REGULAR MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD JANUARY 5, 1977

9:00 a.m.
;Minutes
"Election of
| Officers

'

10:00 a.m.

Joint Board

\Meeting with
. Benton Co.

Otterbein
ditch

The regular meeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met at 9:00 a.m., in the County Commissioner's
Room in the Tippecanoe County Court House on January 5, 1977 with the following members present: Bruce
Osborn, William Vanderveen, Robert L. Martin and Gladys Ridder. They then traveled to Fowler, Indiana
where they had a joint board meeting with Benton County on the Darby ditch.

The Secretary read the minutes of the December 3rd, 1976 meeting. Upon motion of Bruce Osborn and sec-
onded by William Vanderveen the Board accepted the minutes as read.

Because Section 105 of the Indiana Drainage Code states that the members of each drainage board shall
organize at the board's first meeting, and each January thereafter shall elect one chairman, one vice-
chairman, one secretary and appoint the attorney for the year, Bruce Osborn moved to nominate William
Vanderveen as the new Chairman for the year 1977. Mr. Vanderveen accepted the nomination. Bruce then
nominated Robert F. Fields as Vice-Chairman. That motion was seconded by Wm Vanderveen. Bruce moved to
re-appoint Gladys Ridder as Secretary and Fred Hoffman as Attorney. That move was also seconded by
William Vanderveen.

A1l in attendance drove to Fowler, Indiana to attend a joint Board meeting called by Benton County on the
Darby Ditch. John Barker, surveyor of Benton County conducted the meeting. The outcome of the meeting

was that Benton County would petition to have the area between the Darby ditch and Pine Creek made a part
of the legal drain. This responsibility lay with the Benton County Drainage Board. After that is
accomplished, the two Boards will hold a hearing to reconstruct the newly described Darby ditch, along
with combining the Wetherill ditch into this ditch system. At this hearing the combination will make

the ditch the Wetherill-Darby ditch.

With the work load heavy in Tippecanoe County, all present felt it necessary to hire an engineer to do
the field work on the reconstruction of the Wetherili-Darby ditch. Benton County asked the Tippecanoe
County Board if they would approach John E. Fisher, L. S. and Stewart Kline and Associates to see if
either of them would undertake the project.

Attorney Robert A. Spahr of Benton County said he would draw up the needed petition for those in the
Benton County(extension)watershed to make that a part of the legal drain and he would also make up the
resolution for the two Boards to show them in agreement to hire an engineer.

Mrs. Frances Martin and her son who live along the Otterbein open ditch appeared before the Benton County
Board to complain of the condition of that diteh and ask for help. The Tippecanoe County Board was also
interested because the Otterbein ditch is also located in their county. As many answers were needed to
their problem, it was decided to hold a joint Board meeting and discuss this at a later date.
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SPECIAL MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD JOINTLY WITH BENTON CO. DRAINAGE BOARD FEB.1, 1977

A special Joint Board meeting was called by the Benton County Drainage Board and met at the Johnston
Funeral Home in Otterbein on February 1, 1977 at 10:00 a.m., with the following members present: William
Vanderveen, Bruce Osborn, Robert t. Martin, and Gladys Ridder from Tippecanoe County and John Barker, Norman
Skoog, Wayne Anderson, and Robert Sparr from Benton County. Richard Johnston, Frank Ogles and John Knoff from
the Town Board of Otterbein also attended.

First on the agenda was to nominate a Chairman and Secretary for the Joint Board. Mr. Norman Skoog was elected
as Chairman and Gladys Ridder was elected Secretary.

As the law states a Joint Board must consist of two members from each county, and with those persons present,
this constituted a Joint Board.

Town of
Mr. John Barker explained the reason for calling this meeting and the urgency for the Board to act. Mrs. Otterbein
Frances Martin and her son, Ray, had come before the joint meeting at Fowler held on January 5th, 1977 and
asked for assistance. The Board had met on Wetherill-Darby ditch and informed Mrs. Martin that they would Ditch

set up a meeting as soon as possible to take care of her problem.

Mr. Johnston said it was believed by some that when Shoaf Coffey developed the land next to the KRS Subdivision,
he had graded in a natural drainage ditch and felt that had added to the problem. The legal drain that is an
open drain with a tile under the open drain has washed out so far that Mrs. Martin's basement is in grave
danger of caving fin. :

The question of whether the problem could be that when-the new sewer line was installed, the tile wasn't
properly reconnected. Mr. Ogles produced a profile of the new sewer Tine plans that showed the tiles, and
411 felt the engineering firm was surely aware of the need to reconnect those tiles but the surveyors:said
they would check it out. Mr. Ogles reported a manhole had been put in to handle some of the surface water
but that surface water was causing problems at the treatment plant and that semetime this year that manhole
would be closed.

Mr. Robert Sparr spelled out what he thought should be the procedure of this Board.

First, the Board needed to refer the ditch to the two surveyors for classification.

Second, when their report is ready for the Board, the Board should act.on the classification and prepare for
a meeting at their earliest convenience. Mr. Sparr put it into a resolution: Be it resolved that the Joint
Board direct the Surveyors of Benton County and Tippecanoe County to prepare and present the report on the
classification of the Otterbein ditch at the Board's next meeting.

Business closed on the Otterbein ditch.

Mr. Sparr said there was some unfinished business of the January 5th Joint meeting.
An Ex-officio member needed to be appointed to the Board as well as a surveyor. A motion was made to appoint
Norman Skoog as the Ex-officio member and Robert L. Martin as the Surveyor.

Wayne Anderson made a motion: Be it resolved that the surveyor prepare the report of classification on the continued
Wetherill~ Darby ditch for presentation at the February 28, 1977 meeting. William Vanderveen seconded that

motion. A resolution was also adopted to advertise in the Benton County Review and the Journal and Courier. Wetherill-
The Secretary said she would be responsible that the notices were sent to the two papers. Darby ditch
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SPECIAL CALLED MEETING OF THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD HELD FEB.21, 1977

A special meeting of the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board was held at 1:00 p.m., on February 21, 1977 in the
County Council Room with the following members present: William Vanderveen, Bruce Osborn, Ron Melichar, Gladys
Ridder, Kenneth A. Miller and Grady Jones. Also attending the meeting was Wally Hubbard. !

Upon receipt of the following Motion:

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

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

MOTION TQ DISMISS

The undersigned hereby withdraw the petition to vacate a portion of the ' Dismissal
Michael Layden Drain filed by them on January 24, 1977, and move the Board

to dismiss the hearings thereon presently set for March 2 and 11, 1977, M.Layden
without prejudice to the right of the Petitioners subsequently to file a

petition to reconstruct and relocate the Michael Layden Drain as an urban Branch

drain or a petition to vacate the Michael Layden Drain and substitute therefor
a private drain.

Lafayette National Bank,
Trustee of Land Trust No. 1440
Is/ n
by RogerBranigan, Jr.
/s/ Betty M. Smith
by Roger D. Branigan, Jr.

/s/ James F. Murtaugh, Joseph M. Murtaugh,
Gerald Murtaugh and Rita G. Caesar

by Roger D. Branigan, dJr.
/s/ Helen F. Kepner
by Roger D. Branigan, Jr.

/s/ The Lafayette Union Railway Company
by Roger D. Branigan, Jr.

Upon motion of Bruce Osborn, seconded by William Vanderveen, the Board moved to accept the motion to
dismiss the hearings thereon presently set for March 2 and 11, 1977.

BEFORE THE TIPPECANOE COUNTY
DRAINAGE_BOARD

STATE OF INDIANA )
) SS:
TIPPECANOE COUNTY)

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

PPN

DISMISSAL
The petition to vacate a portion of the Michael Layden Drain, filed on January 24, 1977, by
Lafayette National Bank, Trustee of Land Teust No. 1440 et al. is, upon written motion of
said petitioners, dismissed.

The secretary is directed to give notice of dismissal to each of the persons heretofore
notified of the hearings on said petition.

. st
ENTERED this February 245 1977. TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD

/s/ William Vanderveen

/s/ Bruce V. Osborn

Upon motion of Bruce Osborn to charge the expense incurred by the petition and dismissal of petition be
placed in the hands of the Petitioners through their attorney. That motion was seconded by William Van-
derveen.

Motion to adjourn was entertained by Bruce Osborn and seconded by William Vanderveen.

William Vanderveen, Chairman

(absent)

Robegs, F. Fields, Vice Chairman
%;&&w)

Bruce V. Osbdrn, Board Member
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Gladys Rifider, Executive Secretary




JOINT DRAINAGE BOARD MEETING HELD ON JANUARY 23, 1978 AT BENTON COUNTY COURT HOUSE IN FOWLER, INDIANA

The Benton County Drainage Board and the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board held a meeting on January 23, 1978
at 2:00 p.m. in the Commissioner's Room in the Benton County Court House in Fowler, Indiana. The following
members were present: Norman Skoog, David D. Baxter, Wayme F. Anderson and John Barker from Benton County
and William G. Vanderveen, Robert L. Martin, Mike Spencer and Ethel Kersey from Tippecanoe County.

The Chairman, Norman Skoog, opened the meeting by asking John Fisher, of John Fisher & Company, to report

on the progress of the Wetherill-Darby ditch. Mr. Fisher had maps and sketches of the watershed, after
explaining the maps and the amount of work already done, he explained how he figured the percentage of the
total land area in each county affected.by the drain. A1l agreed that thirty-five per cent (35%) Tippecanoe
County and sixty-five per cent (65%) Benton County was a fair percentage. Fisher was asked, if he knew:

how muchlonger it would take for him to have the work completed? His answer was: he hope by the first of
March he would be ready to have another meeting with the Joint Drainage Board, so that they could approve
the plans. After Fisher's work is approved the Joint Drainage Board can proceed with the legal procedure
according to the Indiana Drainage Code.

Norman Skoog signed the Employment Agreement, and he returned two copies to the Tippecanoe County Drainage
Board.

The Tippecanoce County Drainage Board and the Benton County Brainage Board had received a request for a
meeting of the Joint Drainage Board for the purpose of discussing the cleaning out and maintenance of the
Otterbein Ditch.

There was no one appeared for the meeting, so the Joint drainage Board could take no action. Norman Skoog
said, "he would contact the property owners who sign the request." The Secretary. to call Carolyn S. Holder,
Attorney, for the people signing the request.

With no more business the Joint Drainage Board moved to adjourn.

I, Ethel Kersey, did contact Carolyn S. Holder, and she apologized for no one appearing for the meeting but
asked that the request be pursued.

Norman Skoog, Chairman
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William G. Vanderveen, Vice Chairman

/absent/
Bruce Osborn, Board Member

David D. Baxter, Board Member

ATTEST: '2§A¢¢é;éz/ 7éZ;V4LA42,a Wayne F. Anderson, Board Member

Ethel Kersey, Secretag/ /absent/
Robert F. Fields, Board Member
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REGULAR MEETING TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
June 6, 1984

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday, June 6, 1984 at 8:30 A.M. in the Community Meeting
Room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North 3rd Street, Lafayette, Indiana for regular business
meeting.

In attendance: Bruce V. Osborn, Chairman; Eugene Moore and Sue Reser Board Members; Michael Spencer,
Surveyor; Fred Hoffman, Attorney; George Schulte, Drainage Engineer; and Maralyn D. Turner, Secretary.
Chairman, Bruce V. Osborn called the meeting to order.

Treece TREECE COMMERCIAL I

Commercial

I, Mr. Fred Hoffman, Attorney, presented agreement signed by Richard K. Treece, President of Treece Rentals
Agreement and Investments, Inc., Treece Commercial I, 1 Acre, Lot 1 Commercial Subdivision that drainage not be installed

unti] the Treece Legal Drain and the Elliott Ditch are reconstructed, Treece has agreed to such installation
of the necessary drainage facilities on said property at its expense not to exceed $1,500.00 for this lot,
when the Treece Legal Drain is reconstructed. Eugene Moore moved the agreement of Treece Commercial I, be
accepted relative to drainage and agreement be recorded, seconded by Sue Reser. Unanimously accepted.
Agreement on file.

Watkins WATKINS GLEN..
len
Patrick N. Cunningham, of Vesters Associates, representing Joe Watkins, developer, presented three
Proposal Plans for development and existing developments.

Plan I, put detention in back yard areas, a design that would handle requirements and meet Drainage
Ordinance, but would not provide any outlet for any future development. Mike Spencer, Surveyor and George
Schulte, Drainage Engineer, did not like the back yard concept. George Schulte requested that developer take
a look at providing outlet for possible future development.

Plan II, would provide a ditch to Norfolk and Western Railroad, in order to get the ditch in that area a
deeper grade and lower cut would be required rather than using the existing outlet. A letter was sent to
Norfolk and Western Railroad for an approval of this proposed plan. A letter of rejection was received back
from Norfolk and Western Railroad.

Plan III, eliminates the rear yard detention. The design doesn't provide an outlet for future develop-
ment,plan ‘isn't what the County Drainage Board nor the developer would like. Watershed covers 40.5 A,
required storage for area, 1.6 Acre foot, maximum depth 1.3' pond, pond would be very shallow.

Developer would like to get a prelimipmry approval on Plan IIT and be able to bond or come up with
Certificate of Deposit for the Construction requirements of the detention for a period of two years, later
come back to Drainage Board for final approval so Mr. Joe Watkins can proceed with development, then go back

" to Norfolk and Western Railroad with plan of lowering ditch on right of way and a proposal more attractive to
the Railroad. Dr. Steven Ash owns property along Railroad, this could be an alternative. Plan III comes

- ' a;(}g}

June 6, 1984 Drainage Board Meeting Continued

o V Watkins
atkins within drainage requirements. After much discussion, board ask the developer to nqtify landowners downstream jon
2n of plan. Amount of Certificate of Deposit will be determined when final progosal is presegted. qugne contd!
sntinued Moore moved the Board accept preliminary plans of Plan III and be approved with the following cogdltlons,r
that no more than eight houses be built until Such time as'fhe'&ﬁiiﬁagé provided by the plan is instdlléd,
drainage must:-be installed within’ two years, .in any event&tbe;g“ya‘_bé % Certifioate. of: DeposTit . Pt
aid +Fhe -amount dgreed-upon;, ‘placed with the Board to be returned to them when drainage detention basin is
installed pursant to the plans and in proper working order. Seconded by Sue Reser, unanimously accepted.
tterbein OTTERBEIN DITCH
itch X OTTERBEIN
Mr. Fred Hoffman, Attorney, had talked with Norman Skoog, Benton County Drainage Board, Chairman, DITCH

He suggested Benton County and Tippecanoe County Drainage Board appoint two

i ining to Otterbein Ditch.
pertaining to Thore

board members each, to work jointly in studying the cleaning of otterbein Ditch, no reconstruction.
is no Maintenance Fund. Michael Spencer, Surveyor gave the following figures from Records of Benton County
Circuit Court, 1931. Tippecanoe County Watershed has 1,749.56 Acres, Benton County 1,071.245 Acres, a total of
2,820.805 Acres, Tippecanoe County has- the most acreage, Michael Spencer will c@eck thg footage and report
later. Eugene Moore and Bruce V. Osborn will serve as Board Members for the Joint Drainage Board,
Tippecanoe/Benton County.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned at 9:30 A.M.

BRUCE V. OSBORN, CHAIRMAN .

e M. Roaun,

SUE RESER, BOARD MEMBER

Gogeree AWemamy

EUGENE#MOORE, BOARD MEMBER

ATTEST - W AC /W’

MARALYN D. TURNER, SECRETARY




REGULAR MEETING OF TIPPECANQE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD MEETING
July 11, 1984 o

The Tippecanoe.County Drainage Board met, Wednesday, July 11, 1984, in the Community Meeting Room in thé
Tippécanoe County Office Building, 20 North 3rd Street, Lafayette, Indiana, at 8:30 A.M.

" Those in attendance were: Bruce Osborn, Chairman, Eugene Moore and Sue Reser, Board Members, Michael
Spencer, Surveyor, George Schulte, Drainage.Engineer, and Maralyn D. Turner, Secretary.

Chairman Bruce Osborn called the meeting to order.

Ben-La-Del .
Part 7

BEN-LA-DEL ESTATES SUBDIVISION PART 7

Robert Grove, Engineer representing Howard Benker, developer requested preliminary approval of the
original drainage system in connection with Part 7, because of the required realignment of the entrance and
having to enlarge the detention facility. In 1978, the Drainage Board required a detention storage scheme
for the entire development, the developer met all requirements at that time.

Structure # 3 of the existing system is to be used to control runoff of Part 7, The original included
25 acres of Part 7 in the after-developed flow. The maximum discharge from Structure # 3 for the Original
TR-20 run was 76.25 c¢fs with water elevation of 580.92. A revised TR-20 run was made based on the actual layout
of Part 7 with the original 25 acres deleted. Maximum discharge for this revised run was 84.63 cfs with a
high water of 583.10. Therefore, the existing Structure # 3 basin would require slightly more volume to
lower discharge and high water. Main entrance from State Road 25 has been moved further east which will
require filling a portion of the existing basin, a proposal to enlarge the existing basin and use the
evacuated material from the basin for road fill.

Michael Spencer, Surveyor, and George Schulte, Drainage Engineer, pointed out that the original report
recommendation that Structure # 3 have a clay seal on slope and rip-rap to be included in final Construction

Plans and erosion control.

Board unanimously granted preliminary approval of revised Drainage Plan of Ben-La-Del Estates Part 7, this
revised plan is a change from original plan.

Chairman Bruce Osborn ask Michael if he had heard from Benton County on the Otterbein Ditch. To date no
word.

Michael reported, Hoffman Ditch survey is half way completed.

There being no further business, the meeting adjourned at 8:45 A.M.
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November 28, 1984 - Joint Drainage Board Meeting Benton County/{Tippecanoe County

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board and Benton County Drainage Board met Wednesday, November 28, 1984,
in the Commissioner's meeting room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North Third Street,Lafayette,
Indiana 47901 at 10:00 A.M. for an organizational meeting between Tippecanoe County and Benton County for the
Otterbein Ditch.

Attorney J. Fred Hoffman called the organizational meeting to order for the Joint Drainage Board. Mr.
grBErN Hoffman ask for nominations from the floor for a Chairman. Bruce V. Osborn nominated Norman L. Skoog for
CH Chairman, Eugene Moore seconded the nomination. There being nor other nominations from the floor for Chairman,
Eugene Moore moved the nominations be closed, seconded by Bruce V. Osborn. Motion carried.

Norman L. Skoog Chairman ask for #olunteer to be Vice~Chairman. Bruce V. Oshorn was appointed Vice-Chair-—
man. Norman L. Skoog recommended that his Drainage Board Secretary be appointed Executive Secretary,Linda
Ford, Benton County Secretary was appointed.

By statue Michael J. Spencer, Tippecanoe County Surveyor was appointed surveyor since Tippecanoce County
has the most footage and acreage.

J. Fred Hoffman was selected attorney for the Otterbein Ditch.

A petition has been presented requesting action be taken on the ditch. The ditch has been reviewed.
Michael J. Spencer stated that the ditch is already a legal drain. Board has original specifications of 1931.
The surveyor needs to write up a report. Michael J. Spencer ask if the petition had 10% of the acreage.
Question: Was the petition for reconstruction or clean out? After much discussion, attorney J. Fred Hoffman
advised the board to have an official meeting after the surveyor gets his report written. Discussion of who.
notices would go to for the Town of Otterbein. Mr. Hoffman suggested the board use the assessment list.

Bruce V. Osborn moved the Special Joint Board Organizational meeting for the Otterbein Ditch be adjourned.
Seconded by Eugene Moore, carried.

DARBY /WETHERHILL DITCH

BY
HERHILL A meeting was called to order to discuss the maintenance problems of Darby/Wetherhill Ditch. Benton
CcH County stated their General Drain fund will be depleted if something isn't done, they are two (2) years behind

now. Mr. Hoffman, attorney suggested have another maintenance hearing to raise the Maintenance fee. After
much discussion Bruce V. Osborn moved that notices be sent to property owners to ralse maintenance fee from
$1.50 to §4.00 for Darby/Wetherhill Ditch. Seconded by Gary Gutheridge. Unanimously carried.

Benton County Drainage Board will send notices the week of December 3, 1984. Publication will be in
newspaper December 6, 1984. Joint Board meeting will be held Tuesday, January 8, 1985, at 10:00 A.M. in the
Tippecanoe County Office Building Community meeting room, 20 North Third Street,Lafayette, Indiana 47901 for the
Darby/Wetherhill Ditch. Norman Skoog ask to have an informal meeting for the Otterbein Ditch the same day.

There being no further business, Bruce V. Osborn moved the meeting be adjourned. Seconded by Eugene
Moore. Carred. :

Those in attendance for the Joint Board meeting were: Linda Ford, Benton County- Drainage Secretary,
Norman L. Skoog, Benton County Commissioner, Paul R. Helterbran, Benton County Surveyor, Bruce V. Osborn and
Fugene Moore, Tippecanoe County Commissiocenrs, Maralyn D. Turner, Tipppecanoce County Drainage Board Secretary,
Michael J. Spencer, Tippecanoe County Surveyor, J. Fredrick Hoffman, Attorney, Gary A. Gutheridge, Benton
County Commissioner, and Sue Scholer, Elected Tippecanoe County Commissioner.

/& .%waaw
NORMAN L. SKOOG, CHAYRMAN BRUCE V. OSBORN, VICE-CHAIRMAN ATTEST :

MARALYN D. YURNER JACTING EXECUTIVE
SECRETARY .
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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 47901l.

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

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 1s 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 IT. Condition was creating a legal drain. There are some difficulties with this, as
these people are not going to create a 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 thoughl 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 1is 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 bottm,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 ge?b
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.

PARK EAST

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
gystem 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,



269

it allows to take approximatley 20 acres of area which would be going into the Treece
meadows 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 twoc 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 I-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 redug 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, Treecds 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 problenm. There is 20 acre feet of
storage and an outlet of 42" maximumflow of 60 cfs. Basically there are 520 acres of all
three discharges there would be approximately 220 cfs, .46cfs per acre. This is Jjust a
Conceptial plan, they haven't gone through any computer program that show any different
rates. They are Jjust 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 culdesacs 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 whole project. They will have to outlet to Park East system,
but would be held to the requirements 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 aregof Caterpillar and side
ditches. Michael Jjust 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 doesntt 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 hocock 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 thinkg 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? Coes 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 thatz 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 :the area is developed above.

Don McLaughlin a partner in Park East stated that BArea 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 firsﬂﬁhen 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 endineer jpyolved 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, d scussion was
on temporary construction drainage, basically drainage will not be changed on the site
from current drainage 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 surrounding 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.

SIA



Mr. Long was open for question.
Bruce V. Osborn ask if the drainage plans were for just site work? Yes, this is Jjust

earth moving, no building. Only involves the roads surrounding it. There will be parking
area during site building. ROAW 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 st like it has. Instead of having the 50' square hole they will have four
good sized one. Bruce ask 1f 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 gquick. 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 1liability responsiblity, seconded by Sue W. Scholer,
unanimous approval was given.

OTTERBEINQTTERBEIN DITCH

DITCH

KIRKPAT
RICK
OPEN
DITCH

BRITT
DRAIN

ELLIOTT
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.

