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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPEGANOE COUNTY DRATNAGE BOARD HELD JUNE 6, 1973,

Minutes Approved

Ditches Referred

Problem with house
being built on
Amstutz Ditch

9:30 a.m.
Maintenance Hearing
on John Dooley ditch

(Continued)

10:15 a.m.,
Maintenance Hearing
on the John M.
Blickenstaff Ditch

(Continued)

10:30 a.m, Martin V.

The regular meeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board held on Wednesday,
June 6th, 1973 at 9:00 ofclock a.m., in the Tippecanoe County Court House with
the following members present: Edward Shaw, Robert Fields, Bruce Osborn, A. D.
Ruth, Jr. Fred Hoffman, and Gladys Ridder.

Upon motion by Bruce Osborn, seconded by Robert Fields, and made unanimous by
Edward Shaw, the minutes of the May 2, 1973 meeting were aspproved as read.

The following ditch was referred to the Surveyor to prepare for a maintenance
hearing: L. B. Wilson, Jackson Twp. in Tippecanoe County and Davis Twp. in
Fountain County.

The County Surveyor brought to the attention of the Board and Mr. Joseph Fletcher,
Area Plan Acting Director, that a house was now being constructed within sixty (60)
feet of the Amstutz ditch and the required distance or easement is (75) seventy
five feet. Mr. Fletcher said he would alert his staff by placing a place on the
building permits to check when the easement had been checked.

The Surveyor opened the maintenance hearing on the John Dooley ditch by reading his
report and the minutes of the June, 1972 meeting ofthe Board and making his recommend-
ations to the Board.

Those present were: Robert E. Stradling, Keith McMillin, Chester W. Dill, Iness L.
Brown, Lawrence G. Treece and Michael P, Norris.

Mrs. Ridder related Mr. Leon Howey's wishes of wanting a maintenance fund establikhed.
The opinions of those present, however, was against establishing a maintenance fund
as they preferred to take care of the ditch themselves. Keith McMillin said he had
removed a tree that was in question as to it's hindrance to the drainage and Mr.
Treece said he had cleaned his portion of the ditch until he felt it would pass any
inspection. Others related same and although the Surveyor advised a small main-
tenance fund for future years, they persisted in asking the Board not to establish

a fund. After assurance from the Attorney that they could postpone it indefinitely
the Board so moved.

The Surveyor opened the maintenance hearing on the John M. Blickenstaff ditch by
reading theminutes of the June, 1972 meeting and reporting that the job they were
doing was a fine job. Last year they asked the Board to give them a year to bring
their ditch into good repair and they had complied. Those present were: Theodore
Dieterle, Charles Kennedy and Keith Barger. With Mr. Ruth's recommendation of a
small maintenance fund, those present asked the Board if they would set a ten cents
(10¢) an acre assessment.

Upon motion by Mr. Bruce Osborn, seconded by Robert Fields and made unanimous by
Edward Shaw a ten cents (10¢) an acre assessment was approved.

Some discussion of whether the Sheese and Byron Skinner properties should be left
in this watershed because they were not assessed for the repairs and Keith Barger
said he felt they should be left in for the maintenance fund. Mr. Kennedy reported
that his tile needed to be cut-off and he was assured that that job would be done
before the contractor was released.

Mr. Ruth read the minutes of last month's meeting where those present felt the
problem with the Martin Erwin ditch lay in the obstruction caused by the Indiana

Erwin Ditch MaintenanceBell Telephone Co. line. Mr. Ruth had suggested then that he would contact them

Hearing

11:00 a.m.
James N. Kirkpatrick
Bitch Maintenance

Hearing

Certificate of

Assessments and

Order & Findings
Signed

and the Board had postponed the hearing one month until this answer could be found.
The only person present was Mr. Walter Shackelford.

Mr. Ruth reported Telephone Company has been contacted and bthat the problem at the
Intersection of Jackson Highway just East of 600W would be taken care of by Mr. Cohee
of Cohee Construction Co. and the bill would be sent directly to the Construction
Supervisor of the Indisna Bell Telephone Co. of Fowler, Indiana.

