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STATE OF INDIANA

302 WEST WASHINGTON STREET
ROOM E418

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER STATE BOARD OF ACCOUNTS
ZF\A"‘JJ
INDIANAPOLLIS, INDIANA 46204-2769
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Web Site: www.in.gov/sboa

TO: THE OFFICIALS OF CLARK COUNTY

We have audited the records of the Clark County Drainage Board for the period from January 1,
2008 to December 31, 2008, and certify that the records and accountability for cash and other assets are
satisfactory to the best of our knowledge and belief, except as stated in the Audit Results and Comments.
The financial transactions of this office are reflected in the Annual Report of Clark County for the year
2008.

STATE BOARD OF ACCOUNTS

May 19, 2010



DRAINAGE BOARD
CLARK COUNTY
AUDIT RESULTS AND COMMENTS

DRAINAGE FUND OPERATING EXPENSES

The Board of County Commissioners passed Ordinance No. 3-2004 on January 29, 2004, estab-
lishing a Drainage Board Non-Reverting Fees Fund. The fund is financed with fees the Drainage Board
charges to review drainage plans for potential residential and commercial developments throughout the
County.

The following is a summary of operating type expenditures made without appropriation from the
Drainage Non-reverting Fees Fund and approved by the Drainage Board during the year 2008:

Description Amount

Engineering Senvices  $ 29,385

Legal Senvices 4,494
Board Secretary 2,000
Stormwater Study 84,050
Survwey Senvices 2,870
Other 610
Total Expenditures $ 123,409

Ordinance No. 3-2004 states the following:

"Pursuant to I.C. 36-1-3 (the 'Home Rule Statute'), the Board desires to establish the Clark
County Drainage Board Non-reverting Fund."

"The Clark County Drainage Board (the Drainage Board) has previously been established
and operates pursuant to I.C. 36-9-27-1 through I.C. 36-9-27-113, as amended."

"That the Fund shall only be used for the payment of operational expenses and staff salaries
incurred by the Clark County Drainage Board through its duly authorized operations and
activities pursuant to state law."

"The Fund shall not be appropriated by the County Council."

IC 36-9-27-11 states in part: "All expenses of the board shall be paid from the money
appropriated from the county general fund. . . ."

IC 36-2-5-2(b) states: "The county fiscal body shall appropriate money to be paid out of the
county treasury, and money may be paid out of the treasury only under an appropriation made by the
fiscal body, except as otherwise provided by law."

IC 36-1-3-6(a) (Home Rule Statute) states: "If there is a constitutional or statutory provision
requiring a specific manner for exercising a power, a unit wanting to exercise the power must do so in that
manner."
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County Bulletin and Uniform Compliance Guidelines, October 2001 states the following:
"A unit may exercise its Home Rule powers whenever it is 'necessary or desirable' to exercise
any power, perform any function, provide any service -- and create the structural elements or

procedures to do so--and;

(1) the laws and constitutions of the state and federal governments do not expressly or
implicitly prohibit or preempt it from doing so; and

(2) state law does not already provide for exercising the power, providing the service, or

performing the function or state law does provide for the foregoing but does not
mandate any procedures to follow in implementing it."

NO GENERAL DRAIN IMPROVEMENT FUND

The County paid $8,800 to remove an obstruction from Lancassange Creek during the year 2008.
The County has not established a general drain improvement fund as required by Indiana Code. There-
fore, payment was made from the Drainage Non-reverting Fund that was established by Ordinance No.
3-2004 pursuant to IC 36-1-3 (Home Rule) without appropriation by County Council.

IC 36-9-27-73(a) states in part:

"There is established in each county a general drain improvement fund, which shall be used
to pay the cost of . . . (2) removing obstructions from drains under IC 36-9-27.4. In addition, if
a maintenance fund has not been established for a drain, or if a maintenance fund has been
established and it is insufficient, the general drain improvement fund shall be used to pay the
deficiency."

IC 36-1-3-6(a) (Home Rule Statute) states: "If there is a constitutional or statutory provision
requiring a specific manner for exercising a power, a unit wanting to exercise the power must do so in that
manner."

County Bulletin and Uniform Compliance Guidelines, October 2001 states the following:

"A unit may exercise its Home Rule powers whenever it is 'necessary or desirable' to exercise
any power, perform any function, provide any service -- and create the structural elements or
procedures to do so--and;

(1) the laws and constitutions of the state and federal governments do not expressly or
implicitly prohibit or preempt it from doing so; and

(2) state law does not already provide for exercising the power, providing the service, or
performing the function or state law does provide for the foregoing but does not
mandate any procedures to follow in implementing it."
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REMOVAL OF OBSTRUCTION IN A CREEK

The Drainage Board authorized the expenditure of $8,800 from the Drainage Non-reverting Fund
in the year 2008 for the removal of an obstruction in Lancassange Creek. The following is additional
information regarding this payment:

1. Investigation of Obstruction by Surveyor:

Robert Isgrigg, County Surveyor, stated that he was not requested by the Drainage
Board to investigate a complaint regarding an obstruction in Lancassange Creek and did
not make a report to the Drainage Board regarding the obstruction. Robert Isgrigg
stated: no petition was filed with his office; no notice was served to owners; and no
public hearing held.

IC 36-9-27.4-12 states in part:

"(a) If a petition filed under this chapter alleges the obstruction of:
(1) adrain; or

(2) a natural surface watercourse;

the county surveyor of the county in which the obstruction is alleged to exist shall
promptly investigate whether the obstruction exists.

(b) If the county surveyor, upon investigation, finds an existing obstruction in a drain
or natural surface watercourse in the location alleged in the petition, the county
surveyor shall report the existence of the obstruction to the drainage board.

(c) Upon receiving a report from the county surveyor under subsection (b), the
drainage board shall:

(1) set a date for a hearing on the petition; and

(2) serve notice of the hearing on each owner of the land on which the
obstruction exists who can be identified in the records of the county
recorder. . . ."

2. Payment for Cost of Removal:

The Drainage Board approved the cost of the removal of the obstruction. No landowners
were assessed the cost for removing the obstruction.

IC 36-9-27.4-19 states the following:
"(a) If:

(1) a petition filed under this chapter concerns a drain; and
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(2) the drainage board: (A) finds for the petitioner under section 14(a) of this
chapter; but (B) does not find under section 15 of this chapter that the
obstruction of the drain was created intentionally by any of the respondents;
the drainage board shall enter an order under subsection (b)."

"(b) Upon a determination made under subsection (a), the drainage board shall
enter an order:

(1) authorizing the petitioner to remove the obstruction;
(2) authorizing the respondents to remove the obstruction;
(3) directing the county surveyor to remove the obstruction; or

(4) directing that the obstruction be removed through the joint efforts of at least
two (2) of the persons referred to in this subsection."

"(c) If an order is issued under subsection (b), the costs of removing the obstruction
must be borne by the owners of all the tracts of land that are benefited by the drain.
The order of the board must do the following:

(1) Identify all tracts of land that are benefited by the drain.

(2) Identify the owners of the tracts of land referred to in subdivision (1): (A)
who are known to the drainage board; or (B) whose identity can be deter-
mined through the records of the county auditor.

(3) Apportion the costs of removing the obstruction among the tracts of land
that are benefited by the drain, assigning to each tract a certain percentage
of the total costs.

(4) Order the owners of each tract of land referred to in subdivision (1) to pay
an amount equal to the product of the total costs of removing the obstruction
multiplied by the percentage assigned to the tract under subdivision (3)."

"(d) The percentage of the total costs assigned to a tract under subsection (c) (3)
must correspond to the ratio of the total length of the drain to the length of the
particular segment of the drain that benefits the tract.”

IC 36-9-27.4-21 states:

"In entering an order concerning the removal of an obstruction under this chapter, a
drainage board may:

(1) provide for the costs of the removal work to be paid directly by one (1) or
more of the persons subject to the order; or (2) authorize an advance on the
general drain improvement fund established in the county under IC
36-9-27-73 for the payment of the costs of the removal work and provide for
the amount advanced to be reimbursed by one (1) or more of the persons
subject to the order."
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IC 36-9-27-73 states in part the following:
"(a) There is established in each county a general drain improvement fund, which
shall be used to pay the cost of . . . removing obstructions from drains under IC
36-9-27.4...."
"(b) The general drain improvement fund consists of . . .

(3) costs collected from petitioners in a drainage proceeding;

(4) appropriations made from the general fund of the county, or taxes levied by
the county fiscal body for drainage purposes . . ."
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The contents of this report were discussed on May 18, 2010, with Robert Isgrigg, Surveyor. His
official response has been made a part of this report and may found on pages 10 and 11.

The contents of this report were also discussed with Leslie K. Kavanuagh, President of the
Drainage Board, and M. Edward Meyer, President of the Board of County Commissioners, on May 19,
2010. The County Attorney responded on behalf of the County and his response has been made a part
of this report and may be found on pages 12 through 60.

The contents of this report were discussed on May 19, 2010, with Jack A. Coffman, President of
the County Council.



Clark County Surveyor's Office

812-285-6281
RobertL. Isgrigg, P.E.P.L.S.
Room 421 County Gov. Bldg.
501 East Court Avenue
Jeffersonville IN 47130

TO: The State Board of Accounts
RE: 2008 Audit

Clark County Drainage Board
FROM: Robert L. Isgrigg, P.E., P.L.S.
DATE: July 2, 2010

In response to the “Confidential Discussion Draft Only” copy provided to me on July 1,
2010, 1 would like to add the following:

1. The Lancassange Creek Project was disguised as an obstruction removal.
However, it was a project to repair the back yard of Deborah L. McDonald (a
single woman) who was an acquaintance of Commissioner Mike Moore. This
involved sand bagging, fill materials and rip rap. See photographs (attached)
acquired after construction.

