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TIPPECANOE COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
REGULAR MEETING
OCTOBER 3, 2005
The Tippecanoe County Commissioners met on Monday, October 3, 2005 at 10:00 AM. in the Tippecanoe Room in the County Ofﬁce
Building. Commissioners present were: President KD Benson, Vice President John L. Knochel, and Member Ruth E. Shedd. Also
present were: Auditor Robert A. Plantenga, Commissioners’ Assistant Jennifer Weston, County Attorney David W. Luhman, and
Secretary Pauline E. Rohr.

President Benson called the meeting to order and asked third grade classes from Burnett’s Creek Elementary School to lead the Pledge of
Allegiance.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
0

Commissioner Knochel moved to approve the Minutes of the August 31, 2005 Special Meeting re Common Wage, the August 31,
2005 Special Meeting re Time Zone, the September 9, 2005 Poor Relief Hearing, the September 19, 2005 Regular Meeting, the
September 26, 2005 Special Meeting re Trash Transfer Facility, and the September 28, 2005 Emergency Meeting re Angie
Honeywell’s volunteer assignment to Louisiana for Hurricane Kain‘na Relief, seconded by Commissioner Shedd; motion carried.

APPROVAL OF ACCOUNTS PA YABLE VOUCHERS
0

Upon the recommendation of Commissioners' Assistant Jennifer Weston, Commissioner Shedd moved to approve the Accounts
Payable Vouchers through October 3, 2005 as submitted, seconded by Commissioner Knochel; motion carried.

ORDINANCE 2005-39—CM: Z-2258, Beazer Homes Indiana, LLPA to R]: Attorney Dan Teder & Beazer Representative Sandra
Stuart-Brown
Ordinance 2005-39-CM will appear in its entirety in the Ordinance and Resolution Book in the County Auditor’s Ofﬁce.

0

Commissioner Knochel moved to hear and approve Ordinance 2005-39-CM, seconded by Commissioner Shedd.

(quote)
September 22, 2005
Ref. No.: 05-628

Tippecanoe County Commissioners
20 N 3rd Street
Lafayette IN 47901
Attn: Tippecanoe County Auditor

CERTIFICATION
RE:

Z-2258 - BEAZER HOMES INDIANA, LLP (A to R1):
Petitioner is requesting rezoning of 74.429 acres for a proposed single-family development of 167 lots located on
the north side of CR 600 N, just west
of County Farm Road (CR 50 W), Tippecanoe 24 (SE) 24-5 and 19 (SW) 24-4. CONTINUED FROM M E

AUGUSTAPC MEETING AT PETITIONER’S REQUEST.
Dear County Commissioners:

As Secretary to the Area Plan Commission of Tippecanoe County, I do hereby certify that at a public hearing held on September 21, 2005,
the Area Plan Commission of Tippecanoe County voted 4 yes - 9 no on the motion to rezone the subject real estate from A to R1.
Therefore, the Area Plan Commission of Tippecanoe County recommends to the Tippecanoe County Commissioners that the proposed
rezoning ordinance be denied for the property described in the attachment.
Public Notice has been given that this petition will be heard before the Tippecanoe County Commissioners at their October 3, 2005 regular
meeting. Petitioners or their representatives must appear to present their case.
Sincerely,

/s/Sallie Dell Fahey
Executive Director

(unquote)
Attorney Dan Teder requested approval of a zoning change from A to R1 for approximately 74 acres located on the north side of 600 N.
Beazer, the developer, wants to build approximately 167 homes in the price range of $175,000 to $200,000 plus. Each lot will contain
approximately 10,000 square feet and 16.5 acres will be in common area. Architectural standards, covenants, and homeowners association
paperwork will be presented for approval in the subdivision process. With a school located next to this site, Beazer Will join with
Tippecanoe School Corporation to address storm water concerns to lessen the cost to both entities. He noted that water and sewer are
available to the site.

In response to comments in the Area Plan Staff Report, Mr. Teder thinks it is inappropriate for government to try to control housing
numbers and pricing. Instead, he thinks government should look at lending practices to help prevent homeowners from overextending

themselves. Mr. Teder thinks the Staff’s assertion that this request is a leap-frog approach to residential development is inaccurate. He
said other subdivisions exist in the area but this subdivision is a different concept. He highlighted cements in a handout from various

sources:
(quote)

.
I

Lafayette unemployment rate has remained consistent from September 2003 to July 2005, between 4.0% and 4.5%.
Job increases in education, government, leisure and hospitality industries are continuing.