With no objection to the one dollar ($1.00) per acre assessment, the motion of

Mr. Robert Fiels, seconded by Bruce Osborn and made unanimous by Edward Shaw
established the assessment.

The Engineer opened the meeting by reading his report and making his recommendations
to the Board. He read the remontrances of Gladys Sterrett and Donna Kirk. He
recommended to the Board after visiting the Gladys Sterrett property that her
acreage should be reduced by nine acres. The Board so moved.

Those in attendance were: Walter Pendleton, RobertBrady for Mary Brady, James
Williamson for prairie Oaks, Inc., Porter Kirkpatrick, C. L. Thompson, Homer M.
Kerlin, and Eileen Kerlin.

Mr. Pendleton reported that he felt his acreage in the watershed was too high

and that the seventy five cents ($0.75) an acre assessment was also too high. Mr.
Pendleton and Mr, Williamson reported that hog manure from the Howard Daugherty
farm was flowing out on the surface of the ground thru the branch of the Kirkpatrick
ditch. They relayed their contact with the health department with no results and
asked the Drainage Board to please see what they could do to relieve the very bad
situation. Mr. Hoffmgn, the County Attorney said he would talk to the health officer
and meet with Mr. Ruth later and see what could be worked out.

Many of those present felt that a fifty cent ($0.50) per acre assessment would be
adequate to maintain this ditch so the Board respecting their request unanimously
voted to establish a fifty cents per acre maintenance fund.

Upon the establishment of a maintenance fund on three ditches., the Board signed
the Order and Findings forms and the Certificate of Assessment forms. All main-
tenance funds established will be placed on the Treasurer's books for collection
in 197h.

The business of the day completed, the Board so moved to adjourn. /\ 75
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Edward J. Shaw{ Chaifgnan

Gladys #idder, Exec. Secretary
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Election of Officers

Minutes of November
Meeting

Montgomery Ward
Warehouse

Kirkpatrick Drain
Problem

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

ADR/res

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

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

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

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

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

The changes in acreage are as follows:

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

Raymond R. & Ruth Calvert 1 _ s o)

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

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

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

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

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

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



Gladys Ridder,

4
Exe. Secretary

On motion made and carried the meeting adjourned. ::>
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Robert F. Fields, Chairman
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Bruce Osborn, Vice Chalrhan
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Edward J. Shaw, Member
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REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD SEPTEMBER 18, 1974

The regular meeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board was held in the County Commissioner's Room in the
Tippecanoe County Court House at 9:00 a.m., on September 18th, 1974. The following members were present:Robert
F. Fields, Bruct Osborn, Edward Shaw, A. D. Ruth, Jr., Fred Hoffman, and Gladys Ridder.

Signing of
Minutes

9:00 a.m.
Maintenance-
Ann Montgomery
ditch

9:30 a.m.

Informal hearing

E. Branch of

J.McFarland
ditch

10:00 a.m.
Etmer Thomas
Reconstruction
hearing

11:00 a.m.
Maintenance
hearing-E. F.
Haywood ditch

*%

*%

Upon the reading of the minutes of the July 3, 1974 drainage board meeting ( there was no
meeting in August) Robert Fields moved to accept the minutes as read. The motion was sec-
onded by Bruce Osborn and made unanimous by Edward Shaw.

At 9:00 a.m., the Engineer opened the maintenance hearing on the Ann Montgomery Legal drain

by reading his report and making his recommendations to the Board. In attendance were:

Robert Stradling, Neal Simison, Robert L. Plaster, Larry Treece, Lucille Banes Williams,

Keith McMillin, Nyle Royce, Harley W. Rust and Ralph H. Crowder.