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
district}, they are having trouble getting funds in, however, they have $9,000.00 plus in a
fund. Mr. Hoffman ask if it was a voluntary thing or established under Section 132
Michael stated that it is a volntary. 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 want to form a Joint board. Mr. Hoffman
stated Montgomery 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 process of taking bids to get work completed that needs to be done toward maintenance.

S.W. ELLIOTT DITCH

Michael Spencer submitted a Draft 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 1Indiana Employer Development
Commission requesting a letter letter be written to the Lt.Governor 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 £f£ind
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 I-65. They have been talking with RQAW in regards to the Interchange. Problems they
are having, any ditch work they have to do along I-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 are 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 second- handed that it is
over capacity;s;therefore, whats done here will affect highway improvements. They are
trying to get an urban design cross section on State RA 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
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affect the county? VYes. 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? Micha&i 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
13this 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,
1987, 120 days. Mr. Hoffman felt that the study should be environmental impact all the
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 1, 1987, seconded by Eugene R. Moore, unanimous approval.

There being no further business the meeting adjourned at 10:35 A.M.

— -
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ATTEST: M/&%

Maralyn D/ Turner
Executive Secretary




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
I1I, 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, representing Bullock Builders owner asked for final drainage
approval, location of propert is south on Highway 231, south of the bowling alley consisting
of 1 acre. Developer is building two garages that will be and office and the other

a display for sales. Michael pointed out that this area has a problem of having a

positive outlet. Mr. Grove's presentation of drainage control structure is on file.



423

BULLOCK BUILDERS CONTINUES-FEBRUARY 35 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 tol& Russ Nelson Montgomery County surveyor that they had more
acreage and that they should set on the boardq 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 reflect that the Elliott Ditch Task Force Special meeting
was held January 21, 1988. The board wanted the minutes to state that the Study Booklet
ig 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 $8ﬂOO0.00 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 guestion 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..
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Sue W. Scholer,, Boafdmembers

. i
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Not Present Maralyn D. TurnerﬂExecutive Secretary

Eugene R. Moore, Boardmember
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Otterbein Ditch-February 3, 1988

TIPPECANOCE 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 Tippecance 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
Commissioner, 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 Joint: 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 unanimously elected
Chairman of the Jjoint 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? His answer is the
legal description of the leggll drain is all that he has.

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 any one 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.

N rS

Sue W. Scholer, Chairman Eugene R. Moore,Tippecanoe County
Boardmember
Steve Conner,Benton County Boardmember Don Clutquenton County Boardmember

Maralyn D¢ Turner, Secretary
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
REGULAR MEETING, WEBDNESDAY, April 4, 1990

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday, April 4, 1990 in the meeting room of
the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North Third Stveet, Lafayette, Indiana.

sue W. Scholer, Chairman called the meeting to order at 9:00 A.M. with the following
being present: Eugene R. Moore and Bruce Y. Osborn, 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.

STOP & RUSH CONVENIENGE
Pat Cunningham was not present for any presentation.

Michael Spencer asked Mr. Hoffman if he had anything in regards to the easement. Mr.
Hoffman stated he had given Mr. Cunningham the papers for easements last week. Michael
stated he had not heard anything from Pat Cunningham in regards to the revised plan as
far as the storage volume. This was tabled until Michael hears from Mr. Cunningbam.

WESTON WOODS

Michael Spencer stated he had received a phone call this morning asking to withdraw from
todays agenda. Michael had met with Mr. Couts and reguested several things to be done
before presentation to the Board.

QUAIL RIDGE SUBDIVISION

Michael stated they had come before the Board late last year, Michael had asked them to
get together with the Homeowners Association for Quail Ridge to approve the encroachment
and the Lot owner whose lot this happen to be on. This has been accomplished as an
Encroachment agreement has been received for a structure located on Lot 41.

Mr . Hoffman has veviewed the agreement and he agrees with it, the only guestion he had
was that the encroachment was not too great. Michael stated the tile is not under the
structure; therefore it is acceptable.

Bruce V. Osborn moved to accept the Buail Ridge Encroachment agreement as submitted,
seconded by Eugene R. Moore, unanimous approval.

DRAINAGE ORDINANCE

Michael stated at last meeting it was discussed about notifying downstream land owners
of developments upstream that may be effected by the drainage flows. Mr, Hoffman has
written up a section that can be included and added as subsection (t) to Section 14 of
the Drainage Ordinance.

It would require a written notice to the downstream property owner by the developer of
the water flow and change in the watershed, and how it may effect the drainage on their
property, also invite them to the Drainage Board meeting when the development is going
to be heard. This doesn’t mean the developer has to meet with all the property ouwners,
but just make those people aware of the change in the watershed area. Suggested
Addition reads:

"Where the outfall from the Storm Water Drainage System of any Developer flows through
real estate ocwned by others then the Developer prior to reaching a regulated drain or
natural waterway, no approval shall be granted for such Storm Water Drainage System
until all owners of real estate crossed by such outfall, either consent in writing to
such use of their real estate or are notified of such proposal at least five (5) days
prior to, and the time and place of, a hearing thereon personally or by certified mail
at least five (5) days prior to the hearing thereon and proof of such notice to each
landowner is filed with the Drainage Board prior to such hearing.

Where the Drainage Board deems it appropriate, it may require the Developer to obtain
easements from the owners of real estate crossed by such ocutfall permitting such use of
their real estate."

Bruce Osborn stated he was getting technical and asked how is the proposed developer to
contact the downstream? Mr. Hoffman stated with their consent in writing or give them a
written notice by Certified letter, and bring proof of affidavit.

Discussion - Notification and wording to be added after hearing paragraph 1. The wording
to be added-which proof shall be by affidavit.

Fugene R. Moore moved to accept the Ordinance to be added as subsection (t) to Section
14 of the Drainage Ordinance with Mr. Hoffmans correction to paragraph I, seconded by
Bruce V. Osborn, unanimous approval.

C. R. 350 SOUTH

Stewart W. Kline of Stewart Kline and Associates, Inc. presented Conceptual Drainage
Plan for C.R. 350 South.

Mr . Kline stated they had been asked by the Highway Engineer’s 0Office and the County
Surveyor to prepare a "Conceptual Drainage Plan” for the entire C.R. 350 South project.
Area is from US 231 to US 52.

Highway Engineer Steve Murray assisted with presentation.
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C.R.350 South Continued

The are concentrating on the first Phase at this time which is coming up for right-of-
way acquisition.

Mr. Kline presented drawings of Phase 1 Part 1, Phase I Part II, and Phase I1I would be
tributary drainage areas delineated. He pointed out the right of ways and the major
pipe structures that they plan along the voad and the off site coming into the pipes.
They will be reconstructing the J N Kirkpatrick ditch from old C. R. 50 approximately
2,000 feet of reconstruction of ditch installation and new pipe culvert structure under
new 350 South.

Phase I Part II will have two major off site drainage systems, the first being at the
Valley Forge development as they are going to develop a drainage system and upgrade the
J N Kirkpatrick they are directed to use that as an ocutlet path. The other would be to
construct a new drainage system down to the existing J N Kirkpatrick ditch. They will
be getting acauisitions from property owners Daugherty farms and Dexter property. The
area is between 18th Street and Concord.

Michael stated that the road is so low in that area and it made sense to go south with
it instead of making the side ditches sao deep, it is in the same watershed area it Just
gets there in a different way.

Mr. Kline stated that they would also be going down 9th and 18th Street. aAll this is
overland flow.

tugene Moore asked if they can drain 350 and Concord Road corner? Discussion.
Structure 10

Bruce V. Osborn asked if that was going to be an easement?

Mr. Kline stated being a Federal Aid acquisition the roadway right of way is set up to
be a simple acguisition, the ditch will probably be a drainage easement acquisition.

Mr . Osborn asked who is going to maintain it? Answer-The County. County will have a
legal drain. Steve Murray Highway Engineer stated this would be the best way otherwise
the Highway Department would have to maintain it. It is necessary to provide drainage
for the road therefore they would be allowed to by statue to work on it off the right of
way . Discussion.

Mr. Kline stated that 75% of the water that is in the system is off site water.

Mr . Murray stated the section across U S 52 to Highway 38 is flat and there isn’t any
adeguate size legal drains in the area with no place to take the water. A good
alternative that they have is to do some off site ditching work to get over to the
railroad tracks and Elliott ditch.

Discussion.

Mr . Kline continued presentation.

Michael Spencer asked what the red and yellow areas were at the corner of 9th Street and
350 South? Answer-they are break points. Michael asked if all the water would come to
the right of way to that area with the new Subdivision coming in? Answer-Mr. Kline is
assuming at this time they will push it in the same direction as they are now, if they
would develop and pull it back it would cause a problem, this would cause the control
structure to become meaningless as there is nothing going to it, you lose the overflow
so you don’t have the flow to create storage. The thought was to catch it where they
can to make it simple, there are a couple of excepticns explanation continued.

Single point storage is; they are looking at reconstructed section of J N Kirkpatrick
ditch, they will rebuild and deepen it allow the use of box culvert and better flow
condition. The Federal Highway has already given their approval it is in the hands of
the Department of Natural Resources. It is cost effective to reconstruct this section
of ditch deepening it rather than building a 100 foot long bridge structure with only 3
feet of depth.

There will be a drop structure at old C R 50 - Station 72 (this is the start of the new
ditch) running down to Station 8% about 1,000 feet to ancther drop structure. They are
wanting to pick up the existing tile and bring it into the ditch vunning on a 50% fall
trying to keep the velocities manageable. At this time they do not have soil test
complete to know what kind of share values to use. The existing channel is way too
steep and very erosive.

Explanation of the box structure continued.

Bruce V. Osborn asked if right of way to be obtained how wide will it be? Stewve Murray
stated it varies from spot to spot depending on how deep of cut you have to put in to
get the ditches through. Thinking 40’ half width, total 120°.

Concord-52, that is an existing 40’ or 80°'. The actual pavement section will be more
like the 200 South Phase 1.

This Conceptual presentation is on file. Steve stated this being Conceptual at this
point they will generate the necessary numbers etc. and submit back to the Board,
Michael has been involved as they hawve worked on the it conceptually soc that everybody’s
view point is in it and it appears to be the best way to come up with final submission
to the Drainage Board.

Michael stated he is comfortable with the Conceptual Plan.

OTTERBEIN/MCFARLAND



1
7

§ ;—;‘is" i
OTTERBEIN/MCFARLAND DITCH CONTINUED

Melvin J. Hasser a property owner at US 52 and 800 West (Shelby Township). The

Ottevrbein and McFarland ditch crosses his property and Jjoin inside his boundaries. He

asked who he should contact in regards to putting a culvert across the Otterbein ditch

so he could drive from one side of his property to the other with out going down the

highway and 800 West. Michael stated he would talk with him after the meeting.

CONTRACT- ATTORNEY CONTRACT
ATTORNEY

Mr . Hoffman presented a proposed contract agreement with "The Bpard". Basic annual

salary shall be ($5,000.00) due and payable by the County in monthly proration on proper

claims and allowances.

Bruce V. Osborn moved to accept the contract for the Drainage Board Attorney and the

Tippecange County Drainage Board, seconded by Eugene R. Moore, unanimous approval.

ENGINEERING BUDGET ENGCINEERING
BUDGET

Michael stated that the Board needs to go before the Council to ask for additional
appropriation for the Engineering budget as the Board only has $79.446 as a balance. The
Board had reguested $10,000.00 at Budget time, but the Council only allowed $8,000.00.
Michael suggested $8,000.00 additional appropriation be asked for. Bruce V. Osborn
moved to have the Chairman of the Board present the proper forms to ask for additional
appropriation for the Consulting Engineer fee, seconded by Eugene R. Moore, unanimous
approval .

There being no further business to come before the Board. Eugene R. Moore moved to
adjourn, seconded by Bruce V. Osbhorn. The meeting adjourned at 9:45 A.M.

Sue W. Scholer, Chairman

Eugene R. Moore, Boar

Eopme éﬁ%””‘j seseon, Tl D L umer

,;f}' o ffafﬂ Maralyn D. Turner, Executive Secretary
[ffj’?hﬁ"j D)‘.’::,pﬂgfyuﬂ" G’f; £
]

Bfuce V. Osborn, Board Member
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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 iIf 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 11
Mr. Spencer indicated that review of Weston Woods Il 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. Seconded by
Commissioner Gentry. Unanimously approved.

DRAINAGE BOARD MINUTES REGULAR MEETING JUNE 2, 1993



TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
REGULAR MEETING
SEPTEMBER 8, 1993

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday September 8, 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, and Hubert D. Yount, Tippecanoe County Surveyor Michael J. Spencer,
Drainage Board Attorney J. Frederick Hoffman, Christopher Burke Engineering
Consultant Jon Stolz, and Drainage Board Secretary Shelli Hoffine.

The first item on the agenda was to approve the minutes from the last Drainage
Board Meeting held August 4, 1993. Commissioner Gentry moved to approve the
minutes. Seconded by Commissioner Yount. Unanimously approved.

WESTON WOODS SUBDIVISION 11

Paul Couts from C & S Engineering asked for final approval of Weston Woods I1
Subdivision. Mr. Couts explained the only change that has been made since the
preliminary plan was minimizing the rear yard storage, increasing size of pipe,
and increasing the bottom slope of the ponds.

Mr. Hoffman asked how may ponds are there?
Mr. Couts said the plan is for five ponds.

Mr. Couts stated that the only condition is the verification that the diversion
pipe between the Treece Meadows relief drain and the Burberry Phase 111 pond
meet the requirements of the ordinance as previously discussed with CBBEL. Mr.
Couts would like not to put the pipe in the construction plans of Weston Woods
Phase 1l1. Instead draw up a separate set of construction plans and put the pond
as part of Burberry Place Phase I11.

Commissioner Gentry asked what the schedule is on Burberry Place Phase 111 and
the schedule of Weston Woods 117

Mr. Long said construction is planned to start in 1994.

Mr. Couts stated that Weston Woods Il section 11l is scheduled to start moving
dirt this fall and finishing utilities by the spring of 1994, section 1V is
scheduled for the fall of 1994.

Commissioner Yount moved to approve final plans for Weston Woods Il subject to a
letter concerning Burberry Place Phase 11l that states there will be a pond
constructed and a pipe installed. Seconded by Commissioner Gentry. Unanimously
approved.

ABBINGTON FARMS SUBDIVISION

George Schulte and Dan Lee asked for final approval of Abbington Farms
Subdivision. Joseph Bumbleburg represents Abbington Farms Subdivision and
request any copies of material that relates to Abbington Farms Subdivision.

Mr. Schulte explained that Mr. Stolz memorandum stated that no proposed grading
plan had been provided. The normal process for final drainage plan is to get
approval for the curb inlets location, detention storage locations etc. Then



the next step is to get into the final design and prepare the construction plan,
normally the grading plan is submitted with construction plans. Mr. Schulte
submitted a plan profile for the streets but not for the grading mainly because
there is not going to be any grading do to the septic system.

The watershed map based on the proposed grading plan shows the project is a self
contained project and the offsite drainage has been indicated. This has been
considered with the design of the culvert system to drain the offsite watershed.
The erosion control plan will be provided with the final construction plan.

The drainage easement and legal drain boundaries again will be provided with the
final construction plan.

IT details on the proposed detention pond outlet pipes, road crossing, inlets,
emergency spillways, outfalls and other drainage appurtenances would be a set of
construction plans. Mr. Schulte stated that they are not asking for
construction plan approval, just drainage plan.

Mr. Stolz indicated an example of what needs to be submitted before final
approval can be granted, the detention pond"s flow appears to flow in the right
direction, but without having more information. It may also appear that with a
100 year storm event there would be flow over the emergency overflow spillway.

Mr. Schulte stated that all the information is in the report that Mr. Stolz is
asking, but is not shown on the drawing.

Mr. Spencer stated that normally for final approval the Board has a better
understanding of what is going in the ground.

Mr. Bumbleburg felt that if the final drainage plans get too detailed, that
would restrict the Surveyor from making changes to the final construction plan.

Commissioner Gentry moved to continue final approval on Abbington Farms
Subdivision until Monday, September 13, 1993 at 10:00 a.m. in a Special Drainage
Board Meeting held in the Community Meeting Room. Seconded by Commissioner
Yount. Unanimously approved.

THE RAVINES PLANNED DEVELOPMENT

Paul Couts, C & S Engineering, asked for preliminary approval of The Ravines
Planned Development. The section discussed includes six holes of an eighteen
hole golf course and twenty two residential lots located off division road in
Shelby Township. The proposal is to use the natural waterway and create three
permaneat storm water detention areas, then outlet the ponds to the ravine using
a twelve inch pipe. The runoff for the pre-developed conditions is much higher
than what the runoff will be post-developed because the runoff will be contained
in the ponds.

Mr. Spencer read the requirements from the memorandum sent to Mr. Spencer from
Jon Stolz P.E. CBBEL, it states what needs to be provided for final approval.

1. Additional information regarding the grading of the site should be
provided. The grading within the proposed golf course area as it transitions
into the residential development is unclear. Also, grading around the proposed
detention facilities was not provided with this submittal. The grading around
lots 1 thru 6 and along County Road 875 West is also unclear.

2. The performance of the outlet structure for detention ponds 2 and 3
should be clarified. Pond 1, located in the northeast corner, appears to
adequately drain via a 12 inch outfall. However, ponds 2 and 3 will apparently



discharge via natural overland flow paths which have not been clearly indicated
on the plans. It also appears that the ponds will dewater by means of
percolation. the discharge from ponds 2 and 3 should be clarified as well as
the means of maintaining a normal pool elevation of 672.0 and 670.0 feet,
respectively. Also, the background information used to derive the stage-
discharge relationship of all ponds will be necessary.

3. It appears that a drainage easement should be provided around
detention pond 1. Currently, the easement appears to traverse through the pond.

4. The outlet pipe from Pond 1 includes pipes G and H which are each 465
feet in length. Structures will be required at a maximum of 400 feet between
pipes per the Ordinance.

5. Verification of contributing drainage areas into the streets drains
analyzed by the ILUDRAIN model should be provided.

6. The proposed drainage plan does appear to restrict 100-year developed
flow to that of the 10-year existing flows or less. However, the detention
storage calculations analyzed only one storm duration, ie. the 24-hour storm. A
series of storm durations up to and including the 24-hour duration, must be used
to determine the duration which gives the highest storage volume and determines
the appropriate allowable release rate.

Commissioner Gentry moved to grant preliminary approval of The Ravines Planned
Development with the six condition that Mr. Spencer read. Seconded by
Commissioner Yount. Unanimously approved.

STRATFORD GLEN SUBDIVISION

Dale Koons, representing Bill Davis of Hawkins Environmental, asked for
preliminary approval of Stratford Glen Subdivision located off of County Road
500 South along the west side of US231 in Wea Township. There are 29.1 acres of
land that have been parcelled into 83 lots and will include the installation of
utilities, street pavement and final grading. The runoff flows west along the
south property line of Stratford Glen and a detention pond is planned at the
north side of the north property line of Stratford Glen. The pond will be
constructed by constructing a dam across a natural swale and retain the runoff
of the 83 lots in Stratford Glen, the existing Mayflower Mill, Sheffield
Subdivision and 36.5 acres of undeveloped agricultural area south of Stratford
Glen.

Commissioner Yount read a memorandum sent to Mr. Spencer from Jon Stolz, P_.E. -
CBBEL, Indianapolis, dated September 7, 1993.

(start quote)
September 7, 1993

MEMORANDUM

TO: Mr. Mike Spencer - Tippecanoe County Surveyor
FROM: Jon Stolz, P.E. - CBBEL, Indianapolis
SUBJECT: Stratford Glen Subdivision

(CBBEL Project No. 93STRAT)

RECOMMENDATION: Final Approval with Conditions



The Storm drainage plan for Stratford Glen is closely associated with the
previously approved Mayflower Mill subdivision drainage plan. Mayflower Mill is
located east of existing U.S. 231 and drains to the west under the highway. The
runoff then flows west along the south property line of Stratford Glen before
flowing to the north along the west property line of Stratford Glen.

After development, Stratford glen will discharge to this ditch as well.
Detention will be provided northwest of the site, by constructing a dam across a
natural swale. This pond will receive runoff from Stratford Glen, the existing
Mayflower Mill and Cheffed subdivisions, and 36.5 acre undeveloped agricultural
area south of Stratford Glen.

After review of the information and supporting data listed below, CBBEL offers
the following comments.

1. The allowable release rate has been determined by looking at the
difference between the 10-year pre-developed discharge for the Stratford Glen
site (19.4 cfs), and the 100-year post-developed discharge (35.5 cfs). The
applicant feels that if the reduction in the peak 100-year discharge is 16.1 cfs
or greater due to the routing of the pond, the Ordinance will be satisfied. The
applicant has shown that in the post-developed, 100-year condition, the peak
runoff entering the basin will be approximately 108 cfs. The discharge from the
pond, after routing, will be 72 cfs, a reduction of 36 cfs. It appears that the
applicant has fulfilled the requirements for detention at this site.

2. The applicant has provided a watershed map for areas Cl1 through C4.
This map indicates that area C3 is 31.9 acres. However, all other documentation
indicates that the area is 21.6 acres. Rough scaling of the watershed map
indicates that the area is actually closer to 21.6 acres.

3. The applicant has provided a schematic (Exhibit 5) of the TR-20 runs
for this project. According to the schematic, area Cl is 32.4 acres. All other
documentation (including the drainage area in square miles used in the analysis)
indicates that the area is 36.5 acres.

4. The proposed detention pond is a dry bottom facility that will pond
water to a maximums depth of 5.2 feet in the 100-year event. The applicant has
requested a variance from the ordinance in order to allow ponding deeper than
the maximum of 4 feet.

5. The proposed detention pond will utilize an earthen embankment to
contain stormwater runoff. The submitted material from the applicant did not
include specifications for the stability and compaction of the proposed
embankment. The specifications should be presented to the County for review.

This review was based on the following information:

1. Report entitled "Drainage Report for Stratford Glen Subdivision™, with on-
site and off-site drainage area maps included as attachments A and B, dated
August 4, 1993 and prepared by Civil Engineering Services, Inc.

2. Site Development Plans for Stratford Glen Subdivision, dated June, 1993 and
prepared by Hawkins Environmental.

3. Revised sheets 3, 23 and 24 of the above listed reference, dated June, 1993,
no revision dates, prepared by Hawkins Environmental.



4. Erosion Control Plan, dated April, 1993, prepared by Hawkins Environmental.

5. Erosion Control Plan, Phase 2, dated July, 1993, prepared by Hawkins
Environmental.

Based upon this review, CBBEL recommends final approval of the storm drainage
plan with the following conditions:

1. The applicant must clarify the outlet pipe to be used for the detention
pond. The plans indicate a 36" diameter CMP, while the calculations using a 42"
diameter CMP.

2. The applicant has analyzed the adequacy of the collector channel along the

south and west property lines by using a HEC-2 hydraulic model. The applicant

should provide plots of the cross-sections and an exhibit showing the locations
of the modeled cross-section.

3. It appears that he proposed detention pond will be constructed on off-site
property. The applicant should provide documentation or agreements allowing for
this construction.

4. The applicant has provided a detailed erosion control plan. However, it
appears that the applicant should revise the plans to show the following:

a. Additional erosion control should be provided around the topsoil
stockpile area to reduce the potential for sedimentation in the adjoining areas.

b. Erosion control measures, such as an erosion control blanket, should be
clearly indicated for the 3:1 embankments of the proposed detention pond dam.

