lafayette, was known as Lot 2 of the Crosspointe Commercial 
Subdivision. The medical building would be expanded in order to provide space for additional radiation equipment. The 
proposed development would require an Encroachment on the Treece Meadows Relief Drain Easement. The existing storm 
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sewer system would be utilized with a slight modification due to the expansion of the building extending into the Treece 
Meadows Relief Drain Easement. The site has a direct outlet to said Relief Drain (which is part of the Wilson Branch of the 
Elliott Drain) and tributary to the Wilson Branch Regional Detention Facility.  Brandon stated the existing two lane drive 
would be maintained, however five existing parking spaces would be removed. He was requesting approval of a Maintenance 
Agreement regarding the Treece Meadows Relief Drain as well. The agreement was for the maintenance from the top of the 
bank of the Treece Meadows Relief Drain to the existing concrete swale (vegetation) - from Creasy Lane to Amelia Ave. As 
development occurred to the south and the east the Relief Drain would be maintained by any future development in that 
location at that time. He stated a Petition for Encroachment was previously submitted to the Surveyor for review.  In addition, 
a Vacation of a Regulated Drain Easement regarding the location of the proposed building expansion with a five foot buffer 
beyond the proposed footprint was requested.  He then requested final approval with the conditions as stated on the 
December 21, 2006 Burke memo along with the approval of a Vacation of the Easement, a Maintenance Agreement and 
Encroachment Petition. Responding to the Surveyor’s inquiry, Brandon stated the dumpster and dumpster pad would be 
removed and relocated to the southwest corner of the existing parking lot. The Attorney stated the requests would require 
Drainage Board approval only. He noted while the Encroachment allowed for maintenance on the Drain, if any damage 
occurred to the parking lot during required maintenance, it would be at the owner/developer’s expense. John Knochel asked 
for public comment and there was none. In response to K D’s inquiry, the Surveyor stated his office tried to maintain a 
twenty-thirty foot strip (particularly on Urban Drains) from top of bank on one side of a drain - at the least - to enable an 
excavator to perform maintenance work.  
 
Subject to filing of the legal descriptions for the Maintenance Agreement, the appropriate Encroachment Petition, and 
Vacation Request (to include recording of those documents), the Surveyor recommended final approval along with the 
conditions as listed on the December 21, 2006 Burke memo. KD Benson made a motion to grant the proposed Maintenance 
Agreement, Encroachment and Vacation of Easement subject to submittal of their legal descriptions. John Knochel seconded 
the motion.  KD Benson made a motion to grant final approval with conditions as stated in the December 21, 2006 Burke 
memo. John Knochel seconded the motion.  The Unity Oncology Expansion Project aka Faith Hope and Love Center was 
granted final approval with the conditions as stated.  
 
Campus Suites-Preliminary Approval  
 
Paul Dietz from Vester and Associates appeared before the Board to request preliminary approval of Campus Suites. The site 
consisted of approximately 19.9 acres located north of U.S. 52 and Paramount Drive and west of Lakeshore Subdivision. The 
site was south of Hadley Lake Regulated Drain. Approximately 4 acres in the northern portion of the site lied within the 
floodplain and would remain undisturbed.  (The site’s drainage plan was divided by the following: PA1= Center of site PA2= 
the Southwest corner of the site PA3= North portion of the site) 
 
Paul stated the site would have a direct outlet to the Dempsey Baker Drain, an indirect outlet to the Cuppy - Mcclure Drain 
and runoff would eventually drain to the Hadley Lake Regulated Drain. A detention storage waiver and treatment exemption 
was requested. He stated they agreed to the conditions listed on the December 29, 2006 Burke memo. In response to K D’s 
inquiry, Paul stated the proposed pond was a wet-bottom pond.   In response to K D’s inquiry, the Attorney stated notification 
to downstream owners was required before final approval was granted. KD expressed concern regarding the parking lot 
area’s runoff.  Dave Eichelberger stated a variance was requested for that area.  
 
The Surveyor stated he had discussed the project site with the Board’s Engineer Consultant and they were not prepared today 
to recommend granting a variance or encroachment. He stated at this time preliminary approval was requested only. Dave 
Eichelberger reiterated a floodplain was associated with the site. Everything the developer was putting in was outside the 
floodplain. Any wetlands associated with site were located in the northern portion and they were staying out of the wetlands. 
There was no offsite areas tributary to the site and no downstream capacity issues. Request for the Variances should not be 
addressed at this time as the design for their proposed filter strips etc. had not been submitted to date for review. John 
Knochel asked for public comment and there was none.  
 
The Surveyor recommended preliminary approval with the conditions as stated on the December 29, 2006 Burke memo and 
NOT to grant any variances or encroachments at this time. KD Benson made a motion to grant Preliminary approval only. 
John Knochel seconded the motion.  Campus Suites was granted Preliminary Approval  only at this time. 
 