-

Population growth will continue to increase over the next two decades.
Indiana Business Review 2005-2005 Outlook
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I
.

Population 2004
Population projected 2010

152,042
164,012

STA TS Indiana Tippecanoe County Proﬁle
I

The region has an uneven distribution of low-moderate income housing. There is a shortage of employees with the right skills. If we
do not develop the right environment, we will have difﬁculty retaining new fast-growing companies. (Note: one could argue that by
providing more upscale housing in well-thought communities, we can attract higher educated/better qualiﬁed employees to live here,
grow businesses here-instead of losing them to other counties and states.)

Weaknesses and Ihreatsﬁ‘om the Indiana
Department of Commerce 2005 Strategic Planfor
Economic Development in Region 5 Indiana
(unquote)

Mr. Teder said the existing infrastructure has sufﬁcient capacity to handle the increased trafﬁc. A new school will be built next to this site

to help with student overcrowding. Although it may reduce the number of lots, Beazer will give enough additional right-of-way to allow
the elimination of the s curve on 600 N. Mr. Teder said 90% of Beazer’s labor force is local and distributed a list of subcontractors used
for a recent Beazer development that showed the involvement of over 600 employees. Mr. Teder thinks this is a good site for a
subdivision that will promote jobs and allow children to walk to school.

Beazer representative Sharon Stuart-Brown stated Fieldstone is a well-thought out community that will feature two distinct housing types.
Houses on the east side, that will range from $175,000 to $200,00, will be more suited to growing families. Houses on the west side, that

will range from $185,000 to $210,000 will be larger and more upscale. She said different architectural features will make the exterior of
these houses different from others in the area. Entrance landscaping will be designed for maximum curb appeal. The price range of these
houses will allow Beazer to tap into the mid-range buyer who is currently underserved in the County.

Pat Folev. Folev Foundations. said Beazer’s work is 50% of his operation. In his opinion, Beazer is a national chain that has a local ﬂavor
and impacts the economy through the use of local contractors. He advocates letting the market drive growth, not public opinion.
Jim Andrew. Henry Poor Lumber & Homeworks Owner. said Beazer is one of his largest customers.

Tonv Dowel], 5737 Acre Lane lives east of this proposed subdivision which he said is the northern frontier of the County and the
developer is leap—ﬂogging by buying land further ﬁ'om the City of West Lafayette because it is cheaper. He supporters here today have 'a
ﬁnancial interest. Appreciation of housing values is not occurring in the County and, in his opinion, foreclosures are due to a ﬂooded

market. He pointed out that construction of a new elementary school will not help the current overcrowding situation.
Mr. Teder stated his opinion that it is not the Commissioners’ job to control housing prices and the number of houses built. Contractors

who are present today live in our community and their children attend local schools. He said loweend entry level homes are the ones that
are over-built, not mid-level.

Commissioner Knochcl said it is not government’s job to curtail building.
Auditor Plantenga recorded the vote:
*KD Benson
John Knochel
Ruth Shedd

No
Yes
Yes

The motion to approve Ordinance 2005-39-CM passed 2 — 1.
*Commissioner Benson said she is voting no because she is concerned with the over supply of houses in the area.
ORDINANCE 2005—40-CM: Z-2261, Lafayette Bottled Gas AA to A
Ordinance 2005-40-CM will appear in its entirety in the Ordinance and Resolution Book in the County Auditor’s Ofﬁce.
0

Commissioner Knochel moved to hear and approve Ordinance 2005-40-CM, seconded by Commissioner Shedd.