5. A review of the pipe-sizing computations revealed several apparent errors in
either the analysis or the plans. There are discrepancies between the
calculations and the plans for the following:

a. The invert elevation of the pipe leaving structure G-9,3.

b. The inverts for structure F-2 and the endsection for Line F, and the
diameter and length of the pipe between structure F-2 and the endsection.

c. The invert elevations for structures L-4,3 and L-4,4.
d. The length of pipe between structures L-4 and L-5.

e. The rim and invert elevations for structure G-6,2 are not provided on
profile "G6".

No error or omission in either the plans, calculations or applications (whether
said plans, calculations or applications have been reviewed by the review
engineer or not) shall permit or release the applicant and designer from
constructing this work in any other manner than that provided for in the County
Ordinance.

JDS/DWE/de
MO93STRAT .REV
(end quote)



Commissioner Yount moved to approve the final plans of Stratford Glen
Subdivision subject to the five conditions read into the minutes. Seconded by
Commissioner Gentry. Unanimously approved.

APPOINTMENT OF JOINT DRAINAGE BOARD MEMBERS

Mr. Spencer asked the Board to appoint two members of the Tippecanoe County
Drainage Board to a Joint Drainage Board with Benton County for the discussion
of the Frances E. Martin Drain. The Martin drain is a branch of the H.W. Moore
Lateral that drains into the Otterbein Ditch.

Mr. Hoffman asked if the Frances E. Martin drain is a legal drain.

Mr. Spencer said that according to Jack Steele, Benton County Surveyor, the
Frances E. Martin drain is a legal drain.

Commissioner Haan stated that he has personal involvement in this situation, so
he appointed Commissioner Gentry and Commissioner Yount to serve on the Frances
E. Martin Joint Drainage Board.

Mr. Spencer mentioned that there has been a meeting set up for September 22,
1993 at 7:00 p.m. in Pierce Hall, Otterbein Indiana.

OTHER BUSINESS

Mr. Spencer introduced Michelle Abrems, 4329 Hillside Court, lot 80 in Prairie
Oaks Subdivision and Andy Vanburan, 22 Hillside Court, lot 88 in Prairie Oaks
Subdivision. Mrs. Abrems and Mr. Vanburan expressed concern to Mr. Spencer
about a drainage problem in Prairie Oaks and they wanted to address the Board
about the problem. The initial problem with the Subdivision was Hillside Court
drained to the south and then did not have any place to go because there was not
a pipe under the road to make a release area.

Commissioner Gentry asked if the roads are County maintained?

Mr. Spencer said that Prairie Builders obtained a permit from the County Highway
Department to cut through the road to put a pipe in. That would help the
problem of drainage and it also indicates that the roads are maintained by the
County.

Mr. Spencer stated Prairie Builders were going to regrade in the right of way
and then go North along lot 80 on Hillside Court, then west between lot 80 and
89, the regrading would end heading northwest to lot 92. Mr. Vanburan®s concern
is with lot 92, it is a low lot that is owned by Mr. Dave Lux. It is a ponded
area and the only way the water disappears is when it eventually percolates into
the ground. Prairie Builders submitted a modification to Prairie Oaks drainage
and it was approved by Mr. Spencer with two conditions, one being Prairie
Builders obtain a permit to work in the right of way and second being they have
to do the modifications within the existing drainage easement that are platted
for this subdivision. Mr. Schrader had told Mr. Spencer that Prairie Builders
will not comply with the modifications to Prairie Oaks.

Commissioner Yount asked what control The Board has over this situation?



Mr. Hoffman stated that The Board does not have much control, however if it is
effecting the streets the County Commissioners would have control over the
streets, otherwise it is up to the effected landowners to take action.

Mrs. Abrems stated that Prairie Builders are working in the easement without
permits and she felt that would get The Board involved.

Mr. Spencer replied that The Board can require Prairie Builders to submit a plan
on what they propose to do and that is what the modifications are, but Prairie
Builders refused to follow the plan.

Mrs. Abrems explained that Prairie Builders is working outside the drainage
easement on the corner of their lot. |If Prairie Builders is going to take that
part of their lot they want to be compensated.

Commissioner Gentry moved to continue discussion of Prairie Oaks Subdivision
until Tuesday, September 14 at 4:00 p.m. in a Special Commissioners Meeting held
in the Community Meeting Room. Seconded by Commissioner Yount. Unanimously
approved.

Being no further business Commissioner Gentry moved to adjourn. Seconded by
Commissioner Yount. Unanimously approved.

DRAINAGE BOARD MINUTES  SEPTEMBER 8, 1993 REGULAR MEETING



TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
REGULAR MEETING
May 7, 1997

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday May 7, 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 Ruth Shedd, Tippecanoe County
Surveyor Michael J. Spencer, Tippecanoe County Drainage Board Attorney Cy Gerde, Engineering
Consultant David Eichelberger, and Drainage Board Secretary Shelli Muller.

The first item on the agenda was to approve the minutes from the last meeting held April 2, 1997.
Commissioner Shedd moved to approve the minutes, seconded by Commissioner Hudson, motion
carried.

2. WEA-TON DRAIN EXTENSION

Pat Sheehan, Schneider Engineering, representing The Sterling Group asked for conditional approval of
the Wea-Ton drain extension located along County Road 250 South just east of Old Romney Road the
extension will go from Old Romney Road east to U.S. 231 right-of-way ending close to County Road
50 East.

Mr. Sheehan explained the reason for the extension is to provide a positive outlet for the proposed
Coppergate Subdivision. A 42 inch pipe will be installed from Old Romney Road east along the
County Road 250 South right-of-way. Then from U.S. 231 North to the Coppergate Subdivision an
open channel will be constructed.

Dale Lehnig, Assistant City Engineer, stated she reviewed the Wea-Ton drain extension and provided a
memorandum of items which do not comply with the City of Lafayette drainage ordinance.

Ms. Lehnig added the grated box end section be positioned to face the flow line of the open ditch along
U.S. 231.

Mr. Spencer asked about the 100 year storm event vs the 10 year storm event.

Mr. Sheehan explained the Wea-Ton drain project was modeled using the TR-20 program, and was
modeled to start out with the 10 year flow to size the pipes for the extension east of Old Romney Road
to U.S. 231 and the open portion on to Coppergate. After that was completed the 100 year flow was
ran to determine how the proposed pipe system would react. The ditch area west of the site going to
the grated box end section at U.S. 231 would convey the 100 year flow. At the grated box end section
that flow for the 100 year flow would be conveyed under U.S. 231 after some adjustments to the pipes
because the pipes were sized for a 10 year flow. The 100 year flow will continue down the storm
sewer system and the emergency routing on the west side of U.S. 231 would continue to just south of
250 South through an existing drainage path and into the Triple J Subdivision storm sewer system.

Mr. Spencer asked about the subsurface drain proposed along the open channel.

Mr. Sheehan stated originally proposed was a subsurface drain in the area located east of U.S. 231, after
the review from Christopher Burke Engineering, the plan has been revised to have a paved gutter to
create a better flow.

Mr. Spencer asked about the easements for the land that is not directly owned by the developer of
Coppergate Subdivision.
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Sheehan replied the easements are being worked on by Kent Heckman, The Sterling Group.

Heckman stated easement across the southern part of the site which goes from U.S. 231 to Coppergate
Subdivision is Mary Wastl property, final easement agreements are being prepared and could be
secured within the next 8 to 10 days.

Spencer asked who owns the property between Wastl and U.S. 231., along the right-of-way.

. Sheehan stated that is within a right-of-way and easement that is located for an existing sanitary sewer

system. Kurt Beech with the City of Lafayette verified the easement.
Spencer asked about the maintenance of the proposed extension?

Heckman stated along with the easements a maintenance agreement has been drafted which states the
Sterling Group and the Wastls equally maintain the drain. There is also the possibility of the drain
becoming a County regulated drain.

Eichelberger stated Schneider has re-submitted plans after they received the review memo from April
24" therefore many of the comments may have already been addressed.

Sheehan asked for conceptual approval of Wea-Ton Drain Extension subject to the items discussed in
Christopher Burke Engineering review memo.

Gerde asked if the watershed for the drain is larger than the two properties that are involved, if so, than
the other properties will be benefiting from the drain, but not contributing to it until it is a regulated
drain.

Spencer agreed other property owners will benefit, and that is one of the condition in the review
memo.

Lehnig brought up the question if someone wants to tie into the drain, will they have to receive
approval from the County and/or City?

Spencer stated at this time the drain is considered a private drain. When the drain becomes a County
regulated drain then approval would have to be obtained from the County.

Heckman stated the time frame scheduled six months ago was to start getting building permits for the
30" of May. Mr. Heckman asked the Board for approval subject to the items in the review memo.

Gerde stated part of the easement for the drain is located within the road right-of-way for County Road
250 South.

Gerde suggested conducting a special meeting giving the county time to review the most recent
submittal from Schneider.

Commissioner Hudson suggested the date of May 21, 1997 at 9:00 a.m. Commissioner Shedd, Mr.

Sheehan and Mr. Heckman agreed to the date and time.

Commissioner Shedd moved to grant preliminary approval of the Wea-Ton Drain Extension subject to the

3.

Mr.

condition of the County and the City, seconded by Commissioner Hudson. Motion carried. (a list of
the conditions are on file in the County Surveyor’s Office)

OLYMPIA PARK INDUSTRIAL SUBDIVISION

Spencer recommended Olympia Park Industrial Subdivision be continued until the next regularly
scheduled meeting June 5, 1997.

Commissioner Shedd moved to continue Olympia Park Industrial Subdivision until June 5, 1997 at 10:00

a.m., seconded by Commissioner Hudson. Motion carried.



4. WEA RIDGE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

Roger Fine and David Ayala, John Fisher & Associates, presented the Board with Wea Ridge Elementary
School drainage plans located south of County Road 430 South and on the east side of County Road
150 East (South 18" Street). Mr. Fine stated Christopher Burke Engineering reviewed the submittal,
and provided comments via memo on April 23, 1997. Mr. Fine replied to the memo with another
submittal addressing the comments made in the memo, Christopher Burke Engineering review the re-
submittal and recommended via memo dated May 6, 1997 final approval with conditions. Mr. Fine
refered to drawing “B” developed conditions and explained the site consist of approximately 40 acres
which contains two drainage directions and are distinguished by a heavy dash line. Mr. Fine stated the
area to the south drains southwesterly outletting into the Wea Creek, the area to the north flows
overland to a series of pipes in the northwest part of the site and under County Road 430 South. Mr.
Fine explained it was decided to develop only the portion of the site in the Kirkpatrick Ditch
watershed area, which is the portion to the north of the heavy dash line on drawing “B” consisting of
approximately 27 acres. There are two detention facilities being designed, the west facility will drain
the area to the south and west of the building and the runoff from the roof. The northern facility will
drain the area north and east of the building and parking lot. The west basin will drain into the
northern basin and then discharge into the existing 24 inch pipe. Mr. Fine asked for a variance from
Section 14.f(1) of the Ordinance to allow a storage time of grater than 48 hours for the northern basin,
the calculations indicate a time of 51 hours.

Mr. Spencer recommended final approval of Wea Ridge Elementary School with two conditions:

A complete set of certified construction plans must be submitted.
The stormwater management plan must be revised to comply with Section 14.f(1) of the ordinance or the Board
must grant a variance from this Ordinance requirement.

Commissioner Shedd moved to grant the variance to allow storage time of 51 hours rather than the
required 48 hours, seconded by Commissioner Hudson. Motion carried.

Commissioner Shedd moved to grant final approval of Wea Ridge Elementary School, subject to the
condition of the May 6, 1997 Christopher Burke Engineering review memo, seconded by
Commissioner Hudson. Motion carried.

5. ROCHESTER COMMERCIAL SUBDIVISION

Jennifer Bonner, Hawkins Environmental, asked for final approval of Rochester Commercial Subdivision
located on 3.05 acres east of Beck Lane and south of State Road 25 West. Drainage from Mr.
Cederquist, landowner to the south of the site, will be picked up by the drainage system. Ms. Bonner
asked for two variances, the first variance is for the 25 foot setback requirement from a building and
detention ponds there are two locations were it would be less than 25 foot. One at the north end of the
north-south apartment building and at the northeast corner of the east-west apartment building. The
second variance is for the pipe velocities to be less than the minimum 2.5 fps.

Commissioner Shedd moved to grant the two variances, the 25 foot setback distance and the velocities flow
of less than 2.5 fps, seconded by Commissioner Hudson. Motion carried.

Commissioner Shedd moved to grant final approval of Rochester Commercial Subdivision subject to the
condition the applicant addresses the comments in the memo from Christopher Burke Engineering
dated May 5, 1997, seconded by Commissioner Hudson. Moation carried.

6. WINFIELD FARMS SUBDIVISION

Jennifer Bonner, Hawkins Environmental, presented the Board with Winfield Farms Subdivision. Ms.
Bonner explained she wanted the Board to have a discussion only on this project and requested it be
on the agenda for the Special Drainage Board meeting on May 21, 1997. Ms. Bonner stated the site
borders the existing Ashton Woods Subdivision to the south, west of Old Romney Road and east of



7.

the newly relocated U.S. 231 South, consisting of approximately 30.65 acres. The proposed
subdivision will contain 48 duplex lots and 7 (16-unit) apartment buildings.

JAMES N. KIRKPATRICK RECONSTRUCTION PROPOSALS

Commissioner Shedd moved to accept Christopher B. Burke Engineering and Hawkins Environmental

8.

proposal for engineering services concerning the reconstruction of the James N. Kirkpatrick Ditch,
seconded by Commissioner Hudson. Motion carried.

OTHER BUSINESS

OTTERBEIN DITCH - appointment of member to a Joint Board

Commissioner Shedd moved to appoint Kathleen Hudson and Ruth Shedd to the Joint Drainage Board with

9.

Benton County regarding the Otterbein Ditch, seconded by Commissioner Hudson Motion carried.

BROOKFIELD FARMS SUBDIVISION HOMEOWNERS
ASSOCIATION

Eric Burch, president of the Brookfield Farms Homeowners Association, asked the Board for assistance in

Mr.

resolving an issue that was recently presented to the association. Brookfield Farms Subdivision is
located south of State Road 26 East and east of County Road 500 East. There are two permanent lakes
within the Subdivision the one located along the south of State Road 26 East approximately 200 yards
long is the lake in question. The Drainage Board in 1993 granted a variance from the required six foot
chain link fence to surround the pond.

Burch read the variance from the June 2, 1993 Drainage Board minutes.

“Commissioner Gentry moved to approve a variance on Section 14 (h) 8 requiring a six (6) foot chain link

Mr.

Mr.

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 and undivided interest to each
lot owner along the lake in Brookfield Farms Subdivision, seconded by Commissioner Yount.
Unanimously approved.”

Burch explained the lake is owned half by the landowners along the south side of the lake and the
common area owned by the association. At a meeting with the developer, Roy Prock Cedar Run
Limited, he stated he received the variance from the Board allowing no fence. With the minutes from
June 2, 1993 the association questioned Mr. Prock as to what could be done since the majority of the
landowners along the lake do not want the fence. The idea of planting bushes, trees or shrubs as a
barrier between the common area and State Road 26 East was suggested to Mr. Prock and he is
receptive to paying for the trees, and/or bushes. Also, an issue is the association has be contacted by
the State of Indiana to survey the property for the future widening of State Road 26 East from the
Meijer site east to County Road 550 East. Mr. Burch stated the concerns of the association are there is
going to be less common area between the lake and State Road 26 East, the association wants to know
can the original variance from June 2, 1993 be overwritten to change the barrier to trees and/or bushes
instead of a six (6) foot chain link fence? The association is asking for action from the Board to help
alleviate the possibility of liability to the association if an accident was to occur. The Homeowners
Association has directed that there be no boating, ice skating or swimming in the lakes, but they
landowners in Brookfield Farms are allowed to fish in the lakes.

Spencer felt the fence should have been constructed on the north, east and west side of the lake,
subsequently it was not, so therefore the association should be compensated for the cost of
constructing a six foot chain link fence.



Commissioner Hudson suggested that a representative from the Homeowners Association and the
developer of Brookfield Farms Subdivision need to come before the Board with an agreement stating
the intent to override the variance granted June 2, 1993 replacing the six foot chain link fence with
trees, scrub, and/or bushes along the north, east and west sides of the existing lake south of State Road
26 East. Then present the agreement to the Board for approval.

Mr. Burch agreed to contact Mr. Prock of Cedar Run Limited, of what the Board is requiring and ask him
to attend the next regularly scheduled meeting June 5, 1997 at 10:00 a.m., but could someone from the
County also contact Mr. Prock of the meeting?

Mr. Spencer stated he will in writing notify Mr. Prock of the meeting on June 5, 1997 at 10:00 a.m..

Being no further business, Commissioner Shedd moved to adjourn until the next special scheduled
Drainage Board meeting May 21, 1997 at 9:00 a.m., seconded by Commissioner Hudson. Meeting
adjourned.



TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
REGULAR MEETING
OCTOBER 15, 1997

Those present were:
Tippecanoe County Commissioners Kathleen Hudson, Ruth Shedd, and John Knochel, County Surveyor Mike Spencer, Drainage Board Attorney Cy
Gerde, Engineering Consultant Dave Eichelberger, Drainage Board Secretary Shelli Muller.

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Wednesday October 15, 1997, in the Tippecanoe Room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20
North 3" Street, Lafayette, Indiana with Commissioner Hudson calling the meeting to order.

The first item on the agenda was to approve the minutes from August 12, 1997 and September 3, 1997 regular Drainage Board meetings.
Commissioner Shedd moved to approve the minutes from August 12" and September 3™ Drainage Board meetings, seconded by Commissioner
Knochel. Motion carried.

WOODS EDGE Il MOBILE HOME PARK

Roger Fine, president of John E. Fisher and Associates, asked the Board for final approval of the drainage plans for Woods Edge 1l Mobile Home Park.
Mr. Fine introduced Doug Miller , a co-consultant of Douglas E. Miller Consulting-Engineering and Steve Duczynski of Schostak Brothers &
Company. Mr. Fine turned the presentation over to Doug Miller.

Mr. Miller asked the Board for any questions and requested a variance from the Drainage Ordinance (section 14 (f) 2) which will allow for 13 feet of
water to be attained under very severe storm conditions.

Mr. Spencer stated he did not see any reason deny to the request for a variance. The Ordinance does allow developers to use existing valley cross-
sections for storage areas to prevent the removal of vegetation when there is a natural valley cross-section already created.

Mr. Spencer asked about the stage-storage values not agreeing with the grading plan submitted.

Mr. Eichelberger suggested the applicant revise the grading plan to provide the storage used in the TR-20 model or provide additional information to
confirm the grading plan as submitted.

Mr. Miller stated he will look at the situation and check the calculations and grading plan.

Mr. Spencer stated he received a letter from Sun Communities stating they will maintain the dam and pond area on a regulary scheduled basis. The
maintenance will consist of mowing of grass and weeds on and around the dam and periodic inspections of the dam itself for structural integrity and
rodent infestation.

Mr. Miller stated they received an approval letter from Doug Wolf of the Soil and Water Conservation office on the erosion control plan.

Mr. Eichelberger asked if the letter mentioned any type of erosion protection at the outfall pipes into the pond? The Board should require grouted rip-
rap at the outfall structure do to the high velocities and discharges expected which will reduce the potential for excessive erosion.

Mr. Spencer recommended approval with the conditions stated in the memo from Christopher B. Burke Engineering, dated October 14, 1997.

Commissioner Shedd moved to grant the variance to allow 13 feet of water to be attained under a very severe storm conditions, seconded by
Commissioner Knochel. Motion carried.

Commissioner Shedd moved to grant final approval of Woods Edge Il Mobile Home Park with conditions, seconded by Commissioner Knochel.
Motion carried.

OTHER BUSINESS

Elliott Ditch Encroachment Request

Mr. Spencer stated Tom and Susan Aschenberg, 4220 Newcastle Road, requested an easement reduction from 75 feet to 25 feet on the portion of the
Elliott Ditch that runs through their back yard. They are going to construct a pole barn approximately 40 feet off the existing drain tile. Mr. Spencer
stated he recommends the encroachment.

Commissioner Shedd moved to approve the encroachment of the pole barn into the Elliott Ditch easement, seconded by Commissioner Knochel.
Motion carried.

Otterbein Ditch
Mr. Spencer asked on behalf of Tom Busch of Hoffman, Luhman and Busch, if they need to represent the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board at the
Otterbein Ditch hearing on October 27, 1997.

Mr. Gerde stated the meeting on October 27, 1997 is going to be more of an organizational meeting and did not see any reason for Tom Busch to be

present.

Agreement James N. Kirkpatrick Reconstruction
Mr. Spencer submitted an agreement to Mr. Gerde for his review, between Hawkins Environmental and Christopher B. Burke Engineering to be the
consultants for the James N. Kirkpatrick reconstruction from County Road 350 South to Concord Road.

Being no further business Commissioner Knochel moved to adjourn, seconded by Commissioner Shedd. Meeting adjourned.



Joint Drainage Board Meeting
Benton and Tippecanoe Counties

Otterbein Ditch
October 27, 1997

The Otterbein Ditch Joint Drainage Board met Monday, October 27, 1997, at Otterbein Town Hall,
Otterbein, Indiana with Tippecanoe County Surveyor Mike Spencer calling the meeting to order.

Those present:

Tippecanoe County Drainage Board members Kathleen Hudson and Ruth Shedd, Benton County Drainage
Board members Dave Fisher and Kevin Leuck, White County Drainage Board member John Heimlich,
Thomas Rifner, President of the Otterbein Town Council, made introduction of the council members.
Election to the Joint Board

Mike Spencer asked for nomination from the floor for a chairman to the Otterbein Ditch Joint Drainage
Board.

Kevin Leuck moved to appoint Dave Fisher as Chairman, seconded by Ruth Shedd. Moation carried.

Ruth Shedd moved to appoint Kathleen Hudson as Vice Chairman, seconded by Kevin Leuck. Motion
carried.

The Joint Board moved to appoint Mike Spencer as Surveyor for the project since Tippecanoe County has
the majority of the ditch and watershed.

The Joint Board moved to appoint Shelli Muller as Executive Secretary to the Board.
The Joint Board moved to appoint David Luhman of Hoffman Luhman and Busch Law Firm to the Board.

Mike Spencer explained what has taken place to date, the petition that has been filed, a survey of the ditch
and his finding as to the condition of the ditch.

Mike Spencer stated preliminary cost of $200,000.00 approximately $70.00 per acre. Mr. Spencer asked
that the town of Otterbein pay the towns assessment instead of each lot owner.

Benton County Surveyor Jack Steele stated that the Benton County Drainage Board has done this with the
Town of Fowler and will forward a copy of the agreement to Mr. Spencer, and he can forward a copy to
Mr. Luhman and the Town Board.

Mike Spencer stated he will try to have an agreement to the Town Board at the November meeting.

Mike Spencer asked about the culvert under County Line Road. When was it installed, the culvert is 3.5
feet to high causing the ditch to fill above the culvert.

Ruth Shedd moved for the Otterbein Joint Board meeting to adjourn, seconded by Kathleen Hudson.
Meeting adjourned.



TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD

January 25, 1999
Regular Meeting

Those present were:

Tippecanoe County Commissioners Ruth Shedd, Kathleen Hudson and John Knochel, County
Surveyor Mike Spencer, Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman, and Drainage Board Secretary
Shelli Muller.

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met Monday, January 25, 1999, in the Tippecanoe Room
of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North 3™ Street, Lafayette, Indiana with
Commissioner Shedd calling the meeting to order.

The first item on the agenda is to approve the minutes from the December 8, and December 18,
1998 Drainage Board Meetings. Commissioner Hudson moved to approve the minutes of
December 8, and December 18, 1998 Drainage Board Meetings, seconded by Commissioner
Knochel. Motion carried.

Commissioner Shedd asked for a discussion on changing the time of the regular scheduled
meeting from 9:00 a.m. to 10:00 a.m.

The Board agreed to change the meeting time to 10:00 a.m. on the first Wednesday of the month.

ELECTION OF OFFICERS
Mr. Dave Luhman asked for nominations for President of the Drainage Board.

Commissioner Knochel moved to retain the same officers for 1999 as they were in 1998 for
President and Vice President of the Drainage Board, leaving Ruth Shedd, President of the Board
and Kathleen Hudson, Vice President of the Board, seconded by Commissioner Hudson. Motion
carried.

APPOINTMENTS

Attorney

Mr. Spencer submitted a contract for Legal services for the Board. The proposed 1999 contract
from Hoffman, Luhman and Busch, has the same verbiage as the 1998 contract with $135.00 per
hour rate for legal services rendered.

Commissioner Hudson moved to approve the 1999contract for $135.00 per hour rate with
Hoffman, Luhman and Busch for legal services to the Drainage Board, seconded by
Commissioner Knochel. Motion carried.

Commissioner Shedd asked if the Board could have an ongoing contract with Hoffman, Luhman
and Busch, until further notice. Instead of renewing the contract every year.

Mr. Luhman stated the contract needs to be approved annually. The Board can not spend money

that is not appropriated, the Board can not enter into a contract without appropriation. Since the
appropriation is on a per calendar year the contract needs to be on a calendar year.
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Engineering Contract

Mr. Spencer submitted a contract for Engineering Consulting to the Board. A contract from
Christopher B. Burke Engineering was submitted with the same verbiage as the 1998 contract
including the same pay scale.

Commissioner Hudson moved to approve the 1999 contract with Christopher B. Burke
Engineering for Engineering services to the Drainage Board, seconded by Commissioner Knochel.
Motion carried.

Secretary
Mike Spencer recommended appointing Shelli Muller as Executive Secretary to the Drainage
Board.

Commissioner Hudson moved to appoint Shelli Muller as Executive Secretary to the Drainage
Board, seconded by Commissioner Knochel. Motion carried.

OTHER BUSINESS

Andrew and Mary Thomas Drain

Mr. Spencer recalled a joint meeting being held in 1997 for the Andrew and Mary Thomas Drain.
Ruth Shedd and John Knochel are the Drainage Board representatives for the Joint Board with
Carroll County. Carroll County has requested another meeting be held for February 16, 1999 at
9:30 a.m. Having no conflict with the date and time Commissioner Shedd and Commissioner
Knochel will attend the Andrew and Mary Thomas Drain Joint Board meeting.

Otterbein Ditch Discussion

Mr. Spencer briefed the Board on a meeting that was held in Benton County to discuss the
Otterbein Ditch. Mr. Spencer explained the main discussion of the meeting was to inform the
Board about the fact the treatment plant in Otterbein has their outlet into a county regulated drain
tile. The tile length is approximately 1600 feet and there is some concern of the capacity of the tile
and 600 acres of farmland plus the Town of Otterbein draining into the ditch. Jack Steele is going
to discuss these concerns with the Town of Otterbein and see about the possibility an alternate
route for the treatment plant water.

INDOT and Drainage Board Agreement

Mr. Spencer presented an agreement between the Indiana Department of Transportation and the
Drainage Board, which was previously discussed at the October 14, 1998 Drainage Board
Meeting. Mr. Luhman requested a change in section five of the agreement. INDOT rewrote the
agreement to change the verbiage of section five to Mr. Luhman request. The agreement is for
INDOT to reimburse the County up to an amount of $300,000.00 for the expense of the
installation of the culvert replacement under 1-65 for the improvement of McCarty Lane and the
reconstruction of Berlowitz Ditch.

Mr. Luhman stated the change is section five was where the State of Indiana said that Tippecanoe
County would indemnify the State for any negligence for their own people. INDOT did delete the
verbiage and the agreement is ready for signature.

Commissioner Knochel moved to approve the agreement between INDOT and the Tippecanoe

County Drainage Board for reimbursement of the expense for the culvert replacement under 1-65,
seconded by Commissioner Hudson. Motion carried.
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J.B. Anderson Ditch petition

Mr. Spencer presented the Board with the petition for reconstruction and advancement in
classification for the J.B. Anderson Drain submitted by the Towns people of Clarks Hill. 60% of
the lots in the Town of Clarks Hill and 8% of the acreage in the outline area. Mr. Spencer
explained there was some question in the December, 1998 meeting as to whether or not those
percentage are enough to continue with the petition. After discussion with Mr. Luhman it was
decided that the petition does have enough signatures.

Mr. Luhman stated the requirement is 10% of the total landowners in the watershed, not the
acreage. The petition has met that requirement. The next step is for the Board to refer this
petition to the County Surveyor so he can prepare a report. At a hearing the report should include
a recommendation as to were the project stands, compared to the other Surveyor’s ditch projects.
The Board will vote on the recommendation presented by the Surveyor.

Commissioner Hudson moved to accept the petition filed for the Jesse B. Anderson Ditch and
refer the petition to the Surveyor for his report, seconded by Commissioner Knochel. Motion
carried.

Being no further business, Commissioner Hudson moved to adjourn until February 3, 1999, at
10:00 a.m., seconded by Commissioner Knochel. Motion carried.

Ruth Shedd, President

Shelli Muller, Secretary

Kathleen Hudson, Vice President

John Knochel, Member
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Benton County / Tippecanoe County
Otterbein Ditch
Joint Drainage Board Meeting
March 6" 2002

Those present were:

Tippecanoe County Commissioners Ruth Shedd, John Knochel, and KD Benson, Benton County Commissioners David
Fisher and Kevin Leuck, Warren County Commissioner James Lanham, Tippecanoe County Surveyor Steve Murray, Benton
County Surveyor R. Jack Steele, Tippecanoe County Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman, Tippecanoe County Drainage
Board Engineering Consultant Kerry Daily, Tippecanoe County Drainage Board Executive Secretary Robert Evans, and
Benton County Drainage Board Secretary Nancy Pitstick.

The Benton County / Tippecanoe County Joint Drainage Board met March 6" 2002 in the Tippecanoe Room of the
Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20 North 3" Street, Lafayette, Indiana with Commissioner/President of the Tippecanoe
County Drainage Board, KD Benson, calling the meeting to order.

Otterbein Ditch

Steve Murray began the discussion by referring to a petition to reconstruct Otterbein Ditch. Compliance with IDEM and
IDNR requirements brought the estimated cost to a level between $250,000.00 and $280,000.00. That would have required
an assessment that was higher than the landowners wanted, so the reconstruction was not pursued. Subsequently, there was a
petition to establish a maintenance fund for the Ditch, an old Regulated Drain with no assessment currently on it. Steve
suggested that at the end of this informal meeting, scheduling of a public hearing on the Otterbein Ditch would be appropriate
to set up reasonable assessments so that money would be brought in to begin the work.

Jack Steele described problems of the Town of Otterbein. Their sanitary sewer outlets to the H.W. Moore lateral, which
outlets to the Otterbein Ditch. The DNR and IDEM were concerned about the water quality in the section immediately
downstream of the H.W. Moore outlet, and the costs of reconstruction were out of the question. Benton County had put in a
culvert pipe over the Ditch at the County Line at the proper grade, and it was found that the Ditch had filled in to a point that
it was two feet higher than the grade at the downstream (Tippecanoe County) side of County Line Road. Maintenance was
needed to restore the proper grade, and Steve indicated that the Tippecanoe County Highway Department would construct the
bottom of the channel at the proper depth and provide a sufficient waterway when it replaced the Oxford Street bridge in the
Town of Otterbein.

Jack stated that with the maintenance fund, work could begin as far down as where the Ditch enters the Little Pine watershed.
Steve and Jack agreed that with the original profiles and more recent cross sections, the Board had all the information it
needed to begin work. Jack stated that the original estimate was around $251,000.00, but that he had done a different
estimate excluding the bridge work, which would be covered by the highway bridge project budget. That new estimate was
$115,182. 57. The acreage in the watershed is 2820.8. That factors out to $40.83 per acre. Spread over a three-year period,
that would be $13.61 per acre per year, which would be more palatable to the farmers. Spread over four years, that figure
drops to $10.20 per acre per year. The farmers would probably prefer that, and there is a wide consensus that the
maintenance fund is needed.

The lots inside Otterbein were another issue, since many were already being assessed for the H.W. Moore Lateral, all of
which falls within the Otterbein ditch watershed. Jack proposed keeping their assessment the same, but splitting the
assessments between the two Ditch funds. Steve commented that this is a common practice to avoid double assessments.
Jack added that there is work that needs to be done on the Lateral, but that he can’t really move forward with that until the
Otterbein Ditch can provide a better outlet for it.

K.D. Benson asked some background questions, and Steve said that both Surveyor’s Offices would be checking to make sure
that the landowner lists were up to date. Steve stated that while the majority of the ditch is in Tippecanoe County, the
watershed stretches far beyond the ditch itself. Jack added that approximately 1 mile of the ditch that needs to be dredged is
in Benton County. Steve stated that the water having to jump up two feet at the county line was why the upstream Benton
County portion had silted up so badly.

Jack commented that if the Joint Board got the ditch maintenance done, that he could hopefully get the Town of Otterbein to
take its discharge and sewer line and run a separate pipe and get it out of the Moore tile. Currently that volume of water is
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what is keeping a lot of the water backed up in the area. Steve added that IDEM had just put the Otterbein Ditch on the
Impaired Waters list. This is usually on the basis of chemical or bacterial contamination.

Steve asked Kerry Daily, Tippecanoe County Drainage Board Engineering consultant, whether the Board would have to go
through a permitting process similar to the one required for a reconstruction. Kerry replied that it depended on the scope of
the work being done, but that the Board probably wouldn’t need an IDNR permit. He added that approval from IDEM or the
Army Corps of Engineers might be required.

Jack replied to a question from Steve by saying that he thought the farmers in the watershed and landowners in Otterbein
would approve of a $10.00 per acre or $24.00 per lot assessments since the need was so great and the project had been so
long in the making. He predicted no remonstrance, and Steve and Jack agreed that landowners should be told that after the
initial maintenance project was complete that the assessments would be lowered. Steve added that the change in State Code
allowed assessments to build up to an eight-year assessment level, thereby leaving enough funds to handle larger jobs as they
arise.

Jack continued by saying that getting this work done would relieve a lot of pressure in the Town of Otterbein. They had
redone their sewage plan, but had only done it for the current town limits of Otterbein, not having allowed for annexation.
The Town Board should be supportive as well.

Steve answered a question by stating that the Drainage Board could not do any work needed on the Little Pine Creek without
establishing it as a Regulated Drain.

KD Benson asked for a likely timetable on the work, as well as whether the work could be begun before the assessments
were received. Steve replied that he and Jack would need to discuss several options including phasing the work. He
confirmed with Tippecanoe County Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman that the next step was to have a hearing to
establish the rate.

Steve added that the Board could use money from the General Drainage Fund to begin work which would then be reimbursed
with the assessment monies. Soliciting bids for the various portions of the work would be the first step of any phase. Steve
answered a question from Ruth Shedd by stating that the purpose of phasing the work would be to avoid depleting the
General Drainage Fund balance before the assessments could come in. He added that the Tippecanoe County Council had
approved plans to appropriate more money for the fund; so asking for that appropriation was a possibility.

Jack added that another benefit of phasing the work would be to keep the assessment levels lower for the property owners.
Steve suggested that he and Jack could present options to the property owners to find out what they would prefer. Jack
expressed hope that the first assessment money could be collected in the fall of 2002.

Jack suggested Pierce Hall at the Otterbein Methodist Church as the meeting place, and the Board then selected May 8" 2002
for a meeting date, with May 22" as an alternate possibility. Jack suggested and the Board accepted 7p.m. as the meeting
time. Steve also indicated he would ask the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board to name two members to the Joint Drainage
Board during their regular meeting. With Benton and Warren County representatives already designated, the Board would
then be complete. Jack asked that a copy of these minutes be sent to Tom Rifner at the Town of Otterbein.

There being no further business, the meeting was adjourned.

Robert Evans, Secretary
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Tippecanoe County Drainage Board
Minutes
April 3,2002
Regular Meeting

Those present were:

Tippecanoe County Commissioners Ruth Shedd, John Knochel, and KD Benson, County Surveyor Steve Murray, Drainage
Board Attorney Dave Luhman, Drainage Board Engineering Consultant Dave Eichelberger from Christopher B. Burke
Engineering Limited, Robert Evans and Drainage Board Executive Secretary Brenda Garrison.

The Tippecanoe County Drainage Board met April 3 in the Tippecanoe Room of the Tippecanoe County Office Building, 20
North 3" Street, Lafayette, Indiana with Commissioner/President of the Drainage Board KD Benson calling the meeting to
order.

Approval of March 6™ Minutes

Ruth Shedd made a motion to approve the March 6™ minutes, with John Knochel seconding. There being no objection, the
motion carried and the minutes were approved.

Copper Beach Townhomes

Tim Beyer representing Vester & Associates appeared before the Board to request final Drainage Board approval of the
Copper Beach Townhomes project. He presented the board with a map of the project, located near Klondike Road, County
Road 250 North, and Point West Mobile Home Park. It was to be a 13.6-acre site with 221 town homes. Owner Ron
Gatehouse was in attendance.

Due to poor drainage at the site, they proposed a detention pond at the northeast corner which would drain the water through
a storm sewer to McCormick Road, outletting it to a roadside ditch, which would fall into a future Wakerobin pond.

KD Benson asked about nearby property owners’ opinions on the proposed plans, as there were questions raised at an earlier
Board meeting where conceptual approval of the drainage plan was requested. Plans had been sent to the owners who
attended the last meeting, proposing to replace their driveway culverts. There are presently 2 - 12” culverts that will be
replaced with 2 - 21” culverts. Regrading of the ditch to prevent water passing over the driveway was proposed. Letters had
been sent to the landowners for their approval. Steve Murray suggested letters from the property owners approving the
change in their culverts be kept on file. Recommendation was made for approval subject to the conditions on the March 29™
Burke memo, plus inclusion of documentation that both of the affected downstream property owners were satisfied.

Ruth Shedd made a motion for approval as recommended, John Knochel seconded, and the motion carried.
Grace Lutheran Church

Due to the size of the project and in order to save the church fees, Steve and Dave Eichelberger presented the board with
plans for a parking area and a new addition. It is located near 231 South at the intersection of Buckingham Way and Old
Romney Road, across from McCutcheon Heights and on the east side of Buckingham Heights. A new parking area was
proposed to the west along with an addition to the existing building. The additional parking area is future expansion. The
existing entrance is off Old Romney Road, and a new entrance off Buckingham Way was proposed. There are 2 small dry
detention ponds proposed also. Approval was requested with the standard conditions listed on the March 29™ memo.

Ruth Shedd made a motion for approval, John Knochel seconded, and the motion carried.
Gutwein Property

Pat Jarboe with T-Bird Design appeared before the board requesting final approval for proposed apartments adjacent to
existing apartments on the site, located SE of Hadley Lake and bordered by Indian Creek. This site was currently tilled
farmland, and one issue to deal with was the detention of storm water. Modeling the site from a cultivated field to buildings
with lawns showed a decrease in stormwater runoff, requiring a minor amount of onsite storage. Storage would be located
inside the flood plain, and a waiver for this was requested from the Board. A 100-year offsite pass-through was modeled as
well. As the new apartments were built, the pad elevations would be raised to get above the flood elevation.
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Wetlands showed up on NWI mapping, although they were difficult to locate on site. One of the conditions recommended
for final approval was delineation of these wetlands. Mr. Gutwein had Earth Source from Ft. Wayne on that job, and these
would be delineated before final plans were signed. Flood elevation was also an issue, and discussion was held regarding the
two overlapping flood plains on site from Hadley Lake and Indian Creek. The pad elevation was set to be 2 % feet above the
100-year flood elevation, extending to a 25-foot offset from the 100-year flood elevation to the building site.

Steve Murray remarked that all concerns had been addressed and the terms of the ordinance had been met. He stated that the
Surveyor’s Office and the Engineering Consultant were prepared to recommend approval with the conditions listed on the
March 29" Burke memo.

Ruth Shedd made a motion to grant the waiver of storm water detention, John Knochel seconded and the motion passed.
Ruth then moved to grant final approval of the Gutwein property project with the conditions specified. John Knochel
seconded and the motion carried.

Regal Valley Drive, Phases | & Il

Alan Jacobson from John Fisher & Assoc. appeared before the board regarding Regal Valley Drive, Phases One and Two.
He presented the board with plans to construct a road named Regal Valley Drive, connecting County Road 350 South to the
first phase of The Commons at Valley Lakes. Eventually, the drive would continue through The Commons and connect to
The Landing at Valley Lakes. It would serve to funnel traffic from all the developments and the adjacent undeveloped land
up to 350 South. The construction plans for Regal Valley Drive had been approved by the Lafayette City Engineer and were
in the Area Plan Commission Office pending Drainage Board approval. Approval was needed for the drainage associated
with the roadway improvements and also the future Bickford Cottage, an assisted living facility. The roadway Right of Way
was approx. 2.5 acres, and the Bickford Cottage site was 2.5 acres as well. The natural topography drops from North to
South in the project area. The construction plans for Bickford Cottage had been submitted to the City for approval, and a
waiver for detention storage for runoff of both projects was being sought.

The plans proposed collecting water in a storm pipe along the roadway and outletting into the Kirkpatrick Ditch. Approval
was needed at this time for roadway improvements and for drainage north of the ditch. Due to ongoing ditch construction
and hydraulic modeling issues, approval of the road crossing wasn’t requested at this time. The motivating factor for the
current request was commitment to Bickford Cottage to provide access to 350 South.

Dave Eichelberger asked if approval was being sought for a variance of no onsite stormwater detention for both the road and
Bickford Cottage. Due to the fact that Alan had modeled Bickford Cottage as part of his drainage study and sized an 18-inch
sub pipe into the site that would accept the 100-year runoff, he was seeking approval for both at this time.

Steve asked about Valley Lakes Commercial drainage. Alan explained that both projects would be submitted with
independent drainage studies and outlet points. Dave stated that Kerry Daily had reviewed the detention waiver and
recommended approval. Dave expressed concern regarding the Valley Lakes Commercial design. The layout at this time
was tentative and would be driven by the types of tenants for the area. Alan remarked that service-type businesses were
being considered.

Discussion was held on the impact of the projects to Kirkpatrick Ditch. Steve suggested that the design intent for the
Kirkpatrick Ditch be a factor in their commercial development designs. Steve then summarized the intent of the design of
the Kirkpatrick pertaining to direct release, density and types of development. The Surveyor’s Office recommended
approval for a waiver of storm water detention, and also for construction of Regal Valley Drive with the conditions listed on
the March 29" Burke memo.

Ruth Shedd made a motion to waive the storm water detention for Regal Valley Drive, John Knochel seconded, and the
motion carried. Ruth then made a motion for Regal Valley Drive to be approved with conditions specified, John Knochel
seconded, and that motion carried.

Other Business

Steve Murray confirmed the time of the Benton / Tippecanoe Bi-County Otterbein Ditch Drainage Board meeting as the 22™
of May 2002, at 7:00 PM in Pierce Hall at United Methodist Church in Otterbein Indiana. He also reminded the board of the
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informational meeting on the Leder-Newton Ditch to be held at 10:00 AM on May 29, 2002. This will be an informal
meeting.

There being no further business, Ruth moved to adjourn and the motion carried.

KD Benson, President

Ruth E. Shedd, Vice President

Brenda Garrison, Secretary

John Knochel, Member
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Bi-County Drainage Board
Minutes
Tippecanoe & Benton Counties
July 9, 2002
Otterbein Ditch Assessment Meeting

Those present were:

Benton County Commissioners David Fisher and Kevin Leuck, Tippecanoe County Commissioners KD Benson and Ruth
Shedd, Warren County Commissioner James Lanham, Tippecanoe County Surveyor Stephen Murray, Benton County
Surveyor Jack Steele, Joint Drainage Board Attorney David Luhman and Executive Secretary Brenda Garrison.

Election of Officers:

The Bi-County Drainage Board met July 9, 2002 in Pierce Hall; United Methodist Church located at 106 East Oxford Street,
Otterbein Indiana. Dave Luhman, Attorney for the Joint Drainage Board, called the meeting to order. The first order of
business was the election of officers. Ruth Shedd made the motion to nominate David Fisher for President. KD Benson
seconded the motion. The motion passed. David Fisher made the motion to nominate KD Benson for Vice President and
Ruth Shedd seconded the motion. The motion passed. Jack Steele made the motion to nominate Brenda Garrison as the
Recording Secretary, and Stephen Murray seconded the motion. The motion passed. Dave Luhman then turned the meeting
over to the President David Fisher. David Fisher turned the meeting over to Tippecanoe County Surveyor Stephen Murray
and Benton County Surveyor Jack Steele.

History and Proposal of the Otterbein Ditch:

Steve Murray began by giving a history of the Otterbein Ditch. The Otterbein Ditch was originally established as a Court
Ditch in Benton County in November of 1931, a result of a petition from the trustees of the town of Otterbein. By current
Drainage Code, the Otterbein Ditch is a Legal Regulated Drain with no established maintenance fund. Records indicate
discussion of establishing a maintenance fund had taken place since 1977, with petitions for maintenance and/or
reconstruction being presented in 1984,1987 and 2000. Steve then explained the Drainage Code statues pertaining to the
establishment of a Joint Board and a maintenance fund once a petition is received and filed with the Surveyor’s office.

Steve read the landowner names that had sent letters of remonstrance to the board. The following landowners’ names were
read into the record; Jeffrey L. Snyder, Rolland and Alice McKinney, Henry Bell Jr., Karen and Charles Magdziak, Bob
McLean, Maybell Lewis, and Perry W. Elliott. These letters were filed and would be part of the official Drain record.

Steve then read the maintenance report to the Board and attendees. The total watershed area is 2961.65 acres, with 1736.01
acres in Tippecanoe County and 1225.64 acres in Benton County. There are 14,580 feet of ditch in Tippecanoe County, and
8220 feet in Benton County, with a total of 22,800 feet or 4.32 miles. The approximate cost of maintenance work currently
necessary will be $141,710.72. The proposed maintenance work would be brush and tree removal, removal of sediment and
build-up in the ditch bottom and/or excavation, new outlet pipes for existing tiles and drains which outlet into the ditch, and
riprap reinforcement where needed at waterways and bends. The Benton and Tippecanoe Highway Departments would
replace structures under their county roads as needed.

