TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BCARE MEETING HELD NOVEMBER 6, 1967,

The Tippecanoe Couaty Drainage Board held a special meeting Monday, November 6, 1967, with
the following members present: James Devault, President; Floyd Gingrich and Dale Remaly, Board members;
Harry P. Schultz, Atty., and Clyde C. Lewis, Secretary.

The Board received the following letter from Burton Vester, Co. Surveyor;

Cctober 31, 1967
Tippecanoe County Drainage Board
County Court House
Lafayette, Indiana
Re: Reconstruction of Pt. J. Taylor Ditch

Gentlemen:

A branch of the J. Taylor Court Ditch has been reconstructed and paid for by Mr. Clarence
Davis, Sr. at 0dell in Jackson Township. The total bill for this project was $ 2102.31.

However the County is only responsible for the Court Drain part of this project as the
remainder was work done on Mr. Davis's property.

The Court Drain branch consists of 1200 feet of 10" tile and 900 feet 8" tile.

A Breakdown on the costs arve as follows:
Labor--1200 ft. of 10" @ 40 cents--- § 480,00
900 ft. of 8" @ 25 cents--- § 225,00

Material--1200 ft of 10" @ 39 cents--- § 468.00
900 ft. of 8" @ 26 cents~--~- § 234.00
Total § 1407.00

Participation by ASCC and paid to Clarence Davis, Sr--~-=----=--cm---waa- $§ 582.00
Balance §$  825.00

If the Drainage Board feels that this payment is due Mr. Davis, Sr. then please sign the
following statement and the proper steps will be taken for payment.

Respectfully yours

/3/ Burton S. Vester

Burton §. Vester
On motion made and carréed the Board approved payment to Clarence Davis, Sr. as recommended.

The Board received a copy of the following letter:
November 3, 1967
Bonobest Corp.
Karago Industrial Bazar
8015 Market Street
Youngstown, Ohio 44512
Att. Mr. Roy R. iMauro

Re: Storm Drainage
Topps Store
Lafayette, Indiana
Gentlemen:

We find no record or permission granted to pump the storm water from the Topps Store project
to the Wilson Branch of the Elliott Ditch just South of said project.

A request in writing should be made to the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board for permission
to empty storm water into Elliott Ditch.

Since the Elliott Ditch is a Court Ditch the maintenance of this ditch is provided for by
an assessment to all of the participants in this drainage area.

Respectfully yours,
/S/ Burton Vester
Burton 3., Vester

On motion made and carried the meeting adjourned.
TIPPECANCE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD MEETING HELD NOVEMBER 13, 1967.

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board held a special meeting Monday November 13, 1967, with
the following members present: James Devault, President; Floyd Gingrich and Dale Remaly, Board Members;
Harry P. Schultz, Atty.; and Clyde C. Lewis, Secretary.

The Board received the following letter from Richard A Boehning, Atty.:
November 13, 1967
Tippecanoe Qounty Drainage Board
Court House
Lafayette, Indiana
i Dear Sirs:
Pursuant to the County Surveyor's request, this letter is to advise you of my
client's desire to drain certain acreage into Wilson Ditch. Under consideration is 42
acres recently purchased from Charles Kepner and others and now owned by Roy Mauro and
others. Present plans indicate that approximately 1l acres will be hard surface, i.e.

buildings and parking lots. A 30 inch or 36 inch storm sewer line is anticipated.

1f you desire any engineering data, please contact Kline and Associates for
i further information.

Thank you for your cecoperation.
Very truly yours,
COLUMBIA CONSTRUCTION
BY: /S/ Richard A Boehning

Richard A. Boehning
Attorney

RAB:pd

On motion made and carried the meeting adjourned.

TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD

ATTEST:

£

Clyde C. Lewis




MINUTES OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD November 3, 1971.

Present
at
Meeting

Ditches
Referred
to
Engineer

Engineer's
Specifications
for Bids

9:30 a.m.
Hearing
on
John McCoy
Ditch

Order
and
Findings

10:30 a.m.
Hearing
on
Floyd Coe
Ditch

The minutes of the regular meeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage
Board held in the Commissioners Room in the Court House at 9:00 a.m.,
on Wednesday, November 3, 1971.

Those present at the meeting were: Bruce Osborn, Dale Remaly, Edward
Shaw, A. D. RUth, Jr., Dick Donahue, John Garrott, Larry Clerget, Ken
Raines, NOrbert Korty, Gladys Ridder, and Ruth Schneider.

Upon motion by Bruce Osborn seconded by Dale Remaly the Board referred
the following ditches to the Drainage Engineer for preparation of a
maintenance fund: Michael Binder (Shelby Twpd.). Elliott Ditch (Wea
and Sheffield Twps.) and Jacob May (Wea Township).

The Engineer submitted his specifications for bids to be Tlet on
December 1, 1971 at 1:00 p.m. on labor, equipment, and supplies to be
used by the Drainage Board in Maintenance of the ditches whose main-
tenance funds have been established and monies available.

The Chairman opened the hearing on the maintenance fund of the John
McCoy ditch by asking the engineer for his report. A correction was
needed on the acreage of the John Purdy farm and upon the recommenda-
tions of the engineer the Board so corrected the old assessment list
from 160 acres to 120 acres in the McCoy watershed area. The balance
is in the 0'Neal watershed. Those attending were: William Schroeder,
WiTliam P. Martin and Julian E. Thompson.

Mr. Martin recommended in the future maintenance on this ditch try to
take care of surface water and help remove the ‘ponding problems.

Mr. Ruth said an open waterway which was not a part of the Tegal drain
would not be a part of the Tegal drain, and would not be part of the
maintenance of the ditch.

Upon motion by Bruce Osborn, seconded by Edward Shaw the maintenance
fund of $1.00 per acre was established.

The Board signed the order and findings and certificate of assessments
on the John McCoy ditch after the hearing that established this fund
was completed.

The Chairman opened the hearing on the Floyd Coe ditch maintenance
fund by asking the Engineer to read his report.

Those attending this hearing were: E. L. Bible, Mr and Mrs. Fred Stewart,
Henry and ETizabeth Ortman, Robert W. Kirkpatrick and Betty HOwey.

Mr. Ortman was much in favor of the fund being established although he
had no water problems of his own he felt others at the lower end were
disadvantaged with his water. (There was much disagreement on the part
of Mr. Kirkpatrick and E. L. Bible against establishing a maintenance
fund.) Mr. Kirkpatrick even.suggested abandoning it. The Board asked
them to talk with their neighbotrs &nd come back next month. The Chairman
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Estates
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said we would send out notices to everyone in this watershed area informing

them of the time and date of a new hearing and ask them to consider the
suggestions of lowering the rate or abandonning the drain.

Hearing adjourned.

At 1:30 p.m. the Engineer opened the hearing on the Moses Baker ditch by

reading his report on the condition of this ditch to the Board. Mr. Norbert

Korty sat in as a member duly appointed to take Bruce Osborn's place.

Those attending this hearing were: John Skinner, James F. Leamon,

F. Elmer Burton, Harry Bowerman, Paul B. Leamon, Lloyd Maguire, Edith
Sheese, Lee Sheese, Henry Ortman, Hobart Swanson, Arthur D. Waddell,
Robert M. Sears, Mrs. Oakley McClain, Mrs. Lawrence Smith, Alaméda
McCollough, Floyd Kemper and Robert Nelson.

There were many signers of an objection against establishing this main-
tenance fund but most valid objections were against paying $1.00 per
acre on Swanson and Platt Ditches, then $1.00 again on Moses Baker.
Theyfelt their acreage should be based on a percentage of the amount of
the” Moses Baker Ditch that they used.

After the discussion concerning landowners on one Legal Drain which is
a part of a larger Legal Drain being assessed the full amount of the
larger drain the engineer made the following recommendation: When the
land on one legal drain that empties into a larger legal drain and is

a part of a larger drain area has had a maintenance fund established
and the drain that serves it directly is then assessed on the larger
drainage area the assessment shall be made in the following manner:

Where ditch "A® empties into ditch "B" land which has been assessed

on ditch "A" shall be assessed on ditch "B" in proportion to the length
of ditch "B" which is used by water coming from ditch "A". If ditch
"A" enters ditch "B" in the first 10% of the length of ditch "B" the
Tand on ditch "A" will pay 10% of the unit assessment of those on ditch

"B", If ditch "A" enters ditch "B" at a point between 10% and 20% of
the length of ditch "B" the land on ditch "A" will be 20% of the unit
assessment of those on ditch "B". This procedure would be used to deter=

mine the assessment of any legal ditch being assessed as part of another
legal drain. However, if ditch "A" enters Ditch "B" at a point where it
uses 75% or more of Ditch "B" the land on ditch "A" will pay a full
assessment.

EXAMPLE---

Major Ditch 6000 feet long

Ditch "A" enters major ditch 4000 feet from drain outfall.

Ditch “"A: uses 4000 _ 66.7% of major ditch.

6000

Land on ditch "A" would pay 70% of assessment of those

who are assessed directly on major ditch.
No assessment is to be less than the minimm ($3.00) set by law.

The Board approved the recommendation by the engineer.

The Board asked that each landowner bring their part of the Moses Baker
ditch into a clean and well maintained condition and then come back when
it was finished and if the Board and Engineer felt that their job was
well done they would then consider a muech lower figure.

Upon motion by Ed Shaw seconded by Norbert Korty the hearing was to be
continued on January 2, 1973.

The statement was made by Mr. Ruth that additional effort was made this
past month to protect Elliott Ditch from having to carry too much water
in times of rain by meeting with officials of John E. Smith Enterprises
to discuss the storm water run-off of Twyckenham Estates Subdivision.
The result of this meeting is the letter set out belown which was

forwarded to the Area Plan Department. and John E. Smith Enterprises, Inc.

Tippecanoe County Area Plan Commission
Court House, Lafayette, Indiana

Gentlemen;

“This is to report a discussion held on November 1st, 1971 in
the offices of John E. Smith Enterprise, Inc. concerning ithe §tqrm
water and sub-surface drainage in the Twyckenham Estates subdivision.

At this meeting, which Mr. Smith and Mr. Hilligoss plus others
of his organization were present, it was agreed that (1) when the area
was developed, water would not leave this area at any greater rate or.
in any greater volume than at the present time, and {(2) the legal drains
would be intercepted at the subdivision boundaries and carried through
the subdivision and emptied out in the location where they now leave
this area.

The plan presented was adequate and satisfactory to control the
water and meet the requirements set out by the Drainage Engineer.
However, the problem which must be solved is to assure that the pro-
cedures and pians set out are carried out.

If I can be of any further assistance I would be more than happy

to do so.
Very truly yours,

/S/ A. D. Ruth, Jr.
A. D. Ruth, Jr. Engineer PE 6343
Tippecanoe County Drainage Board

ADR/gr
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Upon motion by Edward Shaw, seconded by Mri-Kodtyg~:u, the Board adjourned.

Bruce Osborn,(izzlljan
xﬁ?éuéé 6bdé;
Dale Remaly, V¥ice Chai n

v N Sdemr

Edward Shaw, Board Member

ATT@ST: ]

it . s ",_.)» s A 3
S s e /J/’,z AAEE
Gladys Rifider, Secretary




10:30 a.m

Those in attendance were:
all agreed that the $0.75 per acre was both fair and adequate.

The motion by Bruce Osborn, seconded by Edward Shaw was to establish a $0.75 per acre main-
tenance fund on the John A. Kuhn ditch.

Joseph E. Fisher and C. Alfred Rush.

After a lengthy discussion

The Engineer opened the hearing on the James A. Carter ditch by reading his report and
recommendations to the Board. Those in Attendance were: Everett Riffey, representing himself

James A. Carter and his father, Fred Anderson representing his sister for the Baker farm, George Burkhalter,
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2:30 p.m.

Ortman-May Ditchvacated.

Hearing

Kelly M. Day, and Fred M. Bieber. Those in attendance represented gll of the landowners

in this watershed. *(Insert below)

All were in agreement that the ditch was of no benefit to any one but the Baker's whose Cd
farm contains most of the tile. Upon recommendation to vacate, the Board asked the sttorney

to prepare a resolution to this affect. Upon motion by Bruce Osborn, seconded by Dale

Remaly and made unanimous by Edward Shaw, the Board vacated the James Carter Ditch.

Several problems having arisen needed to be discussed by the Engineer and the Board namely:

The Hentz or sometimes called the Culver ditch which involves the State Highway, the Engineers
discussion with the developers of the Pheasant Run Apartments and their drainage into the

already overworked Elliott ditch, the possibility of two new ditches being petitioned for

to be made into legal ditches, (1) Wilcox (2) Day. Also the Engineer asked for a resolution b
to the affect that no bill will be paid or allowed by the Board unless it has been authorized 1
by the Drainage Engineer or the Board. -

RESOLUTION
Be it resolved bycthe Tippecanoe County Drainage Board that the Jacob May Ditch, located
in Wea Township, TippecanoeCounty, Indiana, be, and the same hereby is, vacated.

RESOLUTION
Be it resolwved by the Tippecanoce County Drainage Board that the James Carter Ditch, located
in Washington Township, Tippecanoe County, Indiana, be, and the same hereby is, vacated.

The Engineer opened the hearing on the Peter Rettereth ditch by reading his report and
recommendations. Those attending were: Opal Hatke, Rodney and Florence Davisson.

Some corrections in the old assessment records were in need of change as the SCS office had
done some tiling to drain part of this land into Buck Creek. The Davisson property in
Section 5 was changed from 141.00 acres to 80 acres and the Marshgll Collier land in Section
32 Township 2l Range 3 was changed from 17.3L acres to 15.00 Acres. Upon recommendation

of the engineer. The Board made the allowance.

All those present were in favor of the $0.75 per acre assessment proposed by the Engineer.
Upon motion by Bruce Osborn, seconded by Edward Shaw the maintenance fund of $0.75 per acre
was established.

The Engineer opened the hearing on the Amanda Kirkpatrick Ditch by reading his report and
recommendations to the Board. Those present were: Robert W. Stradling whose acreage in the
watershed area was corrected because of an overlap. The Stradling property in Section 18
Township 21 Range 5, totals 179.60 with 20 acres that drains to the Kirkpatrick Ditch-33
acres drains to the Dooley Ditch and 126.60 acres drains to the Orrin Byers Ditch. As the
records show 129.50 acres in the watershed area of the A. A. Kirkpatrick Ditch the Board
lowered the amount of acreage to 20.00 acres.

With no further objections to the $1.00 per acre assessment, the motion was made by Bruce
Osborn seconded by Edward Shaw and made unanimous by Dale Remaly to establish an $1.00 per
acre maintenance fund.

The Engineer opened the hearing on the Jesse Dickens Ditch with reading his report and making
his recommendations to the Board. Those in attendance were: Raymond C. Bender and Mrs. W.
L. Woodfield. Attention had been brought to the fact that more acreage was in this watershed
area than the old records had shown. The Engineer went to the area to take elevations and
try to determine if this were so and came back with the recommendation to the Board to add
8.90 acres to the old assessment list. The Purdue Research Foundation for L.5 acreas and

the Trustees of Purdue University for 3.5 acres along with .90 acres of State Highway were
added to the list and notified of a continued hearing. With no objections to either the change
in acreage or the proposed maintenance assessment, Mr. Bruce Osborn moved to establish a
$0.30 per acre assessment. The motion was seconded by Edward Shaw and made unanimous by

Dale Remaly.

The Drainage Engineer opened the hearing on the Ortman-May Ditch by reading his report and
meking his recommendations to the Board. As s large part of this drain no longer exists or
functions to any ones satisfaction, he recommended the Jacob May part of this ditch be

The Board then instructed the Attorney to draw up a resolution stating the Jacob
May ditch was now vacated. =¢(Inserted above)

As John E. Smith Enterprise had not completed their study as to how they would re-route

the William Ortman ditch through their Twyckenham Estates SubDivision, the Board moved to
postpone the maintenance hearing until these plans would be furnished.

The following letter was received from Twyckenham Estates, Inc.:

April 5, 1972

County Board of Commissioners i
Tippecanoe County Courthouse |
Lafayette, Indiana

Attention: Mr. Dale Remaly, Chairman

Subject: Ortman-May Ditch
Hearing at 2:30 p.m. on April 6, 1972

Dear ‘Ir, Remaly:

We respectfully request permission to postpone the hearing regarding the establishment of
a maintenance fund on the Ortman part of the subject ditch until such time as we are able
to furnish you with the completed drainage plans for the proposed Twyckenham Estates Sub-
division.

~ Our engineers are presently working on said plans whereby the platted drainage easement will

be used to replace tle existing ditch.
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MINUTES OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD AUGUST 2, 1972,

Present at
meeting.

Minutes
Approved

Other
Business
of the
Board

Drains
Referred

9:30 a.m.
Hearing on
Fred Haffner

Ditch

10:30 a.m.

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board held it's regular meeting on August 2, 1972, at
9:00 o'clock am.. with the following members present: Bruce Osborn, Dale Remaly,
Edward Shaw, Dan Ruth, Fred Hoffman, John Garrott and Gladys Ridder.

Upon motion of Bruce Osborn, seconded by Dale Remaly and made unanimous by Edward Shaw,
the minutes of the July 5, 1972 meeting were approved as read.

A petition was submitted to the Board from National HOmes Construction Corporation by
their attorney, Thomas McCully, and reads as follows:

STATE OF INDIAKA )
) Sss:
TIPPECANOE COUNTY)

To: The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board
Court House
Lafayette, Indiana
PETITION

National Homes Construction Corporation, hereinafter referred to as the Petitioner,
respectfully shows and petitions the Board as follows:

1. The Petitioner is the owner of a certain tract of land Tocated in the City
of Lafayette, Indiana, shown on Exhibit A filed herewith. Said real estate is bounded by
South Eighteenth Street on the west, the Penn Central Railroad on the northeast, and
Elliott Ditch, a Tegal open ditch, on the south.

2. The Petitioner proposes to develope the westerly portion of said real estate
for multi-family housing and the easterly portion for single family housing as shown on
Exhibit A.

3. There is presently a statutory 75' right-of-way in favor of the Board
extending from the top edge of the bank of such ditch on which no permanent structures
may be placed.

4. This Board may modify said right-of-way and in the opinion of the Petitioner
the same may be modified from 75' to 50' without adversely affecting the public interest
or the rights of the Board.

5. Such modification of the right-of-way to 50' from the top edge of the bank

will permit development of the real estate as set forth on Exhibit A.

WHEREFORE, the Petitioner requests that the Board:

(a) Modify the statutory right-of-way from 75' to 50' along the north side of
E1liott Ditch from South Eighteenth Street easterly to the Penn Central Railroad.

(b) Permit construction of a roadway as a permanent structure within said
50' right-of-way as shown on Exhibit A.
NATIONAL HOMES CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION

By /S/ Thomas R. McCully
Thomas R. McCully, Its Attorney

STUART, BRANIGIN, RICKS & SCHILLING
801 The Life Building

tafayette, Indiana 47902
317+742-~8485

Attorneys for Petitioner
It was the decision of the Board to reject this petition.

The Board referred the following ditches to the Engineer to prepare for majntenance funds:
Charles E. Daugherty, Lauramie Township, County Farm Ditch, Tippecanoe and Wabash Townships,
Simeon G. Yeager, Wabash Township, and Isaac Gowen, Tippecanoe Township, in Tippecanoe
County and Prairie Township, in White County.

The Engineer opened the hearing on the Fred Haffner Drain by reading his report and:making
his recommendations to the Board. There had been no remonstrances and no charges against
this ditch., The only one attending was Carl Hendrickson who farms the Eva Palmore ground.
Mr. Hendrickson Had a question on the West Branch where he said the SCS had done some
extension. Because considerable tile has been added, Mr. Ruth suggested walking and
measuring the 3770 Feet of the legal ditch and find exact1y where the ditch ends, possible
the North Tine of the Haan property.

Upon motion by Dale Remaly, seconded by Bruce Osborn and made unanimous by Edward Shaw,
the Board voted to establish a $1.00 per acre maintenance fund.

The Engineer opened the hearing on the Grant D. Cole Ditch by reading to the Board his
report and making his recommendations. Landowners in attendance were Carl Hendrickson

Hearing on theand Fred Trost. The Trost acreage was in error and the Board voted to change it from
Grant D. Cole 120 Acres to 65 acres. There were no remonstrances and no charges against this ditch.

Ditch

11:30 a.m.

Hearing on

Wesley Mahin
Ditch

Those present were in favor of a fund to maintain the ditch so upon motion by Bruce Osborn
seconded by Dale Remaly and made unanimous by Edward Shaw the Board voted to establish a
$1.00 per acre assessment.

The Engineer opened the hearing on the Wesley Mahin ditch by reading his report and making

his recommendations to the Board. Those in attendance were Mrs. Rose Mae Glass, Charles i
Bohart and Marian Bohart. Mr. Bohart said they were assessed on both the Mahin and Walters {
ditch for the same acreage and after discussing the situation it was decided he belonged

on the Walters ditch so the acreage was removed from the Mahin assessment Tist. Mr. Bohart
also reported water problems that did not have any bearingon the legal drain but resulted
from what seemed to be a highway ditch. Mr. Osborn asked John Garrott, the surveyor to
check the situation and report back to the Board of Commissioners at their regular meeting

on Monday August 7, 1972.
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At 1:30 p.m., the Engineer opened the hearing on the William J. Walters Ditch by reading
1:30 p.m. his report and making his recommendations. Many remonstrances were received and read
Hearing on aloud. As many of the people in this watershed area were also assessed on other drains
Wm. J. Waltersin the same area, it was agreed to revise the legal description of the William J. Walters
Ditch drain. Those in attendance were: Simon J. Lehe, Andy Klinkhamer, Gwin Robinson, Virgil
Shultz, Donald W. Brown, Richard W. North and Northwestern Farms, Inc. by their attorney
Edward Chosnek, Kenneth Calloway, William W. Peneton, John Warner, Frank Harner, K.
Kensinger, Francis H. Davis, Maxine Taylor and James Milligan, White County Surveyor.

The new legal description will be

After much discussion, the Board decided to recess this hearing until the regular meeting
on October 4th, 1972, at 1:30 p.m. The secretary was instructed to re-notify all Tand-
owners of the new time and place for the continued hearing.

Order and After the hearings were completed the Board then signed the order and findings and the
Findings and certificates of assessment on the ditches where maintenance funds were established.

Certificates Upon motion by Bruce Osborn, seconded by Dale Remaly and made unanimous by Edward Shaw,
of assessmentsthe Board adjourned.

Edward Shaw, BoarggMember




MINUTES OF THE

TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRATWAGE BOARD HELD SEPTEMBER 6, 1972.

Minutes
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The meeting of the Tippecance County Drainage Board met on September 6, 1972, in the
County Commissioner's Room in the Court House at 9:00 a.m. In attendsnce were: Bruce
Osborn, Dale Remaly, Bdward Shaw, A. Dan Ruth, Fred Hoffman and Gladys Ridder. B

The minutes of thelugust 2nd, 1972 meeting were approved as read.

4 new petition and Resolution to lower the required easement of 75 feet to 50 fest was
brought before tle Board by Thomas McCully, Attormey for the National Homes Construction Co.

STATE OF INILANA )
)y ss:

TTPPECANOS GOUNTY)

Tc: TheTinpecanoe County Drainage Board
Court House
Lafayette, Indiana

PETITION
National Homes Constriiction Sorporation, hereinafter referred to as the
Petitioner, respectfully shows and petitions the Board as follows:

1. The petitioner is the owner of a certain tract of land located in the City
of Lafayette, Indiana, shown on Exhibit A filed herewith. Sald real estate is bounded
by South Eighteenth Street on the west, the Penn Central Railroad on the northeast, and
Flliott Ditch, a legal open ditch, on the south.

2. The petitioner propeses to develop the westerly porticn of said real sstate
for multi-family housing and easterly portion for single family housing as shown on
Exhibit A.

3. Thers is presently a skatutory 75! right-of-way in favor of the Board
extending from the top edge of the bank of such ditch on which no permanent structures
may be placed. ST

L. This Board may modify sald right-of-way and in the opinion of the Petitioner
the same may be modifiad from 75! to 50 ! without adversely affecting the public interest i
or the rights of the Board.

5. Such modification of the right~of-wsy to 50' from the top edge of the bank
will vermit development of the real estate as set forth on Exhibit A.

VHEREFORE, the Petitloner requests that the Board modify the statutory right-
of-way from 75! tc 50' along the north side of Elliott Ditch from South Eighteenth Street
easteriy to the Penn Centrsl Railroad.

NATIOWAL HOMES CONSTRUCTION CORPORATION
By /S/ Thomas R. McCully
Thomas R. McCully. Lts Attorney

STUART, BRANIEIN, RICKS & SCHILLING
801 The Life Building

Lafayette, Indiana L7902
EiR T -

Attorneys for Petitioner

RESOLUTL O

WHEREAS, National Homes Construction Corporetion has filed with this Board 2
petition requesting a modification of the statutory right-ofsway along the north side of
Flliott Ditch from South 18th Street easterly to the Penn Central Rsilroad; and

WHEREAS, such modification is in the public interest =nd will not adversely
affect the Board, the Surveyor, or their duly authorized representatives in the per-
formance of their duties in connection with sald Ditch;

t resolved the The Tippecanoe County Drsinage Board that
de of Elliott Ditch between South 18th Street.snd the
e same hereby is reduced to fifty (50) feet from the top

NOW, THEREFORE, Be i
right-of-way along the north s
Penn Central Railroad be and ©
edge of the bank.

5
h

Adopted this 6th day of September, 1972.
/S/ Bruce Osborn

/S/ Dale Remaly

/3/  Bdward Shaw

After careful consideration the Board moved to approve the reduction. ’ s

The Secretary brought it to the attention that several overlaps in acreage had reached
the tax duplicate and were in need of correction. The Board asked the Engineer if he
would check them out and determine what corrections should be made.