There was no “obstruction” in the creek. The Lancassange Creek flood way
channel at this location is 350 feet wide. There are hundreds of trees lying on the
banks, which is natures way of preventing erosion but these are insignificant to
the flood capacity of the creek. There are many yards that are caving in along the
creek in this area as well.

The County has, in the recent past, correctly rejected requests to repair bank cave-
ins in this same area because these are all private properties. Also, there is no
obligation as yet for the County to maintain the creek channel. No legal drain has
been created. The letter to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers dated September 12,
1984 from the Clark County Commissioners explicitly states it “does not
constitute a contract.” In the later lawsuit involving Oak Park, the judge’s ruling
clearly stated that the County Commissioners have no obligation to maintain
Lancassange Creek. Subsequently, this project is all covered under “Drainage
Law” which is correctly stated in the Audit draft.
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Also, Brian Dixon’s fees should be added to the projects cost for assessment. The
bidding on Lancassange amounted to Brian Dixon, PE verbally discussing three
prices supposedly acquired from three contractors. No written bids were ever
presented and the bidding requirements under “Drain Law” were certainly not
followed.

It is my professional opinion that there is no competitive bidding taking place.
These projects costs are simply negotiated such that substantially excessive
contracts are awarded, resulting in obvious kickbacks, “Pay to Play”. The awards
are then rotated among a group of contractors or other favors are exchanged by
Dixon (such as City of New Albany sewer work), which he supervises. This fact
was documented in the records early in the Sunset Hills drainage (2009) where |
acquired bids on the identical plans and received a $9075 bid for work the
Commissioners were going to award a no bid contract for $52,500 - to a
contractor no one had ever heard of, who had just incorporated the business and
who had a serious criminal record. This contractor then disappeared from future
discussions.

I am generally strongly in agreement with the audit and appreciate your efforts.

Respectfully,

Robert L. Isgrigg, P.E., P.L.S.
Clark County Surveyor
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Mr. Robertson --

Thank you for the opportunity to submit a revised response to your agency's modified comments
to the Drainage Board audit for 2008. My reply is as follows:

1. The Clark County Drainage Board was formed pursuant to the provisions of IC 36-9-27, et
seq., by adoption of Ordinance No. 5-2000 (copy attached). This series of statutes pertain to the
jurisdiction of a drainage board over regulated drains (see 1C 36-9-27-15). There are NO
regulated drains in Clark County as evidenced by the lack of a drain book maintained in the
office of the County Surveyor (see IC 36-9-27-29(4)).

2. As there are no regulated drains in Clark County, there are no tax assessments arising
therefrom. The sole funds in the County General Drain Improvement Fund consist solely of
appropriations made from the general fund by the County Council (IC 36-9-27-73(b)(4)).

3. Nothing in Indiana law prohibits additional duties and powers from being delegated to the
Drainage Board. The Commissioners delegated such additional duties and powers to the
Drainage Board by the adoption of the following ordinances:

a. Ordinance No. 7-2002 (the Clark County Drainage Code) (copy attached) which regulates
the drainage requirements for new developments and appoints the Drainage Board as the
enforcement authority.

b. Ordinance No. 3-2004 (copy attached) which establishes a schedule of fees for review of
drainage plans.

c¢. Ordinance No. 13-2007 (copy attached) which delegated additional investigation and
remediation responsibilities to the Drainage Board for non-regulated drain issues on or affecting
public properties.

4. As noted in your report Ordinance No. 3-2004 expressly permits the use of the non-reverting
fund into which the design review fees are deposited to be used to pay the "operational expenses”
of the Drainage Board. These expenses include the costs for engineering services, legal services,
board secretary, storm water study, and survey services referenced on page 1 of your revised
comments, as well as the $8,800 expenditure for the removal of the Lancassange Creek
obstruction referenced on page 2. Such expenditures are not violative of Home Rule statutes as
IC 36-9-27, et seq. does not in any manner "expressly or implicitly prohibit or preempt” the
Commissioners from establishing such a non-reverting fund or permitting its use for such
purposes (see also IC 36-1-3-8).

5. | previously forwarded documents evidencing the County's obligation to maintain federally
funded improvements to Lancassange Creek consisting of correspondence with the United States
Army Corps of Engineers and a judgment of the Clark Circuit Court. Your revised comments
have wholly ignored the import of these documents. | concur that in the absence of these
independently exisitng obligations, the Lancassange Creek situation should properly have been
addressed in accordance with the provisions of IC 36-9-27.4, et seq. This area has now been
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annexed by the City of Jeffersonville (thereby terminating the County's continuing maintenance
responsibility), which I believe renders moot the possibility of a similar situation arising in the
future. Since | became the Drainage Board attorney in August 2008 (after the completion of the
Lancassange work), the Drainage Board has consistently followed the provisions of the
obstruction investigation and removal statutes, specifically including referring the matter to
inspection by the County Surveyor.

Your consideration of the foregoing, in addition to my prior comments, is greatly appreciated.
Respectfully submitted:
Greg Fifer,

Attorney for the Clark County Commissioners
and Clark County Drainage Board

13-
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ORDINANCE No. S-Z2000)

AN ORDINANCE FOR ESTABT.ISHMENT oOF
THE CLARK COUNTY DRATNAGE ROARD

WHEREAS, the Board of Commissioners of Clark County, Indiana
("the Commissioners"), comprises the executive branch of the Clark
County, Indiana Government pursuant to I.C. 36-2-2-3. Further, and
additionally, the Commissioners Perform all legislative functions
of Clark County, 1Indiana Government, as the legislative body,
Pursuant to 1.cC| 36-1-2-9, .

WHEREAS, certain nNeeds have been brought to the attention of -
the Commissioners that the Creation ‘of a Drainage Board is
warranted and ig nNecessary to the public interests and for the
improved internal functioning of the Clark County Government Unit.

that purs -C. 36~9-27-4 the Boarq shall hereby be know as
the “Clark County Drainage Board~ (hereinafter “the Board”),

(3)  That pursuant to r1.c. 36-9~27-5 the Boarg shall be
composed of three members, each S8rving a three Year term. The
members terms shall be staggered.

. a) one (1) member being a County Executive appointed by
the County Executive. '
b) two (2) members that must be resident.freeholders of

(5) That the two (2) resident freeholder members shall be
paid a Per diem of -'840.0¢0 -Per meeting and mileage costs in
accordance with I.C. 36-9-27-10 and I.c. 36~-9-27-11.

-14-
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{6} That the Board shall have the rights and responsibilities
as set out in the Indiana Code.

ma\ort
THIS ORDINANCE PASSED BY @%@EA&NQS VOTE OF THE BCARD OF

COMMISSTIONERS OF CLARK COUNTY, INDIANA ON THIS 18TH DAY OF APRIL,
2000.

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS or

Dennis Hill, Commissioner

ATTEST:

Barbara Bratcher-Haas, Auditoxr
Clark County, Indiana

7
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DRAINAGE ORDINANCE
;
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The purpose of this ordinance is to provide for the health, safety, and general welfare of the
citizens of Clark County through the regulation of storm water runoff. This ordinance
establishes guidelines for construction of residential and commercial properties within the
jurisdiction of the Clark County Drainage Board.

For the purposes of this ordinance, the following shall mean:

1.

e I

SECTION 3 - DEFINITIONS
1.

2.

ASTM American Society for Testing Materials

ccDB Clark County Drainage Board

FEMA Federal Emergency Man.agement Agency

HAC Hot Asphalt Concrete

INDOT Indiana Department of Transportation

NGVD National Geodetic Vertical Datum

NRCS USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service

SCS Soail Conservation Service (Now known as the USDA Natural

Resources Conservation Service)

ASTM. American Saciety for Testing Materials, an association that publishes
standards and requirements for materials used in the construction industry.

Blue Line Streaf. Any stream depicted blue in color, solid or dashed, on a
USGS Quad Map.

Capacity of a Storm Drainage Facility. The maximum flow that can be
conveyed or stored by a storm drainage facility without causing damage to
public or private property.

Catch Basin. A chamber usually built at the curb line of a street for the
admission of surface water to a storm sewer or subdrain, having at its base a
sediment sump designed to retain grit and detritus below the point of overflow.

Channel. A portion of a natural or artificial watercourse which periodically or
continuously contains moving water, or which forms a connecting link between
two bodies of water. It has a defined bed and banks, which serve to confine the
water,

17-


ldavid
Text Box
-17-


6. Gontour. Animaginary line on the surface of the earth connecting points of the
‘ same elevation.

/. Contour Line. Line on a map which represents a contour or points of equal
elevation.

8. Crown of Pipe. The elevation of the top of pipe.

Culvert. A closed conduit used for the conveyance of surface drainage water
under a roadway, railroad, canal or other impediment.

10. Datum. Any level surface to which elevations is referred, usually using Mean
Sea Level.

11. Design Storm. A selected storm event, described in terms of the probability of
occurring once within a given number of years, for which drainage of flood
control improvements are designed and built.

—————————Z2-Betentior—Managing-storm-water runoff-by tempurary hofdingand controlied

release.

13. Detention Basin. A facility constructed or modified to restrict the flow of storm
water to a prescribed maximum rate, and to detain concurrently the excess
waters that accumulated behind the outlet.

14. Detention Storage. The temporary detaining of storm water in storage
facilities, on rooftops, in streets, parking lots, school yards, parks, open spaces
or other areas under predetermined and controlled conditions, with the rate of
refease regulated by appropriately installed devices. (Refer to Section 8).