The work would be done in phases. The first phase would be the worst stretch, approximately 2000 feet west or upstream of
Tippecanoe County Road 800 West, and would extend west and northwest to the joint county line. The culvert under the
Benton and Tippecanoe County Line Road north of U.S. 52 had been replaced to the original grade, which resulted in an
approximately 24 to 30 inch jump up. There is an approximately two-foot accumulation of silt where the H.W. Moore Lateral
outlets into the ditch, an apparent cause of poor drainage. Steve formally thanked Jack Steele for his assistance and
knowledge shared regarding the Otterbein Ditch. With that said, he turned the meeting back over to the President, David
Fisher. David referred to Jack for any additional comments.

Benton County Surveyor Jack Steele stated he had answered most of the questions on assessments individually. He stated the
proposed assessment on the Otterbein Ditch for those landowners presently assessed on the H.W. Moore lateral would be
split between the H.W. Moore and the Otterbein Ditch; resulting in no net increase. He referred the attendees’ attention to
watershed maps of the Otterbein Ditch and the H.W. Moore lateral that were exhibited.

Discussion was held on the present poor drainage of the H.W. Moore Lateral and the Town of Otterbein’s drainage.
Landowner Tina Miller complained of poor drainage in her yard from the runoff of farm fields adjoining her property. Jack
stated the poor drainage was due to tile stopping at the edge of her property. While Jack sympathized with her, it was the
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landowners’ responsibility and could not be included in the maintenance work proposed. He referred her to the Town Board
for possible assistance. In response to an inquiry from landowner Dennis Mathis, Jack reviewed previous maintenance work
on the H.W. Moore Lateral. Commissioner Kevin Leuck explained to the attendees that all of the Town of Otterbein drains
into the Otterbein Ditch, not just the surrounding farmland. He believed the inadequate drainage system of the town
contributed to the poor drainage of the Otterbein Ditch. He stated it was the result of previous Board’s actions from as early
as 1908, when the town was growing.

Dennis Mathis asked Jack Steele the present balance of the H.W. Moore fund. Jack stated a balance of approximately
$34,000.00 was in the H.W. Moore fund. He reiterated this money was and would be separate from the Otterbein Ditch fund
which was being proposed.

Attorney Dave Luhman explained the Drainage Code statute pertaining to landowners within the watershed sharing the cost
of maintenance. Steve noted the Surveyors arrived at the proposed assessment cost while trying to keep the cost at a
reasonable rate to the landowners. Planning the work in phases would be less of a hardship on the landowners financially. He
continued by explaining the assessment for those presently being assessed on the H.W. Moore lateral would be split between
the H.W. Moore Drain and the Otterbein Ditch. The H.W. Moore assessment of $10.00 an acre and $24.00 per lot would be
split as follows; $5.00 an acre going to the H.W. Moore fund and $5.00 an acre going to the Otterbein Ditch fund and the
$24.00 per lot assessment split with $12.00 going to the H.W. Moore fund and $12.00 to the Otterbein Ditch fund. Therefore,
the proposed assessment on the Otterbein Ditch would not raise the present assessment for those landowners benefited by the
H.W. Moore Lateral.

Discussion was held pertaining to the various ways of obtaining monies to pay for the proposed work. Jack noted the
proposed amount would increase in time due to inflation. The option of grants could not be considered due to limited number
of grants available to counties, and he did not want to jeopardize a grant application presently in the works for another drain
within his jurisdiction. Steve stated assuming the monies were adequate to accomplish the work after four years the proposed
assessment would decrease to $3.00 per acre and $10.00 per lot.

Landowner Jerry Rooze asked when the assessment and maintenance work would start. Steve replied the assessment would
start in May of 2003 and the work would begin tentively next year (2003). Discussion was then held pertaining to the
removal of trees along the ditch banks. Due to possible future changes in the environmental laws and the Department of
Natural Resources rules and guidelines being streamlined this year, it would be prudent to start the work as soon as possible.

Landowner Margaret McCabe asked Steve to read the Letter of Remonstrance from Perry Ellis. Steve then read the letter and
it was filed with the aforementioned letters in the official Drain record.

The Tippecanoe County Surveyor recommended adoption of the assessments presented to the Board, and establishment of a
maintenance fund for the Otterbein Ditch. At that time, Attorney Dave Luhman read the Findings and Order statement by
the Board to the attendees. Commissioner Kevin Leuck made a motion to adopt the Findings and Order on the Otterbein
Ditch Drain and to certify the assessments with the Tippecanoe (&Benton) County Auditor as statute required. KD Benson
then seconded the motion and the motion carried.

Commissioner KD Benson made the motion to adjourn and Commissioner Kevin Leuck seconded. There being no further
business, the meeting adjourned.

Kevin Leuck, Benton County Commissioner David Fisher, President
Ruth E. Shedd, Tippecanoe County Commissioner KD Benson, Vice President
James Lanham, Warren County Commissioner Brenda Garrison, Secretary
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Tippecanoe County Drainage Board
Minutes
November 6, 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 Consultant Dave Eichelberger
from Christopher B. Burke Engineering Limited, and Drainage Board Executive Secretary Brenda Garrison.

Approval of October 2, 2002 Minutes

Ruth Shedd made the motion to approve the October 2, 2002 minutes. John Knochel seconded the motion, and the motion
carried.

Huntington Farms Subdivision Phase 111 Section 1

Mr. Brian Sullivan from Congdon Engineering appeared before the Board and requested final approval for Huntington Farms
Phase Il Section 1. The site was located in Wabash Township between County Road 200 North (Lindberg Road) and State
Road 26. It was approximately 2000 feet west of County Road 300 West (Klondike Road) and was a continuation of the
existing Huntington Farms Subdivision. The site consisted of 11 acres (31 lots) out of the 39.8 acres remaining in the overall
development. As part of the first two phases a detention pond was constructed in the southwest portion of the site to provide
drainage for the entire area.

The Surveyor recommended final approval with conditions, excluding conditions 2,4, and 5 which had now been met.
Ruth Shedd moved for final approval of Huntington Farms Subdivision Phase Il Section 1 with conditions as specified.
John Knochel seconded the motion. The motion carried.

J.N. Kirkpatrick Branch #7 - Partial Reconstruction

Alan Jacobson from Fisher & Associates appeared before the Board and requested approval of the partial reconstruction (220
feet) of tile branch #7 of the J.N. Kirkpatrick Drain. Located in the northeast corner of The Landing at VValley Lakes Phase

I11 Subdivision site, the current tile was a 10-inch clay tile and would be replaced with a 12-inch RCP pipe with modern
precast structures. The Surveyor informed the Board the request fell under I.C. 36-9-52.5. At that time he reviewed the Code
for the Board. The developer would pay the entire cost of the relocation. The Surveyor stated the reconstructed portion
would not adversely affect other landowners within the watershed. KD questioned the easement reduction and future access
to the tile. The Surveyor stated he was satisfied with the relocation plans submitted as part of the subdivision construction
plans and felt the easement was sufficient for maintenance of the tile. The Drainage Code allows for an easement reduction
to 30 feet total for an urban drain. Access would be through the utility and drainage easement.

Ruth Shedd moved to grant approval of the partial reconstruction of Branch #7 of the J.N. Kirkpatrick Drain. John Knochel
seconded the motion. The partial reconstruction was granted.

Petition of Reconstruction and/or Maintenance of Drain
Elijah Fugate Joint Drain /Tippecanoe and Montgomery Counties

The Surveyor informed the Board a Petition was received to reconstruct or increase the maintenance fee for the Elijah Fugate
County Regulated Drain. The Surveyor stated he was aware of the drain’s poor condition. He had reviewed the drain several
times and surveyed portions of it. There was roughly 1000 feet of original tile, which had been blown-out and/or cut out
resulting in an open ditch. Mr. David Malsbury had contacted the office and circulated the petition. There were roughly
882.646 acres within the watershed, with the maintenance assessment set at $1.00 per acre. Mr. Malsbury with 160 acres,
Mr. Pendleton (82 acres) and Gary Standeford (160 acres) signed the petition. The Surveyor felt it would be feasible to
increase the maintenance to $3.00-$5.00 an acre. The Drain was located east of US 231, crossed 1200 South and extended
toward the South County line. He stated the petition was warranted. He then directed the secretary to contact Montgomery
County to inform them of the submitted petition. The Board directed the Surveyor to proceed with the process according to
Indiana Drainage Code.
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OTHER BUSINESS

Otterbein Ditch Joint Meeting July 9, 2002 Minutes

Commissioners Ruth Shedd and KD Benson who had attended the meeting accepted the July 9th, 2002 minutes as written.
The secretary was then directed to circulate the minutes and obtain signatures from all members who served on the Joint
Board for the Otterbein Assessment Hearing.

December Drainage Board Meeting Date/Time Change

The December 4™, 10:00 a.m. meeting of the Drainage Board was changed to December 10" at 10:00 a.m., due to a
scheduling conflict.

Drain Maintenance Review
The Surveyor informed the Board he planned to review the Drain’s accounts. He felt there were several drains that would
benefit by the one-time 25% increase in maintenance fees allowable by the Drainage Code. He would report his findings to

the Board at the December meeting.

As there was no other business before the Board, Ruth Shedd made the motion to adjourn. John Knochel seconded and
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
April 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 Consultants Dave
Eichelberger and Kerry Daily from Christopher B. Burke Engineering Limited, County Highway Engineer Tim Wells,
Drainage Board Secretary Brenda Garrison, and GIS Technician Shelli Muller.

Approval of March 3, 2004 Minutes

KD Benson motioned to approve the minutes of the March 3, 2004 regular meeting and minutes of the March 3, 2004
Obstruction Hearing as written. Ruth Shedd seconded the motion and the minutes of the March 3, 2004 regular meeting and
the Obstruction Hearing minutes were approved as written.

Tippecanoe Shoppes Subdivision Lot 1

Steve Murray stated this was a new lot in the Meijer area inside the city of Lafayette’s limits. The concern was it discharged
into a pond, which was part of the Alexander Ross Regulated Drain. While the submitted plan was reviewed by the
Surveyor’s office, the intent was not to present it to the Drainage Board. The pond was designed originally to handle future
development and based upon the submittal, the original drainage plan for the Meijer property was followed. KD Benson
made a motion to withdrawal Tippecanoe Shoppes from the agenda. Ruth Shedd seconded the motion. The motion was
granted.

Avalon Bluffs Section 1

Brandon Fulk from the Schneider Corporation appeared before the Board to request a variance on the post-developed release
rates and final approval for Avalon Bluffs Subdivision Section 1. This section was a part of the overall Avalon Bluffs
Development. In addition to Section 1, a conceptual plan was submitted for the overall development.

The project was located on the south end of the County, east of County Road 250 East (Concord Road) between County
Roads 450 South and 500 South. Benjamin Crossing Development was located directly north of this site. Brandon stated
there were five (5) separate off-site release points for the overall development. The northern portion of the site drained to the
Kirkpatrick Regulated Drain watershed and the southern portion of the site drained to the Kenny Ditch, which was a part of
the Wea Creek Watershed. Brandon pointed out that a private tile in the northwest corner of the site would not be used for
discharge. The proposed site would have three discharge points. Section 1 and Section 2 discharge point was located in the
northeast corner with a minimal of direct discharge and utilized a detention pond. The outlet ran parallel to and conveyed
under County Road 450 South and continued approximately 350 feet (350”) east to Benjamin Crossing Development’s site.
Section 3 was in the conceptual stage at this point, and would drain to the south. Brandon stated the developer was aware of
the surrounding landowner’s concerns regarding the existing pond and ecosystem south of 500 South. The developer had
directed Schneider to be proactive in meeting those concerns. All downstream owners would be contacted when they were
closer to developing that portion of the site. A meeting would be held with the landowners for review of the plans.

Brandon stated they conferred with the conditions on the April 2, 2004 Burke memo, but did need to clarify #4 regarding the
variance for the post development runoff deviation. When Benjamin Crossing Development was analyzed, basins W1 and
W2 were one basin. That basin was split in two and the methodology was revised. A model of the total system to include the
Benjamin Crossing site would be documented to show no adverse impact on the adjoining landowners by the decision to split
the basin. He stated the Surveyor’s office request for signage and boat ramp accessibility would be provided.

The Surveyor recommended granting a variance for the direct discharge into the Benjamin Crossing storm system. The
discharge would not be on a downstream landowner. The developer had control of the property, which would receive the
discharge, and the storm system was designed to handle it. Dave Eichelberger informed the Board; the increase occurred
when you compared the ten-year post developed to the two-year pre developed which was the first stage and the second stage
was one hundred year to the ten year.
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Steve felt it would be prudent to grant the variance subject to the Surveyor’s office final review. KD Benson motioned to
grant the variance request subject to the condition as stated by the Surveyor. Ruth Shedd seconded the motion and the
variance was granted. Steve stated he was prepared to recommend final approval with the conditions as stated on the April 2,
2004 Burke memo as well as the rerouting the Kirkpatrick Regulated Drain around the detention pond at the northeast side of
the Benjamin Crossing development, including the installation of two ten inch (10”) pipes for outlets and correction of the
erosion and sediment problems at the conspan located at Concord Road and Kirkpatrick Ditch. Brandon stated they
concurred with that. KD Benson motioned to grant final approval with the conditions noted on the April 2, 2004 Burke
memo in addition to those noted by the Surveyor. Ruth Shedd seconded the motion. Avalon Bluffs Section 1 was granted a
direct discharge variance and final approval with conditions. Those conditions were noted on the April 2, 2004 Burke memo,
as well as rerouting the Kirkpatrick Regulated drain, installation of two ten inch (10”) outlets for the pond in the northeast
corner of the Benjamin Crossing development and erosion and sediment correction.

Boothe Farms Subdivision

Robert Gross of R.W. Gross and Associates represented Greg Sutter and appeared before the Board to request a variance of
the standard stormwater detention requirements and final approval for the Boothe Farms Subdivision project. The site
consisted of ten and one tenth (10.1) acres located on the north side of County Road 700 North about one fourth (1/4) mile
east of County Road 775 East in Washington Township and would contain five (5) residential lots. Wentworth Lane, a
twenty-feet (20”) wide paved road, would provide access from County Road 700 North. Most of the site discharged to an
existing open ravine at the northwest corner of the property, then approximately three fourths (%) of a mile north to the
Wabash River. A 24” culvert conveyed runoff from the northeastern portion of the site to the west side of Wentworth Lane
and eventually discharged into the ravine through a stormwater swale. Due to the amount of runoff from the site, a variance
was requested. When modeling the project small changes were noted on the existing conditions to the proposed conditions.
The runoff would increase slightly. The two-year runoff was increased from 21 cfs to 23 cfs, ten-year from 42 cfs to 46 cfs,
and the 100-year from 71 cfs to 80 cfs. A rock dam to minimize erosion would be installed at the most upstream portion of
the open ravine.

The Surveyor recommended granting the variance subject to the installation of riprap to help stabilize the ravine in addition
to a covenant to restrict the amount of impervious area. KD Benson made a motion to grant the waiver subject to the
Surveyor’s conditions. Ruth Shedd seconded the motion and the variance was granted. The Surveyor recommended final
approval with conditions as stated on the April 2, 2004 Burke memo. KD Benson motioned to grant final approval with the
conditions stated on the April 2, 2004 Burke memo. Ruth Shedd seconded the motion. Boothe Farms Subdivision was
granted final approval with the conditions stated on the April 2, 2004 Burke memo.

OTHER BUSINESS
Revised NPDES Phase Il Stormwater Quality Management Plan and Permit Contract

The Surveyor presented to the Board a revised NPDES Phase Il Stormwater Quality Management Plan and Permit contract
with Christopher B.Burke Engineering for additional fees. The cost was shared between Tippecanoe County, City of
Lafayette, City of West Lafayette and Purdue University. When the original contract was executed approximately two years
ago, Rule 13 was not finished and deadlines were moved back. The NPDES project team had reviewed the revision to the
contract. The cost covered additional meeting attendance, technical guidance through the process, development assistance of
the Phase Il website (program requirement), as well as reformatting the individual ordinances into one comprehensive
ordinance. Tippecanoe County’s portion of the revised contract amount would be $22,000.00, City of Lafayette’s $16,000.00,
City of West Lafayette’s $12,000.00, and Purdue University’s portion would be $10,000.00. The two cities and the
University were in the process of executing the revision at the present time. As the monies were available, the Surveyor
recommended granting the increase in the contract for Phase Il with Christopher B. Burke Engineering. KD Benson motioned
to approve the contract revision with Christopher B. Burke Engineering and Ruth Shedd seconded the motion.
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Winding Creek Section 1/Reduction of Drainage Easement/ County Farm Regulated Drain

A request to modify the Legal Drain Easement of the County Farm Regulated Drain had been received by the Surveyor’s
office for a part of Lots 45 and 46 of Winding Creek Section 1 Subdivision. The request involved the reduction of the current
seventy-five feet (75) Easement to fifteen feet from the centerline of the tile across lots 45 and 46 in Winding Creek Section
1 Subdivision. Dave Luhman had reviewed the request and stated since the parties had not signed it, the Board should
approve the form itself. Once the parties submitted a signed request the Board could then sign it. KD Benson moved to
approve the form and authorize the signing of the Easement once received with proper signatures. Ruth Shedd seconded the
motion and the modification of the Legal Drain Easement was granted once the proper signatures were obtained.

Boland Heights/ Reduction of Easement/ Branch 1 of Branch 4 of S.W. Elliott Regulated Drain

The Surveyor presented a request to modify the Regulated Drain Easement for a portion of Branch 1 of Branch 4 of the S.W.
Elliott Regulated Drain located in Boland Heights Subdivision. The requested modification was to reduce the existing
seventy-five feet (75”) from the tile’s centerline to fifteen feet (15) each side of the centerline of the tile for a total of a thirty-
feet (30°) overall Easement. The portion of the Branch in question was located in Section 17, Township 22 North and Range
3 West and also a part of tract fourteen (14) and nineteen (19), as shown on the Plat of Survey recorded Document Number
98-06220.

KD Benson motioned to grant the Easement Reduction as presented by the Surveyor. Ruth Shedd seconded the motion and
an Easement Reduction for a portion of Branch one (1) of Branch four (4) of the S.W. Elliott Regulated Drain was granted as
presented to the Board by the Surveyor.

As there was no other business before the Board, KD Benson motioned to adjourn. Ruth Shedd seconded the motion and the
meeting was adjourned.

John Knochel, President

KD Benson, Vice President

Brenda Garrison, Secretary

Ruth Shedd, Member
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Benton and Tippecanoe County

Joint Drainage Board
Otterbein Ditch
Minutes
April 12, 2004

Those present were:

Benton County Commissioner David Fisher, Tippecanoe County Commissioner KD Benson, Benton County Commissioner
Kevin Leuck, Benton County Surveyor Jack Steele, Tippecanoe County Surveyor Steve Murray, Joint Drainage Board
Attorney Dave Luhman, Joint Drainage Board Secretary Brenda Garrison, Tippecanoe County Commissioner Ruth Shedd
and Warren County Commissioner James Lanham were absent.

Commissioner David Fisher referred the meeting to the Drainage Board Attorney, Dave Luhman. Mr. Luhman stated four
bids were submitted and opened at the last joint meeting held on April 7, 2004. The contractors who submitted the bids were
Rinehart Excavating, Wells Excavating, Hardebeck Enterprise and F&K Construction. The bids were taken under advisement
at that time. The Benton and Tippecanoe County Surveyors reviewed the bids for technical compliance of the engineering
aspects and found there were no material omissions. Therefore they were all qualified for acceptance subject to the
Surveyors determination of the lowest responsible bidder.

Tippecanoe County Surveyor Steve Murray then stated all bids were reviewed and tabbed. Rinehart Excavating was the low
bidder at $71,886.00. He stated in tabbing out the bid it actually totaled $71886.30. He then recommended waiving of the
thirty-cent ($0.30) underbid and the acceptance of Rinehart Excavating’s Bid of $71,886.00. He also recommended execution
of the Form 96 and Contract for Public Work. Benton County Surveyor Jack Steele stated he was in agreement with the
Tippecanoe County Surveyor Steve Murray.

Commissioner KD Benson motioned to award the bid to Rinehart Excavating for Phase 1 of the Routine Maintenance of
Otterbein Ditch. Commissioner Kevin Leuck seconded the motion and the motion passed. Otterbein Ditch Routine
Maintenance Phase 1 Contract was awarded to Rinehart Excavating of 6155 West 550 South Delphi Indiana 46923.

Commissioner KD Benson motioned to approve the minutes from the April 7, 2004 joint meeting. Commissioner Kevin
Leuck seconded the motion and the April 7, 2004 Special Hearing of Otterbein Ditch Routine Maintenance Phase 1 minutes
were approved.

Benton County Surveyor Jack Steele asked Tippecanoe County Surveyor Steve Murray what the start date would be. Mr.
Murray stated the start date would be in early to mid-May of 2004 and a necessary preconstruction meeting with Mr.
Rinehart would be held at the end of this month. A list of property owners and contacts would be provided to Mr. Rinehart at
the meeting. Due to the time of year, Mr. Steele asked if there would be funds to pay crop damage if necessary. Mr. Murray
stated most of the farmers were aware of the work at hand and had informed him they would not plant crops within the area
required by the contractor. However the farmers would be reimbursed if necessary.

Commissioner KD Benson made the motion to adjourn and Commissioner Kevin Leuck seconded the motion.
The meeting was adjourned.

Absent
David Fisher, President James Lanham, member
Absent
KD Benson, Vice President Ruth Shedd, member
Kevin Leuck, Member Brenda Garrison Executive Secretary
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Bi-County Drainage Board
Minutes
August 17, 2005
Special Meeting
Otterbein Regulated Drain Maintenance Phase 11

Those present were:

Bi-County Drainage Board President Tippecanoe County Commissioner KD Benson, Vice President Tippecanoe County
Commissioner Ruth Shedd, member Benton County Commissioner Kevin Leuck, , Tippecanoe County Surveyor Steve
Murray, Benton County Surveyor Jack Steele, Drainage Board Attorney Doug Masson for Dave Luhman, and Bi-County
Drainage Board Secretary Brenda Garrison were in attendance. Member Jim Hasser Benton County Commissioner and
member Tom Hetrick Warren County Commissioner arrival was late.

Election of Officers

The first order of business was to elect officers of the Board. Doug Masson received nominations for President. Ruth Shedd
nominated KD Benson for President. Kevin Leuck seconded the nomination. KD Benson was elected President. Kevin
Leuck nominated Ruth Shedd Vice President. Ruth Shedd seconded the nomination. Ruth Shedd was nominated Vice
President.

BID Opening

President KD Benson opened the floor to Steve Murray Tippecanoe County Surveyor. As Tippecanoe County held the
majority of the acreage within the watershed, Steve held the floor. He stated three bids were received for the Otterbein
Regulated Drain Maintenance Phase Il. The first bid was received from Rinehart Excavating of 6155 West 550S Delphi
Indiana 46923. The bid documents were briefly reviewed and thought to be in order. The total bid amount was $79,936.85
from Rinehart Excavating. The second bid was received from Sutton Inc. 8182 West 750W W. Lafayette Indiana 47906.
The bid documents included a confirmation letter of approval for up to $76,000.00 from Fowler State Bank in lieu of the
required performance bid bond. The total bid amount was $68,733.80. The third bid was received from Fairfield Contracting
Inc. P.O. Box 4427 Lafayette Indiana 47903. The total bid amount was $115,783.25. The bid documents were briefly
reviewed and looked to be in order. The Surveyor stated he had estimated $81,474.00 for the project. He recommended the
Board take the bids under advisement and review for proper documentation. He also recommended awarding the contract at
a later date once the bid documents had been reviewed. Ruth Shedd made a motion to take the submitted bids under
advisement. Kevin Leuck seconded the motion. The bids would be taken under advisement. The Secretary confirmed the bid
letting had been publicized in the Benton Review newspaper as well as the Journal & Courier.