The Board referred the following ditches to the Engineer to prepare for a malntenance
fund: S. K. Richards ditch in Lszuramie Twp., Clyde W. Richards ditch in Lauramie Twp.,
John Toohey ditch, Sheffield Twp. and Alfred Burkhalter ditch in Sheffield Twp. of
Tippecanoe County and Madison Twp. in Clinton County.



The Engineer opened the hearing on the E. F. Haywood Ditch by reading his report and
making his recommendations to the Board. Included in his recommendations were many
area changes due to overlaps with the J. Kellerman ditch. Those changes were as follows:

Andrews, Mabel McDill---N NW Sec.25 Twp 21 R5 80 acres to L5 acres

Conner, James V & Bobbie J.---Pt NE NE Sec2l Twp 21 RS Sacres to 2.92 acres
Kellerman, James S.--~ Pt E SE Sec. 13 Twp 21 R5 33.12 acres to 23.12 acres
Kellerman, James S. ---Pt N FR SW Sec 18 Twpo 21 BL L2.00 acres to L acres
Kellerman, James S. ---S NW Sec 25 Twp 21 RS 80 acres to 8 acres

Kellerman, James S.---N NW SW Sec 25, Twp 21 R5 20.00 acres to 00

Kellerman, James S. ---S NW SW Sec 25 Twp 21 RS 20 acres to 00

Iinville, Rec T & John A---Pt NW SW Sec 18 Twp 21 RL 31.50 acres to 22.50 acres
Rayle, Clyde & Maude A.---Pt NE NE Sec 2L Twp 21 R5 3.00 acres to 00

Smith, Paul E & E. Loren-~-Pt NE NE Sec 2L Twp 21 RS 6.25 acres 3.65 acres
Towne, Richard D & Betty J---Pt NE NE Sec 2L Twp 21 B5 £.00 acres to 2.92 acres

Those in attendance were: Robert Haywood, Robert T.eader, Phyllis Leader, Mabel M. Andrews,
Bob Kirkpatrick, Joe Ratcliff and Spencer Congram. Joe Ratcliff and Robert Leader spoke

9:30 a.m. against establishing a maintenance as did most of those talking talking for the group.
hesring on the  Spencer Congram spoke in favor of establishing a maintenance fund pointing out all the
E.F. Haywood Ditch benefits to be derived from having government help. After much controversy

the Board asked the group if they -"ished to vacate the ditch, take it out of the County's
hands and maintain it themselves. Mr. Osborn explained they would have to petition to

do so and call another meeting but no one wanted to do that. The group then asked the
Board to grant them one year to do their own repairs and come back for a new hearing
with a lower assessment. Upon motion by Bruce Osborn, secondad by Dale Remaly. the
Board granted a continued hearing to be held on September 5, 1973 instructing the
Engineer that he should check the ditch for a progress report at that hearing.

10:30 a.m. The Engineer opened the hearing on the John L. Hengst ditch by reading his report and making
Hearing on the his recommendations to the Board. Those in attendance were: J. Q. Kerkhoff, Thomas C.
John L. Hengst  Schroeder and Ogle Bell. All in attendance were in agreement that this ditch needed
Ditch reconstructing. The group asked the Engineer if he would do the engineering necessary
and provide them with figures and call a new hearinz. Mr. Ruth agreed to help them and
said it would possibly be next spring before a new hearing could be called. The tile
part of the ditch needed to be replaced with an open ditch through theAmstutz, Bell and
Mennen farms. The Board so moved to wait until thereconstruction could be done before
establishing a maintenance fund. )

The Engineer opened the continued hearing on the Lewls Jakes ditch by reading his report
and making his recommendations to the Board. Those in attendance were: Vincent Pearl,

11:30 a.m. Cecelia Pearl, Richard J. Lehe, Robert S. Jewett, Charles Kerkhove, Ruth Beutler,
Hearing on the Marguerite Beutler, Dorothea Sasgthoff, Wayne Keim, Joyce Keim and Lawrence Jones.
Lewis Jakes The Engineer reported that at the upper end of this ditch the tile was in real good

Ditch gondition but the south end was badly in need of repalr. Mr. Keim said he would not

object to an open ditch through him. The group asked the ASCS representative, Charles
Kerkhove, if his office would cost share with them in this project and he assured them
that they would bat that each individual would have to apply for his own share. He
then explained how to go about making application and the Engineer volunteersd to see
that all involwed in this watershed area were properly informed. With the line between
what is maintenance and reconstruction being so fine, the group felt they would rather
set up a $1.00 per acre maintenance fund and make thelir repairs soon and from this fund.
The Board decided that in this case the maintenance would serve their prupose best so

moved to establish a $1.00 per acre assessment maintenance fund.
o, : e
L R J . .

The Engineer opened the continued hearing in the Mary Southworth ditch by reading his
report and making his recommendations to the Board. Those in attendance were: Gladys

N 1:30 p.m. Larrabee, Jackie Kerker, and Charles M. Kirkpatrick. The Engineer recommended vacating

Hearing on the  all of the tile portion of this ditch and maintaining only the open part of the ditch

Mary.Southworth including the headwall. However, after considerable discussion it was agreed that the

Ditch portion abandoned would begin at the East line of the Shidler line and continue to

State Road 26. With the tile portion being vacated the $1.00 per acre assessment was
not necessary so the Engineer suggested a $.30 per acre assessment and all were in
agreement. Upon motion by Bruce Osborn, seconded by Dale Remaly and made unanimous by
Edward Shaw, the Board moved to establish a $.30 per acre assessment.

Order & Findings Having established a maintenance fund on two ditches, namely the Lewis Jakes and the

) ?nd Mary Southworth, the Board signed the Certificates of Assessment and the Order and
Certificates of Findings for both ditches.
Assessments

Upon motion made and carried the meeting adjourned.

Bruce Osborn, Chai

Dale Remaly, Vice Chdirmen /&7

Ftbviord 0, Z

Edward Shaw, Bo%fﬁ Member =

ATTESZS #
%W/&’Z/m

Gladys Ridder, Exec. Secretary




RTGULAR “RETING OF THE TIPPECANCE COUNTY MMAINAGE BOARD OCTOBER L, 1972,

S

Minutes
Approved

Other
business
of the
Board

9130 a.m.
Charles E.
Daugherty

Ditch
Hearing

10430 a.m.
Hearing on the

The Tippecsnoe County Drainage Board held it's regular meeting on October L, 1972, at
9:00 o'clock a.m., with the following members present: Bruce Osborn, Dale Remaly, Edward
Shaw, Dan Ruth, Fred Hoffman and Gladys Ridder.

Upon motion of Bruce Osborn, seconded by Dale Remaly and made unanimous by Edward Shaw,
the minutes of the September 6, 1972 meeting were approved as read.

The Engineer reported to the Board his findings in Clarks Hill with reference to the

J. B. Anderson ditch. Mr. Ruth said he would see that thz legal drain would be repaired
in all locations where there is any possibility of an obstruction. He also stated that

he felt sure that the Anderson Ditch could not nossibly solve the storm water problem

in Clarks Hill. It was his opinion that the ditch was never intended as a storm drain for
the town.

The problems in the J. & J. Subdivision were discussed. It was decided that maintenance
money could not be used to repair the drivewsys that were in need.

The engineer opened the hearing on the Charles E. Daugherty ditch by reading his report and
making his recommendations to the Bozrd. There were no remonstrances and only one person
attended the hearing. Mr. Eber Eugene Johnson, who attended, was very much in favor of a
maintenance fund being established and because he owned 38% of the ditch he felt he had every
reason to speeak.

Upon motion by Bruce Osborn, seconded by Dale Remaly and made unanimous by Edward Shaw,

a $1.00 per acre assessment was established.

The engineer opened the hearing on the Clyde W. Richards ditch by reading his report to the
Board and read a letter from all the landowners in the area asking theBoard to vacate the
ditch and let them tske care of it themselves. With all in agreement, Mr. Osborn so moved

Clyde W. Richardto vacate the C. W. Richards ditch. The only person in attendance was Doyle D. Moore who

Diteh

11:30 s.m.
Hearing on the
S. K. Richards

Ditch

1:30 p.m.

had carried the letter.

“WHE IT RESOLVED by the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board that the Clyde W. Richards

Ditch, located in Lauramie Township, Tippecanoe County, Indiana, be, and the same
hereby is vacated.”

The Engineer opened the hearing on the S.K. Richards ditch by reading his report and making

his recommendations to theBoard. No one from thedrainage area attended and Mr. Ruth read

a letter from all the landowners in the watershed area asking the Board to vacate this
ditch. Mr. Osborn so moved, Mr. Remaly seconded axd Mr. Shaw made it unanimous to grant
their request and vacated the ditch. ]

"BE FT RESOLVED by the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board that the S. K. Richards Ditch,
located in Lauramie Township, TippecanoeC ounty, Indiana, be, and the same hereby is
vacated.”

The engineer opened the hearing on the William J. Walters ditch by reading his revised
report with the changes in acreage from the original L$96.32 A. to 2112.2L acres. Mr.
John Nagle was the only one in the watershed area that appeared. His screage was subject

Wlliam J Walterto change as Mr. Ruth had gone out prior to the hearing and said only 27Acres of Mr. Nagle's

Ditch Hearing

Ditches
Referred

Order & Finding
and
Certificates of
Assessment

50 acres that were assessed to the Walters ditch were also assessed on the Stewart ditch in
White County and the Engineer said he felt it would be fair to let her acreage be assessed

on the Stewart Ditch. .

pon motion by Bruce Osborn, seconded by Dale Remaly zndmade unanimous by Edward Shaw, )
a $1.00 per acre assessment was established.

The Board referred the following ditches to the Engineer for preparing a schedule of
assessments for g maintenance fund: James Vanderkleed, Wabash Twp., Elliott Pearscn,
Washington Twp., Calvin Peters, Perry Twp., Luther Lucas, Sheffield Twp., Arthur E. Rickard,
Perry Twp., James L. McClure, Wabash Twp.

Upon the establishment of a maintenance fund for the Charles E. Daugherty and the William J.
Walters ditches, the Board then signed the Order and Findings and the certificates of assessmem.

Upon motion made and carried the meeting adjourned.

L2y Folon

Bruce Osborn, Chairman

(il

5 £
Dale Remaly, Vice Chiirmdn

Etont . i

Edward Shaw, Board/Member

ATE%M gy

Gladys Ryéder, Exec. Secretary



REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD NOVEMBER 1, 1972.

Minutes
Approved

Requests by
John E. Fisher

Approval on
Advertisements
for Bids
Ditches
Reférred

9:30 a.m.
Hearing on the
Calvin Peters

Ditech

10:30 a.m.
Hearing on the
John Toohey

Ditch

11:30 a.m.
Hearing on the
Luther Lucas

Ditch

1:30 p.m.
Hearing on the
John L. Hoffman

Diteh

Order & Finding
and
Certificate of
Agsessments

ATTEST:

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board held it's regular meeting on November 1, 1972 at 9:00 a.m.
with the following members present: Bruce Osborn, Dale Remaly, Edward Shaw, A. Dan Ruth, Fred
Hoffman, “ohn Garrott and Gladys Ridder.

Upon motion of Bruce Osborn, seconded by fiale Remaly and made unamimous by Edward Shaw, the
minutes of the October 4th, 1972 meeting were approved as read.

John Fisher came before th Board to ask the Board's opinion nn some development to be done

by the Roman Catholiec Diocese between State Road 26 and Union Street. He presented his plans
and explained in detail his recommendations for the disposal of storm water. He proposed a
pipe on the Southern side of Union Street and said he already had his easement for same from
the Public Service Co. and the approval from Area Plan. He suggested the construction of a
new Tegal drain to answer the problems of not only the Diocese but many people in that area
who have had drainage problems for years. He left plans and asked the Board to look them
over and decide. His second request was a letter from the Board giving their approval on the
proposed drainage on Imperial Equipment Co.'s land South of High Point Oil Co. between U.S. 52
and Coneord Road. (NW SE See. 34., Twp. 23., R.h). His plan was to use the parking lot as

a holding pond then empty into bhe Elliott Ditech. .- :

The Board passed approval on the Notice to Bidders presented by the Drainage Engineer for bids
on Fill Dirt, Backhoe, Cement tile, Corrugated Metal Pipe and Dragline.

The Board referred the following ditches to the Engineer to prepare for a maintenance fund:
Lawrence McClure Ditch, Wabash Twp., Charles G. Parker, Perry, Sheffield and Wea Twps., John
VanAtta, Tippecanoe Twp., Inez Lake, Lauramie Twp.

The Engineer opened the hearing on the Calvin Peters ditch by reading his report and making
recommendations to theBoard., Those in attendance were Roscoe E. Mills, his wife and Harry M.
Henderson.

Mr. Mills said nc maintenance had been done on this ditch since 1920 and that he had taken
care of the headwall and outlet. They were in favor of establishing a maintenance fund so
there would be monies to take care of repairs when needed.

Mr. Osborn moved to establish an $1.00 per acre assessment, Mr. Remaly seconded and Mr. Shaw
made it unanimous.

The Engineer opened the hearing on the John Toohey ditch by reading his report and making his
recommendations to the Board. In attendance were Andrew P. Gascho and Leonard Hoon. Both
reporbted the need for a maintenance fund. The tile are only 6 and 8 inch tile so the small
yearly should be adequate. Mr. Osborn moved to establish a $1.00 per acre maintenance fund,
Mr. Remaly seconded the motion and Mr. Shaw made it unanimous.

The Engineer opened the hearing on the Luther Lucas Ditch by reading his report and making
his recommendations. Those in attendance were:s Wallace Rice, George Delong, agent for Fay

Wainwright, John W. Roller, William Kemper and Minnie Roller. Some of the acreage was in
question as to how much actually drained towards the Lucas ditch for the Baker ditech is

also located in this area and a new tile ditch has been built since the legal ditch was con-
structed that drains the water north. Mr. Forrest Johnson reported a break down in his pasture
and Bill Kemper spoke of several needs on this ditch. All were in favor of a maintenance but
wanted the amount per acre lowered.

Mr. Osborn asked what they felt would do the job and most of those present felt $.50 per

acre would be adequate. Mr. Bruce Osborn moved that a $.50 per acre assessment be established
subjeet to the acreage changes to be made by the Engineer when he has a chance to take the
elevations. Those changes will be : Fay Wainwright and Charles and Wallace Rice.

The Engineer opened the hearing on the John L. Hoffman ditch for the purpose of establishing

a maintenance fund. He read his report and made his recommendations to the Board. Those in

attendance were: Bruce Osborn, Dale Remaly and Edward Shaw, Tippecanoe County Board Members

and Mark Porter, Board member for Carroll County. Although Clinton County had been asked

to serve on the Board alsc, no one appeared for that County. Others in attendance were:

4. D. Ruth, Jr., Engineer, Fred Hoffman, Att'y., Gladys Ridder, Secretary along with Roscoe

E. & E. Katherine Mills, Wm. F. & Mary Dietrich, W. Glen Kelly, Elwood & Joe Burkle, Herschel

Smith, Noah E. Wold, John F. Jansen, T. C. Schroeder, Carl Bollman and Fred Laprad.

Many reported that in 1928 a part of this diteh that originally had been an open ditch had

been rebuilt and made into a tile ditch. All present felt this was a mistake for thier

drainage had been poor ever since. The Engineer agreed with them that in that particular

portion an open ditch would serve them much better. It was also reported that some of the 30

inch tile were not covered and could be seen from the top of the ground.

Some of those present wished to confer with the SCS office to see what help they would give in

the engineering and cost sharing. The Board felt they would be better satisfied if they did

;ialk to the SCS office and told them it would be a year before the Couniy could compile any
gures.

time that the reconstruction was gompleted.

Mr. Ruth said he felt this hearing had been valuable in learning the problems and feelings

of those in the watershed area.

Mr. Bruce Osborn made the motion to dismiss the meeting until the time when we would again

notify everyone of a continued hearing, the motion was seconded by Bale Remaly and made

unanimous by Ed Shaw.

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

Upon motion made and carried the meeting adjourned.

2 a2 2
cel Os >

n
Dale Remaly, Vice irman _/
2%4_% , s
dward Shaw, Boar moer

e/ A )
Gladys Kidder, Exec. Secretary

With reconstruction being the need, the Board moved to table the maintenance until such



This letter should have been typed on page 64 in the November:l minutes.

Mr. John E. Fisher - November 17, 1972
k1l Club Lane
Lafayette, Indiana

Dear Sir,

This is to inform you that the proposal, submitted by you at the meeting of the
Tippecanoe County Drainage Board held on November 1, 1972, concerning the storm water
drainage on the land of the Imperial Equipment Company is satisfactory.

This is the land south of the High Point 0il Company between U.S. 52 and Concord
Road (NW SE Section 34, Township 23N, Range LW.)

It would appear that the scheme developed would satisfy any requirements the
Board might seem necessary and also be of considerable benefit to the area.

I wish to take this opportunity to express my gratitude for the excellent coop-
eration in this matter.

Very truly yours,
/S/ _A. D. Ruth, Jr.

%. D. Puth, Jr., Engineer
Tippecanoe County Drainage Board

ADR/gre



SPECIAL MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD NOVEMBER 6, 1972.

Pursuant to the discussion held on October 25, at the time the restraining order was entered
in this cause, the Tippecance County Drainage Board met in special session on Monday,

November 6, 1972, to consider the request of your clients to alter the course of the

legal drains crossing the real estate dn which yourare presently constructing a mobile

home park and also to consider their request to modify the easement for the maintenance

of these legal drains whith are branches of the S.W. Elliott Ditch. It was the decision

of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board that the present course and route of said legal drains
should not be altered, nor would the easement for their maintenance he modified. Therefore,
would you please notify your clients to preceed to re-establish the existing drains.

I also understand that your clients are in violation of the injunction in that they have
not complied with the following order of ‘the Court, the defendants are each hereby further
ordered and directed forthwith to install and maintain any ditech or drain reasonable
necessary to convey or divert any and all water from the construction project in order to
prevent the same from causing any further injury or damage to adjacent or contiguous lands.




o SRECT AT, MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRATNAGE BOARD JANUARY 22, 1973 ... = . .

Those in attendance for the special meeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board
were:s Edward Shaw, Robert Fields, Bruce Osborn, Dan Ruth, Martin Galema, Ken Raines
and Gladys Ridder.

The president, Edward Shaw, opened the meeting and asked the Engineer to present
1965 Drainage Code the facts to those present Mr. Ruth read Sec. 601 of the 1965 Drainage Code. Feeling
(Abstractors) the great need to educate the public on legal drains and their 75 foot eassments and
fevising azway to get the information into the abstracts of title was the Engineer
and the Boards greatest concern.

Those in attendance were: Joe Fletcher, James Shook, William Schroeder, John
Weilbaker, Larry Short, Everette Morgan, Merrill Barrett, William P, Martin, Richard
Donahue, Jim Sharp, Mike Schuh and Joe livesay,

Mr. Ruth volunteered to draft a letter with all of the pertinent information and try
to get into the hands of the attorneys, the realtors, the abstractors and home
builders .

A question and answer period followed and the President then adjourned the meeting.

Following the Special called meeting those persons involved in the Friendly Village
came before the Board for an informal hearing. The following decisions were
reached:

STATE OF INDTANA )
) SS:
TIPPECANOE COUNTY )
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT NO.2
OF TIPPECANOE COUNTY
TO THE 1973 TERM
BRUCE OSBORN, DALE REMALY AND )
EDWARD J. SHAW, Constituting the )
Tippecanoe County Drainage Board ;
vs g CAUSE NO. S$2-7hh-72
MID-STATES ENGINEERING €O., INC.,)
DANNIE'S MOBLLE HOMES, INC., AND )
II VERSIFIELD CONTRACTORS, INC., )
Defendants )

DECREE

Comes not the plaintiffs by J. Frederick Hoffman, their attornmey, and comes also
the defendantsDannie!s Mobile Homes, Inc. by Charles Deets ITI, its attorney, and defendant Diversified
Contractors, Inc. by G. Richard Donahue of the firm of Iittell, Carey and Donahue, its attorney, and
defendant Mid-States Engineering Co, Inc. by Thomas L. Ryan of the firm of Stuart, Branigin, Ricks and
Schilling, its attorney.

On motion of plaintiff, cause dismissed as to defendant Mid-States Engineering Co.,Inc.

By agreement, this cause is submitted to the Court on plaintiff's complaint and all
other pleadings heretofore filed.

By agreement of the parties a1l findings of fact are walived.

! THEREFORE, By agreement of the parties IT IS ORDERED THAT:

: 1. Defendant Dannie's Mobile Homes, Inc. and its agents, including defendant
diversified Contractors, Inc., hereby are enjoined permanently from interfering with the free flow of
water in the branches of the Elliott Ditch, which cross the following described real estate, to-wit;

A part of the North half of the southeast quarter of Section 2, Township 22 North,
Range L West, tippecanoe County, Indiana, more particularly described as follows:

Beginning at a point on the South line of the North half of said Southeast Quarter
section; said point being 1439.910 feet West of the Southeast corner of the West

half of the Northeast quarter of said Southeast quarter section and 564.78' more

or less East of the Southwest corner of the aforementioned half quarter section;
running N 90° 00! OO" on and along the South line of said half, quarter section a
distance of 1439.910 feet to the Southeast corner of the aforementioned half, quarter
quarter section; runming thence N 01° 38! 56" W on and along the East line of said
half, quarter, quarter section a distance of 660.517 feet; running thence S 880 21°
O4" W a distance of 185.156 feet; running thence N 02° 06! 53" W a distance of 190.000
feet; rumning thence N 90° 00' 00" W parallel to the South line of the North hglf of
said Southeast quarter section a distance of 5L40.000 feet; rumning thence 3 75 00'00"
W a distance of 170.000 feet; running thence N 90° 00' 00" W parallel to the South
line of said half quarter section a distance of 715.000 geet; running thence ahs°
00t 00" W a distance of 150.000 feet; running thence N 90 00! OO" W parallel to the
South line of said half quarter section a distance of Li23.591 feet to a point on the
centerline of 01d U.S. 52 as ozo*iginally located, which section of road is now
abandoned; running thence S 24~ 00! 15" E on and slong said centerline and centerline
extended a distance of 269.027 feet; running thence N Ll 06' 00" E a diskance of
18.920 feet to the point of curvature of a curve concave South; and said Curve having
a central angle of 90° 00' 00" and a radius of 140,000 feet; running thence easterly
along said curve an arc distance of 219.911 feet to khe point of tangency of said
curve, said arc being subtended by a chord having a bearing of N 89° 06' OO

E and a length of 197.990 feet; rumning thence S L5° 54! 00" E tangent to the last
described curve a distance of 360.000 feet to the point of curvature of a curve
concave Northeasterly; said curve having a central angle of 33° 00' OO" and a radius
of 330.000 feet; running thence Southegsterly along said curve an arc distance of =
190.066 feet; sald arc being subtended by a chord having a bearing of S 62° 241 Oov

E and a length of 187.450 feet; running thence S 11° 06t 00" W a distance of 130.730
feet to the point of beginning; containing in all 31.943 Acres; subject, however, to
all legal highways, rights-of-way and easements.
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2. Defendant Dannie's Mobile Homes, Inc. and its agents, including defendant
Diversified ContractorsInc., hereby are authorized to relocate the two branches of the Elliott Ditch
which cross the above real estate shown on the site plan which is hereto attached and made a part of this
Decree and marked "Exhibit A" hereto.

3. The flow line of the relocated branches into the main chamnel of the Elliott
ditch shall not be more than sixteen inches lower than the flow line of the former branches which are
being relocated into the main channel of said ditch.

h. A1l twenty-four inch tile used in said relocated branches of the Elliott Ditch
shall be made of reinforced concrete.

5. When said branches of the Elliott Ditch are relocated, there shall be installed
catch basins of adequate size to drain the surface water, with a maad.nmm beehive of ten (10) inches.

6. When said branches have been relocated as permitted hereunder, defendants
Dannie's Mobile Homes, Inc. shall maintain same for a period of three (3) years from the date of the
completion of such relocated construction.

7. At the time of the installation of the tile in the relocated branches, defendant
Dannie's Mobile Homes, Inc. shall pay all reasonable costs for on site inspectors furnished by plaintiffs.

8. The easement provided by Section 601 of the Indiana Drainage, Burns Ind.
Statute 27-301, along said relocated branches of the Elliott ditch across the above real estate hereby
is reduced to a total width of fifty (50) feet, as shown by "Exhibit A" hereto.

9. There shall be no permanent structures placed on said easement, except streets
and utilities as shown by "Exhibit A" hereto.

Dated at Lafayette, Indiana this day of January, 1973.

ENTER:

Judge
Upon motion made and carried the meeting adjourned.

Fhad O oo

Edward Shaw 7

Jt bt S

Rober ields
%1\

TUuCe @’sborn
ATTEST:

Gladys Ridder, Exe¢ Secretary




THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRATNAGE BOARD MARCH 7, 1973.

Minutes Approved

Ditches Referred

Other Business

i i | 1d in the County
The regular meeting of the Tippecanoce County Drainage Board was he
Council Room in the Tippecanoe County Court House at 9:00 a.m., on Wednesday, March7,
1973. Present at the meeting were: Edward Shaw, Robert Fields, Bruce Osborn, A. D.

Ruth, Jr., Fred Hoffman and Gladys Ridder.

Upon motion by Edward Shaw, seconded by Bruce Osborn and made unam:.mous by Robert
Fields, the oard gpproved the minutes of the February 7, 1973 meeting as read.

i i i i d set up:
The Board referred the follwing ditches to the Engineer for Maintenance Fun
Brady vs Nash, Wea Twp., John Brose, Shelby Twp. in Tipp: County ?.nd Round Grove Twp.
in White County, Cochran VS Holms, Wea Twp., Jesse A. Cripe, Washington Twp., County
Farm, Wabash Twp. & Alonzo Taylor, Jackson & Wayne Twps.

