TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD MEETING
MARCH 4, 1987
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday, March 4, 1987 at 8:30 A.M. in the
Community Meeting room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North Third Street,
Lafayette, Indiana 47901.
Chairman Bruce V. Osborn called the meeting to order with the following being present:
Eugene R. Moore and Sue W. Schlor boardmembers, J. Frederick Hoffman drainage attorney,
Michael J. Spencer surveyor, George Schulte county highway engineer and Maralyn D. Turner
Executive Secretary, others present are on file.
CROXTON
WOODS

CROXTON WOODS
Robert Grove representing Phyllis Croxton, requested Item I. The condition of approval in
construction plans in offsite inlet to the tile.
This has been submitted to Michael
Spencer surveyor, the drawing of the proposed offsite inlet, which will meet the
condition.
They are proposing to put inlet structure right on the tile behind the Flower
Shop.
This is not on the owners property she will have to obtain an easement from the
other property owners.
Mr. Grove doesn't think there will be any problem.
Item II.
Condition was creating a legal drain.
There are some difficulties with this, as
these people are not going to crearea legal drain through their building;therefore, they
are asking some alternatives, one would be to create an easement without putting the
building in a legal drain or easement.
Michael thoug~ it had been discussed at previous
meeting, that since there would be no legal drain all the way to an outlet they were going
to address it on a self maintenance deal in the sUbdivision. Mr. Grove said this would be
an alternative.
There would be more of a watershed area outside of the sUbdivision. A
large section would be picked up along the State Highway where they are coming down the
hills.
An easement would be provided all the way through to the detention basin, if this
was sold. (Speaking of the area joining the subdivision).
Easement
could
go
through
undeveloped portion and whoever would sell that property the easement would go with it.
They would always have that option.
Mr. Grove felt the property owners wouldn't argue
with that as Croxton Woods is providing them with a safety valve.
Mr. Hoffman asked how
wide is the easement?
Mr. Grove stated at this point there is none.
Mr. Hoffman
understood that they were going to put one.
Question:
Homeowners going to own? Right,
at this point the easement would be 25 to 30 feet.
Problem is they can't get from the top
to the bot~,but still want to protect the flow line.
Mr. Osborn felt the County would be
better off staying out of the drainage.
Mr. Hoffman felt they should have a public
easement on there so the Homeowners Association can take care of it, instead of them
coming in and wanting the County do do something.
Michael Spencer felt all plans
submitted were OK, the only thing he ask that they get an easement and get a written
covenant saying they are going to create a Homeowners Association.
Mr. Grove ask if the
outlet was the only conditions?
To the knowledge of Mr. Spencer this is correct, however
he will check and if there is anything else he will let Mr. Grove know.
There will be
three easements, one along the property lines, piece to get into the inlet and one to get
all the way across down the propety. Mr. Osborn ask if the holding area was OK? Yes.
Eugene R. Moore moved to give approval to plans submitted with the three easements and the
necessary covenants submitted to the surveyor and the drainage attorney for their
approval, seconded by Sue W. Scholer, Unanimous approval given.
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PARK EAST
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Robert Grove representing Park 65
Corporation requested Conceptial approval of drainage
plans for the project known as Park East. Property is located Southwest of Intersection of
I-65 and State Road 26 East all the way to Treece Meadows down to McCarty Lane. The area
has been rezoned up to 1,000 feet from McCarty Lane.
They are looking at a 3 area Phase
project as far as drainage.
Phase I area outlets through 2-40X66" cross pipe under State
right of way.
Part of the problem in the area at the present time is that it is an
agricultural type drainage, the inward elevation of the pipes is 654, the elevation in the
area is 666,there are cattails in the area and has slow flow situations all the way down
to the outlet.
They first thought of using the outlet, looking at how it affects the
other areas 3500 feet away ran into problems with grade running through a storm sewer
system makes it worse. Owners have committed to put another pipe in which would be 4 foot
lower than the pipes there now.
Several reason for this.
1. Can better serve the area,

it allows to take approximatley 20 acres of area which would be going into the Treece
Illeadows system.
Taken through the First Phase handling through the detention basin and
outletted to the 48" pipe.
Michael ask,why?
They are trying to develop in some
reasonable fashion from the economic stand point.
They want to keep it in packages so
they can handle the area.
Phase I will help Treece Meadows drainage system, if Phase III
was never built they have done something for the area by dropping the outlet four (4) feet
that gives a four(4) foot storage in the basin, which amounts to an overflow situation,
they are not using that other than for an emergency overflow.
The system will remain
intact, they are not disturbing it.
If the two pipes are running full they might carry
anywhere from 160 to 180 cfs.
Phase I consists of 145 acres, they anticipate 395 cfs, 100
year storm event coming into the basin with reduction to 80 cfs outlet to the 48".
Another complication of Phase I is that there are two legal drains, one goes dead center
in Phase I a comitment for 9 acres is on at the present time.
The other goes where the
two pipes are now.
Legal drain would have to be vacated in developing the first Phase.
Before development could be done in the other area the second legal drain would have to be
vacated.
The legal drains would have to be replaced with storm sewer system.
Phase II
consists of 240 acres which goes almost to Treece Meadows.
They are proposing one large
detention basin with a new outlet under 1-65.
Analysis of the area they would want to
come through the basin with storm sewer system before getting into the final analysis they
would want to redUClo the size of the system.
Michael ask if it would be a new pipe under
the Interstate?
Yes, it would be a 48" pipe.
This would be looking at 470 cfs reduced
to 80.
Phase III is tributary to the Treece Meadows drain.
Plans would be to go through
the area and plug all the connections that go to Treece Meadows drain, Treec~s main would
be routed through the basin which would have a new outlet upstream water would go through
the Treece Meadow system which has always been a problem.
There is 20 acre feet of
storage and an outlet of 42" maximu~flow of 60 cfs.
Basically there are 520 acres of all
three discharges there would be approximately 220 cfs, .46cfs per acre.
This is just a
Conceptial plan, they haven't gone through any computer program that show any different
rates.
They are just asking for Conceptial approval of Phase I and here to answer any
questions the board may have or any changes the board wants to see done.
The way it is
being developed they have a road system which may develop into two cuI de sacs this is not
tied down till each parcel is sold at that time they will know where lot lines are. They
are just looking at the over all area.
George Schulte had questions in regards to the runoff north of Treece Meadows. Mr. Grove
stated at this point that area is out of their control. At one time they did approach the
people about coming into the w~ole project. They will have to outlet to Park East system,
but would be held to the requ~ements of the onsite storage if they were included in the
plan.
George Schulte stated that the problem now in that area is the discharge from that area.
Originally the complications had not been considered, Michael agreed, he stated the ditch
on north side of Treece Meadows goes over and picks up an area of Caterpillar and side
ditches.
Michael just wants them not to forget all that water.
Mr. Grove stated that
they have the outlet proposed now to just control their runoff.
If they know they have X
number coming through they can enlarge and let it go through and even store.
Right now
they are stretching 20 acre feet just to control what they have another pipe can be
placed, however he doesnl t think they should be responsible for their storage.
George
Schulte again stated the concern of the board is to make sure the people on the offsite
have a positive outlet so they can get through without impacking Park East and not to
impact Treece Meadows any more.
George Schulte ask what the plans were for south of
McCarty Lane.
Michael Spencer ask how they were going to hook in? Plan now is to cross
the road that goes directly west.
They will be handling everything on the north side.
Michael wants to check the watershed map he thinks alittle on the south side of McCarty
lane goes to the north in the Ross ditch.
Eugene Moore ask if they were taking out of one
watershed and putting into another, is this a problem?
Mr. Hoffman stated this is OK as
long as a burden isn't put on the people below.
Question: Nine acre piece "where are you
going with the existing tile?
They had talked with Mr. Hoffman in regards to the two
outlets under 65, they plan to reroute it.
Mr. Hoffman said the board wouldn't care as
long as they had an in go and out go and where they ran it through the area didn't make
any difference.
Michael ask how soon they were going to come back with the first section?
Mr. Grove stated that it will be right away depending on the out come of todays meeting
and approval.
Michael ask if the pipe would start underneath the interstate to provide
themselves with an outlet?
NO.
Michael ask if they had started getting their permits
from the State. Question was ask how far does the Ross drain go? Goes just alittle south
of McCarty Lane, at least that is the watershed area.
Mr. Osborn ask George if he had any
input. Mr. Schulte feels that area three really needs to have a sit down conversation and
discussed thorougly as it is a problem area.
Area I and II he doesn't see any problems.
Area III is a problem and it's going to be there until it is resolved.
Developer only
asks that the other landowners that': are involved in Park East project is that they
understand what Park East is trying to accomplish here and not expect to have a free ride.
Park 26 wants to resolve the problem too.
George's concern is that the offsite does not
have a positive outlet.
Unless Park East makes an alloWance for the offsite to come into
Park East system they are going to have a very large system of their own, they need to start
evaluating whether it is better to provide a positive outlet for all that offsite ( an open
channel) or make system big enough to handle till ~h~ 5rea is developed above.
Don McLaughlin a partner in Park East stated that Area III will be the second Phase
developed.
If things go the way they expect it to some of the improvements would be going
in in 1989-1990, northern area will develop firs~then to the four lane developing toward
the southwest.
\
Mr. Hoffman informed the board that he respresents one
landowner in the area, he felt he
did not have conflict of interest.
The board saw no problem.
Sue W. Scholer moved to give Park East approval to their Conceptial Drainage Plan as
presented and that the
surveyor see that a meeting is held to discuss Area III drainage,
seconded by Eugene R. Moore, unanimous approval was given.
SUBARU-ISUZU AUTOMOTIVE
Pat Long planning associate. and Steven Gress engineer involved in drainage and. other
aspects of the site design. Mr. Long stated they are here to discuss the plant site and
ask for approval for temporary drainage for construction phase. A full set of plans have
been presented to Michael Spencer, the plans included the drainage plans, dscussion was
on temporary construction drainage, basically drainage will not be changed on the site
from current drainag e no water will be discharged off the site, the site is mostly self
contained and the plan to keep it that way until they have approval to discharge water
into the legal drain.
They are taking the 50' square French drain and expanding it to a
1600' X 250' French drain, this will be pond #4, this will not alter drainage on the site
and it's affect on the surrou_nding area.
They will be draining the existing lakes out
there(pancake lakes), they will be pumped dry into onsite drainage, the two ponds will be
filled up.
It is felt that drainage problems with the Town of Dayton will be resolved.
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Mr. Long was open for question.
Bruce V. Osborn ask if the drainage plans were for just site work?
Yes, this is just
earth moving, no building.
Only involves the roads surrounding it.
There will be parking
area during site building.
RQAW is not involved in the design of the Parker legal drain.
Midstates Engineers was hired by the State to do the Parker drain.
Once permanent
drainage approval is given they will go back in and line all four basin. Until that time
they are leaving them with a granular base, alot of seepage can be expected, the site is
going to drain jBt like it has.
Instead of having the 50' square hole they will have four
good sized one.
Bruce ask if they are going to contain all the runoff? Yes, everthing
will be contained, this is adequate.
What storm event?
Two year. George Schulte said
one concern maybe sil tation, basin will plug up pretty quick.
George doesn't know how
they are going to control sedimation, but if they go into those basins problems will
occur.
Mr. Gress stated they calculated 70 acre feet for runoff of site, this would go
into pond. George ask if they had looked at their permeability of granular sub straita to
determine the rate the water will perculate into ground.
Mr. Osborn ask how long will we see temporary drainge? Till this fall.
They have talked
with I.E. D.C. and Midstates in regards to the Parker ditch.
This lands on the State on
how they get the Parker ditch approved and upgraded.
No Industrial waste will go to
Parker ditch,
it will go to the Lafayette Waste System. All flow is monitored.
Parking
lots and roof runoff will go to the Parker only.
Mr. Osborn ask about liablity.
Michael Spencer requested this be in writing with a seal.
Mr. Long assured the board that RQAW wants the system to work, therefore, everything is
being checked in detail
Final plans have a baffle on pond four (4), so if there is any
accident it will catch the oil.
Bruce Osborn ask about inspection when they start reconstructing Parker ditch.
The board
requested a County official be present when this starts.
The board again stressed they
wanted Liability backing from RQAW.
Betty Newton property owner in the area was concerned about the pancake lakes and
compaction.
She was assured there would be extensive fencing around the site while
construction was going on.

Eugene R. Moore moved to grant approval for the temporary drainage for site work only, and
that RQAW present in writing their liability responsiblity, seconded by Sue W. Scholer,
unanimous approval was given.

OTTERBEIN OTTERBEIN DITCH
DITCH
Michael Spencer received a petition February 9, 1987 requesting Reconstruction of the
Town of Otterbein Ditch.
He hasn't been able to get to Benton County to get the list
of property owners affected.
He isn't sure if we have 10% of the landowners in Tippecanoe
County, he would guess Tippecanoe County would have more than half by looking at the
map.
A letter has been sent to the Benton County Surveyor asking him to have their
board to appoint board member so that a joint board can be formed.
Mr. Hoffman stated
they won't have a board meeting until April 1, 1987. Mr. Hoffman stated Tippecanoe
County only needs to appoint one member as they already have one member.
Bruce Osborn
moved to appoint Sue W. Scholer to the Otterbein ditch board and Michael Spencer Surveyor,
seconded by Eugene R. Moore carried.
Those representing Tippecanoe County will be Bruce V. Osborn, Sue W. Scholer, and Michael
J. Spencer. This is Sue Scholer's district.
KIRKPAT
RICK
OPEN
DITCH

BRITT
DRAIN

ELLIOTT
DITCH

KIRKPATRICK OPEN DITCH
Michael Spencer received petition to establish a maintenance fund for the Kirpatrick Open
Ditch. The ditch starts in the Town of Kirkpatrick in Montgomery county flows north into
Wea Creek at 1300 South Road, east branch of Wea Creek.
This has been on ASCS (their own
distrct), they are having trouble getting funds in, however, they have $9,000.00 plus in a
fund.
Me. Hoffman ask if it was a voluntary thing or established under Section 13?
Michael stated that it is a voluntary.
Petition was signed by 62% of the landowners.
Michael had written Montgomery County asking them if they wanted to form a Joint Drainage
Board.
They replied back that they did not "ant to form a Joint board.
Mr. Hoffman
stated Montgomeey County should be a part of the board to protect their landowners. When
Michael has time he will go to Montgomery County to get a list of property owners.
BRITT DRAIN
Michael Spencer wanted the board to know that in December 1986 he did receive a Trust
Agreement for the maintenance of the Britt Drain. All was executed properly. They are in
the peocess of taking bids to get work completed that needs to be done toward maintenance.
S.W. ELLIOTT DITCH
Michael Spencer submitted a Deaft Proposal for the Study of S.W. Elliott ditch.
There are
some changes that need to be done in the letter as soon as this is done they can be
advertised.
Question:
Whose going to pay for it?
General Drain Fund.
Mr. Hoffman checked this out
and said it could be done, then reimbursed at the time of reconstruction.
Mr. Hoffman
had a call from Rick Steiner a representative of the Indiana Employer Development
Commission requesting a letter letter be written to the Lt.Gov€rnor in pursuant that they
be ask to be on the Study Comittee for the S.W.Elliott ditch. Mr. Hoffman talked with Mr.
Gordon Kingma and felt this should be done.
Mr. Steiner and another representative will
be attending the next study meeting.
Allen Egilmex, Department of Highway Supervisor, was present.
Mr. Osborn ask him to come
up as he would be involved in the study of the existing 38. Bruce ask if any money was
coming from Industries?
Not at the present time.
The Department of Highway have to find
out what will drain into Elliott ditch from 38. They are planning to have the Interchange
drain into the Parker ditch. Originally they had planned to drain into the two ponds just
off 1-65.
They have been talking with RQAW in regards to the Interchange.
Problems they
are having, any ditch work they have to do along 1-65 has to go through Federal Highway
Administration.
It will involve alot of additional right of way and reconstruction from
SR 38 to 200 South because the side slopes have to be flat.
Temporarily they aie talking
about going on the west side of the Interchange with drainage.
State Rd 38 from the west
ramp Intersection the water drains into the Elliott ditch now. With the preliminary cross
sections they came up with it appears to be a flat ditch with a .2% grade all the way to
the Elliott ditch.
Problems with Elliott ditch he has heard secondhanded that it is
over capacity; therefore, whats done here will affect highway improvements.
They are
trying to get an urban design cross section on State Rd 38 using curb and gutter and storm
sewer system.
F.H.A. told them not to bother writing a letter to this affect as they have
to go with 65 mph design which would mean an open ditch south under new highway. Michael
ask if they_would present their study of the ditch so the County knows how it is going to

affect the county? Yes.
if they would run ditch straight all the way on the south side
the ditch would be 10-12' deep(open ditch) without using a cross pipe.
Using cross pipe
depth would possibly be 5-6' deep.
Question was ask when was the Elliott ditch notices
going to go out?
Michae1 told the board whenever he has the time to get all assessments
check and when they are ready to go out he wants them done properly. Time and Help is the
factor. It was suggested that in getting help Dan Ruth be considered as he is knowledgeable
of the assessments and the system. Michael wants them done right.
He was ask how much time
it would take? After much discussion. Michael pointed out that he has petitions for Branch
13l: hi s is another
time consuming project.
He is concerned about the other two separate
drains down Creasey Lane.
Sue W. Scholer moved because of the urgency of the Elliott ditch project that an emergency
be declared.
Money needs to be obtained to pay for extra help in getting notices out for
the hearing money to be taken from the General Fund #95, seconded by Eugene R.
Moore,Unanimous approval given.
In looking over the Draft Proposal changes need to be made. Michael and Mr. Hoffman will
make changes in wording and the area of study.
Time set for proposals to be in April 1,
Mr. Hoffman felt that the study should be environmental impact all the
1987, 120 days.
way to the river. wording should be Environmental Assessment.
Sue W. Scholer moved that advertising be made and proposal requests be mailed out for
Elliott ditch drainage study as reworded by Michael J. Spencer and Fred Hoffman, to be due
9:00 A.M., April I, 1987, seconded by Eugene R. Moore, unanimous approval.
There being no further business the meeting adjourned at 10:35
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD MEETING
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 3, 1988
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday, February 3, 1988 in the Tippecanoe
County Office Building,20 North Third Street, Lafayette, Indiana.
Chairman Bruce V. Osborn called the meeting to order at 9:00 A.M. in the Community
Meeting room. Those present were:
Sue W. Scholer Boardmember,Michael J. Spencer Surveyor,
Mark Houck Drainage Consultant, David Luhman Acting Drainage Attorney, and Maralyn
D. Turner Executive Secretary., others present are on file.
VALLEY FORGE PHASE III
Robert Grove engineer, representing Roy Prock developer ask for final drainage approval
for Valley Forge PhaseIII with the condition that Michael Spencer and Mark Houck have
a chance to review the last request presented. Calculations were requested for 10
year calculations with storm sewer, 100 year storm sewer with direct run off with predevelopment
flow" also detention calculations. This has been prepared and presented.
Michael stated they had met with Bob and this is his response.
Mr. Grove this is the last thing to be presented.
stated
Michael asked if Mr. Schulte was satisfied with the inlet capacity? Mr. Grove stated
he felt that Mr. Schulte was satisfied" however Mr. Schulte had other requirements
and they have been submitted to Mr. Schulte.
Mark Houck stated he and Michael had asked for 100 year calculations, the 10 year was
just brought up in the last week. Mark stated at this point there will be no problems,
it is just a matter of demonstrating the fact that the water will go where it is suppose
to go at the time it is to go. One of the issues is getting water out of the culdesac
into the detention ponds during a high return period storm. Mr. Grove stated they
have shown that, it will go through~ the pipes on the 100 year calculations.
Mr. Houck stated that the issues have been laid out, the response is that Michael and
he need to look at the calculations.
Sue W. Scholer moved to give conditional final drainage approval on Valley Forge Phase
III, subject to Michael and Mark reviewing the technical information and in compliance
with the County Highway Engineer that everything is satisfactory" seconded by Bruce
V. Osborn, unanimous approval given.
.
BULLOCK BUILDERS
Robert Grove engineer,
approval, location of
of 1 acre.
Developer
a display for sales.
positive outlet.
Mr.

representing Bullock Builders owner asked for final drainage
propert is south on Highway 231, south of the bowling alley consisting
is building two garages that will be and office and the other
Michael pointed out that this area has a problem of having a
Grove's presentation of drainage control structure is on file.

BULLOCK BUILDERS CONTINUES-FEBRUARY

3~

1988

Mr. Osborn asked if they had worked on the right of way from the State Highway Department?
Mr. Grove stated they are working on this.
Michael stated the plans presented are okay.
Sue W. Scholer moved to give Bullock Builder final drainage plan approval, seconded
by Bruce V. Osborn~ unanimous approval.
KIRKPATRICK DITCH
Eugene Moore and Bruce V. Osborn will serve on the Joint Drainage Board for the Kirkpatrick
-ditch. A hearing will be set sometime in March. Tippecanoe County has the most length
of drainage and Montgomery County has the most acreage in the watershed area. Michael
stated that Montgomery County did not want to set on the board, they wanted to waive
their rights. Micheal told Russ Nelson Montgomery County surveyor that they had more
acreage and that they should set on the board~ they have agreed. This is why Michael
is handling the procedures for the open ditch. What we are trying to do is get the
outlet under maintenance.
They have appointed two board members~ those members are
Bob Thayer and Dr. Marion Kirtley.
ELLIOTT DITCH
Sue W. Scholer asked if the board has started a procedure to get the flood plain defined
for the report of the Elliott Ditch? Michael answered-yes.
Mr. Christopher Burke
has submitted that request to the Department of Natural Resources.
Sue W. Scholer presented a letter to Michael from Fred Hoffman attorney" in regards
to Legislation of Districts~ Indiana 8-1. 5-5-1- to 26 inclusive.
The board asked that the minutes r81ect that the Elliott Ditch Task Force Special meeting
was held January 21, 1988. The board wanted the minutes to state that the Study Booklet
is in the surveyor's office, a cost of $15.00 will be charged. Minutes are on record.
RAYMOND MILLER PROPERTY OWNER
Mr. Miller statedhe has had drainage problems on his property created from drainage
of an adjoining property owner.
It has been since 1983 that he has asked that something
be done to correct this matter.
It came before the Court in May 1987, at that time
a decision came forward, but to this date nothing has been done to the Court order.
Mr Miller has lost $8,000.00 with top soil and he has lost more since.
Plans have
been presented by Mr. 'Robert Grove to the surveyor~ there are questions in regards
to the plans" and Mr. Miller wants to know when he can get something done.
Mr. Osborn stated that Mr. Miller has been more than patient in this matter.
Robert Grove stated he did submit a design for structure that best meets the Court
order.
Mr. Grove stated that Mr. Spencer and Mr. Houck and he have agreed on the runoff
from small rain storms, however they still question on the larger rain storms runoff.
They may have to redue the outlet control structure. They are trying to match the
low rain fall.
Michael stated the problem is figuring out what the Judge has ordered.
After much discussion the board asked that Robert Grove present a new proposal with
new calculations of the structure design.
A meeting was set for Friday~ February 5,
1988 at 9:00 A.M. in the surveyor's office.
There being no further business the meeting adjourned at 9:25 A.M ••

Bruce V.

a

Not Present
Eugene R. Moore, Boardmember
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
Wednesday~
February 3~ 1988

The Joint Drainage Board for Benton and Tippecanoe County met for an organizational
meeting for the Otterbein ditch in the Community Meeting room of the Tippecanoe County
Office Building~ 20 North Third Street~Lafayette~ In.
David Luhman acting drainage attorney, called the meeting to order with the following
being present.
Sue W. Scholer Tippecanoe County Commissioner" Steve Conner Benton County
Sommissioner" Michael Spencer County Surveyor~ and Jack Steele Benton County Surveyor.
Others present are on file.
Mr. Luhman stated that Sue W. Scholer and Eugene R. Moore are to be the representatives
for Tippecanoe County Join~: Board and Steve Conner and Don Clute the representative
for Benton County. Mr. Moore and Mr. Clute were unable to attend.
Mr. Luhman nominated Sue W. Scholer to serve as Chairman of the Joint Board" there being
no further nominations~ nominations were closed and Sue W. Scholer was unan{mously elected
Chairman of the joint board.
Sue W. Scholer appointed Maralyn D. Turner secretary to the board.
Sue W. Scholer asked Michael J. Spencer to make presentations in regards to the Otterbein
ditch. Michael stated that a petition had been received requesting reconstruction of
the Otterbein ditch and it accounted for 2,145.6 acres of the watershed area. Total
watershed area is 2,,820.8 acres. The petition represents 75% of acreage. Tippecanoe
County has the most acres and length of drain.
Mr. Luhman stated the records should show that Michael J. Spencer County Surveyor by
statue is an ex-official member of the board.
Michael stated what needs to be decided now is, what are we actually going to do. Acres
and landowners" acres assessed and benefited by the project. A hearing will have to
be held. Michael asked the board how they wished to hand the surveying and getting
construction plans together and estimates. Go with an engineering firm or have the
county's do it with their own personnel.
Chairman Scholer asked Michael how much information he had available?
legal description of the le~.!~ drain is all that he has.