Leader Newton Regulated Drain 
   
Regarding the pending quote acceptance for the Leader Newton Regulated Drain waterway and tile replacement, the 
Surveyor informed the Board the quote from Lauramie Excavating in the amount of $57,706.00 was received after the stated 



              Tippecanoe County Drainage Board                                                                        473  
       

time requirement therefore could not be accepted. A quote from Birge Farm Drainage in the amount of $74,833.90 was 
received before the date and time requirement.  
 
Therefore after tabulation and review he recommended the Board accept Birge Farm Drainage’s quote in the amount of 
$74,833.90 for the Leader Newton Regulated Drain waterway and tile replacement.   KD Benson made a motion to accept the 
quote submitted by Birge Farm Drainage in the amount of $74,833.90.  John Knochel seconded the motion.  Birge Farm 
Drainage quote of $74,833.90 for the Leader Newton Regulated Drain waterway and tile replacement was accepted by the 
Board.  
 
Public Comment 
 
As there was no public comment, KD Benson made a motion to adjourn. The meeting was adjourned.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
___________________________________________ 
 John Knochel, President 
 
 
 
 
 
___________________________________________ 
Ruth Shedd, Vice President 
 
                                                                                                               _____________________________________ 
                                                                                                               Brenda Garrison, Secretary 
 
 
___________________________________________ 
KD Benson, Member 
 
 



April 4, 2007      Tippecanoe County Drainage Board       - 492 - 
                                                                   

 

       

Tippecanoe County Drainage Board 
Minutes 

April 4, 2007 
Regular Meeting 

 
Those present were: 
 
Tippecanoe County Drainage Board President John Knochel, Vice President Ruth Shedd, member KD Benson, County 
Surveyor  Steve Murray, Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman, Drainage Board Engineering Consultant Dave 
Eichelberger from Christopher B. Burke Engineering Limited, and Drainage Board Secretary Brenda Garrison.  Project 
Manager Zachariah Beasley was also in attendance. 
 
Approval of Minutes 
 
Ruth Shedd made a motion to approve the March 7, 2007 Regular Drainage Board minutes as written. KD noted a couple 
revisions to be made to the minutes.  KD Benson made a motion to amend the minutes to reflect the correct spelling of 
landowner Roger Verhey’s last name (as shown here) and indicate Paul Dietz had stated he notified landowners concerning 
the Winding Creek Section 5 & 6 project before the board. She then seconded the motion with amendments as stated. The 
March 7, 2007 Drainage Board meeting minutes were approved with the amendment. 
 
Campus Suites  
 
Paul Dietz from Vester and Associates appeared before the Board to present Campus Suites for final approval.  The site 
consisted of approximately 20 acres and was located north of U.S. 52 south of Hadley Lake. Approximately 4 acres of the 
site lied within the flood plain and would not be disturbed. The site would accommodate a clubhouse, maintenance building, 
nine apartment buildings and a mail kiosk. The majority of the site drained north to the Dempsey Baker Drain and Hadley 
Lake while the remaining portion drained south through Paramount Lakeshore Subdivision to the Cuppy McClure Drain with 
two exceptions.   Approximately 1.7 acres would continue to go south and the net flow would not be increased. 
Approximately 1.2 acres to the north would flow directly north through a wooded and shrub area to Hadley Lake.    
 
Paul stated he was requesting two variances for this project. The first variance requested regarded the Post Construction 
Stormwater Quality requirement.  The 1.7 acres draining south was treated with a filter strip to 48% before exiting the site to 
an existing detention pond at Paramount Lakeshore Subdivision. The 1.2 acres which drained north received an uncalculated 
amount of treatment through the stated trees and shrub area before reaching Hadley Lake. The approximately 13 acres within 
the site was subject to “double treatment” with Stormwater inserts and an extended dry detention pond to achieve 94%. The 
overall weighed treatment factor was 77%; this was just short of the 80% required by Ordinance.  
 
A second variance was requested regarded building pad elevation requirements.  The Ordinance required building pads to be 
1.25 feet or higher above the invert of the emergency flow path.  Due to the handicap accessibility design, a modest grade 
was required from the parking lot to the building. In many cases the buildings were right on top of the parking lots. The 
handicap access could not be obtained to achieve the required differential and adhere to the building pad elevation 
requirement. At the CI1 inlet and Inlet 2 affecting Building 6 location there are 1.25 feet to the first floor but not to the pads.  
On top of the pad elevation would be an additional eight inches to the first floor.  Beehive #1 affects Building 2 and has the 
same circumstance. Most of the drainage on the site drained to structures 9 & 12. The buildings surrounding those structures 
met the requirements of the Ordinance.  Paul stated he concurred with the March 27, 2007 Burke memo and requested the 
variances as well as final approval.  
 