Mr. Hoffman reported to the Board that Mr. Floweres had called and complained. about
water backing up after the repairs to the Elliott ditch had been masie. I:Ie said he
had contacted Mr. Donahue who in turn informed his client and the srbuatlol.'l was now
being taken care of. He asked Mr. Ruth to please contact Mr. Flowers and inform him

of same.
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9:30 a.m. Hearing
on
Alexander Ross
Ditch

10:30a.m. Hearing
on
John VanNatta Ditch

11:30 a.m. Hearing
on
Joseph Sterrett Ditch

Order & Findings
and
Certificate of
Assessments

ATTEST:

D
Mr. Ruth told the oard he had met with John Tse. His plan for thelakes on the McClure
ditch were far in the future and Mr. Ruth felt the hearing should be set for a main-
tenance fund on McClure ditch possibly May 6, 1973.
Mr. Francis Albregts discussed the possiblity of placing a breather in the side ditch
of IT-65 and Fellbaum branch of the Berlovitz ditch to alleviate a ponding there.
Board granted permission and said if the breather created trouble elsewhere it could
always be removed.

The Engineer opened the hearing on the Alexander Ross ditch by reading his report
and making recommendations. Those in attendance were: Walter Pendleton, Pete Keiser,
George Hatke, Prances Albregis and Dick Smith.

Mr. Keiser reported that water was standing on top of the Ross ditch on the
o'Ferrall land and this situation had only began since I-65 was built. Mr. Ruth
siad he would look into the situation and if the problem was created by the State
Highway, he would notify them of same and they would have to correct it.

Mr. Pete Keiser said the acreage in Sec. 25 of 5.22 A that he had sold VanMeeter was
assessed on the Berlovitz ditch but that before he had sold it, he had placed new
tile on that land and drained that acreage to the Alexander Ross ditch. He suggested
removing the acreage from Berlovitz and placing it on the Alexander Ross Ditch.

The Board agreed and instructed the Secretary to do so.

Discussion followed among those present as the amount of per acre assessment. As
the majority felt $.75 per acre would be adequate, the Board moved to establish a
$.75 per acre assessment.

The Engineer opened the hearing on the John VanNatta Ditch by reading his report
and making his recommendations. Thoseé in attendance were: Charles R. VanNatta,
Charles R. VanNatta,. Jr., M.P. Plumlee, Ward W. Smith .and Douglas McGill.

The Engineer read a letter from Mr, Plumlee, Don Brown, Ted Hunt and Charles
VanNatta. The point being they had taken such good care of the ditch they felt
$.35 would be adequate. They asked for a portion of the tile ditch be made into a
grass waterway. They also said they would continue to take care of their ditch even
though a maintenance was established.

Because of their great concern for each other's needs and perfect cooperation, the
Board moved to establish & $.35 per acre assessment as requested.

The Engineer opened the hearing on the Joseph Sterrett ditch by reading his report
and making his recommendations to the Board. Those in attendance were: Charles R.
VanNatta, Harry W. Hampton, Douglas McGill, and Charles R. VanNatta, Jr.

Mr. Ruth read a letter from Mr. Charles Van Natta and Harry Hampton:stating that
this drain was so well designed and installed that their maintenance over the years
had been very small. They asked for a $.25 per acre assessment. Mr. Ruth said he
felt this was too small. The landowners present sald if it proved too small, they
would gladly consent to a new hearing for the purpose of raising the amount.

Mr. Charles VanNatta said in Sec. I out of a 1754 tract only 504 drained instead of
804 as assessed. The Board asked Mr. Ruth to check and correct the acreage after
elevations were taken. The final decision was A.

After a bit of a discussion the Board moved to establish a $.35 per acre assessment.
After establishing a maintenance fund on the Alexander Rogs, the John VanNatta and
the Joseph Sterrett ditches, the Board signed the Order and Findings and the Cert-
ificates of Assessments.

Upon motion made and carried the Board adjourned.

iy o e
Jfapl 9
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T1c¢e ‘Osborn

L A 4,/,/%6/
Gladys Ridder, Exec. Secretary



MONTHLY MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRATNAGE BOARD HELD JULY 18, 1973.

9:00
Business Meeting

Signing of the

minutes

Elmer Th

Dunkin

omas

Ditch

Bob Hodgen

10:00

- S.W. Elliott Ditch

AM,

Maintenance
Hearing

ATTEST®

'aiadys/Ri

= 7

Those in attendance at the regular session of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board
held on July 18, 1973 were: Edward Shaw, Robert Fields, Bruce Osborn, A.D. Ruth, Jr.,
Fred Hoffman, Ken Raines and Gladys Ridder. By request of the Surveyor Mr. Ruobert
Fickle also attended.

A motion by Bruce Osborn, seconded by Robert Fields and made unanimous by Edward Shaw
was to approve the minutes of the June 6, 1973 meeting as read.

Mr. Ruth discussed the Elmer Thomas ditch progress and reported he was about ready to
advertise for bids. The Board agreed he should advertise as soon as the engineering
and specifications were ready.

The people on the Dunkin ditch had collected money and did some work beyond the end
of the Dunkin ditch. The county's share of this improvement was $56.88. The board
approved payment of same.

The Board approved a partial payment to be made to Bob Hodgen for work he has done so
far on the Train Coe Ditch.

The Engineer opened the hearing on the S.W. Elliott ditch for establishing a maintenance
fund by reading his report and making his recommendation to the Board.

Those in attendance were: George L. Treece, James Murtaugh, Norbert Korty, Paul L.
Hamman, Ed Hatke, Marjorie Halstead, Bugene R. Moore, Howard R. Porter, Kenneth McCabe,
Richard H., Smith, Hall Price, Fred Bratz, Louise Bratz, J.Kenneth Biery, Jack E. Keith,
Rostone Corp., Herman L. McCord, Laf. Refg. Service, Jim Burghardt, Fay Wainwright by:
George E. Delong, V.L. VanAsdall, N&W Railway Co., Muncie, Ind., William H. Lane,
William P, Martin, Soil Cons. Service, Roy A. Smith, Supervisor Soil Cons. Serv.
Discussion followed with many questions asked as to what the Engineer planned to do
and did the Interstate create any problems, why some of them pay city Sewage and still
assessed on the ditch, etc. All questions were answered to the satisfaction of those
present.

Mr. Osborn asked if any one present had any objections to the Engineer's proposed
seventy five cents per acre assessment and no one objected.

Some acreage changes were suggested by the Engineer and Mr. Fickle.

Mr. Fickle said Pipers Glen should have been assessed on this along with the condominium
but not any part of the Tecumseh's Addn.

Also Mr, Ruth suggested a few acreage removals namely: The Wilhauk's - three tracts
removed; Stafac, Inc. - .U6A removed and I, M. House & Kathryn M, House, Tr., tract
7-006-011 Part South Northwest Section 6 Township 22 Range 3 a-.36.68 acre tract, 16
acres out of Elliott and added to Lane Parker. Zgyptian Lacquer reduced to zero acres.

The business of the day completed, the Board so moved to adjourn.
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Regular Business
Session 9:30 a.m.

Huntleigh Estates

10:00 AM.
Maintenance
Hearing
on
L. B. Wilson
Ditch

11:00 A.M.
Maintenance
Hearing
on
Richard B.
Wetherill
Ditech

ATTEST:

Those in attendance at the regular meeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage
Board held on August 1, 1973 in the County Commissioners room in the Court House
were: Edward Shaw, Robert Fields, Bruce Osborn, A.D.Ruth, Jr., Fred Hoffman and
Gladys Ridder.

Upon motion by Robert Fields seconded by Bruce Osborn made unanimous by Ed
Shaw, the minutes of the July 18, 1973 were approved as read.

Mr. Ruth read a letter he had written to the Schneider Engineering Corporation
with reference to using the Elliott Ditch.

July 25, 1973

Schneider Engineering Corporation
3675 North Post Road
Indianapolis, Indiana L6226
RE: Storm Water Drainage for
Huntleigh Estates Addition
Gentlemen:

It is the recommendation of this office that, before approval by given-the
above mentioned Subdivision, provisions be made to controcl the storm water run-off.

It is the philosophy of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board that the storm
water shall not enter the Elliott Ditch at any greater rate or in any greater
quantity than it does at the present time. This means that all development which
naturally drains into the Elliott Ditch must be controlled and that the storm water
run-off meet the above requirement.

Therefore, it is recommended that a scheme be developed to meet the above
requirement. It would be well to have the proposal approved as soon as is practical.

If this matter is resolved I see no other objections from a storm water stand
point to this development.

Very truly yours,

/S/ A. Daniel Ruth
4. Daniel Ruth, Surveyor

ADR/res

The Engineer opened the hearing on the L.B. Wilson Ditch by reading his
report and msking his recommendations to the Board. The Board consisted of the
Tippecanoe County Board with the Fountain County Commissioners, Kenneth Raybum,
Lucky Stucker, Fountain County Surveyor, Elmer Thomas and Keith Barnhart, Fountain
County Attorney. The landowners in the watershed area of both counties were:
Donald Holoday for Mr. Wilson, Berniece and Frank Oteham, Richard T. North, Russell
D. North, Ralph E. Jackson, Larry Carlson, Orbille Carlson, Pearl Meharry, Mr. and
Mrs. J. W. Schumann, Robert Amstutz, William VanHook, Frank Pearl Jr.

Because Fountain County had not properly notified their people, as to acreage
or amount of assessment per acre, the attorneys felt there was a necessity to hold
another hearing. Another ditch (Nixon) in Fountain County is a branch of the L.B.
Wilson and the Fountain County Board needed time to decide whether to assess it with
Wilson or by itself and pay a percentage on Wilson also.

When these questions have been answered they will let us know and we'll
notify our people of another hearing.

The Engineer opened the hearing on the Richard B. Wetherill ditch by reading
his report and making his recommendations to the Board. He reported that the head-
wall was in bad shape and he felt the $1.00 per acre assessment was not too high.
Mr. Robert Martin, acting Surveyor of Bentdn.County joined our Board but none of
the Benton County Drainage Board attended. Those in the watershed area of the drain
who attended were: Wayne Wettschurack, John Miller, William Wettschurack, Max
Kelly and M. P. Lord.

Benton County did not notify their people as is required by law but Mr. Martin
said he felt they could be ready by September and the Board knowing our September
schedule was pretty full voted to set the new hearing on the Wetherill Ditch at
10:30 a.m. October 3, 1973. Both Benton County and Fountain County are struggling
to get started as neither have a budgeted office with Secretary, typist, etc, so out
Board offered any assistance they mightwant.

Upon motion made and carried the Board adjourned.
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... THE FEGULAR MEETING OF THE TTPPECANOE COUNTY DRATNAGE BOARD HELD SEPTEMBER 5, 1973 .

N

Signing of
Minutes

Business Meeting

30th Street Drainage

Friendly Village

S. W. Elliott Ditch

E. F. Haywood Ditch
Continued
Hearing

Order & Findings

Tt d

The meeting ofthelippecanoe County Drainage Board was held in the County Council
Room on September 5, 1973 at 9:30 a.m. with the following memberspresent: Robert
F. Fields, Edward Shaw, Dan Ruth, Fred Hoffman, and Gladys Ridder.

Upon motion by Edward Shaw seconded by Robert Fields, the minutes of the August 1
and 27th, meetings were approved as read.

In the business meeting, the Board was shown the claim of the Riehle Construction
Company for work done on the Berlovitz Ditch. The Surveyor reviewed his feelings
gbout the agmount of charge per hour for labor and wanted their opinions. The
Board recommended we pay 20 hours @ $20.75 per hour and an additional $50.00 for
additional labor or $L65.00 total.

The matter of the 30th Street drainage was brought to the attention of the Board
with no decision being made.

Mike Norris and Dick Fidler came before the Board with their plans to discuss the
needs to complete Friendly Village Mobile Home Park drainage to the satisfaction
of the requirements imposed by this Board. A new description of the re-routing
of the branch of Elliott done by Mid-States was required.

A portion ofMr. Wendell Flowers ground was still in trouble and Mr. Fidler said
with only a .12% grade it would probably be caused by silt settling and they
would flush the pipe in that area to help that situation.

When everything is finished, Mid-States need to provide the County with an
easement for the:mewly routed branch and theCounty will need to provide an easemeht
for a crossing of Elliott ditch with city water mains etc.

The Engineer opened the continued hearing on S. W. Elliott Ditch by explaining
the reasons for a second hearing. The Pipers Glen area had been omitted in the
first hearing and according to the drainage law to add to the assessment role

a new hearing had to be called.

Those in attendance were Paula Chrisman and Rita Lasley, both in the Piper Glen
area. Each one had questions on why they pay city sewage and have to pay on Elliott
too, so Mr. Ruth explained the difference between Storm Sewers and City Sewage.

The Board so moved to establish a .75¢ per acre assessment on B. W. Elliott ditch.

The engineer opened the continued hearing on theE. F. Haywood Ditch by reading
the minutes of thelast meeting, held September 1972. Those in attendance were:
Jerome Rund, Mabel McDill Andrews, Kettie and Robert W. Kirkpatrick, Robert J.
and Jane Moore and 0. J. Leibenguth. Mr. Robert Leader had telephoned and wanted
to cast his vote by phone to be in favor of a maintenance fund. Jerome Rund and
0. J. Leibenguth both spoke out in favor of a maintenance fund. Mr. Kirkpatrick
and Mr. Moore both spoke vehemently against a maintenance fund and in favor of
doing the work themselves.

Mr. Ruth and Mr. PFields advised them to establish a maintenance fund, Mr. Shaw
favored postponing the hearing for one more Year. Mr. Moore sald if those that
were in favor should have attended the hearing that he had driven from Indianapolis
to protest.

Mr. Shaw made a motion to postpone one year and Mr. Fields seconded the motion.

After establishing a maintenance fund on the 3. W. Elliott ditch, the Board signed
the Ording and Findings and Certificate of Assessments.

Upon motion made and carried the Board adjourmed.
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REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRATNAGE BOARD JANUARY 9, 1974

81

Election of Officers

Minutes of November
Meeting

Montgomery Ward
Warehouse

Kirkpatrick Drain
Problem

9:30 a.m.
JAMES S, KELLERMAN
Maintenance Hearing

10:00 a.m.
N. W. BOX MAINTENANCE
HEARING

The regular meeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board was held in the County
Commissioner's room on January 9, 197L at 9:00 a.m., with the following members
present: Bruce Osborn, Robert F. Fields, Edward Shaw, Ron Melichar, A. D. Ruth, Jr
and Gladys Ridder.

Upon motion of Bruce Osborn, seconded by Edward Shaw, Robert F. Fields was elected

to serve as Chairman of the Drainage Board for the year 197h. Upon motion of Edwsrd
Shaw and seconded by Robert Fields. Bruce Osbormn was elected to serve as Vice Chairman
of the Drainage Board for the year 197L. Upon motion of Bruce Osborn, seconded by
Edward Shaw and made unanimous by Robert Fields, 4. D. Ruth, Jr. and Fred Hoffman

snd Gladys Ridder were appointed by the Board to serve in their respective jobs as
Drainage Engineer, Drainage Board Attorney and Executive Secretary.

Upon motion of Edward Shaw, seconded by Robert Fields and made unanimous by Bruce
Osborn, the minutes of the November 7, 1973 meeting were approved as read.

Mr. Buth reported to the Board that the Montgomery Ward warehouse on Imperial
Parkway had been constructed directly over the tile ditch that is a Branch of the
S. W. Elliott ditch. In checking with Area Plan, Mr. Ruth reported that construction
had been started without a building permit or a check with the Surveyor's office as
to whether any drains were in the area. The acting County Attorney, Mr. Ronald
Melichar, instructed Mr. Ruth to notify the owners of the land and building te
remove the bullding immedlately.
January 1L, 1974
Wr., Steven Rachlin
17 Academy Street
Newark, New Jersey 07102 Re: Building on Imperial Drive
south of the City of Lafayette, Ind.
Dear Mr. Rachlin,

This is to advise that the building owned by you at the above location is
setting over branch #ll of the Elliott Ditch legal drain, and in part is well within
the easement of this drain. (The enclosed sketches show the location of this branch.)

After discussing this matter with the members of the Tippecanoce County
Drainage Board and their attorney, I was instructed to inform you that the building
in question must be removed from the easement of the legal drsin.

If this matter is not resolved of within the next 30 days appropriate legal
action will be taken.
Sincerely,

/S/ A. D. Ruth, Jr.
A.D. Ruth, Jr. Tipp. Co. Surveyor

ADR/res

Mr. John Fisher and Mr. Dow Orrell came before the Board to discuss drainage
problems comnected with ;the development in the area of the James N. Kirkpatrick
ditch. The subject was discussed but no decision was reached. Both gentlemen
were invited to return at a later date.

A discussion was held as to the possibility of the Drginage Board having jurisdiction
over the holding ponds in the subdivisions. No decision was reached.

The Engineer opened the hearing on the James S. Kellerman diteh by reading his
report and making his recommendations to the Board. Because none of the individuals
in this watershed appeared at this hearing and because of the road conditions being
hazardous, the Board moved to continue this hearing until February 6, 1974 and
instructed the Secretary to notify those people of same,

The Engineer opened the hearing on the N. W. Box ditch by reading his report and
making his recommendations to theBoard. There were no remonstrances filed against
this ditch. Some corrections in the acreage were necessary because of everlaps
with the Motsinger, E. W. Andrews and McFarland ditches.

Those in attendance were: John B. Randolph, Atty. for Wilma B. Creson, Charles
Kerkhove, Jordan McCarty, Robert C. Kerkhove, Roland D. Hglleck for Purdue Research
Foundation and Frank J. Welch.

The changes in acreage are as follows:

Leota L. & Jordan McCarty's 384 deleted from the Box assessment role.

Raymond R. & Ruth Calvert 1 _ s o)

ot T & Cathorine . Trout ) Und % (each) S. Side S.W. Fr. Sec 19-24-5

27 Acres taken out of McFarland ditch and left in the Box watershed.

Purdue Research Foundation as follows: S.NE Sec 19-2L-5 remove 10 A from McFarlad
watershed, NW SW & W NE SW of Sec 17-24-5 remove 374 from McFarland watershed,
SE S & B NE S" of Sec 17-24-5 remove 60A from McFarland watershed, SW SW of

Sec 17-2L-5 remove 38A from the McFarland watershed, a total of 1L5A remove from
McFarland and claims for an erroneous tax filed for the Trouts and Purdue to
reimburse them for the years 1972 and 1973 in which they paid on this acreage to
the McFarland Maintenance Fund.

Bruce Osborn asked those present if they had any objections to the proposed
seventy five cents per acre assessment and they all said they thought that a fair
assessment.

Upon motion of Bruce Osborn, seconded by Edward Shaw and made unanimous by Robert
Fields, the Board so moved to establish a $0.75 per acre Maintenance Fund assessment.



Gladys Ridder,
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Exe. Secretary

On motion made and carried the meeting adjourned. ::>

LZ:/ %vff/{yz%(

Robert F. Fields, Chairman

) / 7
_44_(,,. L&

Bruce Osborn, Vice Chalrhan

é&// zz L )\ EM

Edward J. Shaw, Member




REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD APRIL 3, 1974

INFORMAL MEETING AT
9:00 a.m.

J. KELLY O'NEALL
MAINTENANCE HEARING
9:30 a.m.

JOHN C. AMSTUTZ
MAINTENANCE HEARING
10:00 a.m.

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met in regular session in the Tippecanoe County
Court House in the County Commissioner's room at 9:00 a.m..:on Wednesday, April 3rd
1974 with the following members present: Bruce Osborn, Edward Shaw, and Richard L.
Smith, setting in for Robert Fields, A. D. Ruth, Jr., Fred Hoffman and Gladys Ridder.

Mr.. Audley Oshier came before the Board with a problem of a bridge across the
McFarland ditch on his property. The construction of the bridge with no steel being
used rendered the capacity of this bridge very poor. The Board told him they could
not by law use any of McFarland's maintenance money to reconstruct a bridge and that
they were sorry but the problem was his and the county could not help him.

Mr. Allen Orr sent his request by Mr.. A. D. Ruth to re-route a part of the Morin
ditch on his farm, (he's buying on contract from Mary Sherwin). He had a need

to get around a peat bog. The Board 0.K.'d the re-routing if Mr. Orr would comply
with Mr. Ruth's requirements.

Fred Blair ask Mr. Ruth to report his problem on a private tile being cut by a
trailer park and then reconnected the tile above his tile. The Board said this
was a matter for an attorney unless it was a branch of the Elliott legal drain and
they would Took into it.

The Engineer opened the hearing on the J. Kelly 0'Neall maintenance fund hearing
by reading his report and asking the Board to include a spur as a part of the legal
drain. Those in attendance were: Halter Holtman, Kiley Sterrett, Jr., William
Richardson, Harley Roudebush and LaVaughn Crull. A1l those present were much fin
favor of a maintenance fund of one dollar per acre and the sooner the better. The
ditch is in need of dredging but there was an open ditch that was not a part of
the Tegal description that they all felt should be made a part of the legal ditch.
Again the attorney said that to add another branch to the legal required a new
hearing and another advertising for the benefit of all involved. Many felt that
government moved too slowly and they would take it upon themselves to repair this
part to be added and then appeal for the maintenance. The Board so moved to continue
this hearing in June, 1974.

The engineer opened the maintenance hearing on the John C. Amstutz by explaining

to those there that the new hearing was called to add a part of Section 9 that had
been omitted from the original assessment role. Those present were: Dale Remaly,
Omer Murphy, Ralph Patrick, Hazel Temple and Robert Temple.

Many of those present were of the opinion that their acreage assessment was in error.
Mr. Ruth told the Board that he had been out there on at least three occasions and
had asked for the help of the Soil and Water Conservation Service aerial photos to
try and determine a proper assessment. He asked the Board to remove the assessment
against Ralph H.. & Shirley Patrick and Omer P. & Lorraine B. Murphy because their
water went west. He also asked to reduee Mabel Martin's acreage from 6.49 to 2.50.
The Board so agreed. Mr. Dale Remaly and Mrs. Temple felt Ciarence Behringer's
property should all have been assessed in this watershed instead of only halfi in
the SE quarter of section four (4). Because this acreage needed to be added to the
watershed and Mr. Behringer notified, the Board moved to establish a $1.00 per acre
assessment unless Mr. Behringer objected to the assessment and then a new hearing
would be held in June, 1974.

The Engineer opened the maintenance hearing on the Arthur Rickerd. ditch by reading

ARTHUR RICKERD MAINTENANChis report and making his recommendations to the Board. There were none of the

HEARING
10:30

ORDER AND FINDINGS

Willard Plumlee

landowners in this watershed present. As there areonly seven people involved and
because the Board takes the attitude that if no one remonstrates or attends it must
mean that they are in agreement with the notice sent them.

Mr. Edward Shaw made the motion to estabiish a $1.00 per acre assessment, Mr. Richard
L. Smith seconded the motion and Mr. Bruce Osborn made it unanimous.

After establishing a maintenance fund on the Arthur Rickerd ditch, the Board signed
the Order and Findings and Certificate of Assessments.

Mr. Willard Plumlee came before theBoard asking their permission to reroute that
part of the County Farm Ditch that came through his farm for the purpose of making
a small pond on his farm. The Board said they would not pay for any part of the
re-routing out of the maintenance fund and would like to Took the situation over
before they gave any written consent.

The following orders were received to appoint a special member of the Board in
Robert F. Fields place due to the fact of him being a property owner on two of the
above ditches. )

IN THE MATTER OF THE JOHN C. AMSTUTZ DITCH

ORDER

Comes now the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board by its Secretary, and
certifies that it will be necessary to have a special member to act in the proceed~
ings coneerning the John C. Amstutz Ditch scheduled to begin on April 3, 1974, and
being further advised finds in the premises that Richard L. Smith is a resident
freeholder of the County and is qualified to act as a special member of the Board.

IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Richard L. Smith be
and is hereby appointed a special member of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board
to serve as a special member in all preceedings concerning the John C. Amstutg Ditch.

/S/ Warren B. Thompson
Warren B. Thompson
Judge, Tippecanoe Circuit Court




IN THE MATTER OF THE ARTHUR E. RICKERD DITCH
ORDER

Comes now the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board by its Secretary, and
certifies that it will be necessary to have a special member to act in the proceedings
concerning the Arthur E. Rickerd Ditch scheduled to begin on April 3, 1974, and being
further advised finds in the premises that Richard L. Smith is a resident freeholder
of the County and is qualified to act as a special member of the Board.

IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Richard L. Smith be and
is hereby appointed a special member of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board to
serve as a special member in all proceedings concerning the Arthur E. Rickerd Ditch.

/S/ Warren B. Thompson
Warren B. Thompson
Judge, Tippecanoe Circuit Court

Upon motion made and carried the Board agjaﬁ?ﬁed.

obert F. Fields, by Richard L. Smit
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ATTEST: 7 Edward J. Shaw
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Gladys H. Ridder, Executive Secrefany




REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD JULY 3, 1974.

The regular meet1ng of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met in the County
Council Room in the Tippecanoce County Court House at 9:00 a.m. o'clock with the
following members present:

Bruce Osborn, Robert F. Fields, Edward Shaw, Fred Hoffman, A. D. Ruth, Jr. and
Gladys Ridder.

Minutes Approved Upon motion of Bruce Osborn, seconded by Edward Shaw and made unanimous by Robert
Fields the Board accepted the minutes of the June 5, 1974 meeting as read.

Mr. Ruth explained to the Board that Charles Vaughan had been in to discuss the
e possibility of having a branch of the John McFarland ditch reconstructed. Mr.
McFarland Ditch Vaughan has need of an open ditch and the Board told the Engineer to hold an
informal meeting to get the feelings of the other people involved and if there
were no objections from others to prepare the profile.