15. Detention Time. The theoretical time required to displace the contents of a
tank or unit at a given rate of discharge (volume divided by rate of discharge).

16. Discharge. Usually the rate of water flow. A volume of fluid passing a point
per unit time commonly expressed as cubic feet per second, cubic metefs per
second, gallons per minute, or millions of gallons per day.

17. Drainage Area. The area draining into a stream at a given point. It may be of
different sizes for surface runoff, subsurface flow and base flow, but generally
the surface runoff area is considered as the drainage area.

18. Drainage Board. The Clark County Drainage Board.

19. Drainage Improvement. An activity within or adjacent to a natural stre@m or a
man-made drain primarily intended to improve the flow capacity, drainage,
erosion and sedimentation control, or stability of the drainage way.

20. Drop Inlet. A structure in which water drops through a vertical riser connected
to a discharge conduit or storm sewer.

21. Earth Embankment. A man-made placement of soil, rock, or other material
often used to form an impoundment.

22. Emergency Spillway. Usually a vegetated earth channel used to safely
convey flood discharges around an impoundment structure.

23. Grade. (1) The slope of a road, a channel, or natural ground. (2) The finished

‘ surface of a canal bed, roadbed, top of embankment, or bottom of excavation;
L any surface prepared to a design elevation for the support of construction, such
as paving or the laying of a conduit. (3) To finish the surface of a channel bed,

-18-
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24,

25.

26.

27.

29.

30.
31.

32.
33.

34,

35.

36.

37.

38.

28—

readbed, top of embankment, or bottom of excavation, or other land area to g
smooth, even condition.

Head. (1) The height of water above any plane of reference. (2) The energy,
either kinetic or potential, possessed by each unit weight of a liquid, expressed
as the vertical height through which a unit would have to fall to release the
average energy possessed. Used in various compound terms, such as
pressure head or veiocity head.

Head Loss. Energy loss due to friction, eddies, changes in velocity, elevation,
or direction of flow.

Headwater. (1) The source of a stream. (2) The water upstream from a
structure or point on a stream.

Hydrograph. A graph.showing for a given point on a stream the discharge,
stage {depth), velocity, or other property of water with respect to time.

INDOT—Indiana-Departmentof Transportation—Generally-used here to tefer to
specifications contained in the publication "INDOT Standard Specifications.”

NGVD. A particular elevation datum known as the National Geodetic Verticai
Datum of 1929 (NGVD 1929).

Invert. The inside bottom of a culvert or other conduit.

Professional Land Surveyor. A person licensed under the laws of the State
of Indiana to practice land surveying.

Professional Engineer. A person licensed under the laws of the State of
Indiana to practice professional engineering.

Rainfall Intensity. The rate at which rain is falling at any given instant, usually
expressed in inches per hour.

Rational Method. "A means of computing storm drainage flow rates'(Q) by use
of the formula Q@ = CIA, where C is a coefficient describing the physical
drainage area, | is the rainfall intensity and A is the area.

Retention Facility. A facility designed to completely retain a specified amount
of storm water runoff without release except by means of evaporatlon
infiltration or pumping.

Runoff. That partion of precipitation that flows from a drainage area on the
land surface, in open channels, or in sterm water conveyance systems.

Sinkholes. A sinkhole is any closed depression in a limestone region formed
by the removal of water, surfacial soil, rock or other material, that is connected
to a cavern or underground passage. The sinkhole drainage area shall include
any area that contributes surface water directly to the sinkhole.

Slope. Degree of deviation of a surface from the horizontal, measured as a
numerical ratio or percent. Expressed as a ratio, the first number is commonly
the horizontal distance (run) and the second is the vertical distance (rise) - e.g.,
2:1. However, the preferred method for designation of siopes is to clearly
identify the horizontal {H) and vertical (V) components (length (L) and Width
(W) components for horizontal angles). Also note that according to
international standards (Metric), the slopes are presented as the vertical or
width component shown on the numerator—e.g., 1V: 2H. Slope expressions in
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this handbook follow the common presentation of slopes—e.g., 2:1 with the
metric presentation shown in parenthesis—e.g., (1V: 2H). Slopes can also be
expressed in "percents.” Slopes given in percents are always expressed as
{(100V/H) —e.g., a2 2:1 (1V: 2H) slope is a 50% slope.

39. Soil. The unconsolidated mineral and organic material on the immediate
surface of the earth that serves as a natural medium for the growth of land
plants. Also see alluvial scil, Clay, Cohesive soil, Loam, Permeability (saoil),
Sand, Silt, Soil horizon, Soil profile, Subsail, Surface sail, Topsoil.

40. Storm Event. An estimate of the expected amount of precipitation within a
given period of time. For example, a 10-yr. frequency, 24-hr. duration storm
event is a storm that has a 10% probability of occurring in any one year.
Precipitation is measured over a 24-hr. period.

41. Storm Frequency. The time interval between major storms of predetermined
intensity and volumes of runaff—e.g., a 5-yr., 10-yr. or 20-yr. storm.

42. Storm Sewer. A sewer that carries storm water, surface drainage, street wash,
and other wash waters but excludes sewage and industrial wastes. Also called
a storm drain.

43. Storm Water. Any surface flow, runoff, and drainage consisting entirely of
water from any form of natural precipitation, and resulting from such
ptecipitation _

44, Surface Runoff. Precipitation that flows onto the surfaces of roofs, streets, the

ground, etc., and is not absorbed or retained by that surface but collects and
runs off. : :

45, Time of Concentration (t.). Is the travel time of a particle of water from the
most hydraulically remote point in the contributing area to the point under study.
This can be considered the sum of an overland flow time and times of travel in
street gutters, storm sewers, drainage channels, and all other drainage ways.

46. Watershed Area. All land and water within the confines of a drainage divide.

47, Zoning Ordinance. Clark County Indiana Zoning Ordinance of 13898 or any
replacement zoning ordinance and its amendments.

- GENERAL PROVISIONS

APPLICABILITY

This ordinance shall apply to all water entering the storm drain system generated on any
developed and undevelaped lands unless explicitly exempted by this ordinance.

RESPONSIBILITY FOR ADMINISTRATION

The Clark County Drainage Board (CCDB) shall administer, implement, and enforce the
provisions of this ordinance. Any powers granted or duties imposed upon the CCDB may be
delegated in writing by the Drainage Board to the enforcement personnel.

SERVER ABILITY
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The provisions of this ordinance are hereby declared to be severable. If any provision, clause,
sentence, or paragraph of this Ordinance or the application thereof to any person,
establishment, or circumstances shail be held invalid, such invalidity shall not affect the other
provisions or application of this Qrdinance.

ULTIMATE RESPONSIBILITY

The standards set forth herein and promulgated pursuant to this ordinance are minimum
standards.

NOTICE OF VIOLATION

Whenever the Clark County Drainage Board finds that a person or developer has violated or
failed to meet a requirement of this Ordinance, the CCDB may order compliance by written
notice of viciation to the responsible person.

APPEAL OF NOTICE OF VIOLATION

Any person receiving a Notice of Violation may appeal the determination of the CCDB. The
notice of appeal must be received within 10 days from the date of the Notice of Violation.
Hearing on the appeal before the CCDB shall take place within 30 days from the date of rece;pt
of the notice of appeal. The decision of the CCDB shall be final.

ENFORCEMENT MEASURES AFTER APPEAL

If the vialation has not been corrected pursuant to' the requirements set forth in the Notice of
Violation, or, in the event of an appeal, within five days of the decision of the CCDB may pursue
all remedies provided for in this ordinance or by law.

INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

It shall be unlawful for any person to violate any provision or fail to comply with any of the
requirements of this Ordinance. If a person has violated or continues to violate the provisions of
this ordinance, the CCDB may petition for a preliminary or permanent injunction restraining the
person from activities which would create further violations or compelling the person to perform
abatement or remediation of the violation.

CIVIL PENALTIES

Any person, firm, or corporation who shall violate or fail to comply with any of the provisions of
this ordinance shall be liable for civil penalties to the CCDB up to $2,500.00. Each day that the
violation exists or continues shall be deemed a separate offense. Any such person, firm or
corporation shall also rembursg the CCDB for all attorneys' fee incurred in any enforcement
action.

VIOLATIONS DEEMED A PUBLIC NUISANCE

In addition to the enforcement processes and penalties provided, any condition caused or
permitted to exist in violation of any of the provisions of this Ordinance that is a threat to public
health, safety, and welfare, and is declared and deemed a nuisance, and may be summarily
abated or restored at the violator's expense, and/or a civil action to abate, enjoin, or otherwise
compel the cessation of such nuisance may be taken.

REMEDIES NOT EXCLUSIVE

The remedies listed in this ordinance are not exclusive of any other remedies available under
any applicable federal, state or local law and it is within the discretion of the authorized
enforcement agency to seek cumulative remedies.

-21-


ldavid
Text Box
-21-


SECTION & "‘?"‘DESIGN _METHODOLOGY FOR sronm

This chapter establishes the minimum required standards for the planning and design of
drainage systems and storm water management facilities within Clark County.

STORM SEWER DESIGN PARAMETERS

All storm sewers, whether private or public, and whether constructed on private or public
property shaill be designed to handle the flow for a minimum storm return period of 10 years (10
year storm). In addition, storm systems shall be designed to store the return period of 100
years {100 year storm). These design parameters will allow surface water to drain into the
storm system and not allow water to stand outside the public right-of-way and easements.

The runoff calculation procedures to be utilized depends upon the size of the proposed
development or project as follows:

1. If the total tributary area to an existing or proposed storm water facility project
site is 50 acres or less, or storage design is required for a site containing 1 acre
or less, the method of runoff calculation shall be the Rational Methad.