His answer is the

Chairman Scholer asked if the board recommended that an outside firm do the findings.
Michael stated that would depend on how fast. Michael stated we should get estimates
of how much it is going to cost and get the approval from the landowners on the cost,
as this will be a part of their assessment. A time will be set for a meeting after
this has been done.
Mr. Conner asked what the reconstruction would entail?
Michael stated the clearing and dredging of the ditch, leveling spoil etc. Michael
asked if anyone had contacted the Town of Otterbein Board about this request. The
Town had signed the petition. This would be the ditch that runs west from the open
ditch through the town.
It is not a part of the legal drain. Mr. Steele stated this
ditch is in terrible condition.
Mr. Conner is to contact the board and then let Michael Spencer and Sue W. Scholer know
when they can meet with the Town board. First Monday of March is the Town's regular meeting.
Michael stated if the Town wanted it to be taken into the Otterbein legal ditch the
Town would have to petition to have the branch added to the legal drain.
Mr. Ernest Widmer stated that the branch they are talking about would take in some farm
land on the west side of town.
There being no further business the meeting adjourned at 1:45 P.M.
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
WEDNESDAY, MARCH 16, 1988,
HEARING FOR TOWN OF KIRKPATRICK DITCH 9:00 A.M. Community Room of the Tippecanoe County
Office Building 20 North Third Street, Lafayette, Indiana.
Bruce Osborn called the meeting to order stating that the purpose of the meeting was to
organize Joint Board of Montgomery and Tippecanoe Counties for the hearing of the Town
of Kirkpatrick ditch.
Mr. Hoffman drainage attorney swore the board members in to serve the Joint Board of the
Kirkpatrick One drain they are Commissioners Robert Thayer and Marion Kirtley,
Montgomery County, Bruce V. Osborn and Eugene Moore Tippecanoe CountY,and Don Kremer
from White County.
Michael stated he has three other ditches by the name of Kirkpatrick and that is the
reason for naming this ditch Town of Kirkpatrick.
Mr. Osborn and Mr Hoffman felt that
the ditch should be called Kirkpatrick One.
Mr. Hoffman conducted election of officers. Robert Thayer nominated Bruce V. Osborn as
President, seconded by Marion Kirtley there being no other nominations, Bruce V. Osborn
was elected President of the board.
Eugene Moore nominated Robert Thayer as Vice -President, seconded by Don Kremer, White
County Commissioners.
Mr. Osborn asked Maralyn D. Turner to serve as secretary and Mr. Hoffman as drainage
attorney.
Those present were: Michael Spencer Tippecanoe County
Surveyor, Russ Nelson Montgomery County Surveyor, Eugene Moore and Bruce V. Osborn
Tippecanoe County Commissioners,Don Kremer White County Commissioner,Robert Thayer and
Marion Kirtley Montgomery County Commissioners. Others present are on file.
Mr. Osborn stated there was a new law passed that on a Joint Drainage Board there has to
be five members, this is the reason for Mr. Don Kremer,White County Commissioner serving
on the board.
Michael J. Spencer stated that a petition was received from property owners January 12,
1987 in the Kirkpatrick One watershed area.
Petition was to establish a maintenance
fund from County Road 1300 South to Town of Kirkpatrick. The amount to be established
$1.00 per acre to maintain the open drain along the existing route and not the tile
drains that feed into it. There are problems with some of the headwalls where the tile
system comes into the open ditch. There's approximately 3700 acres in the watershed
area. There is a maintenance fund which has been voluntarily set up since the ditch was
built in 1959.
The latest that any maintenance has been done was back in 1972, this is
per records of the Soil Conservation. Michael walked the ditch in February, there are
some areas that need immediate attention if it becomes a County drain. When the ditch
was built there was an old tile system, they left both ends of tile where they cross the
ditch.
When there is low water flow, water actually goes out of the open ditch into
those tiles, this is causing alot of problems. Montgomery county has alot of tile
wholes, banks are being blown out along the open ditch. Railroad side ditch south and
west of Kirkpatrick has alot of silt and needs attention.
If the property owners would
want to put the tile system on the maintenance fund they could petition to do so.
Keith Stingley asked how come they are running this clear down to the road where the
Perry Davis ditch runs? How's come they are not starting where they tore out the old
tile? Michael answered the only reason he sent notices out to that point was that was
the way the petition was presented. Mr. Stingley stated that it could be ran three
miles more and catch everybody. Mr. Stingley objects as they are not hooked into it,
they are hooked into the Isfelt drain. Mr. Stingley stated the Perry Davis ditch was
built many years before the Kirkpatrick.
Mr. Hoffman stated if they are going to add they will have to have a petition to
establish extending the legal drain. Michael stated the only thing he has to check with
is the Soil Conservation records.
Bruce asked if it went to the Wea drain? Michael
feels that it does as well as up to the E.E. Johnson ditch.
Mr. Stingley stated there are no problems with the Perry Davis ditch, the fall is good.
The only trouble with the Isfelt ditch is that he has tried for 10 years to drain it, it
is all plugged up, tile is flat and it is a County ditch.
He feels it isn't right to run the Kirkpatrick ditch to the other road.
He feels it
should start at the old tile. On further down he feels that it is cutting in on
everybody else.
Mr. Osborn asked Michael to check on the legal description.
After checking Mr. Hoffman stated that it appears that the drain is longer. Michael
stated the clean out was started at road 1300 South, when the drain was originally
extended they started along the existing open ditch at a point approximately 3000' North
and East of County Road 1300 South, then South along existing open ditch to a point
where they took off with a new open ditch and dug the old tile out, along the railroad
track down to the Town of Kirkpatrick. In looking at this the legal drain will have to
start at the point where they started the reconstruction in 1959.
Mr. Hoffman stated since the people on the top section of the watershed area didn't get
notices of this meeting another hearing will have to be held.
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Hoffman stated that it is already a County ditch(legal drain). Mr. Virgin stated there
is money from a private drain. Mr. Hoffman stated he understands there has been money
put into a voluntary fund to maintain the ditch.
Since there is a voluntary fund
something will have to be worked out in credits to the assessments. Mr. Hoffman stated
that he assumes everyone knows how much they have put into the fund.
Mr. Osborn asked Eldon Horney if everyone knows how much they have paid into this fund?
Mr. Horney stated they have paid $1.50 per acre since 1984 and paid for three years.
Fund is in the Linden State Bank drawing interest at this time there is $10,835.00. Mr.
Osborn asked if this could be passed backed to the owners.
Mr. Horney stated that there has been changes in landowners in some cases. Mr. Hoffman
stated the money would go with the land. Mr. Horney stated he would rather have it
credited to the land that it came with. This will have to be taken under advisement.
They have only used out of the fund one time. Mr. Horney stated there are records of
the fund. Mr. Hoffman stated that after the maintenance fund is established that
whoever represents the fund they should set down with the auditor, commissioners and
surveyors to determine how to treat this fund.
Mr. Horney stated he would personally
like to see it turned over to the board and they decide how to distribute.
Mr. Keith Stingley asked if this is fair to the people on down the stream who have not
had a vote on this yet? Mr. Osborn stated that notices will have to be sent out and
another hearing be held.
Mr. Stingley asked if payment is made on the ditch according to how far you go up to the
Kirkpatrick? If you are way down stream and don't fill in any sediment do you have to
pay in? Mr. Hoffman again explained that it is on an acreage bases of acreage benefited
within the watershed area. Mr. Stingley feels this is rotten, for the people downstream
don't fill in, but all the blume ground up through Kirkpatrick is all filled in every
five years. Mr. Hoffman stated everybody's water is going through that portion of the
drain, Mr. Stingley stated not his.
Fred Klinker asked that the meeting be set after corn planting time.
After much discussion a Special meeting for a hearing was set for May 18, 1988 at 9:00
A.M.
There being no further business the meeting adjourned at 9:35 A.M.
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TIPPECANOE/MONTGOMERY COUNTY JOINT DRAINAGE BOARD
KIRKPATRICK ONE - HEARING
WEDNESDAY MAY 18, 1988
The Tippecanoe-Montgomery County Joint Drainage Board met in the Tippecanoe County
Office Building Community Meeting room, 20 North Third Street, Lafayette, Indiana with
Chairman Bruce V. Osborn calling the meeting to order at 9:00 A.M. Those present were:
Eugene R. Moore Tippecanoe County Commissioner, James M.Kirtley and Robert M. Thayer
Montgomery County Commissioners, Don G. Kremer White County Commissioner, Michael J.
Spencer Tippecanoe County Surveyor, Russ Nelson Montgomery County Surveyor, J. Frederick
Hoffman Drainage Attorney, and Maralyn D. Turner Secretary. Others present are on file.
Michael Spencer stated at the last hearing it was discovered that a portion of the open
drain on the lower end had not been included in the watershed area, the area is 160
acres of land area has been included and notices have been mailed for this hearing
today. This changed the acreage and footage. There is 12,770 feet of open ditch in
Tippecanoe County, 4,805 feet in Montgomery County making a total of 17,575 feet.
Tippecanoe County has the greatest length of drain and Montgomery County has the most
acreage in the watershed area with 2,157.5, with the additional acreage in Tippecanoe
County there is 1,709.14 acres. Michael stated that an inquiry from J.e. DePlanty had
been received in regards to his acreage, the acreage was reduced to 116.20 instead of
the 140.80 as previously recorded. A call was received from Mrs. William A. (Brenda)
Dick's about the description of land between them and Food Fibers Inc. These were not
exactly remonstrances, but notice that acreage needed to be changed.
Michael Spencer surveyor recommended that a Maintenance fund be established for
Kirkpatrick One ditch at $1.00 per acre.
Bruce V. Osborn asked Eldon Horney if he was satisfied with $1.00 per acre. Mr. Horney
stated it could be a little higher as maintenance is needed immediately. Discussion was
that the rate could not be changed as the hearing request was for $1.00 per acre it
would have to be readvertised and another hearing held, the increase could be 20% more
without a hearing.
Michael stated the only way to get around is when the tile lines that are to be
contemplated to be added $1.00 an acre will not take care of the tile and the open
ditch. At that time it may be increased. Michael stated there was alot of tile that
ran into the open ditch that was not included in the petition to establish a maintenance
fund, just the open drain. Question was asked if they were legal drains, Michael
answered he doesn't know if they are legal branches. The Isfelt ditch is a legal
drain,but has no maintenance fund established.
Mr. Osborn stated that it has be recommended to the board to establish a maintenance
fund for the Kirkpatrick One ditch with a $1.00 per acre assessment.
Robert M. Thayer Montgomery County Commissioner moved to adopt the recommendation to
establish a maintenance fund for the Kirkpatrick One ditch, seconded by Eugene R. Moore
Tippecanoe County Commissioners, unanimous approval.
Bruce V. Osborn stated the board had had discussion in regards to the money collected
privately by Mr. Horney that it would be up to Mr. Horney to decide how to disburse it
to those who have paid in.
If they want to put it in the fund they can.
It has been
done with one other ditch. Mr. Osborn stressed it was Mr. Horney's responsibility.
The Board signed the findings and order for maintenance fund to be established starting
with May 1989 taxes.
There being no further business Eugene R. Moore moved to adjourn the meeting,seconded by
Donald Kremer.
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 4, 1989
The : i pp ecano 7 County Drai~age Boa:d met in regular session Wednesday, January 4, 1989
at 9.00 ~.M. 1n the Commun1ty Meet1ng room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building 20
North Th1rd Street, Lafayette, Indiana.
'
The mee~ing.was called to order by J. Frederick Hoffman, County Attorney for the
reorgan1zat1on of the Drainage Board
for 1989. Those present were: Bruce V Osbor
Eugene R. Moore, S~e W. Scholer, Michael J. Spencer, J. Frederick Hoffman, and'MaralY~'
D. Turner, others 1n attendance are on file.
Mr. Hoffman asked for nominations for Chairman of the Board. Bruce V. Osborn nominated
Eu g 7ne R. Moore as Chairman seconded by Sue W. Scholer, there being no further
nom1nations Eugene was elected Chairman of the Board.
Mr. Hoffman asked the newly elected Chairman Eugene R. Moore to preside over the
meeting.
Eugene Moore asked for nominations for V·
S h I
1ce-Chairman, Bruce V. Osborn nominated Sue W.
c o. er.for Vice-Chairman, seconded by Eugene
R . Moore , e
thr e be1ng
'
.
no further
nom1nat1ons Sue W. Scholer was elected V1ceChairman.
Eugene R. Moore asked for nominations for Secretary
D. Turner as Secretary, seconded by Eugene R. Moore; Bruce V. Osborn nominated Maralyn
no further nominations from the
floor for secretary Maralyn D.Turner was elected.
Bruce V. Osborn moved to appoint J. Frederick Hoffman
.
1989 second d b S
as Dra1nage Attorney for the year
,
e
y ue W. Scholer,unanimous approval.

~~tc~~~f~:~n~e~~a~~~v~ii~~~~:;s:~:~ts for Active and Inactive ditches. The following
Baker, Nellie Ball, A.P. Brown, Orrin i~~~sAm;iut~'cJesse Anderson, DempseY.Baker Newell
DeVault, Jess Dickens, Martin V. Erwin EliJ' h ~y toe'RGbrant COI 7, J.A. Cr1pe, Fannie
,
a
uga e,
e ecca Gr1mes, Geo Ilgenfritz,
George Inskeep, Lewis Jakes, E.Eugene Johnson, F.S. Kerschner, Amanda Kirkpatrick, John
A. Kuhns, Calvin Lesley, Luther Lucas, John McCoy, John McFarland, Absalm Miller, Ann
Montgomery, J. Kelly O'Neal, Lane Parker, James Parlon, Calvin Peters, Franklin Resor,
Peter Rettereth, Alexander Ross, James Sheperdson, John Saltzman, Ray Skinner, Joseph
C.Sterrett, Wm. A. Stewart, Alonzo Taylor, Jacob Taylor, John Toohey, John VanNatta,
Harrison Wallace, Sussana Walters, McDill Waples, Lena Wilder, J&J Wilson, Franklin Yoe.
The following ditches read are Active Ditches: E.W. Andrews, Delphine Anson, Juluis
Berlovitz, Herman Beutler, Michael Binder, John Blickenstaff, N.W. Box, Buck
Creek(Carroll County) ,Train Coe, County Farm, Darby Wetherill(Benton County), Marion
Dunkin, Crist/Fassnacht, Issac Gowen(White County), Martin Gray, E. F. Haywood, Thomas
Haywood, Harrison Meadows,Jenkins,James Kellerman, Frank Kirkpatrick,Mary McKinney,
Wesley Mahin, Samuel Marsh(Montgomery County), Hester Motsinger, Aduley Oshier, Emmett
Raymon(White County), Arthur Richerd, Abe Smith,Mary Southworth,Gustavel Swanson,Treece
meadows,Wilson-Nixon(Fountain County), Simeon Yeager, S.W. Elliott, Dismal Creek,
Shawnee Creek.
The following ditches read were made Active for 1989:
Alfred Burkhalter(Clinton County), Charles Daugherty,Thomas Ellis, Fred Hafner, James
Kirkpatrick, F. E. Morin, William Walters, and Kirkpatrick One. Michael Spencer wanted
the Martin Gray to be included in the Active, it had been read as active, but for the
records read in the Make Active. Sue W. Scholer moved to activate the ditches as read,
seconded by Bruce V. Osborn, unanimous approval.
Alfred Burkhalter ditch joint with our County the Board secretary should send a letter
to the Tippecanoe County Auditor and the Clinton County Auditor.
Michael stated in June 1987 a hearing was held to combine the Treece Meadows branch with
S. W. Elliott ditch. These maintenance funds need to be combined and treated as the
S.W. Elliott ditch.
Sue W. Scholer moved to combine the maintenance funds on the Treece
Meadows with the S. W. Elliott ditch treat them all as one, seconded by Bruce V. Osborn,
unanimous approval.
J. Frederick Hoffman asked if the Treece Meadows was considered designated branch under
the S. W. Elliott ditch? Michael answered it is; Treece Meadows has a beginning point
and ending point.
Michael Spencer received a letter signed by two property owners, Malcomb Miller and
Jerry Frey on the John Hoffman requesting that the board set up a maintenance fund.
A
hearing was held in 1988 for reconstruction, this did not go too well.
Some were going
to try to contact the downstream property owners to make it a legal drain all the way
down to Coffee Run. Hearing nothing these property owners are requesting a maintenance
fund.
Mr. Hoffman stated this is the ditch that does not have a positive outlet.
They hope to make a positive outlet with the maintenance funds.
Michael will have to make a maintenance report before a hearing can be held.
continued.

Correct.
Discussion

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

information has not been received. Michael will notify Mr. Strother when he receives
the information and when the project comes before the board.
Sue W. Scholer asked Don Sooby, of the Lafayette City Engineer office where are we on
McCarty Lane, is it progressing. Mr. Sooby stated a public hearing will be held January
26, 1989, no other meeting has been set up.
There being no further business the meeting adjourned at 9:25 A.M.
February 1, 1989.

Next meeting will be

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

Eugene R. Moore, Chairman
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Rober't

trlceT', ~epreseTlting Plaza Park re1luestC(J firla1 dra:inage approval
We~t
C:i y
,jurl~'5cJ:Lc
Lun
l";h[,; a,rC;iJ~ the,:';y ha.\/(·; a. "i.milr.:'ir dr'c:linau(,: u'rdini"Jnci;:'; to
ttle e;ouflty,
Several meet
have tJcen held and t~ley have
Frc)m the West
Lafayette Boarcj CJf Works.
are t
agerlcies approvirlg
G~Clve

Lafij,yc~tt(-::~

Mr,

~'~offrnarl askeej if ttlis draiTlcd in'tcl a legal dY'ain
Mr, Grove state(j ~le was
SU'(C:
draiT'Is to t~le nCJrttl goes te:) PRF Land tel ~~o Nor·th and ties into a main st~eam.,
Mic~lael statecl t~lat it eventlJall/ drain? iT'Itc:) the JCltlfl Be)ep di·lch.
The ditch has iJ·".... "
vacatecl from 150 SCilJttl about 10 years agcl, evey'ything rlclrth of 35() is legal elrain. 'rh(:~
John Boes drain is effe(~·ted"

!

RotJeY't Gr'ove eX!Jlained t~lat the rlrclject wap s·tarted tlefclre West I.afa/ctte C:ity adop·ted
their Ore!irlarlce
Tt18Y have rle:ided on
site storage~ bac:k yard storage no cine wan·ted
that, they wey'e still e:oflcerned atJOlJt the e'ffect IJc)wn sty'eam, What they d:id ·they (Jrlened
uri CumberlaTld w~lere there aY'p two small r1i,JPs 24" and 86". rhey
to rllJt in a 66"
p:i,p(-:·:·:" 'fhi
~'JatL;'( i.A.iuuld flo:;...! to the: ]50 ~.~, it hl:i.J} not :i.nc·rE:~a~;3c;
iAiat(·:~y· f'loIA) Lnte) the
John BOf:':S dit.:c:h 1.t: !AliI"!. h(·::~ df~ta.:i.n(:~c:l VJi h t:hc; f~xi
i.nq cul'v'f.:~'(t a.t ;~l~:::,O N~ th(:~y are riot;
exc;eclJing the carJaci I
here. Disc;lJfSicirl (;Clfltinlled.
Michael statecl he had received a sei l:)f call;iJlatiorls wi, h the rear lard storage"
Michael has rl0t seerl any calctJlation o on ttle downstream effect
Michael tlas talked with
PRF and was told rattler empat~lic'; tt'lfY are not going to store their water IJTl the PRIrJre)rlerty~
Michael ~las nc)t~lirl~J irl wri'tirI9. R()bey't Gr(Jve stated t~IOSR (~al(;lJlations d()
i.st
Mi.chap] stated ~le kT'IOWS thi.s has been a!JprOvelJ by t~le City of West 1.,_afaye1-tp
but hA has not rec:eived any Cloc:lJrnerltatiorls to the ar1rlroval,
Discussicln continlJP(J.
Robey't Grclve stated tle WOlIIIJ lj.ke tCI have arJproval given
dO(~IJmeTlts get tel Mic:hael
RolJey·t
ated hat Mictlael lR
he existinq
o~age South !')f ~150.
What Mic:tlael has nClW
Cumberland Ave. Robert has ·t~lj
informati(Jfl,lJut clid not

IJpOTl ttlA concJition that tt'l8
in need of he CaIClJlat:loT'1 of
are ealcl,Jlatians st()rJpiTlg at
have it wi·th him"

BrueR Vw OsboT'n moved

Hi,chae] Sperlcer, Sl,lYVeyOy
lJrlaflim(Jus apprclval"

Y'ecel

furt~ler

t~lat Plaza Pa~k be COflti,flllSd lJntj.l
iTlformatforl~ sCI:oncJed tlY SlJ8 W. SC~Ioler,

hJ.I0..I..\/EE:.. .JJ.J :.......,J..UJ.tLS;D..I.. C.I.ID.N

SU.f::-; W" ~~;I:hol(.:;'( a.~'3kc:d i'f' I:;h(~ HoaY'd hr.:l C) procec:df:::cl v.Jith
tt:·:::rr-:;: of' t,.Ja.:i.'v!ers of ·Tur:i.~;:;:d:i.c;t :!.CIT"i
with the tWt)
ty's. f~red state[j ttley ~lave beeTl apprc)vecl and
giver'. to tt'le ottleY
tWCI jurisdict:ioT1S
Ttle BoaY'd ~las rl(Jt hearel from eitheY' c;:i
fhi Py'()ject was stay'ted
prior ·to tIe le·tters adopted~ however these waivers would it int() the IJr()jec:t,
Sue statceJ ttlA boaY·d fleecls tCl pI,lY·SlJe haviflg those a part of the py'oeess"
The BClarci was
in agreement
Fred statec! tlP wCllJld (~tlel::k
ttl tt18 cities.

R:iehay'J Bennett

ins, thA Bennett Gy'eenhcJuse and ·t~le family IJY'(Jperty at 3653~
Larle~ 1028 South Creasey 1054 South CY'easey aTld 111
South Creasey.
has to tJe done arld t'le (joesn't really kTl0W wtlat t(J
do~ he feels theirp l~' a very
lem at t~lP earrleY' ar'jd he kncJws the Board is
wel:l aware clf the:ir prcJblem" ~IA Feels t
are at 'l";~le t()P (Jf tt'IA (jY'airla~~e area ancl the
water Qtloul(J be going away~ tillt ttlCY are lClw; makiTlg thR water stay. He tlas cI~Jirll.orls~
~Ie feel
water i2 C;(JmiTlg a(~Y'OSS tCJ tt'le SOllt~l and gj tj,rlg ()n heir coy'ner, cClming frc:lm
Ca.t.:(')rp:i.llaY' rlut: qc):1.nq eb.~::,t; und(:~r·n(;·;a.t.:h CY'c:a;::":,f~/' r:aet
qett::l.ng in thr:::,;:i.Y land riot
being able tCJ rlln sOUt~l dowrl aloT19 Cy'easey OTl their
fast enough. Water ge·tting
irlto wells, this
8'-9
ago. A two·-threA inc;tl raiTl makes Caterpillars wB'tRr
comes their way.
natl,ly'a (Jral
always went to the cas·t across (:reasey until t~IAY
impr()vecJ Creasey raisiTlg C:rea~ey rna nw a natural dam. He dCleST1~t know wtlat t ( ) c:lcl"
3651 at McCay·ty

Brllc:e asked if he was ·talking allQu·t

surfal~e

wate~?

Sue Wu set'loler B3kec! DOT'l SCloby wtlat hac:l beeTl dOT'lA in regards to the McCarty Projel:t?
Mr, Sel(JtlY s·tated ttley ~Iave rlo·t gO'l ~jA wa'ter prc)lliem resolved Wi·t~l Catfy'pi:llay',
They
are h()rlj,T19 to go atlead Wit~l ttle projec·t gettj.T19 ri,gtlt-of-way thiq year' arl(j hO!Jeful go
ahf-::i":j.d i;J:i.th cons"t'(u(:"I"" "i.()f"1 T"1c-:·;yt y(-:~I:J.'(,
M'(" 1···loff:man t·tatc~d
t.:h t.:hif~' p'rujcl."I"; th:i.~;:~ may take Ca'(f::: t:.If Rome (Jf My BenT'lett~s
PY'oblem p
Y23, a lc)t of tt18 wateY' Ls to tIe taken intci t~le ayden (Jitr'h~ he d:it(-h is
'.../aca,t(-?d as o. leutil c!'(a.:i.n; hC)t.. . i(I·,J8Y· th(-:: d:i.t(:h ~::,t ill runs
H

Mr, Bennett again statec! that thF(e "i.s
~las to be taken caT'e of
Thj.rty :i,f1(:h
cur·n(~r· ,
[) i ~3CU~:;:;; 'i. un cont::i. nuc;d .

1.R

2rea Clfl the NW corner of McCarty ttlat it
flo't l)ig PflOI,lgt1 to take care of t~le NW

Bruce U. Oabarfl suggested 't~Jat Mic;t'lael ~ipencer arId George Se::~lIJlte Count ~~ighway
"i.neer SH·t a tj,rne ·to meet Wittl NT" 13enrlett and look at the
lem. Michael tlas
t
keel with Geelrge in Y'ewarcls to t~je problems ifl tt'lis area; Gecly'ge is away'e {"If tIe
pY'()blem aTld w II have to loclk tnt s()me Cit the r,ir'e si Lrl~J IJTlder ttle dy'ivesu DisCllSsi()n
continued .
E.D.i::J ....l:::lLd~tGU.cJ.<., .LJJ.I.....JJJ;3.....J?'O]]::EE...... .!:::lQ.L..L".Dl~L ..;3..0.L!.::U:::l. . .s;.uB.D..I.!).J:.S..I..lJN...~. PJ:::I.Es.:r.. ,.. F.::.U.L!E

Ron ~~aT"1cock ()f Woodmere Dy·j.ve in Potter ~1011ow SOLlth t)ol~ght prOrl8y'ty that ~las a drainaSl8
pY'olJ:lem he rJy'esentecl pic;tIJY'CS hp ha2 taken showiT1W ·t.:~je protllem that ~l~ tlas Mic;hael an(]
Gene have seeTl tlP protJlem. ~1e hap clwnc(:J t~le prC1rJ8y·'t
weeks arld t18 feel
it ~las quadtripled irl thip time. Safet
a CCJncern. Erosion j
a great C:Of\Cerrl as it c:cJllld reae~1
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C:lut

tt18 S"treC"t aneJ llTldcr c;ut t~le stY'cet.
~'~e's been tc)lc:f it is t'lis !JTcllJlemu
Dra:in :is
He statclJ it elY"air"ls tIJ(:) mUI:h of Peltter'S HClllclw. l'~e feels tlc is
drairling as 'Pay" as frc)m [) & R FY"llit Market" Michael stu"tee:l he (joesn,·t believe :it c:lrair18
tt'lat far SOllttl, he wOI.Jlcl guess "tha"t it WC){lld cClme as far SIJllth as Kensir',gtC)Tln 'This i.B
Tll:Jt a legal draiT]"
[):i.scuss:ior"l"
·tC)

trl Tlced (If y'cpairu

Mrn ~-!of'Fman asked wt"le:) Pl,l"t this in? TtlC (jeveloper, L_cs E3allmgay"tY"lCrn
are a set of in-··lets in tt"le s·treet wt"jere the Y"C:12Cl makes shay'rJ t:lcrld"

Mic;~lael

statceJ they

OSbC)rrl explaiTlclj to Mrn~~ancock 10£la1 dra:ir'] 8sscssmerlts arlcl hl:lW 'ttle C:CIIJTlty Hj,!]hway
f)oy'tie)n wOlliel tIe j,nvl)lved"

BY"I.lC::C

Luger'le Rn MCICly'e s'tated ttl8't the [)rair'lage BClarc! has nCl legal y':igt'lt tel touctl ttld't drair'l~
on],y thirlg tt'le CCll,lnty WOllld have 'tCI do WOlll,d r:IBY t~leiy' st,aY'c o'P what tt'le street rJIJts

:1. nt.: () t: he dy· a :1. r·, "

My'" l~ancock stated that Mr. Baumgay'tner had been contactc(j abOl,lt eight years ago ancl
ttlat went t(:l nc:) ava:il.
Mr" ~~arlCCI(~k s'ta"tcl:J tlC tlad aTl estimate from f~air'Ficld CIJntrac;tclrs IJf
draj,fl ttlis 1:;(JI,lllj incy'ease if nClthj,rlg is c!(:)nen

~S2~800,.()O

'to fIX ttle

J

Disl;Llssicln ()'F l",c!Jal Dra:irl assessmcrlts (:(lntinllcej"
-rhc watcy'st,ccl has 'to t:IB (jefiTlcd"
There~s apr1rl:ximatcly 20 aCY'BS aTlc1 possibJ,y 100 tlomes"
A letter 'tel 'ttle Dy"airlage BC:lay'd e:l'F JI,lnc

~5J 1,989 fY'C1m 'rippeCarllJ8 Moy't!]age C::clrporatiofl iTl
e:;e)T'ICern l::lf ttlC dy"a:i.nage easemer'lt aT'ld the r:1rotllem tha't Mr. ~'1ancock t'l3Sn They Bskcej tha't
'the BOdy'd hear Mr, ~faY1COc;k~s pc)sit:iIJn anc:l wClrk with him 'tl:l l:;l)y'y'el;t a eJ:i'F'F:if;ult ay',d
~,c)tential],y dangCY'C)LJS situaticlY'ln
:3igflccl llY Thomas ~i" CI::llJSJill, ~ PY'csieJent.

Mrn HaY'ICOc;k tldS LleeY'l advisclj to gc't a lot of (;oncrete .
MY'n Hc)'Ffmar'l s'tated MrR ~'1arl(;IJck
ShOLlld !Jct it fixeej"
Disc;ussilJn if Mr" !'~ancoe;k cCllllel !Jct reflJneled fl:lr t',is exrlcnseSn
This will have to be studied" The Board doesn't want to make a decision at this time"
'This would rl(lssit:lly have tlJ gIl tCI Ciy'cuit CI)Uy't
!)iSI;ussiclT'1 CClf,"tiflIJcd.,
n

'rtlc BCl&y'd adv:i,scc:l Mrn ~1arlC()ck he could no't Pilt USf(:J C;C:ITll;re'te 'fill :lr'ln
Thy'ce months age:l an adclptj,on was mae:le ttlat t~le (:lfIJ,y r1lace e;OY'jl;y'ete fil
if1 ttlC lanclfill r'll)'t orl irl(:liviliua] py'()pey'tYn

tlBlj to be dumpec!

MY'" (:lsbIJy'n statclj tt'lC BOBY'lj would dCI al,l tt'ley CIJlll,cJ if

sigr'laturesn

MY'n ~1an(:;C)I;k wou],cJ get the 10%
:I:t :is a lerlgthy procedure, 'l't waulc:1 take (, monttls tCl a year'. DisCllSsi(JT1.

Michael asked if the Highway department could contribute to Mr. Hancock~s estimateu Mr.
~!of'FmaTl stated tlC ttl:inks they l~ould, ttlC highway pClr"tic)n (lft]y
Ac;reaSJc woull:J l:l8 c:livided
between Mr., ~1an(:;cle;k anc:l ~1ighway.,
EU£lcne Moore advised Mr . ~~ancock to WOY'k wi'th Michae:l
try tel get a !:Jcti,til::ITl fCJY' a legal elrair'ln

~;!~enceY'J

aIlel GO(ly'ge

~;e::tllll'tc;

arlef

SllC W"

Sctloler sta'tee:l tt'lC Boarlj shoulej y'cspc)nd to ttlC letter of l'ipr:1cCaY'IIJe MIJy'tgage
Corporation and explain what IS being done.

ATTEST,~g~

M ~ e r , Executive Secretary
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 6, 1989
Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met in the Community Meeting room of the Tippecanoe
County Office Building, 20 North Third Street, Wednesday, September 6, 1989 with Eugene
R. Moore, Chairman calling the meeting to order at 9:00 A.M.
Those present were Bruce V. Osborn and Sue W. Scholer, Board members; Michael J.
Spencer, Surveyor; J. Frederick Hoffman Drainage Attorney; Todd Frauhiger Drainage
Consultant; and Maralyn D. Turner Executive Secretary, others present are on file.

KIEK.P1\..TE1..CK... . Q.NE. . .D.l.T.CH.....B.lD.S

KIRKPATRIC
ONE DITCH

J. Frederick Hoffman attorney, opened the following bids and Bruce V. Osborn read
Contractors and their submitted bid amount.
Douglas Ridenour and Sons Cleaning and Ditching-$53,450.75; Bob Hodgen Construction$60,571.75; Merkel Excavating-$79,446.25; Jim Dwenger-$54,300.00; and Fauber's
Construction Company, Inc.-$74,152.50.
Estimated cost for project $60,465.73.
Eugene R. Moore stated if the bidders would like to meet with Todd Butler, Office and
Field Technician for the surveyor in the Commissioners Meeting room and ask any
questions in regards to the bids they could. Bids will be taken under advisement.
.E.L.L.IQT.T . . .D.IT..CH
Roger Blevins, Engineer Manager of Alcoa Lafayette Works; presented a review of
tentative plans for a volunteer clean up of a section of Elliott Ditch to the Drainage
Board. He has worked with Michael Spencer with some of the preliminary works and they
have walked the ditch. They are working with the Indiana Department of Environmental
Management. Basically the scope of the clean up would be sediment removal in the bottom
of the ditch from a place slightly up stream of Alcoa's discharge not yet determined to
a point at the 18th Street bridge. This is essentially the section they are working
with. The work would involve removal of the sediment, hauling and disposal in an
environmentally sound disposal site. He has been in initial contact with the Railroad
Companies that have bridges across the ditch asking some questions and working closely
with Michael asking him the aspects he would be interested in from long term management
of the ditch and leaving it in a better place than what they have found it. Aspects
would be they would do a Plan and Profile survey of the ditch, they don't have good
accurate information on the ditch at this time for the kind of sediment clean up they
would be looking at. They would then look at removing brush along the maintenance
easement of the ditch in that section, primarily on the South side of the ditch. They
would survey before sediment removal and after sediment removal to establish a good
profile for future reference.
They would do final sampling to classify the sediment at
sections predetermined along the ditch to determine disposal distribution methods
preferred and then the clean up itself building series of coffer dams, maybe 5-6 coffer
dams along the ditch pumping water around that section clean the section without water
running through to keep it from reentering the water.
This would be a final effort in
the PCB problem that Alcoa has had. They have been working and analyzing at the source
back in the plant at there internal sewer systems for quite some time.
Identifying and
cleaning the PCB's at the source and disposing them in the proper way.
The time is
right to go ahead and clean up that portion of the ditch.
Primarily they are talking about removing all loose sediment and 2-3 inches of hard pan
underneath, they would essentially re-establish the profile of the ditch as it has been
by removing sediment as most of the sediment has been freezing and thawing off the banks
and worked itself down in to the ditch from the sides and some carry down through the
ditch from up stream. This would be with approval of the Drainage Board and the Indiana
Department of Environmental Management. The Railroad owners that they would be working
with and whoever else the Drainage Board might deem necessary that they communicate
with. Alcoa wants to be honest and open with all communications around the situation
and the people who live along the ditch they want to make special effort to have good
communication with them. Essentially they would see that section of ditch being in
better shape than what is it today as far as functioning as a drainage ditch there would
be a good solid survey information for plan and profile for future as the City and
County develops in that area for future references.
Bruce V.
that the
there is
Street?

Osborn asked what depth are they going? Answer-6 inches to 2 Feet.
It appears
sediment arranges from 6 inches to 2 feet in places built up and in some areas
very little sediment build up.
Bruce asked if they were stopping at 18th
Answer-Yes.