9:30 a.m The Engineer opened the hearing on the Nathaniel W. Bowen ditch by explaining to
Vacat%on 0% ihe the Board the condition of the ditch and the feeling of the people involued.
N. W. Bowen Ditch No one atterided the hearing but at the last hearing on this ditch the people

present made it known that they wanted the ditch vacated. The attorney said with
out all the land owners being present the Board would have to go through the
formalities and re-inform everybody in the watershed of the intent. With no

one attending they took the attitude that all were in favor and so moved. Motion
by Edward Shaw, seconded by Bruce Osborn and made unanimous by Robert Fields the
Nathaniel W. Bowen ditch was vacated. This should not be confused with the N. W.
Bowen ditch that was vacated in November of 1973. This one involves Carroll
County and Tippecahoe County and the one vacated in November was a Tippecanoe
County Ditch only.

Mr. Gene Stano and Mr. John Fisher came before:the Board with many problems they
have had and several suggestions for re-routing the Branch No. 14 of the Elliott
Ditch which has a Montgomery Ward warehouse built directly over it. The Board

had granted August 1, 1974 as the deadline for re-routing the ditch. They would
take the $6,000.00 check and build the new ditch themselves if the deadline was
not met. Mr. Stano asked for an extension of time for that deadline and the Board
granted them thirty days. Those involved in the re-routing would be Fairfield
Mfg. Co., Montgomery Ward and perhaps Robert Calloway.

John Fisher
for
Montgomery Ward

Informal At 10:30 a.m. the Board held an informal reconstruction hearing on the James A.
reconstruction Shepherdson ditch. Those present were Floyd Bolyard, Jr., Fern Landes, Bernard
hearing and Mary Spitznagle, Mr. & Mrs. Howard Ayers, John E. Haan and Margaret Cornell.

Shepherdson Ditch . . .
A11 present were much in favor of reconstruction but there were some reservations

as to the openuditch but would need a grassed waterway over the new tile ditch
and the Board said that would be his expense. Mr. Ruth said he would figure the
new construction two ways, with and without open ditch, and at the Regular hearing
in September he wauld give them prices and the decision could be theirs.

On motion made and carried the meeting adjour

ned
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REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD OCTOBER 2, 1974

0

?ﬁe regular meeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Baord met in the County Council Room
in the Tippecanoe Coun?y Court House at 9:30 a.m., o'clock with the following members present:
Bruce Osborn, Robert Fields, Edward Shaw, Fred Hoffman, A. D. Ruth, Jr. and Gladys Ridder.

Upon motion of Mr. Osporn,-seconded by Mr. Fields and made unanimous by Edward Shaw, the Board
Minutes Approved moved to accept the minutes of the September 18th, 1974 meeting as read.

OCTOBER 2, 1974 MEETING CONTINUED.

Clarks Hi11
Disposal System

Montgomery Ward
Warehouse

ATTEST:

)

In the September 18th drainage board meeting the Clarks Hill Disposal Consulting Engineer
met with the Board requesting permission to empty the effluent from the disposal system
into the East branch of the J. B. Anderson legal drain. At this time the Board said they
would not answer for those people on the J. B. Anderson drain and instructed the Secretary
to notify these people of a hearing and let them make the decision. Those responding to the
notice were: Gregory J. Donat, A. B. Coyner, Glenn Heaton, Eugene Johnson, Joy Anderson,
Dan Waddell, Don Maxwell, Ralph Anglin and Jack Wisley.

The Engineer opened the hearing by asking the engineer for the Disposal System to explain
the proposal to dump the effluent into the 33" tile of the J. B. Anderson ditch. Questions
were asked as he finished the explanation. Jack Wisley said one teacup of water more, in
his opinion, would be too much to put into this already overloaded ditch. Mr. A. D. Waddell
said he had a twenty acre pond because the tile carried his water away so slowly. Eugene
Johnson said he felt if the Engineers designing the system had studied the history of this
ditch, they wouldn't even consider puting more water into it and said he felt the best
solution they had was to build their own tile ditch. The Board took a vote and five out of
eight people present voted against letting the J. B. Anderson ditch be used for the effluence.
The Board then voted unanimously not to permit the Anderson legal drain to becused to
carry the effluent of the Clarks Hi1l Disposal Plant.

Mr. Joy Anderson asked the engineer for help on the West leg of the J. B. Anderson Tegal
drain. Mr. Ruth said he would be out to look the situation over and take whatever steps
necessary to determine the cause of the problem.

The Board members discussed the six thousand (6,000.00) dollar check being held for the
payment of re-routing the branch of the Elliott ditch where the Montgomery Ward warehouse
stands and their disposition of it. Mr. Osborn said he was in favor 6f having the Davis
Construction Co. open the ditch that was re-routed so that it could be inspected as per
instruction. The Engineer was instructed to call Davis and get the job done. Mr. Osborn
put it in motion form and Robert Fields seconded the motion with Edward Shaw making it
unanimous.

|
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REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD ON NOVEMBER 6TH, 1974

Minutes Approved

Payment to Hodgen

Letter from
John Fisher

9:30 Treece
Meadows

10:00 a.m.
Ind. Gas Co.,Inc.

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Baord met in the County Council Room of the Tippecanoe
County Court House at 9:00 a.m. on November 6th, 1974 with the following members present:
Bruce Osborn, Edward Shaw, Fred Hoffman, A. D. Ruth, Jr. and Gladys Ridder.

Upon the reading of the minutes of the Octobee~2nd meeting, Bruce Osborn moved to approve the
minutes as read. Edward Shaw seconded the motion so motion carried.

The Engineer informed the Board that the clearing work on the S. W. Elliott ditch had been
completed to satisfaction according to the specifications of the bid and that payment of
$3,000.00 should be approved. Motion made by Bruce Osborn, seconded by Edward Shaw to approve
the claim for $3,000.00 to Bob Hodgen.

Mr. Ruth presented the Board a drawing and a copy of a canceled check made for re-routing of
Branch No. 14 on the S. W. Elliott ditch where the Montgomery Ward Warehouse had been erron-
eously built across this branch of the legal drain. The Board adknowledged same and ask for

a three year maintenance bond from the Pioneer National Title Insurance Comppny for $3,000.00
in exchange for the release of a $6,000.00 check being held by the Board. The Tetter of request
was to be sent not only to Pioneer National Title Insurance Company but a copy to John Fisher
also.

The petition for a Legal drain in Treece Meadows Subdivision was presented to the Board. It was
determined that the drain would be better as an extension of the Wilson Branch of the §. W.
ETTiott ditch. Mr. Joseph Bumbleburg and John Fisher appeared on beRalf of Lynn Treece. Pat
Shaw and Lynn Treece also attended the meeting. The County Attorney said if this branch has no
affect on others in the watershed no notices will be necessary. A detention pond is planned to
hold the water. _

Mr. Bumbleburg asked the Drainage Board to nodify the 150 foot easement (as prescribed by law).
Mr. Osborn said the Board would definitely entertain a modification but that he would not make

a decision until there was a full Board present. He suggested that the decision would be made in
the Tuesday, November 12th regular County Commissioner's meeting.

Mr. Willie Baker and Mr. Gordon Pritchard appeared before the Board representing the Indiana
Gas Co., Inc. asking permission to go under the S. W. El1liott ditch with a gas 1ine at County
Road 250 South.

INDIANA GAS COMPANY, INC.

91

Tippecanoe County Drainage Board
County Court House -
Lafayette, Indiana

Attention: H. Dan Ruth

Dear Sir:

This letter is to advise that we are seeking permission from the Tippecanoe
County Drainage Board to install a 10 inch steel gas main across the E11iot Ditch
close to the intersection of Brady Land and Concord Road.

Please find attached sketches which show the location of the project and
a profile of the existing ditch. Also, shown is our proposed construction and de-
tails of the installation of the pipe, pipe depth, and repairs to ditch bottom and

banks.

Hopefully, you will find this in order and wi]]kbe able to give us the nec-
essary permit or letter to proceed.

GD: ml
Attachment

Very truly yours,

Gordon Pritchard
District Engineer

cc: W. L. Baker

The County Attorney asked Mr. Baker and Mr. Pritchard if a bond had been posted and they assured

him it had.

Mr. Pritchard asked the Board if they would furnish a letter of permission and the secretary was
instructed to compose such a letter.

The Engineer told the Board that there was need for work on the S. W. Elliott ditch where roots

Elliott
ditch

ATTEST :
,¢§%ZZZ/1?JQL/,%?:;Zrﬁzf

are hindering the flow of water Tocated directly south of the Arihood property where Bob Hodgen
had cleared. He said it could be done reasonably and the Board granted permission to do so.

'il" . 1 e

thad
!§?1rman

Robertp F. Fields,
A

¢/

Gladys Ridder, Executive Secretary




REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD JANUARY 15, 1975

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met in the County Council Room at 9:00 a.m., o'clock with
the following members present: Bruce Osborn, Robert Fields, William Vanderveen, Ron Melichar
for Fred Hoffman, A. D. Ruth, Jr. and Gladys Ridder. Robert L. Martin was also present.

A motion was made by Bruce Osborn to retain Robert Fields as President for the year 1975, elect
Election of William Vanderveen as Vice President, retain Fred Hoffman as attorney and Gladys Ridder as
Officers Executive Secretary. He included in this motjon to make the Surveyor an Ex-officio member. The
: motion was seconded by William Vanderveen and made unanimous by Robert Fields.

The minutes of the December 4th, 1974 meeting were read and upon motion by Robert Fields, seconded
by Bruce 0sborn and made unanimous by Wm. Vanderveen were approved as read.

Mr. Joseph Bumbleburg came before the board with his petition to make the open drain in the Treece
9:30 a.m Meadows subdivision a legal drain. He assured them that all the advertising and notices necessary
: s to comply with the law had been done and the final decision of this Board was all that was needed.
Mr. Lynn Treece, owner of most of the Tots in the subdivision also appeared as did Maurice Callahan,
Engineer for the City of Lafayette. The suggested amount of $1.00 per acre as recommended by the
County Surveyor was accepted. Bruce Osborn made the motion, seconded by Robert Fields and made
unanimous by Wm. Vanderveen and the $1.00 per acre assessment was established.

Minutes
Approved

Treece Meadows

The following letter was received from Don E. Snyder, Surveyor of Clinton Co. with reference to
the John McLaughlin ditch:

December 17, 1974

Clinton Co. Mr. Dan Ruth
& Tippecanoe County Surveyor
. Court House
McLaughlin Lafayette, Indiana 47901
ditch

Dear Mr. Ruth:

The Clinton County Drainage Board request a resolution be
passed by your Drainage Board that will allow Clinton County to reconstruct a
tile portion of the MclLaughlin ditch Tocated in Clinton County. With this
resolution, we will proceed to repair some tile and set up a watershed for
future maintenance on property located in Clinton County.

Will you please advise this office as to the action taken of
this request?

Sincerely,

Don E. Shyder
Cli

DES/BBH inton County Suryeyor
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! The following letter was received from Don E. Snyder, Surveyor of Clinton Co. with reference to
\ L the John McLaughlin ditch:

December 17, 1974
Clinton Co.

Mr. Dan Ruth
& Tippecanoe County Surveyor
. Court House
| McLaughlin Lafayette, Indiana 47901
i ditch

Dear Mr. Ruth:

The Clinton County Drainage Board request a resolution be
passed by your Drainage Board that will allow Clinton County to reconstruct a
tile portion of the McLaughlin ditch located in Clinton County. With this
resolution, we will proceed to repair some tile and set up a watershed for
future maintenance on property located in Clinton County.

Will you please advise this office as to the action taken of
this request?

Sincerely,

Don E. Snyder
Cli

DES/BBH inton County Surveyor



Elliott &
Ilgenfritz
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Richard H.
Smith

R. E. Stano
&
Branch #14

After reading the letter the Board instructed the Surveyor to answer said letter explaining
the Board's feelings on the matter.

January 16, 1975

RE: Reconstruction of a portion
of the John McLaughlin ditch

Don E. Snyder, Surveyor
Clinton County, Indiana
Frankfort, Indiana

Dear Mr. Snyder;

At yesterday's meeting of the Tippecanoce County Drainage Board, a discussion
of the above mentioned was held. It was the opinion of the Board that it would be unfair for
a group upstream to reconstruct their portion of the ditch and dump their water down on some-
one else without providing for the care of the downstream water.

It was the feeling of the Board that, rather than just the people in Clinton
County fixing their section, those people between the county Tine and the outlet should also
be contacted and all share in the upgrading of the ditch where problems exist.

The Board has a real concern for this ditch and would be willing to discuss the
problems at any time.

Very truly yours,

»tZQLacié/a/’V%§ZL{2ﬁéé/
Gladys Rfdder, Executive Secretary
Tippecanoe County, Indiana

Mr. Ky Gerde and Mr. George Hanna appeared on behalf of Richard H. Smith on water problems on
his property that he felt were created by the improper functioning of the George Ilgenfritz and
the S. W. Elliott ditches. Pictures and an outline of the watershed with ponds, etc. was pre-
sented. A lengthy discussion followed. Mr. Smith felt the E11iott ditch's stoppage had to be
found to eleviate the problem. Mr. Hanna felt that if the ITlgenfritz ditch was cleared of it's
brush and it's sides built up so it would handle it's own water without spilling over into
another watershed that a large part of the problem would be solved. Mr. Lewis Beeler said he
felt that the El11iott ditch was probably the biggest problem but that he knew the Interstate 65
had also contributed a part of it's water to the already bad situation. He also said he was
meeting with Mr. Richard Boehning of the State Highway department on the Interstate problem and
had hopes of taking care of that situation.

Mr. Robert Fields asked the Drainage Engineer to probe the Elliott ditch for the tile that was
not functioning and take care of any necessary maintenance. A1l felt that while the ground was
solid, the clearing of the ITgenfritz ditch could be done more easily.

Mr. R. E. Stano, Associate Counsel for the Pioneer National Title Insurance Co. appeared before
the Board asking how to go about getting Branch No. 14 of the S. W. Etliott ditch vacated.

Much discussion as to how magy affected would want the ditch vacated and how many would make
use of the General Foods Storm drain. Mr. Stano offered to carry the petition and make known
the feelings of the others. One tract was in the process of changing hands and he felt it

would be better to wait until this transfer was made. The Board wanted to consult their
attorney and the matter was tabled until a later date. .
A performance Bond was presented to the Board from John Fisher as a maintenance bond for Branch
No. 14 of the Elliott ditch. Mr. Fisher had re-routed branch # 14 after the Montgomery Ward
Warehouse was built over it and the Board had requested the re-routing at his expense. The
performance Bond was requested before releasing a six thousand dollar check being held by the..
County Auditor. Upon presentation of this Bond the Board so moved to release the check to Mr.
R. E. Stano.



THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD ON FEB. 5, 1975

The regular meeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met in the County Commissioners Room
at 9:30 a.m. o'clock on February 5th, 1975 with the following members present: Robert F. Fields,
Bruce Osborn, William Vanderveen, Fred Hoffman, Robert L. Martin and A. D. Ruth, Jr.

Minutes Upon the reading of the minutes of the January 15th, 1975 meeting, Robert Fields so moved to accept
Approved the minutes as read, seconded by Bruce Osborn and made unanimous by William Vanderveen.

Mr. Robert L. Martin, newly appointed Surveyor, asked the Board to pretty well spell out for him
what they hoped for him to accomplish in the year 1975. The following are their suggestions:

Notify Mr. Arthur Waddell what and how to petition for a reconstruction of a branch of the
J. B. Anderson ditch.

)

) Explore and make necessary repairs on the S. W. Elliott ditch.

) Start maintenance on the ITgenfritz ditch and start at the outlet.

) Determine the necessary repairs on the John McLaughlin ditch.

) Continue the reconstruction figures for the Elmer Thomas ditch according to benefits and
damages. _

6) Mr. Martin's question to the Board of whether he could decrease theamount of acres in an

established watershed without a hearing and the Board refeered the question to the Attorney.

Mr. Hoffman said he would research the question and find the answer for them.
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Rob&rt L[.” Martin for Gladys Ridder, Secretary WiTTiam Vanderveen, Vice Chairman

The meeting adjourned at 11:45 a.m.

ATTEST;
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TIPPECANOF COUNTY DRAINAGE BCARD MEETING HELL ©F MARCH Eth 1075

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board held it's regular meeting on March 5th, 1975 with the following
members present: Bruce Osborn, Robert F. Fields, William Vanderveen, Robert L. Martin, Ron Melichar and Gladys
Ridder.

Upon the reading of the minutes of the February 5th, 1975 meeting, a motion was made by
Minutes William Vanderveen, Seconded by Robert Fields and made unanimous by Bruce Osborn to :@ccept the
minutes as read.

10:00 a.m. Harold D. Witz came before the Board with some questions on the E11iott ditch. Mr. Martin
H.Witz assured him that the laterals had been connected and levels taken before the work was begun on the
: pipe recently installed on the Elliott ditch.

Roger D. Branigan, Jr. appeared before the Board on behalf of those interested in vacating
a portion of Branch No. 14 of the S. W. E1liott ditch. The following Petition was filed with the
Surveyor on February 27th, 1975:

10:15 a.m. .

E‘{?ﬁ‘ggt# 14 IN THE MATTER OF THE VACATION
OF A PORTION OF BRANCH NO. 14

Vacation - OF THE ELLIOTT DITCH

PETITION

The Petitioner, First National Bank of East Chicago, Indiana respectfully petitions the
Tippecanoe County Drainage Board and shows the Board as follows:

1. The Petitioner believes itself to be the owner of at least ten per cent of the
real estate which would be directly affected by the vacation herein prayed for.

2. The Petitioner wishes the Board to vacate the following portion of Branch No. 14
of The E1Tiott Ditch, lying wholly within Tippecanoe County, Indiana:

_ Beginning at station 286 of the main ditch thence south to station

3 + 70 feet said course intersecting the public highway running east and west
through the center of Section 3 Township 22 Range 4 West; thence south 45°

east to stgtion 5; thence south 30° east to station 8 + 75 feet; thence

soyth 33-%° east to station 12; thence south 1° west to station 15; thence south
359 west to station 19+60 feet; thence south 2° east to station 21+20 feet;
thence south 37° east to station 26; thence south 4° east to station 32+80 feet,
said station 32+80 feet, said last course intersecting the Lake Erie & Western
Railroad roadbed at a point 25 feet west of the certain culvert in the road-

bed of said railroad.

3. The above-described portion of said legal drain no longer performs the
function for which it was designed and constructed inasmuch as the upstream
drainage has been totally diverted through another positive drain to the Elliott

Ditch.
4. The expense of reconstructing the above-described portion of said legal
drain outweighs the benefits to be derived therefrom.
5. The vacation and abandonment of the above-described part of said legal drain
williinot be detrimental to the public welfare.
6. The owners which the Petitioner believes would be directly affected by said -
vacation are as follows:
1. First National Bank of East Chicago
Indiana (The Petitioner herein)
2. Fairfield Manufacturing Co.,Inc.
U. S. 52 South
Lafayette, Indiana 47905
3. Rostone Corporation

By Pass 52 South
Lafayette, Indiana 47905

4. Tippecanoe Industrial Associates, Ltd.
17 Academy
Newark, New Jersey 07102

7. The Petitjoner wishes to have the date on which the matter will be referred
to the surveyor for report advanced in accordance with IC 19-4-1-10{g).

8. The attorneys who will represent the Petitioner in these proceedings are
Thomas R. McCully and Roger D. Branigan, Jr. of the firm of Stuart, Branigin, Ricks,
& Schilling, 801 The Life Building, Lafayette, Indiana 47902 (Phone: 317/742-8485),
and Joseph E. Costanza, of the firm of Murphy, McAtee, Murphy & Costanza, 720 West
Chicago Avenue, East Chicago, Indiana 46312 (Phone: 219/397-2401).

WHEREFORE, the Petitioner prays that the Board:

A. Serve notice of jntention to vacate the above-described portion of Branch
No. 14 of the El1liott Ditch on all owners of land affected by said vacation;

B. Advance the date on which the matter will be referred to the surveyor for
report;

C. Fix a date for and hold a hearing on the proposed vacation; and

Issue an order vacating the above-described portion of Branch No. 14 of
the E11iott Ditch as a legal drain.
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FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF EAST CHICAGO, INDIANA
BY: /s/ William J. Riley
Chairman of the Board

STUART, BRANIGIN, RICKS & SCHILLING
801 The Life Building
Lafayette, Indiana 47902

Attorneys for Petitioner

MURPHY, MCATEE, MURPHY & COSTANZA
720 West Chicago Avenue
East Chicago, Indiana 46312

Attorneys for Petitioner

Also supplied were three JOINDER AND CONSENT  papers signed by (1) Rostone Corporation
BY Robert B. Smith, it's President (2) T1ppecan0e Industrial Associates, LTD. BY:Rachlin

Properties, Inc. BY: S. Rachlin, it's vice President and (3) Fairfield Manufacturing Co.,
Inc. BY: Charles E. Kramer, it's President. A1l three consents read as follows:

JOINDER AND CONSENT

(Fairfield Manufacturing Co.
(Tippecanoe Industrial Associates, Ltd. respectfully shows The Tippecanoe
- (Rostone Corporation .
County Drainage Board as follows:

1. It is; the ownercof certain real estate in Tippecanoe County, Indiana
which is affected by the following portion of Branch No. 14 of the
E1190tt ditch:

Beginning at station 286 of the main ditch thence south to
station 3+70 feet said course intersecting the public highway
running east and west through the center of Section 3 Township 22
North Range 4 West; thence south 459 east to station 5; thence south
30° east to station 8+75 feet; thence south 33-1/0 gst to station 12,
thence south 19 west to stat1on 15; thence south 35° west to station
19+60 feet; thence south 20 east to station 21+20 feet; thence south
37° east to station 26; thence south 4° east to station 32+80 feet, said
last course intersecting the Lake Erie & Western Railroad roadbed at a
point 25 feet west of the certain culvert in the road-bed of said raijl-
road.

2. It is aware that First National Bank of East Chicago, Indiana is filing
a petition with the Board to vacate the above-described portion of
Branch No. 14 of The El1liott Ditch.

3. The undersigned wishes to and does hereby join in and consent to said
petition and the vacation sought therein and requests that the Board
grant the same.

After much discussion by all present the Board referred this Branch to the Surveyor to classify and make
a report to them as to it's feasibility. Bruce Osborn felt the Board's first consideration should always
to all Tandowners in the drainage area and if the change would affect even one farmer's drainage, the
ditch should not be vacated. The question of whether the Elliott ditch could carry the extra Toad from the
Staley Company if they would locate in this area was discussed. Mr Branigan said it was hard- for this
area to tuen down a $ 50,000,000 business and that as yet the Staley people had only an option on the land.
It was noted that when General Foods came into the area they had re-routed this branch of the
Elliott ditch through their land without ever consulting the Drajnage Board. Mr. Osborn asked the Surveyor
to contact the General Foods people asking that they vacate the old part that they re-routed.
Mr. Martin said he would make his report to them as soon as possible and would notify the people
and set up a hearing.

Mr. John Barker, Surveyor of Benton County along with Sam Wolf, Melvin LaGue and
Wayne Anderson, Benton County's Drainage Board met with the Tippecanoe County Board to dis-
cuss the possibility of combining the Darby and the Wetherill ditches into one drain. The
Wetherill ditch is tile-and is Tocated almost totally in Tippecanoe County but the

Benton Co.
Drainage Board

+ Darby ditch is open and located almost totally in Benton County. However, the Darby ditch
is the outlet for the Wetherill ditch and until it is dredged no one will have drainage.
Tippecanoe Co. To make a natural waterway a portion of the Darby ditch, to combine the two into one system,

and to set the combination up for reconstruction is the job fac1ng the two surveyors.

-/ Because Mr. Martin is a licensed Land Surveyor and Mr. Barker is not, the Board asked Mr.
Martin if he would do the engineering work and assured him Mr. Barker would help in any
capacity he could. The Benton County Attorney is Mr. John Barce with phone 317/884-0383.
The Board suggested that our Attorney and Mr. Barce get together to get the legal work
started.

Drainage Board

Upon motion of Bruce Osborn, seconded by Robert Fields, the Board moved to adjourn.

[y e

Robert F. Fields, Chairman

Wiltiam Vanderveen, Vice Chairman

ATTEST: ?

—
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Gladys Rﬁdder, Exec Secretary Bruce Osborn, Board Member
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THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD MAY 7, 1975

9:0% a.m.
Minutes

Public Service

Indiana

e

The regular meeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board was held at 9:00 a.m., in the
County Council Room on May 7, 1975 with the following members present: Robert F. Fields, Bruce Osborn, William
Vanderveen, Robert L. Martin, and Gladys Ridder.

Upon the reading of the minutes of the April 2nd, 1975 meeting, Bruce Osborn moved to accept
the minutes as read. The mot1on was seconded by Robert F. Fields, and made unanimous by Wm.

Vanderveen.

R. Daniel Funk represented Public Service Indiana with it's request for permission to locate

underground cable on the easement of the Elliott ditch. The following is a letter received

April 24, 1975:

PUBLIC SERVICE INDIANA .
P.~0."BOX 120- April 22, 1975

Lafayette Indiana 47902

9:30 a.m.

Tippecanoe County Drainage Board
Tippecanoe County Court House
Lafayette, Indiana 47902

Re: Electric Facilities on Lega] Drainage Easement
12183

Gentlemen:

We are writing to inform and request permission to proceed with our intentions
of locating underground direct buried electric cables on the periphery of what
has been determined to be a legal drainage ditch easement. The installation of
the cables will, for the most part, be parallel to the ditch which is located

in the southeast quarter (%) of Section 2, Township 22N, Range 4W in Wea Twp.,
Tippecanoe County.

The cables are necessary to supply electric service to a portion of a development
known as Friendly Village Mobile Home Park. An attached print shows more exactly
the proposed locations relative to the lots served, with cable installations
subject to the drainage rights previously held.

If this request is within the restrictions, as stipulated by the board, I would
appreciate a confirmation letter to file as our authorization and evidence of
your notification.

Should the board prefer to consider this request in a different manner or desire
additional information, please call me at 742-5051.