Robert Stradling said he had overlaps with other ditches. Mr. Ruth assured him after receiving
Mr. Stradling's letter to that affect, the acreage in the Anm Montgomery ditch had been
deleted. Mr. Ralph Crowder had been in the Surveyor's office seeking assistance in correcting
the amount of acreage assessed against his land and upon recommendation of the Engineer, the
Board his total acres assessed as fifty (50) instead of the original eighty five (85).

Mr. Ruth reported that he had had camplaints from the officers of the Little Wea Conservancy
District that the Ann Montgomery ditch was dumping mud deposits into the Little Wea and causing
problems.

Larry Treece wanted the Board to assure him that before any monies were spent on the repair of
this ditch that the Engineer check the cause for the needed repair and if it was a man made
error of negligence in keeping the ditch clean, not to use any of this money to correct the
problem. The Board told him that it was not easy to determine the cause but that they would
instruct the Engineer to check as best he could.

With most of those present in favor of establishing a maintenance fund Robert Fields moved to
establish a $ 1.00 per acre assessment maintenance fund. The motion was seconded by Bruce
Osborn amd made unanimous by Edward Shaw.

At 9:30 a.m., the Board held an informal hearing on the reconstruction of the East branch
of the John McFarland ditch. Mr. Charles Vaughan had asked the Engineer to do some ground
work and give them an estimate of what it would cost to reconstruct the East branch of the
John McFarland legal drain.

Those in.attendance were: Gene L. Rooze, Russell Slayton, Ralph Manier, 0. C. Greives, Chas.
R. Vaughan and H. Franklin Dunwoody. Mr. Ruth told them that a figure of $ 20.00 per acee
was a pretty good estimate of the cost of reconstruction for that branch.Some were in favor
but-others felt that constructing an open ditch would give them no relief. One said that
Pine Creek, the outlet for the McFarland ditch, was so in need of dredging that no matter
what was done to increase the flow of water without an outlet no relief would be given.

A waterway with possible financial help from the SCS office was suggested but Mr. Vaughan
felt that although it would probably benefit him, it would only dump more water onto his
neighbor. .

The Engineer felt there was need of more time to study the problem further. Upon motion of
Bruce Osborn, seconded by Robert Fields and made unanimous by Edward Shaw to continue this
meeting for ninety days.

The Engineer opened the reconstruction hearing on the Elmer Thomas ditch by reading his
report and making his recommendations to the Board. He pointed out the difference in price
since his first estimate. Because of building costs, materials, etc. the original figure was
no longer valid. Those in attendance were: Mr. & Mrs. Lyle Loomis, E. E. & Robert Franklin,
Dale Remaly, Earl Ziegler, Mr. & Mrs. Robert Buker, Gordon DeBoy, Mr. Floyd,

Mr. Lyle Loomis said after Mr. Gib Connelly had cleared his wooded area the swamp became
decidedly worse. His one time beautiful home and garden were no longer beautiful for the
garden was now swamp. He felt it could be drained and when he retired he could again have his
lovely home. No amount of money to drain the area would seem too high. Mr. Floyd said he was
in the exact same position as Mr. Loomis as he, too, had Tost his garden and would surely be
in favor of reconstruction of the Elmer Thomas ditch if it would bring he and his neighbors
relief. Mr. Buker said he had purchased the Connelly property and had need of til#ing the
soil but with a swamp he could not farm his land. Mr. Osborn asked Mr. Buker since he would
no doubt benefit more than others would he be willing to accept more of the cost. Mr. Buker
said he certainly would. And Mr. Osborn said "how much" and Mr. Buker said "double".

Gordon DeBoy said his acreage was in error that 43 acres couldn't drain this way and the
Board asked the Surveyor if he would take elevations and determine the correct assessment.

Mr. Ruth told all those present that he wanted it understood that even if the swamp was drained, -

the land was in the flood plane and could not be used for building.

Mr. E. E. Franklin and his son Robert both explained that their dam did not hold back any of
the water that was now so controversial. At one time there was a dam in their area and being
very poorly constructed was taken out by a flood, but after it was out the problem of the
swampy area was still there. Mr. Williams and Mr. Zjegler spoke out against the reconstruction
and felt some were carrying the bldnt of the assessment while others were benefitting with a
lesser assessment.