BID Award

KD Benson presented August 26, 2005 at 11:00 a.m. as a date for the contract award of the Otterbein Regulated Drain
Maintenance Phase II. The Board members all agreed on August 26™, 2005 at 11:00 a.m. as the date to award the Otterbein
Regulated Drain Maintenance Phase 11 Contract.

Ruth Shedd, President Tom Hetrick

KD Benson, Vice President Brenda Garrison Secretary

Kevin Leuck, Member

Jim Hasser, Member
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Bi-County Drainage Board
Minutes
August 26, 2005
Special Meeting
Otterbein Regulated Drain Maintenance Phase 11

Those present were:

Bi-County Drainage Board President KD Benson, Vice President Ruth Shedd, member Benton County Commissioner Kevin
Leuck, member Benton County Commissioner Jim Hasser, member Warren County Commissioner Tom Hetrick, Tippecanoe
County Surveyor Steve Murray, Benton County Surveyor Jack Steele, Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman, and Bi-
County Drainage Board Secretary Brenda Garrison was in attendance.

Approval of Minutes

Commissioner Leuck made a motion to approve the August 17, 2005 Bi-County Drainage Board minutes as written. Ruth
Shedd seconded the motion. The August 17, 2005 Bi-County Drainage Board minutes were approved as written.

BID Award

President KD Benson opened the floor to Steve Murray Tippecanoe County Surveyor. He stated all of the submitted bid
documents had been tabulated. The lowest bid amount of $68,733.80 was received from Sutton Inc. 8182 West 750W West
Lafayette Indiana 47906. Dave Luhman Attorney stated the Board had received a Letter of Credit clarification from Fowler
State Bank and felt it satisfied the requirements in the Bid specifications. He recommended a motion to wave irregularities
with respect to the Bids received- prior to acceptance of a Bid. In response to KD’s inquiry, the Dave stated the Letter of
Credit was received after the Bid opening, however Mr. Sutton’s bid package referred to the Letter of Credit in addition a
Performance Bond was not due until the contract was signed. Kevin Leuck made a motion to wave any irregularities with
respect to Bids received. Jim Hasser seconded the motion. The motion passed. Steve Murray and Jack Steele noted they
were comfortable with Mr. Sutton’s ability and track record. Steve then recommended the Board accept the lowest bid
submitted by Sutton Inc. in the amount of $68,733.80. Ruth Shedd made a motion to accept the lowest bid submitted by
Sutton Inc. in the amount of $68,733.80 for the Phase Il Maintenance of the Otterbein Regulated Drain. Kevin Leuck
seconded the motion. The Board accepted the lowest bid from Sutton Inc. in the amount of $68,733.80 for the Phase |1
Maintenance of the Otterbein Regulated Drain unanimously. Steve then recommended the Board sign the Contract for Public
Work and Form 96 along with the contract documents at this meeting. The Surveyor explained to the Board while Form 96
was an antiquated form; it was still used for the non-collusion, equipment and work experience information requirement.
Tom Hetrick made a motion to approve the Contract for Public works and Form 96 signing by the Board. Kevin Leuck
seconded the motion. The Board would sign the Contract for Public works and Form 96. As there was no other business
before the Board, Ruth Shedd made a motion to adjourn. Kevin Leuck seconded the motion. The meeting was adjourned.

KD Benson, President Tom Hetrick

Ruth Shedd, Vice President Brenda Garrison Secretary

Kevin Leuck, Member

Jim Hasser, Member
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Tippecanoe County Drainage Board
Minutes
November 1, 2006
Regular Meeting

Those present were:

Tippecanoe County Drainage Board President KD Benson, Vice President John Knochel, member Ruth Shedd, County
Surveyor Steve Murray, Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman, and Drainage Board Secretary Brenda Garrison.
Drainage Board Engineering Consultant Dave Eichelberger from Christopher B. Burke Engineering Limited was absent.

Approval of Minutes
John Knochel made a motion to approve the October 4, 2006 Regular Drainage Board minutes as written. Ruth Shedd
seconded the motion. The October 4, 2006 Regular Drainage Board meeting minutes were approved as written.

Duke Energy Westwood Substation

KD noted this project was continued from the October 4, 2006 Drainage Board Meeting due to a violation of the Stormwater
Ordinance regarding construction activity prior to Drainage Board approval. Bill Taylor of Duke Energy was in attendance
and available for questions by the Board.

Brandon Fulk from Schneider Corporation appeared before the Board and requested a Stormwater Quality post construction
variance with final approval for Duke Energy Westwood Substation. Brandon stated a tree planting plan along County Road
500 West would be submitted and the site would be permanent stone. This would be included in the master covenants. The
covenants and the plan had not been submitted to date in order to include any requirements made by the Board today. He
noted landowner Dawn Copas had appeared before the Board last month and spoke with Bill Taylor after the meeting
regarding a tree planting plan. Bill Taylor stated Mrs. Copas had requested Evergreen trees. He suggested two rows of
Evergreens along Co. Rd. 500 West and he indicated she was agreeable. Brandon added they agreed with the September 29,
2006 Burke memo. He requested a Stormwater Quality Variance along with final approval.

KD noted the notice from IDEM to Duke Energy was clear in that the applicant was required to submit their project to the
local Drainage Board for approval. They were in violation of the Ordinance. Brandon agreed and stated Schneider Corp. had
no knowledge of the IDEM letter to Duke Energy until their initial meeting with Duke Representatives which was after the
violation occurred. They reiterated to the representatives at that time they would have to follow the County Drainage
Ordinance. The Surveyor also noted the letter stated the applicant would have to comply with the Drainage Ordinance
regarding Rule 5. He noted the letter also stated “in the meantime it would be considered deficient although they were aware
of the extenuating circumstances and had no intention at that time of holding up their project”. However it was clearly stated
prior to that indicating they would have to go through the Drainage Board for compliance. Their construction activity should
have ceased at that point. He noted the Ordinance called for a $500.00 a day fine and stated due to the timeline involved the
fine could be as high as $75,000.00. He felt it was a misunderstanding on Duke’s part and a fine of that magnitude was not
warranted. He recommended a $1000.00 fine and submittal of a tree planting plan agreeable with the Board. John Knochel
also stated he felt it was a misunderstanding on Duke’s part and was satisfied with the proposed fine amount along with the
proposed tree planting plan.

John Knochel made a motion to accept the proposed $1000.00 fine along with a tree planting plan including a maintenance
plan to be worked out with the Surveyor’s office. Ruth Shedd seconded the motion. KD noted as a first interaction with
Duke- this was not a good start and reiterated to Mr. Taylor the need to go through proper channels within County
Government for project approvals. The Surveyor noted Tipmont REMC was required to get Drainage Board approval for
their Substation as the requirement was for all utility companies. A $1000.00 fine to Duke Energy for the Westwood
Substation construction violation along with a plan for screening trees for the entire frontage along County Road 500 West
agreeable to the Surveyor’s office was approved.

John Knochel made a motion to grant the requested variance for Stormwater Quality. Ruth Shedd seconded the motion. A
variance for Stormwater Quality was granted as requested. John Knochel made a motion to grant final approval with the
conditions as stated on the Sept. 29, 2006 Burke memo for Duke Energy Westwood Substation. Ruth Shedd seconded the
motion. Duke Energy Westwood Substation was granted final approval with conditions as stated on the Sept. 29, 2006 Burke
memo along with the submission of a tree planting plan agreeable to the Surveyor’s office. KD reiterated with Mr. Taylor
Duke Energy must follow the Tippecanoe County Drainage Ordinance when planning projects in the future and the County
would follow their future projects closely.
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Other Business

2007 Drainage Board Meeting Dates

KD stated March 13" was a Tuesday therefore the 14™ would be appropriate due to Purdue Road School the first week of
March. The Board was in agreement of the proposed dates submitted by the Secretary with the revised date of March 14™,
2007. The Secretary would post the dates as agreed by the Board.

Hickory Hills 111 Phase 1 Section 3

The Surveyor updated the Board regarding Hickory Hills I11 Phase 1 Section 3. He had met with Mr. Holden of Farmers State
Bank of Frankfort Indiana and now the developer by default of the aforementioned subdivision. He stated the Bank was in
the process of contracting a company to construct the swale back as designed and to complete the original punch list
previously provided to them (approx. a year ago) by the Surveyor’s office. Mr. Holden informed the Surveyor their intent
was not to go through court proceedings and he felt if the County would send a letter to the Bank they would cut a check to
the County for the work needed. However the Surveyor informed Mr. Holden the Board would like the Bank to hire a
Company to accomplish the work needed so the County could give the final approval. Mr. Holden was agreeable. Phil
Kretzmier of A&K Construction stated they had agreed upon an amount with the Bank to restore the swale and complete the
punch list. The amount was approximately $5500.00. Mr. Kretzmier was looking into possibly completing the construction
this year, however was not positive all the items could be accomplished by end of year. The Surveyor recommended the
Board grant him authority upon receipt of proper documentation to release of the Certificate of Occupancy on Lot 104 and
allow other individuals to draw building permits as requested.

John Knochel made a motion to grant the Surveyor the authority- upon receipt of proper documentation (and with a timeline
of no later than end of May 2007) - to release of the Certificate of Occupancy on Lot 104 and allow other individuals to draw
building permits when requested. In response to KD’s inquiry, the Surveyor noted Maintenance Bonds and/or Letter of Credit
in lieu of Bonds would be in effect for the Subdivision. He had no doubt A&K Construction would try to complete the work
by end of year, but did not know if that would be feasible due to weather conditions. He stated he informed Mr. Kretzmier a
letter from the Bank acknowledging A&K Construction would do the work was required. The Attorney also noted Farmers
State Bank had acknowledged they were financially responsible to see that drainage was restored to the previously approved
final plans. He had spoke with the Bank’s Attorney and he had acknowledged the work to be done first would be on Lot 104
behind the home so the landowner may close on their pending loan and move in. The Surveyor reiterated the Bank had
inherited the project due to the default of the original developer. He felt they had every intention of following through with
the work needed. Ruth Shedd then seconded the motion. The Surveyor was granted the authority- upon receipt of proper
documentation (no later than end of May 2007) - to release of the Certificate of Occupancy on Lot 104 and allow other
individuals to draw building permits when the work was completed.

Benton County Assessment Notification

H.W. Moore Lateral and Otterbein Drain

The Surveyor referred to the Attorney concerning Benton County Assessment Notification. The Attorney stated a letter was
received from the Benton County Surveyor — Jack Steele which requested removal of the assessments on Lot 5(Parcel
#152083010057) and Lot 10 (Parcel #152083010101) of the Shoff addition to the Town of Otterbein with regard to the H.W.
Moore Lateral Drain and the Otterbein Ditch. He noted the reasoning for the removal was the following: a 48” and 36" tile
severs both lots along with the 150 feet wide right of entry for drainage improvements under consideration made both lots
unbuildable. It is the Benton County’s Surveyor’s opinion the assessment for both lots should be reduced to 0. The
recommendation had been approved through the Benton County Drainage Board and was submitted to this Drainage Board
as the other part of the Bi- County Drainage Board for approval. The Surveyor stated it was a Bi-County Drain and the
majority of the lateral tile was in Benton County who were in control of the drain. He was aware the H.W. Moore Lateral tile
previously had major problems and was reconstructed a few years ago. He stated he was comfortable with the Benton County
Surveyor’s recommendation to remove the lots off of the drain tax roll for the aforementioned drains. In response to Ruth
Shedd’s inquiry, the Attorney stated in determining drainage assessments one must weigh damage the landowner occurs
against the benefit he receives. It is Mr. Steele’s opinion regarding these lots the damages the landowner received is greater
than any benefit they may get from drainage. In response to KD, the Surveyor noted Mr. Steele oversees Building Permits in
Benton County to include all of the Town of Otterbein in addition to being the Area Plan Director for Benton County.

John Knochel made a motion to approve the removal of the assessments on Lot 5 (Parcel #152083010057) and Lot 10
(Parcel #152083010101) of the Shoff Addition to the Town of Otterbein from the H.W. Moore Lateral and the Otterbein
Ditch Drainage Assessment Rolls. Ruth Shedd seconded the motion. A Correction of Assessments would be filed including a
copy of the minutes with the Auditor Office of both Counties for the removal of the drainage assessments on said lots.
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Lauramie Creek Watershed Management Plan Professional Services Agreement

The Surveyor presented a Lauramie Creek Watershed Management Plan Professional Services Agreement with Christopher
B. Burke Engineering LTD for acceptance. He stated there were monies available within the 319 Grant through IDEM for the
implementation of some of the practices recommended within the previous Lauramie Creek Watershed Study. A cost share
program should be developed for various best management practices in target areas as identified in the Watershed
Management Plan. There was a provision for Public Information and Outreach and they would be reforming a Steering
Committee with interested stake holders. IDEM indicated there were 319 Grant implementation monies still available for
this use. The intent of having the watershed planning process was to identify what problems there may be within the
watershed since this feeds into the South Fork of the Wildcat. He felt fortunate to receive the opportunity to receive
implementation money from the 319 Grant. He wanted the Board as well as the Surveyor’s office to have the experience
with watershed studies and the various funds for such studies. He recommended the Board execute the Lauramie Creek
Watershed Management Plan Professional Services Agreement with Christopher B. Burke Engineering LTD. He noted
within a portion of the Lauramie Creek Watershed lies the JB Anderson Regulated Drain. In response to Ruth Shedd’s
inquiry, the Surveyor stated the cut off date for the use of the grant monies was August 15, 2009 and there was no penalty for
not spending it. There were numerous studies going on along the Wildcat Creek and he had heard from landowners along the
Wildcat Creek who were enthusiastic about the studies. This also may allow an opportunity for improvements on the J.B.
Anderson Regulated Drain. He stated the 319 Grant money was federal monies administered by IDEM and good
conservation practices would reduce maintenance costs of drains and ditches in the long run. The Attorney stated he had
reviewed the Contract.

John Knochel made a motion to accept the Lauramie Creek Watershed Management Plan Professional Services Agreement
with Christopher B. Burke Engineering LTD dated October 23, 2006. Ruth Shedd seconded the motion. The Lauramie Creek
Watershed Management Plan Professional Services Agreement with Christopher B. Burke Engineering LTD dated October
23, 2006 was approved as presented by the Surveyor.

Public Comment
With no public comment, John Knochel made a motion to adjourn the meeting. 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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Tippecanoe County Drainage Board
Minutes
May 4, 2011
Regular Meeting

Those present were:

Tippecanoe County Drainage Board President Thomas Murtaugh, Vice President David Byers, member John Knochel,
County Surveyor Zachariah Beasley, Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman, Drainage Board Engineering Consultant Dave
Eichelberger from Christopher B. Burke Engineering Limited, and Linda Underwood recording for Drainage Board Secretary
Brenda Garrison who was absent.

Approval of Minutes
David Byers made a motion to approve the April 6, 2011 Regular Drainage Board minutes as written. John Knochel
seconded the motion. The April 6, 2011 Drainage Board meeting minutes were approved as written.

Industrial Pallet Expansion

Patrick Williams from TBIRD Designs appeared before the Board to request final approval for Industrial Pallet Expansion.
The site was located on the east side of US 52 and north of State Road 28. An abandoned railroad was located to the north of
the site. The eastern portion of the tract would be developed with the proposed project. All existing structures onsite at this
time were located in the western portion of the tract. Mr. Williams stated Mr. Jay Wegand C.F.O. of Industrial Pallet and Mr.
Pat Jarboe of TBIRD Design were also in attendance. He stated today’s submittal regarded the final construction plans and
detailed design information for the grading and infrastructure portion of the previously approved Master Drainage Study. An
entrance would be constructed from East County Line Road. Grading operations for future expansion, a wet bottom detention
pond, bypass swale and offsite storm sewer outlet to County Road 1075South was planned. Additionally, expansion of the
existing driveway located at U.S. 52 was planned. A variance to the Stormwater Detention and Stormwater Quality was
requested regarding the expansion of the existing U.S. 52 entrance. A second variance to Stormwater Quality for the bypass
swale was requested as well. He noted they agreed with the April 28, 2011 Christopher Burke memo and requested final
approval. The Surveyor stated his office had received the IDEM Water Quality Sampling results as required and
recommended final approval with the conditions as stated on the April 28, 2011 Burke memo. He then recommended
approval of the requested variances as requested. There were no comments from the public.

David Byers made a motion to grant final approval with conditions as stated on the April 28, 2011 Burke memo. John
Knochel seconded the motion. David Byers made a motion to approve the Stormwater Detention and Stormwater Quality
variances as requested. John Knochel seconded the motion. Industrial Pallet was granted a Stormwater Detention and
Stormwater Quality Variance regarding the U.S. 52 entrance as well as a Stormwater Quality Variance regarding the bypass
swale. Industrial Pallet was granted final approval with the conditions as stated on the April 28,2011 Burke memo.

Huntington Farms Phase 4

Joe Couts of Cripe Architects and Engineers appeared before the Board to request final approval for Huntington Farms Phase
4. The Phase 4 site consisted of approximately 9.8 acres of the original 75 acre tract of development. It was located between
Lindberg Road (C.R. 200N) and State Road 26 and west of Klondike Road (C.R. 300W). Mr. Couts stated this was the last
and final phase of the development located in the very northwest quarter of the site. A detention pond would be constructed
during this phase. The pond would discharge into the side ditch along Lindberg Road (C.R. 200N) and flow west. Offsite
improvements were planned within the County Highway’s right of way to allow the discharge from the pond. This would
require County Highway approval. He stated the release rate would be 5 cfs from Phase 4 as planned in the previously
approved 1996 Huntington Farms Master Drainage Study. A Petition to Encroach on the Vanderkleed Regulated Drain
Easement which was located onsite was submitted for approval as well.

A Stormwater Quality Variance regarding the calculation minimum 80% TSS removal requirement was requested due to
inclusion of this phase within the previously approved 1996 Master Plan. He stated Stormwater Quality measures were in
place such as vegetated swales, .20 of an acre constructed wetland, detention pond and sumped curb inlets. He requested
final approval at that time. The Surveyor stated the Vanderkleed Regulated drain’s natural surface flow sheet flowed
southwest through a culvert under State Road 26W. He noted construction in northwest corner of the site and in particular
the requested encroachment should not alter the existing Vanderkleed Regulated Drain in any way. It would be the
responsibility of the Developer to repair if any alterations were made to the said drain. He then referred to the Board’s
Engineer for further discussion. Dave Eichelberger of Christopher Burke Engineering stated due to the previous 1996 Master
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plan approval regarding this phase and in particular the present Stormwater Quality requirements, the variance request
(related to Page 2 under Item #1 under Stormwater Quality in the April 27, 2011 Burke memo) could be approved in his
opinion. He noted he would be meeting with Mr. Couts regarding this issue and would encourage the plan to be as close to
80% as allowed with the present day restrictions. Responding to Mr. Luhman’s (Drainage Board Attorney) inquiry, Mr.
Eichelberger stated he could recommend a range requirement if the Board felt more comfortable with that. Responding to
Mr. Murtaugh’s inquiry, Mr. Couts noted he agreed with the conditions stated in the April 27, 2011 Burke memo and would
work with Burke Engineering regarding this particular issue as well as others.

Responding to Mr. Byers, Lee Brand approached the Board and stated he was concerned about the amount, route and location
of the discharge of the “holding pond”. The Surveyor noted the proposed plan indicated the pond’s outfall would flow to the
roadside ditch along Lindberg Road and flow west which was the existing pattern at this time and then southwest. Mr. Couts
indicated the discharge would stay within the right of way along Lindberg Road (C.R. 200N) until it reached the end of the
existing culvert under Lindberg Avenue and would follow the present discharge pattern at that location. Mr. Brand stated
the problem he had was the roadside ditch would stay full two weeks after a rainfall and continue to cross his tract keeping it
wet. He stated he had a similar situation regarding standing water on his tract located near State Road 26W. There was a
broken tile under State Road 26West, INDOT repaired it last year and installed a catch basin. This solved his drainage
problem at that location. Therefore, he would like to see a catch basin installed for this discharge as well. The Surveyor
clarified the catch basin was located on the north side of State Road 26 West. The existing detention basin north of S.R.26
outlet to the north roadside ditch and there was a 12-15 inch tile which outlet just east of the inlet. The tile broke down last
year and INDOT fixed the problem under State Road 26 and the Surveyor’s office at that time requested the catch basin be
installed to assist with the drainage issues at that location. He confirmed drainage at that location had improved since the
catch basin was installed. Mr. Brand proposed a similar catch basin be installed at the Lindberg Road location. He reiterated
after a large rainfall, it takes two weeks to drain and that was too long. If a catch basin was installed it would assist in the
amount of flow across his field and he would be happy. The Surveyor stated he would discuss the nuisance water with Mr.
Couts later today in a previously scheduled meeting regarding the existing plan and possible improvements to it.

The Surveyor noted, historically the Drainage Board and Surveyor’s office had not allowed developments to tap into a county
tile. However, north of Lindberg Road the Vanderkleed drain tile basically stopped at the development. When Lindberg
Village was constructed the Vanderkleed tile was vacated northeast of the site. He stated there was a small amount of
watershed area going through the tile, which made him less apprehensive for the possibility of the development tapping into
the drainage tile. This was a unique situation; and it would not harm upstream owners. He did not feel it would be a
problem. Responding to Mr. Byer’s inquiry, the Surveyor noted this tile did not have a maintenance fund established, no
assessments were being collected. Mr. Brand asked why he should have to pay for maintenance on the tile if the
development drained into it. The Surveyor then referred to the attorney for clarification as there was not a maintenance fund
for the Vanderkleed Regulated Drain. If a fund was established assessments would be collected. However the Surveyor
noted historically landowners within this watershed did not want to set up a maintenance fund and if one was set up presently
the support of the landowners would be required.

Mr. Couts stated with the historical knowledge of developments not out letting into a regulated tile, the developer had taken
extra measures to keep any ground water from the detention pond routing into the existing tile. He stated they were open to
modifying their existing plan as the Surveyor may suggest. He noted they were discharging at the previous allowed
discharge rate of 5 cfs or a little lower than 5 cfs. They were in compliance with the previously approved 1996 Master Plan.
Responding to Mr. Murtaugh’s inquiry, the Surveyor stated it should not be a problem to modify the proposed plan. Mr.
Byers and Mr. Murtaugh stated there were a lot of questions regarding the drainage situation remaining. It would be prudent
to table the project until next month. Mr. Byers made a motion to table the Huntington Farms Phase 4 project until the June 1,
2011 meeting. John Knochel seconded the motion. Huntington Farms Phase 4 project was tabled until the June 1,2011
meeting.