Sincerely,
Public Service Indiana

/s/ R. Daniel Funk
Area Engineer

RDF/jh

Enclosure (1)
cc: W. M. Cook

After discussing the problems that could arise from giving permission as requested,
the Board decided it would be better to let their attorney study the request and
advise them. Mr. Osborn suggested to Mr. Funk that Public Service Indiana have their
attorney get together with Mr. Hoffman, Drainage Board Attorney.

Robert Fields opened the hearing on the vacation of a part of Branch No. 14 of the

S. W. Elliott ditch. Those in attendance were: Thomas McCully, John Fisher, Robert
Stano, Dan Funk and Howard G. Barnett.

Thom McCully opened with remarks defining Branch No. 14 and then stating the reasons
for wanting a part of Branch No. 14 vacated. He stated that this portion of the drain
no Tonger served the purpose for which it was built, namely draining sub-surface and
top run-off water for farm ground. The ground is no longer primarily farm ground for
it is now used for commercial purposes. The seventy five (75) foot easement that is
required for a legal ditch is a problem for new industry.

Bruce Osborn was concerned with protecting those people on the upper part who still
needed drainage. He asked Mr. McCully if General Foods would give a grant of easement

to those people to prevent problems for them in the future. Mr. McCully said he felt
sure that could be accomplished and would work toward that end.

Motion made by William Vanderveen, seconded by Bruce Osborn to adjourn the meeting.

%9/ vt o

Robert F. Fields, Cha1nmg2h

William Vandervgen Vice Chairman
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MINUTES OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD MEETING HELD JUNE 4, 1975

The regular meeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board was held at 9:15 a.m., in the County Council Room
with the following members present: Bruce Osborn, Martin Galema, sitting in for Robert Fields, Robert L. Martin,
Fred Hoffman and Gladys Ridder.

Minutes Upon the reading of the minutes of the May 7th, 1975 meeting, Bruce Osborn moved to accept the minutes
Approved as read. The motion was seconded by Martin Galema.

Floyd Wilcox

Letter from
Richard
Boehning

Marty Dwyer
for General
Foods

Richard H.
Smith

Mr. Floyd Wilcox came before the Board to alert the Board of the preparation being made to con-
struct a dam over a portion of the Waples-McDill legal tile drain. He said he was not against
the dam being there as long as it did not dump water over on him or in any way damage the flow
of the Tegal drain. The Board thanked him for his concern and bringint it to their attention and
assured him that they would keep check on the situation.

The following Tetter was received by the Drainage Board:

Tippecanoe County Drainage Board
Court House
Lafayette, Indiana 47901 RE: Friendly Village Mobile Home Park

Dear Sirs:

I represent Mobile Communities, Inc. the owner and developer of Friendly Village Mobile Home
Park. The front of Friendiy Village Mobile Home Park is located near old U. S. Highway 52 and
new U. S. Highway 51 relatively close to the old Ross Annex.

Mr. Paul Fleming, Vice President of Mobile Communities, Inc. has informed me about a drainage
situation involving their development and some adjoining tracts. I believe that you are also
familiar with this drainage situation involving the property to the South of the mobile home
park. :

The present problem involves the question of several drain tile connecting on to the legal
drain, and whether such connection will result in the discharge to the legal drain of liquid waste
that would cause or contribute to poliution of the Elliott ditch.

Several weeks ago representatives of the developer met with the owner of the property to the
South to discuss the dilemma. It was mutually suggested at that time that the County Board of
Health review the situation to determine what the quality of the discharge to the legal drain
will be if it is connected. If the connection would result in a discharge to the legal drain of
Tiquid waste that would cause or contribute to poliution of the Elliott Ditch, it would be my
opinion that the Drainage Board would be in a dilemma because of IC-19-4-6-7 which pertains to
involvement of the Indiana Stream Pollution Control Board.

As develppers, we would request that the Drainage Board aid in giving us some direction in
solution of the problem. We would suggest that you request the County Health Board to issue you
a report. After the report has been issued, I would suggest that I be given the opportunity to

~discuss the matter with you so that the viable alternatives can be considered.

Many thanks for your cooperation and I would appreciate being advised as to the suggestions set forth
above.

Many thanks.

Sincerely, :
BENNETT, BOEHNING & POYNTER

Richard A. Boehning
RAB:skh

bcc: Mr. Paul A. Fleming
Mr. Jdohn Fisher

The Board instructed the Secretary to write a letter to Mr. Boehning stating their feelings on
this matter. Any private tile that empties into a legal drain, when it has been disconnected by
anyone bears a legal responsibility to reconnect same. As to what flows in those tiles, that
responsibility rests totally with the State Board of Health.

Because of the Board's reluctance to vacate a portion of Branch No. 14 of the S. W. Elliott
ditch without first protecting those people on the upper end who need an outlet for their portion
of the Elliott ditch, Mr. Marty Dwyer appeared on behalf of the General Foods plant to relate the
positién of his company. He said they were willing to maintain their drainage system, constructed
at their own expense, but they were not willing to maintain the upper part that used them as an

-outlet. Mr. Osborn informed Mr. Dwyer that General Foods had cut into the S. W. Elliott Legal

Drain without permission of -the Drainage Board and had a certain responsibility to see that those
people were assured an outlet in the future.

Mr. Osborn also said he felt that those wanting the vacation must work with General Foods on a
permanent easement showing permission to use General Foods drain as their outlet and record that
easement in the Tippecanoe County Recorder's office. Then, he said, he would be more willing to
grant the vacation of that part of the Elliott ditch as was requested.

Mr. Richard H. Smith appeared before the Board and handed each member a copy of a letter he had
written. It reads as follows:

Tippecanoe County Drainage Board
Tippecanoe County Surveyor
Dear Sir (s):

1 now have approximately sixty acres of land under water. Despite the fagt thay this
drainage problem was brought to your attention over eighteen months ago and numeeous times since,
pursuit of the cause fin this area of the E]]iot; ditch hasvneygr bggn madg.
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MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD JUNE 4, 1975 ( Continued)

. 9:30 a.m.

Maintenance
hearing

dames: S.

Kellerman . _.

Drain
including

John H. Skinner

10:30 a.m.
Maintenance
Hearing on
E. Eugene
Johnson
ditch
Order &

Findings and
Certificate of
Assessments

Sewage Plant
at Clarks Hill

ATTEST:

Over twelve months.ago and numerous other times since, a detailed explanation of serious, obvious
and easily corrected deficiencies in the IlgenFritz ditch have been brought to your attention.
You have intentionally negiected to make any effort to correct the. problem. The means and
opportunity have been yours many times over.

Your refusal to have this work done constitutes a deliberate and malicious diversion by you of
water from one drainage system to another which is in worse condition.

How can you possible dream of justification for the deliberate destruction of my land, my crops
and my opportunity to make a profit from my farm?

/s/Richard H. Smith

An atempt had been made to clean and repair the Ilgenfritz ditch but the Board was threatened with
a suit by Mr. Alvin Pillotte. Mr. Oshorn instructed the Secretary to set up a meeting on Friday
13th, 1975 at 11:00 a.m., with all of those in the Ilgenfritz watershed. The purpose of the
meet?ng to discuss with all people involved the needs of repairing and cleaning of the ITgenfritz
Legal Drain.

Mr. Bruce Osborn opened the hearing on the dames.S. K&lleemanditch by asking the Surveyor to
read his report and make his recommendations. Mr. Martin showed this ditch to be all tile and
that this hearing was to include the John H. Skinner ditch or branch. Mr. James S. Kellerman
was the only person in the watershed who appeared.He asked the Board who the trees in the banks
of an open ditch beTonged to and the Board said they belonged to the farmer unless otherwise
specified in a bid. Mr. Kellerman. also reported that & breather needed repair on the ditch one
half mile west of the elevator west of Romney. The Board asked if the proposed one dollar per
acre was agreeable with him and Mr. Kellerman asked if that was the amount on the notification.
The Secretary erroneously answered in the affirmative. The Board then moved to establish:the
one dollar. In checking the notices further, the Secretary found she had erred and had notified
those people in the watershed of only fifty cents per acre. To establish the one dollar per acre
assessment . would require a new hearing so legally the amount had to be left at fifty cents
per acre. The move to establish had come from Bruce Osborn and was seconded by Martin Galema.

Mr. Osborn opened the hearing on the E. Eugene Johnson ditch by asking the Surveyor to read his
report and make his recommendations. Robert Martin explained the reason for including the extension
that ‘heeded:to-be’ cared:for:atong:with the Johnson ditch for it's their outlet. He also recomm-
ended a one dollar assessment. Those in attendance were Malcolm Stingley, Ora Gish and E. Eugene
Johnson. Mr. Johnson said he was much in favor of a maintenance fund because the ditch was much
in need of repairs. Ora Gish said he had petitioned against a maintenance fund when the ditch
was up for a hearing but that this time he was in favor of a maintenance fund although his
problem was an outlet under the R/R. He also said he had contacted the Railroad and found their
charge would be $7,000.00 to give his the necessary outlet. Mr. Hoffman said he would contact
the attorney for the Railroad again and see what assistance he could get for them. Mr. Gish

said any help would certainly be appreciated.

Upon motion of Mr. Osborn, seconded by Mr. Gldema the Board moved to establish a $1.00 per acre
assessment on the E. Eugene Johnson ditch including the proposed extension.

Upon the establishment of a maintenance fund on the James S. Kellerman and the E. Eugene Johnson
ditches, the Board signed the Order and Findings and the Certificate of Assessments for both ditches.

It was brought to the attention of the Drainage Board that their orders in a meeting of October
2, 1975 when a request to empty effluence from the new Clarks Hill disposal plant was denied
have been violated. Mr. Osborn left the meeting to call Mr. John Gambs, attorney for the Disposal
Plant, and received confirmation that this was true and asked the County Attorney to start
proceedings to place an injunction against them.

JCloe o et | [iLegen )

Robert F.. Fields, Chairman

Wizm Vanderﬁ' ;;): Vice Chairman

Bruce Osborn, Board Member

QLZZZ;%&%L/ é%égiiééé4bj Martin L. Galema, Sub. Board Member

Gladys Kidder, Executive Secretary



MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD JUNE 13, 1975

Minutes of
June 4th,1975
Meeting

SPECIAL
Ilgenfritz
Hearing

A special called meeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board was held on Friday, June 13, 1975 at
11:00 a.m., in the County Council Room with the following members present: Robert F. Fields, William
Vanderveen and Bruce Osborn along with Robert L. Martin and Gladys Ridder.

Robert Fields opened the special. called meeting of the George Ilgenfritz ditch by asking the Surveyor
to read the minutes of the June 4th, 1975 meeting and the letter from Richard H. Smith. In Mr. Smith's
letter he had accused the Board of intentionally neglecting a problem on the George Ilgenfritz ditch
which caused extensive flooding on his land. With such accusation facing them, Mr. Osborn asked the
Secretary to set up a special meeting with all of those people involved in the Ilgenfritz watershed.
In that was everyone would have a voice and not just a few.

Upon motion of Robert Fields, seconded by Bruce Osborn and made unanimous by William Vanderveen the
minutes were approved as read.

Those in attendance were: Charles I. Kenny, Jr., Robert C. Lahrman, farmer for Mary Kerkhoff and Ruth
Stewart Farms, Richard H. "Smith, Sarah N. Streitelmeier, Louis P. Vaughan, Harold Boesch for Helen
Thompson Farm, Lewis Jay Beeler, Harlan Parr, Bob Peabody for Kirkpatrick Farm, Mr. and Mrs. James
Phillips, Mr. & Mrs. Merrill R. Schrock, Robert McCabe, Art Lorentsen, Alvin Pilotte and Aloha Lor-
entsen. o

Mr. Pilotte spoke at great length about the surface water from the Ilgenfritz watershed. Over thirty
years ago this surface water was diverted through a new open cut channel so that it now runs entirely
through the Ilgerfritz ditch. He also said that Mr. Smith had many huge willews on his portion of the
ditch that he had neglected to remove and caused a part of his own problems. Mr. Pilotte was not
willing to see the extension that is only about four feet deep, dredged to carry more water onto his
farm. That same addition of water when carried on downstream would end up at a bridge that cannot
carry the present flow of water.

Mrs. Streitelmeier showed the Board pictures of her yard where the overflow from Mr. Smith's farm
washed out her road and filled her backyard with silt.

Bub Kenny said he too could show pictures of flooding and silt deposit at the Tower end of the ditch.
Both Mr. Kenny and Mr. Lahrman said they were not willing to see any more water diverted their way
for they had more than they could handle now.

After quite a bit of heated discussion by those present, Robert Fields ask those present if they would
1ike the Board to vacate the ditch and turn it back over to them to do with as they pleased. No one
was willing to see this happen so the matter was dropped..

Mr. Osborn said it was obvious nothing was going to be accomplished in this hearing and because the
County Attorney was not present (through no fault of his) to answer some of the legal questions, he
would move that this meeting be adjourned. The motion was seconded by Robert Fields and made unanimous
by William Vanderveen.

%
Robert F. Fields, Chairman

yil]jamfyanderveen, Vice Chairman

Vo Yy

ATTE;J:

N/ /gZM

Gladys R#dder, Exec. Secretary

The following two letters are the result of the above meeting.

Lafayette, Indiana
June 17, 1975

RE: Ilgenfritz Ditch
Dear Landowner,

I am writing this letter in order that you may be informed as to the action taken by the Tippecanoe
County Drainage Board at the meeting held on June 4, 1975.

. R . . . tlet
It was brought out at the meeting that to perform any kind of maintenance at this time on the ou

of the I]gegfritz Ditch would most 1likely do some damage @o properties located further downstream,
especially those properties located on the Dismal Creek Ditch.

Since Dismal Creek Ditch is not presently established as a part of the Tegal quinage system of
Tippecanoe County, it was recommended that those owners affec@ed by 1tis condition take steps to

have it established as part of the legal system: Until this situation is taken care of, I w111 not
undertake any cleaning or deepening of the llgenfritz Ditch. {f you have any questions regarding this
please feel free to call the Tippecanoe County Surveyor's Office.

Rdﬁert L, Martin, L.S.
RLM/gr Tippecanoe County Suryeyor
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June 13th, 1975 meeting continued

Lafayette, Indiana
June 17, 1975

RE: S. W. Elliott ditch

Dear Landowner,

This report is to inform you as an interested landowner on that part of the S. W. Elliott
Ditch which is the main tile branch, that after hearing testimony and seeing evidence that
there is a real need to take steps to eliminate the pond on Mr. Richard H. Smith's property
and after due consideration, it was recommended to the Drainage Board by the County Surveyor
that the tile portion of the main ditch be changed in classification from one in need of
periodic maintenance to one in need of reconstruction.

It should be made into an open ditch rather than tile. If this should be done the costs of
reconstruction would be based on an assessment determined by benefits and damages to the
various tracts involved.

Should you have any questions concerning this, please feel free to call or write the Tippecanoe
County Surveyor.

Ny A Ay e
Robert L. Martin, L.S.
Tippecanoe County Surveyor

RLM/gr



REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD JULY 2, 1975

The regular monthly meeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board was held in the County Council
Room of the Tippecanoe County Court House on Wednesday, July 2nd, 1975 with the following members
present: Bruce Osborn, William Vanderveen, Fred Hoffman, Robert L. Martin and Gladys Ridder.

Minutes Upon the reading of the minutes of the special called meeting held on June 13th, 1975, Bruce Osborn
Approved moved the minutes be approved as read. The motion was seconded by William Vanderveen. The following
pp two Tetters are the result of that meeting:

Lafayette, Indiana
June 17, 1975

RE: S. W. Elliott Ditch
Dear Landowner;

This report is to inform you as an interested Tandowner on that part of the S. W.
E11iott ditch which is the main tile branch, that after hearing testimony and seeing evidence
that there is a real need to take steps to eliminate the pond on Richard H. Smith's property and
after due consideration it was recopmended to the Drainage Board by the County Surveyor that the
tile portion of the main ditch be changed in classification from one in need of periodic mainten-
ance to one in need or reconstruction.

It should be made into an open ditch rather than tile. If this should be done the
costs of reconstruction would be based on an assessment determined by benefits and damages to the
various tracts involved.

Should you have any questions concerning this, please feel free to call or write the
Tippecanoe County Surveyor.

Sincerely,

/s/
Robert L. Martin, L. S.
Tippecanoe County Surveyor

Lafayette, Indiana
June 17, 1975

RE: ‘ITgenfritz ditch
Dear Landowner;

I am writing this letter in order that you may be informed as to the action taken
by the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board at the meeting held on June 13, 1975.

It was brought out at the meeting that to perform any kind of maintenance at this
time on the outlet of the Ilgenfritz ditch would most likely do some damage to properties located
further downstream, especially those properties located on the Dismal Creek Ditch.

Since Dismal Creek Ditch is not presently established as a part of the Tegal drain-
age-system of Tippecanoe County it was recommended that those owners affected by it's condition
take steps to have it established as part of the Tegal system: Until this situation is taken care
of, I will not undertake any cleaning or deepening of the Ilgenfritz Ditch. If you have any ques-
tions regarding this, please feel free to call the Tippecanoe County Surveyor's Office.

Sincerely

{8/
Robert L. Martin, L.S.
Tippecanoe’County Surveyor
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_ REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD JULY 2, 1975 CONTINUED

The following Tetter was received from Dr. Andrew B. Schilling, P.P.:

May 23, 1975
Ref. No. 384-75
The County Drainage Board
County Courthouse
Lafayette, Indiana 47901

RE: Review and comments on the proposed Acres-0-Lake Campground Project.
Gentlemen:
Enclosed kindly find one copy of a site plan in connection with the above referenced project.

This office is respectfully requesting your three member poard as to reviewing, evaluating,
and commenting on the drainage and sewerage aspects of this project.

The proposed campgrounds are planned at the intersection of Interstate 65 with State Road 38
in Tippecanoe County abutting the Western Pancake House and a number of residential homes in
the area. Dr. Carr, a dentist who is one of the abutting owners has stated repeatgd1y both
at the rezoning public hearing held by APC and the Board of Cqmmis§ioners,.that his property
has been flooded by the placing of the Western Pancake House in this 1qcat1on. Furthermore,
the APC Executive Director has spotted at the time of his site inspection traces of septic
tank overfliow in this project area.

Kindly review and report on this project prior to the June public hearing to be held by APC.
Very truly yours,

/s/ )

Dr. Andrew B. Schilling, P.P.

Executive Director

ABS/ssh



The Board's reply to above letter follows:

Informal
J. McLaughlin

drain
Jjoint meeting
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Lafayette, Indiana
July 2, 1975

Dr. Andrew B. Schilling, P.P.

Executive Director

Area Plan Commission

Tippecanoe County, Indiana RE: Acres-0-Lake

Dear Sir:

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board reviewed the site plan, as submitted, for the
above project at it's regular meeting, held on July 2, 1975.

It was determined that the surface water treatment would be adequate for this type of
development. Any review of the sewage aspect would necessarily be the responsibility of the
Board of Health, therefore, this approval shall be for the surface water plan only.

Sincerely,
/s/

Robert L. Martin, L.S.
Tippecanoe County Surveyor

RLM/gr

Don Snyder, Clinton County Surveyor, Carroll Beeson, Montgomery Co. Surveyor together with
ET1sworth Biesecker, Clyde C. Johnson, Frank Pletch, Clinton Co. Commissioners and Sam Boots,
Don Yundt, Montgomery Co. Commissioners met with our Board to discuss the reconstruction of a
part of the John McLaughlin ditch. Arthur Waddell was also present at the meeting.

Mr. Snyder spoke for the many landowners of Clinton County who are in the watershed area of the
tile portion of the McLaughlin drain. He said they were very much in need of a maintenance fund
for the tile had many blow-ups. He s@3d in their county one of the tile branches was referred
to as the W. M. Milner ditch. The County Attorney said to set up:a maintenance on that branch
with the information given to those people that when the McLaughlin ditch is reconstructed that
they will also be assessed on the main ditch. ’

Mr. Beeson said they had been so busy and were still not in position to set up a reconstruction
or maintenance hearing on the McLaughlin ditch. Because the majority of the McLaughlin ditch is
in Montgomery County, Mr. Beeson would have to be the ex-officio member of the joint Board and
pretty much inform the rest of the Board when and what he planned to do. He could also delegate
the work Toad to other members of the Board. Because Mr. Martin is a registered surveyor he
would do the engineering field work with Mr. Snyder assisting him. Mr. Beeson did not feel that
he had the time to give to this project as yet.

The Taw states that the president of the various boards appoint one member to serve on the joint
board. Mr. Bruce Osborn will serve from Tippecanoe County, El1lsworth Biesecker will serve from
Clinton County as Chairman of the Joint Board and Sam Boots from Montgomery County will serve

on the Board and also as Secretary to the Board. Mr. Osborn moved that Mr. Biesecker make a
feasibility study and all would go from there. Mr. Osborn moved that the meeting adjourn-and the
motion was:-seconded by William Yanderyeen. =~ - '

REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD JULY 2, 1975 (CONTINUED)

Chas. Kemmer (see below)

(absent)
Robert F. Fields, Chairman

,f;éﬁ/"

ATTEST:

Zéigécﬁéfélf éﬁégiiézéza/

Gladys R¥dder, Executive Secretary

'Judge Charles Kemmer appeared before the Board to request a waiver of the 75 foot easement on
a tract of Tand in the Lydia Hopper Legal Drain watershed area. He asked the Surveyor if he

Judge would go to the site of the land his client wanted to purchase and help determine if the re-
Kemmer quest would be necessary. The Board said when all of the information was gathered to come back

and then the decision could be made. Mr. Kemmer will be placed on the agenda for the August
6th, 1975 meeting.



SPECIAL CALLED MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD NOVEMBER 26, 1975

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met in the Superior Court No. 2:on November 26th, 1975
at 10:00 a.m., with the following members present: Bruce Osborn, Robert Fields, William Vanderveen, Fred
Hoffman, Robert L. Martin and Gladys Ridder. Also in attendance at this meeting were: John Fisher, Louis E.
Thomas, Pat Shaw, Paul Couts, Theodore Schaffner and Dick Barnett.

The purpose of this meeting was to get permission to connect into the present S. W. Elliott
ditch with a tile ditch serving the Staley Company Industrial Area.

Mr. John Fisher presented drawings of the proposed ditch, retention ponds, etc. with an
Alternate A and an Alternate B proposal.

Alternate "A" was to use the existing tile ditch, which is a 15 inch tile, plus the use of
retention ponds to control the run-off so it enteres the ditch at no greater rate than presently exists.

Alternate "B" was to use am:open channel where part of the old E11iott tile exists and put in
new 18 inch tile for the outfall.

It was pointed out that the present tile system has quite a bend in it on the Fairfield Mfg.
property and that a new N & W Railroad bed had been placed on top of the branch of the S. W. Elliott ditch.

Mr. Osborn said he would say:"no" to putting any more water into the present S. W. Elliott
ditch for it was overburdened already. The County Attorney said the impoundment of water all along the Elliott
ditch he felt most desirable. TN

Dick Barnett said the Staley Company preferred using the present tile plus their retention ponds
for Timiting the amount of flow.

Alternate "A" was obviously the most preferred by all present and the Board assured the Staie&
Company that there would be a Tetter of acceptance of this Alternate. Meeting adjourned.

g, pan

Robert F, Fields, Chairman
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Special meeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board on November 26, 1975 continued.

/g/z/ /// Zi

W1111am Vanderveen, Vice Chairman

i

-

Briice Osborn, Board Member

ATTE%}
L )

" Bladys Rfdder, Executive Secretary
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IPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD REGULAR MEETING HELD DECEMBER 10, 1975

i Minutes
iApproved

9:30 a.m.

Maintenance
| hearing

iJ. Lofland
ditch

- Richard

i Donahue for
|

'R. Gurnick

wEugene Johns
| for
{Daugherty

ditch

 Arthur
‘Nadde]] on

' Anderson

\

branch

The regular meeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board was held on December 10, 1975 with the following
members present: Robert F. Fields, Bruce Osborn, William Vanderveen, Robert L. Martin, Fred Hoffman and
Gladys Ridder. Also joining our Board was Carroll Beeson, Don Yount and Sam Boots from the Montgomery County
Surveyor's office and Drainage Board.

Upon the reading of the minutes of the November 26th, 1975 called meeting, Robert F, Fields moved to accept
the minutes as read. Bruce Osborn seconded that motion and William Vanderveen made it unanimous.

Robert Fields opened the maintenance hearing on the John Lofland ditch ( including Miller and McBeth branches)
and asked the Surveyor for his report and recommendation. Don Smith, tenant for Elizabeth Steele, reported
the McBeth branch was in need of reconstruction. The attorney explained to him that that would be a new hear-
ing. Mr, Martin felt we should start at the outlet and work on the other branches as time would allow. The
Kellerman-Leaming watershed that is the outlet for many branches such as Romney Stock Farm, Lofland, Fugate,
Kirkpatrick, Morin, etc., needs.to be dredged first and then as the outlet is made operational then take care
of the branches according to those most in need.

Those in attendance were: Isaac Bercovitz, Jack DeVault, Don Smith and Larry Bennett.

A1l 1in attendance had one thing in common and that was to get something started in the area before things got
any worse, In the years past nothing had been done and all felt the time to do something was now!

The Drainage Board instructed the Surveyor to get the necessary engineering work done and hold a hearing for
reconstruction as soon as the figures are available.

Richard Donahue, Attorney for Robert Gurnick, came before the Board and asked the Board to remove a dam on
the right-of-way of the S. W. Elliott ditch. The "dam" had been caused by Maurice House's tenant plowing too
close to the ditch.

The-Drainage Board said they had taken the advice of the County Attorney inasmuch as this was a legal problem
and not one of the Drainage Board. The S. W. Elliott ditch had not been damaged in any way, only the run-off
water could not get to it because of the earthen dam.