The contamination is higher level at their discharge for about 600-700 feet drops to a
lower level from that point down to the first bridge, then it elevates between the two
bridges, then drops off dramatically after the second bridge.
They have been monitoring
that for quite some time and they feel that range as it moves the sediment down the
ditch built up behind the second railroad bridge, the first railroad bridge has two
conduits in it and the second has one conduit, the water slowed down and they have
dispositional area between the two bridges. This is the range of the Clean Up.
Eugene R. Moore asked Michael to make statement in regards to what Mr. Blevin's has done
on this project.
Michael stated he and Roger has walked the ditch twice, middle of the winter years ago
and more recently in the summer. Michael has been meeting with Roger quite frequently
over the last couple of months and they have talked on how they are going to clear it
and one of the things they still need to do is meet with the property owners along that
section and give them explanation as there is only an easement, just have to make sure
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there are no un-answered questions before the clean out starts and the Indiana
Department of Environmental permits and approvals. This is needed for the Drainage
Board protection later on.
Roger stated trucks would move along the South bank and essentially they would be
working with in the 75 foot maintenance easement with no problem with the exception of
the truck turn around as the tractor trailers pull in and turn around and a load coming
out they would have swing around down near the railroad tracks on both sides and then
bring the trucks back along the ditch and load out at the side of the ditch.
Bruce v. Osborn asked where are you going with the contaminated sediment? The are doing
the final classification of the sediment with the Indiana Department of Environmental
Management.
The majority of the sediment is non-toxic as far as the EPA is concerned.
It is regulated as a special waste in Indiana.
Proper procedures are being done.
The
highly contaminated waste between the railroad tracks and south of the discharge is an
EPA regulated waste material, it would go to a Chemically secure land fill yet to be
fully determined.
The final sampling to be done will determine which type of land fill the waste will go.
These will be the size of the coffer dams.
Bruce Asked if Alcoa was doing this themselves? Alcoa has basically three-four ways of
doing the testing.
The cost estimate for the clean up is a very difficult thing to do,
they will have to get a plan survey, remove the brush,develop a profile then do some
additional sampling in order to develop how much sediment is to be removed and where it
is to go. They will use waste haulers that they deal with on a regular basis preferably
on sediment hauling and disposal, they are all first class companies to deal with. Then
they would look at the final phase of coffer dam construction and sediment removal.
Bruce asked if they would have any trouble with access?
Michael stated they do as they can only come in off 1Bth Street or Concord Road on the
south side, then they have the railroad tracks blocking them about half way down.
Sue W. Scholer stated the Board appreciates the cooperation with Michael and the effort
that has been put into the project. Sue stated the Drainage Board does need to be
involved. She feels as Michael that it is critical to get the property owners together
so that they know what is happening. Alcoa most certainly wants the property owners to
be well informed.
Bruce stated he assumed Alcoa has the adequate Liability for this process. The answer YES- Environmental clean ups major situations as far as Liability is concerned and in a
situation like this the corporation is backing the project.
Fred Hoffman asked what kind of determination had been made below 18th Street. Has
testing been done there? Answer- they have done monitoring of the that entire section
of Elliott ditch from Alcoa discharge down to Wea Creek for a number of years. As they
have been cleaning up at the job site and the long term process of cleaning up the
source.
The interesting thing in 82-84-86, and 88 they have had two year picture of the
sediment. There has been very little movement of sediment down the ditch as far as
contamination has basically stayed the same. When you get below 18th Street it is a
very low level of contamination. They will be doing the honest thing in communicating
in whatever environmental regulations that would apply to that area of clean up and work
with the Drainage Board in whatever plans they may have and make sure it is dealt with
in an environmental responsive manner.
Bruce asked if they had done this in other locations? Roger stated corporately he can
not speak to that. Specifically they have done clean ups and constantly trying to
present a better environment, but as far as something like this project as complex as it
is with people living along the ditch and on the corner of the City this is new to
Alcoa. Alot of new things they are discovering along the way.
It really involves alot
of communication. Everything from checking what might be running underneath the ditch
as far as utilities are concerned. There are some pine trees planted on the South side
of the ditch near Concord Road. They want to make sure those don't get cut down as some
one has put them there for a screen some distance back from the ditch. They want to be
sensitive to those type of things.
Fred Hoffman asked Michael if the trees were on the right of way? Michael stated they
had been planted there as requirements of Area Plan Commission when the land was rezoned for the LCL Trucking Company, this was done years back. Michael stated also the
City of Lafayette has a major sanitary sewer that runs along the ditch easement.
Eugene R. Moore too expressed the Boards appreciation and stated the Board would
cooperate with Alcoa as much as they can.
Roger thanked the Board for their remarks and interest as good drainage is a critical
concern for all of us. They want to maintain it in the best manner possible and do the
environmental right thing.
)RCHARD

oRCHARD EA.R.K.

'ARK

Robert Grove representing the developer asked for final approval of his revised plans,
which has been reviewed. Mr. Grove asked Michael if he had received the data back and
if he has had all his questions answered? Michael stated he had not had all of his
questions answered as of today. They are being answered at this time. One thing
Michael has not seen yet is their petition for a legal drain for the subdivision site.
Michael still has questions on the outlet pipe size that he has on his drawing,
therefore he has no recommendation at this time.
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Robert Grove stated he wanted to clarify one thing, he was under the understanding that
the people down stream were petitioning or had submitted a preliminary petition for a
legal drain. Michael stated he has a preliminary petition, but it is not in final form.
Robert asked if they were to submit a petition? Answer - yes, one for the subdivision
to become a legal drain.
Eugene R. Moore asked if Michael was asking for the subdivision. Michael stated yes for
Orchard Park Subdivision, if other property owners want to join on that petition that
would be fine.
Gene asked about the people South of the Subdivision? They don't have
to, but if they want they can. Michael stated their (the people South) comes around in
a separate pipe; the only thing they do share an is outlet.
Robert Grove stated that it might be of interest of what he did the last time in his
revision.
In trying to solve problems down stream of the development they have tried to
slow down the off site water, there were some problems with that, now they are back to
where they originally started. They did leave the basin larger, but they had brought
the off site water through the subdivision. They are discharging into the existing pipe
which was shown as a 24 inch pipe, but it is actually a 15 inch pipe. Their water is
regulated before it gets into that system. This is what they are asking final approval
of those construction plans. Robert stated he wasn't sure on the legal drain.
He asked
how far are they required to go from Kensington north? Michael stated the legal drain
would be for the boundaries of the Subdivision. Robert stated which would include the
storm pipe and the basin.
Fred Hoffman asked if it had a discharge into another legal drain? Michael stated
hopefully it would become a part of the legal drain.
It is on another persons property,
there is talk of all of them joining together to make a legal drain out of the whole
thing. The subdivision is in the middle, which is unfortunate. Michael does believe
that down stream property owner is receptive to make a legal drain. Michael stated we
could get the petition it could be added on below or above as he feels there is interest
both ways joining on to a legal drain.
Mr.Hoffman stated that below would bother him as we do not want a legal drain going into
a non-legal drain. Discussion continued.
Bruce asked Fred if
some one to do it.
Michael stated that
and submit a common

he wanted some one to drain to the Wildcat, his answer was he wanted
Bruce stated, just make Robert with his project. Discussion.
Robert Grove and the property owner to the north should get together
petition or at least both parties sign it.

Robert asked if this was going to be a requirement for final approval of construction
plans? Michael stated before they build on the property they will ~ave to have a legal
drain, Michael won't hold it to the construction plans, but will before they can build
structure on the site. Build, he means homes.
Construction work to the south can
continue? Michael stated the Board has to decide.
Bruce asked if he had temporary facilities to hold run off during site preparation?
Answer-No, as part of his site preparation he will be constructing his detention basin
and outlet.
Robert Grove stated that possibly the first thing done will be the basin as they need
dirt to build the rest of the site.
Michael stated he would like to see the comments from the Boards consultant on the
review before final approval is given, if he takes an adjournment for two days or so to
get the comments rather than to jump into request at this time.
Meeting recessed until Wednesday, September 13, 1989 until the technical part of the
project has been reviewed and the developer can do some checking on their outlet pipes
sizes and start the petition process.
Sue W. scholer asked if Michael had in hand answers to his questions on the outlet?
Answer-No. Michael stated he knows it is a 15 inch pipe and they keep showing it as a
24 inch pipe, their drawings need to be submitted with the correct size.
Sue also feels the petitions should be in hand before final approval is given.
Hoffman stated this is the only safe way.

Mr.

Bruce asked if Fred would deal with the Liability from the outlet of this project.
feels this is beyond the Boards capability.

He

Robert Grove stated he had some information for Blackbird and would like to submit it
today. Board agreed to hear this later.
8Ro.OKEIELD..HEIGHI.S",.sU8DIVLSION
Dale Koons of CML Engineering Services representing Brookfield Heights asked for final
approval for drainage.
Michael stated the Board is not ready to give final approval to Brookfield Heights
Subdivision.
Todd Frauhiger stated he has done a very preliminary review of the Subdivision, and the
Board should recess until Wednesday, September 13, 1989 at 9:00 A.M., plans can be
reviewed and completed with recommendations to the Board at that time.

BROOKFIELD
HEIGHTS

~---~----
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Michael stated they are putting together a legal drain system within the subdivision, a
petition would be needed and signed up. No hearing is needed, just the petition
presented at this time so that hearings can be scheduled. Michael stated Dale could do
this with Roy Prock and Mr. curtis. Mr. Koons stated they are going to the Wildcat
Creek with their legal drain.
Brookfield Heights recessed until Wednesday, September 13, 19B9.
PSLAND

P5 L£lND..

Robert Grove representing P S Land stated he is not sure where they stand with PSI,
there is more work to be done by the developer.
At one time the Master Plan shows that
the street going in on under the power lines with the lake next to it was a concern with
PSI. PSI wanted the developer to stay east of the center line of the easement, the
easement is 200 feet wide and 60 feet from any tower which the developer did. Now PSI
has some other problems a meeting has been scheduled to meet in the next week.
Michael
stated he was to meet with Bill Crane this afternoon in regards to the project.
Changes
will have to be made.
Michael stated the board has looked at it from the technical end, the whole thing CPS
Land drainage system) was approved back in the early 1980's. Michael stated they have
some questions about the high water elevations. Bob has submitted some new data.
Michael feels technically the plans may be OK, its just the final thing with PSI that is
holding it up with the configuration of the lake, the outlet is Treece Meadows ditch and
the outlet pipe that was approved in the early 80's is still going to be there and they
are meeting their reduced release rate that was set at that time, the review is to make
sure it does meet with the prior approvals.
Robert Grove stated one thing that has to be done is some modifications to adjust to the
revised Drainage Ordinance, need to check the durations storms.
Michael asked that this be recessed until Wednesday, September 13, 1989 at 9:00 A.M.
Twyckeham
PHASE II
SEC II

T.w.YCKENHAM PHAS.E l . L S.ECI.10.N. LL

Mark Smith representing Smith Enterprises developer of Twyckenham Phase II Section II.
September 30, 1987 Smith Enterprises came before the drainage board and requested that a
conditional vacation of Ortman Legal drain be granted so that the developer could
substitute a storm sewer system that will drain a 200 acre, 400 lot subdivision that
they were proposing to build in the Twyckenham area.
At that time the Board approved a
conditional vacation of the first area of the drain that they were building and that
area has been developed, the storm sewer is completed and accepted by the City of
Lafayette, the drain has been vacated up to this point. They are now proposing to
vacate the legal drain for Phase II Part II, Section II and IV. They are asking to use
the same formula as they did in the first Phase.
The vacation of the legal drain for
the requested area is subject to five conditions. These conditions are:
1.

The new drainage system be installed, approved, and functioning properly.

2.

That all field tiles from offsite be properly connected to the new system.
Reason for that is that Margaret Purdy and other land owners have tiles that
flow into Ortman Legal Drain. Mr. Smith stated he believed that Ms. Purdy was
satisfied with the vacation of the drain was done properly and not causing her
any problems.

3.

certified As-Built drawings be submitted.

4.

A letter be received from the City indicating approval and acceptance for
maintenance.
City has accepted and approved the construction drawings for the next area for
the storm sewer that they are proposing to develop and Michael has seen them
and approved them.

5.

That the drain will be completed and approved before the Final Plat can be
Recorded and Building Permits issued.

Mark stated they are progressing right along and they would like to have approval to go
ahead.
Joe Bumbleburg attorney representing Margaret Purdy stated they are familiar with the
previous conditions that the Drainage Board set on the developer in this project. Ms.
Purdy's concerns exist today the same as they did in the beginning, that the tiles that
comes from her field are not disrupted and the flow of drainage continue. Ms. Purdy had
indicated to Mr. Bumbleburg that she has not experienced any problems with the
development so far.
It appears at this point that the conditions are working and if the
conditions are continued it would be appropriate.
Question was asked if there was anyone else involved?
Judge Thompson would be affected, he is north of Ms. Purdy.
to let the Smith Enterprises know where their tiles are.

The landowners have tried

Fred Hoffman asked if anyone had talked to Judge Thompson?
All property owners were notified of the hearing.
Judge Thompson was at the 1987
meeting, he will not be affected by this new phase of development.
Don Sooby, City Engineer stated one difference on this Phase is that the City will not
be accepting the detention ponds for maintenance, the developer reportedly has set up a
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special Homeowners Association that will have the Maintenance responsibilities on the
detention ponds.
Mr. Sooby stated that the City has seen draft copies of articles for the corporations
covenants as far as Mr. Sooby knows these have not been recorded as they do not have
copies showing recording.
Michael asked about the pipe system, is the City going to accept maintenance of those
systems or is it all going to be private. Mr. Sooby answered that he doesn't think that
has been addressed at this time.
The City is primarily concerned with the detention
ponds making sure those are properly maintained. They will work out the details of the
pipe systems themselves. Michael asked if that is included in the existing section that
is already built or is that starting from this section for Phase II Section II & IV?
Mr. Sooby answered that does not include the existing facilities.
Mr. Hoffman asked if the restrictions for the Subdivision will have this provision about
the maintenance that the homeowners will maintain.
Mr. Smith stated under the direction
of the City they are forming a Homeowners Association that will cover the remaining
undeveloped area of the subdivision, those people will pay dues and take the
responsibility for the retention basins. Mr. Hoffman stated the Drainage Board should
have their wording in the covenants that the County has the right to make an assessment.
Mr. Hoffman and Don Sooby will meet and make sure the proper wording is included in the
Covenants.
Michael stated he has no problem with the vacation of the legal drain as they petitioned
as long as the same conditions apply that did before along with this one exception that
Mr. Sooby speaks of.
Mr. Hoffman stated that another condition should be added that the restrictions provide
that if the Homeowners don't provide maintenance that either the City or the Drainage
Board has the right to do an assessment to the Homeowners as this has to be done.
Discussion continued. Michael stated if this is going to be done and the drainage board
is involved he would like to see a legal drain again. Michael stated he doesn't know
what has to be done to get that in the City. Michael stated he had been under the
understanding that the City had accepted the maintenance, he did not know about it till
today.
Sue W. Scholer stated that the cities position is that it is going to have to run to the
County Drainage because the City is not wanting to get involved in that maintenance.
Sue stated this needs to be clarified. She asked if the City was requiring this to be
done prior to the Cities approval?
Answer-yes. Mr. Sooby stated that when they give an approval for construction drawings,
the city has indicated that they will not accept the ponds for maintenance.
After much discussion it was decided that Michael Spencer and Fred Hoffman meet with the
City as the Board feels this is not going to a be first nor the last subdivision
development involving both the City and the County Drainage Board.
Mark Smith stated the restrictive covenants of the Homeowners Association have to be
recorded in conjunction with the final phase plat. Discussion of Conditions 4 & 5 in
regards to the detention and the pipe systems. He was going to post maintenance bonds
to the city just as any other storm sewer system that they develop. Michael asked Mark
to get the language that they have written up to Fred and have him look at it and if the
Drainage Board has some language that needs to be inserted they can.
Mr. Sooby stated if they are considering a legal drain for that area the City would
certainly encourage the legal drain to cover the existing area as that would resolve
alot of the problems. Michael stated he would go along with that as there has been a
philosophy change in the City as far as drainage.
This subdivision is really coming to
the attention of the City and the County Drainage Board. The first section was approved
by the City and the City said they would maintain it. With the change of philosophy
Michael stated this isn't that all bad, but it is a hard place to make a legal drain,
however there has to be someone maintaining it.
If the County is going to maintaining,
Michael wants it to be a legal drain, this would affect this vacation that is before the
Board today.
Mark Smith stated from practical stand point the detention basins that will be built
from now on will be much smaller and will be grass and low areas in yards, water will
stand until it can run off. It isn't going to be as large of an area as in Part I.
Joe Bumbleburg stated in order that Ms. Purdy does not have to keep coming back to these
meetings because of the technical matter which really isn't impacted upon her like the
other covenants, he asked could Ms. Purdy be assured that the restrictions that the
Board has are going to be in place that she can stop coming to the meetings.
Sue W. Scholer stated the Board is talking about adding the sixth condition and this
would assure Ms. Purdy.
Twyckenham Phase II Sec II recessed until Wednesday, September 13, 1989.
Eugene R. Moore chairman, asked if there was anything else to come before the Board.

WILSON . . 8.R.AN.CJ::L..'O'E.ELLl.Q.TT.. . IU.TCH
Michael stated it was not on the agenda for today, but Mr. Mossbaum from Melvin Simon &
Association are here to discuss the proposal to re-route a portion of the Wilson Branch
of the Elliott ditch.

WILSON
BRANCH
ELLOITT
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Myles Minton of Melvin Simon & Associates presented reports from Chris Burke to
Michael. Mr. Minton stated they are working on developing a Community Center adjacent
to the existing Tippecanoe Mall. He presented an Exhibit of the development. A new
road proposed Maple Point Drive. The Community Center site is basically South of the
Mall site, because of the expansion of the Mall in realignment of Maple Point Drive it
had been approved a year or so ago, now it is necessary to realign the road.
This makes
the Community Center site to move further to the South. They have acquired additional
property from Maple Point Enterprises.
With the new expanded site plan for the Mall the
Community would sit ventrally over the existing ditch.
They have commissioned Chris
Burke and Associates who had handle the other regional detention Facility to design the
concept to study a re-route of Wilson Branch. Basically the realignment entailed would
be digging a new trench.
The new ditch would be improved over what is already there.
As the ditch there now is in irregular shape, varies in depth, slope and height on
bank.
This would be a gradual lay back bank design on a 3-1 slope with grassy banks.
Section along Ross Road it would be more of rectangular shape with gabions.
The
realignment of the ditch as proposed to be on a common boundary line between the
Community Center and property that is still owned by Maple Point Enterprises.
They have
consulted with them, they have concurred with the realignment, the Maple Point
Enterprises property would drain in there as well.
Mr. Minton stated why they are here
today is to just let the Board know what their ideas are and if possible to get some
response back whether it is feasible.
Chris Burke's study of conclusions states that
the re-alignment of the Wilson Branch of Elliott Ditch as proposed by Melvin Simon &
Associates does not have a negative impact on the water surface profile as compared to
their previous alignment which stayed along the existing channel center line or as
compared to existing conditions. These results are based on the inclusion of the
proposed Wilson Branch Reservoir.
The re-alignment would be an improvement.
They plan
to take safety pre-cautions along Ross Road with guard rails on both sides. They would
access for maintenance on both sides, and he stated he was sure Maple Point would
likewise.
Mr. Hoffman asked what were they going to do about the sharp curve where the new ditch
starts? This is addressed in the reports about the gabion walls.
The gabions start at
the under pass.
Explanation continued.
They are only doing work on in the west side of Ross Road then it will hook into the
regional detention facility to be built. This is critical for their project. Once this
would be installed and improved they could go back in with appropriate fill material so
they could place buildings and parking lots.
The plan presented is not their final site
plan.
Fred Hoffman asked if some one else owned the land across making it so they can not go
straight across without making that right angle? Answer there are three to four
separate owners.
Michael stated he has met with them and his biggest concern was that they move with the
hydraulically and hydrologically is it going to do for the watershed area since they are
putting bends in it.
If they were not sharper bends than before.
It was Michael's
recommendation that they get an engineering firm on their own to look and give the Board
a recommendation.
They chose Chris Burke and Michael feels it was a wise decision since
Chris is so familiar with the Elliott ditch projects. Based on the conclusions in the
report and receiving the drawings and the final report, the board will have to make
study.
Mr. Hoffman had concern in regards to 2 feet of water on State Road 38
storm.
Michael stated that is with the existing bridge there now.
In
considerably less than the current condition there now.
It is as good
what was indicated in Chris Burke study with leaving the channel where

in a 100 year
the report it is
or better than
it is.

Mr. Hoffman asked if there was still going to be flooding over the highway? It will be
alleviated by the new approach. Discussion and explanation continued on this subject.
Michael stated the new channel has more capacity than what the existing channel, but
Fred stated it doesn't have enough capacity to prevent flooding.
Michael stated the
reason for the flooding is the State Highway bridge structure, not the channel. The old
interurban abutments are on the north side of the bridge that more than half restrict
the opening of the bridge.
Hopefully this will be corrected when the new road is put in
place.
Discussion of whether fixing the bridge would eliminate the flooding continued.
Mr. Hoffman stated he feels this is something that needs to be known.
When a lot of
money is being spent to fix something it should be so the highway would not be flooded.
Bob Mossbaum stated their firm would be happy to pass the concern on to Chris Burke to
see if he can get the information out from the State, as this is something that needs to
be resolved.
Sue W. Scholer stated her question along that line is:
Milton Simons & Associates
project is not causing that problem, but she would certainly want to know that what they
are proposing would handle the change if that is corrected.
They asked that this be considered a preliminary report and ask Chris Burke to get an
answer to the question on the bridge over State Road 3B, and have those in his
conclusions in his computer models.
Michael stated the Board has no control over this only as long as they are doing what
they are suppose to. Mr. Hoffman stated if the problem could be resolved then the Board
would have an obligation to try to prevent flooding Highways.
Bruce Osborn stated someone else should review what has been submitted today.
be discussed.

This will
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Sue W. Scholer asked what easements were being proposed? The drainage easements
proposed in Chris Burke's regional detention report was a 75 foot easement from center
line of the ditch.
The easement is larger as it is 75 feet from top of bank, so what
they would propose would be similar 75 feet from the center line a total of 150 feet in
one area and what ever would be required for access for maintenance.
Michael asked since it is entering property and leaving property does the Board need to
notify all the up stream property owners? Answer - NO. Discussion continued.
Michael asked them to give
to see what easements they
going to construct so they
Drainage Board is going to
get a final one.

the Board a of couple of cross sections at various location
will want to reduce to, and showing section of what they are
can make some determination on what top opening that the
maintain. They presented a preliminary one today and will

Bruce V. Dsborn had concern in regards to mutual tile. The mutual tiles that come into
that project, he feels these property owners should be notified and asked if they can
show the developer where these tiles are, the developer should hook them on to their
facilities.
Discussion continued as to who would be responsible for that? County or
the Developer? Michael asked them if they were going to be building themselves? They
will be hiring a contractor for the job. They stated they would have a supervisor on
the job, and assured the board that they would include the concerns of the mutual drain
tie in. Bruce felt it would be best if the County had their own supervisor. Michael
stated he would agree if they were County regulated ditches, but that area is developed
all around this project except across Ross Road.
Question is what else would it be
draining as the existing Mall is there now. Discussion.

BLACKB.l8D.... .EAEll.S.

BLACKBIRD

Robert Grove appeared before the Board stating he was not on the Agenda. He stated he
has additional data to present to Michael, but he wanted to point out to the
Commissioners and Michael that he owes Mr. Leitner an apology. Mr. Leitner was correct
in regards to the 35 acres that the water does come on to Blackbird Pond, cuts across
the corner and gets in Blackbird Pond. What they are proposing to do is place an open
ditch take the water on their side of the levy, not dumping it on his side, taking it to
their pond.
Calculations have been run and have changed, the levy has been changed making it look
more like an island, will have trees. Michael asked if they were making the pond
smaller again? They will be deleting two islands. They have added another spillway to
make it look good.
The spillway will affect the detention structure. Flowing less
depth since they have more spillway area. By adding the 35 acres they are adding to
their side, the only outlet up to foot and half is a 15 inch pipe. The existing pipe is
24 inches, placed a dam holding the water on the development, doing everything they can
to do make the situations down stream better. The 1 hour 100 year storm event of the 35
acres doesn't bother at all, it doesn't even come into the spillway. Getting into
higher duration storm 6 hour their would be approximately 6 inches of water in each
spillway, and at that point would be flowing across McCormick Road. Basically 6 hour
100 year the pond is pretty much full, basically see the additional 35 acres going right
through the system even though they are reducing it some.
Sue W. Scholer asked if he has apologized to Mr. Leitner?
aware.

Not at this time,but he is

Mr. Hoffman asked how much work had to be done on Mr. Leitner's property? They are
picking up at their property line, they will pick up any tiles from Mr. Leitner that
they would be cutting and tie into their system. Mr. Leitner will have to show them.
Sue asked where we were on this project in regards to giving final approval.
Michael
stated the board needs this information presented here today. Reason for Robert Grove
presenting this today was that it had been brought up in a public meeting and he wanted
the board to aware of his error and that he did owe Mr. Leitner the apology as Mr.
Leitner was correct. Robert asked if they could be heard next Wednesday, September 13,
1989. He has one thought do they have to have approval from City of West Lafayette.
The city is reviewing it with their own consultant. At this point Robert stated he has
alittle problem jurisdictionally who does what.
Is the County approving? Michael asked
what are their conditions? They haven't reported back. Discussion continued.
There being no further business the meeting recessed at 10:30 A.M., and will reconvene
at 9:00 A.M. wednesday, September 13, 1989.

FARMS

RECONVENED DRAINAGE BDARO MEETING of September 6, 1989
9:00 A.M. WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 13, 1989
In the absence of Chairman Eugene R. Moore Chairman, Vice Chairman Sue W. Scholer called
the recessed meeting of September 6, 1989 to order at 9:00 A.M. Wednesday, September 13,
1989.
Those present were:
Bruce V. Osborn, Board member; Fred Hoffman, Drainage Attorney:
Michael J. Spencer, Surveyor; Todd Frauhiger, Drainage Consultant of the Chris Burke
Engineering, LTD: and Maralyn D. Turner, Executive Secretary: Don Sooby city Engineer
others present are on file.
ORCHARD PARK
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Michael Spencer reported that he has received a Petition to Establish Legal Drain in the
Orchard Park Subdivision submitted by Joseph T. Bumbleburg, Attorney for Petitioner
John B. Scheumann, Mr. Scheumann owns ten percent (10%) in acreage of the land to be
affected by the proposed improvement.
Michael asked if Fred had seen the petition? He has not seen the petition, and Michael
had not reviewed the petition, but wanted it to be put on record that the petition had
been received.
Michael stated he had received a report from Chris Burke Engineering. Mr. Burke and Todd
Frauhiger have gone over the drainage calculations their recommendation to the board is
to give conditional approval to Orchard Park with two conditions.
The two conditions
are:
1.

The downstream conditions are addressed.

2.

Proper erosion control methods are incorporated during construction.

Michael recommends that downstream be included in the legal drain petition and
concurrently with the petition being filed for reconstruction for the downstream portion
of the drain.
David Dilling property owner downstream from Orchard Park.
The outlet pipe for the
development and a large area offsite upstream all drains through Mr. Dillings back yard,
beside and around behind his home.
Michael stated to alleviate the drainage problem in the area that is a priority to
reconstruct downstream pipe system some how and some way.
Mr. Dilling stated they welcome that and they have presented a preliminary request along
those lines.
It has not been formalized because they feel they need the in put of Mr.
Spencer and the Board as to how the reconstruction should take place, and what would be
appropriate and workable methods.
This they are very concerned as the existing drain is
very over whelmed in a rain like we had this last week the street drain was over whelmed
in less than 15 minutes, putting the water right back upon the Orchard Park.
Mr. Dilling stated that Michael's recommendations is certainlY in order and they
certainly welcome the recommendation of how it should be done and any other in put along
those 1 i nes .
Discussion of petition submitted, petition is for just the subdivision area.
Michael
again stressed that the legal drains should be combined as they share the same outiet.
A description of Mr. Dillings lot and his drainage easement should be included in the
petition submitted and have Mr. Dilling sign the petition.
Then hearings will be held
for the reconstruction.
Mr. Dilling is in agreement to be a part of the petition.
Mr. Hoffman stated the petition submitted meets his approval.
Mr. Hoffman asked Mr. Bumbleburg if he was willing to have Mr. Dilling join in his
petition to establish a legal drain.
Mr. Bumbleburg stated he didn't think there would be any problem to add Mr. Dillings lot
on, he felt his legal description could be added to Exhibit A.
Michael stated they
would have Mr. Dilling read the petition to make sure he would be willing to sign it.
Discussion of downstream continued. Michael stated he is like Mr. Dilling he can't
speak for the other property owners downstream as far as the watershed area the pipe is
not on the other property owners lots.
The reason Michael feels it is important that
Mr. Dilling signs the petition is that the structure is actually on Mr. Dilling'S lot.
That portion would be the part that will be reconstructed.
His signing the petition
adds to the legal description the area that has the pipes physically located.
A hearing
process will be heard later.
Mr. Dilling has no problem with what has been discussed.
Michael will get with Mr. Dilling and discuss what has been presented and discuss.
Bumbleburgs client is willing to go along with having Mr. Dilling sign the same
petition.

Mr.

Discussion of Mr. Dilling signing away his rights by joining a petition.
8ruce V. Osborn moved to give final approval to Orchard Park Subdivision with one
stipulation that proper erosion control methods be incorporated during construction,
seconded by Sue W. Scholer, unanimous approval.
BROOKFIELD

BRD.D.KEIELILHELGHI.S.

HEIGHTS
Michael stated that a petition had been received to establish a legal drain.
Mr.
Hoffman has seen the petition and meets his approval.
Review and study of calculations
of construction plans has been done by Chris Burke Engineering through Todd Frauhiger.
They had a list of comments which they presented to Dale Koons, Michael has received a
reply to all the concerns, all are satisfactory.
Michael recommended to the Board give
approval.
Todd Frauhiger stated that approval should be given with one condition need to take a
look at the concrete block chute structure.
It is a structure that has been known to
fail at the transition joint between the bottom of the chute and side slope of the
chute.
Michael stated it has been recommended to study the structure as there may be
different designs or alternatives.
Alternative may include chutes or possibly half pipe
installations.

RECONVENED MEETING SBPI'EMBER 13,1989 BROOKFIELD HEIGHTS

Rita Michael Property Owner, from Heritage Estates Subdivision stated the property
owners in the subdivision had concerns as to the storm sewer hook up. Mr. Koons stated
they would not be hooking on to the storm sewers of Heritage Estates. Mr. Koons was to
meet after the meeting with Ms. Michael and go over their Brookfields drawings.
Mr. Bennett attorney for the developers stated Exhibit C has not been attached to the
petition to establish a legal drain as he did not have the internal tiles of the
subdivision. Michael stated he has that with the construction plans. This can be
attached to the petition.
Mr. Hoffman stated today we are looking at the final approval of the plans,it will not
be a final approval of the legal until we have an order. Nobody else will be needed for
a hearing as no one is affected; it is all within the subdivision. No action is taken
today.
Michael asked if Mr. Curtis signed off on the petition? Mr. has looked at it and
approved it and the Executrix of the Dunbar Estate will be joining Mr. Curtis in regards
to the legal rights. Mr. Curtis is the contract buyer. Proper procedures will be
t a king p I ace.
Mr. Hoffman asked Mr. Bennett to give an order after all other things concerned are
finalized.
Michael stated an assessment amount per lot is going to have to be filed.
been discussion to this subject.

There has

Bruce V. Osborn moved to give final approval to Brookfield Heights with one condition
item number 4 of letter to Dale Koons of September 12, 1989 from Todd Frauhiger regards
to the concrete block chute, seconded by Sue W.Scholer, unanimous approval.
P.5.....L£lJ::iD.

PSLAND

Robert Grove representative for lafayette Bank & Trust stated they have submitted
revised plans to PSI. Final can not be completed until they receive a final
determination from PSI.
Todd Frauhiger stated CBBEl would recommend Conditional Approval of the PSland drainage
plan based upon the following conditions:
1.

The County does not require further TR-20 input review.

2.

Proper erosion control methods are incorporated during construction.

Sue W. Scholer stated PS land will be continued pending the finalization of PSI work.
IX..W.CKENHA.t:1.

'lWYCKENHAM

Mark Smith had talked with Mr. Hoffman. They have not got the work finalized as
requested, therefore they were not heard, they will be heard at the October 4, 1989
meet ing.
BLACKBIRD . £1'.1.81::1.5.
BLACKBIRD

Tom McCully spoke in behalf of Blackbird Farms.