Spitznagle Borrow Pit

Mr. Steve Roeshlein from Vester and Associates appeared before the Board to request final approval for the Spitznagle
Borrow Pit. The site consisted of approximately 10 acres of earthen material to be removed and used for the S.R. 25
(Hoosier Heartland Highway) project located south of C. R. 400South and east of C.R. 500East. The disturbed area
immediately surrounding the pit would be returned to agricultural production after construction was complete. He noted the
watershed area was approximately 18 acres including the newly created pond. He stated the developer agreed with the April
29,2011 Burke memo and requested final approval. The Surveyor stated the site drained north into a culvert under C.R.
400North to an unnamed tributary and then to Dry Run- a tributary of Wabash River. The existing drainage pattern was
reviewed by the Board utilizing G.I.S.
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Responding to the Surveyor’s request, Mr. Roeshlein stated there was minimal erosion at the culvert as the area had not been
touched in the last 50 years. The Surveyor stated clear color pictures of the metal arch pipe culvert at C.R. 400North
showing the existing condition were required for the record. Photographs of the existing drainage pattern to the unnamed
tributary then to the Dry Run tributary of Wabash River should be provided for the record as well. A narrative of the
downstream receiving system should be included in the Drainage Report. Mr. Roeshlein stated he would provide all the
information as required and make it part of the final drainage report. The Surveyor stated basically this was an area that
discharged to the C.R. 400North culvert. Responding to the Surveyor’s inquiry, Mr. Roeschlein stated the emergency
spillway would be moved to the west of its current location.

The Surveyor stated he recommended final approval with the conditions as stated on the April 29,2011 Burke memo. There
was no public comment. David Byers made a motion to grant final approval with the conditions as stated on the April 29,
2011 Burke memo for Spitznagle Borrow Pit. John Knochel seconded the motion. The Spitznagle Borrow Pit was granted
final approval with conditions as stated on the April 29, 2011 Burke memo.

Petition to Encroach Otterbein Regulated Drain#112
The Surveyor reviewed a Petition to Encroach on the Otterbein Regulated Drain #112 submitted by the Town of Otterbein
and presented to the Surveyor office by Butler Fairman and Seifert Inc. (B.F.S.) on April 18,2011. The encroachment was
located on Oxford Street within the Town of Otterbein and approximately 115 feet into the Otterbein Regulated Drain #112
easement. He recommended approval as submitted. There was no public comment. David Byers made a motion to grant
approval of the Petition to Encroach on the Otterbein Regulated Drain#1 12 submitted by the Town of Otterbein. John
Knochel seconded the motion. The Petition to Encroach on the Otterbein Regulated Drain #112 was approved as submitted.

Petition to Encroach Vanderkleed Regulated Drain/Huntington Farms Phase 4
David Byers made a motion to table the Petition to Encroach on the Vanderkleed Regulated Drain submitted Cripe Architects
& Engineers to the June 1, 2011 meeting. John Knochel seconded the motion. The Petition to Encroach on the Vanderkleed

Regulated Drain was tabled to the June 1, 2011 meeting,

Zach Beasley
The Surveyor stated he had two Regulated Drain Hearings he would like to schedule with the Board. The John Hengst

Regulated Drain and the John Blickenstaff Regulated Drain. He had the report and assessments ready to be presented to the
Board. He had been in contact with landowners benefitted by both drains. David Byers made a motion to schedule the two
Regulated Drain Hearings as requested by the Surveyor. John Knochel seconded the motion. The John Hengst #117
Regulated Drain and the John Blickenstaff #11 Regulated Drain Hearings were scheduled for June 1, 2011. The Hearings
would follow the regular scheduled Drainage Board meeting.

Public Comment
As there was no public comment, John Knochel made a motion to adjourn. The meeting was adjourned.
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Tippecanoe County Drainage Board
Minutes
July 6, 2011
Regular Meeting

Those present were:

Tippecanoe County Drainage Board President Thomas Murtaugh, Vice President David Byers, member John Knochel,
County Surveyor Zachariah Beasley, Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman, Drainage Board Engineering Consultant Dave
Eichelberger from Christopher B. Burke Engineering Limited, and Drainage Board Secretary Brenda Garrison.

Approval of Minutes

David Byers made a motion to approve the June 1, 2011 Regular Meeting minutes, the June 1, 2011 J. Hengst, J. Blickenstaff
Regulated Drains Special Hearings and the June 30, 2011 Special Drainage Board meeting minutes as written. John Knochel
seconded the motion. The June 1, 2011 Regular Meeting minutes, the June 1, 2011 Special Hearing minutes regarding the J.
Hengst and J. Blickenstaff Regulated Drains and the June 30, 2011 special Drainage Board meeting minutes were approved
as written.

Romney Dollar General Store

Dale Kruse of Kruse Consulting Inc. 7384 Business Center Drive Avon Indiana appeared before the Board to request final
approval of the Romney Dollar General Store. The site was located southwest of the intersection at SR28 and US 231 in the
town limits of Romney Indiana which consisted of approximately 1.3 acres. On and off-site storm water would outlet to the
existing storm sewer along S.R. 28. John Galloway, previous owner of tract owned the surrounding tracts. Mr. Kruse stated
they were working together on the offsite Drainage Easement required regarding the route of the runoff. He would submit
the finalized easement at a future date. They would meet today onsite to work out any issues of the easement, Underground
detention would be stored in pipes located under the parking lot. At that time he requested final approval. The Surveyor
reiterated the easement must be obtained and recorded as he would not sign off on the plans until this was completed. He then
recommended final approval with the conditions as stated within the June 30, 2011 Burke memo to include the recorded
easement condition. There was no public comment. David Byers made a motion to grant final approval with the conditions
as stated in the June 30, 2011 Burke memo which included the condition of a recorded drainage easement from the adjoining
landowner Mr. Galloway. John Knochel seconded the motion. The Dollar General store in Romney was granted final
approval with the conditions as stated in the June 30, 2011 Burke memo which included the condition of a recorded drainage
easement from the adjoining landowner Mr. Galloway.

Nanshan America Advanced Aluminum Technologies

Mr. Jim Pence from Schneider Corporation Inc. appeared before the Board to request final approval for the Nanshan America
Advanced Aluminum Technologies project. The project was located within the City of Lafayette’s limits. The actual
development would be approved by the City. The Drainage Board was responsible for the approval of drainage only. This
project lied within the Upper J.N. Kirkpatrick Impact Drainage Area and the S.W. Elliott’s Ditch Priority Watershed. The
site was located on the southwest corner of the intersection at U.S. 52 and C. Rd. 350 South (Veterans Memorial Parkway)
and consisted of approximately 51.75 acres. Mr. Pence sated they agreed with the Burke memo conditions as stated in the
June 21, 2011 Burke memo and requested final approval at that time. The Surveyor stated mass earthwork and grading was
presented and granted approval by the Board in the June meeting. A Petition to Encroach on the J.N. Kirkpatrick Regulated
Drain during the interim and as a permanent condition was approved at that time as well. He noted the Board’s approval
today regarded the special discharge rate into the J.N. Kirkpatrick Open Ditch. He stated this project was in compliance with
the restricted rate and recommended approval with the conditions as stated on the June 21, 2011 Burke memo. There was no
public comment. David Byers made a motion to grant final approval for Nanshan America Advanced Aluminum
Technologies with the conditions as stated in the June 21, 2011 Burke memo. John Knochel seconded the motion. The
Nanshan America Afuminum Technologies was granted final approval with the conditions as stated in the June 21, 2011

Burke memo.

Hawthorne Villas

Jim Pence from Schneider Corporation Inc. appeared before the Board to request final approval of Hawthorne Villas. Mr.
Pence stated the site was located south of the intersection of C. Rd. 50 South and C. Rd. 550 East on the west side and
approximately 37.67 acres. The site would drain to the J. Berlowitz Regulated Drain via storm sewers, swales and two dry
detention facilities. Mr. Pence stated this project was brought before the Board in 2003 as a single family residential site. The
developer has revised those plans to an 89 unit duplex condominium project. Pursuant to the signed 2006 Storage Fees
Agreement with the developer, 2.63 acre feet of detention storage would be credited. This would leave 1.37 acre feet of
storage credit for the Hawthorne Villas site to be used as directed by the agreement. Mr. Pence stated they were requesting a
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variance to the required 80% TSS removal. He proposed several BMP measures such as vegetated swales, two dry detention
ponds, a filter strip and stormwater quality measures to treat stormwater runoff. The current TSS removal percentage planned
was at 77% so he felt it was adequate. Responding to Mr. Murtaugh’ inquiry, Mr. Pence stated there was an entrance
constructed from C. Rd. 50 South based on the project proposed in 2003. They have kept that entrance for this project. Atthe
Surveyor’s request Mr. Pence stated the following: Based on the Berlowitz Regional Facility, there was an overflow berm
along the south side of Co. Rd. 50 South which was constructed higher than the 100 year elevation requirement. He also
noted there were no building pads less than 46.6 feet onsite. He noted an extra foot of freeboard (height above 100 year
elevation requirement) was added based on the worst case scenario. The Surveyor stated he felt they had gone above and
beyond the building pad elevation requirement as their lowest elevation was approximately 3 feet above the requirement. He
reiterated the BMP measures regarding this request were a good faith effort to accommodate the percentage. He referred to
Mr. Eichelberger to elaborate. Mr. Eichelberger reiterated the aforementioned and stated he felt they had made a good faith
effort in this case and saw no problem with the requested variance. The Surveyor then recommended final approval with the
conditions as stated in the June 29, 2011 Burke memo in with the amendment to condition #2 under
“Variances/Encroachments” concerning replacement of the stated 80% TSS removal to 77% TSS removal as requested.
There was no public comment. David Byers made a motion to amend Condition #2 under “Variances/Encroachments” as
aforementioned within the June 29, 2011 Burke memo and grant the variance as requested. John Knochel seconded the
motion. Condition #2 under Variances/Encroachments on the June 29, 2011 Burke memo was amended to read 77% TSS
removal. David Byers made a motion to grant the Variance as amended. John Knochel seconded the motion. The requested
variance was granted with the amendment. David Byers made a motion to grant final approval with the conditions as stated
and amended on the June 29, 2011 Burke memo. John Knochel seconded the motion. Hawthorne Villas was granted final
approval with the conditions as stated and amended on the June 29, 2011 Burke memo. The Surveyor then presented a
Petition to Encroach on the Berlowitz Regional Facility as well as a Petition to Vacate Branch #10 of the Berlowitz
Regulated Drain for Hawthorne Villas and recommended approval. David Byers made a motion to approve the Petition to
Encroach on the Berlowitz Regional Facility as well as approve the Petition to Vacate Branch#10 of the Berlowitz Regulated
Drain. John Knochel seconded the motion. The Petition to Encroach on the Berlowitz Regional Facility as well as the
Petition to Vacate Branch #10 of the Berlowitz Regulated Drain was approved as presented.

Hawthorne Gardens
Clem Kuns from TBird Designs Inc. appeared before the Board to present Hawthorne Gardens for final approval. The site

was located west of C. Rd. 550 East and north of McCarty Lane and consisted of approximately 12.2 acres. A multifamily
apartment complex was planned for this site. This site was filled with soil excavated from the Berlowitz Regional Detention
Facility located along the north boundary. Currently the drainage pattern routes to the northwest directly into the Berlowitz
Regional Facility via a storm sewer system with a small portion of runoff to C. Rd. 550 East ditch. An infiltration trench
would provide a measure of detention and a vegetative swale was planned for storm water quality. Pursuant to the signed
2006 Storage Fees Agreement with the developer, this site was identified under the stated” R-3 West of CR 550 East” and
1.73 acre feet of detention storage would be credited for this project site. A total of 1.27 acre feet of credit remained for a
remaining portion of the “R-3 West of CR 550 East” to be used as directed by the signed agreement. The developer submitted
a Petition to Vacate Branch #6 of the Berlowitz Regulated Drain which served this site only and flowed from south to north
within the site. The developer had also submitted a Petition to Encroach on the Berlowitz Regulated Drain. Mr. Kuns stated
in all cases all storm water flows were restricted onsite up to the 100 year requirement before it would overtop the bank of the
Berlowitz Regional Facility with the exception of a small amount of sheet flow from the rear of the lots. He noted there were
two Drain Petitions included with this project. A Petition to Encroach on the Berlowitz Regulated Drain as well as A Petition
to Vacate Branch #6 of the Berlowitz Regulated Drain. He stated they were in agreement with the June 29, 2011 Burke
Memo and requested final approval for the project as well as approval for the Petitions as presented. The Surveyor stated
this project site was higher in elevation than the Hawthorne Villas site approved by the Board. He reiterated the 100 year
elevation in the hammerhead pond was 643.75 and this site’s elevation was over five feet higher than that elevation. He
noted Branch #6 of the Berlowitz drain was an old tile approx. 8-10 inch to be vacated and tied into the storm sewer. The
Petition to Encroach involved two outlets that encroached upon the Berlowitz Regional Detention Facility and Tippecanoe
County actually owned the property it was not just a drainage easement. He then recommended approval of Hawthorne
Gardens with the conditions as stated on the June 29, 2011 Burke memo as well as approval for the Petitions as presented to
the Board. There was no public comment. David Byers made a motion to grant approval of the Petition to Encroach upon the
Berlowitz Regional Facility as well as the Petition to Vacate Branch # 6 of the Berlowitz Regulated Drain. John Knochel
seconded the motion. The Petition to Encroach on the Berlowitz Regional Facility and the Petition to Vacate Branch # 6 of
the Berlowitz Regulated Drain were approved as presented. David Byers made a motion to grant final approval with the
conditions as stated on the June 29, 2011 Burke memo. John Knochel seconded the motion. Hawthorne Gardens was
granted final approval with conditions as stated on the June 29, 2011 Burke memo.
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Zachariah Beasley/ Regulated Drains Update

Samuel W. Elliott Regulated Drain #100: Branch #11

The Surveyor updated the Board regarding the Samuel W. Elliott Regulated Drain #100 Branch #11 appraisal status.

Traynor and Associates 6750 East 75™ Street Indianapolis Indiana 46250 were contracted to conduct appraisals on the
properties within the Branch #11 watershed regarding the benefits and damages required for the Reconstruction Report. The
appraisals were completed and the reports were delivered to him last week. He was reviewing them at this time and would
finalize the Reconstruction Report when completed. He then would present the Reconstruction Report to the Board. He stated
he planned to present the report along with the appraisals during the August meeting.

Dismal Creek Regulated Drain #09: Ilgenfritz Branch

The Surveyor updated the Board regarding the Ilgenfritz Branch of the Dismal Creek Regulated Drain #09. The clearing and
dredging project was roughly two miles in length. (from the confluence of the creek approximately half mile west of C. Rd.
450 East and south of C. Rd. 500 South upstream or east to C. Rd. 575 East- approximately 500 feet east of S.R. 52) This
project was close to completion (approximately 90%). The wet weather had slowed them down a bit..

2011 Open Ditch Spraying

The Surveyor presented the following list to the Board regarding the 2011 Open Ditch spraying to control the growth of
obnoxious weeds and vegetation. The ditches were Otterbein #112, Hadley Lake #104, E.F. Haywood #35, J.N. Kirkpatrick
#46. He stated this also helped with Beaver control as studies showed spraying on a regular basis saved money in the long
run. Open ditches should be dredged every 15-20 years and spraying on a regular basis assisted with the keeping cost of
brush removal before dredging to a minimum. This program was started a few years ago and will continue under his

leadership.

Indian Creek Watershed Study
The Surveyor updated the Board regarding the Indian Creek Watershed Study. He noted he had signed a contract with

Christopher B. Burke Engineering LTD. They were currently working diligently t and he hoped to have the final study by the
end of this year for presentation to the Board. He stated this was one step in identifying what was and locations of the
problem areas within the watershed. Restrictions (such as release rates for future developments) would be reviewed and may
be warranted by the problems identified within the study.

Other Business
The Surveyor presented Performance Bond #7623870 for Spitznagle Borrow Pit submitted by Crider and Crider in the

amount of $25,000.00 for approval by the Board. David Byers made a motion to approve the Performance Bond as
presented. John Knochel seconded the motion. Performance Bond #7623870 for Spitznagle Borrow Pit submitted by Crider
and Crider in the amount of $25,000.00 was approved as submitted and presented to the Board.

Public Comment
Jennifer Parks 8058 North Meridian Line Road, West Lafayette 47906, approached the Board. Her home was located just

west of Meridian Line Road and east of Interstate 65 - north of the intersection at C. Rd. 800 North and Meridian Line Road.
She stated her drainage problem started in 2004 when at that time the farm field north of her tract was plowed during wet
weather. She stated it was too wet to plow at that time in her opinion. She stated a tile within the field was smashed by heavy
farming equipment. From that time forward she has had numerous problems with drainage. Her septic flooded under her
home on many occasions and she has replaced their well pump as well as the switches for it numerous times. She noted that
her son must walk through standing water in the mornings to reach the school bus on many occasions. They hired Snow
White Services at their cost to investigate the problem and jetted the tile. She presented a letter from the company which
indicated a blockage was found. She also paid for a breather pipe installed at the tile location in hopes to lessen the flow of
water. Lori Koches 8211 North Meridian Line Road W. Lafayette 47906 northeast of her property also experienced standing
water issues. They even cost shared an open ditch hoping to solve the issue with another landowner (not named). The open
ditch was created to assist in the surface water. However neither the open ditch nor the breather relieved her drainage issue.
She then presented pictures of properties owned by her and Ms. Koches that indicated the location of the standing water from
the last rainfall. She stated Ms. Koches property usually drained before her property. The Surveyor stated the tile ran along
the west side of Meridian Line Road and drained to the north. Responding to Mr. Byers’ inquiry, the Surveyor stated a few
years ago work was being done on the Anson County Regulated drain and Snow White services was in the area. Therefore he
directed them to her location in order to investigate her complaints since they were in the area. Just north of her home
approximately 100 feet on the west side of Meridian Line Rd. was a vertical riser. They attempted to insert the jet hose and
were unable to insert it down into the tile. Upon observation of the area it appeared that a farm implement of some sort had
driven across the vertical riser and smashed it down into the field tile. Therefore the jet head could not go either direction in
the field tile. The Surveyor agreed that only minimal amount water was able to enter the tile. Mrs. Parks stated water had
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backed up through her septic in her toilet and shower since damage of the tile occurred. She stated the farmer in question
admitted to her that he indeed ran over the tile while plowing, therefore he should have to bear the cost of repair. She
reiterated they had no problem with drainage until the tile was damaged. She requested assistance from the Board to remedy
the ongoing problem. The Surveyor confirmed this tile or riser was not part of the Anson County Regulated Drain. He would
investigate further with the Health Department, however he thought this tile was required by them when the house was built
and served as an outlet to the perimeter drain around her septic field. As this was the only outlet they had for the perimeter
drain, they ran it to the north and tied it into the Anson County Regulated Drain. This would be a typical requirement from
the Health Department to keep the water table down. He would confirm with the Health Department this was the case and if
approval was granted af the time. It would stand to reason this was what was done. Responding to the Surveyor’s inquiry,
Mrs. Parks stated they moved into the home in 1999 and had no drainage issues until 2004. They originally thought the issue
was septic related however it was not the case. Responding to Mr. Byer’s inquiry, Mrs. Parks stated originally Phil Kerkhoff
owned the property where the tile was located however it was owned at the present time by Denton Sederquist. Mrs. Parks
noted Mr. Kerkhoff had recovered and inspected the tile in the past but would not accept blame for the damage. He blamed
the damage on the willow tree located north of the damaged tile on the Koches property. Mr, Byers stated the riser could have
been shoved down into the tile while farming - if it was an old clay tile. Theoretically an agricultural tile should be located
down deep enough that farming over it should not cause a problem. The Surveyor reiterated monies from a County Regulated
Drain maintenance fund could not be used on private tiles. The attorney stated in the case of obstruction to a mutual drain, a
Petition to Remove an Obstruction to a Mutual Drain could be filed with the Drainage Board. The Board would then hold a
hearing to decide whether this was an intentional or unintentional obstruction. He reviewed in more detail the drainage law
for Mrs. Parks regarding this situation. The Surveyor stated the petition would be available for Mrs, Parks if she chose to
proceed. She stated she would proceed with the process.

David Byers made a motion to direct the Surveyor to investigate the private tile subject to Mrs. Parks filing the petition with
the Surveyor’s office. John Knochel seconded the motion. The Surveyor was directed to investigate the private tile subject to
Mrs. Parks filing a Petition to Remove an Obstruction to a Mutual Drain.