E. Eugene Johnson came before the Board with a reguest to replace approx1mate1y 1000 feet of tile on the Chas.
Daugherty ditch and replace it in a new location close to the legal drain but in a place where the coverage
on would be better. It was discussed as to whether Mr. Johnson would take it upon himself with the hope

of collecting from the others involved or ask the Surveyor to set up a reconstruction hearing. To relocate
the ditch to acquire greater fall and coverage, as was suggested by the SCS office, was also discussed and
the Board said that could be done at the reconstruction hearing.

Mr. Martin said he would meet with Mr. Jack Wisley and Mr. Johnson at 2:30 p.m. on Thursday so they cou]d
discuss it further.

Mr. &rthur Waddell came before: thet Board and said a year ago he had carried a petition t& reconstruct a branch

of the Jesse B. Anderson ditch and the Board had instructed the former surveyor to do the necessary engineer-
ing. The Board reiterated that request to the new surveyor and when the work is done and estimates ready to
hold a reconstruction hearing according to benefits and damages.
Upon the motion of Robert Fields, seconded by Bruce Osborn and made unanimous by William Vanderveen the Board
adjourned.
/s
Robert F. Fields, Chairman
/?.’7/ - - & .
L , o
1 Tam Van erveen, Vice Chairman
/ Q?))/%// /7 /// ot
~Bruce Osborn,/HGard Member
ATTEST:

Dg/fzfv’vz/ A piten)

Gladys Ridder, Executive Secretary



_MINUTES OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD APRIL 7,.1976

The T1ppecanoe County Drainage Board met in the County Council Room at 9:15 a.m., on April 7, 1976 with
the following members present: Robert Fields, William Vanderveen, Bruce Osborn, Fred Hoffman, Robert L.
Martin and Gladys Ridder.

Minutes Upon reading the minutes‘of the March 3rd, 1976 meeting a motion wéé made by Bruce Osborn, seconded by
Approved William Vanderveen and made unanimous by Robert Fields to accept the minutes as read.

A called hearing on the James N. Kirkpatrick ditch to increase the maintenance fund assessment was op-
9:30 a.m. ened with the County Surveyor explaining to those present the need for additional monies. Mr. Martin
James N. Kirk- said that the ditch was now over sixteen thousand dollars in debt and there was still work to be
patrick Main- done on the ditch. Because of quick sand conditions and the price of repairs always being larger than
tenance In- anticipated this ditch should probably have a two dollar per acre assessment but he felt the one
crease dollar per acre assessment was a must.

Those in attendance were: Walter Pendleton, Robert Brady, Bob Browning, Porter Kirkpatrick, Homer Kerlin
and Harry P. Schultz.

Walter Pendleton and Robert Brady said the tile, a thirty inch one, that serves them was running full
most of the time. The run-off in heavy rains could not get into the tile and ponded on their farms. Mr.
Martin said when the work planned to be done in the near future was completed it should help their
situation. Mr. Osborn said he felt only on open ditch could alleviate that problem and with quicksand

as a base, he felt an open ditch would prove unsuccessful. Mr. Osborn said that if an open ditch was
constructed it could not be done with maintenance money. He thought the Board's responsibility was to
keep the tile operational. Mr. Pendleton asked if the subdivisions being built in the area were dump-
ing their water into the Kirkpatrick ditch “and the Board assured them that the engineers were instructed
to build holding ponds and Mr. Pendleton said he felt the engineers could not always be trusted and
sighted a case where they did not do as promised.

Mr. Vanderveen and Mr. Hoffman explained how the newly proposed ditch being bu11t by John E. SMith would
relieve a part of the water problems of the James N. Kirkpatrick ditch.

When the question of the one dollar assessment was asked, no one objected so Bruce Osborn made the
motion to establish a one dollar per acre assessment, William Vapderveen, seconded the motion and
Robert Fields made it unanimous.

John E. Fisher, representing the N & W Railroad showed profiles of a newly proposed track to

service the Sta]ey Company and General Foods. When the new tracks are built the Railroad would

like perm1ss1on to remove an old legal tile and replace it with a 36 inch twelve gauge steel pipe.

Those in attendance were: Thomas McCully, John Fisher, Mike and Rocky Romanage

for Thomas McCully, Attorney for the Railroad, said they would use a steel pipe for they fe]t it was
N B W sturdier. Mr McCully said the Railroad would ask the Drainage Board to take over the maintenance

and Mr. Osborn said with the experience in the past with the Railroads, he would not accept that

Railroad responsibility. Mr McCully said he would ask the Railroad to maintain the pipe under their tracks
and write a letter to that affect. With that change, the Board said they would approve the replacement
of the old tile on Branch No. 14 of the S. W. E1liott ditch.

Joﬁn Fisher
and
Tom McCully

Agreemést from - AGREEMENT

N&W
THIS ABREEMENT, made this____ day of April, 1976, by between THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE
Board ( hereinafter referred to as the "Board") and the Norfo]k and Western Railway Company (herein-
after referred to as the "N & W)

WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, due to ihdistrial develobment along it's main line in Wea Township, Tippecanoe
County, Indiana, it has become necessary for the N & W to construct additional yard and support
facilities to provide adequate service to it's customers;

WHERERS ,the construction and drainage plans for such yard and support facilities have been
submitted to and reviewed by the Board and are identified as .

WHEREAS, a portion of said facilities will be in the One Hundred Fifty foot (150') statuatory
right-of-way for branches twelve {12) and fourteen (14) of the S. W. Elliott Ditch; and [

WHEREAS, the Board is willing to approve said plans and grant written permission for construc-
tion in accordance therewith on the rights-of-way -for branches twelve (12) and fourteen (14) of the
S. W. ElTiott Ditch provided the N & W agrees to, permit .access to the area by proper agents of the
Board for purpose of 1nspect1on and to maintain the file- foxming a part of those branches under it's
own right-of-way at it's own expense.

NOW, THEREFORE, for and in consideration of the premises and the mutual covenants and agree-
ments hereinafter set

1. The N & W agrees:

a. to permit proper agents of the Board to enter upon its right-of-way
in the area of branches twelve (12) and fourteen (14) of the S. W.
E1liott Ditch for the purpose of inspection at all r-easonable times
at their own risk.

b. to maintain the portions of branches twelve (12) and fourteen (14)
which it proposes to replace on its own property in accordance with
the plans identified above, all at its own expense. It is understood
that this agreement covers maintainance only and shall not apply to
relocation or enlargement of said lines at the request of the Board.

2. The Board hereby:

a. Approves the construction and drainage plans identified as
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MEETING

OF THE TIPPECANOE. COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD OF APRIL 7, 1976 (continued)

Wm Martin
for
Gary Hitchcox

"~ b. Grants permission to the N & W to construct the additional grade and
tracks on the statutory right-of-way for branches twelve (12) and four-
teen (14) of the S. W. Elliott Ditch. in accordance with said plans.

IN WITNESS WHEREQOF, the parties have executed this agreement the day. and year first above
written.

NORFOLK AND WESTERN RAILWAY CO.

/s/
Robert F. Fields, Chairman By:

/s/
William Vanderveen, Vice Chairman

/s/
Bruce Osborn, Board Member

Mr. William Martin of the SCS office; appeared before the Board to ask for permission to tap onto

a branch of the S, W. Elliott Ditch. He explained hwo Mr. Gary Hitchcox had developed the Hitchcox-
Robinson subdivision. A perk test had been taken by Mr. Burton Vester and showed approval that the
water would get away. Although all of the Tots have been sold, Mr. Hitchcox feels greatly responsible
to help those persons to whom he sold the Tots to find the answer as to how to reljeve the water that
now wicks up and fills their basements. Mr. Martin said he had spent considerable time trying to find
the answer as to how to relieve that water and the only way he could figure any relief was into a
branch of the S. W. Elliott ditch.

Mr. Osborn said he fully understood and sympathized with the situation but that the E11jott Ditch is
now overburdened. The branch in question is the same branch that is supposed to relieve Mr., Richard
Smith's pond. As it does not do that job, Mr. Smith has threatened to sue the Board. To add one bit
more water to an already bad situation -dees not seem an intelligent answer. Mr. Martin told the Board
he would be happy to go to the sight of the problem and explain.what he had already learned. The
Board asked the surveyor to set up a time when they could all go out there.

Upon establishing an increase of maintenance funds on the James N. Kirkpatrick ditch, the Board
signed new Certificate of Assessments and Order and Findings.

a

Robert F. Fields, Chairmen

4?255’ 4#A4%2%:;2;;zz§é;;>1&4¢u-——

K,B?Eﬁé Osborn, Boéﬁﬂ’Member

ATTEST:

G At

Gladys Ridder, Executive Secretary



SPECIAL MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD APRIL 16, 1976

Gary
Hitchcox

A special meeting of theTippecanoe County Drainage Board was held on April 16, 1976 at 2:00 p.m.,
in the County Council Room with the following members present: Robert F. Fields, William Vanderveen,
Bruce Osborn, Fred Hoffman, Dan Ruth, Jr. and Gladys Ridder. Also in attendance was William Stovall.

This meeting was called to try to eliminate some pressing problems that have arisen. One was the
answer of a request of Gary Hitchcox. Mr. Hitchcox's subdivision of four lots had been given an ok
after a perk test. Two houses have been built thus far and they have water wicking up into their
basements, There is no apparent outlet other than a branch of the S. W. Elliott ditch. With this
legal drain already overloaded, the Board was most reluctant to grant Mr. Hitchcox's request. After
having visited the site and needing to vote on the decision, the Board called this meeting.

The Board asked the Secretary to write Mr. Hitchcox a letter stating that it he would enter into a
contract with them promising he would not build any more houses in that subdivision, they would give
permission to use S. W. E1liott ditch to relieve the existing problem.

A letter to the State Board of Health from Richard H. SMith reads:

Mr. & Mrs., Richard H. Smith
4340 Newcastle Road
Lafayette, Indiana 47905

Indiana State Board: of Health
Indianapolis, Indiana

Dear Sirs:
Due to failure of two drainage systems our farm has from 50 to 80 acres of Tand

11
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Richard H.
Smith

that has had water standing on it, most of the year, for the past several years. Naturally
our main concern has been crop loss, but with the recent increase of encephalitis we have
also been concerned with the neighbors and our family getting this disease due to the hordes
of mosquitos that breed in the stagnant water of this pond.

We have contacted our drainage board many times for several years about this problem. The
draipage board had authorized repairing a part of one ditch, but have not solved the problem
in that they quit working on the ditch before the problem was solved. About % to 3/4 mile of
the tile yet remains to be probed to find the stoppage and it repaired. The drainage board has
continued to drag their feet on this matter. They have also dragged their feet on cleaning a
ditch south of our farm that has put the bulk of the water onto our farm.

We will not be legally responsible for keeping the mosquitos eradicated from this pond nor will
we be legally responsibie for illnesses neighbors might have as a result on insects breeding in
this stagnant area. The Tegal responsibility should rest on the negligent drainage board of
Tippecanoe County.

Any encouragement to our county officials would be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,
/s/ Mr. & Mrs, Richard H. Smith

After some discussion about the letter received from Mr. SMith, Mr. Vanderveen moved to instruct >~
the County Surveyor to prepare the field work for a reconstruction on that part of the S. W.

El7iott ditch that affects Mr. & Mrs. Smith. Motion seconded by Bruce Osborn and made unanimous

by Robert Fields.

The business having been dealt with, Mr. Osborn moved to adjourn. Motion seconded and carried.
A\

45;;;§ii:i? Fields, Chairman

;/Zf’f
A
Wiltiam Vanderv

7~

een, Vice Chairman

) Pt

NLA 2
Brtice Oshborn; Board Mehmber

ATTES

/ﬁi%é24¥éévf>f;;;éﬁéé)

—

" Gladys Ridder, Exec. Secretary
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THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD MAY 5, 1976

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met in the jury room on the 4th floor at 9:30 a.m., on May 5th,
1976 with the following members present: Robert F. Fields, William Vanderveen, Bruce Osborn, Robert
L. Martin and Gladys Ridder.

Upon the reading of the minutes of the April 16th, 1976 special meeting, Bruce Osborn motioned to
Minutes accept the minutes as read and William Vanderveen Seconded. Mr. Robert Fields made the motion
Approved unanimous.

The surveyor opened the hearing on the Jacob Taylor ditch by explaining the reason for this hearing,
namely, to add the branches that go into Fountain County to the Jacob Taylor Legal drain. Those

persons on those branches are assessed to the Legal drain already so adding those branches to the

Legal drain does not change the assessment, only the fact that the maintenance money will help maintain
their branches also.

9:30 am Those in attendance were: Larry C. Wagner, Larry Carlson, Orville Carlson, Hal R. Davis, Wayne
: Stevenson for Fammcraft Service, Inc. and Alberta Taylor Bennett.

Jacob

A1l persons in attendance were in favor of a maintenance fund but felt a reconstruction of that part

of the ditch lying in Fountain County might be necessary. With the 1ine so fine as to where maintenance

ends and reconstruction begins, those possibilities were openly discussed. Mrs. Bennett said she

would just be happy to be able to farm her land as each and every year she lost part of her land.

Wayne Stevenson suggested they talk to Ralph Patrick at the SCS office to see if help could come from

there and if necessary to change the size of the tile. The amount of fall and the depth of the tile

was also discussed. '

Whether reconstruction was necessary or not, they expressed the desire for the Board to establish the

two branches as part of the legal so the maintenance monies could help them too. William Vanderveen

so moved that the Board accept Branches No. 5 and Six, described as follows:

Taylor
Ditch

Branch Number Five
Begins at the headwall of main 1ine at Station 133 +20 of main ditch and runs thence Southwesterly
for a distance of 5016 feet more or less to a point located 530 feet West and 1600 feet South of the
Northeast corner of the Northwest quarter of Section 4, Township 21North, Range 6 West.
Branch Number Six
Begins at a point 528 feet South and 924 feet East of the Northwest corner of the Northeast quarter of

Section 4, Township 21 North, Range 6 West and runs Southerly for a distance of 3300 feet more or less

THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD MEETING HELD MAY 5, 1976 ( Continued)

to a point located 1452 feet North and 530 feet East of the S
Coarton of aosated 1982 Te e South West corner of the South East

Bruce Osborn seconded the motion and Robert Fields made the motion unanimous.

The following letter was received from Gary Hitchcox:

Mr. Robert F. Fields
Tippecanoe County Drainage Board
Gary Lafayette, Indiana Garrett L. Hitchcox

Hitchcox 6220 Wyandotte Road
Lafayette, Indiana

April 21,1976
Dear Mr. Fields:

In answer to your letter of April 19th, regarding the outlet of a drai i i i i
for the Hitchcox-Robinson Subdivision. ’ rain pipe into ETTott Ditch

The remaining Tots that you referred to are sold and were sold when all of i
i this came W
these people want to build and would Tike for the Board to reconsider. Hp- W know

Very truly yours,

/s/
Garrett L. Hitchcox

In answer to Mr. Hitchcox's letter the Board decided they would stand b i i isi
: 0 : y their first decision
for until the S. W. E11iott ditch could find relief they did not want to add to an already

3ggisjtuation. The Secretary was instructed to write to Mr. Hitchcox and inform him of their
sion.

The following letter was received from the Area Plan Commission: -



Area
Plan

Tippecanoe County Drainage Board

Tippecanoe County Court House

Lafayette, Indiana 47901 April 28, 1976
: Ref.No. 216-76

Gentlemen:

We are in receipt of inquiries from the bonding company seeking release of contract bonds
on Parts 5 and 6 of Raineybrook Estates. Apparently, there are drajnage facilities involved
in addition to the streets.

Part 5 bond was dated March 30, 1970, and is in the amount of $6,000.00. The final approval
of the plat was given by the APC on march 23, 1970 under file S-385.

Part 6 bond was dated November 27, 1973, and is in the amount of $25,000.00. Final approval
of the plat was given October 22, 1973 under file $-532.

If the drainage facilities for these subdivision tracts are complete and acceptable, please
so inform this office so that we may release the bonds. Thank you for your cooperation in
this matter.

Sincerely,

/s/
Frank A. Blair
Zoning Administrator

FAB:dk
Enc.

The Board asked the County Surveyor if he would check out the drainage facilities for these
two Parts of Raineybrook Estates and report back to them.

Mr. Carl Kupfer, professional engineer for the Site Planning and Civil Engineering Corporation
came before the Board with some temporary engineering suggestions to show the possibilities in
developing some ground lying south of the Hilton Inn and located in the watershed of the Cuppy-
Carl Kupfer McClure drainage area.

for They had planned a retention pond plus an open ditch in the lowlands of the site and relocate
SPACECB the existing tile of the Cuppy-McClure legal drain. Michael Gitlitz, who came with Mr. Kupfer,
asked the Board what was needed to get things rolling and the Board said everyone in the
Cuppy-McClure watershed should be notified and a public hearing with more detailed drawings be
shown. The Board asked the Secretary to check with the Attorney to see if time allowed the
regular June 2, 1976 meeting to be that hearing. If so, to do the necessary notifying.

t .
State Hgy April 15, 1976

St. Rd. #43
# SR 43 Spot improvement at north
junction with S.R. 25 in Lafayette

all in Tippecanoe County
ST-F Project 191(20)

Pretiminary Road File
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Mr. Robert L. Martin, L.S.
County Surveyor

1631 Klondike Road

MWest Lafayette, Indiana 47906

Dear Mr. Martin:

The Design Department of the Indiana State Highway Commission is preparing construction plans for
the project described above. Actual construction has not been scheduled, however, the R/W phase
has been initiated.

We are sending you today, under separate cover, two sets of our preliminary plans for this project.
One set of these plans is for review of the proposed drainage by the County Drainage Board. We
request your approval or comments on the drainage as planned. If we fail to hear from you within
30 days, we shall assume that you are satisfied and that the Board has approved the plans as sub-
mitted with this Tetter.

The second set of plans is for your use in determining your need for land monuments as required
by law, to be established during construction of the project.

If other information is desired, please advise.

Very truly yours,

/s/
S. R. Yoder
Chief, Division of Design

For: G. K. Hallock

Chief Highway Engineer
FM: sw .
The Board found no fault with the plans.

With the business of the day completed, William Vanderveen moved to adjourn and Bruce Osborn seconded
that motion. Robert Fields so voted to make it unanimous.

Al

L s,

Rébert F. Fields, Chairman

ATTEST: -
Z"Z’Lﬁ{*«,f&/ AL Aot

Gladys Ridder, Executive Secretary




THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD OCTOBER 6, 1976

The regular meeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board was held October 6, 1976 at 9:00 .
a.m., in the County Council Room with the following members present: Robert F. Fields, Bruce Osborn, William (R
Vanderveen, Robert L. Martin, Fred Hoffman and Gladys Ridder.

Upon reading of the minutes of the September 1st and September 10, 1976 meetings, a motion was Minute§“‘

“made bz Bruce Osborn seconded by William Vanderveen and made unanimous by Robert Fields to accept those minutes
as read.

Mr. Richard Donahue, Attorney for Robert Gurnick, came before the Board to report that his client
had as yet no relief from a water problem that he felt the Drainage Board should take care of. He said the

i i s : ; R.Donahue
Drainage Board had assessed Mr. Gurnick for maintenance on the S. W. E1liott ditch but that Mr. Gurpjck S
water gou]d not get to-the ditch. Mr. Osborn questioned Mr. Donahae as to whether Mr. Gurnick's prqB}em was " Gﬂ3:1Ck

MEETING OF OCTOBER 6, 1976 CONTINUED

the result of the Elljott ditch not functioning properly or was it surface water that could not get to the
E1Tiott ditch because of an obstruction created by a neighbor of Mr. Gurnicks.It was pretty well established

P that I. M. House had created a dam which constricted the flow of the water towards it's natural waterway Donahue
) creating the problem. Mr. Hoffman said the drainage board had no jurisdiction if this were the case. To
Dick Donahue insure all present that those are the facts, the Board suggested that our surveyor go to the scene and make for
for a determination as to whether the S. W. ETliott ditch was plugged anywhere and if there were broken tile in Gurnick |
the ElTiott ditch to make necessary repairs but if the problem was not the Elliott ditch's failure to per-
Robert form then theirs was a legal problem and would have to be handied in the courts. !
Gurnick Mr. Gurnick said all of those people south of State Road 38 were in trouble. Namely Kenny Biery, Neal Dexter

Stu Fisher, Mary May,Robert Gurnick, and Ed Anderson. Mr. Donahue presented a letter from the State stating
their position on the problem.

There were acreage changes suggested by the county surveyor on the Ray Skinner ditch and the Anson

Ray Skinner Delphine ditch. Both changes were explained and the fact that all of the property owners in the watershed
y area of these two ditches was noted. No one appeared on either ditch. The Board so moved to accept the

- and Anson change in the watershed as proposed by the surveyor.

\

-acreage

corrections

Mr. Fred Montague of the Scholer Firm appeared before the Board to explain the drainage system proposed
for the Indiana Employment Security Division. He said there was no legal drain affected other than the

- Indiana water eventually gets to the Elliott ditch and his sole purpose for attending this meeting was to show the
' “employment Drainage Board that the design was not to increase the load on Elliott ditch. Mr. Fields said the Board
§ecur1ty Div. surely appreciated that fact but that he felt Mr. Montague should take this drawing to the City Engineer.

Mr. Montague said when the Imperial Equipment Company built in this locale, John Fisher had come before
the Board and he had a Tetter of approval from Dan Ruth to that effect so he felt he should do the same.

A call from Mr. Fink to the county surveyor complaining about new tile that Lewis Beeler had just laid in
Mr. Fink his field was brought to the attention of the Drainage Board. Because this was a complaint on a private
Vs drain the attorney told the Board that they had no jurisdiction over this problem. The Board then asked
the surveyor if he would go out and check all of the facts and bring them back to this Board.

{Lewis Beeler

With all of the business at hand attended to, Mr. Bruce Osborn moved to adjourn. That motion was seconded
by William Vanderveen and made unanimous by Robert Fields.

f/%/ A A8 |

Robert F. Fields, Chairman

W/T//;._.// 2 il
1

anderveen, Vice Chairman

ATTEST:

Gladys RAdder, Executive Sec'y.




SPECIAL MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD JANUARY 24, 1977

A special meeting called by the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board was held in the County

Council Room at 1:30 p.m., on January 24th, 1977 with the following members present: William Vanderveen,
Robert F. Fields, Bruce Osborn, Robert L. Martin, Ron Melichar and Gladys Ridder.

A petition was brought before the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board requesting a vacation

of a part of the Layden branch of the S. W. E1Tiott ditch. The part to be vacated reads on the petition

as follows:

STATE OF INDIANA ) .
SS: BEFORE THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY
TIPPECANOE COUNTY) DRAINAGE BOARD

IN THE MATTER OF THE )
VACATION OF A PORTION OF )
THE MICHAEL LAYDEN DRAIN )

PETITION_TO VACATE DRAIN

The undersigned Petitioners respectfully petition The Tippecanoe County Drainage
and show the Board as follows:

1. This Petition if filed pursuant to Section 111 of The Indiana Drainage Code
(IC 1971, 19-4-1-11).

2. The Petitioners request the Board to vacate the following portion of the Michael
Layden (sometimes spelled "Leyden") Drain, lying wholly within Sections 26, 27 and 35,
Township 23 North, Range 4 West, in Fairfield Township, Tippecanoe County, Indiana:

A1l that portion of the Michael Layden Drain which lies north and west of that tract

of real estate owned of record by Paul Metzger (which tract is located in the south-

east corner of the Northwest quarter of Section 35) inctuding all branches of said

drain except that part of the Gault & Peters Branch which 1ies west of the west line

of Section 26.

3. The Petitioners are the owners of more than ten per cent (10%) in acreage of the

Tand which would be directly affected by the vacation prayed for herein.

4. A brief description of the land which would be directly affected by the vacation

prayed for herein is as follows: Michael

a. The land which is served by that portion of the legal drain described above
is presently zoned for industrial and commercial uses. Part of said land is

Layden Br.

presently used for industrial and commercial purposes. The remainder is presently S. W. Ellio

used for agricultural purposes, pending its development for ‘industrial and Ditch

commercial purposes.

b. Petitioner Lafayette National Bank, Trustee of Land Trust No. 1440, holds

options to purchase all of the tracts owned by the other Petitioners. Should those

options be exercised, all of said tracts will be developed for industrial purposes

within the next three (3) to five (5) years. Should those options not be exercised,

Petitioners believe that said tracts will be developed for industrial and comm-

ercial purposes within the next decade.
5. That portion of the legal drain described above, which was designed and constructed
in 1908 to drain ground water from land used for agricultural purposes, is wholly
inadequate to drain surface water from land developed and used for industrial and comm-
ercial purposes. The reconstruction of that portion of the legal drain described above . -
as an urban drain (to make it adequate to drain surface water from the land when it was
developed for such purposes) in its present location would be quite expensive, and sub-
stantially interfere with the development and use of said land for such purposes, and
therefore be impracticable.
6. The present condition and lack of maintenance of that portion of the legal drain which
1ies north of McCarty Lane (County Road 100 South) is such that Petitioners doubt
whether it functions as a drain. At present, most of said land is drained by a private
open-ditch and tile drainage syster (herein referred to as the "Kepner Private Drain"),
which runs through the land owned by Petitioners and into the Wilson Ditch, and which
was constructed by certain of the Petitioners pursuant to a written agreement among them.
7. Petitioners (and their successors and assigns as owners of the land through which the
Kepner Private Drain or will construct, operate and maintain any draingge system which
may replace the Kepner Private Drain in such manner that said drain will accept the
existing ground water discharge without restricting or impairing the flow as it pre-
sently exists or altering the characteristics of any public drain which flows into the
Kepner Private Drain. Without limiting the generality of the foregoing, Petitioners
Helen F. Kepner and the Lafayette Union Railway Company (and their successors and assigns
as aforesaid) will operate and maintain, through the Kepner Private Drain or otherwise,
a drain which will be adequate to carry the ground water discharged from the Gault &
Peters Branch, at its present capacity (i.e., an 8 inch tile), from its outfall into the
Kepner Private Drain at the intersection of the west line of Section 26 and McCarty Lane
to the Wilson Ditch.
8. The Petitioners (and their successors and assigns as owners of the land through which
the Kepner Private Drain runs) will operate and maintain the Kepner Private Drain of
will construct, operate and maintain any drainage system which may replace the Kepner
Private Drain in such manner that the rate of discharge of water from said drain into
the Wilson Ditch will not exceed the rate at which water is presently discharged into
Wilson Ditch.
9. The vacation and abandonment of the portion of said legal drain described above will
not be detrimental to the public welfare.
10. Annexed hereto as Schedule A is a list of the names and addresses of the owners
(other than the Petitioners themselves) of the Tand which Petitioners believe would be
directly affected by said vacation, together with tax duplicate descriptions of the
tracts owned by each of them.
11. The Petitioners wish to have the date on which the matter will be referred to the
Surveyor for report advanced in accordance with Section 110(g) of the Indiana Drainage
Code (IC 1971, 19-4-1-10(g). )
12. The names of the attorneys who will represent the Petitioners in these proceedings
are set out below, opposite the names of the Petitioners whom they represent.