Responding to John’s inquiry, Paul discussed the building pad elevations.  Concerning the Clubhouse, he stated while the 
elevation would be approximately a foot higher than the ponded water elevation it still would not reach the required 1.25 
elevations.  Due to handicap access requirements and topography the building grades could not be higher. Responding to 
Dave Luhman’s inquiry, Paul stated the Clubhouse and Building’s 2 & 6 did not meet the building pad elevation requirement.  
(Building 2 & 6 were residential buildings.)   Paul stated the ramp had to have a certain grade and to meet the pad 
requirements there has to be a certain elevation below the building. On most of the buildings the pad elevation requirement 
was met, however they were unable to meet that requirement on Buildings 2&6 and the Clubhouse.  KD asked why a parking 
space could not be turned into a handicap ramp.  Joe Bumbleburg (Attorney for Tom Lang Developer) stated it was not a 
question of loosing one parking space. If the building was moved you would loose the parking spaces for the entire length of 
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the building.  So you would loose a whole frontage of parking spaces. He continued that the balancing act was as follows: 
One- has a system been constructed which met the spirit of the Ordinance, Two – have you placed it and made it work with 
the handicap situation which was very important, Three - the creation of parking spaces for this area were constructed as a 
balancing act between the competing interests. He stated he felt Vesters and Associates had done a good job with the interests 
at hand. Responding to Dave Luhman’s inquiry, Paul stated the eight inches between the pad and the first floor elevation 
would consist of solid concrete. There would be no construction or mechanical materials located within those eight inches. 
Dave Eichelberger stated the following: The Ordinance required an emergency routing path that has a building pad one foot 
above the one hundred year elevation.  If you do not want to calculate what the one hundred year elevation is then you have 
to put it one and half feet above the breakout elevation at the minimum.  A few areas have less than one and half feet of feed 
board between the pad and where the water breaks out.  One could calculate the elevation or use the table within the 
ordinance.  Five of the eight areas met the requirement and two areas (which were minor) do not.  
 
The Surveyor stated he had a concern of liability with this issue as well. Responding to KD’s inquiry, the Surveyor noted he 
was not aware of any problems in the 2004 rainfall event other than the northern edge which was located within the flood 
plain. He confirmed that Hadley Lake did not overflow during the 2004 rainfall event. Indian Creek flooded as it jumped its 
banks and ran south and east into Hadley Lake.  The Surveyor stated he concurred with the Board Attorney that the owners of 
Hadley Lake was not required to be notified of today’s meeting in this case. KD brought up the issue of the trails in that 
location. Mr. Bumbleburg stated the trails were a non issue at this point as he had been in contact with the Superintendent 
concerning this project. John Knochel asked for public comment. There was none.  
 
The Surveyor recommended approval for Variance #1 regarding the post construction stormwater runoff with the added 
condition of an addition to the Operation and Maintenance Manual regarding required periodic maintenance of the area to the 
north. The addition should state this area (which is currently vegetated) would be undisturbed and frequently mowed (2-3 
times yearly).  Ruth Shedd made a motion to grant Variance #1 with the added condition of the addition to the Operation and 
Maintenance Manual for the required periodic maintenance of the area to the north (which is currently vegetated). This area 
would remain undisturbed and is to be frequently mowed (2-3 times yearly).   
 
The Surveyor stated he could not recommend approval of Variance #2 regarding the minimal freeboard requirement as it was 
technically out of compliance with the Ordinance. John Knochel stated he felt the Board had granted Variances previously on 
technicalities. In this case and after the explanation by Mr. Dietz he felt the variance could be accepted. He agreed with 
Commissioner Shedd concerning the need for an agreement which would not hold the Drainage Board liable in the future for 
the approval of the Variance. Dave Luhman informed the Board the developer was willing to indemnify and hold the County 
and Drainage Board harmless if the exemption was granted. The Variance could be approved subject to this. The Surveyor 
then stated he would be comfortable with that.  KD Benson stated she preferred they build one less building and meet the 
Ordinance guidelines. John Knochel asked for those opposed. KD Benson indicated her opposition. On motion by Ruth 
Shedd, seconded by KD Benson, the Variance #2 was approved subject to the condition that the owner indemnifies and holds 
the County and the Drainage Board harmless from any damages, costs or expenses arising out of or related to the grant of 
such Variance. Mr. Bumbleburg advised the Board of the owner’s acceptance of and agreement to such condition.   
 
The Surveyor recommended final approval with the conditions as stated on the March 27, 2007 Burke Review memo. 
Responding to Attorney Luhman’s inquiry, the Surveyor stated the third Variance under Stormwater Quantity within the 
memo was not required as it met the exemption criteria listed in Chapter 3 of the Ordinance. Ruth Shedd made a motion to 
grant final approval on Campus Suites with the conditions as stated on the March 27, 2007 Burke memo. KD Benson 
seconded the motion.  Campus Suites was granted final approval with conditions as stated.  
 