(quote)

September 22, 2005
Ref. No.: 05-629
Tippecanoe County Commissioners

20 N 3'd Street
Lafayette IN 47901
Attn: Tippecanoe County Auditor

CERTIFICATION
RE:

Z-2261 - LAFAYETTE BOTTLED GAS (AA to A):
Petitioner is requesting rezoning of proposed Lot 1 in Brand Minor
Subdivision, located on the south side of Hoover Street, near the street's

dead-end at the railroad tracks in the unincorporated town of Montmorenci,
Shelby 6 (NW) 23-5.
Dear County Commissioners:

As Secretary to the Area Plan Commission of Tippecanoe County, I do hereby certify that at a public hearing held on September 21, 2005,
the Area Plan Commission of Tippecanoe County voted 14 yes - 0 no on the motion to rezone the subject real estate from AA to A.
Therefore, the Area Plan Commission of Tippecanoe County recommends to the Tippecanoe County Commissioners that the proposed
rezoning ordinance be approved for the property described in the attachment.
Public Notice has been given that this petition will be heard before the Tippecanoe County Commissioners at their October 3, 2005 regular
meeting. Petitioners or their representatives must appear to present their case.

Sincerely,
/s/ Sallie Dell Fahey
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Executive Director

(unquote)
Representing the petitioner, Attorney Joe Bumbleburg requested a zoning change from AA to A to allow the petitioner to install 3 LP. gas
storage tank on site. Travel time will be saved if the drivers don’t have to travel ’to the south site to reﬁll their trucks. In his opinion, this

is an ideal spot for the facility.
Since there were no other comments, Auditor Plantenga recorded the vote:
John Knochel

0

Yes

Ruth Shedd

Yes

KD Benson

Yes

The motion to approve Ordinance 2005-40-CM passed 3 — 0.

ORDINANCE 2005-41-CM: Z-2262, Unity Healthcare R1 to MR

Ordinance 2005-41-CM will appear in its entirety in the Ordinance and Resolution Book in the County Auditor’s Ofﬁce.

0

Commissioner Knochel moved to hear and approve Ordinance 2005-41-CM, seconded by Commissioner Shedd.

President Benson announced the petitioner requested a continuance until the November 7, 2005 meeting.
0

Commissioner Knochel moved to continue Ordinance 2005-41-CM until November 7, 2005, seconded by Commissioner Shedd;
motion carried.

HIGH WA Y: Executive Director Opal Kuhl

“On-Call” Policy & Agreement

Ms Kuhl explained there has been an “on-call” policy for Foremen at the Highway Garage but it was never in the form of an agreement.
She said the restricted “on-call” in this policy requires immediate response that may affect daily activities. Attorney Luhman said the
policy provides extra compensation for non-discretionary “on-call” availability.

(quote)
Tippecanoe Coung Highway Department "On-Call" Policy & Ageement

Tippecanoe County "On-Call" Agreement

According to Section 3.2.3 ON-CALL TIME, of the Tippecanoe County Personnel Policies Handbook, employees designated to be
"on-call" will be provided a Tippecanoe County "On-Call" Agreement that classiﬁes employees in the following categories:

A.

B.

Non-restricted: Such employees are not restricted in personal pursuits,
geographic location, response time, or subject to disciplinary action for not
responding. Employees are only required to leave notice with the employer
where they can be reached will not be compensated unless actually "called out."
Restricted: Such employees are restricted in personal pursuits, geographic
location, response time, and subject to discipline for not responding. Employees
must remain available for immediate response on short notice. Such employees
will be compensated for "on-call" time as speciﬁed in the agreement.

When called out to return to the workplace an employee shall be compensated a minimum of two hours, and for all hours worked beyond
the two hours.

The foremen that are on-call at the Highway Garage are covered by Part B, Restricted. On-call duties are on a rotational basis and the
rotation occurs on a weekly schedule. Foremen promptly respond directly to the site in question. The foreman makes an on-site decision

as to the need for additional personnel or equipment. Compensation for being on-call for one week will be an amount equal to the
overtime rate of the employee for 3 hours. When called, compensation for hours actually worked will be paid as appropriate for the time
served.

(Employee Signature)

Date

(Print Name)

(unquote)
0

Commissioner Knochel moved to approve the Tippecanoe County Highway Department “On-Call” Policy & Agreement, seconded by
Commissioner Shedd; motion carried.
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Construction Maintenance Bond S9031505: Lauramie Excavating, Inc.