WHEREFORE, the Petitioners pray that the Board
a. serve notice of intention to vacate the portion of the
Michael Layden Drain described above on all owners qf
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Name and Address
of Petitioner

Lafayette National
Bank, Trustee of
Land Trust No. 1440
337 Columbia Street
Lafayette, Indiana

By /s/ Stuart A. Main

Trust Officer

Betty M. Smith
3516 Cypress Lane
Lafayette, Indiana

/s/
Betty M. Smith

James F. Murtaugh
3525 State Road 26E
Lafayette, Indiana

/s/

James F. Murtaugh

Joseph M. Murtaugh
Gerald Murtaugh
Rita G. Caesar

ALL OWNERS of Tand affecfed by said vacation;

b. advance the date on which the matter will be referred to the

Surveyor for report;

c. fix a date for and hold a hearing on the proposed vacation; and
d. issue an order vacating the portion of the Michael Layden Drain

described above as a legal drain.

Tax Duplicate Des-
cription of land
owned by etitioner

Optionee

116.408a

SWy4 NW

NW SW

26-23-4

N END Ei EX

S END E% E%
27-23-4 119.08la

By/s/ James F. Murtaugh

James F. Murtaugh
Attorney-in-fact for
Joseph M. Murtaugh
Gerald Murtaugh and
Rita G. Caesar

Helen F. Kepner

% Paul L. Hamman
2710 Ross Road
Lafayette, Indiana

/s/

Helen F. Kepner

The Lafayette Union
Railway Company

% C. G. Ball

Ball, Eggleston,
Bumbleburg & McBride
810 Purdue National
Bank Building
Lafayette, Indiana

By /s/

Winsaton H. Robbins
President

Seal
C. G. Ball
Secretary-Treasurer

G. Murtaugh
D.C. & M.F.
Lafayette Union Ry Co.
Helen Kepner
Lafayette Union Ry Co
Betty M. Smith

Betty M. Smith

State of Indiana

G. Murtaugh etal

R.Q. & P.L. Ca]]owayI
n H EH 1l

Better Brands, Inc
n n "

L..A. & M.J. Darnell

“ H o

Lecklitner

Undivided %
Sy SW
26-23-4
30.00a

Undivided %

Sk SW

26-23-4

PT SE%

27-23-4

PT SW

26-23-4

67.625a

PT SWs

26-23-4

5.00a

NW SW 26-23-4
E SW 26-23-4

W W SW SW 26-23-4

Und% PT SW SW 26-23-4
PT SW 26-23-4

NW NW 26-23-4
E NW 26-23-4
PT NW 26-23-4-

SW NW 26-23-4

Morland Commercial Park
n " n

Lot
Lot
Lot
Lot
Lot
Lot
Lot
Lot
Lot
Lot
Lot
Lot
Lot
Lot

Name and address of

Counsel_for Petitioner

Stuart, Branigin,
Ricks & Schilling
P. 0. Box 1010
Lafayette, Indiana

Ball, Eggleston,
Bumbleburg &
McBride

810 Purdue National
Bank Building
Lafayette, Indiana

1-007-006
1-007-007
1-007-010
1-007-011
1-007-004
30-058G-001
30-058G~002
30-058G-003
30-058H-001
30-58F-002
30-,58F-003
30-58F-004
30-58F-005
30-58F-006
30-58F-007
30-58F-008
30-58F-009
30-58F-010
30-58F-011
30-58F-012
30-58F-013
30-58F-014
30~58F-015
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Tippecanoe Ware-Housing
" t

Culligan Water Condition-

ing of Lafayette
" "
1 "

New Century Homes

Biggs Pump & Supply

State of Indiana

Country Life Ins. Co.
Koehler Bros, Inc.

Laf Bank & Trust Co.
Successor Trustee

B & S Enterprises
n it

Continental Baking Co.
] n

R.P. & P. K. Lowe
s "
Wilhetn Realty Co.

Biggs Pump and Supply

Helen F. Kepner
Laf. Union Railway Co.
(3 "

Helen F. Kepner
E.L. & A. Kluth
Bennetts Greenhouse, Inc
W.H. & E.G. Bennett
K.E. & P.K. Bennett
n B

State of Indiana
Indiana National Bk.Tr.

Tipco Leasing
J.H. & D.V. BOwsher

V. F. Bergman

R & C.R. Johnson
Wabash Shores, Inc.
Pizza King Franshises
W.D. & C.E. Skiver

J. F. Murtaugh, etal
State of Indiana
n H n

F. Fortner
Norandex, Inc.
Saturn Corporation
Corporate Cleaning
H.E. & J. I Beeler
R.G.& M.L.Schwartz,etal.
Tipco Leasing, INC.

n 1

Bouma-Betten of Ind.
H.A. & R. Miller

R. & R. M. Brooks
Bearings, INc.

U. S. Metalite Corp.

C.M. Hamman
C.E.& W.R.D.Skiver
R. E. Gurnick

Kemmer Const. Co. Inc.
o "

Mor-Land Commercial Park Lot 15
n un " n

Lot 16

and 10 ' N side Lot 17

" n u n Lot 17
excluding 10' N. Side

" n n it Lot 18
+ 10' N Side Lot 19

n n " u Lot 19
excluding 10' N Side

t " un n Lot 20

n 1 n n Lot 21

n n i n Lot 22

n n " n Lot 23

n n un i Lot 24
Pt NE Kepner Industrial Tract
Sec 27-23-4 9.543a
Pt NE Kepner Industrial Tract
Sec. 27-23-4 1.38
PT NE Kepner Industrial Tract
Sec. 27-23-4 5.5
PT NE Kepner Industrial Tract
Sec. 27-23-4 457
I n n It ‘234
1 n n it '467
PT W NE 27-23-4 1.226
PT NE KEpner Industrial
Tract 27-23-4 6.273

Kepner Indus. Tract Pt Lot 28
and Pt. Lot 29 27-23-4

Kepner Indus. Tract NE Lot 27

" Lot 26
it " n W Lot 25
" n n n Lot 24
n n n n Lot 20
it} un i It} Lot 19
I: n |: n Lot 18
Kepner Indus.Tract NE Lo%‘?9a
n 1 n n Lot 16
n o n n Lot 15
n n n n 1.38«3
Kepner Indus. Tr. NE Lot 21
Lt} i n " Lot 22
n n " i Lot 23
Und % PT W.W 61.91
" ! 61.91
Und.% PT NE NW 35-23-4
and PT E NW 55.83
13 n 1 11 55.83
Pt NE NE NW 35-23-4  0.85
n " n L1 3 3.44
i t n n 2-76
PT NW v " 0.24
PT NE NE NW " o271
PT Kepner Indus. Tr. 27-23-4
PT E E NE 27-23~4 .919

PT NE KEPNER INDUS. .881
! ! "100X309.9" .71
PT KEPNER IND. NE 27-23-4 2.13

Tract No. 1 and Tract No. 2
N End E E NE 27-23-4 24.081
PT KEP INDUS. TR. NE .202
u 1 " n . 212
it} n n " 1' 208
n " n " R 788
n n u un . 41
n u 1 n . 69
"t " un " . 69
u 13 u n R 69
n u " t . 69
PT NE KEPNER 27-23-4 1.38
n It} n n . 69
" " 1 " . 69
n n n it} . 69
n n un n . 70
n " H 1 . 70
n It} 1 n . 70
n n i " 1. 41
n n H n 1. 44
11 " n n . 71
" n n n . 71
i n u u . 71
t 1 n n . 71

G. Murtaugh, etal S End E ENE 27-23-4 15.QQ

30-58F-016
30-58F-017
30-58F-018
30-58F-019

38-58F-020
30-58F-021
30-58F-022

30-58F-023
30-58F-024
30-58F-025

1-009-023
1-009-020
1-009-019

1-009-058

30-58E-051
30-58E-058
30-58E-023

30-58E-022

30-58E-001

30-58E-003
30-58E-004
30-58E-005
30-58E-006
30~-58E-010
30-58E-011
30-58E 012

30-38E-613

30-58E-014
30-58E-015
30-58E-018
. 1-08A-022
1-08A~023
1-08A-024
1-012-001
1-012-001

1-012-002
1-012-002
1-012-003
1-012-004
1-012-005
1-012-006
1-012-007
30-58E-056
30-58E-057
30-58-047
30-58E-044
30-58E-043
30-058E-042
30-058E~041
30-58E-040
30-58E-039
30-58E~050
30-58E-055
30=58E-059

30-58E-048
30-58E-052
30-58E-054
30-58E-025
30-58E-026
30-58E-027
30-58E-028
30-58E-029
30-58E-049
30-58E-030
30-58E-031
30-58E-032
30-58E-033
30-58E-034
30-58E-035
30-58E-036
30-58E-037
30-58F-028
30-58F-038
30-58F-031
30-58E-033
30-58F-032
30-58F-030

30-58F-029
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Lafayette Union Ry Co. PT SE 27-23-4 61.34 1-008-028
Navco PTSSE * " 28.65 1-008-037
National Homes PTSSE " o 3.08 1-008-031
C. M. Hamman Life Est
Helen Kepner PT SE Lo 11.42 1-008-033
o " PT SE woou 1.44 1-008-020
C. M. Hamman PT Kep. Indusgi_zgizt NW SE 1.0 1-008-038
! oo " 2,32 1-008-039
" u L3 n 1 n 3'94 1_008_034
National Homes Corp. PT S% & H Taylors Plan
SW Laf. Union Ry Lot 9 53.197 1-008-012
" PT W END SE 27-23-4 5.42 1-008-013
" W END S SE " 1.178 1-008-014
College Life Ins. Co. of
America of Marion PT Ws SE 4 ! .987 1-008-032
J.A & MS Livesay PT WEENDS SE " 1.5 1-008-029
104 X 685.9'
J.M. & R.J. Christopher PT § SE " 3.5 1-008-030
B.A. & M. Holliday PT SW SE " 2.0 1-008-019
J. R. Wierenga PTWENDSSE " 1.0 1-008-018
L.M. Kinbrell W END S SE " .79 1-008-017
J.L. & M. Lynch PT SW SE " .21 1-008-035
R. V. Rohrman KEPNER INDUS. TRACT?EOT 13 1-08A-006
! " b "ILOT 12 1-08A-005
J. K. Hamman " " " LOT 11 1-08A-003
! b b " LOT 10 1-08A-004
J. 0. Southard " " " 75" N Side
Lot 9 & 50' S Side Lot 10 1-08A-002
C. M. Hamman Kepner Indus. Tract Part Lot 9 1-08A-001
n u n 1 " n Lot 8 1_08A_014
it u n u n 13 LOT 7 and
25' N Side Lot 6 1-08A-013
" oo " " 75" S Side Lot 6 1-08A-012
b " " " " lot 5 1-08A-011
" "o " " Lot 4 1-08A-010
" o " " Lot 3 1-08A-009
! " " " “ Lot 2 1-08A-008
" e " " Lot 1 1-08A-007
Navco, Inc. NAVCO BUSINESS PARK Lots 1.to 14, Inc. 1-08B-0Q01-015
D.L. & C.A.LeFevre Fr E E'NE 34-23-4 .72 1-011-031
R. E. & M. R. Goad E E NE NE 34-23-4 .25 1-011-030
J.J. & K.I Long Fr Pt E ENENE " .25) 1-011-029
and PT NE " .10
Lafayette Broadcasting, INc. PT E E NE NE 34-23-4 8.44 1-011-032
! ! " PT ENE " 9.92 1-011-028
R. 0. & M. Richardson PT NE NE 110X396' " 1.00 1-011-027
L. & M. Leaf PT NE NE " 9.00 1-011-026
J.C.& M.L. Burghardt PT NE NE " 9.00 1-011-025
D.F.Dexter & L.J.Kenney SW NW NW NE " .19 1-011-010
Super Test Service ST. " " " 2.31 1-011-011
J. R. & E. M. Lewis PT N END NW & NE ! .57 1-011-012
W. & F. 0. Wainwright N END NW NE " 1.93 1-011-013
L.H. & M. L. Bridge N END NW NE " 1.10 1-011-014
G.R. & H.B. Polk N END NW NE " .84 1-011-015
Firepro6f Garage Co. N END NW NE " .84 1-011-016
J. R. Hedworth N END NW NE 300X132' " .91 1-011-017
W. W. Hedworth N END NW NE " 2.06 1-011-018
Fireproof Garage Co. N END NW NE " 5.08 1-011-019
G. G. & D. R. Buck N END NW NE
also 12' E Side " 1.42 1-011-020
H & M Holdman N END NW NE b 1.25 1-011-021
D. F. Dexter & L. J. Kenny PT S NW NE " .107 1-011-058
" " PT NW NE " .69 1-011-033
" ! PT NW NE ! .32 1-011-034
" " PT NW NE " .69 1-011-048
G. AND F. Kingma" PT S NE & PT S NW " 1.25
«.137 1-011-035
R. L. & H. D. DOrroh  PT S NE ! .76 1-011-036
R. W. Arndt etal PT S NE " .65 1-011-037
" " PT S NE " .6 1-011-038
J. C. YOUNG PT S NE ! .58 1-011-039
M.B. Chapman PT E " 1.94 1-011-040
J.C. & M.L. Burghardt PT SE NE ! 5.00 1-011-041
B. R. Arihood PT NE " 5.35 1-011-042
C.I.Kenny, Jr. &
L & D Dexter PT SE NE " 9.07 1-011-043
" " PT NE SE " 3.00
PT E b 14.96) 1-011-044
PT NE SE " .06
L.F. & G. H. Roark N END NW NE " 1.5 1-011-022
0. K. Gerhardt PT NE NE " .83 1-011-023
M.E. & D.S. Bowlin PT NE NE " .17 1-011-024
50 X 150'

Those in attendance were: Gordon Kingma, John E. Fisher, Patricia Shaw, George Delong, Keith McMillin,
Paul Coates and Doug Branigan. A. Dan Ruth also sat in.

William Vanderveen opened the meeting and then turned it over to the attorney who prepared the petition
for some explanation 6f the petition and the urgency of same.

Mr. Branigan explained that an option to buy the Tand for commercial or industrial use was to expire in
April and with the requirements by law of notifying all of those people in the watershed of the branches
to be vacated within a period of not more than forty days but not less than thirty days, and to hoid a
hearing on the next regular meeting of March 2nd, time was getting short.

When asked about land north of St. Rd. 26 draining to the south, Mr. Fisher said, "yes, he felt there was

watgr north qf 2§ that that should have been in this drainage watershed . N
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SPECIAL MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD JANUARY 24TH, 1977 CONTINUED

Mr. Vanderveen then asked the Engineer, John E. Fisher, to explain at greater length what he had proposed.

MR. FIsher said the petition pretty much spells out the condition of the existing eight inch tile and

stressed article No. 6 and article No. 7 where owners of the "Kepner Private Drain," which runs through the
lands of the petitioners, have given a written agreement to accept the existing ground water.

The Board referred the petition to the surveyor for his report and set the date of hearing to be March 2, 1977.
Robert Fields asked the Secretary if she would also notify Mr. William Martin of the SCS Office and Mr. Maurice
Callahan, City Engineer for Lafayette.

Business taken care of, Bruce Osborn moved to adjourn. The motion was seconded by Robert Fields and made
unanimous by William Vanderveen.

William Vanderveen, Chairman

. Fields, Vice Chair

A

ude Osborn, Board

Rober

BT oy
T i) AL

“Gladys Ridder,” Exec. Secretary




REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD MARCH 2, 1977

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met at 9:30 a.m., on March 2, 1977 with the following members
present: William Vanderveen, Robert F. Fields, Bruce Osborn, Robert L. Martin, Michael Spencer, Fred
Hoffman, Grady Jones, and Gladys Ridder.

Upon the reading of the minures of the February 2, 1977 meeting, a motion made by Bruce Osborn, sec-
Minutes onded by Robert Fie]ds and made unanimous by William Vanderveen to accept the minutes as read.

Mr. Robert F. Fields chaired a meeting with regards to Priority No. 1 of the EDA. William Warren,
William Martin, John Fisher, A. Dan Ruth and Robert L. Martin were present along with Paul Coates,
George DelLong, James Murtaugh and Richard L. Smith.

William Warren explained the urgency in preparing a tentative Capital Development Statement. He pre-
i sented the following letter:

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Economic Development Administration
Midwestern Regional Office
i 32 West Randolph Street
" EDA and Chicago, I11inois 60601

Mr. Robert F. Fields, Chairman
Tippecanoe County OEDP Committee
% Board of Commissioners
Tippecanoe County

Lafayette, Indiana 47901

OEDP

Dear Mr. Fields:

The Overall Economic Development Program (OEDP) sponsored and submitted by your
organization for Tippecanoe County, INdiana, meets the minimal standards for
designation as a redevelopment area for an initial OEDP. Therefore, we recommend
that approval by Washington be given.

It is important to note that approval of your OEDP does not constitute approval
of individual projects which may be described in OEDP.

We wish you success in carrying out your program to improve employment and
economic conditions in your area. If you have any questions, please contact our
field coordinator, Mr. William E. Wilson, 336 Federal Courts Building, 46 East
Ohio Street, Indianapolis, Indiana 46204.

Sincerely,

cofs/
Donald E. Goostrey -
Chief, Planning D1v1sion

Mr. Osborn stated that in the 1ast‘meet1ng he wasn't convinced that Tippecanoe County would get the
Federal Funding. Mr. Warren said'let's file the application with' the necessary drawings and proceed
positively.

The vacation of part of ‘the Layden branch of the S. W. Elliott ditch and drainage in the general
area was discussed.

Mr. George DelLong asked if the Post Office was in the natural drainage basin and could help be
sought through them.

Mr. William Martin said the SCS office had a plan to get rid of the Post Office water by piping it
to Sagamore Parkway.

Mr. Jim Murtaugh said he felt anything on the North side of State Road 26 should be taken north to
the Wildcat Creek for it was so much closer.

Mr. William Martin said when the Elliott ditch was established (Layden Branch) there was question then
about a part of the water north of State Road 26. He said he felt that any time you could stay in

the natural watershed and take the water the way it would go naturally, you had less prob]ems. He also
said that when he had come before the Commissioners, the Coleman ditch was not doint it's job, the

ditch through Robert Fields land.was not . doing  it's job and that if puttin es under State Road 26
%ev1ated %ome o? the Sondlng along §25te kqu 56 %hat seemed the gens}b%ep E1ng



REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD MARCH 2, 1977 .( Continued)

Robert Fields asked the attorney if it could be proven that State Road 26 had created
the problem would the Taw when enforced make them correct the error. And the attorney answered in
the affirmative.

Mr. William Martin pointed out that north of Union Street and part south of Union was
all built up into housing units and to take water that way could get pretty costly.

Mr. Murtaugh said to abandon the Layden branch of the S. W. E1Tiott ditch would do no
one any harm and if new construction in that area took care of their drainage it would be much better.

Mr. Warren said his personal recommendations were:

1. That Tippecahoe County prepare a tentative Capital Development Statement to include
priority, sub-priority, and cost estimates for all proposed projects contained in the OEDP.

2. That Priority Number 1: The Best Line Industrial Site, be subdivided into sub-
priorities as follows:
1. Belt Line Industrial Park-Priority No. 1

Sub-Priority No. 1-Creasy Lane A public road
be improved and classified as sub-priority No. 1.

Sub-Priority No. 2-Drainage needs for the Belt Line Industrial

Site Area including all of the development area within the watershed
be developed, and the proposed drainage lines follow existing
right-of-ways.

Sub-Priority No. 3- That similar plans be prepared for sanitary
sewer, water Tines, etc. be prepared and that they follow
existing right-of-ways.

Priorities No 2 through No. 12 not be subdivided at this time and that the communities
first application to EDA pursue Priority No. 1.

It is my personal feeling that his procedure should expedite the community's application with
dispatch and provide a more realistic approach to our immediate needs and concérn. It is obvious that
EDA will not fund all projects this year, therefore, we should pursue the project with the greatest
potential...the Belt Line Industrial Project.

The Board asked Robert Martin and Willjam Martin if they would get together and do the
sketch and cost basis for Mr. Warren in the next few days.

The Chairman, William Vanderveen, opened the informal hearing on the reconstruction of
the Michael Binder ditch. This hearing was set up by the Board at the last regular meeting in February Michael
The only objector to the reconstruction of the ditch was John Shelby and his objections
were that in an estimate from the SCS office he could put in his own tile ditch at a much more reas- Binder
onable figure than the estimate of the county surveyor.
The Board had instructed the surveyor (by motion) to assess on a per acre assessment. Mr.
Osborn asked the attorney how the law reads on reconstruction assessments and Mr. Hoffman said it Informal
specifies that assessments should be made according to benefits and damages. He felt that if Mr. Shelby
took his case to court, the court would go along with Mr. Shelby. The Board then asked the surveyor if
he would figure according to the benefits and damages and renotify all in the watershed of those figures
and come before the Board again in April.

Those in attendance were: Jack DeVault, John Shelby, Raymond C. Bender, Eleanor B. Frost,
Doug and John Sheets, Robert Ade, Raymond Bennett, Paul Ade and Norman Bennett.

Many voiced their opinions pro and con but without actual figures to do a comparison were
reluctant to vote either way-until figures and facts were clearer. Robert Fields asked the surveyor
if he would assess those in the watershed using the benefits and damages method and notify the land- !
owners within the thirty days prior to the next meeting so the comparison could be made. |

Because the motion at the last meeting was made to assess on a per acre basis, Bruce
Osborn said they would let the minutes stand as were until the next meeting.

Bruce Osborn moved to adjourn. The motion was seconded by Robert Fields and made unan-

imous by William Vanderveen. /4226/

Wﬂﬁganderveen, Chairman

Vice Chair.

Robgyt F. Fields,

Bruce Osborﬁ, Board Member

ATTEST:

C éz;&my A 6

GTadys Ridder, Executive Secretary |



REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD ON APRIL 6, 1977.

The reguiar meeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met in the County Council Room in the
Tippecanoe County Court House with the following members present: William Vanderveen, Robert F. Fields, Bruce
V. Osborn, Robert L. Martin, Kenneth A. Miller, Fred Hoffman and Gladys Ridder.

The minutes of the March 2nd, 1977 meeting were read. A motion was made by William Vanderveen,

seconded by Bruce Osborn and made unanimous by Robert Fields to accept the minutes as read. Minutes

Approved

Don Barker and Malcolm Stingley came before the Board asking for help on the Isfalt ditch. Mr.
Barker said in 1950 Arthur Buerkle had tile out there to repair the ditch and someone instituted an injunction
against it,so it was never fixed. Mr. Vanderveen asked the surveyor if he would start proceedings for a recon-
struction on this ditch. Mr. Martin said he would have something ready for the meeting on the 18th of May, 1977
and the Board set the time at 10:00 a.m. This change of date would allow the time to get notices to the peoplt.

Isfalt
ditch

William Vanderveen opened the reconstruction hearing on the Waddell Branch of the J. B. Anderson
ditch by asking those present, namely, Arthur Waddell, William Waddell and E. Eugene Johnson, how they felt about
the new figures sent to them by the secretary, reflecting a new cost estimate. The estimate was about double of
the first estimate and when bids were opened on the first estimate the lowest bid was almost twice the surveyor's
estimate. Mr. Waddell said even though it was much higher than they had hoped, he was for it. His feelings were
echoed by the other two present. Mr. Waddell questioned the damage to crops and the Board said the statute said the
farmer planted at his own risk. Mr. Osborn assured him that any reputable contractor would be as careful as
possible.

Mr. Waddell asked if when bids were ready would we notify Robert Chittick of Mulberry, Indiana.Upon of the

motion of Bruce Osborn, seconded by Robert Fields and made unanimous by William Vanderveen, the Board moved to J.B.Anderson

readvertise for bids on the reconstruction of the Waddell Branch of the J. B. Anderson ditch. ditch

E. Eugene Johnson asked the status of the Johnson ditch. It had formerly been agreed upon that a
portion of the Johnson ditch needed to be cleaned out and Eugene had brought in a figure from Robert Hodgen.
With the maintenance meney available the job could be done but the amount of money involved would require Eugene
advertising for bids. Mr. Osborn suggested with the cleanout being so expensive, the Johnson ditch should have a
new hearing to raise the assessment to about $3.00 per acre instead of the one dollar per acre assessment that
is presently on the ditch. The secretary was instructed to notify all in this watershed and hold that maintenance
hearing on the 18th of May, 1977 at 10:30 a.m. The Surveyor said he would have bids for the work ready to open
on May 2nd, 1977 at 10:00 a.m.