Other Business 
There was no other business presented to the Board.  
 
Public Comment  
 
Norm Bennett landowner at 952 Kerber Road West Lafayette Indiana 47906 approached the Board to inquire about the status 
of the Mackey-Whaley tile obstruction investigation. He owned property that outlet to the field tile in question. He expressed 
his desire for the County to make this tile a County Regulated Drain. The wet area was now 6-8 inches from State Road 26 at 
this time. He expressed concern the State may raise the road elevation at that location and this would flood his field. 
Responding to KD, the Surveyor stated he had three options: 1- Recommend acceptance as a New Regulated Drain and the 
Establishment of a County Maintenance Fund 2- Recommend the acceptance as a New Regulated Drain and the 
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Establishment of a County Maintenance AND County Reconstruction Fund 3- He could also report it was not a public utility 
and that it should not be accepted as a County Regulated Drain. He explained they have been investigating the tile for the last 
year plus and it was an ongoing investigation. He reviewed the area for the Board on GIS.  They have been unable to get the 
water table down to review the tile system’s condition. He informed the Board some tile repairs were made which Mr. Fred 
Whaley agreed to and has since paid for.  Monies from the General Improvement fund have also been utilized during the 
investigation process.  He reiterated an absolute solution to the problem has not been found. He did not want to recommend a 
reconstruction if in fact part of the tile system was still salvageable and noted his final report has yet to be presented to the 
Board.  KD stated if something was not done a row of homes in that location would not be usable and the potential for 
additional homes being flooded was evident. One home had already been foreclosed upon due to the situation at hand. The 
Board Attorney stated a personal representative of an estate has the authority to act upon the estates interest. The Surveyor 
noted Mr. Fred Whaley had visited the office within the past week and they continue to be in contact with him. KD asked if 
the Surveyor could inquire if he- Mr. Fred Whaley would be willing to go ahead and make the necessary repairs.  The 
Surveyor stated historically the property owner (Mr. Fred Whaley’s brother-in-law) had refused to do any tile repair, which 
had resulted in the problem at hand. Responding to KD’s suggestion, the Surveyor stated he would speak with Mr. Fred 
Whaley concerning the issue.  
 
As there was no other public comment, Ruth Shedd made a motion to adjourn.  The meeting was adjourned. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
___________________________________________ 
 John Knochel, President 
 
 
 
 
___________________________________________ 
Ruth Shedd, Vice President 
 
                                                                                                               _____________________________________ 
                                                                                                               Brenda Garrison, Secretary 
 
 
___________________________________________ 
KD Benson, Member 
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Tippecanoe County Drainage Board 
Minutes 

May 2, 2007_ 
Regular Meeting 

 
Those present were: 
 
Tippecanoe County Drainage Board President John Knochel, member KD Benson, County Surveyor  Steve Murray, 
Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman, Drainage Board Engineering Consultant Dave Eichelberger from Christopher B. 
Burke Engineering Limited, and Drainage Board Secretary Brenda Garrison.  Project Manager Zachariah Beasley was also in 
attendance. Vice President Ruth Shedd was absent. 
 
Approval of Minutes 
 
KD Benson made a motion to approve the April 4, 2007 Regular Drainage Board minutes as written. John Knochel seconded 
the motion.  The April 4, 2007 Drainage Board meeting minutes were approved as written.  
 
Purdue Research Park Phase 3 Part 1 Infrastructure  
 
Brandon Fulk of Schneider Corp. appeared before the Board to request final approval for the Purdue Research Park Phase 3 
Part 1 Infrastructure project.  The site located within the City of West Lafayette consisted of approximately 2.3 acres.  An 
existing dry detention facility constructed with Phase II Part II would be used on an interim basis. Brandon stated the dry 
facility had the capacity for future growth and currently there was approximately 17 acres of undeveloped growth at the site. 
It was identified there would be a land swap as far as the volume in the dry facility of Phase II was considered to allow for 
this development. Approximately 3 acres would be developed which would take away from the 17 acres of undeveloped area 
in Phase II in the interim.  The site drained to the Baker Dempsey Regulated Drain and extensive research of the drain was 
conducted by Schneider Corp. The said regulated drain routed along the back side of the proposed lots encompassed the dry 
facility and discharged to the northwest. Brandon stated he concurred with the conditions listed on the April 26, 2007 Burke 
memo and requested final approval.  Responding to the Surveyor’s inquiry, Brandon stated he would be submitting an 
encroachment petition regarding the Baker Dempsey Regulated Drain in the near future as the sanitary sewer would encroach 
into the regulated drain easement. The Surveyor asked if anyone else was tributary to the drain and Brandon stated there was 
no one upstream. The Surveyor recommended final approval with the conditions listed on the April 26, 2007 Burke memo. 
KD Benson made a motion to grant final approval to Purdue Research Park Phase 3 Part 1 infrastructure with the conditions 
as stated on the April 26, 2007 Burke memo. John Knochel seconded the motion. Purdue Research Park Phase 3 Part 1 
Infrastructure was granted final approval with conditions.  
 