2. If the total project drainage area is greater than 50 acres, or storage design is
required for a site containing more than 1 acre, a discharge hydrograph must
be calculated using the NRCS method or another method that has been
approved by the CCDB.

3. The Rational Method may be used to design through drainage channel if the
drainage area of the channel is 50 acres or less, otherwise, the channe! shall
be designed by NRCS runoff calculation methodology or another method that
has been approved by the CCDB.

FREQUENCY/RETURN PERIOD

The elevation of the 100-year pre- and post- development discharged shall be checked for all
drainage system designs to assure conformance with the guidelines of the FEMA Prggram. In
the areas of the County not covered by a Fiood Insurance Study, the Design Enginéer or Land
Surveyor must determine the pre-development 100-year Flood Elevation.. The elevation for the
100-year post-development discharge shall be conveyed within the limits of the proposed
easement.

RAINFALL DURATION

The minimum design storm duration for planning and design is dependent upon the runoff
method used.

A. The Rational Method calculates peak discharge only (as opposed to
developing a runoff hydrograph for an area). It makes a basic assumption
that the design storm has constant rainfall intensity for a time period (storm
duration) equaling the project area time of concentration. The minimum time
of concentration (tc) for overland flow to the first inlet or structure of any
facility shall be 10 minutes.
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B. The NRCS Method will utilize the NRCS Type Il 24-hour rainfall distribution.
The exception is for the design of detention/retention basins where the 6-hour
storm is used.

RAINFALL DEPTH

Rainfall Intensity-Duration Curves for Louisville, Kentucky shall be utilized in the Rational
Method to determine rainfall depths and storm intensities for Clark County.

SURFACE CONDITION DATA

Maps depicting the NRCS Hydrologic Soil Groups, Existing Land Use, and Projected Land Use
for each watershed should be evaluated to determine the appropriate surface condition factors
for use in runoff calculations.

RUNOFF CALCULATION METHODS (DESIGN FLOW)

DETERMINATION OF RUNOFF QUANTITIES:

Runoff quantities shall be computed for the area of the parcel under development plus
the area of the watershed flowing into the parcel under development. The quantity of
runoff which is generated as the result of a given rainfall intensity shall be calculated as
follows:

For areas up to and including 50 acres and storage design required for a site
containing 1 acre or less the Rational Method may be used. In the Rational Method;
the peak rate of runoff, Q, in cubic feet per second is computed as:

Q=CIA

Where: C= Runoff coefficient, representing the characteristics
of the drainage area and defined as the ratio of
runoff to rainfall.

[= Average intensity of rainfall in inches per hour for a
duration equal to the time of concentration (ic) for a -
selected rainfall frequency.

A= Tributary drainage area in acres.

The rainfall intensity féctor, I, should be obtained from the Louisville, Kentucky Rainfall
Intensity-Duration Curves.

The time of concentration (ic) to be used shall be the sum of the inlet time and flow
time in the drainage facility from the most remote part of the drainage area to the point
under consideration. The flow time in the storm sewers may be estimated by the
distance in feet divided by velocity of flow in feet per second. The velocity shall be
- determined by the Manning's Formula. Inlet time is the combined time required for the
runoff to reach the inlet of the storm sewer. 1t includes overland flow time and flow time
through established surface drainage channels such as swales, ditches and sheet flow
across such areas as lawns, fields and other graded surfaces.

The time of concentration (duration), tc, shall be determined by calculating the time for
a particle of water to travel from the most hydrological remote point of the project area
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to the point of interest. Time of concentration to the first inlet or structure may be
estimated by the Kirpick Equation (tc = 0.0078*L*0.77"s"-0.385) where L equals fength
of travel in feet and S equals slope in foot per foot. Other methods to derive time of
concentration such as TR-55 and the Kinematic Wave method will be acceptable The
minimum tc shall not be less than 10 minutes. Manning's Equation should be used to
estimate any in-pipe or channel travel.

Guidance to selection of the runoff coefficient "C" is provided by Table 1 and Table 1A
which show values for different types of surface and local soif characteristics. The
composite “C" value used for a given drainage area with various surface types shall be
the weighted average vaiue for the total area calculated from a breakdown of individual
areas having different surface types.

USDA NATURAL RESOURCES CONSERVATION SERV[CE
METHODS

The NRCS Methods are required for runoff calculation procedures for project sites where
the total project area is greater than 50 acres and storage design is required for a site
containing maore than 1 acre.

METHODS

The NRCS methods also include the TR-20 and TR-55 Methods.  Detailed
descriptions, example calculations and worksheets for these methods are available in:

1. Project Formulation - Hydralogy, Technical Release No. 20 User's Manual;
2. Urban Hydrology for Small Watersheds Technical Release No. 55; and
3. A guide to Hydrologic Analysis Using NRCS Methods.

CURVE NUMBER

The curve number is similar to the Rational Method C-Factor in that it is based on the
surface condition of the project site.

The appropriate figures and hydrology in the Watershed Plans should be utilized to
determine the hydrologic soil group and land use definition for the particular area.

Fdr through drainage systems, post developed curve numbers shall be based on a
watershed as developed at the time of design.

DESIGN FLOWS

At a minimum, the facility must have the capacity to transport the 10-year post-
development discharge except in unusual cases, such as retrofit projects. The CCDB
shall determine design criteria for retrofit projects or other unusual cases. The water
surface profile and through system capacity shall be checked for the 100-year post-
development discharge. All drainage systems shall be capable of passing the 100-
year design flow within the drainage easement. Additional facility specific requirements
are found in the following portions of this ordinance.
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TABLE 1

Urban Runoff Coefficients

Type of Surface Runoff
Coefficient "Cn

Concrete ' 0.85
Asphalt 0.82
'_Roof 0.85

Lawns (Sandy}

Flat (0-2% Slope) 0.07
Rolling (2-7% Slope) 0.12
Steep (greater than 7%) 0.17

Lawns (Clay)

Flat (0-2% Slope) 0.16
Rolling (2-7%) Slope 0.21
Steep (greater than 7%) 0.30

1. The coefficients of this tabulation are applicable
Lo storms of 5 to 10 year frequencies. Coefficients
for less frequent higher intensity storms shall be
modified as follows:

Return Periocd (vrs) Multiply "C" by

25 1.1
50 1.2 p»
100 1.25
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TABLE 1A
Rural Runoff Coefficients

Type of Surface

Run Coefficient weu

Woodland (Sandy)
Flat (0-5% Slope)
Rolling (5-10% Slope)
Steep (greater than 10% Slope)

Woodland (Clay)
Flat
Rolling
Steep

Pasture (Sandy)
Flat
Rolling
Steep

Pasture (Clay)

Flat
Rolling .
Steep

Cultivated (Sandy)
Flat
Rolling
Steep

Cultivated (Clay)
Flat
Rolling
Steep

0.10
0.25
0.30

0.30
0.35
¢.50

0.10
0.16
0.22

0.30
0.36
0.42

0.30
. 0.40
0.52

0.50
0.60
0.72

1. The coefficients of this tabulation are
applicable to storms of 5 to 10 year
frequencies. Coefficients for less frequent
higher intensity storms shall be modified as

follows:
Return Period {vrs) Multiply "C" bv
25 1.1
50 1.2
100 1.25
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The Professional Engineer or Professional Land Surveyor shall refer to the Ten State
Standards for design methodology for storm sewers. The exception being that all
storm sewer systems will be designed for the 10-year event. The 100-year discharge
elevation must be checked for ail locations to avoid flood damage to adjacent
structures. Manning's Equation is recommended to calculate pipe flow and velocity.
The storm sewer hydraulic grade line for the 100-year event shall be contained within
the storm sewer system.

Hydraulic Capacity
The hydraulic capacity of storm sewers shall be determined using Manning's

Equations:
V= 1.486 R¥ g '?
n
V= mean velocity of flow in feet per second
R = the hydraulic radius in feet
S= the slope of the energy grade line in feet per foot
N= tougsf;ness coefficient (for reinforced concrete pipe, n =
0.01

Roughness coefficient (n) values for other sewer materials can be found in standard
hydraulics texts and references.

Minimum Size:

To minimize the potential for pipes to become clogged, the minimum size of all
storm sewers shall be 12 inches. This does not pertain to outlet structures for
detention/retention basins. (The rate of release for detention storage shall be
controlled by an orifice plate of other devices, subject to approval of the Board,
where the 12-inch pipe will not limit rate of relezfse as required.)

Grade:

Sewer grade shall be such that, in general, a minimum of 18 inches of cover
will be maintained over the top of the pipe. Pipe cover less than the minimum
may be used only upon approval of the Board. Uniform slopes shall be ,
maintained between inlets, manholes and inlets to manholes. Final grade shail
be set with full consideration of the capacity required, sedimentation problems
and other design parameters. Minimum and maximum allowable slopes shall
be those capable of producing velacities of two and one-half and 15 feet per
second, respectively, when the sewer is flowing full.

Alignment:

In general, storm sewers shall be straight between structures. Where fong
radius curves are necessary to conform to street layout, the minimum radius of

12
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curvature shalfl be no less than 100 feet for sewers 42 inches and larger in
diameter. Deflection of pipe sectlions shall not exceed the maximum deflection
recommended by the pipe manufacturer. The deflection shall be uniform and
finished installation shall follow a smooth curve.

Manholes:

Structures shall be installed to provide access to continuous underground
storm sewers for the purpose of inspection and maintenance. Manholes shall
be provided at the following locations:

Where twe or mare storm sewers converge.
Where pipe size changes.

Where an abrupt change in alignmént occurs.
Where a change in grade accurs.

At suitable intervals in straight sections of sewer.