FARMS

Michael stated at the August 16, 1989, special meeting approval was given with one
condition subject to letter of August is, 1989 from Chris Burke.
1.

What are the additional reservoirs simulated with your computer model, and
where are they located?

2.

With what material is the proposed levee going to be constructed?

3.

Have soil borings been taken for the proposed levee material?

4.

When you determined whether or not McCormick Road would be overtopped, what
size culvert crossing did you analyze?

5.

What method did you employ to analyze the

6.

What method did you employ to analyze the proposed pipe/spillway outlet
structure to determine the discharges for your TR-20 model?

Mccormick Road culvert?

Conditional approval had been given to Blackbird PO Drainage plans and finding if
additional acreage belonged in the water shed area. Mr. Grove upon further study found
that the additional acres of 35 did belong to the water shed.
Michael stated offsite drainage area information had been received from Robert Grove.
The conditions have been meant verbally, not in written form.
Mr. McCully stated an approval is needed today as Area Plan Commission is meeting next
Wednesday, September 21, 1989.
Michael stated he has no problems with approving it, if they can get a letter to Michael
before the hearing with Area Plan and the items in the August IS, 1989 are addressed
satisfactorily. Michael asked how the City is responding to their drainage review.
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Robert Grove stated the City has a report back from their consultant, he has not seen
the report to this date, they have not proposed any problems to Mr. Grove.
Bruce V. Osborn moved to give approval to Blackbird Pond as soon as Michael receives a
satisfactory letter stating that the items of concern stated in the letter of August 15,
1989 have been met, so Michael can sign off before the meeting of APC Wednesday,
September 21,1989, seconded by Sue W. Sch'ol,er, unanimous approval.
KIRKPATRICK
ONE

DITCH

QUAIL RIDGE

K.IEKPA.IB..l.CK ....ON.E...J:l.UJ:..I::J.

Michael stated that he had met with Doug Ridenour of Michigantown who is the apparent
low bidder for the Kirkpatrick One ditch clean out. Michael has looked at his work, he
has no problem in awarding the work to Mr. Ridenour. Michael needs to meet with two
property owners in regards to fence removal and crop damage before signing a contract
with Mr. Ridenour.
This is OK with Mr. Ridenour as he isn't quite ready to start the
project. Michael is hoping to meet with the farmers in the next week so Mr. Ridenour
can get his performance bond in and have contract signed. Michael requested to wait to
approve the bid until the next Drainage Board meeting, October 4, 1989

QUA.. IL.. . RI.OGE . . s.uaD..I.~ . I.S..LQN.
Michael stated he has an item to come before the BOard, it is an agreement which Mr.
Bumbleburg has prepared between Deluxe Homes and the Drainage Board.
Mr. Hoffman stated it was an encroachment agreement for Lot 41 in Quail Ridge
Subdivision. Home is not over easement, it is pretty close 2 1/2 feet, sits on the
easement.
The house was staked out by a surveyor and found there was a drainage
easement there.
The easement a platted drainage easement.Discussion.
Mr. Hoffman stated he had no problem with the form presented, the only question he has
is the extent of the encroachment.
Mr. Hoffman stated that is not his field,

it is Michaels.

Michael stated the only alternative is to have re-platting of the lots and relay the
storm pipes.
Michael and Mr. Hoffman are to go look at the project, and decide what ne~ds to be
recommended.
There being nor further business to come before the board, Bruce moved to adjourn the
September 6, 1989 until next regular meeting October 4, 1989.

Eugene R. Moore, Chairman

NOTE EUGENE R. MOORE WAS PRESENT FOR 9/6/89,NOT
PRESENT FOR THE RECONVENED MEETING 9/13/89.

Sue W. Scholer, Board Member-Vice-Chairman
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
WEDNESDAY, NOVEMBER 1, 1989
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday, November 1, 1989 with Eugene R.
Moore Chairman calling the meeting to order at 9:00 A.M. in the Community Meeting room
of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North Third Street, Lafayette, Indiana.
Those present were:
Bruce V. Osborn and Sue W. Scholer Board Members; J. Frederick
Hoffman, Drainage Attorney: Michael J. Spencer, Surveyor:Todd Frauhiger, Drainage
Consultant; Maralyn D. Turner, Executive Secretary; and Don Sooby, City Engineer, others
present are on file.
Norfolk and Western Railway CompanY-SIA
Michael J. Spencer wanted it to be put on record that the agreement between Norfolk and
Western Railway Company and Tippecanoe County Drainage Board, concerning the cost
sharing of the installation of multi-plate pipe-arch in Lafayette, Indiana: M.P. SP251.57, Station 13283+10 has been fully executed and first installment is due on
December 15, 1989 and a bill will be sent.
SIMON AND ASSOCIATES-WILSON BRANCH
Richard Boehning representing Simon and Associates along with Myles Minton of Simon and
Associates and Bob Mossbaum engineer with Simon organization.
On October 4, 1989 a petition was filed with Board requesting several things:
1.
Allowing Simon and Associates to re-locate a portion of the Branch 13 Wilson
Branch of the Elliott Ditch.
2.
Have the new easement approved and also to provide for the vacation of the old
easement upon the new drain being reconstructed and the new grant of easement
being submitted to the Board.
At that time Mr. Hoffman wanted to review the legal description of the new easement and
wanted to make sure that it was described in a fashion which met his approval that being
so many feet from the edge of the top of the bank. They have revised the legal
description and submitted to Mr. Hoffman. There was an open question that Michael
Spencer had on how wide the easement should be from the top of the bank, he wanted to
make sure there would be sufficient room for maintenance. A new Exhibit "CO was
presented to go with the petition submitted.
They asked approval of the petition. It
reads:
DESCR I PTI ON
EXHIBIT C
PROPOSED WILSON BRANCH OF ELLIOTT DITCH
Describing a portion of the Wilson Branch of the Elliott Ditch lying principally through
the real estate commonly known as K. M. Simon, Inc.
That area described being one half of the proposed open channel of the Wilson Branch of
the Elliott Ditch plus 30 feet from the top edge of the bank on each side of such open
channel along the following described line:
Commencing at the northwest corner of the Northwest Quarter of Section 2, Township 22
North, Range 4 West, Wea Township, Tippecanoe County, Indiana; thence South 00 degrees
29 minutes 20 seconds East, 761.40 feet; thence Southeasterly on a curve to the left
have a central angle of 00 degrees 52 minutes 24 seconds, a radius of 17,188.91 feet, an
arc length of 262.01 feet; thence South 88 degrees 47 minutes 19 seconds East, 361.51
feet, to a point in the centerline of the Wilson Branch of the Elliott Ditch as now
exists, and the Point of Beginning of this description: thence North 15 degrees 04
minutes 32 seconds East, 230.00 feet; thence North 47 degrees 47 minutes 53 seconds East
551.37 feet; thence North 12 degrees 47 minutes 53 seconds East, crossing into the
Southwest Quarter of Section 35, 22 North, 4 west, FairField Township, 578.65 feet:
thence North 22 degrees 51 minutes 30 seconds west, 328.04 feet;thence north 22 degrees
08 minutes 30 seconds East, 47.71 feet; thence North 62 degrees 27 minutes 30 seconds
East, 22.82 feet to the centerline of Ross Road, as now exists, and to the Point of
Terminus of this description. The side lines of the open channel and easement are
extended to the property lines without gaps or overlaps.
Mr. Hoffman stated as far as the legal description it was satisfactory to him provided
that it is satisfactory to Michael in regards to the 30 foot easement, this was the only
question he had open on the description.
Michael stated he had spoken to two contractors who have the equipment that would reach
this particular channel with the width it is a different situation; and they felt they
could operate their drag line in the 30 foot easement as long as it was known there was
no over head structure or any thing else that would be in that 30 foot easement as it
will take a large piece of equipment which has a lot of swing to clean the ditch.
Mr. Hoffman asked Simon Associates what they have adjacent to the easement? The
easement will be from the edge of the top of the bank, there will be a building outside
the 30 foot easement their will be no permanent structures, there will be incidental
cars and semi-truck trailer on delivery.
Mr. Hoffman asked how close would the building be? As stated previously it will be
outside the 30 foot easement. There will be no over hangs.
Michael again stated his
main concern was over head utility lines.
Their intent is to go under ground with
utilities.

Norfolk
Western
SIA

WILSON

BRANCH
SIMONI
Associates
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Bruce V. Osborn asked if they would be black topping on the easement? Answer- Concrete
or Black top, it will probably be extra strength black top. Bruce stated there should
be an agreement should the black top be destroyed or impaired that it will be up to
Simon and Associates tu fix it, not the contractor. Myles Minton stated it would not be
a problem, they would agree to maintain the easement.
Sue W. Scholer asked if that was currently covered with the Ordinances and requirements
on easements? Discussion.
Mr. Hoffman stated it should be clear that the Association
would be responsible and the contractor is not responsible if he damages the surface
when he is doing work. Myles Minton stated they will be taking that into consideration
in their design for the easement up front.
Bruce Osborn asked what about one of their buildings?

Then that would be a problem.

Sue W. Scholer asked if there would be utilities in the easement? There could be a
possibility, they do not have it laid out at this time. Plans are to be underground
however they will come up and surface the building in the back. Discussion.
Bruce V. Osborn as about the Description of Exhibit "C" in the second paragraph the
phrase, (one half of) plus the 30 feet.
Bruce stated that the open channel goes with it
automaticallY.
Discussion.
After much discussion in the phrasing of paragraph two Mr. Hoffman stated a change could
be made to read:
That area described being the proposed open channel Wilson Branch of
the Elliott Ditch plus 30 feet from the top edge of the bank on each side of such open
channel along the following described line:
Myles asked if the described line meant
the entire channel? Answer-yes. Discussion.
Bruce V. Osborn moved to accept Exhibit "C" of the Wilson Branch re-location with the
changes as read, second by Sue W. Scholer, unanimous approval.
Richard Boehning stated they are also asking for the petition to be approved as they are
asking to re-locate the drain. Discussion of vacating at this time. Vacating will not
take place until the reconstruction of re-Iocation is installed.
Richard Boehning
stated that once the board approves the petition then when they re-Iocate the drain he
will file before the drainage board a grant of easement using the revised legal
description, report to the board that the drain has been reconstructed have Michael J.
Spencer check it out after he approves it will automatically be deemed vacated.
Their
current petition covers that.
Sue W. Scholer moved to accept the petition for consent to relocate portions of a legal
drain Branch #13 of the Wilson Branch and to vacate the easement described in Exhibit
"0", seconded by Bruce V. Osborn, unanimous approval.
ORDINANCE NO. 89-37 CM
Bruce V. Osborn moved that the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board give approval of
Ordinance No. 89-37 CM as read in the Special meeting of The Tippecanoe County Board of
Commissioners, November 1, 1989, and that they be implemented in the Drainage minutes,
seconded by Sue W. Scholer, unanimous approval.
ORDINANCE NO.89-37 CM
WHEREAS, the members of the Board of Commissioners of the County of Tippecanoe, in
the State of Indiana are also members of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board, and
WHEREAS, the members of the Board of Commissioners of the County of Tippecanoe,
State of Indiana, did on the 7th days of November, 1988 adopt Ordinance No. 88-40 CM
which established "Tippecanoe County, Indiana, A General Ordinance Establishing Storm
Drainage and Sediment Control," commonly known as the "Tippecanoe County Drainage Code,"
and
WHEREAS, such ordinance was adopted and approved by the Tippecanoe County Drainage
Board on the 7th day of November, 1988; and
WHEREAS, problems have arisen which have delayed the permit review process proved
for by said Tippecanoe County Drainage Code because of additional information being
required from the design engineer for the project which information has not been
furnished at the time the application has been filed with the Tippecanoe County Drainage
Board; and
WHEREAS, the Engineer, employed by the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board, has
recommended that certain additional minimum standards be adopted by such Drainage Board
for hydraulic permit applications; and
WHEREAS, it is the opinion of the Tippecanoe County Surveyor and The Tippecanoe
County Drainage Board that the adoption of additional requirements to those now required
by the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board will expedite the review process and provide for
more rapid approval of applications filed with the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board.
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED AND ENACTED by the
Board of Commissioners of the County of Tippecanoe, State of Indiana and the Tippecanoe
County Drainage Board that:
A.

The following additional documents be submitted with all applications filed
for approval with the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board:
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1.

A hydraulic Report detailing existing and proposed drainage patterns on the
subject site.
The report should include a description of the present land use
as well as proposed land use.
any off-site drainage entering the site should
also be addressed.
This report should be comprehensive and detail all the
design steps which the design engineer took during the design.

2.

All hydrologic and hydraulic computations should be included in the submittal.
These calculations should include, but not be limited to:
runoff curve
numbers of runoff coefficients; runoff calculation; stage-discharge
relationship; t imes-of-concentrat ion; and storage volume.

3.

Copies of all computer runs.
These computer runs should include both the
input and the outputs.
A floppy diskette with input files will expedite the
review process.

4.

A set of plan drawings stamped by a Registered Professional Engineer or
Registered Land Surveyor showing all proposed detention areas, storm sewers,
inlets, outfall strictures, open ditches, culverts and bridges.

5.

A set of exhibits should be included showing the drainage subareas and a
schematic detailing of how any computer model inputs were set up.

6.

A conclusion report summarizing the hydraulic design and detailing how this
design satisfies the Tippecanoe County Drainage Ordinance.

B.
The requirements set forth herein in Section A above, are in addition to the
requirements of Section 6 of Ordinance 88-40 CM.
C.
No application shall be considered by the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board or
the Surveyor of Tippecanoe County until each of the items listed in Section A above of
this Ordinance are submitted to the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board.
D.
This Ordinance shall become effective after its final passage, approval and
publication as required by law.
Enacted at Lafayette, Indiana on this 1st day of November, 1989.
BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
OF THE COUNTY OF TIPPECANOE,
STATE OF INDIANA,
Bruce V. Osborn, President
Eugene R. Moore
Sue W. Scholer
ATTEST:

Sarah S. Brown, Auditor

Adopted and Approved by the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board at Lafayette, Indiana on
this 1st day of November, 1989.
TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD,
Eugene R. Moore, President
Bruce V. Osborn
Sue W. Scholer
ATTEST:

Maralyn D. Turner, Secretary
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TWYCKENHAM
G. Mark Smith developer asked to be heard, but since he was not on the agenda the Board
could not give any approval; however the Board had discussion.
The city has accepted
one of the ponds there are two ponds the city will not accept, therefore, the developer
is going to set up a Homeowners Association.
Mark stated that Michael and Fred have
reviewed the Homeowners covenants.
Mr. Hoffman stated he wants a letter from the city.
Discussion of construction plans and the two basins and the letter of October 24, 1989.
Don Sooby stated upon approval by the Drainage Board it would be helpful to the City if
they could have the additional conditions mentioned in the letter.
Discussion on making
a legal drain.
Michael's opinion on it was if it was going to be a legal drain it would
all have to be a legal drain, not just a section, it should start across the road.
Michael pointed out that the city has asked on the original section they have asked for
some additional things to be done. Michael stated he had felt comfortable before.
Again Fred stressed that a new letter should be received from the City as to what bases

TWYCKENHAM
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they want done.
Michael stated this was the one that only had the city listed and if
the County was going to be involved in any way the County should be listed.
Mr. Hoffman stated he does not recall getting any revised covenants.
vacation.

Discussion of

Mark stated they want it conditionally vacated.
Bruce asked with no illusion to a legal
drain.
They want it vacated, they continue to vacate until they are done.
Each time
they will come in to say they will substitute their new system, and when the new system
is finished and acceptable by the City, then the drain will be vacated as they can not
se 11 t he lot s .
The additional conditions

being requested by the City of Lafayette are as follows:

1.

Add concrete headwalls w/appropriate cut-off walls to each drainage pipe
entering or leaving both of the detention ponds. Wingwalls should have slopes
no steeper than 2:1 with sideslopes of ponds warped in to meet this slope.

2.

Add protective fences around end of each drainage pipe entering or leaving
both of the detention ponds.

3.

Add structurally-designed child/animal guards over the end of each drainage
pipe entering or leaving both of the detention ponds.

4.

Establish grass cover over bottom and side slopes of both detention ponds
using soil amendments and/or topsoil as necessary to get grass established in
the sandy soil.

5.

Add sod along both sides of concrete gutters in flowline of both detention
ponds.
Review width of concrete gutters for adequacy in light of what is to
be done in the existing detention pond.

6.

Provide inlet capacity of at lease 150% of calculated quantity of run-off to
be picked up by catch basins in the streets and at least 200% for field
inlets. This will allow for partial blockage of inlets by debris which always
seems to be present in and around construction sites.

7.

Emergency routing swales between lots, if any, should be identified on the
construction plans and AS-BUILTS for future monitoring purposes.

8.

Provide drawings and calculations for the drainage system showing details of
detention ponds, basis for pipe sizes, capacity of detention ponds, etc.

Sue asked Mr. Sooby if the City would like to see it a legal drain? Answer that has
some merit, as the Homeowners Association is not going to have the same interest in
maintaining.
Mark stated The Homeowners Association allows the City to come in and
assess the Homeowners if they do not perform their functions.
Michael asked if they set
out a yearly fee? A maximum fee of $50.00.
Mr. Hoffman stated this will have to be put on the Agenda for December 6, 1989 meeting,
plus a letter from the City including the County conditions.
Michael asked Mark to send revised covenants to him and Mr. Hoffman another.
FARMINGTON

FARMINGTON LAKES

LAKES

Robert Grove asked for final approval on revised plans.
They agreed to the double the culvert and all items have been addressed.
The Board
asked if George Schulte had given approval.
George had a concern with the double
culverts which they revised the plans to put it in.
George and Michael have a full set
of plans, but have not had the time to review them.
Michael asked if adding that
seconded set of inlets changed the pipe size? NO.
It was just a restriction at one
inlet.
Michael asked if it was going to handle the 100 year storm event now.
Correct.
George's concern was the single inlets would be by-passed and some of that water would
go on ???
Sue W. Scholer asked George Schulte if he had any concerns that the Drainage Board
should be aware of?
Robert Grove stated everything on the revised plans have been addressed.
George stated that the only thing that he can think of is on the Storm drainage design
where the inlets were doubled do the pipes have the capacity to carry the Ql00? Robert
stated he did not think it was a problem.
George asked to have time to set down and
study the revision.
Farmington Lakes was recessed to Friday, November 3, 1989 at 9:00 A.M.
ORHCARD

ORCHARD PARK

PARK

Todd Frauhiger Drainage Consultant presented a report of Orchard Park legal Drain
Design, report is on file.
1.

The watershed has been delineated and is shown on Exhibit 1.

2.
For purposes of our study only, two on-site field reconnaissances have taken place
to access the existing condition of the ravine system and to aid in the final drainage
area delineation.
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3.
A TR-20 model was developed to determine the peak flows fOr the defined drainage
area.
These flows are calculated to the mouth of the ravine and should be adjusted as
detailed later to the mouth of the ravine and should be adjusted as detailed later in
this report fOr design flows fUrther upstream.
Todd stated that he and Michael had wOrked with the City Engineers office and walked the
ravine from Kensington Drive all the way down to the Wildcat creek. Drainage area was
determined to be 235 acres to the mouth of the ravine.
Todd reported in conclusion that CBBEL'S recommendation that an overall master plan be
developed as the next step in the design process. This master plan would determine the
location and type of cOrrective wOrk (i.e. erosion control, channel straightening,
etc.), a priority ranking fOr cOrrective wOrk based on an evaluation of severity fOr
each location and an opinion of probable construction cost for the cOrrective measures.
If this was done the Board would have design flows, and basically what would need to be
done to bring the channel up to County standards.
Bruce Osborn asked where the outlet was.

Outlet is at the Wildcat creek.

Page 3 of the letter the design flows of years 10,25,50, and 100 are at the mouth of the
ravine (at the Wildcat). These flows need to be adjusted fOr upstream design flows. In
the report equations are shown on how the adjustments will be accomplished.
Majority of the wOrk will have to be done on the upstream portion of the ravine up close
to Kensington Drive and along Creasey Lane.
Michael stated the next step would be to have a hearing Or and informative hearing,
possibly have a petition there for the property owners to sign.
Michael would not be
able to answer any questions in regards of money unless the Board would have Todd do
fUrther study and then there may be a chance of having some guess estimate of cost and
cost per lot.
Todd stated they were going to come up with a master plan and talk to some of the local
contractors and contractors in Indianapolis, show them what they have and what they are
doing and generate the cost.
Michael stated the next step would be to have the Board give approval to the report and
proceed on with the next step.
Sue W. Scholer moved to accept the report as presented and authorize the next step as
outlined in the conclusion of the report ,seconded by Bruce V. Osborn, unanimous
approval.
Meeting recessed fOr Kirkpatrick One Ditch.
KIRKPATRICK ONE DITCH
Doug Ridenour of Doug Ridenour and Sons, Clearing and Ditching presented a Cashier Check
in the amount of $50,000.00 plus a Personal Check in the amount of $650.75, on September
18, 1989 Mr. Ridenour had presented a check fOr $2,800.00. fOr the bid making a total of
$53.450.75 100% of his bid.
Bruce V. Osborn moved to accept the bid received from Doug Ridenour and Sons, Clearing
and Ditching in the amount of $53,450.75 and execute the contract to Doug Ridenour and
Sons, Clearing and Ditching, seconded by Sue W. Scholer, unanimous apProval.
The meeting recessed at 10:30 A.M. until 9:00 A.M., Friday, November 3, 1989

TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
REGULAR Meeting January 3, 1990
The TIPPECANOE County Drainage Board met Wednesday, January 3, 1990 in the Community
Meeting room of the TIPPECANOE County Office Building 20 North Third Street, Lafayette,
Indiana.
Those present were Bruce V. Osborn and Sue W. Scholer, Board Members; Michael J.
Spencer, Surveyor; Todd Frauhiger, Drainage Consultant; J. Frederick Hoffman, Drainage
Attorney; and Maralyn D. Turner, Executive Secretary, others present are on file.
The meeting was called to order at 9:00 a.m. by Drainage Attorney J. Frederick Hoffman.
Mr. Hoffman stated that it is time for election of officers for a new year.
Bruce V. Osborn nominated Sue W. Scholer for chairman of the board, seconded by Sue W.
Scholer, motion carried, there being no other nominations from the flow Sue was elected
Chairman of the Board.
Sue W. Scholer chairman continued the meeting asking for nomination for Vice Chairman,
Sue W. Scholer nominated Bruce V. Osborn as Vice-Chairman, seconded by Bruce, motion
carried, there being no other nominations from the floor Bruce was elected ViceChairman.
Bruce V. Osborn nominated Maralyn D. Turner as Secretary, seconded by Sue W. Scholer,
there being no other nominations from the floor Maralyn was elected Executive Secretary.
Bruce V. Osborn moved to accept J. Frederick Hoffman's continued services as Drainage
Attorney for the year 1990, seconded by Sue W. Scholer, motion carried.
Michael J. Spencer recommended to continue the services of the Chris Burke Engineering,
LTD as Drainage Ellyilleer CUII';UltdIlL Iur Lile yedr 1990. Bruce V. O,;uurll muveu Lu dccef.JL
rliclidel ',; recummelludL iUII, ,;ecullueu uy Sue W. Sciluler, muL iUII Cdrr ieu.
1990 DITCH ASSESSMENTS
Freu HUllmdll redu Llie ,ulluwillY uiLclie,; Lu ue mdue AcLive Iur d,;,;e,;,;mellL,; ill "ldY 1990.
Je,;,;e Alluer,;ull, A.P. Bruwll, Orrill Byer,;, Julill McFdrldllu, AllIl MUIlLyumery, dliU Llie J.
Kelly 0 'Nedl .
Ditclie,; LlidL dre III AcLive dre: JUllIl Am,;LuLL, Demf.J,;ey Bdker
" ',ellle Bdll, N.W.
Box, Alfred Burkhalter, Floyd Coe, Grant, Cole, J. A. Cripe, Fannie Devault, Marion
DUllkin, Je,;,; Dickeoll, i1artill V. Erwin, Crist/Fassnacht, Elijdli FUYdte, Reueccd Grimes,
Hdrri';UIl Meadow,; Geurge IlyellFritz, George Il1,;keeep, Lewi,; Jdke,;, Jerlkill';, E. Euyerle
JUllIl';UII, F. S. Ker';c!1I1er, Amdllud Kirkf.Jdtrick, James Kirkpatrick, John A. Kuhns, Calvin
Lesley, John McCoy, Mary McKinney. Absalm Miller, Lane Parker, James Parlon, Calvin
Peters, Franklin Resor, Peter Rettereth, Arthur Richerd, Alexander Ross, James
Shepherdson, John Saltzman, Ray Skinner, Joseph C. Sterrett, Wm A. Stewart, Alonzo
Taylor, Jacob Taylor,
John Toohey, John VanNatta, Harrison Wallace, Sussana Walters, McDill Waples, J. & J.
Wilson, Franklin Yoe, and Shawnee Creek.
Ditches that are Active are: E. W. Andrews, Delphine Anson, Herman Beutler, Michael
Binder, John Blickenstaff, Buck Creek (Carroll County), Train Coe, Darby Wetherill
(Benton County), Thomas Ellis, Issac Gowen (White County), Martin Gray, Fred Hafner,
E.F. Haywood, Thomas Haywood, James Kellerman, Frank Kirkpatrick, Wesley Mahin, Samuel
Marsh (Montgomery County), Hester Motsinger, Audley Oshier, Emmett Raymon (White
County), Abe Smith, Mary Southworth, William Walters, Wilson-Nixon (Fountain County),
Simeon Yeager, S. W. Elliott, Dismal Creek, and Kirkpatrick One.
Bruce V. Osborn moved that the ditches that were read to be made active become active on
the May 1990 Assessment, seconded by Sue W. Scholer, motion carried.
COUNTRY CHARMS

COUNTRY_
CHARMS

John Fisher asked that this be continued until next meeting February 7, 1990.
TRASH TRANSFER
John Fisher presented site drawings. Outlet goes into the Flood Plan. Mr. Hoffman
asked who owns the Flood Plan?
Leroy Barton. Question as to if it would increase the
flow and the speed onto Barton. Question do you have permission from Mr. Barton?
Answer - No. Mr. Hoffman stated that permission should be received from Leroy BdrLurl.
Mr. Fi,;lier ,;LdLeu Lliey dre f.JruviuillY rif.J-rdf.J, it will rluL illcred,;e Llie veluciLy. Mr.
Fi,;ller f.JuillLeu uuL LlidL Lliey ildU meL wiLli Lile Suil Curl,;ervdLiull dllU Iidve wurkeu uuL Llie
urle CUI1UiLiuIl ul eruoiurl cUIILrul. i1r. HUllmdll d,;keu il nr. BdrLull krlew duuuL Lido
meeLillY? NO. PreoellLdLiurl dilU uiocu,;,;iurl cUl1Lirlueu.
Bruce V. O';UUTll d,;keu JUllIl Fi,;iler Lu eXf.Jldill Llie f-lldll'; Lu Llie BdrLuIl',;.
fo1iclidel ,;LdLeu LildL Llie wdLer I,; LriuuLdry Lu LlidL dred 11UW, iL will yu Lliruuyli d f.JUIIU
11UW ill,;Ledu UI ,;ileeL urdirldye.
rlr. HUllmdl1 ,;LdLeu Liley ,;iluulu Iidve Lileir cildllce Lu uuJecL, ,;u LildL Liley Cdll'L ';dY we
dre UdmdyillY Lileir f.Jruf.JerLy.
Sue W. Scliuler ,;LdLeu Lliere dre Lwu recummerludLiull'; mdue.
1. Tile eru,;iull cUIILrul. 2. Tile cdlculdLiurl';.
Bruce V. O,;uurll muveu Lu yive df.Jf.Jruvdl Lu Lile urdirldye cUI1Lrui Iur Lile Trd,;il Trdll';ler
wiLil excef.JLiuII UI #9 drlu Lile uLlier recummelludLiurl'; d'; ,;LdLeu ill Lile Cilri,;Luf-liler Burke

TRASH
TRANSFER

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

DIMMENSION DIMENSION CABLE
CABLE

George Schulte engineer from Ticen and Associates presented site plans. Property is
located in the Treece Drainage Watershed area. The water shed area was analyzed to
determine the high water elevation that would be in the channel. Their detention
storage volume that they calculated was above the high water elevation of the dithc
along north property line. They did decrease the allowable release rate from 2.11 cfs
down to .4 cfs, there is about 3.3 acres in the site. They are increasing the volume
required for storage on site.
Sue W. Scholer asked about the plans for maintenance on that ditch? Basically they are
assuming that the owner would maintain the ellLir", siL"', Lllis is r"'dSUIi fur f-JuLLill\J 3-1
sluf-J"'s UII Lh", rJiLch.
~lr. Huffmdll dsk",rJ if iL WdS d ""'W rJ.lLch, G",ur\J'" d\Jdin stated it is an existing ditch.
The ditch at this time is full of brush, weeds, etc, it is not a legal drain.