Purdue Research Park Phase 3 Part 1 Lot 1 
 
Brandon Fulk of Schneider Corp. appeared before the Board to request final approval for the Purdue Research Park Phase 3 
Part 1 Lot 1 project. The site located on the north side of Kalberer Road was within the City of West Lafayette. It currently 
drained north to the Baker Dempsey Regulated Drain and would continue after the development.  The Surveyor stated as this 
was located within the City of West Lafayette, the Board was concerned with the effect or discharge to the Baker Dempsey-
Hadley Lake system only. The water quantity and quality issues had been reviewed by West Lafayette. Brandon stated Lot 1 
would be developed for a Childcare Facility which was designed by C&S Engineering. Since the development north of 
Kalberer in Phase 3 had not been planned and allocated for in the volume of the dry facility and there was 17 acres in Phase II 
undeveloped there would be a land swap. Further growth would call for additional improvements to be made.  The 
construction plans had been reviewed and approved by the City of West Lafayette’s Engineer Office.  He concurred with the 
conditions on the April 26, 2007 Burke memo and requested final approval. Responding to the Surveyor’s inquiry, Brandon 
stated the lot at hand was in compliance with Schneider’s original drainage study.  The Surveyor recommended final 
approval with the conditions listed on the April 26, 2007 Burke memo. KD Benson made a motion to grant final approval to 
Purdue Research Park Phase 3 Part 1 Lot 1 with the conditions as stated on the April 26, 2007 Burke memo. John Knochel 
seconded the motion. Purdue Research Park Phase 3 Part 1 Lot 1 was granted final approval with conditions.  
 
Orchard Phase 3 Section 1 
 
Paul Couts of C&S Engr. appeared before the Board to request final approval for the Orchard Phase 3 Section 1 Subdivision.  
He provided the Board with an exhibit of the project site.  The site was located east of County Road 300 West (Klondike 
Road) and north of State Road 26 West consisting of approximately 14.3 acres. Paul stated the topography would be 
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undisturbed as much as possible.  He stated approximately 1/3 of the site drained to the detention storage facility located on 
outlot H and the remaining 2/3 to the detention storage facility located on outlot G and lot 121. Both of the facilities 
discharged to an unnamed tributary of Jordan Creek. The rear yards of Lots 142 through Lot 148 would drain westerly 
uncontrolled from the site.  Paul stated there was approximately a 24 foot differential in elevations at different locations 
within the site. He concurred with the conditions as stated on the April 30, 2007 Burke memo and requested final approval.  
The Surveyor recommended a Variance for Stormwater Quality be granted subject to the condition listed on the April 30, 
2007 Burke memo.  Dave Eichleberger stated they would not meet the 80% TSS removal requirement however the overall 
weighted average would be approximately 75-78%. Lots 142 through 148 would not receive any water quality treatment 
however the runoff would be routed through a grassed lawn area.  This is the area between the lots and the ditch that would 
not be developed per David Kovich (developer of the site). Dave Eichelberger stated since the pond was not designed as a 
stormwater quality pond, the amount of treatment could not be quantified. KD Benson made a motion to grant the Variance 
to the Stormwater Quality with the condition listed on the April 30, 2007 Burke memo. John Knochel seconded the motion. 
The Stormwater Quality Variance was granted with the condition listed on said memo.  KD Benson made a motion to grant 
final approval with the conditions as listed on the April 30, 2007 Burke memo. John Knochel seconded the motion.  The 
Orchard Phase 3 Section 1 Subdivision was granted final approval with the conditions as stated.  
 
Other Business 
Contract/ Elliott Ditch Revision Scoping /Christopher B. Burke Engr. LTD 
 
The Surveyor presented the Elliott Ditch Revision Scoping Contract with Christopher B. Burke Engineering LTD to the 
Board. The Surveyor confirmed this would include the area of the County Extension Office and the County Highway 
Department. Dave Eichelberger stated Burke would specifically look at the reach from Brady Lane to US 52 and would also 
have to look up and downstream to see what areas impacted that reach. He stated this contract would scope out what items 
would require additional work. He noted it may actually be a study from the mouth to US 52. KD Benson made a motion to 
enter into the contract with Christopher B. Burke for the revision scoping on the Elliott Ditch. John Knochel seconded the 
motion.  The Elliott Ditch Revision Scoping Contract with Christopher B. Burke Engineering LTD was approved as 
presented by the Surveyor.  
 