S o r W

Plpe materials change.
The maximum distance between storm sewer manholes shall be as follows:

" Size of Pipe Maximum Distance

{inches) feet i
12 thru 42 ~ 400

48 ana larger 600

Iniets:

Inlets or drainage structures shall be utilized to collect surface water through
grated openings and convey it to storm sewers, channels or culverts. Inlets
contained within roadways shall be placed at low poinis with a maximum
spacing of 400 feet from high points and addition inlets upstream and
downstream. The inlet grate opening provided must be adequate to pass the
design 10-year flow with 50% of the sag inlet areas clogged. Additional,
positive drainage shall be designed in low areas.to minimize property damage.

Workmanship and Materials:

The specifications for the construction of storm sewers shall not be less
stringent than those set forth in the latest revision of the Indiana Department of
Highways' "Standard Specifications.”

Materials:

Storm sewer manholes and inlets shall be constructed of cast in place concrete
or precast reinforced concrete. Material and construction shall conform to
Indiana Department of Highways' "Standard Specifications,” Section 720.

Pipe and fittings used in storm sewer construction must be reinforced concrete
pipe (ASTM C-76). In areas where there is no anticipation of heavy loads (i.e.

13
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trucks, tractors, farm equipment) ADS pipe can be installed using proper
bedding material and instaliation practices.

Catch Basin inlets containad in roadways shall be Neenah type R-3260-A.
Inlets in ditches and swales shall be Neenah type R-4353. Equiv. Type inlets
may be used only with the approval of the County Engineer.

Pipe Bedding, Backfill and Surface Restoration:

1.

All pipes must be bedded on four (4) inches and covered by twelve (12)
inches of Indiana Na. 57-crushed limestone.

Where pipe is installed in earth areas, not immediately adjacent to a street
or road, the remainder of the trench must be backfilled with selected earth
materials, humped over the trench to allow for settling.

Where pipe is installed in a graveled area, the remainder of the trench must
be backfilled with Bank Run sand to a point eight (8) inches below original
grade. '

Where pipe is installed in an asphalt street, driveway, or parking area, the
remainder of the trench must be backfilled with Bank Run sand to a paint
nine (9) inches below original grade. The trench must then be trimmed
back six (6) inches on each side and filled with 3000-psi concrete. After all
construction is completed, the trench must be cleaned, primed and paved
with a one (1) inch compacted thickness of INDOT HAC Surface to be flush
with the surrounding area. All patch seams can only be saw cut, cut
smooth, straight and tarred.

Where pipe is installed in a concreted area, the remainder of the trench
must be backfilled with Bank Run sand to -a point nine (9) inches below
original grade. The trench must then be trimmed back six (6} inches along
each side and filled with 3000-psi concrete flush with original grade. All
patch seams must be saw cut only, smooth and straight.

All cutting of trenches in existing asphalt or concrete pavements must be
done with a saw only to provide a straight, smooth joint when new paving is
done.

This section describes the technical criteria necessary o design storm water channels
and ditches using conventional design procedures. These procedures shall be applied
to roadside and rear yard ditches and highly urbanized channel. All bize line streams
(especially in undisturbed areas) shall be designed using Natural Channel Design
techniques, if possible. This criterion represents minimum requirements.

Manning's equation is required, except in cases where backwater conditions are
significant. All calculations must be submitted for review.

14
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Channels and ditches should be capable of conveying the 10-year storm flow within
their banks. Through drainage systems (culverts, storm sewers, etc.) shall generally
be designed to collect and transport the post development rate of runoff for the 10-year
design storm. In all cases, the 100-year discharge eievation shall be checked to
ensure that adjacent structures do not suffer flood damage.

All through systems constructed must be capable of passing the 100-year design flow
within the drainage easement.

All open channels, whether private or public, and whether constructed on private or
public land, shall conform to the design standards and other design requirements
contained herein.

Manning Equation:
The waterway for channels shall be determined using Manning's Equation.

Where:
V= 1486 R™M 512
n
V= mean velocity of flow in feet per second

R = The hydraulic radius in feet
S = The slope of the energy grade line in feet per foot

n=  roughness coefficient

The hydraulic radius, R, is defined as the cross sectional area of flow divided
by the wetted flow surface or wetted perimeter.

Channel Cross Section and Grade:

The design capacity, the material in which the channel is to be constructed,
and the requirements for maintenance determine the required channel cross-
section and grade. The channel grade shall be such that the velocity in the
channel is high enough to prevent siltation but low enough to prevent erosion.
Velocities less than 1.5 feet per second should be avoided because siltation
will take place and ultimately reduce the channel cross-section,

Side Slopes:

Earthen channel side slopes shall be no steeper than 3 to 1. Flatter slopes
may be required to prevent erosion and for ease of maintenance. Where
concrete lined channels are required, side slopes shall be no steeper than 1 —
1/2 to 1 with adequate provisions made for weep hoies or subsurface drainage.
Side slopes steeper than 1-1/2 to 1 may be used for lined channels provided
that the side lining is designed and constructed as a retaining wall with
provisions for live and dead load surcharge.

Channel Stability:
1. All channels constructed shall have the following characteristics:
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It neither aggrades nor degrades beyond talerabie limits,

The channel banks do not erode to the extent that the channel
cross-section is changed appreciably.

c. Excessive sediment bars do not develop.

Excessive erosion does not occur around culverts, bridges or
elsewhere.

&. Gullies do not form or enlarge due to the entry of uncontrolled
surface flow to the channei.

2. Channel stability shali be determined for an aged condition and the velocity
shall be based on the design flow or the bank full flow, whichever is
greater, using "n" values for various channel linings. In no case is it
necessary to check channel stability for discharges greater than that from a
100-year return period storm. :

Detention basins shall be designed in accordance with the following Criterja:

Detention basins are typically designed to remain empty during dry weather and to
backup or detain excessive runoff generated during a storm.

Basin Volume Design

a. A minimum basin voiume shall be the difference in runoff

"~ volume discharged from the project area to the basin site
between the pre-development and post-development 100-year
storm. in cases where the volume requirement governs, the
design calculations must not only show that the required volume
has been created, but that the basin functions to detain the
volume difference.

b. In many areas of the county the increased runoff volumes can
be as critical, if not more critical, than the rate of discharge.
CCDB will address this isst on a site-specific basis. Al
development submittals will be evaluated for the impacts of
increased runoff and volume control, Satisfying the volume
requirement may be met onsite, at approved off-site locations,
or by purchase of volume in a Flood Compensation Bank if one
is available in the watershed.

c. Maximum basin side slopes shall be 3:1, unless paved.

Low flow channels shall be grass if the channei grade is greater
than 1.0%.

e. Basin design must include maintenance accessibility and
responsibility.
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f. The Professional Engineer shall provide for anti-seep collars,
extended detention basins, wet ponds, soil bioengineering,
baffies, outlet protection and length to width ratios.

g. Detention basins must be completely within a recorded
permanent Detention Basin Easement.

Basin Discharge shali be designed with the following criteria:

a. Discharge control structures shall be muiti-stage and capable of
limiting 2, 10, and 100-year post-development discharges to the
respective  pre-development peak discharge rates or
downstream system capacity and shall be constructed of
concrete or approved afternate.

b. The emergency spillway shall be sized to accommodate a flow
equal to the design overflow of the 100-year storm post-
development discharge without overtopping the dam. Erosion
protection must be provided for the spillway and receiving
stream.

¢. The dam elevation shall not be less than one foot above the
100-year storm storage and overflow elevation.

d. Appropriate downstream channel protection must be installed.

e. Storage, discharge, and routing calculations for the 2-, 10-, and
100-year discharges must be submitted for review.

-f.  Spillways shall be protected from erosion and shall employ
energy dissipation, if necessary.

. g. Detention basins shall be fully discharged within 36 hours after
the storm event unless specifically approved by the Clark
County Drainage Board.

h. The detention basin shall be the first item of construction and
must be designed to function as a sediment basin through the
construction period. The Basin design must be checked for
capacity due to additional runoff generated by disturbed site
conditions.

General

The use of sinkholes as storm water management facilities is not permitted,
unless there are no other cost-effective alternatives. Then a submittal must be
sent to the Clark County Drainage Board for approval.

17
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Design

Specific design requirements for the use of sinkholes, when permitted, include
but are not limited to:

a) The sinkhoie shall have the volume to store a 100-year, 24-hour NRCS

storm with a no outlet condition.

b) Stormwater discharge‘into a sinkhole shall not be increased over its

d)

a)

preexisting rate according to standards as established by the county
drainage board. Depressions containing sinkholes shall not be utilized for
stormwater detention unless no other alternatives exist.

Photographic evidence should be submitted to the board showing the
current condition of the sinkhole feature. If recent subsidence is evident,
the sinkhole shall not be used for stormwater drainage unless the feature
has been evaluated by a Geotechnical Engineer, and hefshe has
determined that the feature can be treated so that significant future
subsidence is not likely.

To confirm the suitability for an existing feature to accept a given runcff
volume, the feature must be pump tested using at least 80% of the 100-
year design storm for an 8-hour duration. The condition of the sinkhole
before and after the pump test should be documented by a licensed
professional engineer registered in the State of Indiana. Any evidence of
significant subsidence that occurs during or after the test will be taken as
unsuitability of the feature to accept runoff. '

To confirm that runoff into the sinkhole feature will not affect adversely
adjacent properties, flourescein dye shauld be injected into the sinkhaole
during the pump testing. A geotechnical engineer, registered in the State
of Indiana, should be retained to make observations of the faté of the dye
in the surrounding area.

Protective measures for the sinkhole inlet must be applied prior to the start
of construction activities. Surface water runoff from stripped areas should
be directed away from the sinkhole until the areas have been developed or
ground cover has been installed and ha€ become established.