Johnson

Because the neighbors on the Michael Binder ditch wished to get together before the hearing and
discuss things Jjust between themselves, when Mr. Vanderveen opened the hearing on the Michael Binder ditch he
asked Norman Bennett to report on the private meeting held in*the surveyor's office. Mr. Bennett said he was
afrajd they were no closer to an agreement than before and that the Board would have to decide what to do. Mr.
Vanderveen asked the Attorney to read both remonstrances that were filed. Mr. Shelby was still not in favor of
the per acre assessment but then he said he was not in favor of the benefits and damagesseither. Mr. Robert Ade
said he wasn't really in favor of either the per acre or benefits and damages. His remonstrance was written in Michael
protest to the benefits and damages. With the exception of these two, all others present were in favor of re- Binder
construction. The Board felt it would be wrong to deny drainage to many when only two were opposed. ditch

Mr. Shelby ask about the connecting of the existing tiles to the new tile and the Surveyor said it
would be in the specifications to connect all existing tiles. Then Mr. Shelby asked about payment for the
damages that had acrued on his land for over the last twenty years. Mr. Osborn said when the maintenance fund
is established those holes can be repaired out of that fund.

A motion was made by Robert Fields to reconstruct the Michael Binder ditch according to benefits
and damages. That motion was seconded by Bruce Osborn and made unanimous by William Vanderveen.

The Surveyor said he would have the specs ready and the letting of bids could be at 10:00 a.m. on
May 2nd, 1977.

Those in attendance were: Robert C. Ade, Raymond Bennett, Sr. Norman Bennett, John Shelby and son,
John C. Sheets, Paul W. Ade, Charles E. Kerber, Eleanor B. Frost and Raymond C. Bender.

The vacation hearing on that part of the Michael Layden didtch that Ties North of the Section Line
of Section 36 and Section 35 brought many interested landowners into the court house with many questions to be
answered. Mr. Vanderveen opened the hearing by asking the corporations attorney, Roger D. Branigan to speak on
behalf of the petitioners. Doug spoke in behalf of his client (unnamed) and the petitioners as to why it was
necessary to vacate this portion of the Tegal drain.

Mr. John Fisher had an easel set up with Exhibit "A", an aerial photo of the entire watershed and
explained how that watershed could fluctuate several feet by even the way in which the ground was tilled. Then
he carefully explained the difference between ground tile to take care of farm land's sub-surface water and an
Urvan drain that handled the majowity of the run-off water. He said the ditch as it is now was built sixty nine
years ago and certainly not designed to handle anything but sub-surface farm water. He spoke of the problem now
existing in this area caused by State Road 26 being a dam and the blacktop driveways and roofs that created much
more run-off water, and the need for a good Urban drain to handle that problem. He said in no way would the vacation
of this old field tile either hamper or improve their drainage. He explained it's sole purpose was to remove the
one hundred fifty foot easement that exists on all Tegal drains. The network of old field tile with an easement
of 150' would make it virtually impossible for anyone to develop the land. Rather to vacate the o1d tile and
let the new neighbor who is obligated to get rid of his water, help with the design and payment of a new urban
drain that would help solve all of their problems.

~Mr. Fisher gave his registration numbgr, $-0025, and introduced his engineer, Paul Coarts.

Many expressed their dire need for. drainage. Mr. Robert Wesner said at Sullivan and Fortner's park-
ing lot a pond formed every time it-rained and stayed there for many days. He felt convinced that this was
the best way to get their situation improved and voiced his opinion to vacate.

Oka LeMaster asked about the water on the north side of State Road 26. Mr. Fisher said the vacation
of this old field tile will neither help or harm that situation.

The surveyor's report was asked for and Mr. Martin submitted his recommendation to vacate the
portion above mentioned. His report was made a part of the transcript.

Mr. James Shook spoke on the change of land in the area and that it is now zoned for business. He
explained how many of the landowners put in an open ditch at their own expense, approximately $125,000.00 and
that some of the water from Biggs Pump and Supply along with other industry found it's way into the Kepner
Private Drain. He said his client was well aware of the drainage problem in the area and was anxious to help
solve the total drainage problem.

The cost of an Urban Drain would be high enough that probably a bond issue would need to be floated

Ditch

Waddell Br.

|
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REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD ON-APRIL 6, 1977 (continued)

Part of
Michael
Layden

because the General Drain Fund could not possibly handle an amount of that magnitude, Mr. Osborn said.

Mr. John C. Sheets sat in on the meeting in the place of Robert F. Fields who had land i
and had disqualified himself for this meeting. ! and in the area

Those in attendance were: Pat Redd, who took the transcript, Ron Norberg, John Fisher, Pat Shaw,
Paul Coats, Roger D. Branigan, Jr., JOhn E. Smith, Carl E. Brour, Oka LeMaster, Clarence LeMaster, George
Needham, Jr., Cable G. Ball for Lafayette Union Railway Co., George E. Delong, Charles Skiver, Gordon Kingma
James C. Shook, Donald C. Lecklitner, Robert D. Wesner, Jim Murtaugh and Bi1l Qakes. ’

Mr. Wesner asked the Board when they could possibly expect any relief. Mr. John Fisher said he

Branch of thvevou1d guess probably two years.

ETliott

ditch

RECESS

With most question§ answered, Bruce Osborn made a motion to vacate that portion of the Michael
Layden Branch of the S. W. Elliott ditch that lies North of the Section Line of Section 35 and 36. That motion
was seconded by John C. Sheets and made unanimous by William Vanderveen.

Jim Hilligoss was scheduled to appear before the Board at 11:45 a.m. but due to a mix-up in time
the Board re-scheduled the appearance to 1:45 p.m. (same day)

Board adjourned until 1:45 p.m.

Jdim Hi]]iggss did not appear as was scheduled but John Fisher knew his need for coming before the Board so

he filled in for Mr. Hilligoss. Mr. Fisher said when Mr. Ruth was County Surveyor, he had asked that the
storage basins be re-designed for the streets to carry 20% of the water in the Fink Meadows Subdivision. Swails
would e designed to carry the underground water in a conduit to the E11jott ditch. Bruce said he would Tike

to table this until the Board could study it more thoroughly. He told Mr. Fisher to give them at least two
weeks and they would try to have an answer ready.

) A meeting between the Benton County and the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board on the Wetherill-Darby
ditch was opened with the Chairman, Norman Skoog, addressing the two Attorneys for some answers to questions
that this Joint Board had at their last meeting, held in Otterbein on April 4, 1977.

The minutes of the April 4, 1977 meeting were read and approved. In those minutes the questions of
the last meeting were: Can the expense of the Engineering be charged to the project instead of being borne by
the whole county. Mr. Sparr said Section 106F says when it is necessary to hire outside help, the expense of
it should be assessed to the project. He said it was not very specific about the expense if the project did not
mature, however, he said he would assume the project would still bear the expense.

The second question, is it legal for someone to vote in another's place as happened in the last
meeting. Mr. Sparr safd it didn't matter for that was not a Tegal hearing.

- It was noted that the Secretary should notify the Department of Natural Resources of the State of
Indiana af is required by law when any reconstruction is to be done.

Those present at this meeting were: Norman Skoog, Wayne Anderson, Dave Baxter and Robert Sparr from
Benton County and Bruce Osborn, William Vanderveen, Robert L. Martin, Fred Hoffman and Gladys Ridder from
Tippecance County.

Wayne Anderson said he felt we should select an engineer as quickly as possible for he would need
to walk the tile portion of this ditch and Tocate the holes that only need repair instead of a whole new tile
system. Then when heavy undergrowth makes photography and on the ground surveys more difficult the majority of
the work could be done.

Norman Skoog said he felt John Fisher could do the job better, and faster than anyone else. That
feeling was pretty unanimous, so John Fisher was brought into the meeting and asked to do the job. He was asked
if he had a contract form or if he would 1ike the attorney to draw one up and it was decided that Mr. Robert
Sparr would draft a contract.

Mr. Fisher said he will fly the area immediately then 1. Accurately assess problem areas, 2. Define
the watershed 3. Put data in plotter and accurately determine area 4. talk to people to see what they want. most-
a public relation 5. Calculate the run-off 6. Check the outlet and see what extra water'$ affect would have on
this situation.

He said he would try to have the plans ready by autumn-1st of October.

Norman Skoog suggested that when one half of the plans were ready we would hold another meeting.

John said his firm would gladly work with the Board on assessing according to benefits and damages.

Mr. Fisher said his first request for a draw would not be until June and then in proportion to the
Engineering completed.

With the completion of the day's business the Board signed the Order and Findings and the Certificates
of Assessment and adjourned.

Norman Skoog, Chairman of William Vanderveen, Chairman

the Joint {Boa]lr':i 7/- 172 g

F. Fields, Vice Chatrman

Spisco

Bruce V. Osbérn, Board Member

E e
Suen - e .
I ittt I

William Vanderveen, Vice Chairman
d

the Joink.B
754l '

Bruce V. Osborn, Board Member

ob

Wayne Anderson, Board Mamber

ATTEST: Dave Baxter, Board Member
7,
"ézfgééizzbzy/;ﬁi;lkézkdp7

Gladys R¥dder, Exec. Secretary



MINUTES OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD MAY 18, 1977

The regular meeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met on Wednesday, May 18, 1977
(instead of it's regular first Wednesday) in the County Council Room of the Tippecanoe County Court House with
the following members present: William Vanderveen, Robert F. Fields, Bruce Osborn, Fred Hoffman, Robert L.
Martin, Kenneth A. Miller and Gladys Ridder.

Upon the reading of the minutes of the April 6th, 1977 meeting, a motion was mﬁde by Bruce Osborn, seconded Minutes
by William Vanderveen and made unanimous by Robert Fields to accept the minutes as read.

The Chairman opened the maintenance hearing on the Rebecca Grimes ditch by asking those present if they under-

Stood why this meeting was called and if there were any objections to the proposed increase from one dollar

per acre assessment to a three doilar per acre assessment. He explained with the ditches needs and the rising

cost of repairs the present one dollar assessment was just not adequate. 9:30 a.m.
Those present were Isaac Hoss, Mr and Mrs. Paul Kerkhoff and Mr. and Mrs. Fred Klinker. A1l were in favor of the Rebecca
increase for all were in favor of keeping their ditch repaired. General discussion as to the outlet needing

to be cleaned and what could be done about the cement culvert that was a problem where the tile emptied, etc.,
ensued. Mr. William Stovall was called in because of the highway being directly involved. Bill said the highway
would cooperate in what ever way was necessary. It was decided that the Surveyor and the Highway Supervisor get
together and decide the best way to solve the problem.

Grimes

Ditch

Upon motion of Bruce Osborn, seconded by Robert Fields and made unanimous by William Vanderveen, the Board
moved to accept the new maintenance assessment of three dollars per acre.

Don Barker, Malcolm Stingley and his son appeared in behalf of the Gustav Isfalt branch of the
Davis chain. They had requested a reconstruction hearing in the April 6th, 1977 drainage board meeting.
The Chairman asked the County Surveyor if he had figures on this ditch and he said his estimate of § 39,435 or 10:00 a.m.
roughly $143 per acre for-a tile ditch and he still would not guarantee it would work properly. Mr. Barker said
they all would prefér an open ditch from road 500E to the Kirkpatrick ditch. The Kirkpatrick ditch spoken of was Isfalt
formerly the Horney Davis ditch rebuilt by the SCS Office.

The Board suggested to the surveyor that when he had figures on an open ditch compiled to hold a new legal
- hearing with all people notified of the findings.

Mr.. ‘Ralph Jackson, farin manager for the Faye Hoffman property came before the Board requesting Calvin
the reconstruction of the Calvin Peters legal drain. The Board then referred the Peters ditch to the Surveyor. Peters
Ditch

; P )
Mr. Norman Bennett came before the Board asking the Board to please re-advertise for bids on the

Michael Binder ditch. He said he had checked with the SCS office and some other contractors and found the amount
of the bids, although they exceeded the Surveyorggwgstimate, to be fairly priced.

T Michael

Robert F. Fields instructed the Secretary to advertise once again for bids based on the specifications now on Binder
file in the Surveyor's office in hope to find a bidder-closer to the Surveyor's estimate. He recalled the second
time bids were asked for on another ditch, they had received one that was lower. Ditch
It was moved by Robert Fields, seconded by William Vanderveen and made-unanimous by Bruce Osborn to readvertise
for bids and the letting date would be June 13, 1977 at 10:00 a.m. in the County Commissiomers meeting.

The Chairman opened the new hearing on the E. Eugene Johnson ditch by explaining the reason for
calling the new hearing; namely that the funds were not adequate to handle the work to be done on the ditch. A
bid of $9,500.00 by Willard Merkel to clean out the outlet had been let and the maintenance funds were not Eugene
great enough to handle the expense. Johnson
The Surveyor explained the amount of $9,500 would be borne by the Johnson, Daugherty and Coe ditches but the ditch

percentage to each he could not give at this time.

Mr. Johnson questioned whether the cleanout was going far enough and it_was agreed that all in-
terested persons meet at the site and with the Surveyor's instruments would make the final determination.

Mr. Osborn suggested they meet on May 25, 1977 at 8:30 a.m. .
When questioned as to when the work would be completed, the Surveyor said November 30, 1977.
Johnson
. Mr. Vanderveen urged all present, although there were two remonstrances filed that tqta]ed about 45% of the_tota]
ditch acreage, to accept the three dollar assessment. He also said he favored going ahead with boring under the rail-
continued road to get immediate relief for Mr. Ora Gish.

William Vanderveen moved to accept the three dollar per acre assessment. Robert Fields secgnded the motion
and Bruce Osborn said he would make it unanimous if along with the motion was the instruction to the Surveyor
to begin immediately to get relief under the railroad.

Because the bid for reconstruction on branch No. 5 of the Jacob M. Tay!or ditch had gone over
the Surveyor's estimate a new hearing had to be called asking those in the watershed if they would be willing
to accept the Towest bid, that of Bob Hodgen at $14,480.60.

In attendance were Larry C. Wagner, Ruth Berneice Oteham, Alberta Taylor Bennett, Wayne Anderson for the Giffin
farms, Hal Davis, Larry Carlson and Orville Carlson.

A1l had been notified of the increase in assessment thirty days prior to the meeting and all in attendance
were in favor of accepting the bid of Mr. Bob Hodgen.

Bruce Osborn moved to accept the bid of Bob Hodgen, the motion was seconded by William Vanderveen and made
unanimous by Robert Fields..

The Board, with the exception of Robert Fields, signed a contract with John E. Eisher, L.S., for
the purpose of developing a design and reconstruction plans for the western portion of_deve1op1ng a design an
reconstruction plans for the western portion of the watershed located in parts of Section 22,23,25,26,27,34,35
and 36, located in Fairfield Township, Tippecanoe County, Indiana.



COMMISSION CONTRACT

The TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD, hereinafter referred to as "Board", does hereby
commission John E. Fisher, L.S., hereinafter referred to as "SURVEYOR, to develop a scheme
for the surface water management of a portion of the earth's surface in Tippecanoe County,
Indiana, which is parts of Sections Twenty-two (22), Twenty-three (23), Twenty-five (25),
Twenty-six {26), Twenty-seven (27}, Thirty-four (34), Thirty-five (35), and Thirty-six(36).
More specifically, the watershed that lies within the above mentioned sections of real
estate and which is tributary to the Wilson Branch of the E1liott Ditch.

Contract with

J.E. Fisher

The scope of this work shall, chronologically, accomplish the following items.

1. To develop a technique or basic design, preliminary cost estimates, and review
some of the environmental impact problems of this basic design, and work to
accomplish the best possible and mutual agreement among everyone involved in this
problem.

2. After the Board has satisfied itself that the scheme to be employed is our best
possible option and after considering all the input from owners and other
governmental agencies, then the Surveyor shall go upon the grounds and make any
necessary surveys and calculations required to design the structure in its
entirety, along with the necessary specifications, and obtain any additional
approvals required from other governmental agencies, such as the Department of
Natural Resources, Division of Water, and County Surveyor, etc. The Construction
Plans shall also take into consideration land acquisition and the specific
location of boundaries so as to develop the proper plans, keeping with
standard engineering techniques. Inasmuch as this work shall be done on a per diem
basis, it is the Surveyor's intent to very closely coordinate this work with the
Board, or any of the Board's personnel, so that the Board may, at it's discretion,
use it's own personnel in conjunction with the preparation of property owner lists,
sending out advertisements, and other related functions. In the development of
the construction plans, there will be a schedule establishing the design criteria
for the structure with certain limitations pursuant to various areas within the
watershed and where these sub-basins have been predesigned to enter the main channel.

3. After proper review of these Construction Plans and Specifications by the Board,
and after it has satisfied itself to their adequacy pursuant to the management of
the water of this part of the subject watershed, the Surveyor, at the Board's request,
will advertise the work for bid, as prescribed by law, and if a contract is awarded,
the Surveyor will assist the Board, at it's request, pursuant to the construction of
the facility.

4. The Surveyor's compensation for performance of the above-described services shall be
in the amount of Four Thousand Nine Hundred Dollars ($4,900.00) and shall be payable
by the Board in monthly draws based on the number of hours actually worked times
the hourly rates found on the attached fee schedule, plus the cost of material,
determined at cost.

5. The Surveyor shall, at his expense, provide the insurance, as prescribed by law.
The Board hereby agrees to furnish all necessary permission and assist the Surveyor
in acquiring permits, if necessary, such as road crossings, etc., for the subject
work.

6. Either party to this Contract may terminate the contract by written notice, sent
by certified mail, ten (10) days prior to the date of tewmination.

7. It is believed that this work should be completed in twelve (12) months from the date
of this Contract. However, if, due to unforseen delays, the work has not been comp-
Teted within this time, this Contract may be extended by a Letter of Extension by
the Board.

Made this 21st day of April, 1977.

TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD

BY _/s/
William Vanderveen, President

/s/
Bruce Osborn, Member

/s/
John E. Fisher, L.S.

With the increase of maintenance funds on the Rebecca Grimes and the E. Eugene Johnson ditches,
the Board signed the Order and Findings forms and the Certificate of Assessments for both ditches.

Upon the completion of the days business, William Vanderveen moved to adjourn. The motion was
seconded by Bruce Osborn and made unanimous by Robert Fields.

William Vanderveen, Chairman

Rogert F. Fie]d;, Vice Chairman

Cprnance
ATTEST: Bruce V. OsBorn, Board Member

Lo g /<fjiéﬁz>w;

G]adyé A/ Ridder, Executive Secretary




142

BUCK CREEK OPEN DRAIN REPORT AUG. 5, 1977

A committee was appointed when the Buck Creek Open drain had a maintenance heari
) ring-se
118-§nd that committee was to walk the Buck Creek Open drain and report back to the County Surveyor og th:igage
findings. On August 5, 1977 the following persons appeared in the County Surveyor's Office at the Tippecanoe

c . P : X . c :
Mggg:%igif1ce Building to make their report: Kelly M. Day, John B. MCCormick, Robert S. Shively and J. Eric

ATTEST:
/s/

Robert L. Martin, Surveyor

TIPPECANOE COUNTY SPECIAL DRAINAGE BOARD MEETING HELD AUG. 15, 1977

A special Drainage Board meeting was called at the request of Larry 0'Connell and the Robbins
Agency to ask for a release of a seventy five foot easement on which a house now stands. Those in attendance
were: William Vanderveen, Robert F. Fields, Bruce V. Osborn, Fred Hoffman and Gladys Ridder.

A description of the proposed easement release is as follows:

Part of the East half of the Southwest quarter of Section 3, Township 22 North, Range 4 West,
more particularly described as follows:

Commencing at a point which is in the centerline of what is commonly known as the El1Tiott Ditch
and which is 1101 feet, more or less, Southwesterly along the centerline of said ditch from a point in the
center of a blacktop road known as Concord Road, which is 122 feet South of the center of said section; thence
North and parallel with said Concord Road a distance of 105feet, more or less to the approximate Northwesterly
side of an Open Ditch easement; thence in a Northeasterly direction, on and along said easement line, a dis-
tance or 78 feet to the point of beginning of this description; thence South and parallel with said Concord
Road a distance of 20 feet; thence Northeasterly and parallel with said easemement 1ine a distance of 58 feet;
thence North and parallel with said Concord Road a distance of 20 feet to a point on said easement Tine; thence
Southwesterly on and along said easement line a distance of 58 feet to the point of beginning.

Located in Wea Township, Tippecanoe County, Indiana.

The Board having taken the reguest under advisement Certified the following resolution:

CERTIFIED RESOLUTION CONSENTING TO THE
EXISTENCE OF A STRUCTURE ON THE
ELLIOTT DRAINAGE DITCH EASEMENT
BY THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE DITCH BOARD

WHEREAS, Tippecanoe County Drainage Ditch Board, pursuant to IC 1971, 19-4-6-1, has the
authority to consent toito the presence of an existing permanent structure that encroaches
into a ditch easement, that being a ditch under the control and authority of said Drainage
Ditch Board; and

WHEREAS, the Elliott Drainage Ditch is presently, and has been, a drainage ditch under the
authority of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Ditch Board; and

WHEREAS, it has been brought to the attention of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Ditch Board
that a structure partially encroaches upon the Elliott Drainage Ditch; see the attached
"Exhibit A," made a part of this resolution by reference thereto; and

WHEREAS, the Tippecanoe County Drainage Ditch Board has the authority to consent to the
presencecof an existing permanent structure that encroaches upon the drainage ditch easement;
and

WHEREAS, it has been shown that said structure has been so located and was constructed prior
to the passing of the Indiana Drainage Code of 1965; and

WHEREAS, the Tippecanoe County Drainage Ditch Board, having called a meeting on August 15, 1977,
and pursuant to IC 1971, 19-4-6-1,et seq., and having duly considered those facts presented
to it,

THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Tippecanoe County Drainage Ditch Board consents to the
existence of a permanent structure on what is known as the E1liott Ditch Easement, as shown
by Exhibit A.

)
Passed this_ % day of /j;;; AV}Z , 1977.

S, Fterntlomin.

WiTliam Vanderveen, President
Tippecanoe County Drainage Ditch Board

I, the undersigned, secretary of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Ditch Board, have read the
foregoing resolution and attest to the fact that said resolution was duly considered at the
August 15, 1977 meeting of the Tippecanoe County Draipage Ditch Board and said resolution
was passed by said Board. v

7 P

. S 9
ey Al
Secretary, Tippecanoe County
Drainage Ditch Board

Mr. Vanderveen instructed the Secretary to bill the Robbins Agency through Mr. 0'Connell for the expense of

the special meeting of this Board.

W

Meeting adjourned.

erveen, Chairman

e Robert F. Fields, Vice Chairman
ATTEST:% R W’ _ .
. &/ o =
Ll A }
Gladys Riddgr, Exec. SEcretary Bruce V. Osborn, Board Member




THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANGE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD SEPTEMBER 14, 1977

tinutes
Approved

i New Hearing

Arthur
Rickerd
Ditch

New
Hearing

Audley
Oshier
Ditch

Elmer

Thomas
Ditch

" Harrison
Creek

John
Fishey:

The tippecanoe County Drainage Board met in the Commissioner's Room at 9:15 a.m. with the following members
present: William Vanderveen, Robert F. Fields, Bruce Osborn, Robert L. Martin, Kenneth Miller, Fred Hoffman,
Grady Jones, Ethel Kersey, Mike Spencer and Gladys Ridder.

Upon the motion of Bruce Osborn, seconded by Robert F. Fields and made unanimous by Robert Fields, the
minutes of the August 3rd and 15th, 1977 were read and approved.

The only person to attend the hearing to increase the maintenance funds was Robert F. Fields who excused
himself from the Board. He asked the Board to consider a $3.00 per acre assessment in preference to the
$4.00 suggested assessment. He said his neighbors were unhappy with as much as $4.00. Mr. Osborn moved
to increase the assessment per acre on the Arthur Rickerd ditch to $3.00 per acre. William Vanderveen
seconded the motion. Mr. Fields abstained from voting because part of his land Tay in this watershed.

The Chairman opened the new hearing on the Audley Oshier ditch by asking -for the remonstrances that might
have been filed. As there were none filed he then asked those in attendance haw they felt about the
increase and explained it was necessary because the ditch was in' the red.

Those in attendance were: Mary E. Pflug, Elizabeth J. Briar, Arthur Hawkins, Lynn Hawkins, Mr. & Mrs.
Audley Oshier, Leon R. Cyr and Bruce E. Conrad with Indiana State Highway Commission.

The objection of most of those present was that no care had been taken to clean the open ditch and so much
money had been spent without their knowledge. Some said they would 1ike to pay whatever indebtedness

was due then vacate the ditch. They discussed this prospect among themselves and Mr. Cyre voiced his
feelings of Teaving the amount at the present rate until they were out of debt and then petition the Board
to vacate. Mr. Cyr asked Mr. Martin, the Surveyor where themoney had ‘been spent. Mr. Martin said he
didn't know. Mr. Lynn Hawkins said he had watched W & W Contracting work and it took them a week to do
what he felt should have been done in two days at the very most.

A11 agreed to follow Mr. Cyr's suggestion so the Board moved that the presentrate be continued with the

agreement that there would be no more work done on this ditch. William Vanderveen seconded the motion and
Mr. Fields made it unanimous.

Dr. Robert Buker came before the Board with slides and drawings showing his finddings on the Elmer Thomas

vLD1tch that goes through his. property and is adjacent to State Road No. 225.

He asked the Surveyor to dig down and locate the blockage or to give him permission to dig down and try

to locate the problem. Mr. Martin had given him a work order to do whatever he felt necessary. Dr. Buker
brought with him some of the things he found. A piece of badly damaged 6 inch pipe and slides of the pea
gravel that had been placed in the tile ditch. He also asked the Board to consider retribution for his
expense in doing the digging as well as his lost crops damaged by a obstruction placed in the tile of the
Elmer Thomas legal drain.

Mr. Hoffman told Dr. Buker that he would have to do a research of the law to see what could be done to
help him. Dr. Buker had the Statutes before him and read the one he felt covered his situation.

Mr. Weast, from the Indiana Gas Company said the Gas Company felt they had no responsibility here for they
had complied with the wishes of the County Officials at the time the installation was done. Mr. Hoffman
asked which County Official would have given permission and he was not sure just who was involved. Dale
Remaly was in attendance and said he had been a County Commissioner at the time the work was done and
certainly had no authority to give permission to do anything on a State Hi<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>