0

Commissioner Knochel moved to accept Three (3) year Constructibn Maintenance Bond #S9031505 in the amount of $5,000 for
Lauramie Excavating, Inc. for work on the entrance on Division Road for Riverwood East and Riverwood West Minor Subdivision,
seconded by Commissioner Shedd; motion carried.
‘

Articulated Motor Grader for Lease Bid Discussion and Award (Bids opened 9/6/2005)

Ms Kuhl recommended accepting the bid from MacAllister for the Caterpillar Grader because it meets all the specs. It meets the 10 liter
engine and the square inch of braking surface in the specs. Ms Kuhl said eight (8) items in the MacDonald bid for the Case Grader did not
meet the specs. She said the issues of engine size and braking surface are important because the equipment is driven, not transported to
the construction site. Although she recommends the Caterpillar Grader, she said the two companies want to explain the merits of their
product.

‘

Ms Kuhl submitted her written recommendation:

(quote)
September 20, 2005

Commissioners

To:
From:

Opal Kuhl

Subject:

Highway Director
Evaluation of Grader Bids

I have reviewed the grader bids that were submitted on September 6, 2005. I have gone over the bids with David Luhman, Joe Buntin,
Jack Fisher, and Mike Spencer. It is my recommendation that the bid be awarded to MacAllister Machinery Company for the lease of four
Caterpillar 14OH Motor Graders.
There were eight speciﬁcation items that the MacDonald bid did not meet. Several of these were major items. The main concern as far as

speciﬁcations is that the Case engine done not meet the 10 liter displacement requirement. The displacement is 5.9 liters. The delivery
time is 120-150 days from MacDonald. This is also a concern since our old graders are nearing the end of their warranty. Also, the
proposed interest rate (4.95%) is subject to change at the time of delivery. Since the time of delivery is somewhat uncertain, the interest

rate could also change substantially.
There was one spec that the Caterpillar did not meet and it was a minor item that does not affect the performance of the grader. The

delivery time is 10 days so the interest rate should stay very close to the proposed rate (4.25%).
The MacAllister lease will cost more than the MacDonald lease would have cost, but the MacDonald bid does not meet the speciﬁcations
so should not be considered. For the above listed reasons, I believe that that the bid from MacAllistcr should be accepted.
(unquote)

Patrick Riley, MacAllister representative. said they could have bid a lower cost Caterpillar grader but the one they bid meets the
speciﬁcations (specs). If an adjustable camber is required, they will supply that at no additional cost. He said Caterpillar equipment and

support are available in the State. He admitted the cost is higher than the Case grader but he thinks the Caterpillar is a better performing
machine.

Gorlev MacKenzie, MacDonald representative. said the Case and Caterpillar machines are the same size. Weight and horsepower (hp)
drive a grader and he said the Case, with a Cummins engine, has more hp in the ﬁrst six gears than the Caterpillar. He admitted his
machine doesn’t meet the specs but, since only one bidder could have, he thinks the County can overlook the areas where the Case doesn’t
meet the specs because of the annual savings of $20,534 per machine. Mr. MacKenzie said the size of the machine is being driven by
Federal Tier 2 Emission Control Standards and Tier 3 Emission Control Standards will go into effect in 2006. In his opinion, it is wrong
to reject the Case because it doesn’t meet the specs. He admitted the braking surface is less on the Case. Mr. Gorley pointed out the
County is only entering into a 42 month lease during which the machine will be under full warranty and after which the County can walk

away.
Commissioner Knochel asked why Mr. MacKenzie didn’t bid the larger 8.3 liter engine. Mr. MacKenzie responded that the 8.3 liter
engine was on the previous model but doesn’t meet Tier 2 Emission Control Standards. By going to the 5.9 liter engine and electronic
ignition, the hp and fuel consumption were increased and Tier 2 Standards were met. With minor modiﬁcations, he said it will meet Tier 3

Standards.
Commissioner Knochel said they held discussions with Highway personnel who say torque plays a bigger part in the performance when
plowing snow than hp.
Joe Shimek, Vice President in charge of Product Support, explained that engines in construction equipment were the last to come on board
with Emission Control Standards. They arrived at Tier 3 which will make them compliant until Tier 4 goes into effect in 2011. He said
torque is the standard at the ﬂywheel but you need a certain amount of the force at the wheels and at the blade to do the work.
>

Auditor Plantenga left the meeting and Chief Deputy Auditor Janct Hill entered.