George stated they are asking for final drainage approval.
Mr. Hoffman asked if George's client would be willing to participate in the cost of a
more substantial drainage improvement in the area. Mr. Shull", SLdL",rJ h", cuulrJ lIuL
dllsw",r LlrdL yu",sLiuII, LJuL h", f"'",ls II'" wuulLJ LJ", willill\J.
Bruc", dsk",rJ if conditions had been met? Michael Spencer answered, no, there is one
other conditions and that is that the City of Ldfayette review this f-Jruj",ct, as of
Jdnudry 2, 1990 this area is in sid", th", City Limits as is Wal-Mart.
Mr. Sooby has not seen the plans presented.Discussion continued.
Mr. Hoffman stated this is not a subdivision, but should have the same kind of
restriction as subdivisions. Mr. Hoffman asked that a letter be received from the
developer stating they will participate in their fair share of the improvement when the
major improvement is made. Michael asked if he was talking about facility on site.
Answer-yes. Maintenance on site and that they would assist in making that area a part of
the legal drain, and that they will participate in the cost of improving the Wilson
Branch. Michael asked if they should provide a letter stating that they will maintain
their on site system. Mr. Hoffman stated he would like for it to be in form that can be
recorded, so it will run with the land should the land be sold.
George asked what things are needed for approval? 1. Participate in the improvements of
the Wilson Branch. 2. Cost of improvements. 3. Maintain the one on the premises, and
if they don't the County would have the right to maintain it and assess the cost.
Incorporate the existing drain on the north side of the site into the Treece drain or
Wilson Branch.
A letter is needed from the owner for the abov", m","tioned items to Michael. Michael
asked that the city review dnd \Jive their df-Jf-Jruvdl LJ", drJrJ",rJ dS they are involv",rJ.
Su", dsk",rJ if Lh'" board understands correctly that the City still wdnts that maintenance
to rUIi to the Coullty on the regulated drain. Mr. Sooby answered, he thinks that is
correct.
Bruce V. Osborn moved to give approval with the four recommendations being met, seconded
by Sue W. Scholer.
WAL-MART

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

WAL-MART CONTINUED
JANUARY 3, 1990 DRAINAGE BOARD MEETING

Mr. Davidson stated that Wal-Mart has no problem at all to work with the rest of the
watershed and are willing to pay their fair share of the assessment.
Tom McCully representing Long Tree Limited went over what Long Tree Limited went through
when they were developing Burberry Subdivision.
The problem is at the South end at
Treece drain and Wilson Branch, pipe put in 197B creates constriction of everything
upstream from there.
Discussion of Cost in 197B, and the over all problem of the area.
At that time the owners agreed to put an assessment based upon the cost, which amounted
to approximately $1,000.00 per acre.
Todays presentation does try to address the
problem all the way from the north end of Treece down to the Wilson Branch on down to
the Elliott ditch.
Tom stressed that if we don't look at an over all picture we are not
going to get anything accomplished.
What has to be done is as property is developed
everybody agrees to participate to get the problem corrected. At this time we have an
open ditch going into a 24" pipe. Discussion continued.
Tom McCully stated that probably this should be an Urban drain not a rural drain.
Convert to Urban drain and reconstruct. Long Tree Limited is willing to cooperate.
Again he stressed that everybody is going to have to be in agreement that the problem
needs corrected and go from there.
The longer this goes the more expense it is going to
be.
Discussion continued.
Michael stated that in the interim there is a plan that could be done temporarily to get
the emergency routing out of the Subdivision. This is going to take cooperation from
the people involved.
Bruce asked Mr. Norton if they are going to be asking for road cuts on Creasey, answer
yes, they have two entrance, and one on Highway 26.
Mr. Hoffman stated Wal-Mart will have to have some type of document stating they will
participate in and pay their fair share of the cost of the improvement, and maintain
what else they will be putting in there, if they don't the county will have the right to
go in and maintain, then assess them for the cost.
Sue Scholer suggested that Michael call a meeting with all property owners involved in
the development.
Michael stated that Burke Engineering brought to his attention that this could be a
lengthy project, but in the mean time the board should look at a temporary diversion
swale, not a major structure. Mr. Hoffman asked if the,e was a place fo, it and Michael
replied it can be done, however it will not be easy. Michael stated this would be
everybody north of Treece Meadows who wants to develop.
Michael wanted more time to
think.
Mr. Sooby was concerned about property owner saying let the other guy do it.
Mr. Davidson asked Michael if he was satisfied with their drainage analysis, answer yes.
Mr. Norton stated there are two ways that Wal-Mart can go.
He asked if the board could
give approval subject to meeting the qualifications to avoid another meeting or bring up
all the criteria that they need to submit and have another meeting.
Sue W. Scholer stated that the board would be requiring all the essential things stated
and final approval passed would be subject to all things presented to Michael and
approved by the attorney and the City of Lafayette. Sue stated possibly the board
should make a requirement as Wal-Mart goes through the process of their development some
of the other things needed will be based on getting a meeting and something temporary
with all people involved who are developing in that area.
Mr. Davidson again stated they would agree in participating in what ever effort is made
out in that area.
They would like to leave the meeting this morning with some idea of
construction cost so they can build their budget. He stated they could have a letter
back to Michael tomorrow committing to the things the board is trying to accomplish.
Michael Spencer and Don Sooby will work together to come up with satisfactory proposals.
Don stated that lionslying share of the burden may fallon Wal-Mart to do something
temporary, as no body wants to do anything until their development is ready to move.
Wal-Mart wants to move ahead with their development and if the interim facilities are
necessary for this to get board approval, but not the total cost is going to fallon
Wal-Mart. Discussion continued.
Michael asked if a credit could be given back to Wal-Mart at a later date of what they
would put in on the interim? Mr. Sooby stated that the interim facility is not going to
contribute much toward the long term, it really isn't a down payment on the ultimate
facilities.
Mr. Davidson asked how will the development fully affect the Treece Meadows.
Michael
answered hopefully up to a 100 year storm event by calculations it should reduce the
downstream affect, its above the 100 year storm event that is of concern. Currently
there is 80 cfs coming off for a 10 year storm. Discussion continued.
Sue W. Scholer asked what needs to be done to get the total process going?
Mr. Hoffman stated if Michael feels there is a need for reconstruction as an Urban drain
Michael should report that to the Board and then the process can start for making it an
Urban drain for reconstruction. That's on the long term.
A Petition is not needed all
that is necessary is a let t er from Mi chae I Spencer surveyur "L d L i /lid L iJd L iL
to be
an U,ban drain and it can be done as an Urban drain. Statement should state that if it
is reconstructed as an Urban drain it will drain the area properly. Michael should
present a letter to the Board.

",,,,,Li,,
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Mr. Hoffman agreed with Mr. Sooby's statement that Wal-Mart is going lu Ildve lu ~dY musl
uf L1le cusl uf Ule lem~U,d,y fdc.i.l i ly dS Ule ullier ~ru~e,ly UWlle,s Cdll SdY liley d,e Ilul
,edl.ly lu uevelu~ dilU we uUII'l see lile Ileeu fur lilis uillil we uevelu~.
Dlscus",lull
cUIIl i I\ueu.
Ilems Ileeueu frum Wdl-i"1d,l d,e:
Leller uf Cummilmelll fu, Maintenance of the drain
facilities that they build.
In the lette, a commitment for participation in the
o,iginal p,ogram and that Wal-Mart pay their fair share of reconstruction and if they do
not maintain the drainage on their prope,ty the county would have a right to come in and
do the maintenance and make assessment for the cost.
Mr. Hoffman wanted this to be in a
recordable fashion so it will run with the land.
The Wal-Mart was asked to come back Tuesday JanUdry 9, 1990 at 9:30 A.M. for re-convened
session.
Due to not havill\j d quu,um uf Boa,d Members the January 9 meeting WdS
postponed until Wednesday January 17, 1990 at 9:00 A.M ..

STATE ROAD

STATE ROAD 38 PROJECT AGREEMENT

38 PROJECT

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

AGREEMENT

F,ed stated that he and Michael had reviewed the agreement and it meets the standdrds.
This goes along with tile meelill\j rlelu Ocluuer 1988 UII lile HiyilwdY 38 Prujecl.
A\j,eemelll i", UII file.
Bruce V. OSUUTlI muveu lu dcce~L Llle dy,eemelll uf Sldle Hi\jhwdY 38 dilU lhe wdle,
~,uulems, secullueu Uy Sue W. Schuler, Ulldllimuus d~~ruvdl.
V

ORCHARD

ORCHARD PARK

PARK

i"lichdel S~ellcer Surveyur, ~reseilleu ree P,u~usdl ~r ices lu ~,UVlue r ielu su,vey fu, lile
O,cildru Pd,k LeYdl Di lch P,ujecl.
Edrlie, lwu ui fferelll cum~dllies rldu ~,e",eIILeu ~rices
fu, uuillY surveyillY wurk fur L1le ~rujecl.
Tllere WdS quile d uiL uf uifferellce ill Llle
~rices suumilleu su d mu,e uefilleu scu~e uf wu,k WdS p,eselileu lu ui fferelll cum~dldes
dilU Miclldel lids receiveu lile fulluwill\j suumi l ldls.
Tuuu F,dUlliye, ,edu Ule Cum~dldes dliU Lllei r f iyu,es LIds is fur Llle elll i ,e wdlerslleu
d,ed.
Tlds wuulu illcluue de,idl md~~ill\j, CUIIlLJU, md~ fur Llle wdle,sheu, dll exislill\j
~i~es wiLldl1 Llle wdler srleu, lhei, ,edciles dilU siLes, illverls, L1le ,dville syslem dll Llle
WdY UUWII lu L1le W.i.lucdl c,eek.
T icell Shul le dliU Assucidles
JUllfl E. F islle,
MTA
Vesler's dilU Associates

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

The services tlldL were illcluueu dre:
Ae,idl CI!lli r[)l SII,Yf-:Y. Ve,licdl dilU Horizontal survey tu ~ruviue cUlllrul fur deridl
md~~iIIY will ue ~ruviueu.
EsjolJJioh 8 00 ",)illeo.
Bdselilles will ue esldulisheu, ,eferellceu, dliU lieu lu lhe
IluriLullldl md~~ill\j cUlllrul.
Tllese udse lilies will fulluw, ds clusely ds ~ussiule, lile
fluw lilies uf lhe uefilleu 'dville",.
Illyeol jYol j[)11 ur Exiol illY Siu,m Sewer Fdl<iljl jeo.
ExislillY slu,m sewers dliU culve,ls
wililill lile wdle,srleu will be located, identified and surveyed for length and elevation.
This information will be provided in the fo,m of su,vey field notes. Aerial Mapping of
the ravine will be provided, scribed on mylar. Contours will be at one foot intervals,
scale will be 1"=100' or as other wise specified.
Baselines will be superimposed on
the mapping.
THE ITEMS READ ARE NEEDED FOR THE ENTIRE WATERSHED
Descrjptjons of Easements
Descriptions of p,oposed easements from each land owne,
involved will be provided.
Easements will most likely be described as a horizontal
distance beyond a specified elevation on the bank of the ravine.
Todu slaleu lile quicke, lile su,veyurs cuulu yel slarleu lile uelle, Liley cuulu yel a
survey, each wuulu like lu yel lu iL as sUUII as ~ussiule ailU IIU laler Llldll
FeU,Ud,y as leaves will be starting and they can not get a true picture.
One of the
figures presented is only good through February.
After that date it may increase the
aerial photography figure.
If it is delayed longer it could be late 1990 before work
could be completed.
~ru~e,

Time is needed to go through the presentations, Michael will come back at the next
meeting with findings.
Meeting recessed until Tuesday January 9, 1990, January 9, 1990 meeting was re-scheduled
for Wednesday January 17, 1990.

lIPr:)ECANor: COlJNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
WEDNESDAY u JLlnR 6~ 1990
The TiprlecanoR COlJn"ty DraiTlage Board met at 9=00 A"Mg in ·the Commllnity Meeting rClom of
the TippecaTloe CC)UTlty IJffice BuildiT19~ 20 Norttl Ttlircl ~;treet, L_afaye"tte, Indiana with
SUR W, Schc)ler Chaiy'maTl, calling the meetiT19 ·to order,
'rtl0se present wer'e= Eugene R.
MooY'e~ Boarcj memtJer; Mi,chael J, SIJ8T1CeT, Surveyclr; J, Fr81JCY'ick Hoffman, Drainage
At"toY'ney; aIlel Maralyn Dg l'llrrler~ Executive Sec~retary othey's f)Y'csent are on file,.
v

CPUXT'Obl !},,JUODS

Mic;hae] Spenc;cy' surveyor', py'esentccJ a Petition from Croxton WClods Sllbdivj.sicln HomeOWTlcrs
Inc: f:..:;i~;.jr·if::d
:its PY·i:.":~~3:ldent i:"1fld ~::;ecY·c·:ta.Y·)l i:1nd prOr'f::~y·ty UI.AJni:::::Y"S '(f,:qUr:'~s"t;:i.nq
that ·ttle cer·taiTl eirainage
iTI, beirl9 clesigrlateej as L_.at #13 in c:y·oxton Woods
Subdi.vision, and the drain leadiT19 ttlerefrom as approved
ttle Area Plan Cc)mmissioTl and
as appT'oved by the City EngiTleeT' af·ter c:onstYI,lctioT'1 shall
a regulatelJ draiTlage
system plIYSllaTlt to the provisioT1S of Ig Cr 36-9-27--16 et seq, and be tllrTled over to
administration by the Drainage B03Y'd da·te,J April 30~ 1990.
(~~.;soc:i.a.tt()n,

Petitiorl is CITl file

Mic;hael stated the board Tleeds mCJy'e than what tlas beeTl presented by the
Pl~3S0C i a.t Jon o

HomeOWTler~

FT'ederick HoffmaTl attorney stated tha·t he t13S lC:II)ke,J at j.'~ and tle feels "they need
melrs names as L_,at ~11 ejoesn~t beloTlg tlJ ttlC persort who signecj the petition and he asked
Mic;hae] to check all, signatl,JreS orl the petitioTl to tJ0 sure ttley are ttle legal property

J,

Mict13Rl askccl Mr, Hc)ffman if SuzaTlne KliTlgtlammer had talkecl with him.
stated she had not discllssed tt18 sLJbject with him.

Mrg HoffmaTl

Michael is LJncler the tmrlressicJn that ·there is a sui.t going on in the area in regarcJs to
ttlP water/drainage with tt18 Flc)wey' Shop"
Water rllns uTlder the Flower 5hoPg Mictlael tlas
walked ttl8 Br'ca and knows wherA the watey olltlets atg
r1y'~

:i. e

l"'!uffma'n
t 1 f:·:d ~

etE1tt:::·~d

if" th(":~;y'(:'; :!.~:':~

E:J.

~:·::;u:i.t;

"t:hf:';

hC)iJl'd

dcr:::-;sn't V-Ja.nt to be a part of it.: until

i.t

~:-:;c:;t

Discussi.Cln cor,'tinlJed,

John Eisher stated he had received first drafts of all the mapping north of Potters
Hollow to the Wildcat Creek. He stated the job is done very well
He and Michael wi]
meet FY'iday, JlITle 8 u 1990 tCJ y'eview ttle presentaticln, Eugerlc Mooy'e warlts to go to tt18
areau Diecussion COTltinlled.

Mlctlael stated that for the records ttle reconstruction work of the KirkpatY'ic~k One di·tc;t,
is being completed today aTlc! tle wil.] inspect. Di.scuss:lorl ()f assessment, mairlterlance is
being colle~ted and as SOCJn 8S tt18 y·econs·true'tion is completed ttlB assessmeTlt will tJ8
figured and sent.

,OTTERBEIN DITCH/TOWN DE OTTERBEIN
Mrg Hoffmarl stated that J'oe BumblebllY'g had talkect
ciitctl and/or Otterbein ditch a py'operty C)WTler tlas
Mr. Hoffman stated he will wait to have something
de·termined wtli.ctl COIJTlty it· is iT1. The bCJarcj will
lJumb:l. f:~bu.rq "

with tlim in Y'egards to the [ltteY"beiTl
filleej in c)n a wa·terway in OtteY'heir"
in writing, but it will have to be
waJ.t tel tlear from Mr" Hoffman and MY'g

Mictlael stated that Don 500by I,_afayette City Engineer, had asked to be on the J'uly
meeting with presentation of McCarty L.ane. Don and Michael will meet soon to review and
Flresentation will liP at Tlext meeting"
There being rlO flJrther tlllsirless thp meeting adjollrrlecj at 9:20 A. Moo
1.1, 19(.)D
H

Scholer, Chairman
Not Present
Bruce V. Osborn, Board Member

~~a-~

Eugee R. Moore, Board Member

Next meeting July

TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
REGULAR MEETING, WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 9, 1991
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday, January 9, 1991 in the Community
meeting room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North Third Street, Lafayette,
Indiana with Nola Gentry calling the meeting to order for the re-organization of the
board. therefore she invited J. Frederick Hoffman drainage attorney to presirl a
Those present were: Keith E. McMillin, Hubert D. Yount, Board Members; Michael J.
Spencer, Surveyor; Ilene Dailey Consultant Drainage Engineer; J. Frederick Hoffman
Drainage Board Attorney; Don Sooby, City Engineer; and Maralyn D. Turner Executive
Secretary.

Mr. Hoffman asked for nominations from the floor for board chairman. Keith McMillin
nominated Nola J. Gentry as chairman, seconded by Hubert Yount, there being no other
nominations from the floor Nola J. Gentry was unanimously elected chairman of the board.
Mr. Hoffman turned the meeting over to Ms. Gentry to conduct the remainder of the
meeting.
Ms. Gentry asked for nominations from the floor for vice-chairman of the board. Keith
McMillin nominated Hubert Yount as vice-chairman, seconded by Nola J. Gentry, there
being no further nominations from the floor, Hubert D. Yount was unanimously elected
vice-chairman of the board.
Ms. Gentry asked for nominations from the floor for Executive Secretary, Keith McMillin
~nminated Maralyn D. Turner as executive secretary, seconded by Hubert D. Yount, there
being no further nominations from the floor Maralyn D. Turner was unanimously elected
executive secretary.
Mr. Hoffman read the following ditches to be made active for the year 1991 J. A. Kuhns,
Ray Skinner, Gustav Swanson, and Shawnee Creek. A letter from White County Surveyor was
read to collect maintenance assessments on the Emmet Rayman ditch for 1991. Keith E.
McMillin moved to make these ditches active for assessment in the year 1991, seconded by
Hubert D. Yount, unanimously approved.
(See bottom of page for active and inactive ditches.)
ROAD 350 SOUTH
Stewart Kline of Kline and Associates presented final drainage plans for the project
Road 350 South. A preliminary plan had previously been presented and a conceptual
approval had been granted.
At this time they are developing plans for three separate projects along County Road 350
South as follows: Phase I Part I Cr 350 South from US 231 to CR 100 E. (9th Street)
Phase II Part 11 CR 350S from CR100 E to 250 E (Concord Road) Project II CR 350 S from
CR 250 E to approximately 0.3 mi les west of US 52. All three projects fall in the
Kirkpatrick ditch watershed except for a small section at the western terminus which
outlets along US 231 and eventually into Wea Creek. The existing conditions for
drainage are poor. Mr. Kline continued presentation which is on file.
What they
propose to do with the three projects is to use some road side channels and clean up
allot of the existing problems. They have broken down three major off-site locations.
Presentation continued on the new off-site surface flow channel.
Structure # 1 will be providing storage on the north side of new County Road 350 South
and outletting into the Wea Watershed.
Second point of discharge is at the Kirkpatrick ditch itself where a new box culvert
will be installed and channel improvements for downstream, at that point they will be
opening up the existing tile. The channel will be deepened going with the box culvert
sections allowing the existing pipe to be opened into the open flow channel, run down
and spill eventually into the extension of Elliott ditch. This will allow them to bring
more water more efficiently. This makes for a more economically feasible structure. At
this time the bridge would be extremely long and very shallow because it is more of
swale by defining the channel and dropping the depth will be able to cross in a much
shorter distance.
County Road 100 East they are basically discharging down 100 east the existing path that
flows down and back into the Kirkpatrick open ditch and tile system. Detention will be
provided at this point to try to minimize any affects there.
The fourth at Station 135+96 line "A" where water will be routed through the proposed
Valley Forge Subdivision storm water sewer system which eventually outfalls into the
Kirkpatrick. They have coordinated with Dale Kuhns with Valley Forge, they are
accepting the off-site water into their storm sewer system.
The fifth is at CR 150 E running down the existing slrlp rlltches again providing storage.
The last is a new overland ditch at Station 185+40 line "A" which runs south to the
northernmost branch of the Kirkpatrick surface flow.
This will provide detention ahead
that and bring the channel out to match the existing surface flow which is very shallow
and almost a sheet flow condition.
Detention is provided at several location.

Presentation continued.

The two major points of detention are east of the Conrail Railroad at that point they
will be holding the water before it ever crosses, catching the water that sheet flows to
the south to the Kirkpatrick ditching it and doing major detention at the point holding
both north and south prior to reaching CR 150.
Mr. Kline stated all in all it is an improvement of a very poor situation up and down
the line. By holding at the top of the shed they eliminate problems from all the way
down the watershed. Mr. Kline asked if there were any questions.

Hubert Yount asked at Valley Forge going into the storm sewer, what is the capacity
realization for the future as it is developed, are you in good condition there so we
won't have any problems the back up in Valley Forge? Mr. Kline stated as Valley Forge
develops the storm wate, going into the County system should decrease because they are
designing for existing flow conditions.
As developers come in there they are going to
have to meet drainage ordinance and hold back the 10 year pre-developed, so they are
assuming that their peak that we are giving to Mr. Kuhns now is the maximum.
Mr. Yount
stated then we are still going to be in a safe condition when the developers come in.
Mr. Kline stated as the developers come in we will actually have excess capacity.
Michael Spencer, surveyor asked what they were going to do in the mean time before the
development takes place over on Valley Forge?
If there system is not in place how is
you,s going to work? Mr. Kline answered if it comes to a point where Valley Forge is
not going to be in place prior to our development we will have to go on down to 150 and
take it south.
Nola Gentry asked then there is capacity at ISO? Mr. Kline stated they would have to
rebuild the ditch, but that is the existing path and will be ,educed.
It would mean
greater construction expenses, which they are trying to avoid.
One of the big problems
in the shed is that there is not enough fall.
To get the water down to the Kirkpatrick,
they would have to take the larger volume of the water that they were going to route
throughout Valley Fo,ge they would have to do considerable ditch work to get it there.
Mr. Hoffman asked how much additional distance would you have?
around Valley Forge? Yes, at least a half of a mile.

Mr. Kline asked to go

Hubert Yount stated they would have to do some reconstruction on those existing ditches
down there.
Mr. Kline stated right, they would have extend Project I.
Hubert asked if
they had enough right of way to do that? Mr. Kline asked down ISO? Yes, under the
present plans the answer is no.
It is the assumed that the present plans is that the
Valley Forge development occurs prior to our development.
Hubert stated if it does not,
then we will have to acquire the ,ight of way to do that.
Mr. Kline stated we will have
to acquire right of way, this is 100 E (South Ninth).
Michael stated comes back west along the south side of 350 South, then south along the
east side of Ninth Street.
If they plat subdivision they would have to grant that
additional right of way which is not platted today, therefore we do not have it.
Stewart Kline stated we do not have the right of way to build the ditch if they don't
build, then we don't have their storm sewe, system in place.
Hubert stated then we are
ahead of them if we acquire ,ight of way on South Ninth Street prior to that platting.
Mr. Kline stated this is right.
Steve Murray Highway Engineer, stated he does not anticipate that being a majo, problem
in that we have met with the developer and supplied him with information.
He has been
cooperative.
The half width right of way dedication for that side of South Ninth
Street, 50 or 60 feet based on the tho,oughfare plan.
He thinks if the worse case
develops here where Valley Forge did not have or was not ,eady to put their storm
improvements in at the time we go to construction that the developer would be willing to
grant us the extra right of way knowing full well that when he plats he has to give that
right of way up.
We would use that primarily as a temporary solution to drain the water
from this small portion of 350 South, south along South Ninth along the east side of the
road down to the Kirkpatrick.
Basically that is just a back up solution, and rather
than to go into it without a back up we feel we have ourselves covered from both sides.
Hubert asked what does that do to our road construction?
Steve asked as far as the 350 South job? Yes.
Steve - Nothing substantial. HubertHow about on Ninth Street? Steve - It should not affect that either.
Hubert, but you
are ultimately going to have to widen there? Steve - Eventually, yes they are hoping
to.
There is going to be a need for it in a ve,y fpw short years.
Nola J. Gentry asked if there were any questions or comments from those present.
Ed Pu,dy property owne, on Road 231 South.
His family farm is on the south end of the
drainage system.
He is very concerned about removing the existing tile, it is
functional and preforms adequately for the agricultural commitment that it was initially
built for.
He realizes that with the development upstream there probably is a need for
a better drainage system.
He would like for the system not to be opened if anything
improving the size of tile.
The area that it runs through is real rough ground and he
feels if it is opened there will be allot of erosion in that area.
The sub base is sand
& gravel and he thinks that all of us know it would be difficult to maintain slopes on a
ditch with a base of sand and gravel.
What is there now is the existing system, the
excess water runs over the surface and there appears to be no erosion.
He stated since
the board (Commissioners) are new, he would like for them to come out to the site and
look over the area and see what is being talked about and presented.
He thinks to do
some of these things at this time the way they a,e proposing to do they are short sided
for the future for the whole system.
If the board would come out he would be more than
happy to show them the area.
Michael asked Ed if he was talking about the part of the ditch at the Kirkpatrick north
of the proposed Road 350 South. Steve stated basically where the tile is going to be
taken out and replace it with an open channel.
Ed stated he is not familiar with the
other thing they are talking about on US 231 where your talking about some other
detention area, this is new to him.
Steve stated it is the water that is going to be
stored in the ditches, the controlled structure will be a cross pipe under 350.
Ed
pointed out the area he was talking about is a habitat for wildlife.
Tearing that out
the wildlife is going to be disturbed. Discussion continued.
Fred Hoffman asked how long of a stretch a,e you talking about? Mr. Kline 800-900 feet.
Mr. Hoffman asked how big is the pipe? Michael stated the existing pipe is
approximately 27-30 inch.
Nola asked if it would hold or would it have to be open for
this to work.
Michael stated they are not going to be allowed to put the road water
into the ti Ie.
It drains overland today, after construction release rate is acceptable
it could drain the same way today.
Mr. Purdy stated what you have is the tile in there
now is performing, there is no surface drainage.
Mr. Purdy hates for them to jerk that
tile out and always have surface drainage there, if the tile is left in and if the

system was regraded and cut back and smoothed out, then maybe you could take care of the
run off easier.
It is simply not a problem to his farm as it is today.
Today there is
no problem, if you tear it out it is going to be a continuous flow of water.
There is
flow in the tile at all times, if you remove it there will surely be continuous flow in
the ditch.
Mr. Hoffman asked how deep is the tile from the surface? Mr. Purdy statprl he did not
know, he feels it is quite deep because the elevation of the banks is probably 25 feet.
Discussion continued.
Mr. Purdy stressed again he is requesting the board to see the project before they grant
approval to the proposed drainage plans.
Mr. Hoffman asked how deep were they going to have the water in the side ditches where
they are going to have storage? Stewart Kline - 4 feet or less in compliance with the
ordinance.
Discussion continued.
Nola asked if we had a major storm what would be the depth in the side ditches on
storage? Steve Murray stated this can't really be answered without computer
calculations.
Mr. Hoffman asked how long is it going to be before it drains out and
will it create a traffic hazard? Answer - In a matter of hours, and no hazard to
traffic as it is in the side ditches.
Discussion continued.
Jack Coffman property owner of Fairfield Contractors 3310 Concord Road.
Property is at
NE corner of 350 and Concord Road.
He recommended that the bDard not give approval to
the proposed drainage plans submitted until they have a chance to review the affect on
their property of this design.
Nola asked if there were any other comments on this project.
steve Murray stated an over all comment of this project is that it takes up a very large
area an improvement that the county highway department has been working on for quite
some time, do to the SIA plant being put into Tippecanoe County.
It has gone through
the normal channels.
Basically according to the drainage boards consultant it meets the
drainage codes.
He realizes that Ed Purdy has some concerns and he certainly has no
problem delaying judgement on this for another month if the board would like to come out
and become more familiar with the project and what is actually going to happen.
He did
point out that we have had conceptual approval, as stated the drainage board consultant
has reviewed the calculations and documentation with some additional information to be
supplied to them they do recommend conditional approval.
Back tQ the out fall to the
Kirkpatrick and removing a portion of the tile.
The primary reason that was done was
what Stu had mentioned to begin with, if we would try to put a bridge in there or a
battery culverts, we would have a long very expensive part to maintain bridge structure,
so at that time they took a look at putting in concrete box structures to keep the cost
down, plus maintenance cost down for the future and looking at it they found out that
from the hydraulics by taking that portion of the tile out it would actually cause the
rest of the tile up stream to function better.
Again we would have no objection to
delaying this for a month.
Delaying he feels will not affect the development of the
project.
Hubert D. Yount moved to table the action on the Road 350 South project until next
meeting so the board can go out to the project and give Mr. Coffman of Fairfield
Contractors a chance to review the plans, seconded by Keith E. McMillin, unanimous
approval.
MCCARTY LANE
Nola J. Gentry stated that McCarty Lane was not an agenda item, but that some of the
preliminary drainage report is ready for the McCarty Lane.
We will listen to the
report, but no action will be taken today.
Stewart Kline presented the preliminary drainage plans.
Presentation was given in the
July II, 1990 meeting and at that time conceptual approval to McCarty Lane drainage plan
and LUR as presented for the over all regional detention plans.
Stewart Kline stated this is an interesting drainage problem with the existing Kepner
ditch being overwhelmed.
They will be coming with a four lane urbanized roadway section.
Again he stated the solution is to build a regional deterltion facility which will be
built in three phases that have already been presented.
Phase I is to be built by the
city.
Phase II LUR.
Phase III Caterpillar Tractor Inc.
It uses property currently owned by LUR and Caterpillar Tractor to detain the already
existing problem.
Presentation continued and is on file.
Discussion continued.
Phase III will be built as they develop.
Caterpillar is retaining the rights to enlarge
the Phase I pond to meet their development needs.
Hubert asked if this would occur as
they developed.
Answer - yes.
Nola Gentry asked how wide is Phase I? Mike Peterson stated about 100 feet.
Hubert
asked how deep? Mike Peterson stated the maximum depth in the whole basin is 8 feet,
and a 7 foot chain length fence is around Phase II.
Mr. Hoffman stated there would be a
fence because of the requirement to the ordinance.
Hubert asked how much water would it
hold.
Mike Peterson stated there is 18 acre feet in Phase I, 16 acres feet Phase II,
and 26 acre feet in Phase III.
Hubert asked if they are talking about carrying water in
that at all times.
Mike Peterson stated there will be a flow of water because of the
Layden ditch to the north which brings water across from McCarty Lane down through the
system.
It is not actually a wet bottom pond, it is a ditch that will be used to
detain.
Stewart Kline stated the city will have ownership of the entire pro~prtv Phase I, Phase
II, and Phase III properties.
LUR will install the maintenance road in the Phase II
pond and fence in that section.
City will install the fence, the ultimate ownership and
maintenance will be the city for the entire project.

Nola J. Gentry asked if there were some down stream problems that this is going to
create? Michael Spencer stated this should help down stream property because they are
making a regional facility. Currently there are some flooding problems along McCarty
Lane. The pipe going into the Wilson branch is not going to change from what it is
today as a certain capacity. Nola asked, then this would be a controlled. Michael
stated it will be controlled by the existing pipes. Mr. Hoffman asked if this storage
was going to help on the storage that is needed on the Wal-Mart project and on the
Wilson (below)? Is it going to assist in our need there for the whole Elliott ditch
system storage. Michael stated it will help, it is not connected with the Wal-Mart
other than they both drain to the Wilson branch. They are not going to take water away
from one and the other. The Caterpillar area when it is developed it will come south
instead of going east. Technically it is going to help, it is not going to create any
additional problems. Mr. Hoffman asked if this storage will help on the storage
problem at Elliott ditch that has been talked about at Ivy Tech? Michael stated at this
time it won't make a difference.
Hubert asked how big of pipe is it that is coming out of there going to Wilson ditch?
Answer - 48 inch.
Stewart Kline stated at this time the outfall will be reduced. The pipe that outfalls
to the Wilson is capable of discharging 108 cfs. What happens now that there is like
road way flooding on surface. Water isn't taken into the tile and spills out over land
and kind of floods the properties along Creasey and gets into the Wilson. This is an
additional 100 cfs plus the will be integrated into the system and stopped. Won't have
that surface flow condition that vnlJ have now, everything will be held and the release
will be held to the capacity of the existing tile.
It will still be the 48 inch pipe
with 108 cfs. They will eliminate the run around that happens now where all the surface
flow seeps and eventually gets down to the Wilson, that will all be trapped by the LUR
development and the roadway. This will bring it into the pond and still hold the water
way to the 108 cfs, this should be improved with the downstream.
Michael Spencer stated when Caterpillar develops it will be rerouted and the water will
come south instead of going east into Treece.
Mr. Hoffmans asked if this required Core of Engineer approval.

Answer - No.