An alternate means of surface water disposal must be provided in the
event that the sinkhole ceases to accept runoff or significant subsidence
occurs in the feature.

Stoermwater runoff from paved areas or structures shall not directly enter a
sinkhole. Drainage plans shall be designed to route runoff through
vegetative filters or other filtration measures before it enters a sinkhole.
Such filters or filtration methods must be reviewed by the board.

A Geotechnical Engineer, licensed in the State of Indiana, must supervise

the design and installation of sinkhole treatment measures. The engineer
shall also observe installation of treatment measures and shall document
that treatment measures comply with approved plans. The engineer shall
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be responsible for documenting significant subsidence or other changes in
the existing sinkhole feature during treatment that may affect the
effectiveness or practicaiity of the approved treatment method.

Any instances of significant subsidence must be fully documented and a
Geotechnical Engineer, licensed in the State of Indiana, must supervise
design of treatment measures, must inspect treatment installation, and
must document construction of repairs prior to bond release..

Final drainage plans shall be submitted to the CCDB. Before fina! subdivision plat
approval or before construction for alf other developments, the final construction plans
shall provide or be accompanied by caiculations, maps and/or other descriptive
material including:

Cover Sheet

a. Location Map with the site outlined.

b. Title Biock: Title of Development, name and address of
developer, name and address of Professional Engineer aor
Professional Land Surveyor, date of preparation, revision dates,

Index of Sheets
Engineer's or Land Surveyor's Seals and Signatures

“e. Construction notes

Composite Drainage Plan

a. Topography: Minimum Scale 1" = 100' with existing contours at
2-foot intervals, NGVD datum. Contours to extend a minimum
of 50 feet beyond property lines.

b. Proposed Development: Street rights-of-way, street names,
street centerline stationing, lot lines, lot numbers, property
boundary, existing drainage structures, proposed drainage
structures (labeled by number or other designation) and
easements with widths shown.

¢. Hydrologic Data: Designate drainage areas (in acres) to
individual inlets, and off-site drainage areas (acres), which
generate through drainage.

d. Pipe Chart: Pipe number, drainage area, coefficient of runoff ©,
time of concentration, intensity, discharge (Q), size, length,
slope, capacity, velocity.

e. 100-year FEMA and Local Reguiatory floodplain  and
conveyance zone, if applicable, with flood elevations noted.

f. Identification of Qutlet System.
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Plan and Profile {(Road) Sheets
Pian View

d.

Catch Basins: Line and station number (structure number),
grate type and elevation, invert elevation(s).

b. Pipes: Length, size, type, slope, pipe number of designation.

c. Headwalls: Type, invert elevation.

d. Ditches and Swales: Number or designation, type, stations

e. Easements: Type, size, existing with deed book and page
numbers, proposed.

f. Utilities: Existing and proposed (including sanitary sewers).

g. Other drainage structures to be laheled accordingly.

Profile View

a. Storm lines and structures to be shown on road profiles.

b. Utility and sanitary sewer crossings.

Storm Drainage Profiles {pipes, ditches, box culverts)

a.

d.

e,

Catch Basins: Station or number, type, grate type and
elevation, invert elevation(s).

Pipes: Length, size, type, class, grade, line number, headwater
elevations for 10 and 100-year storms (determined from inlet
and outlet control analysis)

Ditches:
Type
Grade
Flow line elevation at grade changes (P.V.J)
Design Depth
Manning's "n”
Slope I .
10 and 100 year discharge depths

Headwalls: Type and invert elevation.

Existing and proposed ground surfaces.
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" 5.22 Drainage'ahafstafh*Wéfﬁiﬁﬁéﬁéﬁéﬁént.

A. Applicability

1.

A8

LJ

This section shall apply to aijl types of
development which require a local permit and/or
approval from Clark County, the Clark County Plan
Commission or any other agency of Clark County.

Projects that require only individual Improvement
Location Permits for a single Ffamily dwelling, a
Ewo-Family dwelling, or their ACCESSOry structuras
dre not subject to thesge requirements.

Projects that are for agricultural structuras in
locations included in current seil and water
Conservation plans that have been approved by the
Clark County $Soil and Water Conservation District

ars also exempt from these requirements.

case oFf Conflicting requirements, +the most
restrictive shall apply.

The Commission may grant a waiver from any
requirements of thesge regulations if there are
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ADOPTION OF ORDINANCE

This ordinance shali be in full force and effect _after publication requirements are meil
prior ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict with this ordinance are hereby repealed.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 75 day of ;4‘Pi’} { , 2003 by the following vate:
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Soil Map Legend
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Soil Map Legend
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Soil Map Legend
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Seil Map Legend
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Soil Map Legend

Symbol  Soil Name .
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Soil Map Legend
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Soil Map Legend

FHSG Symbol  Soil Name
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Soil Map Legend
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o Soil Map Legend

' HSG Symbol  Soil Name
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BY THE BOARD OF GOUNTY
COMMISSIONERS FOR CLARK
COUNTY, INDIANA

ORDINANGCE NO. 3 -2004

AN ORDINANCE ADOPTING A DRAI:NAGE REVIEW FEE SCHEDULE
o AND FOR ESTABLISHING THE CLARK COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
' NON-REVERTING FEES FUND

WHEREAS, the Board of Commissioners of Clark County, Indiana (the “Board")
is the County Executive pursuant to I.C. 36-2-2-2; and _

WHEREAS, the Board s the legislative body for Clark County, Indiana, pursuant
to I.C. 36-1-2-9; and

WHEREAS, the C{,ai:k-CBG‘h'fy Drainage Board (the "Drainage Board") has
previously been e__s,tabli’é’ﬁed and operates pursuant to |.C. 36-9-27-1 through I.C. 36-9-
27-113, as amerided, and :

WHEREAS, the Drainage Board's duties include reviewing drainage plans for
{ - poteritial residentia] and commercial developments throughout the County; and

WHEREAS, to better facilitate the professional services needed to properly

function, the Drainage Board recommended at its November 13, 2003 meeting, after

WHEREAS, the attached fee schedule is applicable for the first submittal of

if the fist review of the plans reveals missing items as required by the County
Drainage Ordinance, then the applicant must correct and complete the review and pay
half of the required amount of the first submittal;4nd ’ :

WHEREAS, the Board has determined there is a need to establish a non-
ng fund for the Drainage Board wherein the drainage review faes can be
deposited and utilized solely by'the Drainage Board for enhanced and improved
operations; and : :

WHEREAS, pursuant to 1.C. 36-1-3 (the “Home Rule Statute"), the Board desires
to establish the Clark County Drainage Board Non-Reverting Fees Fund pursuant to
provisions contained herein; and :

| NOw THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF
i COMMISSIONERS OF CLARK COUNTY, INDIANA, AS FOLLOWS:

|
) . i
-48- /
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(1) That the Board shall, and does hereby, adopt the attached schedule of
drainage review fees effective as of February 1, 2004;

(2)  Thatthe Clark County Drainage Board Non-Reverting Fees Fund (the
“Fund") is hereby established:

(3) That the Fund shall be non—reveﬁing and cumulative:
(4)  That the Fund shall not be appropriated by the County Council:

(8)  Thatthe Fund shall only be used for the payment of operational expenses
and staff salaries incurred by the Clark County Drainage Board through its duly
authorized operations and activities pursuant to state law.

(6) Thatthe Drainége Board shall follow alf applicable County and State rules,
regulations, and procedures concerning the submission and payment of claims,

PASSED by the Board of Commissioners of Clark County, Indiana, on the
day of January, 2004.

BY THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
OF CLLARK COUNTY, INDIANA

%é{!ﬂ
Vic?ﬁnt Haire; President

Absent

Z Raymond "Buddy" Parker

Fnd Q. i

David A. Lewis

ATTEST:

M&Ma_ C%LO\/Q/

Barbara Bratcher-Haas,
Clark County Auditor
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SCHEDULE OF DRAINAGE REVIEW FEES

Engineering Soils
Review and Conservation Total
Inspection ‘ Review

Residential Developments -
4 lots or less $350 $100 $450

4 - 25 lots $500 $200 $700
26-75 lots ‘ $1,000 $300 $1,300
76-150 lots - $1,500 $400 $1,900
151 lots or more 82,500 $500 $3,000
Commercial Developments

5.0 acres or less 3500 $200 $700
5.1 -10.0 acres $1,200 $300 $1,500
10.1 -25.0 acres $2,000 $500 $2,500
25.1 acres or more $2,500 $600 $3,100
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BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
OF CLARK COUNTY, INDIANA

AN ORDINANCE DESIGNATING
AND AUTHORIZING FUNCTIONS AND DUTIES
TO CLARK COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD

ORDINANCENO. /£ -2007

WHEREAS, the Board of Commissioners of Clatk County ("Board") is the Counnty
Executive under I. C, 36-2-2-2 and also functions as the County legislative body under 1. C. 36-
1-2-9(1); . ' '

WHEREAS, aneed exists to better identify the scope of designated duties to the Clark
County Drainage Board (“Drainage Board™) in a manper that serves the best interests of Clark
County citizens; : :

WHEREAS, a further need exists to authorize the Drainage Board to perform duties of
inquiry, within the parameters and imitations of law, to evaluate reported “drainage problems”
in the County, place them in proper context, and refer them 1o the appropriate ageney (if any) for
addressing or curing a situation when it js the responsibility of the County, distinguished from
the responsibility of private landowners or other contractors or developers;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE I'T ORDAINED by the Board as follows:

1. That each and every recital set forth hereinabove is made a part of this Ordinance;

2. Thescope of functions of the Clack County, Indiand Drainage Board (*Drainage
Board™), as an agensy of County Government created by this Board is hereby desighated to
include the following additional duties and responsibilities:

@  To perform inquiries jnto reports of diainage defects, incidents ot
drainage problems in the unincorporated County thet is not within any remaining
two-mile fange jUI'}:‘SdiGﬁDn' of any city or town in Clatk County, Indiana, °
regardless of when the teported event or problem arose;

(®)  To make reasonable businesslike inquiry into situations described
within subparagraph (a} above, without limitation by the date upon which the
Drainage Board was formally created, .