After hearing all the pros and cons, Mr. Bruce Osborn said he could not possibly vote for the
reconstruction as the assessment role is now set up. He asked the Engineer to re-allot the
amount of money to build the ditch according to the individual benefits. Then a new hearing
would be held. The entire Board felt this would be more fair so the hearing was continued.
Mr. Dale Remaly said there were some fallen logs and quite a baracade of brush on the John
Garrott property and asked the Engineer to check it out for he felt those logs surely were
causing some of the problems. Dale said his portion of the assessment was well over four
thousand dollars and he doubted if he could ever benefit to that extent but he knew how

much it would help others and he'd Tike to feel when he left this world he would have left

it a little better than when he came into it, so he would vote for the reconstruction.

The Engineer opened the maintenance hearing on the E. F. Haywood ditch by reading the
minutes of the 1972 and 1973 hearings on this ditch. In those minutes the people present had
said they would take care of their own ditch and would bring it up into good repai¥. When
asked what had been done in the last two years, Mr. Joe Rund said, " Nothing, only more mud
has piled up." Mr. James Kellerman said he was in favor of a maintenance fund because all
farmers know that if there's no drainage there's no farming. As in the two years before the
Moore's and the Kirkpatricks were much opposed to any maintenance assessment. Mr. Moore asked
the attorney for a copy of the law that instructed this Board to set up a maintenance fund
and Mr. Hoffman, the County Attorney, provided him with same. Mr. Joe Ratcliff attagked the
Board by saying," I talked to a fellow who said he'd paid money into the county fopa ditch
but when he came in to ask for help on his ditch, he was told there wasn't any money. What did
you fellas do with the money?" "Spend it on Welfare."
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11:45 a.m.

Meeting with

Clarks Hill

Disposal Plant
Board

1:30 p.m.
Alvin Pilotte

Gary Williby
2:30 p.m.-drainage
study

John Fisher
J.Kirkpatrick drain

S

Order & Findings
and

Certificate of
Assessments

Those in attendance were: Robert W. and Keltje Kirkpatrick, Robert and Jane Moore, Joe
Rateliff, Frank Royer, John Kerkhoff, Jee Rund # James S. Kellerman.

Mr. Ruth explained the need for a dollar per acre’ assessment. In cases where there's been

a Tesser assessment it has not proven adequate.

With those against the assessment ( or ever having a maintenance fund established) so vehement
in their ‘demands, the Board moved to set this ditch up for vacation, with the exception of
Robert Fields. The Secretary was instructed to notify all persons on the ditch of a hearing

to vacate. The Attorney advised the Secretary to set up the hearing as to vacate or establish
a maintenance fund.

Mr. R. M. Stoeppelwerth, John Gambs and Thomas Schubért came before the Board with
their request to empty treated wastewater into the J. B. Anderson ditch.

September 16, 1974

Mr. Dan Ruth

Tippecanoe County Surveyor
Court House

Lafayette, Indiana 47902

RE: Clarks Hill Wastewater Treatment Plant
Effluent Discharge to Anderson Ditch

Mr. Ruth:

You will find enclosed for your use a location and site plan for the above referenced fac-
ility. We have also enclosed the plan and profile of the effluent.sewer connection to
Anderson Ditch.

The 12-inch effluent sewer from the wastewater treatment plant is proposed to discharge into
the existing 30-inch pipe approximately 1100 feet from the existing outfall on Anderson Ditch.
We propose to discharge approximately 75,000 gallons. per day {0.116cfs) of treated wastewater
within the first year after the plant is completed. When the plant is at maximum capacity
which is estimated to take approximately 20 years the discharge will be 150,000 gallons per
day (0.232 cfs).