Delphine Anson Drain/ Ernest Agee and Bret DeCamp
Mr. Ernest Agee 8533 North C. Rd. 100 West, West Lafayette Indiana 47906, approached the Board to discuss the Delphine

Anson Regulated Drain and the drainage issue associated with it. He stated Mr. Bret DeCamp 8832 North C. Rd. 100 West,
West Lafayette Indiana 47906 and Alan Gray 8822 North C. Rd. 100 West, West Lafayette Indiana 47906 were in attendance
as well. He submitted pictures of standing water on his, Mr. DeCamps and Mr. Gray’s properties. He noted that he felt the
foamy substance on the top of the standing water shown in the pictures was runoff from chemicals used on the farm fields
which ultimately entered into the Anson Ditch. He stated it had been stagnating this year as long as 17 days. He stated he was
not against farming he knew well its importance. He informed the Board, he had spoken with Mark Eastman from the Soil
and Water Conservation District concerning the farm to the north however they won’t put any waterways in. He stated this
issue was getting worse and at present time the water had sat for 4-5 days within the ditch. The standing water hindered Mr.
Gray’s ability to enter his home through his drive. He reiterated the seriousness of the problem. The Surveyor stated it was
important to note there were two different regulated drain watersheds (Delphine Anson and Andrew Brown) involved with
this drainage issue. The watersheds boundary cuts northwest and southeast through Mr. Alan Gray’s driveway. He further
explained the watersheds were the Andrew Brown Regulated Drain watershed which routes northeast and the Delphine
Anson watershed which routes to the southwest. He reviewed the driveway in question using the G.I.S. site for the Board
and the entire drainage for their benefit. He noted the watershed boundaries were completed using the old U.S.G.S. Quadrant
Angle maps with 2 foot contour intervals. He stated when he investigates this issue he would confirm the boundaries. He
stated the boundaries could be off a hundred foot or more horizontally due to the accuracy of the historical information at that
time. He also stated there was a depressional area near Mr. Gray’s driveway. Last fall he worked with Allen Gray to
investigate the branch of the A. Brown drain which ran under the interstate as he was unable to locate any maintenance
records for information on it. He noted when the A. Brown Regulated Drain was originally constructed the interstate was not
in existence. He had the branch excavated east and west of 165 and potholed in several areas on both sides of it. He found
nothing that indicated the branch had a blockage of any kind. He reviewed the construction plans for 165 and then conducted
an onsite inspection of the pipe, it’s size etc. The 165 construction plans were followed regarding installation and size of the
pipe in question. He went further and hired a jetting company to jet under the interstate and it proved to be open. A breather
was installed on the west side of 165 for future investigation due to the dry weather last fall. He noted the maintained portion
of said branch stopped short of the aforementioned depressional area. Mr. Agee interjected stating the D. Anson drain was
also a problem in addition to the A. Brown drain. He noted the main tile of the D. Anson Drain was located between Mr.
DeCamp and Mr. Gray’s homes. Mr. Allen Gray approached the Board and stated he had been working with the Surveyor
over a year now and he was very accommodating and great to work with. He stated the issue for him was the A. Brown ditch
was not flowing fast enough for whatever reason. He stated from his perspective he did not care if the depression area was
drained. He stated he did not want the standing water on his “road” (driveway). He noted this road was approved by the
County Highway to put it at that location and in the three years he has lived there it has been under water 8 times. Almost all
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of the water flows from the farm fields to the north and from the interstate overflow ditch. There was an overflow pipe that
route the interstate drain into the farm field north of his location and then drained to his location. The additional water from
the interstate’s runoff along with the runoff from the farm fields, created the enormous amount water in the depressional area.
It continued to get worse as time goes by. He requests the Board take action to fix the problem. He then reviewed a video
taken a few days earlier with the Board using his IPAD. The water had not moved in 4 days. He noted his power electrical
box located between his home and Mr. DeCamp’s home was under water. He stated there would be no way any emergency
vehicles could access his home through the standing water over his drive. He would like the Board to consider some way to
move the water out of the depressional area faster and route it to the Anson ditch. He noted he was in agreement with Mr.
Agee that there was a large amount of chemical substance within the runoff from the farm fields to the north them this last
event and it continues to get worse. He felt a filter strip should be placed down to disable the chemical substances from
exiting the farm fields. Responding the Surveyor’s inquiry, Mr. Gray noted this last rainfall was over 5 inches as Mr. Agee’s
5 inch rain gauge overflowed. He reiterated he knew this happened from time to time however his driveway had been under
water seven to eight times since he lived there. He expressed his frustration that the road/driveway was approved by the
County to be put in that location and he did not understand how they could have approved it in this location. Mr. Bret
DeCamp 8832 North C. Rd. 100 West, West Lafayette Indiana 47906 stated in the past he and Mr, Gray have rented a 4 inch
waste water pump and it ran for 3 days nonstop pumping the water back into the Anson Ditch. This was done on 5 different
occasions just to access the driveway/road and enter their homes. His wife runs a daycare out of their home and the water
over the drive hindered the business greatly. She informed her clients when the water is up (often) that there is no way for an
emergency vehicle to access their home. This was also a great concern for his own family if something should happen. He
expressed concern that the Anson Ditch had not been completely reconstructed to date. Only part of the ditch was
reconstructed and that did not include his area. He felt if the entire drain had been completed the problem would not be as
bad. Farm runoff has started to erode the ground in his area due to the amount and speed of the overflow. The tile had not
been fixed in that area yet. He would like the reconstruction to get started in this area even if it meant a new hearing and an
additional assessment. The Surveyor reviewed the Anson tile location for the Board. He clarified a reconstruction hearing
was held regarding the Anson Tile Drain. A reconstruction and maintenance rate was set at that time. Presently the balance
of the reconstruction cost was close to being paid off. The entire Anson Drain watershed was studied and onsite inspections
were completed prior to the said hearing. The reconstruction would be done in four phases. In phase one fifteen hundred feet
of fifteen inch pipe was replaced. There was more work to be done to complete the entire reconstruction. The phases would
be completed as time and money allowed. The job was stopped on the north side of C. Rd. 850N; the tile underneath the road
was replaced last year. He noted from the time the reconstruction rate was set to the time the project started the price of gas
and pipe skyrocketed due to the economy. The monies were depleted so the project was halted at that point. The initial
reconstruction phase would be paid in full this year. His intention was to let the fund build back up and proceed to the next
phase. He felt it would be a hard sell to the farmers within the watershed to raise the assessment rate again (to increase the
fund balance quicker) since the present rate was set in the last 5-6 years. Mr. DeCamp noted a culvert was installed between
the two houses by the bend and it was close to being destroyed by the overflow. If this happened his driveway culvert would
be next.

Responding to Mr. Murtaugh’ funding inquiry; the Surveyor stated that area could potentially be reconstructed next year.
Monies would have to be borrowed from the General Drain Fund. At this time there were numerous projects in the works
which had impacted that fund greatly. He stated he planned to ask the County Council for funds budgeted to the General
Drain Fund during the Budget hearings. The balance of the General Drain Fund was at an all time low due to the many
projects at hand and drains minimal assessment rates. Also the Drainage Code stated the Council will from time to time
allocate funds for it. In researching this it was found there had not been any monies allocated for this fund for twenty to thirty
years by the Council. It has been planned from the beginning to reconstruct the entire drain not just part of it. However due to
money constraints and cost of reconstruction it would have to be done in phases. He agreed with all three landowners the tile
was not in working order and had not been in years, it was plugged and in need of the reconstruction completed as soon as
possible. Discussion was held of possible solutions regarding eliminating the standing water over the drive. The Attorney
explained the process in submitting a Petition to Establish a New Regulated Branch of a Anson Regulated Drain as well as a
Petition to Establish a New Regulated Drain (one that did not connect to an existing regulated drain) and a Petition to
Connect into the Anson Regulated Drain. Mr. Agee thought a short extension pipe under the driveway and routed to the
Anson drain would be a better solution. The Surveyor noted his office would provide the Petition of choice. Mr. Agee stated
to the Board water behind his house (first house north of C. Rd. 850N) was draining properly and he had seen a great
improvement with the first phase of reconstruction. Mr. Decamp and Mr. Gray thanked the Board for their time.
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As there was no other public comment, David Byers made a motion to adjourn. The meeting was adjourned.

R

PHomas P. Murtaugh, President

S R

/

PN .’ _
/y ),,//,/ / //’ J9 ’7 V)ﬁ/y

David Byers, Vice Presideﬁ;{,»
”~

; ‘ /
Q Liyed bbb
/%V Brenda Garrison, Secretary

J(ﬁ/[(nochel, Member

July 6, 2011 Tippecanoe County Drainage Board 645



Tippecanoe County Drainage Board
October 1, 2014
Regular Meeting Minutes

Those present were:

Tippecanoe County Drainage Board Vice President John Knochel, member Thomas P. Murtaugh , County Surveyor
Zachariah Beasley, Drainage Board Attorney Dave Luhman, Drainage Board Secretary Brenda Garrison and Drainage Board
Engineering Consultant Dave Eichelberger from Christopher B. Burke Engineering LLC. Evan Warner, G.I.S. Technician
and James Buicher, Project Manager for Surveyor Office were also in attendance. President David S. Byers was absent.

Minutes Approval

Tom Murtaugh made a motion to approve the September 3, 2014 regular meeting minutes as written. John Knochel seconded
the motion. Motion carried. Tom Murtaugh made a motion to approve the September 3, 2014 Shepherd’s Point Part Two
Regulated Drain hearing minutes as written. John Knochel seconded the motion. Motion carried.

TKO Graphix Addition

Randy Pearson working with Starr and Assoc. appeared before the Board to present the TKO Graphix Addition project.

A parking expansion project was planned for the western side of the TKO Graphix facility located on the north side of Co.
Rd. 450South east of U.S. 52 on approximately 30 acres. The facility was granted construction approval with conditions by
the Board during the December, 2013 meeting and he noted the expansion would not change the drainage analysis for the
overall site. The previously approved drainage patterns were followed. The existing detention basin would capture and store
the developed site runoff as the parking expansion would sheet flow to the detention basin. Mr. Peterson stated they agreed
with the September 24, 2014 Burke memo conditions and requested approval from the Board. The Surveyor reminded the
Board the overall project was approved in 2013 by the Board. He then reviewed the site utilizing GIS. He noted along with
the prior Drainage Board approval for the project, a portion of Branch #08 of the S.W. Elliott was vacated as requested by the
developer in 2013. (E1/2 Fractional NW % Section 18 Twp 22N R 3W) That portion was vacated up to the western edge of
the driveway which served the residential homes and capped as planned. His office staff was present when the vacation of
the drain was completed and capped. Photos were located in the County Regulated S.W. Elliott #100 Drain file. He stated his
office was ready to recommend approval with conditions as stated on the September 24, 2014 Burke memo to the Board.
Commissioner Knochel asked for public comment.

Mr. Tim Ford 5500 East 430 South Lafayette approached the Board. Mr. Ford stated on the northern perimeter of the site and
more specifically the west side of the lane; there was a “buffering wall” dug out and piled with rocks in place which makes it
look like a spillway. He stated “if the water rose high enough it would cross our lane.” He stated “water has been in that area
since construction started and we have not had any good rains yet” He reiterated if a three inch rain came it would cross the
spillway and the lane and cause no access to their property. He stated he lived in that location 18 years and has saw water run
over the lane twice during that time. Mr. Randall Peterson (Project Engineer) stated the adjoining tracts elevation was higher
than the project site. He noted the storm drainage plans call for storm runoff to route east to west away from the adjoining
tracts and ultimately into the detention pond on the project site. Therefore the sites and the adjoining tracts runoff would
route through the project site’s infrastructure (detention pond) and would not cause drainage problems for adjoining property
owners. The storm drainage runoff would run west then north through the site.

Tammy Ricks 5502 East 430 South Lafayette approached the Board. She expressed her concern regarding standing water
currently onsite. She also expressed her concern of future stormwater ponding and runoff obstructing the adjoining lane after
a large storm. Mr. Peterson noted onsite construction of the first phase had not been completed; once the construction was
completed there would be no standing water onsite. Dave Eichelberger clarified Mr. Peterson’s remarks stating: the east
spillway is higher than the west spillway. The Surveyor stated he gave permission for the semis currently parked there.
However the site work was not complete at this time. His office would review as builts once the construction was completed
and ensure the work was completed as designed and approved by the Drainage Board. There was no other public comment.

Tom Murtaugh made a motion to grant approval for TKO Graphix Addition with the conditions as stated on the September
24, 2014 Burke memo. John Knochel seconded the motion. Motion carried.
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Power Place Industries

Joe Couts from C&S Surveying appeared before the Board to present Power Place Industries Warehouse Addition project to
the Board for drainage approval. The site consisted of approximately 10 acres was located north of US 52 on the west side of
US 231. Mr. Couts stated the project area onsite was under a half an acre and technically would receive an exemption from
Stormwater Quantity and Quality. However due to a couple additions onsite in recent years, the Surveyor felt the project’s
drainage plan should be reviewed. The Surveyor wanted to ensure there was no adverse impact up or downstream from the
site. Mr. Couts noted there was a private tile placed onsite years ago by the Soil Conservation Service in the 1970°s which
outlet to a County Regulated Drain known as the Box Ditch. He stated the site’s elevation of the emergency overflow path
was lower than adjoining tracts and would not adversely affect adjoining tracts. He requested approval from the Board. The
Surveyor reviewed the project site and noted the breakout point/depressional area to outlet to the Box Ditch was
approximately 2.5 feet lower than the lowest adjacent grade of the home to the west. He noted he did speak with Mrs. Emily
Farley (homeowner to the west) and Mr. John Robert Howell who owned the woods as well. The Surveyor stated they were
satisfied with the plans. He recommended construction approval with conditions as stated on the September 25, 2014 Burke
memo. John Knochel asked for public comment. There was no public comment. Tom Murtaugh made a motion to grant
construction approval with conditions as stated on the September 25, 2014 Burke memo. John Knochel seconded the motion.
Motion carried.

Oak Ridge Subdivision Section 1

Justin Frazier from TBird Design appeared before the Board to present Oak Ridge Subdivision Section 1 for approval by the
Board. The site was located north of County Road 500 North on the west side of County Road 75 East and consisted of
approximately 48 acres. Coyote Crossing Golf Course and Winding Creek Subdivision were located to the west of the site.
He noted there were three discharge points for the site. 1. The east side of project drained northerly through a drainage
channel to Burnett Creek 2. The central area of site drained northerly through existing ravine channel systemsto Burnett
Creek 3. The western portion of site drained westerly to an existing tributary of Cole Regulated Ditch (located on entire
length of property) and eventually to Burnett Creek He stated there would be 104 single family residential lots onsite. The
majority of the site would drain through storm infrastructure to an onsite detention pond in the northwest corner of site. A
portion of site in the northeast corner would drain un-detained to a ravine tributary to Burnett Creek. He requested two
Stormwater Quality Variances due to design limits 1. A variance for the proposed basin DEV-3- 2 separate stormwater BMP
measures would be utilized and would maintain the riparian corridor 2. A variance for basin DEV-1A - vegetative swales
and mechanical stormwater quality units and a wet pond would be utilized for 90% of the area. He then requested approval
from the Board and stated they agreed with the September 26, 2014 Burke memo. The Surveyor stated his office supported
the variances and recommended approval with the conditions as outlined in the September 26, 2014 Burke memo. John
Knochel opened the floor for public comment. There was none. Tom Murtaugh made a motion to approve the two variances
to Stormwater Quality measures as requested. John Knochel seconded the motion. Motion carried. Tom Murtaugh made a
motion to grant approval with the conditions as outlined in the September 26, 2014 Burke memo. John Knochel seconded the

motion. The motion carried.
GE Aviation Site Plan and David Howarth Drive Extension

Jim Pence from Schneider Corporation appeared before the Board to present the GE Aviation Site Plan and David Howarth
Drive Extension project for approval. The site was located within the City of Lafayette limits west of the intersection of US
52 and County Road 450 East and consisting of approximately 100 acres. Mr. Pence noted approval for the mass grading plan
and encroachment on the JN Kirkpatrick Regulated Drain was granted in August 2014. He requested 2 variances for this
project. He noted detention for the site would meet the restricted release rate requirements (due to the site location within JN
Kirkpatrick Regulated Drain watershed). However the timing requirements would not meet the channel protective and water
quality volume release while meeting the aforementioned required restricted release rates. Therefore they requested
variances for both. He stated they agreed with the September 26, 2014 Burke memo and asked for approval to outlet into the
JN Kirkpatrick Regulated Drain as well as approval for the variances from the Board. The Surveyor noted regarding the
September 26, 2014 Burke memo - variance #1 listed is no longer requested- therefore only the 2 variances as explained by
Mr. Pence were requested. The Surveyor stated his office reviewed the requests and recommended approval with the
conditions as stated on the September 26, 2014 Burke memo regarding the variances and the project. John Knochel asked for
public comment. There was none. Tom Murtaugh made a motion to grant approval for Variance #2 and Variance #3 listed
on the September 26, 2014 Burke memo. John Knochel seconded the motion. The motion carried. Tom Murtaugh made a
motion to grant conditional approval as stated on the September 26, 2014 Burke memo. John Knochel seconded the motion.

Motion carried.
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Zach Beasley/Other Business

The Surveyor stated his office received a letter from the Carroll County Surveyor requesting a waiver from the Board to
participate in the landowner hearing regarding the Julien Bowen Joint Drain. He noted Carroll County has the largest
amount of acreage within the watershed with 4508.122 acres benefited. Tippecanoe County has approximately 462.16 acres
benefited. He recommended approving the waiver request as presented. If a county has fewer than 10 % of the benefited
acres, the statue allows a drainage board to waive their rights to participate on a Joint Drainage Board. Tom Murtaugh made
a motion to waive the Tippecanoe County Drainage Board’s right of participation on the Julien Bowen Bi-County Drainage
Board. John Knochel seconded them motion. Motion carried.

Petition to Encroach on a Regulated Drain/Jerry Rooze

The Surveyor stated he had received from landowner Jerry Rooze a Petition to Encroach on the Otterbein #112 Regulated
Drain. He noted the verbiage on the document was not correct as the document states “encroach” and should state “reduce”
the statutory easement from the 75 feet to 30 feet total perpendicular from top of bank. He stated he would work with the
landowner to get the correct verbiage on the document prior to signing if the Board would approve with that condition today.
Tom Murtaugh made a motion to grant the requested reduction of the Otterbein Regulated Drain #112 with the correction on
the document as outlined by the Surveyor. John Knochel seconded the motion. Motion carried.

Public Comment

John Knochel asked for public comment. There was no public comment. John Knochel made a motion to adjourn the
meeting. The meeting adjourned.
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TIPPECANOE COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
November 7,2018
Drainage Board Meeting Minutes

Those present were:

Tippecanoe County Drainage Board President David Byers, Vice President Tracy Brown, member Thomas P. Murtaugh,
County Surveyor Zachariah Beasley, Drainage Board Attorney Doug Masson, Engineering Consultant Dave Eichelberger
from Christopher B. Burke Engineering LLC and Drainage Board Executive Administrator Brenda Garrison. James Butcher,

Surveyor Office Project Manager, was also in attendance.

Approval of Minutes

Thomas Murtaugh made a motion to approve the October 3, 2018 Regular meeting minutes and the October 3, 2018 Mary
McBeth Landowner Hearing minutes. Tracy Brown seconded the motion. Motion carried.

Otterbein Commons

Brian Lewis of MLS Engineering Fort Wayne Indiana, appeared before the Board to present the Otterbein Commons project
for approval. The site was located within the Town of Otterbein - specifically a 5.50-acre tract addressed as 706 East Oxford
St. Otterbein Indiana. The site would discharge directly into the Otterbein Regulated Drain which was located in the southern
portion of the site. Mr. Lewis presented A Petition to Encroach within the Otterbein Regulated Drain Easement for approval
along with a formal Maintenance Agreement between the owner of Otterbein Commons and the Drainage Board to maintain,
mow and remove obstructions along the North bank of said drain from the East and West boundary lines of the property.

The Surveyor noted both the Petition to Encroach on the Otterbein Regulated Drain Easement and the formal Maintenance
Agreement were reviewed by his office and recommended approval of both documents as presented. He noted the documents
were required to be recorded. He then recommended Construction Approval as stated in the October 16, 2018 Butler,
Fairman, Seufert Review memo to the Board. (Responding to Dave Byers inquiry, Dave Buck of Butler Fairman and

Seufert noted the extension of 2™ Street within the Town of Otterbein was in the study phase at this time.) Thomas Murtaugh
made a motion to approve the Otterbein Commons Petition to Encroach and the Otterbein Commons Maintenance Agreement
as presented, as well as grant Construction Approval as stated in the October 16, 2018 Butler Fairman and Seufert memo.

Tracy Brown seconded the motion. Motion carried.

Battleground Middle School Additions

Pat Jarboe of TBird Designs appeared before the Board to present the Battleground Middle School Academic Expansion
project for approval. The project site was located approximately 1.75 miles west of 165 along West CR 600 North at the
intersection of West CR 600 North and North CR 50 West. The project consisted of the addition of four academic wings. The
addition of the wings added an impervious area of 4,955 square feet more than what was anticipated in the 2005 approved
Master Plan and drainage system for the property. The current drainage plan indicated an additional increase to the
impervious area would not negatively impact the function of the drainage infrastructure. Runoff from the site would outlet
into the Fred Haffner Drain and ultimately to Burnett Creek. Mr. Jarboe stated they agreed with the October 9, 2018 Burke

memo and requested approval at that time.

The Surveyor noted while the drainage plan had been revised at different times in the past, a new master plan would be
required for future onsite projects regarding the Battleground Middle School site. He then recommended construction
approval as stated in the October 9, 2018 Burke memo. Tracy Brown made a motion to grant Construction Approval as stated
on the October 9, 2018 Burke memo. Thomas Murtaugh seconded the motion. Motion granted.

Indiana Crop Improvement Association Building Addition

Justin Frazier of TBird Designs appeared before the Board to present the Indiana Crop Association Building Addition project
for approval. The site was located on the north side of Stockwell Road just west of U.S. 52 and consisted of a new addition
on the west side of the existing building onsite. The existing runoff was from north to south to the existing (two) dry
detention basins which outlet into twin culverts under Stockwell Road then ultimately to Lauramie Creek. The western dry
detention basin would be expanded for the project’s additional runoff. Mr. Frazier stated the notification of downstream
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owner’s documentation would be submitted for the record today. He then stated they were in agreement with the October 23,
2018 Burke memo and requested approval at that time.

The Surveyor informed the Board the project had two entrances included within the construction plans. After speaking with
the Tippecanoe County Highway Department, a single entrance only would be allowed, therefore the plans would have to be
revised to reflect this. He added a three-year maintenance bond would be required upon completion of the project. He noted
the primary outlet would be changed to be routed east and then south to an unnamed tributary of Lauramie Creek. He then
recommended the October 23, 2018 Burke memo construction approval be changed to conditional approval. He noted
construction approval would be forth coming once revisions of the plans reflected a single entrance as required by the
Tippecanoe County Highway Department, with no adverse impact to the proposed drainage plan. Thomas Murtaugh made a
motion to grant conditional approval as recommended by the Surveyor and to allow the Surveyor to grant construction
approval after revisions were made to reflect the requirements of the Tippecanoe County Highway Department. Tracy
Brown seconded the motion. Motion carried.

Grace Woods Phase 1

Andy Mix of Vester and Assoc. appeared before the Board to present Grace Woods Phase 1 for approval..The site was
located on the north side of CR. 900 North and west of the intersection of SR. 43 and CR. 900 North and consisted of
approximately 65.9 acres. It was a rural estate development for 26 single-residential lots. He noted there was a Conservation
Easement (approximately 4.3 acres total) located along the boundary of lots 1 through 9 that would be governed by the
H.O.A. and its covenants. Developed runoff would be routed through culverts and roadside swales to an oversized detention
basin located in the south eastern portion of the site and discharge to North Fork Burnett Creek. He stated they had received
the October 31, 2018 Burke memo and agreed with the content. He asked for the Board’s approval at that time.

The Surveyor stated his office felt the proposed development plans met the spirit of the current Storm Water Quality
Ordinance. He noted due to the nature of the proposed development each lot would require an individual site plan and shall
include the design finish floor elevation certified by a Professional Engineer or Surveyor registered in the State of Indiana to
receive a drainage building permit. He then recommended conditional approval with the conditions as stated in the October
31,2018 Burke memo. Tracy Brown made a motion to grant conditional approval as stated by the Surveyor. Thomas
Murtaugh seconded the motion. Motion carried.

2019 Proposed Drainage Board Meeting Dates

The Surveyor presented a list of dates regarding 2019 Drainage Board Meetings for approval by the Board. David Byers
stated there was a conflict with the December 2019 meeting date and proposed the meeting be held on December 11, 2019.
Thomas Murtaugh made a motion to approve the 2019 Drainage Board Meeting dates with the revised date of December 11,
2019. Tracy Brown seconded the motion. Motion carried.

Zach Beasley/Other Business
Petition to Encroach/E.W. Andrews Regulated Drain

The Surveyor presented a Petition to Encroach on the E.W. Andrews regulated drain submitted to his office by Vester and
Assoc. for the Stonehenge Phase 4 Subdivision for approval by the board. He stated it was reviewed by his office and
recommended approval. Tracy Brown made a motion to approve the Petition to Encroach on the E.W. Andrews Drain as
submitted. Thomas Murtaugh seconded the motion. Motion carried.

Detention Basin Signs/Legal Verbiage
The Attorney noted for liability reasons the following verbiage for signs around the County owned detention basins should
read” NOTICE All persons entering onto or using the premises do so at their own risk. Tippecanoe County is not responsible

for any accidents or injuries." Thomas Murtaugh made a motion to approve the liability verbiage as stated by the Attorney.
Tracy Brown seconded the motion. Motion carried.

Marion Dunkin #25 Regulated Drain Hearing

The Surveyor requested a January 9, 2019 Maintenance Hearing to be held regarding the Marion Dunkin Regulated Drain
#25. Thomas Murtaugh made a motion to hold a landowner Maintenance Hearing for the Marion Dunkin #25 Regulated
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drain on January 9, 2019 to immediately follow the regular scheduled Drainage Board monthly meeting at 10:00 a.m. Tracy
Brown seconded the motion. Motion carried.

Public Comment

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