Don Sooby, City Engineer stated this is the project the City has been working quite some
time. They are getting close to right of way acquisition and hope to complete getting
those by the end of 1991. Hopefully in 1992 get the project program for Federal funds
for construction work to begin. They have worked with Caterpillar and LUR in developing
this regional detention pond to the benefit of the whole drainage area. On behalf of
the city he encourage the drainage board approval at the earliest opportunity on this
project.
Stewart Kline stated the project has been reviewed the county drainage consultant. The
pond itself and the watershed analysis and there is no problem with the water
construction capacity. The consultant is wanting at this point is that this being a
fairlY large shed and the master model that is being developed by Burke and Associates
for the Elliott system. They want to be able to bring this into their master model
since it is significant.
Ilene Dailey, drainage consultant stated that would help answer some of the questions in
regards of what affect this would have on other basins.
stewart Kline stated it will
increase the accuracy of the model we are looking at a 2 hour storm event and they are
looking at a 24 hour storm event. That controls for the Elliott as a whole, but does
not control for us, so what we have to do to provide for them or wnrk with them in some
manner in updating their report as to convert this model to the 24 for the master. He
thinks as far as the design for this, there is a consensus that this is where it stands,
and this is what is good for the Kepner ditch watershed.
Hubert Yount asked at Navco and Far bee problem does it all go into this watershed?

Yes.

Discussion and presentation continued.
Jim Shook representing LUR recommended approval at the right time.
Michael stated this project will be on the agenda of the February, 1991 meeting.
Mr. Hoffman asked if notices had been mailed to property owners? Per Kline notices had
been sent stating this would be presented at todays meeting, but no action would be
taken, copies of these letters are in the file.
Michael stated that basically the same pipes are being used that are there now, not
changing, and there is no assessments.
WETLANDS - 1990 USDA
Michael Spencer presented copies of information on Wetlands - 1990 USDA. Discussion of
Wetlands. Michael asked Mr. Hoffman how this affects the drainage board in regards to
Maintenance and Reconstruction. Mr. Hoffman will check into this and brush burning. He
has written legislatures in regards to brush burning, and he will check on Michaels
concern in regards to the reconstruction schedules. Mr. Hoffman stated we all should
write our legislatures in regards to these two subjects. He will make a report to the
board as soon as he has an answer.

The,e being no fu,the, business, Hube,t Yount moved to adjou,n the meeting at 10:05 A.M.
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Executive Sec,eta,y

ArTIVE AND INACTIVE DITCHES
M,. Hoffman ,ead the following ditches to be made active fo, the yea, 1991
J. A. Kuhns,
Ray Skinne" Gustav Swanson, Cha,les E. Daughe,ty, John Hoffman and Shawnee C'eek. A
lette, f,om White County Su,veyo, was ,ead to collect maintenance assessments on the
Emmet Rayman ditch fo, 1991. Keith E. McMillin moved to make these ditches active fo,
assessment in the yea, 1991, seconded by Hube,t D. Yount, unanimously app,oved.

The following ditches we,e made Inactive fo, the yea, 1991 John Blickenstaff,
O. J. Bye,s and Beutle,/Gosma, Keith E. McMillin moved to make these ditches
inactive, seconded by Hubert D. Yount, unanimously approved.
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
REGULAR MEETING
FEBRUARY 5, 1992

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday, February 5, 1992 in the Community
Meeting Room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North Third street, Lafayette,
Indiana with Keith E. McMillin calling the meeting to order.
Those present were: Keith E. McMillin, Chairman, Nola J. Gentry and Hubert Yount,
Tippecanoe County Commissioners, Michael J. Spencer, County Surveyor, Ilene Dailey,
Chris Burke Consulting Engineers, J. Frederick Hoffman, Drainage Board Attorney, and
Dorothy M. Emerson, Executive Secretary Drainage Board.
The first item on the agenda was to approve to the minutes of the meeting for the last
Drainage Board meeting on January 8, 1991. Nola Gentry moved to approve the minutes,
seconded by Hubert Yount.
Unanimously approved.
CARROLL COUNTY JOINT DRAIN

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

Motion carried.

DRAINAGE BOARD ATTORNEY CONTRACT

Mike presented the Board with a contract for the Drainage Board Attorney J. Frederick
Hoffman, that needed to be executed for 1992.
Hubert Yount moved to approve the contract between Tippecanoe County Drainage Board and
J. Frederick Hoffman as Attorney for said group.
Nola J. Gentry, seconded.

Motion carried.

ACTIVE AND INACTIVE DITCHES

Nola Gentry moved to include the active and inactive ditches into the February minutes
and mail the appropriate notices to the surrounding counties. Hubert Yount, seconded.
Motion carried.
The following is a list of the active and inactive ditch assessment list for 1992.

DITCH
No.

DRAINAGE BOARD ASSESSMENT LIST
TOTAL
4 YEAR
DITCH
ASSESSMENT

1 Amstutz, John
2 Anderson, Jesse

3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
39
40
41

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

1991

$5,008.00
$15,675.52
$2,566.80
$5,134.56
$2,374.24
$717.52
$1,329.12
$8,537.44

Inactive
Active
Active
Active
Inactive
Inactive
Inactive
Inactive

$4,388.96
$7,092.80
$11,650.24
$8,094.24

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

$5,482.96
$5,258.88
$13,617.84
$3,338.56
$4,113.92
$1,012.00
$911.28
$1,883.12
$3,766.80
$9,536.08
$1,642.40
$656.72
$2,350.56
$3,543.52
$6,015.52
$3,363.52
$1,263.44
$7,348.96
$2,133.12
$1,532.56
$3,123.84
$5,164.24
$10,745.28

1992

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

33

41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99
100

Johnson, E. Eugene
$10,745.28
Kellerman, James
$1,043.52
Kerschner, Floyd
$1,844.20
Kirkpatrick, Amanda
$2,677.36
Kirkpatrick, Frank
$4,226.80
Kirkpatrick, James
$16,637.76
Kuhns, John A
$1,226.96
Lesley, Calvin
$3,787.76
McCoy, John
$2,194.72
McFarland, John
$7,649.12
McKinny, Mary
$4,287.52
Mahin, Wesley
$3 .. 467.68
Marsh, Samuel (Montgomery Co)
Miller, Absalm
$3,236.00
Montgomery, Ann
$4,614.56
Morin, F.E.
$1,434.72
Motsinger, Hester
$2,000.00
O'Neal, J. Kelly
$13,848.00
Oshier, Aduley
$1,624.88
Parker, Lane
$2.141.44
Parlon, James
$1, 649.96
Peters, Calvin
$828.00
Rayman, Emmett (White Co)
Resor, Franklin
$3,407.60
Rettereth, Peter
$1.120.32
Rickerd. Aurthur
$1,064.80
Ross, Alexander
$1.791.68
Sheperdson, James
$1,536.72
Saltzman, John
$5.740.96
Skinner, Ray
$2,713.60
Smith, Abe
$1, 277 . 52
Southworth. Mary
$558.08
Sterrett. Joseph C
$478.32
Stewart, William
$765.76
Swanson, Gustav
$4.965.28
Taylor, Alonzo
$1.466.96
Taylor. Jacob
$4,616.08
Toohey, John
$542.40
VanNatta, John
$1, 338 .16
Wallace, Harrison B.
$5.501.76
Walters, Suss ana
$972.24
Walters, William
$8.361. 52
Waples, McDill
$5,478.08
Wilder, Lena
$3.365.60
Wilson, Nixon (Fountain Co)
Wilson. J & J
$736.96
Yeager, Simeon
$615.36
Yoe. Franklin
$1.605.44
Dickens, Jesse
$288.00
Jenkins
$1,689.24
Dismal Creek
$25,420.16
Shawnee Creek
$6.639.28
Buetler/Gosma
$19.002.24
Kirkpatrick One
$6.832.16
McLaughlin. John
$0.00
Hoffman, John
$72,105.03
Brum, Sarah (Benton Co)
S.W.Elliott
$227,772.24

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

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

DISCUSSION ON TILE BIDS
Mike Spencer presented a tile bid that had been inadvertently returned to the bidder.
Fred Hoffman opened the bid.
Mike stated he had received two proposals for Professional Services on the Berlovitz
Watershed Study. one from Christopher Burke Engineering and one from Ticen, Schulte and
Associates.
Mike recommended Christopher Burke Engineering the lowest bidder.
Nola moved to approve the proposal from Christopher Burke Engineering for the Berlovitz
Ditch Study.
Hubert. seconded.
Motion carried.
JOHN HOFFMAN DRAIN
Mike stated to the Board that work will be done on the Hoffman Drain at a cost less than
$25.000.00.
Since it was under $25.000.00 Mike requested quotes be done on the project
rather than bids since quotes are faster.
Mike read the proposal into the minutes.
TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board is interested in taking quotes for maintenance
work on the John Hoffman Ditch. beginning at the tile outlet which is located along
County Road 900 East just north of State Road 26 East.
Work will consist of dredging approximately 1000 feet of channel down stream of the
tile outlet, cleaning out road culvert under 900 East.
Then clearing trees over and
along the tile for some 4000 feet to the east.
After the clearing all tile holes will be fixed and or wide joints patched, then
the waterway over the tile will be graded as directed by the Surveyor.
When all work is
completed all disturbed areas will be seeded.
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There will be a pre-quote site visit held at the site on February 19th, 1992 at
9:00 am.
Written quotes will be on a per foot basis for dredging, clearing and grading of
waterway.
Tile repair will be on time and material basis.

Seeding will be lump sum.

Quotes will be due on March 4th at 11:00 am in the Tippecanoe County Auditors
Office.
For further information please contact the Tippecanoe County Surveyor, Mike Spencer
at 423-9228.
Discussion followed.
Hubert Yount moved to accept quotes for the John Hoffman Drain.
carried.

Nola, seconded.

Motion

HADLEY LAKE DRAIN
Mike stated that West Lafayette Wetland Delineation Study will be done on February 15.
We need to have that before we advertise for the proposals for engineering work.
PINE VIEW FARMS
Roger Kottlowski, Weitzel Engineering and Tom Stafford, Melody Homes presented their
drainage plans for Pine View Farms to the Drainage Board.
Discussion followed.
Mike Spencer recommended preliminary approval to the Board.
Nola moved to grant preliminary approval contingent on completion of restrictions and
receipt of the recorded easements or agreements.
Hubert Yount, seconded.

Motion carried.

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

L~f:~z:tt~
Keith E. McMillin, Chairman
ATTEST:~(..i1n.~"""-~~~

_
Dorothy M.~son, Executive Secretary

Tippecanoe County Drainage Board
Minutes TRANSCRIPT
Regular Meeting
January 6, 1993
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday, January 6, 1993 in the Community Meeting Room of the
Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North Third Street, Lafayette, Indiana, with Nola Gentry calling the meeting to order
for the re-organization of the Board. She then turned it over to J. Frederick Hoffman, Drainage Board Attorney to preside.
Those present were: Nola J. Gentry, Hubert Yount, Bill Haan, Tippecanoe County Commissioners, Michael J. Spencer,
County Surveyor, Ilene Dailey, Christopher Burke Consulting Engineer, J. Frederick Hoffman, Drainage Board Attorney,
Hans Peterson, Paul Elling, Project Engineers SEC Donohue, Greg Griffith, Great Lakes Chemical Corporation, Josh
Andrews, West Lafayette Development Director, Opal Kuhl, West Lafayette City Engineer, and Shelli Hoffine Drainage
Board Executive Secretary.
J. Frederick Hoffman, Drainage Board Attorney asked for nominations from the floor for the Board President. Commissioner
Gentry nominated Commissioner Haan for President, seconded by Commissioner Yount.
Unanimously approved.
Mr. Hoffman then turned the meeting over to Commissioner Haan to preside over the remainder of the meeting.
Commissioner Haan asked for nominations from the floor for the Board Vice President.
Commissioner Haan nominated Commissioner Gentry for Vice President, seconded by Commissioner Yount.
Unanimously approved.
Commissioner Haan asked for nominations from the floor for the Board Executive Secretary.
Commissioner Gentry nominated Shelli Hoffine for Executive Secretary, seconded by Commissioner Yount.
Unanimously approved.
The first item on the agenda was to approve the minutes of the meeting for the Drainage Board meeting on December 2,
1992. Hubert Yount moved to approve the minutes of December 2, 1992, seconded by Commissioner Gentry. Unanimously
approved.
Hire the Attorney
Commissioner Gentry moved to appoint J. Frederick Hoffman as Attorney for the Drainage Board, seconded by
Commissioner Yount.
Motion carried.
Active and Inactive Ditches for 1993
Mr. Hoffman suggested putting the active and inactive ditches in the January minutes. Mr. Hoffman also read them aloud to
the Board.
ACTIVE DITCHES
Number
Names
2
Anderson, Jesse
3
Andrews, E.W.
4
Anson, Delphine
9
See #103
12
Box, N.W.
13
Brown, Andrew
18
Coe, Train
20
County Farm
22
Daughtery, Charles
26
Darby, Wetherill (Benton Co.)
29
Fassnacht, Christ
34
Haffner, Fred
35
Haywood, E.F.
37
Harrison Meadows
38
Ilgenfritz, George (combined with Dismal)
45
Kirkpatrick, Frank
46
Kirkpatrick, James
48
Lesley, Calvin
49
Lucas, Luther (combined with Dismal)
53
Mahin, Wesley
55
Miller, Absalom
57
Morin, F.E.
58
Motsinger, Hester
59
O'Neal, J. Kelly
60
Oshier, Aduley
61
Parker Lane
62
Parlon, James, (combined with Shawnee)
65
Resor, Franklin
71
Skinner, Ray
72
Smith, Abe
73
Southworth, Mary
74
Sterrett, Joseph C.
76
Swanson, Gustav
Tippecanoe County Drainage Board

84
89
91
93
94
95
98
99
100
101
102
103

Walters, William
Yeager, Simeon
Dickens, Jesse
Dismal Creek
Shawnee Creek
Buetler, Gosma
See #101
See #102
Elliott, S.W.
Hoffman, John
Brum, Sophia (Benton Co)
Moore H.W. (Benton Co)

INACTIVE DITCHES
Number
Names
1
Amstutz, John
5
Baker, Dempsey
6
Baker, Newell
7
Bell, Nellie
8
Berlovitz, Julius
10
Binder, Michael
11
Blickenstaff, John M.
14
Buck Creek (Carroll Co.)
15
Burkhalter, Alfred
16
Byers, Orin J.
17
Coe, Floyd
19
Cole Grant
21
Cripe, Jesse
23
Devault, Fannie
24
Deer Creek
25
Dunkin, Marion
27
Ellis, Thomas
28
Erwin, Martin
30
Fugate, Elijah
31
Gowen, Isaac (White Co.)
32
Gray, Martin
33
Grimes, Rebecca
36
Haywood, Thomas
39
Inskeep, George
40
Jakes, Lewis
41
Johnson, E. Eugene
42
Kellerman, James
43
Kerschner, F.S.
44
Kirkpatrick, Amanda
47
Kuhns, John
50
McCoy, John
51
McFarland, John
52
McKinney, Mary
54
Marsh, Samuel (Montgomery Co)
56
Montgomery, Ann
63
Peters, Calvin
64
Rayman, Emmett (White Co.)
66
Rettereth, Peter
67
Rickerd, Arthur
68
Ross, Alexander
69
Sheperdson, J.A.
70
Saltzman, John
75
Stewart, William
77
Taylor, Alonzo
78
Taylor, Jacob
79
Toohey, John
81
Van Natta, John
82
Wallace, Harrison
83
Walters, Sussana
85
Waples, McDill
86
Wilder, Lena
87
Wilson, Nixon (Fountain Co.)
88
Wilson, J & J
90
Yoe, Franklin
92
Jenkins
96
Kirpatrick One
97
McLaughlin, John

Tippecanoe County Drainage Board

Storm Water Drainage Improvement Plan
Hans Peterson and Paul Elling from SEC Donohue presented the Stormwater Drainage Improvement Plan for the CuppyMcClure watershed. Mr. Peterson discussed the project overview and objectives, project design criteria and constraints,
hydrologic/hydraulic analysis, alternative improvements and recommendations, permits, and the schedule.
Mr Peterson discussed the alternative improvements.
Alternative #1 Low flow pipe and high flow channel.
The cost of the low flow pipe and high flow channel - $930,000.00
The pipe in this alternative would be two to three feet deep under the ground from the Celery Bog to U.S. 52 then
opens up and flows under US 52 with the existing pipe, then drops down into another pipe and flows on down to
Hadley Lake.
Mr. Hoffman asked how big the pipe would be?
Mr. Peterson answered the pipe ranges in size from 36 inches to 42 inches.
Alternative #2 All pipe improvements.
The cost of all pipe improvements - $1,570,000.00
Pipe size ranges from 54 inches to 60 inches.
This alternative would run completely under the ground from Celery Bog to Hadley Lake that is the main reason for
the high cost. Mr. Peterson said this would look the nicest after it is complete.
Alternative #3 All channel improvements.
The cost of all channel improvements - $755,000.00
This alternative does not have any pipe. It is a standard open channel all the way from Celery Bog down to Hadley
Lake. There would have to be a concrete lining treatment at the bottom of the channel.
Mr. Peterson recommended alternative was #1 the low flow pipe and high flow channel.
Mr. Hoffman asked on these changes of easement are they giving and taking from the same landowners or taking from some
landowners and giving others?
Mr. Peterson said based on the assessment map that we have, it is generally give and take on the same properties except for
one parcel. Parcel #13 looks like we are taking.
Mr. Hoffman assumed there will be a petition for reconstruction to make those changes in easement.
Commissioner Gentry answered there will be a reconstruction hearing.
Discussion followed.
Bening no further business Commissioner Gentry moved to adjourn until February 3, 1993 at 8:30 a.m., seconded by Hubert
Yount.
Meeting adjourned.

Tippecanoe County Drainage Board

TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
REGULAR MEETING
JUNE 2, 1993
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday June 2, 1993 in the Community
Meeting Room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North Third Street,
Lafayette, Indiana with William D. Haan calling the meeting to order.
Those present were: Tippecanoe County Commissioners William D. Haan, Nola J.
Gentry, Hubert Yount, Tippecanoe County Surveyor Michael J. Spencer, Drainage
Board Attorney J. Frederick Hoffman, Christopher Burke Engineering Consultant
Ilene Dailey, and Drainage Board Secretary Shelli Hoffine.
The first item on the agenda was to approve the minutes from the last Drainage
Board Meeting held on May 5, 1993 Commissioner Gentry moved to approve the
minutes. Seconded by Commissioner Yount. Unanimously approved.
BROOKFIELD FARMS SUBDIVISION
John McBride representing the Developer, Cedar Run Limited, asked for variance
on Section 14 (h) 8 requiring a six (6) foot chain link fence surrounding
permanent lakes which had been previously denied, be approved after
modifications have be made to make the lake less responsibility to the County
Drainage Board and safer to the public.
Dale Koons and Roy Prock from Civil Engineering Services joined the meeting and
Mr. Koons explained that the chain link fence would be on three sides of the
lake leaving the back of the lots open to the lake.
Commissioner Yount asked who is going to own the outlots?
Mr. Koons replied the Homeowners Association.
Commissioner Yount stated that he could foresee the County paying the taxes
because the Association could not maintain the lake and that would cause a
liability on the County.
Mr. McBride stated that having the fence on three sides of the lake the general
public would have to either climb the fence or trespass.
Mr. Hoffman suggested that if the people in the subdivision are the only ones
that have access to the lake then why not give each of the homeowners a
undivided interest in the lake. That would relieve any responsibility to the
County on liability and taxes do to the fact that the home owner would be taxed
along with the rest of their property.
Commissioner Gentry moved to approve a variance on Section 14 (h) 8 requiring a
six (6) foot chain link fence surrounding the lake and grant the south side be
open to give land owners in Brookfield Farms Subdivision access to the lake.
Also, approval of the developer granting an undivided interest to each lot owner
along the lake in Brookfield Farms Subdivision. Seconded by Commissioner Yount.
Unanimously approved.
WESTON WOODS II
Mr. Spencer indicated that review of Weston Woods II Subdivision is not complete
and will be heard at a later date in a special Drainage Board meeting.

ABBINGTON FARMS SUBDIVISION
George Schulte asked for preliminary approval of Abbington Farms Subdivision.
The subdivision will be approximately forty (40) acres with forty (40) lots and
is located South of County Road 350 and East of South 18th Street in the
Kirkpatrick watershed area. Drainage for the subdivision drains in two
directions approximately fourteen (14) acres drains to the west and
approximately twenty seven (27) acres drain to the north into the Kirkpatrick
watershed area. There is a sixty six (66) acres off site watershed associated
with the subdivision, a channel for the off site watershed will be constructed
to carry the runoff through the subdivision and continue on to the Kirkpatrick
watershed area. The field tile have been located and as part of the storm
drainage system they will be rebuilt or replaced. Also proposed is two ponds
one on the East end and the other on the West end of the development with a dry
bottom basin. This site will increase the rate of runoff, but it will decrease
the volume of runoff by twenty to thirty percent because it is going from
agricultural land to low density subdivision which the majority of the lot is
grass.
Ed Beeler land owner of 3816 S 150 E expressed concern of creating more runoff
on his land.
Mr. Schulte stated that it will not create more runoff, it decreases because of
the construction of dry bottom basins and the subdivision will be low density.
Commissioner Yount moved to approve preliminary plans for Abbington Farms
Subdivision. Seconded by Commissioner Gentry. Unanimously approved.
Other Business
Mr. Spencer passed around a letter from Mid States regarding the Parker ditch
into the Wildcat Creek. The designers of Parker ditch were out to look at it,
they reported that the damage to the farmland on Mr. Chamberland's land is more
of "Mother Nature" and the creek than Parker ditch. The designers offered some
solutions on fixing the ditch, but that would mean a new permit from the
Department of Natural Resources (DNR). If the ditch was put back exactly the
way it was done at first the Board would not need a permit. Mr. Spencer did not
recommend doing that sense it did not hold the first time the construction was
done.
Commissioner Gentry asked if the creek was eroding into the Parker Ditch?
Mr. Spencer said not yet, most of the damage is down stream.
Mr. Spencer stated that he had a representative from DNR out to Otterbein Ditch
and they determined that the Otterbein ditch is the longest arm of Pine Creek
and sense the length is over ten (10) miles from the outlet of the Wabash River
up to the end of Otterbein ditch, a DNR permit and Army Corp of Engineering
permit from Louisville will be required before any work can be started.
Being no further business Commissioner Yount moved to adjourn.
Commissioner Gentry. Unanimously approved.
DRAINAGE BOARD MINUTES
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Seconded by

TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
REGULAR MEETING
JANUARY 5, 1994
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday January 5, 1994 in the
Community meeting room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North Third
Street, Lafayette, Indiana with William D. Haan calling the meeting to order.
Those present were: Tippecanoe County Commissioners William D. Haan, Nola J.
Gentry, Hubert D. Yount; Tippecanoe County Surveyor Michael J. Spencer;
Drainage Board Attorney J. Frederick Hoffman; Drainage Board Engineering
Consultant Jon Stolz and Drainage Board Secretary Shelli Hoffine.
ELECTION OF 1994 OFFICERS
Mr. Hoffman asked nominations for the President of the Tippecanoe County
Drainage Board. Commissioner Haan nominated Commissioner Gentry, seconded by
Commissioner Yount. Unanimously approved.
Mr. Hoffman turned the meeting over to Commissioner Gentry to preside.
Commissioner Gentry asked nominations for Vice President of the Tippecanoe
County Drainage Board. Commissioner Gentry nominated Commissioner Haan,
seconded by Commissioner Yount. Unanimously approved.
-APPOINTMENTSCommissioner Haan moved to appoint Shelli Hoffine for Executive Secretary of the
Tippecanoe Country Drainage Board, seconded by Commissioner Yount. Unanimously
approved.
Commissioner Haan moved to appoint J. Frederick Hoffman as Attorney for the
Tippecanoe County Drainage Board pending an agreement of a contract, seconded by
Commissioner Yount. Unanimously approved.
Commissioner Yount moved to extend the existing contract into 1994 for
Christopher Burke Engineering, LTD. to provide engineering services to the
Tippecanoe County Drainage Board pending review of the contract, seconded by
Commissioner Haan. Unanimously approved.
-MEETING DATES FOR 1994January 5, 1994
February 2, 1994
March 9, 1994
April 6, 1994
May 4, 1994
June 1, 1994

July 6, 1994
August 3, 1994
September 7, 1994
October 5, 1994
November 2, 1994
December 7, 1994

Commissioner Haan moved to accept the meeting dates for the Tippecanoe County
Drainage Board, seconded by Commissioner Yount. Unanimously approved.
Commissioner Yount moved approve the minutes from the last Drainage Board
meeting held December 1, 1993. Seconded by Commissioner Haan. Unanimously
approved.

CAPILANO BY THE LAKE

LOT 5

Joe Bumbleburg asked the Board to approve a resolution for vacation of a
drainage easement located on a part of lot 5 in Capilano By the Lake
Subdivision, Phase I. The drainage easement ended up in the middle of lot 5
when it was replatted.
Mr. Spencer stated he has been out to the site, Mr. Cunningham of Vester and
Associates checked the easement and it definitely will not cause a problem with
the lot or any of the adjoining lots. Mr. Spencer recommended the vacation of
the drainage easement in lot 5, Capilano By the Lake Subdivision, Phase I.
The petition and the resolution to vacate a portion of a drainage easement on
lot 5, Capilano by the lake subdivision, Phase I is on file in the Tippecanoe
County Surveyor's Office.
Commissioner Yount moved to approve the resolution to vacate a portion of an
easement on lot number 5, Capilano by the Lake Subdivision, Phase I, seconded by
Commissioner Haan. Unanimously approved
HAWKS NEST SUBDIVISION, PHASE I
Greg Hall, Intercon Engineering, asked the Board for final approval of Hawks
Nest Subdivision, Phase I and the detention ponds for the entire project. Mr.
Hall also, requested a variance for exceeding the four foot of depth in Basin A.
Mr. Spencer stated he recommended approval of Phase I and the detention ponds.
Mr. Hall stated there will be eighteen lots in Phase I, one detention basin will
be located in this phase.
Commissioner Haan asked if the permits from the IDNR have been processed?
Mr. Stolz stated that the portion that was requiring a permit has been moved
from the floodplain and no longer requires a permit.
Commissioner Yount moved to grant the variance to exceed the maximum four foot
depth in Basin A, seconded by Commissioner Haan. Unanimously approved.
Commissioner Yount moved to grant final approval of Hawks Nest Subdivision,
Phase I and the detention basin for the entire project, seconded by Commissioner
Haan. Unanimously approved.

TRIPLE J POINTE SUBDIVISION
Bob Grove, representing Smith Enterprises, asked for preliminary approval of
Triple J Pointe Subdivision, which involves fifteen acres with 75 lots, located
off Old Romney Road and County Road 250 South. The proposal is to detain the
water offsite which will hold seventy two acres of offsite runoff, then take the
ten year flow through the subdivision to a basin that will hold the 15 acres of
developed subdivision, a pipe will carry the runoff from the basin to an
existing structure of Ashton Woods Subdivision detention system. The ditch will
be used as overflow for runoff that exceeds the 10 year flow.
Commissioner Yount asked if pipe along Old Romney Road would be in the road
right-of-way if so, has the County Highway Department approved a permit for the
pipe?
Mr. Grove stated yes, we are proposing to put the pipe in the right-of-way and
no, we have not obtained a permit from the Highway Department.

Mr. Spencer stated the Highway Department has a set of plans, but he has not
heard a report from them.
Commissioner Yount asked about the use of the pond offsite easement?
Mr. Grove stated that G. Mark Smith will be preparing an agreement for the
easement.
Mr. Spencer stated John Fisher did a drainage study of the Wea-Ton drainage
area, in the report it shows the watershed area delineated certain runoff values
for sub-areas within the watershed area. Ashton Woods kept in compliance with
the idea for sub-areas to be within the watershed area, at that time, the Board
accepted the idea. Ashton Woods created an outlet for the Wea-Ton watershed
area and during construction they have created the outlet channel and
incorporated their storage area with Old Romney Heights storage area. In the
study, there are recommendation about how water moves to the east as development
progresses. A pipe was sized under Old Romney Road at the end of the channel to
pick up water to the east. Triple J Pointe Subdivision does not comply with
this idea as far as construction of proper pipe size under Old Romney Road to
convey the water from the east.
Mr. Grove stated Smith Enterprises asked John Fisher for the drainage study, but
were not able to obtain a copy. It was decided to make an alternate route from
the project's outlet to go along the east side of Old Romney Road in an easement
just outside the right-of-way, provide a manhole and a crossing based on a 10
year predeveloped flow from the Wea-Ton area.
Commissioner Gentry suggested getting a meeting set up between the
Commissioners, the Surveyor, Smith Enterprises, Mr. Gloyeske, and Mr. Fisher.
Commissioner Yount moved to continue Triple J Pointe Subdivision with Mr.
Grove's consent until after the above meeting has been held, seconded by
Commissioner Haan. Unanimously approved.

HARRISON & MCCUTCHEON HIGH SCHOOLS IMPROVEMENTS
Kyle Miller, Triad and Associates, presented the Board with the plans to improve
Harrison High School and McCutcheon High School. Harrison and McCutcheon will
be adding approximately one acre of roof to the existing structures over what is
now parking lot signifying no increase in the volume of runoff for either plan.
Harrison's storm sewer pipes run around the perimeter of the school, some of the
pipe are undersized and will be replaced along with all new pipe to go around
the perimeter of the constructed area. All roof drainage will run into the
storm sewer then to an existing pipe and discharge into the Cole Ditch/"Burnett
Creek". Mr. Miller indicated a portion of one existing outfall pipe will be
replaced and a permit from the IDNR is required for construction in the floodway
area.
Commissioner Gentry asked what the design is of the outfall pipe into the creek?
Mr. Miller stated there will an end section on the pipe and that rip-rap will be
placed on both sides of the banks.
Mr. Miller explained that McCutcheon High School storm sewer pipes run the
perimeter of the existing structure and outlets into the Wea Creek. The

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

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

90
92
96
97

Yoe, Franklin
Jenkins
Kirpatrick One
McLaughlin, John

|
|
|
|

1605.44
1689.24
6832.16

| 2509.75 |
| 2549.43 |
| 11352.18 |
|
|

OTHER BUSINESS
Mr. Spencer asked if section six, letter F of the Drainage Ordinance, Submittal
and Consideration of Plans, could be clarified to clear up questions pertain to
the twenty days submittal deadline being twenty working days or twenty calendar
days.
Commissioner Yount suggested changing the twenty days to thirty calendar days
and requiring a review memo from the County Engineering Consultant to the
petitioner, ten days prior to the hearing date.
Mr. Hoffman stated he will write an amendment to the Drainage Ordinance, letter
F in section six, Submittal and Consideration of Plans, to change the twenty
days submittal to thirty calendars days and the Surveyor will make a report to
the petitioners not less than ten days prior to the hearing date.
GREAT LAKES CHEMICAL
Mr. Spencer stated all the landowners along the proposed channel have been
informed of the Great Lakes project, the County has a complete set of
construction plans, a drainage report, and Army Corp of Engineers permit. The
County does not have IDNR or the IDEM, but those have been filed and should be
approved soon. Ken Baldwin had some question for insurance reasons on fencing
around the sediment basin before the water goes into Hadley Lake. The County
will contribute $700,000.00 dollars out of that the County has spent approx
$150,000.00 on Engineering, the Engineer's construction estimate is
1,040,000.00.
Commissioner Gentry asked what the time table is on advertising for
reconstruction, and does the project have to be advertised before the bidding or
concurrent with the bid process?
Mr. Hoffman stated the advertising has to be done before the bid processing.
The County would have to give thirty to forty day notice and then have the
hearing, if approved the bidding can go out, all that together would take about
three months.
Judy Rhodes asked if there was any legal document showing West Lafayette
committing to an agreement of participation in this project?