The water discharged from the plant is to be better than 98 per cent pure. The plant is des-
igned to produce an effluent containing a effluent biochemical oxygen demand (BOD) of 5 mg/1
and suspended solids (SS) of 8 mg/1. The plant meets all requirements of the Environmental
Protection Agency and the Indiana Stream Poliution Control Board.

If you have any questions regarding‘the proposal to discharge the effluent to Anderson Ditch,
please feel free to contact us at any time.

Very truly yours,
STOEPPELWERTH AND ASSOCIATES
S/ Thomas M. Schubert, P.E.

TMS/srn

Attorney Thomas Brooks representing Alvin Pilotte appeared before the Board along with Mr.
Pilotte and Robert Lahrman. Mr. Pilotte's complaint was with the Board's having made a
waterway through his farm a part of the Ilgenfritz Tegal drain. The Board had done so be-
cause of a petition drawn up by the majority of the ne1ghbors in that area. Mr. Pilotte said
he was in Florida when it was done and objected strenous]y The Board listened to his side of
the story and then suggested that he bring a petition with the s1gnatures of the proper
amount of acreage involved and again the Board would consider removing the addition.

Professor Spooner from the School of Civil Engineering at Purdue University came before the
Board and presented a young student by the name of Gary Williby who had been working for several
months on a project involving the ground North of West Lafayette and it's drainage problems.
This work was done in response to a request made by Mr. Ruth for a drainage study in this area.
Copies of the study were left for the Surveyor's office.use. It was beautifully presented and
quite an involved study. Professor Spooner also did a presentation on soils and gave the
possibilities of future studies on the types of soils etc. He also said all he needed was
another student 1ike Gary.

Mr. John Fisher made a presentation of the philosophy of drainage in the James N. Kirkpatrick
Legal drain watershed. He asked the Board only to listen and consider all the possibilities
of Tong range planning-no decisions would be asked of them.

Upon the establishment of a maintenancé fund on the Ann Montgomery Ditch, the Board signed
the Order and Findings and the Gertificate of Assessments. The meeting had lasted until
4:00 p.m., and they gladly adJourned

AL



REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD JANUARY 7, 1976

|
I

Election of

Officers

- The regular meeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board was held in the County Council
Room in the Tippecanoe County Court House on January 7th, 1976 at 9:00 a.m., with the following members
present: Robert F. Fields, William Vanderveen, Bruce Osborn, Robert L. Martin, Fred Hoffman and Gladys Ridder.

Upon motion of Bruce Osborn, seconded by William Vanderveen, Robert F. Fields was re-elected i
Chairman of the Board. Also by motion of Bruce Osborn, seconded by Robert Fields and made unanimous by William Election of
Vanderveen, William Vanderveen was re-elected Vice Chairman, Fred hoffman was re-appointed Attorney and Gladys Officers !
Ridder was re-appointed Executive Secretary. ‘

The minutes of the meeting of the 10th day of December, 1975 were read and upon motion of Robert Minutes
Fields, seconded by William Vanderveen and made unanimous by Bruce Osborn were accepted as read. Signed

John Fisher, Surveyor for the John E. Smith Enterprises, spoke to the Board showing the proposed John Fish ﬁ
plan to build an open ditch along side of the James N. Kirkpatrick ditch. It would be developed in phases, 0 "d sher
would not disturb the present tile of the James N.. Kirkpatrick ditch but would serve to relieve the already J hanE Smith
overburdened Kirkpatrick drain. Mr. Fisher told the Board he would Tike a letter from them showing the Board's onhn mi ‘
approval for the proposed handling of the run-off water to take to the Area Plan Commission when applying for
preliminary approval of the Valley Forge Subdivision.

Mr. Martin informed Mr. Fisher and Mr. Smith of the qﬁick sand hazard that exists in the area. Both
gentlemen said they were aware of the problems and had planned to handle the situation by using stone in the
bottom of the open ditch. Mr. Martin suggested they take soil borings to locate those problem spots.