() To engage and authorize any professional persons under contract
with the Drainage Board (in & contract approved by the Board of Commissioners)
to render written reports of inquiries made concerning the subject matter of
subparagraph (a) above.
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Ordinance No. -2007
Page?2

(d)  Totake official action of referral to any agency that has/had legal
supervisory authority over persons, contractors or circumstances in the area where
the drainage defect, drainage incident or dramage problem has been reported and
has been made the subject of the written repc:rt referenced above.

(&) Torenderall ta:hnical and professional assistance, as is reasonable
and necessary, to the agency subject to the above referral, that is dedicated to the
goal of reasonably and efficiently remediating the situation under inquity to the
extent it is within the legal jurisdiction of Clark County, Indiana government, and
its Drainape Board pursuant to this Ordinance.

3. Nothing contained in this Ordinance shall authorize any agent, member oy
representative of the Drainage Board to perform official government acts, or actions, upon
private property owned by private individuals or in relation to private contracts made by private
individuals. This Ordinance does not, and cannot, authorize members, agents or retained cxperts
of the Drainage Board to interfere w1th coyvenants: that run with the land (“CRWL”) of any
private subdivision, when such CRWL are subiect to pnvate enforcement by developets of such
snbdivisions and/or by the residents thereof

4. To the extent, after i mqmry and after thf: written report described above issues to
the Drainage Board, that such Board identifies the real estate described in the i inguiry as within
public ways or public right-of-ways in unincorporated Clark County, Indiana, and when angther
agency is not responsible for gversight of any party or circumstances that may have contributed
to the drainage problern, incident, or defect, the Drainage Board is authorized to develop and
adopt an efficient action plan for remediation to the extent of its available fundin g for such

purposes

5. In circurnstances when the Drainage Board is in need of funds, or funding, for
purposes of this Ordinance, the duly appmntsd officers of the Drainage Board, after an approval
vote of its membership in a public meeting, may file the requisite documentation hefore the
Auditor of Clark County and the Clark County Coun):xl to seele appropriations or additiona)
approptiations from the General Fund of the County for expenses connected with performing the
funstions authorized by this Ordinance; - .

6. Notwithstanding any other provision or section hereof, the Drainape Board is
directed and ordered to deliver a written report of its activities within the scope of this
Ordinance, at least on a guarterly basis, to the Board, with the first such report being due and
delivered to the offices of the Board of Comuissioners on or before December 31, 2007;

7. The Board retains the jurisdiction and authorization to review, amend or revoke

any provigions of this Ordinance from time-to-time as this Board deems necessary and
appropriate to meet the public interest.. |
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Ordinance No. 143 2007
Page 3

S0 ORDAINED THIS ¢ pAY.OF OCTOBER, 2007.

o Memﬁers voﬁ,qg Nav:

il DA77 )

e e

Avditor of Clark County

-53-


ldavid
Text Box
-53-


* BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS _
CLARK COUNTY A
CITY-COUNTY BUILDING

JEFFERSONVILLE, TNDIANA 47130 -
-§19 « 2834457 Ex1, 25,0r 26

LARRYiR; nsm Pﬁﬁ‘ﬁeni C DAVID, P, VARBLE JR, Atfotoy
PAULF, GARRETT _ Ll . ROBERT L. SCOTT, Superinlendent-

LAHHYG cGFATS .
— . September 12, 1984

.
B fu o B S s p—t A5ty St e ——

Golonﬂl Dyayns G, les: - L e oy
District Engluneer . C o T T L
- U, 8 Ammy Corps of Hng:mears ) '

Attn: ORLPD-5 .

P. 0. Box 59

louisville, Femtucky 40201
Dear C’.olmual Lee: i

The Board, of E?lark Colmty cnmnissionars mareina.ﬂ:er called tha
"ocal Sponsor') arve interested in obtalning assistance in sllaviating
. the flooding problem on Lsncassenge Ureek in.Clark County, Indisma,
) Inthisragud the Local 'Shonsor submits this updated 1etterufin(:en1:
‘and requests that the Corps of Fnginsers procesd with the suthorizetion
of ther project and with preperation of the project plans end specifications
.for reducing the Flogding problem along lancassange Creek in Clark Gmmty
‘inder the enthority’ of Section 205 of the 1548 Flood ﬂontml Act, a5 -
* dmended (55 USC 71s).-’

' The Tocal Sponsor has Teviewsd in deta.il the 1raj ect plan racmmnﬂed
by the Corps qf B}';g:geggg.in-l'han draft detailed project Tepurt. We are
in agreement with this. plan; * It is our intemtion to act &5 the Locsl
_ or for thé Flood control plan described as the selected plen.in that .
. report (Plan 6). Ws are mot interested in any. recreation development as
g part of thic Flood epmirol project at this time, -IF the £ided control .
project is authorized under Section 205 of the 1948-Flood Control-Act, as
amended, the Iocal or will prw:lde the requ:.red 2SSUTENCes of 1nca1
cuapera:tion as 1isted below, -

The Tocal- Sponsor, is ayars that its rasponsib:.l:.ty' in project
. partlcipaﬁiun includ:es ths follawing

a, Provide withdut cnst to the IInited States all lands, aasanents
:; . rights-of-way, access routes, relocations end alterations of ell buildmg's
J utilities, highways, highway biidges, sewers, and fecilities whetheT or not
. shown’ on the project plans, necessary for projsct construction and
. subsequent operation snd waintensnce of the project.
b, Hold ind saye the United States free From damages dus to the
construetion, oper_at:i:on and maintensnce of ‘the prrogect, axcepting damages,

+

.
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if any, due to.the fault or negl:.g&mne bf tha United States or its
contractors,. and adjust all.claims ceéncerning water rights.
.C. Maintein and opsrate,the project after completion without cost’ tu
ﬁlggited Stdtes din ar:.cor&anca with regulations prescribed by the Secrastary
of

d. Asme £ll, res;:unsih:l.lity for 411 praject ccasts, if eny, in excess
.of ths PFederal cost limitation, according to staints, of $4,0005000.
8. Proyent future encroachment which night intexfore with pro;:er

fimctioning of the project for flood cufitrdl.

£, Bxécute a 10::31 ASSUTENCE agreement incntperating all requs.rad
meastwes of, logal cooperation.

1
1

Weic!;lwafrﬁi{ad end have reviewed bg. safnple m agganant that

0 inding egreement to be signed local,

A im:ggsts prior to capstruction activity, We imderspand that dstailed
project costs will be'detexmined by the Distriet- -Bnginesr near .the
campletion of plens and specifications, and we further retaod that
construction of eny project under the E:mt:imﬂngmamr Program is

onta.ng upon showing that the considered works of improvement 'sre cost
effectiva and 3 in the overall public .'u;terestiur :raducing Flood-damages.:

: Blar{ccmmty‘hﬂs ﬂuthoritytata:x:praperty'witha 1984 nssessed :
vatuation of § erty tax rate presently lavied on
suid property’ for owr purposes 1s§ er §100.assessed value., The
Tevenue deri_hv-:c‘lathegfmn -does/does £t%:nerata gdspmr-_gjms vﬂu%lhacm be
.épplied .to nonfedsral fipancing o prEPos act. mesns |
o thecamtyintendstnusetofmancemqugdarﬂpoﬂiunofﬂw
pmposad projact are: AR, -

.'-::'.;,“,1.“ . . .

* M ' ": -'-n- N-Qt A‘fﬂﬂﬂ:ﬁl& — - — .l..o-—v- ----—--—.!—‘. . .""‘ — s 3

-, In caxrylng cut the specified rionfaderal Tespensibilities’ :Ear the
‘chatnal. inprovement project recommended in the éataﬂemajact report for
.lancassange Uresk, the Locel Sponsor sgrees o comply prOVis
of the “iforn Ralocation Assistance and Réal Property Acquisition PGliClES
Act of 1970," Public law 91~646, - spproved 2 Jemuary 1971, ‘snd Sectien 221,

. 'Public Law 91-611, gmb\mﬂ. 31 December 1070, s amended. We have: reca:wed
and gr'e fanﬂ.lla:r with the provis;’wns of. Title VI of the "Civil Rights Ac‘l:

of 1964,% Publ:.c Lay 88-352 and" the Winiform Relocation Assistance snd Raa.l
Propaa:ty' Ahcg:;isa.tm Policies Act of 1870," Public Taw 91646, and o~

B aadvisedusthatthelncalsponsor:slegallym&fmanciauy
capzhle of entering inte binding and enforceabll mg tomtractual agreements
purauant to tha p’rw:ismns of Saction 221 o£ 1ie: st 9:!.—»611

:‘- r' ..._' I'l t'..'
.

-

» -
1y l
[

I o o
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Lt 3 200 R -

theixrl: timofthelﬂcalSpnns ortt;useitsmrthcrityin
ot thes gbove=1isted measures of lotal ation, It is understood
thet the purpose of this letter is to establish Local Sponsor's imbent _
gnd does not constitute a contract imvolving the expenditure of any set :
sum OFf moneys ' . .
. | . Sincerely, .