Contract/Berlowitz Regional Detention /INDOT 
 
The Surveyor presented a Regional Detention Plan contract with the County and Indiana Dept. of Transportation (INDOT) 
for payment of 3.13 acre feet of storage resulting from the State Road 26 East improvement for a total of $49,650.00. He 
recommended the Board sign and enter into the agreement. He stated there were two more agreements with INDOT. One 
contract was to pay for the upsizing of the storm sewer on County Road 550 East and one for the relocation of County Road 
500 East to line up with the main entrance of the Brookfield Heights Subdivision north of SR 26. KD Benson made a motion 
to enter into the agreement with INDOT as presented by the Surveyor.  John Knochel seconded the motion. The said contract 
with INDOT was approved by the Drainage Board and would be forwarded to the Commissioners for their signature at their 
May 7, 2007 meeting.  
 
Petition to Partially Vacation of the Floyd Coe Regulated Drain / Bible Minor Subdivision 
 
The Surveyor presented a Petition to Partially Vacate the Floyd Coe Regulated Drain located within the Bible Minor 
Subdivision site south of SR 28 and west of County Road 700 East. This was the very upper end of a branch of the F. Coe 
Drain.  After discussion with the previous Surveyor and based on the original maintenance report, it did not appear the branch 
continued any further north or served any other properties or that this branch was intended to be maintained as part of the 
system. He recommended the Board grant the Petition to Partially Vacate the F. Coe Regulated Drain within the Bible Minor 
Subdivision. KD Benson made a motion to grant the Partial Vacation of the F. Coe Regulated Drain as presented by the 
Surveyor.  John Knochel seconded the motion.  The Petition to Partially Vacate the Floyd Coe Regulated Drain was granted 
as presented. The Petition would be recorded with the Recorders office by the petitioner. 
 
Petition to Partially Vacate the Wilson Branch (Treece Meadows Relief Drain) of the SW Elliott Regulated Drain 
 
Dan Teder of Reiling Teder & Schrier and Pat Jarboe of TBird Designs representing Cascada Professional Park/Ron Whistler 
appeared before the Board to present a Petition to Partially Vacate the S.W. Elliott Regulated Drain-Wilson Branch (Treece 
Meadows Relief Drain).  Dan presented exhibits to the Board for their review. The exhibits indicated the site of the vacation 
requested. A portion of Phase III of Cascada Business Park consisting of 25 acres was being rezoned and the City of 
Lafayette was supportive of the request. On the North side of the overall tract was the Vineyard Residential Subdivision and 
to the West Treece Meadows Residential Subdivision. APC had required a stub street to connect the Vineyards Subdivision 
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to Cascada Subdivision. The vacation request was needed in order to add the 14 lots along the western portion of the 
Subdivision. Granting the vacation would give enough land for the various setbacks, pads etc required. After the vacation is 
granted there would still be a minimum of 26.5 feet from top of bank. He had spoke with Tim Balensiefer who designed the 
subdivision and was informed money was given out of TIF funds for the site purchase. The design had not been completed at 
time of payment and two easements were combined during the design phase. After the vacation there would be 25 feet 
easement on the Treece Meadows side and 50 feet on the Cascada side.  Dan stated Ron Whistler was agreeable to a drainage 
easement on the western portion of Cascada Subdivision in the future. Additionally Dan asked TBird to investigate the 100 
feet flood elevation; it was approximately 3 feet below the top of the bank along the ditch.  Since TIF funds were used to 
purchase this property, they were in agreement to a perpetual maintenance of the east side of the ditch going from lots 43 to 
56 along the ditch. This would include mowing and cleanout of ditch. Dan stated it was of his opinion this would offset any 
TIF money previously used. Additionally Dan stated Ron Whistler agreed to a one time mowing of the entire ditch within the 
tract from McCarty Lane to the Northwest corner of Phase III of Cascada or Lot 43.   He did not feel it was reasonable to 
request the Subdivision Homeowners Association to continue mowing what is not on their tracts. In summary he stated they 
would do a one time maintenance mowing of the entire ditch within the tract from McCarty Lane to the Northwest corner or 
lot 43 Cascada Business Park Phase III, and continually maintain the east side of the ditch from lots 43-56. In response to the 
Surveyor’s inquiry on adding a covenant to those lots which had not been sold to date, Dan stated the Subdivision’s 
Covenants had been recorded already. They would have to have 100% of the landowners agree and it would be difficult at 
this point. He respectfully requested approval of the Petition to Partially Vacate S.W. Elliott Regulated Drain - Wilson 
Branch - Treece Meadows Relief Drain. The Surveyor stated he made a site visit and reviewed the easement in question. The 
Surveyor then reviewed the tract for the Board utilizing GIS and the exhibits provided. He stated if the developer would be 
willing to plot a five foot drainage easement at the rear of the lots it would give enough room to do any required maintenance 
on the ditch.  The Surveyor recommended granting the petition subject to the platting of a five foot drainage easement only at 
the rear of the proposed new lots and submittal of a maintenance agreement satisfactory to the Surveyor by the next Drainage 
Board meeting. The Board Attorney will provide Mr. Teder with an agreement for review. In response to K D’s inquiry, Dan 
stated the reduction of easement was requested for Phase III-the residential area only. KD Benson made a motion to grant the 
Petition to Partially Vacate the SW Elliott Regulated Drain – Wilson Branch- Treece Meadows Relief Drain subject to the 5 
feet easement addition on the back of the lots along the east edge of the ditch lots 43-56 and a maintenance agreement 
satisfactory to the Surveyor. John Knochel seconded the motion. The Petition to Partially Vacate the S.W. Elliott Regulated 
Drain-Wilson Branch (Treece Meadows Relief Drain) was granted with conditions. 
 