Mr. Osborn said he was also aware of some of the hazards of an open ditch such as proposed, namely
misquitoes, odors from stagnant water, problems with children falling into the open ditch, etc. Mr. Smith said
that on his property there would be a fence for protection. He said the law made the property owner responsible
for all of those things and the County should not be 1iable in any way.

The question of having to hold a hearing to inform all of the Tandowners in the watershed of Mr.
Smith's plans, came up and Mr. Osborn referred the question to the county attorney. Mr. Hoffman:said as long
as Mr. Smith was not changing any part of the James N. Kirkpatrick legal drain there wou]d be no need to ho]d
a new hearing.

Mr. Fields opened the maintenance hearing of the Perry Davis ditch by asking the Surveyor to make- 9:30 a.m.
his recommendations for this ditch. Mr. Martin said that since the secretary had sent out the notices for a Perry Davis
hearing on the Davis ditch, he had Teawmed from some of the landowners in the watershed, that the landowners Maintenance
along with the SCS office had made an open ditch that changed the legal ditch cons1derab1y Mr. Martin also -
suggested that the Board table this hearing until he could study the work done by SCS and he would have the .~

secretary schedule a.-new hearing.

" Hearing

In 1958-9 the property owners created a K1rkpatr1ck Ditch Association and at thBr$§ﬁ8tMr Kenneth
Kepler is the President. They collected their own monies and cleaned out the ditch whenever éhe ditch was in
need,

Those in attendance were: Bruce Parker, Bi11 Runner, Phillip L. Birge, Don Barker, Don Perkins and

TE]doﬁ=Hdrney.

' Jacob Taylo
A petition having been filed in the Surveyor's office, was presented to the Board. The petition
was to have a tile branch emptying into the Jacob Taylor ditch be made a part of the Jacob Taylor Legal drain.

Petition
The Board moved to refer the petition to the Surveyor for study and recommendation.

With business completed, the Board moved to adjourn.

éﬁbbert F. Fields, Chairman

7

. S

ATTEST:

/ngzﬂﬁu )? )

Gladys Ridder, Executive Secretary




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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Joﬁn Fisher
and
Tom McCully

Agreemést from - AGREEMENT

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

WITNESSETH:

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

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

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

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

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

1. The N & W agrees:

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

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

2. The Board hereby:

a. Approves the construction and drainage plans identified as
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Wm Martin
for
Gary Hitchcox

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

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

NORFOLK AND WESTERN RAILWAY CO.

/s/
Robert F. Fields, Chairman By:

/s/
William Vanderveen, Vice Chairman

/s/
Bruce Osborn, Board Member

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

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

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

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

a

Robert F. Fields, Chairmen

4?255’ 4#A4%2%:;2;;zz§é;;>1&4¢u-——

K,B?Eﬁé Osborn, Boéﬁﬂ’Member

ATTEST:

G At

Gladys Ridder, Executive Secretary



REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD JUNE 7, 1978

The regular meeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met in the Community Meeting Room in the County
Office Building at 9:30 a.m. with the followimg members present: William Vanderveen, Bruce Osborn, Robert F.
Fields, J. Frederick Hoffman, Michael Spencer, Kenneth Miller, Dan Ruth and Ethel Kersey.

The minutes of the May 3, 1978 meeting were read and approved. Minutes
Approved

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board all read a copy of the Petition to Reconstruct a portion of Branch No. 14

of the S. W. E1liott Ditch and the Waiver of Notice and Consent. The Petition and Waiver of Notice and Consent

were filed with the Surveyor and read as follows:

STATE OF INDIANA ) sBrﬁnE?#M
) ss: BEFORE THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY e iott
TIPPECANOE COUNTY ) DRAINAGE BOARD dite

IN THE MATTER OF THE )
RECONSTRUCTION OF A PORTION )
OF BRANCH NO. 14 OF THE )
S. W. ELLIOTT DITCH. )

PETITION TO RECONSTRUCT DRAIN

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

1. This Petition is filed pursuant to Section 110 of The Indiana
Drainage Code 