Commissioner Knochel asked about the issue of brakes. Mr. Shimek said the position of the brake on the drive line determines the size
needed.

Steve Summerﬁeld, Highway Department Foreman, questioned why Case didn’t put the 5.9 hp engine in a larger machine if it has more
hp than the 8.3 that was in a larger machine. In a conversation with Darryl Sutton, Head of Cummins Industrial Engine Department, he

said he learned Cummins has an 8.3 liter engine that is Tier 2 compliant and could be put in this machine as well as a 10.8 liter engine. He
said the 8.3 liter would be closer to the 10 liter spec in the bid and the 10.8 liter exceeds the spec. In fact, the Case 10.8 liter engine has
1,050 foot pounds of torque at 1,000 RPMs compared to the Caterpillar that has 808 foot pounds of torque at 1,500 RPMs.
President Benson asked Mr. Surnmerﬁeld if he agreed with Mr. Gorley that weight and hp drive a grader. Mr. Summerﬁeld responded
that cubic inch is torque. He said in the past they have had 5 .9 liter engines that did not have sufﬁcient torque power to push the load.

Mr. Summerﬁcld also reported from his conversation with Mr. Sutton that the 5.9 liter Cummins engine is at its maximum power. He said
a new 10.8 liter Cummins’ engine that would meet the specs costs $11,000 more than a new 5.9 liter Cummins’ engine.
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Mr. Summerﬁeld addressed the braking issue by explaining that torque is on the pushing side. On the braking side, the driver is stopping
the same amount of weight with less braking surface. Because they drive the equipment to the construction site, he thinks more braking
surface is a safety issue.
.
President Benson asked Mr. Riley if the Caterpillar engine meets Tier 2 Emission Standards and he responded it does.
Attorney Luhman advised that, if the Commissioners choose to award the bid, they are required to award to the lowest priced, most
responsive and most responsible bidder. Both bidders seem responsible but, in terms of being responsive, some major specs have not been
met by the lowest bidder. If the Commissioners look at the lowest bidder who is responsive to the specs, then the higher bidder is the most
responsive and the Commissioners are required to accept that bid. He said the Commissioners are not required to accept a low bid that
doesn’t meet the specs just because it offers an alternative which might otherwise be acceptable. That’s why the Commissioners always
have the option of rejecting all bids and rewriting the specs to meet other criteria. In this case, as long as the specs were not so unduly
restrictive that only one bidder could meet the specs, then the‘ Commissioners need to determine which bidder met the specs and then
which bidder is the lowest.
President Benson said it sounds like the Commissioners’ decision will be Whether to reject the two bids and re-bid or to accept one of the

bids.

Commissioner Shedd recalled that one of the two bidders submitted his bid past the deadline but it was justiﬁed by all parties to open the
bids. Now it has been determined that one company did not meet all the specs. She thinks the Commissioners need to follow the rules on
what is bid. To her, there is no question who should get the bid.

Commissioner Knochel disagreed with Commissioner Shedd because, after hearing the explanation about the cheaper Case machine, the
hp will meet the specs. He also feels the Highway Department can certam use the savings so he leans toward awarding the bid to

MacDonald.

If the bids are rejected and the graders are re-bid, President Benson asked Ms Kuhl if the Highway Department would change the specs
based on information provided today on the Case machine. Ms Kuhl responded she is not sure they would change the specs but they could

re—examine them. President Benson asked Mr. Riley if he could bid a smaller machine. He responded he would bid to the specs.
Ms Kuhl said two other concerns with the MacDonald bid were delivery time and interest rate. The Caterpillar has a 10 day delivery time
opposed to 120 days for the Case. To test drive the Case, they would have to travel to Wisconsin, but the Caterpillar is sold locally. The
interest rate on the Caterpillar is 4.25% which shouldn’t change with a 10 day delivery time, but the interest rate of 4.95% on the Case

could change by the 120 day delivery date. Ms Kuhl said they could possibly be ready to accept new bids in November but pointed out
the current graders are out-of-Warranty.
President Benson said she agrees with Commissioner Shedd after hearing that Case has a bigger engine and could have met the specs.