Maintenance Bonds 
 
The Surveyor presented Maintenance Bond #104814555 in the amount of $18,700.00 from Milestone Contractors for 
Ravenswood at Hickory Ridge P.D. Ph. 2 for acceptance by the Board. KD Benson made a motion to approve Maintenance 
Bond #104814555 in the amount of $18,700.00 from Milestone Contractors for Ravenswood at Hickory Ridge P.D. Ph. 2.  
John Knochel seconded the motion. Maintenance Bond #104814555 in the amount of $18,700.00 from Milestone Contractors 
for Ravenswood at Hickory Ridge P.D. Ph. 2 was accepted by the Board.   
 
Public Comment 
Rob Noles 
 
Rob Noles 8503 State Road 26 West, West Lafayette Indiana approached the Board. Rob stated he was in front of the Board 
two years ago with a major drainage problem at his location. A watershed pond of 3 acres had grown to an estimated 30 
acres. Some tile work had been done but with the rain this year it was at an all time high. The property around his house and 
26 other lots were affected as well the north side of SR 26. One landowner had to move out of his house and eventually was 
foreclosed on. He requested the problem addressed as soon as possible.  KD stated this had been a problem for a couple 
years. She noted Norm Bennett was at the last meeting and expressed his concerns as well. The Surveyor at the last meeting 
stated he would speak to the owner to the north. He had spoken with the landowner since that meeting. Due to the fact there 
are no records on the drain (private/ mutual drain) and the amount of water present the investigation had been difficult.  He 
stated with inflation the landowners were looking at approximately $35.00 per acre for a reconstruction. He was trying to get 
it drained down to see if some of the system was salvageable in order to keep the cost at a minimum. He stated this issue was 
at the top of the list for his office. Rob stated the work that was done a couple of years ago cleared it up somewhat but did not 
completely drain the area. He has lived at that location for 22 years and the area use to completely dry out in the summer 
time.  The water was up to the road now and would soon be on top of it. The Surveyor stated he felt the problem worsened 
after INDOT replaced a culvert under the road. However if the water does not recede they will not be able to tell what the 
problem is. He felt a dye test would not work as it would dilute. Since the Whaley’s have agreed to the construction of an 
open ditch on their property to the north to allow relief of drainage- an investigation can continue. However in order to pay 
for the construction of a temporary outlet (open ditch) money used from the General Drain Improvement Fund would have to 
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be authorized by the Board. He stated he received an estimate from Lauramie Creek Excavating for approximately $2800.00 
to do the construction. John Knochel stated he was willing to authorize use of monies from the fund in this case. KD Benson 
made a motion to authorize the use of monies from the General Drain Improvement Fund for construction of a temporary 
outlet. John Knochel seconded the motion. John Knochel then requested the Surveyor make this issue one of the top priorities 
of his office. 
 
Duke Westwood Substation Trees 
 
KD Benson informed the Surveyor that she had visited the Duke Westwood Substation site and there were no trees planted at 
the site.  As part of their final approval with conditions, they agreed to plant trees along the County Road as a buffer. The 
Surveyor stated they were to submit a plan for the file. She asked the Surveyor to check on this and report back to her. 
 
As there was no other public comment, KD Benson motioned for adjournment. The meeting was adjourned. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
___________________________________________ 
 John Knochel, President 
 
 
___________________________________________ 
Ruth Shedd, Vice President 
                                                                                                               _____________________________________ 
                                                                                                              Brenda Garrison, Secretary 
___________________________________________ 
KD Benson, Member 
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Tippecanoe County Drainage Board 
Minutes 

December 9, 2009   

Regular Meeting 

 

Those present were: 
 

Tippecanoe County Drainage Board President Thomas P. Murtaugh, Vice President David Byers, member John Knochel, County 

Surveyor  Steve Murray, Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman, and Drainage Board Secretary Brenda Garrison.  Project Manager 

Zachariah Beasley and Drainage Board Engineering Consultant Dave Eichelberger from Christopher B. Burke Engineering Limited 

were not in attendance. 