Commissioner Gentry stated that the County has a signed worksheet by Nola J.
Gentry and Mayor Sonya Margerum showing the break down of contribution between
the State of Indiana, Tippecanoe County and the City of West Lafayette for Great
Lakes Chemical Corporation/Cuppy McClure watershed project
Ms. Rhodes asked and received a copy of the worksheet.
Being no further business Commissioner Yount moved to adjourn until February 2,
1994, seconded by Commissioner Haan. Unanimously approved.
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
REGULAR MEETING
FEBRUARY 1, 1995
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday February 1, 1995 in the
Community meeting room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North Third
Street, Lafayette, Indiana with William D. Haan calling the meeting to order.
Those present were: Tippecanoe County Commissioners William D. Haan, Nola J.
Gentry, Gene Jones; Tippecanoe County Surveyor Michael J. Spencer; Drainage
Board Attorney pro-tem David Luhman; and Drainage Board Secretary Shelli
Muller.
The first item on the agenda was to approve the minutes from the last Drainage
Board Meeting held January 4, 1995. Commissioner Gentry moved to approve the
minutes, Seconded by Commissioner Jones. Motion carried.

ACTIVE AND INACTIVE DITCH LIST 1995
Mr. Luhman read the active ditch list into the minutes.
Ditch Ditch
| Four Year
|
Balance|
No.
Name
| Assessment |
Fund 94|
--------------------------------------|--------------|----------|
2
Anderson, Jesse
|
15793.76 |$15745.45 |
3
Andrews, E.W.
|
2566.80 | 1385.41 |
4
Anson, Delphine
|
5122.56 | 1302.37 |
13
Brown, Andrew
|
8094.24 | 5365.93 |
14
Buck Creek (Carroll Co.)
|
|
|
16
Byers, Orrin
|
5258.88 | 4453.68 |
18
Coe Train
|
3338.56 |
112.19 |
20
County Farm
|
1012.00 | (724.45)|
26
Darby, Wetherill (Benton Co.|
|
|
27
Ellis, Thomas
|
1642.40 |
874.96 |
29
Fassnacht, Christ
|
2350.56 |
630.15 |
31
Gowen,Issac (White Co.)
|
|
|
33
Grimes, Rebecca
|
3363.52 | (5780.23)|
35
Haywood, E.F.
|
7348.96 | 6405.57 |
37
Harrison Meadows
|
1532.56 |
399.99 |
42
Kellerman, James
|
1043.52 |
513.73 |
46
Kirkpatrick, James
|
16637.76 | 13804.40 |
48
Lesley, Calvin
|
3787.76 |
511.43 |
51
McFarland, John
|
7649.12 | 6823.11 |
52
McKinney, Mary
|
4287.52 | 2344.53 |
54
Marsh, Samuel (Montgomery Co|
|
|
57
Morin, F.E.
|
1434.72 |
264.90 |
58
Motsinger, Hester
|
2000.00 |
184.36 |
59
O'Neal, J. Kelly
|
13848.00 | 9902.13 |
60
Oshier, Aduley
|
1624.88 |
429.56 |
64
Rayman, Emmett (White Co.) |
|
|
65
Reser, Franklin
|
3407.60 | (1799.25)|
71
Skinner, Ray
|
2713.60 | 2003.50 |
73
Southworth, Mary
|
558.08 |
470.62 |
74
Sterrett, Joseph C.
|
478.32 |
120.35 |
76
Swanson, Gustav
|
4965.28 | (314.21)|
87
Wilson, Nixon (Fountain Co.)|
|
|
89
Yeager, Simeon
|
615.36 |
515.63 |

91
93
94
100
102
103
104
105
106

Dickens, Jesse
Dismal Creek
Shawnee Creek
Elliott, S.W.
Brum, Sophia (Benton Co)
Moore H.W. (Benton Co)
Hadley Lake
Thomas, Mary (Carroll Co)
Arbegust-Young (Clinton Co)

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|

288.00
25420.16
6639.28
227772.24

65344.56

|
93.96 |
| 5408.64 |
| 1004.91 |
| 95756.64 |
|
|
|
|
| 15588.62 |
|
|
|
|

Mr. Luhman read the inactive ditch list into the minutes
Ditch Ditch
| Four Year
| Balance |
No.
Names
| Assessment | Fund 94 |
--------------------------------------|--------------|----------|
1
Amstutz, John
|
$5008.00 | $5797.94 |
5
Baker, Dempsey
|
2374.24 | 2931.55 |
6
Baker, Newell
|
717.52 | 2100.45 |
7
Bell, Nellie
|
1329.12 | 2163.76 |
8
Berlowitz, Julius
|
8537.44 | 9835.71 |
10
Binder, Michael
|
4388.96 | 4844.52 |
11
Blickenstaff, John M.
|
7092.80 | 7352.92 |
12
Box, N.W.
|
11650.24 | 14523.89 |
15
Burkhalter, Alfred
|
5482.96 | 5661.22 |
17
Coe, Floyd
|
13617.84 | 19021.00 |
19
Cole Grant
|
4113.92 | 10353.24 |
21
Cripe, Jesse
|
911.28 | 1622.55 |
22
Daughtery, Charles
|
1883.12 | 2386.04 |
23
Devault, Fannie
|
3766.80 | 8086.91 |
25
Dunkin, Marion
|
9536.08 | 11422.15 |
28
Erwin, Martin
|
656.72 | 1141.16 |
30
Fugate, Elijah
|
3543.52 | 5326.70 |
32
Gray, Martin
|
6015.52 | 6440.23 |

34
36
39
40
41
43
44
45
47
50
53
55
56
61
63
66
67
68
69
70

Hafner, Fred
Haywood, Thomas
Inskeep, George
Jakes, Lewis
Johnson, E. Eugene
Kerschner, F.S.
Kirkpatrick, Amanda
Kirkpatrick, Frank
Kuhns, John
McCoy, John
Mahin, Wesley
Miller, Absalm
Montgomery, Ann
Parker Lane
Peters, Calvin
Rettereth, Peter
Rickerd, Arthur
Ross, Alexander
Sheperdson, J.A.
Saltzman, John

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|

1263.44
2133.12
3123.84
5164.24
10745.28
1844.20
2677.36
4226.80
1226.96
2194.72
3467.68
3236.00
4614.56
2141.44
828.00
1120.32
1064.80
1791.68
1536.72
5740.96

| 1380.75 |
| 2916.09 |
| 7972.80 |
| 5493.58 |
| 13692.14 |
| 4165.28 |
| 3239.28 |
| 4754.52 |
| 1592.33 |
| 3185.39 |
| 3878.12 |
| 5382.84 |
| 5468.74 |
| 3276.36 |
| 2423.73 |
| 2057.43 |
| 1148.17 |
| 4057.08 |
| 3759.44 |
| 7207.47 |

72
75
77
78
79
81
82
83
84
85
86
88
90
92
95
96
97
101

Smith, Abe
Stewart, William
Taylor, Alonzo
Taylor, Jacob
Toohey, John
Van Natta, John
Wallace, Harrison
Walters, Sussana
Walters, William
Waples, McDill
Wilder, Lena
Wilson, J & J
Yoe, Franklin
Jenkins
Butler-Gosma
Kirkpatrick One
McLauglin, John
Hoffman, John

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|

1277.52
765.76
1466.96
4616.08
542.40
1338.16
5501.76
972.24
8361.52
5478.08
3365.60
736.96
1605.44
1689.24
19002.24
6832.16
72105.03

| 1430.16 |
|
937.96 |
| 3591.02 |
| 6759.96 |
| 1113.90 |
| 2827.20 |
| 6195.61 |
| 2146.65 |
| 8906.49 |
| 9569.95 |
| 5125.49 |
| 5873.30 |
| 2613.93 |
| 2655.25 |
| 20988.51 |
| 11653.93 |
|
|
| 55880.51 |

Mr. Spencer stated the John Hoffman Ditch is on a three year assessment which
started in 1991 with a ten dollar an acre assessment. It is now necessary for
the Board to schedule a meeting between Clinton, Carroll and Tippecanoe Counties
to reduce the assessment.
Commissioner Haan appointed himself and Commissioner Gentry to serve on the Tri
County Board.

CHRISTOPHER B. BURKE ENGINEERING CONTRACT
Mr. Luhman stated after reviewing the original contract from Christopher B.
Burke Engineering a few items were discussed and changes were made. The
contract was revised with one exception on page 6 paragraph 24. The suggested
revision was if a contractor was doing work based upon the Engineers plans the
contractor would indemnify Burke for any damages to Burke because of the
contractors negligence. Also suggested was to include Burke as a named insured
on the insurance policy. Mr. Luhman explained the main reason for the
suggestion was so the County and Christopher B. Burke Engineering would not be
held liable.
Commissioner Gentry moved to approve the contract with Christopher B. Burke
Engineering, LTD., and authorize the President of the Board to sign the
contract, seconded by Commissioner Jones. Motion carried.
OTHER BUSINESS
Mr. Spencer presented the Board with the reforestation proposal for the CuppyMcClure Drain, which will comply with the DNR requirements for a 2 to 1
mitigation on tree removal. The Parks Department for the City of West Lafayette
suggested sites for the trees replacement. Mr. Spencer explained he wanted the
Board to be aware of the progress and that Mr. Ditzler of J.F. New will submit
the plan to Dan Ernst of the Indiana Department of Natural Resources.

Being no further business, Commissioner Gentry moved to adjourn until March 1,
1995, seconded by Commissioner Jones. Meeting adjourned.
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
REGULAR MEETING
JANUARY 3, 1996
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday January 3, 1996 in the
Commissioners Meeting Room of the Tippecanoe County Courthouse, Lafayette,
Indiana with William D. Haan calling the meeting to order.
Those present were: Tippecanoe County Commissioners William D. Haan, Nola J.
Gentry, and Gene Jones; Tippecanoe County Surveyor Michael J. Spencer; Drainage
Board Attorney J. Frederick Hoffman; Drainage Board Engineering Consultant Dave
Eichelberger, and Drainage Board Secretary Shelli Muller.
ELECTION OF OFFICERS
The first item on the agenda was to elect new officers for 1996.
Mr. Hoffman opened the floor to nominations for President.
Commissioner Haan nominated Commissioner Gentry.
Commissioner Haan moved to close nominations for president, seconded by
Commissioner Jones. Motion carried, Commissioner Gentry was elected.
Mr. Hoffman turned the meeting over to the President.
Commissioner Gentry asked for nominations for Vice President.
Commissioner Haan nominated Commissioner Jones for Vice President.
Commissioner Haan moved to close nominations for Vice President, Commissioner
Gentry seconded. Motioned carried, Commissioner Jones was elected.

APPOINTMENTS TO THE BOARD
The next item on the agenda is to renew the contracts with Hoffman, Luhman &
Busch as the law firm.
Commissioner Haan moved to renew the 1995 contract with Hoffman, Luhman and
Busch, seconded by Commissioner Jones. Motion carried.
Mr. Spencer presented the Board with two proposals for the contract with
Christopher B. Burke Engineering Limited.
1)

A proposal for professional engineering services on a
varied rate depending on specified standard charges.

2)

a proposal for professional engineering services on a
fixed rate of $50.00 per hour.

Commissioner Gentry asked for a report on the number of engineering review hours
in 1995 for all the projects submitted in 1995. The discussion of which
contract to be used will be continued at the February meeting.
Commissioner Haan moved to extend the 1995 contract with Christopher B. Burke
Engineering Limited for one month into 1996, seconded by Commissioner Jones.
Motion carried.

Commissioner Haan moved to reappoint Shelli Muller as Drainage Board Secretary
for 1996, seconded by Commissioner Jones. Motion carried.

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

Mr. Spencer read a letter he received from Betty J. Michael.
"December 29, 1995
Nola J. Gentry, President
Board of Commissioners
Michael J. Spencer
County Surveyor

Re:

Interest on Drainage Funds

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

BRENTWOOD COMMUNITY
Mr. Spencer stated Brentwood Manufacture Home Community is located off US52
West, South of the Elk's Country Club. They asked for preliminary drainage
approval, which he recommended as long as the IDNR approved the construction
within a floodway. There are approximately 280 lots on 60 acres with a dry
bottom retention pond.

Mr. Spencer explained the retention pond does not comply with the Ordinance
therfore the developer is asking for a variance. The Ordinance requires a 48
hour discharge time, the plans actual peak discharge is closer to 75 hours.
Commissioner Haan moved to grant preliminary approval to Brentwood Community
contingent on the approval of construction in a floodway from IDNR, revised
calculations and the request for the variance to the Ordinance, seconded by
Commissioner Jones. Motion carried.

SOUTHERN MEADOWS
Mr. Spencer recommended granting Southern Meadows Subdivision final approval.
The development is located at the corner of South 18th Street and 350 South
within the City of Lafayette. Mr. Spencer explained the development needs
approval from the County Drainage Board because it drains to the Elliott Ditch.
At the Urban review meetings it was determined any development below the
railroad tracks draining into Elliott Ditch would be allowed to direct release
into the Ditch without onsite detention. The development includes a water
amenity onsite, which water will flow into and out, but is not being planned as
a detention pond and does not comply with the requirements of the Ordinance.
Mr. Spencer had a question as to whether or not the pond would have to comply
with the requirements of the Ordinance.
Mr. Hoffman stated the pond would not have to meet the Ordinance requirements as
long as it does not affect the drainage.
Mr. Spencer explained the site drains to the pond.
Commissioner Haan stated if the majority of the site drains to the pond it is a
retention pond and should meet the requirements of the Ordinance.

Ron Miller, Schneider Engineering, stated the current discharge in a one hour
storm duration to Elliott is 2.7 hours. With the installation of a 42 inch pipe
draining from the water amenity discharge into the Elliott in a one hour storm
will be a little over an hour.
Commissioner Haan moved to grant final approval of Southern Meadows Subdivision
with the condition the pond meets the Drainage Board Ordinance requirement for a
non-fenced pond, seconded Commissioner Jones. Motion carried.

VILLAGE PANTRY #564R
Mr. Spencer introduced Village Pantry #564R, which is located at the corner of
Brady and Concord, East of the existing Village Pantry. Weihe Engineering
submitted final drainage plans and after the review it was recommended to grant
final approval with the variance of a 12 inch pipe to a 10 inch concrete pipe
for the outfall of the proposed detention area in order to limit the discharge.

Commissioner Haan moved to grant the variance of the Ordinance from a 12 inch
required pipe to a 10 inch proposed pipe, seconded by Commissioner Jones.
Motion carried.
Commissioner Haan moved to grant final approval of Village Pantry #564R,
seconded by Commissioner Jones. Motion carried.

PETITION TO ESTABLISH O'FERRALL LEGAL DRAIN
Mr. Hoffman excused himself from the meeting 9:45 a.m.
Mr. Spencer asked the Board to acknowledge the petition to establish the
O'Ferral Legal Drain, branch of the Alexander Ross Ditch as a valid petition.
Commissioner Haan moved to acknowledge the petition as a valid petition to
establish the O'Ferrall Legal Drain, branch of the Alexander Ross Ditch and the
petition represents over 10 percent of the effect landowners, seconded by
Commissioner Jones. Motion carried.
Mr. Hoffman returned to the meeting at 9:57 a.m.

ALEXANDER ROSS DITCH EASEMENT REDUCTION
Mr. Spencer explained on the Meijer site two branches of the Alexander Ross
Ditch were described, one on the Southeast corner of the site and the other
along the West side of the site. After the construction of the site it was
discovered the pipe described along the West side of the site is not actually on
the Meijer site. Meijer is asking the description of the pipe on the West side
be corrected and the easement on the Southeast corner be reduced from 75 feet to
25 feet center of the pipe either side.
Mr. Hoffman stated Mr. Spencer will have to define the easement as only being on
the Southeast corner of the site and redefine the easement on the West side of
the property.
Commissioner Haan moved to reduce the easement of the Alexander Ross Ditch
located at the Southeast corner of the Meijer site from 75 feet to 25 feet
either side of the center of the pipe, seconded by Commissioner Jones. Motion
carried.
Commissioner Haan moved to direct Mr. Spencer to correct the Survey maps to show
the actual location of the Alexander Ross Ditch and document that the ditch does
not run through the West side of the Meijer property, seconded by Commissioner
Jones. Motion carried.
Commissioner Gentry asked Mr. Spencer to do a field check on the erosion of the
Alexander Ross Ditch bank behind Meadowbrook Subdivision.

SANWIN APARTMENTS
Bob Grove presented the Board with Sanwin Apartments drainage plan and asked for
preliminary approval. Located North of US52 West and East of County Road 250
West, the site consist of 3.11 acres and is planned to include a multi-family
development with 63 units and a commercial area along the highway. After review
from Christopher B. Burke Engineering consultant a revised preliminary plan was
submitted addressing the concerns of the memo. The majority of the site, in the

revised plan, drains to the Northeast and Ken Baldwin will provide a 20 foot
easement for a 12 inch outlet pipe that runs from the Northeast corner of the
site to the existing McClure Ditch.
Commissioner Haan moved to grant preliminary approval of Sanwin Apartments,
seconded by Commissioner Jones. Motion carried.

Cuppy-McClure - update
Mr. Spencer stated the notices for the hearing to be held February 7, 1996 on
the reconstruction of the Cuppy-McClure Drain were sent January 2, 1996.
Mr. Spencer stated RUST Environmental & Infrastructure has submitted several
proposals for construction inspection.
Commissioner Gentry suggested Mr. Spencer get other bids for the construction
inspection or consider in-house inspections.
Being no further business Commissioner Haan moved to adjourn until February 7,
1996, seconded by Commissioner Jones. Meeting adjourned.
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
REGULAR MEETING
FEBRUARY 5, 1997
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday February 5, 1997 in the
Tippecanoe Room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, Lafayette, Indiana
with Commissioner Hudson calling the meeting to order.
Those present: Tippecanoe County Commissioners Kathleen Hudson and Gene Jones,
Tippecanoe County Surveyor Michael J. Spencer, Tippecanoe County Drainage Board
Attorney Cy Gerde, Engineering Consultant David Eichelberger, and Drainage Board
Secretary Shelli Muller.
Commissioner Hudson stated Commissioner Chase resigned Monday February 3, 1997
which created a vacancy in the position of Vice President to the Drainage Board.
She nominated Commissioner Jones to fill the vacancy, seconded by Commissioner
Jones. Motion carried to elect Commissioner Jones as Drainage Board Vice
President.
The first item on the agenda was to approve the minutes from the meeting held
December 11, 1996. Commissioner Jones moved to approve the minutes, seconded by
Commissioner Hudson. Motion carried.
Commissioner Jones moved to approve the minutes of the last meeting held January
8, 1997, seconded by Commissioner Hudson. Motion carried.

Mr. Gerde asked for the active and inactive ditch list to be placed in the
minutes and a motion be made to approve the list.
ACTIVE DITCH LIST 1997
TOTAL
1996
DITCH
PRICE
4 YEAR
YEAR END
NO
DITCH
PER ACRE
ASSESSMENT BALANCE
ÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄ
4
Anson, Delphine
$1.00 $5,122.56
$2,677.72
8
Berlovitz, Juluis $1.25 $8,537.44
($2,933.43)
13
Brown, A P
$1.00 $8,094.24
$7,921.94
14
Buck Creek
$0.00
$1,385.55
15
Burkhalter, Alfred
$1.50 $5,482.96
$4,129.61
18
Coe, Train
$0.50 $3,338.56
$1,306.84
20
County Farm
$1.00 $1,012.00
($381.25)
25
Dunkin, Marion
$1.50 $9,536.08
$9,285.65
26
Darby, Wetherill $1.50
$1,106.43
27
Ellis, Thomas
$1.00 $1,642.40
$1,483.50
29
Fassnacht, Christ $0.75 $2,350.56
$2,124.49
31
Gowen, Issac
$0.00
$101.76
33
Grimes, Rebecca
$3.00 $3,363.52
($10,770.77)
35
Haywood, E.F.
$0.50 $7,348.96
$1,283.61
37
Harrison, Meadows $1.00 $1,532.56
$463.71
41
Johnson, E. Eugene
$3.00
$10,745.28
$8,137.10
42
Kellerman, James $0.50 $1,043.52
$693.98
43
Kerschner, Floyd $1.00 $1,844.20
($2,254.41)
44
Kirkpatrick, Amanda
$1.00 $2,677.36
$781.97
45
Kirkpatrick, Frank
$1.00 $4,226.80
($7,821.61)
48
Lesley, Calvin
$1.00 $3,787.76
$2,440.88
51
McFarland, John
$0.50 $7,649.12
$7,160.70

54
55
57
58
59
60
64
65
74
76
82
84
87
89
91
93
94
95
100
102
103
104
105
106
108
109

Marsh, Samuel
Miller, Absalm
Morin, F.E.
Motsinger, Hester
O'Neal, J. Kelly
Oshier, Aduley
Rayman, Emmett
Resor, Franklin
Sterrett, Joseph
Swanson, Gustav
Wallace, Harrison
Walters, William
Wilson, Nixon
Yeager, Simeon
Dickens, Jesse
Dismal Creek
Shawnee Creek
Buetler/Gosma
S.W.Elliott
Brum, Sarah
H W Moore Lateral
Hadley Lake Drain
Thomas, Mary
Arbegust-Young
High Gap Road
Romney Stock Farm

$0.00
$0.00
$0.75 $3,236.00
$2,221.92
$1.00 $1,434.72
($1,130.43)
$0.75 $2,000.00
($348.42)
$1.50
$13,848.00
($1,975.03)
$0.50 $1,624.88
$1,048.80
$0.00
$326.57
$1.00 $3,407.60
($2,025.96)
$0.35
$478.32
$276.65
$1.00 $4,965.28
$1,351.62
$0.75 $5,501.76
$5,408.79
$0.00 $8,361.52
$7,999.20
$1.00
$158.62
$1.00
$615.36
($523.86)
$0.30
$288.00
$206.26
$1.00
$25,420.16
$8,652.86
$1.00 $6,639.28
$3,411.51
$1.10
$19,002.24
$9,981.77
$0.75
$227,772.24
$174,474.74
$1.00
$0.00

$38,550.17
$0.00

$0.00
$13.72
$12.13

0.00
0.00

INACTIVE DITCH LIST 1997
TOTAL
1996
PRICE
4 YEAR
YEAR END
DITCH
PER ACRE
ASSESSMENT BALANCE
ÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄÄ
1
Amstutz, John
$3.00 $5,008.00
$5,709.97
2
Anderson, Jesse
$1.00
$15,793.76
$21,291.57
3
Andrews, E.W.
$2.50 $2,566.80
$2,847.14
5
Baker, Dempsey
$1.00 $2,374.24
$3,270.71
6
Baker, Newell
$1.00
$717.52
$2,343.45
7
Ball, Nellie
$1.00 $1,329.12
$2,414.08
10
Binder, Michael
$1.00 $4,388.96
$5,244.63
11
Blickenstaff, John
$1.00 $7,092.80
$8,094.49
12
Box, NW
$0.75
$11,650.24
$15,935.84
16
Byers, Orrin
$0.75 $5,258.88
$5,266.89
17
Coe, Floyd
$1.75
$13,617.84
$19,495.56
19
Cole, Grant
$1.00 $4,113.92
$9,688.52
21
Cripe, Jesse
$0.50
$911.28
$1,810.25
22
Daughtery, Charles
$1.00 $1,883.12
$2,662.08

23
28
30
32
34
36
39
40
46
47
50
52
53
56
61
63
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
75
77
78
79
81
83
85
86
88
90
92
96
97
101

Devault, Fannie
$1.00
Erwin, Martin V
$1.00
Fugate, Elijah
Gray, Martin
Hafner, Fred
Haywood, Thomas
$1.00
Inskeep, George
$1.00
Jakes, Lewis
Kirkpatrick, James
Kuhns, John A
McCoy, John
$1.00
McKinny, Mary
Mahin, Wesley
Montgomery, Ann
$1.00
Parker, Lane
Peters, Calvin
Rettereth, Peter $0.75
Rickerd, Aurthur $3.00
Ross, Alexander
$0.75
Sheperdson, James $0.75
Saltzman, John
Skinner, Ray
Smith, Abe
$1.00
Southworth, Mary $0.30
Stewart, William $1.00
Taylor, Alonzo
Taylor, Jacob
Toohey, John
VanNatta, John
Walters, Sussana $0.75
Waples, McDill
Wilder, Lena
Wilson, J & J
Yoe, Franklin
Jenkins
Kirkpatrick One
$0.00
McLaughlin, John $0.00
Hoffman, John

$3,766.80
$8,650.12
$656.72
$1,273.19
$1.00 $3,543.52
$6,272.90
$1.00 $6,015.52
$7,478.52
$1.00 $1,263.44
$1,336.75
$2,133.12
$3,253.45
$3,123.84
$8,267.68
$1.00 $5,164.24
$6,039.76
$1.00
$16,637.76
$21,244.63
$0.75 $1,226.96
$1,467.00
$2,194.72
$3,009.24
$1.00 $4,287.52
$4,326.98
$3.00 $3,467.68
$4,346.05
$4,614.56
$4,717.40
$1.00 $2,141.44
$3,658.56
$1.00
$828.00
$2,704.13
$1,120.32
$1,511.11
$1,064.80
$1,281.00
$1,791.68
$4,348.39
$1,536.72
$4,194.37
$2.00 $5,740.96
$6,867.50
$1.00 $2,713.60
$2,961.68
$1,277.52
$1,595.63
$558.08
$677.23
$765.76
$1,046.47
$1.00 $1,466.96
$4,006.46
$0.75 $4,616.08
$5,066.61
$1.00
$542.40
$1,207.75
$0.35 $1,338.16
$3,089.01
$972.24
$2,395.01
$1.00 $5,478.08
$9,781.97
$1.00 $3,365.60
$5,718.48
$0.50
$736.96
$6,552.77
$1.00 $1,605.44
$2,916.35
$1.00 $1,689.24
$3,014.50
$6,832.16
$13,956.64
$0.00
$0.00
$1.00
$72,105.03
$3,502.62

Commissioner Jones moved to approve the active and inactive ditches for 1997,
seconded by Commissioner Hudson. Motion carried.
1997 CONTRACTS
ENGINEERING CONTRACT
Mr. Gerde stated he commends the contract written for Christopher B. Burke
Engineering, Limited, but some verbiage was changed to better protect the
County's interest.
Mr. Eichelberger stated the changes will be made and the contract ready for
signature at the March meeting.
ATTORNEY CONTRACT
Mr. Gerde stated the contract for Drainage Board Attorney is ready for approval
and the signature of the Drainage Board. The contract is the same format as Mr.
Hoffman's contract with a few changes; date, name and hourly rate changed to
$140.00 per hour also, the last paragraph was added to the contract.

Commissioner Hudson read the paragraph that was added:
"All parties hereto agree not to discriminate against any employee or
applicant for employment with respect to his hire tenure, terms, conditions or
privileges of employment or any matter directly or indirectly related to
employment, because of his race, religion, color, sex, disability, handicap,
national origin or ancestry. Breach of this convenient may be regarded as a
material breach of the contract."
Commissioner Jones moved to approve the contract for Drainage Board Attorney,
seconded by Commissioner Hudson. Motion carried. The entire contract is on
file in the County Surveyor's Office.

JAMES N. KIRKPATRICK DITCH
Mr. Spencer asked that the James N. Kirkpatrick Ditch proposal discussion be
continued until the March meeting allowing time to fill the vacancy of the third
Drainage Board member.
Commissioner Hudson moved to continue the discussion of the James N. Kirkpatrick
Ditch proposals until the March Drainage Board Meeting, seconded by Commissioner
Jones. Motion carried
OBSTRUCTION OF DRAINS
Mr. Spencer referred to the following "PETITION TO TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE
BOARD TO REMOVE OBSTRUCTION IN MUTUAL DRAIN OF MUTUAL SURFACE WATERCOURSE" the
"DRAINAGE BOARDS POWER EXTENDED TO PRIVATE DRAINS" article in "Indiana Prairie
Farmer" and Indiana Code amendment act No. 1277. All of these documents are on
file in the County Surveyor's Office. Mr. Spencer wanted the Commissioners to
be aware of and have a discussion on this issue. Mr. Spencer felt this law was
to protect against man-made obstructions and asked Mr. Gerde to examine the
possibility of the law including natural obstructions.
Mr. Gerde gave an example of where this law
first being on North 9th Street Road, north
condition causes water to travel across the
condition. The reason for the water across
outside the County Road Right-of-Way.

could be taken into effect. The
of Burnetts Road, the current
road producing a hazardous
the road is due to drainage problems

Mr. Steve Murray, Executive Director, Tippecanoe County Highway Department,
stated another persistent problem is 200 South, east of the South fork of the
Wildcat Creek. Mr. Murray explained no actual source of funding is available to
work on obstruction of drains which do not have a maintenance fund. Mr. Murray
asked the Drainage Board to consider creating a fund which would help the
Surveyor's Office and the Highway Department to determine what action could be
taken. Mr. Murray stated when a problem becomes severe enough the County
Highway Department will clean out an obstruction that is off county road rightof-way to protect the road way, but the funds used for the clean-up are funds
that could be used elsewhere.
Commissioner Jones stated Steve Wettschurack told him that FEMA was going to
help out with the situation on North 9th Street.

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

TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
February 4, 1998
regular meeting
Those present were:
Tippecanoe County Commissioners Ruth Shedd, and John Knochel, County Surveyor Mike
Spencer, Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman, Drainage Board Engineering Consultant Dave
Eichelberger and Drainage Board Secretary Shelli Muller.
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday, February 4, 1998, in the Tippecanoe
Room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North 3rd Street, Lafayette, Indiana with
Commissioner Shedd calling the meeting to order.
The first item on the agenda was to approve the minutes from the October 15, 1997 and
December 19, 1997 regular Drainage Board meetings. Commissioner Knochel moved to
approve the minutes, seconded by Commissioner Shedd. Minutes Approved.

MIKE MADRID COMPANY
Bob Gross, and Craig Rodarmel of R.W. Gross and Associates, presented the Board with final
drainage plans of Mike Madrid Company, located west of I-65, in the northeast portion of the
intersection of Swisher Road and the Rail Road. Mr. Gross explained at the south end of the site
an existing 15 inch culvert under Swisher Road is the outlet. In the post-developed condition the
same 15 inch pipe will be used for the outlet of the site with two sub basin. The sub basin at the
north and east sides of the site will outlet into a 12 inch pipe under the driveway and then flow
into the 15 inch outlet pipe under Swisher Road. The second sub basin will be at the south end
of the site and outlet through a 12 inch pipe with a 4.25 inch diameter orifice on the end to
restrict the flow before outletting into the 15 inch pipe under Swisher Road. Mr. Gross explained
neither of the two basins will be very deep, but they will be spread over a large area.
Mr. Spencer stated he recommends final approval with the condition the applicant receives
approval from the County Highway Department for use of the road right-of-way as site
detention.
Commissioner Shedd asked where the emergency overflow will go and who owns the property
the overflow will go on?
Mr. Gross stated Mike Madrid Company owns the property for the proposed emergency
overflow.
Commissioner Knochel moved to grant final approval of the Mike Madrid Company drainage
plan with the condition the applicant receives approval from the County Highway Department,
seconded by Commissioner Shedd. Motion carried.