Commissioner Shedd commented that the specs could be rewritten but there might still be the same dilemma. She further commented that
this could happen on any other bid if the bidders aren’t required to meet the specs.

Mr. MacKenzie inteljected that the 8.3 liter engine is no longer available to Case and that is why they went to the 5.9 liter engine for all
the reasons stated. He said just because Cummins makes larger engines doesn’t mean all size engines are suitable in this grader. He
emphasized that Cummins dictates the size engine Case will use, not Case.
Mr. Shimek inteljected that Tier 3 Standard is due January 2006 but said the Caterpillar engine is only Tier 2 compliant.
President Benson said the fact there is not a Case in Indiana that can be test driven is a big issue with her.. Mr. MacKenzie responded that
Wells County expects delivery of a Case grader with a 5.9 liter engine this week.

Commissioner Shedd said she is ready to award the bid to MacAllister But Commissioner Knochel said he is opposed because he thinks
the County can use the savings. President Benson said she would agree with Commissioner Knochel if the Commissioners were sure the
Case has the same performance.

0

Commissioner Shedd moved to award the Articulated Motor Grader Bid to MacAllister because they were the most responsive bidder,

seconded by Commissioner Benson; motion carried with 1 no vote by Commissioner Knochel.

Attorney Luhman advised that the Commissioners need to reﬂect their reasons for not accepting the lowest bid in written form as well as
the written recommendation from Highway Executive Director Kuhl. He suggested it would be appropriate to incorporate today’s
cements as reﬂected in the minutes as the Commissioners’ reasons for rejecting the lowest bid and accepting the higher one.

0

Commissioner Shedd moved to include today’s testimony into the reasons for awarding the bid to the higher bidder, seconded by
Commissioner Benson; motion carried.

2006 HOLIDAY SCHEDULE: Human Resources Director Frank Cederquist
(quote)

TO:

Board of Commissioners

FROM:
Re:
DATE:

Frank Cederquist, Human Resources Coordinator
Proposed 2006 Holiday Schedule
Monday, October 03, 2005

DATE
January 2, 2006
January 16, 2006

HOLIDAY
New Year's Day
Martin Luther King's Birthday

February 20, 2006

President's Day

May 2, 2006
May 29, 2006
July 4, 2006
September 4, 2006
November 7, 2006
November 10, 2006

Primary Election Day
Memorial Day
Independence Day
Labor Day
General Election Day
Veterans Day

DAY
Monday
Monday

Monday
Tuesday
Monday
Tuesday
Monday
» Tuesday
Friday

November 23 & 24, 2006

Thanksgiving Day

Thursday/Friday

December 25, 2006

Christmas Day

Monday

2 Personal Holidays
February 12, 2006

Lincoln‘s Birthday
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October 9, 2006

Columbus Day

1. All ofﬁces will be open Good Friday, April 16, 2006 for regular business.

2. Only employees of ofﬁces open for regular business on February 12__, 2906, and October 9, 2006 are eligible for personal holidays.
3. A personal holiday may not be taken prior to being earned. In other words, a personal holiday may be taken on the date for which the
personal holiday is designated for or later.

4. If an eligible employee fails to take personal holiday(s) by December 31, 2006, the personal holiday(s) will be forfeited.
5. A request for personal holiday(s) shall be submitted to the employee's immediate Department Head and may be taken only after

approval.
6. For new hires, the number of personal holidays allowed shall be the number of personal holidays left during the year following the day
of employment.

7. For employees who terminate employment with the County, the number of personal holidays allowed shall be the number of personal
holidays observed to date.
_ , J ,

Mr. Cederquist noted the 2006 schedule includes two (2) election days/,IPrimary Election Day and General Election Day, that were not on
the 2005 schedule.
Commissioner Shedd noted there is only one~(1) day for Christmas that falls on Monday. She wondered when employees who travel to

have Christmas with their families away from here will come home. Mr. Cedcrquist responded they can take vacation time.
Commissioner Knochel wanted to take the schedule under advisement but Commissioner Shedd explained the courts need to know the
schedule so they can do their calendaring for 2006.
Attorney Luhman advised the schedule can be approved today and amended later.

0

Commissioner Knochel moved to approve the 2006 Holiday Schedule as presented subject to amendment, seconded by Commissioner
Shedd; motion carried.