 

Approval of Minutes 

John Knochel made a motion to approve the November 4, 2009 Regular Drainage Board minutes as written. David Byers seconded the 

motion.  The November 4, 2009 Drainage Board meeting minutes were approved as written. Thomas P. Murtaugh stated there were no 

projects before the Board this month. 

 

Other Business 

Petition to Partially Vacate the Baker Dempsey Regulated Drain 

Ross Nixon from Schneider Corp. represented the Purdue Research Foundation and appeared before the Board regarding a Petition to 

Partially Vacate the Baker Dempsey Regulated Drain.  Mr. Nixon stated this was a follow up to the September 10, 2009 Christopher 

Burke Final Approval with Conditions Review Memo regarding the Purdue Research Park Phase 3 Part 2 project. Note: (The Petition 

to Partially Vacate the Simeon Yeager Regulated Drain was approved in the November 2009 Drainage Board meeting) The Board’s 

Attorney noted legal notices had been mailed and published as required. Ross noted were no other landowners affected by the partial 

vacation of said drain. The Baker-Dempsey Regulated Drain portion to vacate was located on the north side of Kalberer Road and 

followed an open ditch to the existing detention facility previously constructed as part of the overall project.  (See Petition and Exhibit 

A for exact location of vacation)  He requested approval of the Petition at that time. There was no public comment. The Surveyor 

recommended approval for the Petition as submitted.  David Byers made a motion to grant approval for the Petition to Partially Vacate 

the Baker Dempsey Regulated Drain as submitted.  John Knochel seconded the motion.  The Petition to Partially Vacate the Baker 

Dempsey Regulated Drain was approved as presented.    

 

Emmett Rayman Regulated Joint Drain/White County Drainage Board Request for Waiver of Rights 

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board received a letter from the White County Surveyor regarding the Emmett Rayman Regulated 

Joint Drain. The letter requested Tippecanoe County Drainage Board waive the right to be represented on a Joint Drainage Board 

between the Counties for the aforementioned drain. The Surveyor noted the open ditch itself was located totally in White County and 

White County had the majority of acreage within the watershed. Tippecanoe County acreage within the watershed totaled 

approximately 745 acres and White County acreage within the watershed totaled approximately 6789 acres. Therefore White County 

was in charge of maintenance of said drain per Indiana Drainage Code. The Surveyor recommended the Drainage Board waive their 

right to a Joint Drainage Board as requested. John Knochel made a motion to grant White County’s request.  David Byers seconded 

the motion. The Secretary was directed to notify White County by mail the Drainage Board’s approval as requested.   

 

2010 Drainage Board Meeting Dates 

The 2010 Drainage Board meeting dates were discussed. David Byers suggested the December 2010 meeting to be held on the second 

Weds. of the month due to a possible conflict in scheduling. David Byers made a motion to adopt the 2010 Drainage Board Meeting 

dates as presented with the exception regarding the December meeting. The December 1, 2010 meeting would be held on December 

8
th

, 2010. All monthly meetings would be held at 10:00 am in the Tippecanoe Room located in the Tippecanoe County Building unless 

otherwise noted.  John Knochel seconded the motion. The 2010 Drainage Board meeting dates were set and would be posted online. 

 

Steve Murray 

The Surveyor stated he had nothing to present to the Board at this time. 

 

Public Comment 

As there was no public comment, John Knochel made a motion to adjourn.  The meeting was adjourned. 

 

___________________________________________ 

 Thomas P. Murtaugh, President 

                                                                                                            _____________________________________ 

                                                                                                            Brenda Garrison, Secretary 

__________________________________________ 

David Byers, Vice President 

 

 ___________________________________________ 

John Knochel, Member 




























	A01-06-71
	B01-03-73
	C08-25-76
	D10-05-83
	E10-05-88
	F01-04-89
	G07-05-89
	H01-03-90
	I09-04-91
	J02-05-92
	K01-06-93
	L11-03-93
	M01-05-94
	N02-01-95
	O03-01-95
	P01-03-96
	Q02-05-97
	R02-04-98
	S02-03-99
	T02-09-00
	U11-01-00
	V12-06-00
	W06-07-01
	X07-03-01
	Y11-07-01
	Z07-03-02
	ZA08-05-03
	ZB010307 APPROVED  Minutes
	ZC040407 APPROVED  Minutes
	ZD050207  Approved Minutes
	ZE091509 Approved Minutes
	ZF120909 APPROVED MINUTES
	ZGApproved Oct. 3 2012 Drainage Board Minutes
	ZH121014 Approved Drainage Board Minutes
	ZI030415 Approved Drainage Board Minutes
	ZJ120915 Approved Drainage Board Minutes
	ZK091117 Approved Drainage Board Minutes
	ZL120517 Approved Drainage Board Minnutes