L L D
a

- ’

ember 12, 1984 M@LM :
Sept T T . David varble A W
L Clark County Attorney -
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. L TN THE CLARK CIRCUIT COURT
STATH OF INDIANA

' BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS OF
CLARK COUNTY, THDIANA

* plaintiffs '
e, ) CADRE WO. 10C0L-B9DS-CP— /55 7
ORK BARK CONSERVANCY DISTRICT ; .
Defendant P oot .

‘ F
FINDINGE, CORCLUSIONZ AND DECDAHATORY JODGMENE
This matter baving come befors ths Court upon the .previously

£iled Complaint far Denlaratn.ry .a‘udgment and Findings, f;l.J,eﬂ - on
behalf of the Board of Commiseloners of Clark County, Indiama,
seeking apecific Findings and a Declaratory Ju_dg:ﬁant, which Complaing
is 5.11. words and figures as follows:

- . RS

And the Court being auly. advised in the ;;rsmisefs anfl having
axamined the pleaﬂings, reneived evidenced and having review:aﬂ the
a.ppliuable la.w- doss now make the following FPFindings of E‘act'. and
,{:nnclusions nf La.w ]

{1} Tha Bnard of Cumniasianerl of Clark cannty, Indiana is the
-c:nuntr :Exe.uuts.va pnrana.nt to I. C. 36-2-2-2 and has stanﬂ:l.ng ta bring
an action pursua.;;t to I.C. 34-4-10-2 for. purposes of hbaving .this
' ciémrt declare its rights, status and legal rélatiuns and positions in’
J:ela.t:l.un to the proposed ﬁeﬂging and recnnatructian of Isanca.ss.anga
Craek ("nancassangs Cree}c Project”), 1ocataﬂ in the unincarpnra.tad'
area nf Clark Cuunty, Indiana,. wh:.ch prupused. dreaging and
racongtruction praject ik submitteﬂ o tha Court &s ba'ing a major
project pex:furmaﬂ in canjuuctian with the United statea f;my Coxrps of
Eng:l,neers ("Corps of Enginears"), ' - et

(2) . That the Oak Park C:nnaerva.ncy District was created and
appruvad by the Ciark Clxenit Court on cruly 15, 1860 unde:: Cause Ho.
32858 fm: puxpeses of (a) providing for the collaction, treatment and
:'lispcaal of mewage gaund other J.iquid wagte prodpced within the
n'.'._str:l.ct and (b} improving drainage. On August 28, 1967 this Conrt
a:;;provea an‘ aﬁﬂitinna.l purpose for zaild pistrict, to wit: " that of

. +
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. {e) Pr ‘!#atal: aug;ll.’(r :!_ncln-liing treatment and distribution for

;ﬁhhority in the county to enter into contracts on

: ‘mr.-aasange Creak ﬂraﬂging a.nﬂ. reconatruction prujeut. ."t0  he
. performed in cunjunction witlr i:he Corps of Bngineers, he institoted
and take place. 'ﬂha Commigsioners have made this submisaion to the

Court and the Court nov-approves same by way of this Finding;

(5) vThat there are no legal drains established pursuant to I.C.
36-8-27 gt geq. in Clark Cownty, Indiana and, thue, local sponsorship
- of the Lentassange Cresk ‘ﬁ:ajeﬁt, in cnnjunut.:i.un with ths Corps of

Enginegsrs, 1o act a functiun of -I:,ha Clark County Drainage Boardj.
" (g)  what ‘the Defendant oak Park Copservamcy Disbrick
("District") haa begun instituting steps to aaute, from among :.L-l:s
’ I.egal pm:pnsea ¢ that purpose which regnire tl:ram to improva drainage
in ,tha pistrict. The  defendant, 0Qak Park CQ;J.SEWMBY
. pistrict, in Jts Mmendment No. 2 to the District Plan filed in the
clark cireult Courk on Maroh 31, 1571, stated that no :l.mp:;':ovemanta
. bad basn made in surface drainage other than in the construction of

B},aintiff Commissionars, as Cownty Bretutive, have

sanitary sewers snd that no fuckher improvementa in drainaga were _

. contemplated. Further, Badd plstrict doss not'_ now, nor has it aver
‘had, a tax rate from which it - could raise funds -to perform the
Eunc'i:inn,. duoty mod purpose of imprnv,:t:ng' drainage in the District;

{7) That the bistrict, by and through Lte Soard nr. birectors,
haa nom:lu.ﬂed, and cnmmuninated fo the Pla.mtiffs ; that it ocannok,
and will not, assuma local spunsurship of tha I-ancaasang.‘-:; 'Erojact, in

. cunju';u:tion with the Corps of Bngineers, nor does it ::m:ftegnp]:ata any
woxks of a'ra:i.naga improvement bthar thsn aan.ita.:y sewar constrxuctiony

“ " {B) ‘That an .’;.mpin‘i;eﬁ., dredged =nd reconstructed ILancassange
Creek wﬁ]:an}a.y, and surronnding banks, in Clark County, Indiana will
113:&13' hanefit all citizens of Clark Coonty, ZIndlama in’ that less
dangsr will-;.be. posed to the genersl public from Flash t‘lond:l.ng, lass

" 58

*


ldavid
Text Box
-58-


: ident; "decur  from occa;innul
. ‘flnnaing an imgruvad aﬁﬂ moxe nanngenble-watezway will resul: ZIxom
aomgletiun nf gaid project and wore lamd will likely bhe mzde
. available to futnre development, along the hanks of Lancassanga .
Creek, once it is reasoesbly mssurad that the historical flooding
problems that have ocourped in prier gears. w11l not camﬁMﬂr re-
occ: onea’the cregk is dradged and properiy rbcunstruut&ﬂ

(9} That 1n viaw of the abgtention of ﬁha piatrict £rom
performing any . ﬂuties relating to improving d:ainage in tha
geagraphical conservancy diserict, in view of the District's eEforts
to dalete sald lagal purpose frum its operational purpoees and in
view . of the ‘public intereat tn be gserved by dredging and
recqnst:uction of sald credek, & logal spopsor is nécéasary £
cooperata, in nnnduna#ion with the Corxps of Bnglneexs, ﬁitﬁ the
" néncaasanga ﬁreek;rruject; : . ) *

(10} #hat the Board of Commissioners of Clark County, Indlaca,
as County Bgecutive, in view of tha above Findings and cﬂnc;lusiuns,
should be, and now hersby is, speoifically authorized to ‘contract, on
bekalf of clark. conpky, Inﬂd.ana., as lpoal sponsor, with +the United
States Cn:ga of Engineers, Bnuisvilla ﬂistricb nffice, féﬁ purposes
" of paxticipating, on behalf of Ciark County, by -contvact  and other
cnmmitmenkﬁ maﬂe oif "behalf of the commty, with sald Corps of
Enginaers uffice for the Lanceseanges Creek Prodeot hereinabove
referanced; , : )

IT 15, THEREFORE, CONSIDERED, ORUERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED - AS
FOLLOWS: " _

(A) That this Conrt specifirally mdopts each and chery Finding
and Conclusion set oo¥ hereinabove and makes sach of ,said  Pindings
and Conclusions a part of this’ neula.ra.t.ury auagmenh; . --‘.' .

(8) The Cowrt now adjudges and declares +hat Clark - cpunty,
Indiana, by and through its Board of Cdmmissioners, is empnwered and
afnthorized, as B matter of i&#, ko entsyr inte all necessary contracts
with t§§ United Staéas Army Corps, of Enginears, as local sponsor, for
gurpnaes oﬁ initiating, menaging and completing the bancassange Cresk
dredgiug and reconstruction project that has besen prasented, by way

3
.
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(C) It is hereby further adjudicated and Heclazed .that .tha
" Bomrd of Commisgionerxs of Clark Counky, Indlana, as County Executive,

is empnweraﬂ and authﬁri.zéd o expand county funde, from ﬂ:a' Contract
Bervicas acx:uunt, or. nt:be:: apprnpriata acuount, fm: prrposes uf
paying' the county's. .T..dnal fhare of monies towa.rd sa.i.d nancassanga
cz:ae.k dreﬂging' and re.cnnstruatiun project ﬂ.uﬂ that such expenditures

' are nsceaaary %o the publia intarest and sexve thas pnbl.i:: inkerest)
{D) Xt.is further aﬂju_ﬂiua.ted and declaved that the Board of

cdmnisaio.uers' of Clark Cuun"'!:y‘,. Indi.ana. be, _ and it -harety is,

empmpezed and anthorized to perform auch o-hher aﬂmi.nistra.tive and
4 minintarial functions ana. dutids am a::a naceaaaxr in orde: o
éffecbmts cumplet:l.un 'Df sald prn;]aai: a.nﬂ ix is. authnrized tu Bee.k. :
:Em:thaa: urde:a of ularificat:!.on or autho:izatinn £xom this Couxt i .

tha .naefl. fnr Bamg arlmes :Ln tha fut:ure.

WERSE FINDINGE, cnncr.usmns ‘ND_THIS JUDGHENT mnz ANY. BNTERED

“PEIE ,';‘i'm nmr oF fL 19&5. . _' T _.-':

D . OENTEL F. DONARUE, O R
. cmm:cmcmt; Lot

. ';//.'J. I
L 2 ?l //ﬁ
,,v In"-—‘ﬂ....,._c'l - JLCLC >
ANNE . VARDLE |
" attorney for Plaintiff . Attorney for bDeferdant
405 B. Court Ave., Bulte 8 222 B. CUobrt Ave.
P.0. Box 325 . - Jeffersonville, IN 41130

. Jeffersonvilile, I¥ 47130 {3121 zsz-':gzn . e
(812) 288-2442 Co ] A

DANIEL E. MOORE

- - N . -
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