DRAINAGE BOARD 1998 CONTRACTS
Attorney
Mr. Spencer presented the Board with a 1998 contract from Hoffman, Luhman and Busch Law
Firm for their services to the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board.
Commissioner Knochel moved to approve the 1998 contract with Hoffman, Luhman and Busch
Law Firm, seconded by Commissioner Shedd. Motion carried.
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Engineering Consultant
Mr. Luhman presented the Board with a 1998 contract from Christopher B. Burke Engineering,
LTD. for engineering consultant services for the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board.
Mr. Luhman suggested continuing the 1998 contract with Christopher B. Burke Engineering,
Ltd. until some language is included, which is in the agreement from January 3, 1995 contract.
Christopher B. Burke Engineering, Ltd. could copy the 1995 contract and update it to include the
current rates.
Commissioner Knochel moved to continue the 1998 engineering consultant contract with
Christopher B. Burke until the March 4, 1998 Drainage Board Meeting, seconded by
Commissioner Shedd. Motion carried.

1998 ACTIVE AND INACTIVE DITCH LIST
Mr. Luhman read the 1998 active and inactive ditch list.
ACTIVE DITCH LIST
4. Delphine Anson 8. Julius Berlovitz 10. Michael Binder 14. Buck Creek
16. Orrin Byers
18. Train Coe
20. County Farm
26. Darby Wetherill
31. Issac Gowen
33. Rebecca Grimes 34. Fred Hafner
35. E.F. Haywood
37. Harrison Meadows41. Eugene Johnson 42. James Kellerman 43. Floyd Kerschner
44. Amanda Kirkpatrick45.Frank Kirkpatrick47. John Kuhns 48. Calvin Lesley
52. Mary Mckinney 54. Samuel Marsh
55. Absalm Miller 57. F.E. Morin
58. Hester Motsinger59. J. Kelly O’Neal 60. Audley Oshier 64. Rayman Emmett
65. Franklin Reser 67. Aurthur Rickerd 71. Skinner Ray 74. Joseph Sterrett
76. Gustav Swanson 78. Jacob Taylor
87. Wilson Nixon 89. Simeon Yeager
91. Jesse Dickens 93. Dismal Creek
94. Shawnee Creek 101. John Hoffman
102. Sophia Brumm 103. H.W. Moore
105. Mary Thomas 106. Arbegust Young
108. High Gap Road 109. Romney Stock Farm
INACTIVE DITCH LIST
1. John Amstutz
2. Jesse Anderson
6. Newell Baker 7. Nellie Ball
13. A.P. Brown
15. Alfred Burkhalter
21. Jesse Cripe
22. Charles Daughtery
27. Thomas Ellis
28. Martin Erwin
32. Martin Gray
36. Thomas Haywood
46. J.N. Kirkpatrick 50. John McCoy
56. Ann Montgomery61. Parker Lane
68. Alexander Ross 69. James Sheperdson
73. Mary Southworth 75. William Stewart
81. John VanNatta 82. Harrison Wallace
85. Waples McDill 86. Lena Wilder
92. Jenkins
95. Beutler-Gosma

3. E.W. Andrew
5. Dempsey Baker
11. John Blickenstaff 12. N.W. Box
17. Floyd Coe
19. Grant Cole
23. Fannie Devault 25. Marion Dunkin
29. Crist-Fassnacht 30. Elijah Fugate
39. George Inskeep 40. Lewis Jakes
51. John McFarland 53. Wesley Mahin
63. Calvin Peters
66. Peter Rettereth
70. John Saltzman 72. Abe Smith
77. Alonzo Taylor 79. John Toohey
83. Sussana Walters 84. William Walters
88. J & J Wilson
90. Franklin Yoe
96. Kirkpatrick One 100. S.W. Elliott

Commissioner Knochel moved to approve the 1998 ditch assessment list, seconded by
Commissioner Shedd. Motion carried.

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

Ruth Shedd, President

Shelli Muller, Secretary
Kathleen Hudson, Vice President

John Knochel, Member
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
February 3, 1999
Regular Meeting
Those present were:
Tippecanoe County Commissioners Ruth Shedd and John Knochel, County Surveyor Mike
Spencer, Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman, Drainage Board Engineering Consultant Dave
Eichelberger and Drainage Board Secretary Shelli Muller.
The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday, February 3, 1999, in the Tippecanoe
Room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North 3rd Street, Lafayette, Indiana with
Commissioner Shedd calling the meeting to order.
The first item on the agenda is to approve the 1999 Active and Inactive Ditch Assessment List.
Mr. Luhman read the list.
ACTIVE
Delphine Anson
Brown
Buck Creek
Wetherhill
Christ Fassnacht
Hafner
E.F. Haywood
Kirkpatrick
Frank Kirkpatrict
McKinny
Samuel Marsh
Aduley Oshier
Rickerd
Joseph Sterrett
Walters
Wilson Nixon
Creek
Kirkpatrick One
Lateral
Mary Thomas
INACTIVE
John Amstutz
Dempsey Baker
Newell Baker
Alfred Burkhalter
Cole
Jesse Cripe
Dunkin
Thomas Ellis
Gray
Thomas Haywood
Johnson
James Kellerman
McCoy
Wesley Mahin
Lane

February 3, 1999

Julius Berlowitz

Michael Binder

A.P.

Train Coe

County Farm

Darby

Issac Gowen

Rebecca Grimes

Fred

Harrison Meadows

Floyd Kerschner

Amanda

Calvin Lesley

John McFarland

Mary

F.E. Morin
Emmett Rayman

Hester Motsinger
Franklin Reser

J.Kelly O’Neal
Aurthur

Gustav Swanson

Jacob Taylor

William

Simeon Yeager

Jesse Dickens

Dismal

John Hoffman

Sophia Brum

HW Moore

Arbegust-Young

Jesse Anderson

James Shepardson

E.W. Andrew

Nellie Ball
Orrin Byers

John Blickenstaff
Floyd Coe

NW Box
Grant

Charles Daughtery

Frannie Devault

Marion

Martin Erwin

Elijah Fugate

Martin

George Inskeep

Lewis Jakes

Eugene

James Kirkpatrick

John Kuhns

John

Absalm Miller

Ann Montgomery

Parker
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Calvin Peters
Saltzman
Skinner Ray
WilliamStewart
Alonzo Taylor
Harrison Wallace
Wilder
J&J Wilson
Shawnee Creek
Buetler/Gosma
Lake
High Gap Rd

Peter Rettereth

Alexander Ross

Abe Smith

Mary Southworth

John Toohey
Sussane Walters

John VanNatta
McDill Waples

Franklin Yoe

Jenkins

John McLaughlin

S.W. Elliott

John

Lena

Hadley

Romney Stock Farm

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

________________________________
Shelli Muller, Secretary

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

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

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

ACTIVE
Jesse Anderson
Delphine Anson
A.P.Brown
Buck Creek
County Farm
Thomas Ellis
Rebecca Grimes
Fred Hafner
James Kellerman
Floyd Kerschner
Calvin Lesley
John McFarland
Ann Montgomery
F.E. Morin
Aduley Oshier
Emmett Rayman
Joseph C. Sterrett
Gustav Swanson
Jesse Dickens
Dismal Creek
John Hoffman
Sarah Brum
Arbegust-Young
High Gap Road
Darby Wetherill Reconstruction

Juluis Berlovitz
Orrin Byers
Christ Fassnacht
E.F. Haywood
Amanda Kirkpatrick
Mary McKinny
Hester Motsinger
Franklin Resor
Nixon Wilson
Shawnee Creek
HW Moore Lateral
Romney Stock Farm

Michael Binder
Train Coe
Issac Gowen
Harrison Meadows
Frank Kirkpatrick
Samuel Marsh
J.Kelly O’Neal
Aurthur Rickerd
Simeon Yeager
Kirkpatrick One
Mary Thomas
Darby Wetherill Ext 2

INACTIVE
John Amstutz
Nellie Ball
Floyd Coe
Fannie Devault
Elijah Fugate
Lewis Jakes
John McCoy
Calvin Peters
John Saltzman
William Stewart
John VanNatta
McDill Waples
Jenkins

E.W. Andrews
John Blickenstaff
Grant Cole
Marion Dunkin
Martin Gray
E.Eugene Johnson
Wesley Mahin
Peter Rettereth
Ray Skinner
Alonzo Taylor
Harrison B. Wallace
Lena Wilder
Buetler/Gosma

Dempsey Baker
NW Box
Jesse Cripe
Darby Wetherill
Thomas Haywood
James Kirkpatrick
Absalm Miller
Alexander Ross
Abe Smith
Jacob Taylor
Sussana Walters
J & J Wilson
S.W. Elliott

Newell Baker
Alfred Burkhalter
Charles E. Daughtery
Martin V. Erwin
George Inskeep
John A. Kuhns
Lane Parker
James Sheperdson
Mary Southworth
John Toohey
William Walters
Franklin Yoe
Hadley Lake Drain

Commissioner Knochel moved to approve the list of Active and Inactive Assessment for the year 2000,
seconded by Commissioner Shedd. Motion carried.
OTHER BUSINESS
PETITION FOR ENCROACHMENT ON UTILITY & DRAINAGE EASEMENT LOT 63, RED
OAKS SUBDIVISION
Steve Murray gave presentation of this petition for encroachment on utility & drainage easement Lot 63,
Red Oaks Subdivision. The petition for encroachment reads as follows: The undersigned, John L.
Maloney, who owns 609 Bur Oak Court, does hereby request permission of the Tippecanoe County
Commissioners and the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board to encroach 25 feet into the utility and
drainage easement at the rear side of their home on Lot 63, Red Oaks Subdivision, Wea Township,
Tippecanoe County, Indiana, as shown on the diagram hereto attached and made a part of this petition.
Diagram will be on file in surveyor’s office. Stephen commented the real concern is the 25 feet
encroachment will be too far down the bank and into the water level. This could be an obstruction if
maintenance needs to be done to the bank for erosion purposes or pipe out fall. A 10-foot encroachment
will bring to the top of bank. Stephen stated he would not recommend any more encroachment then to the
top of the bank.
Commissioner Hudson asked if 10 foot would encroach into the utility and drainage easement.
Steve Murray commented without an actual survey tying the house to the lot lines we wouldn’t know for
sure. It would appear the 10-foot at the top of bank is roughly the easement line that they want to encroach
into. If we do not grant requirement for encroachment they can not go any further than the top of bank.
Commissioner Hudson asked if Bill Augustin of Gunstra Builders was aware of this being on the agenda.
Steve Murray commented he had talked to Bill Augustin this week and thought he was aware of the
agenda.
Commissioner Knochel asked if they wanted to build a deck and if it was already built.
Steve Murray answer was didn’t believe so. Chris from surveyor’s office had been out in the last month
and took pictures. No deck was in the pictures.
Dave Luhman asked if they wanted to resubmit this petition for an amendment asking for a lower amount
of encroachment. If the Drainage Board denies this petition they can resubmit another petition.

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

___________________________________________
Kathleen Hudson, President
____________________________________
Doris Myers, Secretary
___________________________________________
John Knochel, Vice President

___________________________________________
Ruth Shedd, Member

Tippecanoe County Drainage Board
Minutes
July 3, 2002
Regular Meeting

Those present were:
Tippecanoe County Drainage Board KD Benson President, Ruth Shedd Vice President, and John Knochel member, County
Surveyor Steve Murray, Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman, Drainage Board Engineering Consultants Dave
Eichelberger and Kerry Daily from Christopher B. Burke Engineering Limited, and Drainage Board Executive Secretary
Brenda Garrison and Robert Evans.
Approval of June 6 Minutes
Ruth Shedd made the motion to approve the June 6, 2002 minutes, with John Knochel seconding. The being no objections,
the motion carried and the minutes were approved.
Montgomery County Joint Drains
Montgomery County Commissioner Bill McCormick and Montgomery County Surveyor Larry Utz appeared before the
Board to discuss Joint Drains between the two Counties. Larry Utz informed the Board in reference to the Rebecca Grimes
Ditch that the Montgomery County Drainage Board had waived their rights in 1974, according to their records. Presently
there were tile holes on this Drain in their county and he asked the status of the fund balance. Steve reviewed the present
balance of the fund and the route of the Rebecca Grimes tile. The balance of the Rebecca Grimes ditch was in the red due to
maintenance repairs exceeding the assessments collected. He added that this was unfortunately true of several Drains
throughout the County at present. He stated there was another Grimes Ditch crossing over county lines, however this drain
did not have a maintenance fund. He stated his office would do a review of Regulated Drains with maintenance assessments
in the future, and those drains needing an increase of assessment would be presented to the Board for action. A number of
the drains’ yearly assessments should be increased to accommodate rising costs of maintenance, and a drain could be vacated
if landowners affected were unwilling to accept the increase.
He then reviewed the process of notification for Joint Drains’ upcoming yearly assessments with adjoining Counties. Steve
asked Larry if there were any other concerns he may have had. Larry stated the Martin Gray Ditch was in pretty good shape.
Steve stated the Kirkpatrick One was in good shape due to maintenance work previously done on the Tippecanoe County
side. The Fugate Ditch was recently surveyed, and north of 1200 South in Tippecanoe County approximately 1000 feet of
blown out tile existed, which had resulted in an open ditch.
Commissioner Bill Montgomery then spoke to the Board and stated the correspondence in 1974 from Tippecanoe County on
the Rebecca Grimes Ditch requested Montgomery County waive their rights to participate on a Joint Board. The Drainage
Board from Montgomery County was unsure as to whether a response was sent. Steve stated he would check the records and
inform them of any findings. Steve added while an adjoining County may have waived their rights on a particular drain, he
believed it prudent to inform them of any major work done on a drain. Regarding Joint Drains and due to the size of acreage
involved in their County, Bill thought it would be wise to waive rights where applicable. As President of Montgomery
County Drainage Board, he requested a letter from this Board suggesting a waiver of rights pertaining to the Leader-Newton
Joint Drain. He would submit it to the Montgomery County Drainage Board at their next meeting and respond thereafter.
This drain had the majority of benefited land in Tippecanoe County with approximately 72 acres benefited in Montgomery
County. In reference to raising an assessment rate, Steve stated regardless of rights waived, a Joint Board meeting might be
necessary. Steve then confirmed a letter concerning the Leader-Newton Drain would be mailed in time to present at their
next Drainage Board’s meeting. Bill stated drains that had a balanced watershed between the counties could be discussed at a
later date.
Steve spoke regarding the John Mclaughlin Drain. A Tri-County Drain between Tippecanoe, Clinton and Montgomery
Counties, it had been in litigation for the last eight to ten years. He asked the Drainage Board Attorney to check the status of
the litigation. Benton County Commissioner Bill McCormick and Surveyor Larry Utz thanked the Board and Surveyor for
the time allotted to present their concerns.

July 3, 2002

Tippecanoe County Drainage Board

241

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

___________________________________________
KD Benson, President

___________________________________________
Ruth E. Shedd, Vice President
_____________________________________
Brenda Garrison, Secretary
___________________________________________
John Knochel, Member
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Tippecanoe County Drainage Board
Minutes
July 7, 2004
Regular Meeting

Those present were:
Tippecanoe County Drainage Board President John Knochel, Vice President KD Benson, member Ruth Shedd, County
Surveyor Steve Murray, Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman, Drainage Board Engineering Consultant Dave Eichelberger
from Christopher B. Burke Engineering Limited, County Highway Engineer Tim Wells, Drainage Board Secretary Brenda
Garrison and GIS Technician Shelli Muller.
Approval of June 2, 2004 Minutes
KD Benson made the motion to approve the June 2, 2004 Regular Drainage Board minutes as written and Ruth Shedd
seconded the motion. The June 2, 2004 Regular Drainage Board minutes were approved as written.
Lauramie Creek Watershed Plan Contract/ Christopher B.Burke Engineering LTD.
The Surveyor presented contract documents for the Lauramie Creek Watershed Plan with Christopher B. Burke Engineering
LTD. Dave Luhman stated he had reviewed the contract and had no negative comments. The contract in the amount of
$94835.00 covered professional services for completing the Section 205(j) funded Watershed Management Plan for
Lauramie Creek. There would be four main tasks: Public Outreach and Education, Developing a Quality Assurance Project
Plan, Water Quality Monitoring and produce a Watershed Management Plan. The Surveyor then recommended the Drainage
Board sign the contract with Christopher B. Burke Engineering LTD as presented. KD motioned to approve the Lauramie
Creek Watershed Contract with Christopher B. Burke Engineering LTD in the amount of $94835.00. Ruth Shedd seconded
the motion and the Lauramie Creek Watershed Plan contract with Christopher B. Burke Engineering LTD was signed.
Drainage Issues (related to the recent rainfall amounts)
Anson Ditch
John Knochel opened the floor for public comment concerning any drainage issues as a result of the recent rainfall amounts.
Joe Bumbleburg appeared before the Board and introduced Ernest Agee. Mr. Agee a professor of Meteorology, resided at
8533 N 100 West Cairo Indiana. He stated his concern for lack of drainage in that area. A farmer northwest of his property
had installed a tile system which outlet on his property. The farmer had told him the work was approved. The actions of the
farmer had caused an increase in drainage onto his farm. He shared his discontent with the farmer‘s actions and felt the
farmer had not followed drainage laws. He felt due to the drainage assessment of the Anson drain; a solution to the area’s
problem should be forthcoming. He stated the ditches in that area were not cleaned out regularly. The Surveyor made several
site visits to the area in the last few years. He stated along with the tiling (which he was unaware of) an extensive waterway
network (through NRCS) was installed upstream of Mr. Agee as well. He had reviewed aerial photographs (from 1939 on),
which indicated a significant increase of the wetland area, in particular, aerials through the 1960s, 70’s and 1980s. He
reviewed the area on the overhead for the Board and attendees using GIS. Mr. Agee thanked the Board for their time. Mr.
Bumbleburg again approached the Board and noted the attendees had been invited here today by Mr. Homer Shaffer to
discuss the Anson Ditch and poor drainage of the area. Mr. Homer Shaffer 8448 North 100 West displayed several
photographs for the Board. He stated he had lived on the ” mosquito” farm for 35 years. He reviewed and discussed each
photograph with the Board. Mr. Shaffer noted a photograph of Mr. Agee’s property, north of 850 North, showed standing
water 25 days after the May 16th one-inch rain. In his opinion a headwall located at the Brown and Dunbar property line
with an open ditch through Agee’s property would help alleviate the problem. He expressed his concern of what he thought
was lack of maintenance on the Anson tile. Mr. John O’Connor of 8451 North 850 West approached the Board. He recently
purchased the farm from his parents and felt the area’s increased development had aggravated the drainage problem. His
father had purchased the property in the 1940’s and had extensive files of drainage work done in the 1950’s. He offered his
father’s file for reference, however he would need time to produce it for the Surveyor if requested. John Gambs represented
Will & Kate Crook and stated they would support whatever was needed to get the drain in working order. Herb Pietsch 7741
North 100 West approached the Board. He had lived in the area since 1988. He had approximately 7 acres with 2-3 under
water. He stated the area’s drainage had deteriorated the last 4 or 5 years and stressed the need for maintenance. Mr. Brice
McCarty 14363 W 850 North appeared before the Board and also expressed his discontent with drainage on his farm. He
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lived in that area for 38 years. He stated he had 10 acres under water and had been waiting for 30 years for something to be
done about his drainage.
At that time the Drainage Board Attorney gave a summary of past and current drainage laws as well as the process of county
drain maintenance. The Surveyor then stated drainage code also called for a periodic short and long-range plan to be
submitted to the Drainage Board by the County Surveyor. Such a plan was presented to the Board in 2003 which reported
the two top drains in need of major work (maintenance and/or reconstruction) as the Jakes ditch and Anson drain. The Anson
drain had 44,238 feet of tile with a watershed of approximately 1250 acres. The Surveyor’s office had started an investigation
of the drain to determine the problems. The Anson drain was organized as a court drain and built in 1903. In the early 1970’s
an assessment was set up at $1.00 per acre. The annual amount collected was $1562.00. The Surveyor stated the amount was
just enough to take care of blowholes and in the last ten years had been used for that purpose. He reviewed some of the
known problems with the drain and costs associated with the repairs. He stated IDEM would not allow an open ditch through
the wetland area. However repair of the tile at the existing route using the same size and same infiltration rate would be
allowed by IDEM. Once the problems were thoroughly investigated by the Surveyor’s office, a hearing would be called and
the rate of assessment be raised to cover cost of improvements. Landowners would be notified by mail with all
pertinent information relating to the proposed assessment in the letter. He then opened the floor for questions. Steve Wright
from Bank One Farm Mgmt. represented the Anson farm. He asked the Surveyor if trees would be removed on the drain
when the maintenance and/or reconstruction were underway. The Surveyor stated yes as tree roots cause a great deal of
problems and the surface flow would be looked at also. Mr. Bumbleburg asked the Surveyor if he had an estimate of when
the hearing would be scheduled. The Surveyor noted weather conditions and amount of work involved would determine
when the meeting would be held. He felt the fall of this year was likely.
Celery Bog
Chuck Corn approached the Board and asked the Surveyor if he had a chance to arrange a meeting with the Great Lakes
Chemical Corporation and West Lafayette concerning the Celery Bog. The Surveyor stated since the meeting last week with
West Lafayette’s Engineer, he had not spoke with anyone. The Surveyor stated water was no longer across Cumberland
Avenue and was receding slowly. Mr. Corn stated he would stay on top of the situation.
At this time the public comments were ended. John Knochel thanked the landowners who had attended. Ruth Shedd
suggested the Anson Ditch landowners come to an agreement on a fair figure for assessment.
Due to the recent rainfall, the following drains were noted by the Surveyor as in need of maintenance; J.R. Hoffman, J.N.
Kirkpatrick, Anson, McKinney, Elliott, Waples McDill, Ann Montgomery, Kirkpatrick One, J. K. O’Neal and the Cuppy
McClure which drained the celery bog. He stated his office had been out every day checking drains. There were also
problems on Indiana Creek however DNR had the jurisdiction. There had been several subdivision drainage calls and his
office was following up on those as well.
At that time as there was no other business before the Board, KD Benson motioned for an adjournment and Ruth Shedd
seconded the motion. The meeting was adjourned.

___________________________________________
John Knochel, President

___________________________________________
KD Benson, Vice President
_____________________________________
Brenda Garrison, Secretary
___________________________________________
Ruth Shedd, Member
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Tippecanoe County Drainage Board
Minutes
March 24, 2006
SPECIAL Meeting
Those present were:
Tippecanoe County Drainage Board President KD Benson, Vice President John Knochel, member Ruth Shedd, County
Surveyor Steve Murray and Drainage Board Secretary Brenda Garrison. Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman was absent.
Classification of Drains (Partial)
The Surveyor presented the Classification of Drains (Partial) report to the Board. A copy of which would be included
(excluding Exhibit A- see file) in the official Drainage Board Minutes book. The Surveyor stated he has completed and
presented a Classification of Drains (Partial) report to the Board previously in 2003 and 2005. He stated this year he had
expanded it with more detailed information as “Exhibit A”. He stated as it was not feasible for his office to know the
condition of every regulated drain under County Maintenance, he relied on the farmer to report the condition of a drain .Often
calling upon them for a review of the drain’s condition and noted his office receives maintenance request calls in the fall and
spring when farmers are in the field.
He reviewed his report with the Board as follows:
1.) Drains in need of Reconstruction
a. Berlovitz, Julius (#8) (Includes Felbaum Branch)
1. Declared Drainage Impact Area by Resolution 2006-02-DB
The Surveyor stated the Board was very familiar with this Drain.
b. Kirkpatrick, J.N.(#46) (Watershed above (east) of Concord Road
1. Declared Drainage Impact Area by Resolution 2006-01-DB
The Surveyor stated he had met with the landowners on the Upper JN Kirkpatrick Regulated Drain. It was decided they
would provide their own regional detention and the County would construct a positive outlet. He noted the design would be
completed within a couple of months and was hopeful to start the bidding process at that time. Right of Entries would be
required from the landowners which they had verbally agreed to.
c. Elliott, S.W. (#100)
1. F-Lake Detention Facility
The Surveyor stated EDIT monies was planned for this facility, however the Berlovitz Regional facility would take
precedence over F-Lake.
2. Branch #11 (at S.R.38 near Tractor Supply)
The Surveyor stated Branch#11 of the S.W. Elliott served the property north of State Road 38. Previously the Brands were
told they would have to reconstruct Branch #11 themselves. The reconstruction cost proved too much- as two 60” inch pipes
were required under State Road 38. INDOT would not agree to place the pipes at their expense. The Surveyor suggested a
formal reconstruction to the owners as INDOT would then have to shoulder the expense for the pipe installation under State
Road 38. A landowner meeting concerning the reconstruction would be organized as soon as time allows.
d. Anderson, J.B. (#2) (Clarks Hill portion)
The Surveyor stated a conceptual reconstruction plan was completed by Christopher B. Burke through the Lauramie Creek
Watershed study. The original estimate was in excess of two million dollars, however the Surveyor had reviewed costs and
was able to decrease that to approximately half a million dollars.
e. Kirkpatrick, Frank (#45) (Portion East of C.R. 450E)
The Surveyor stated the Frank Kirkpatrick Drain was located in the southeast portion of the County with a portion east of
C.R. 450East. This portion was investigated and found to be purposely laid uphill. The Surveyor stated he felt the
reconstruction cost would not be acceptable by the landowners. However he noted it would continue to deteriorate over time
and would be in need of the reconstructed in spite of the cost.
2.) Hearing and rates established in 2005
a. Anson, Delphine (#4) Reconstruction rate, periodic maintenance rate and maintenance rate after
reconstruction set by hearing on August 29, 2005
b. Jakes, Lewis (#40) Reconstruction rate, periodic maintenance rate and maintenance rate after reconstruction
set by hearing on August 29, 2005
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The Surveyor informed the Board there was a SEA 368 Review scheduled in the near future for the Lewis Jakes Drain. The
drain outlet at Indian Creek. He explained if work was reconstruction and the length of a drain greater than ten miles on the
USGS map, a review (SEA 368) by IDNR, IDEM and Army Corps of Engineers was required. They will walk the drain with
the Surveyor and give their requirements for said reconstruction.
3.) Urban Drains (per I.C. 36-9-27-68 Urban Drains are classified as in need of Reconstruction)
a. S.W. Elliott (#100)
b. Berlowitz, J. (#8) (Include Filbaum Branch)
c. Kirkpatrick, J.N. (#46)
d. Ross, Alexander (#48)
The Surveyor noted extensive maintenance work on the Alexander Ross drain.
4.) Drains in need of Periodic Maintenance
Please see attached sheet Exhibit A
The Surveyor noted the Exhibit Sheet A indicated maintenance amounts from 1990 to date on each regulated drain and
referred the Board members to the exhibit for review.
5.) Insufficient Funds
a. Blickenstaff, John (#11)
b. Crist Fassnacht (#29)
c. Grimes, Rebecca (#33)
d. Harrison Meadows (#37)
e. Kerschner, Floyd (#38)
f. Kirkpatrick, Frank (#40)
g. Lesley, Calvin (#48)
h. Morin, F.E. (#57)
i. O’Neal, Kelly(#59)
j. OShier, Audley (#60)
k. Saltzman, John (#70)
l. Dickens, Jesse (#91)
The Surveyor stated the most common reason for insufficient funds was the low originally established assessment rate. The
rate was set many years ago and due to inflation did not meet present maintenance costs.
6.) Proposed Drains for hearing in 2006
(Request these drains be referred to Surveyor for preparation of maintenance report)
a. Brown, Andrew (#13)
b. Coe, Train (#18)
c. Haywood, E.F. (#35)
d. Harrison Meadows (#37)
e. Kirkpatrick, Frank (#45)
f. Morin, F.E. (#57)
g. Mottsinger, Hester (#58)
h. Parker, Lane (#61)
i.
Resor, Franklin (#65)
j.
Southworth, Mary (#73)
k. Vannatta, John (#81)
l.
Yoe, Franklin (#90)
m. Dismal Creek (#93)
n. Beutler Gosma (#95)
o. Romney Stock Farm (#109)
The Surveyor stated these drains assessment rates were more critical in his view. There was a limited amount of monies
within the General Fund available for general use. For example the Andrew Brown in the northeast portion of the County was
tile and open ditch. A portion of the open ditch was cleaned this spring due to the submerged outlet at the headwall.
(Generally open ditches should be cleaned or dipped and cleared an average of ten to twelve years.) The cost for a three
thousand foot open ditch at $6.00 per foot would be approximately $18,000.00. It would take approximately 4-5 years to
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repay the general fund. The Harrison Meadows Drain had maintenance work done in the mid nineteen-nineties and owed the
General Fund over $6000.00 to date. The four year total assessment for this drain was only $1915.70.
7.) Drains recommended to be raised by 25%
a. E.F. Haywood (#35)
b. O’Neal Kelly (#59)
c. Oshier, Audley (#60)
d. Resor, Franklin (#65)
e. Yoe, Franklin (#90)
f. Kirkpatrick One (#96)
The Surveyor noted this recommendation was a temporary fix. Raising the maintenance assessment 25% in his opinion was a
proactive action in the interim.
8.) Petitions for New Regulated Drain Referred to Surveyor
a. Fred Whaley/Norm Bennett
b. Todd Welch
The Surveyor noted additional investigation was required for the Fred Whaley/Norm Bennett Petition as the tile drain was
submerged which made it difficult to evaluate properly. He felt the most cost effective way was to set up a maintenance fund
before additional investigation was done. Investigation on the Todd Welch petition would be completed as time allowed.
9.) Existing Drains Referred to Surveyor for Report
c. Upper JN Kirkpatrick (#46)
d. J. Berlowitz (#8)
The Surveyor stated these drains had existing maintenance funds and was conferring with Christopher Burke on their reports.
10.) Drain that should be vacated
a. That portion of Branch #5 of the J.N. Kirkpatrick which runs along the East
side of Promenade Drive in Stones Crossing Commercial Subdivision.
The Surveyor stated this portion of the tile was presently functioning as a storm sewer for Promenade Parkway on the west
side of Wal-Mart and should be vacated as it no longer functions as a county regulated tile.
In summary the Surveyor stated a new drainage layer and map was close to completion and would eventually be available to
the public. He reviewed the layer utilizing GIS for the Board. A red dash tile was a county tile or open ditch: a solid blue
label indicated it had a maintenance fund, a green label indicated it did not have a maintenance fund. He added a database
(individual drains historical information to date) was being maintained as well. He informed the Board he will give a
presentation the first Wednesday of April to the District SWCD Board concerning County Drains.
As there was no additional information for the Board, John Knochel made a motion to adjourn. Ruth Shedd seconded the
motion. The meeting was adjourned.

___________________________________________
KD Benson, President

___________________________________________
John Knochel, Vice President
_____________________________________
Brenda Garrison, Secretary
___________________________________________
Ruth Shedd, Member
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