SPONSORSHIPAGREEMENT: Cary Home & The Coalitionfor a Safe & Drug-Free Tippecanoe County: Cary Home Director
Rebecca Humphrey

Mrs. Humphrey requested permission for Cary Home to be a sponsor for the Coalition for a Safe & Drug Free Tippecanoe County Red

Ribbon Week. They want to place red ribbons around the outside of the Courthouse from 2:00 P.M., October 23'd through October 30‘“ in
celebration of living drug free.
0

Commissioner Knochel moved to approve the Sponsorship Agreement for Cary Home for Red Ribbon Week, seconded by
Commissioner Shedd; motion carried.

RESOLUTION 2005—35-CM: Establishing Identiﬁcation Security Protection Fund: Record Pam Berglund
Resolution 2005-35-CM will appear in its entirety in the Ordinance and Resolution Book in the County Auditor’s Ofﬁce.

Mrs. Berglund requested approval of Resolution 2005-35-CM to establish a ﬁmd to pay for the redaction of social security numbers on
documents recorded in the Recorder’s Ofﬁce. By Statute, effective January 1, 2006, the County must establish an Identiﬁcation Security
Protection Fund that will be administered by the Recorder and appropriated by the County Council. The fund may only be used to

purchase, upgrade, implement or maintain redacting technology used in the County Recorder’s Ofﬁce. Mrs. Berglund said all the monies
shall be retained in the fund beginning January 1, 2006 through June 30, 2011 after which the collections may go to the General Fund.
Attorney Luhman read Resolution 2005-35-CM.

He explained the Recorder will charge an additional recording fee of $2 for redacting

documents. Beginning January 2007, the Recorder is prohibited from disclosing or dispersing any documents without having ﬁrst
searched the documents using redacting technology to be sure they contain no social security numbers.
0

Commissioner Knochel moved to approve Resolution 2005 -35-CM, seconded by Commissioner Shedd; motion carried.

CONTRA CT ADDEND UM: eGov Strategies LL C: MI T S Executive Director Diane Hawkins

Mrs. Hawkins explained that eGov Strategies LLC is the vendor for the County’s website implementation. The addendum, in the amount
of $19,581, is for the purchase of a Payment Center Module and an Intranet Module to get transactions onto the website. She said the
Clerk, Health Department, Highway Department, and Probation Department are interested in using the Payment Center Module and all
except the Clerk are sharing the cost with MITS. The Intranet Module will allow forms for intemal use by employees to be put on the
website.
0

Commissioner Knochel moved to approve the Contract Addendum with eGov Strategies LLC, seconded by Commissioner Shedd;
motion carried.

RESOLUTION 2005—33-CM: Approving the Professional Engineering Review for the Community of Romney: Grant Coordinator
Christine Chapman

Mrs. Chapman reported that approximately 40 Romney residents attended a meeting with a HomeTown Engineering LLC representative

to hear the report of the study conducted to determine wastewater treatment options for Romney. The study was funded with Community
Development Block Grant dollars and a local match of $5,000 of which $3,000 was paid by the Tippecanoe County Health Department
and $2,000 was paid by the Indiana Ofﬁce of Rural Affairs. She said the study included the recommendation by HomeTown to use the

vacuum sewer, the same as Lauramie Township. Environmental issues and the possibility of running three (3) miles of sewer lines to the
Montgomery County line to connect with a line from Linden were also included. The residents will pay a monthly fee of $54 which will
pay for inspections, billing, and a fee to Linden to take the sewage. The project has a 2009 deadline.
Attorney Luhman summarized Resolution 2005-33-CM that will appear in its entirety in the Ordinance and Resolution Book in the County
Auditor’s Ofﬁce.

0

Commissioner Knochel moved to approve Resolution 2005-33—CM, seconded by Commissioner Shedd; motion carried.

REPORTS
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Reports from the Treasurer, Weights & Measures, Tippecanoe County Public Library, and Park & Recreation Board are on ﬁle in the
Commissioners’ Ofﬁce for review.
PUBLIC COMMENT
None.

ADJOURNMENT
0

Commissioner Knochel moved to adjourn, seconded by Commissioner Shedd; motion carried.
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