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Hamilton County

Project Purpose

« Identify and solve existing stormwater
flooding problems (focus on regional
problems associated with Cool Creek
and its tributaries)

 Prevent future stormwater problems
due to rapid development
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Project Purpose/Scope Review
Progress Review/Findings to Date
Upcoming Activities
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Project Scope

Inventory & Problem Identification
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Solution Development
Recommendations and Implementation

Watershed Management Plan




Inventory & Problem
Identification

Hamifton County
Dynamic County Map Room

« Hamilton County
online mapping

 Public
Input

Inventory & Problem Identification

* Maps, Plans, Reports

Inventory & Problem ldentification
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‘  Standards, Ordinances, Policies
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Inventory & Problem ldentification

* Field
Investigation

Anna Kendall Drain, Westfield




Inventory & Problem Identification Inventory & Problem Identification
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Problem Analysis

« Field Survey for detailed

Problem reach information

Analysis B « Develop computer model
3 of stream

e Stream Sampling




Hydrologic/Hydraulic Analysis HEC Modeling
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Solution Development

* Modifications to ordinances,

Solution standards, and policies

Development & ¢ e * Preliminary design solutions for

Recommendations local and regional problems (size,
: location, etc.)

» Meet with developers and public




Recommendations/Implementation

« Finalize policy and
watershed improvements

* Prepare final report

 Funding alternatives
\ /l 2

Upcoming Activities

Solution development
Continue stream sampling
Continue public input
Watershed Management Plan

Hamilton County Website

www.co.hamilton.in.us/news/Public.htm

Upcoming
Activities




Westfield Public Meeting Summary

Project: Cool Creek Watershed Management Plan
Date: May 21, 2002
Staff Attendees: Kent Ward, Tricia Banta — Hamilton County

Surveyor’s Office

David Johnston — Town of Westfield
Dale Tekippe, Hans Peterson,

Wes Christmas — Clark Dietz

The meeting was held as a public information meeting for the Cool Creek Watershed
Management Plan. Approximately 40 people attended the meeting. A listing of the
people who signed in at the meeting is attached (not all attendees signed in). A brief
summary of comments/questions was prepared by Wes Christmas of Clark Dietz, Inc.
Please forward any comments or corrections on to him or Hans Peterson. The
meeting discussions are summarized as follows:

David Johnston and Kent Ward kicked off the meeting by introducing the project and
the consultant preparing the management plan, Clark Dietz.

Hans Peterson gave a presentation covering the scope of the project, description of
the findings to date, and the upcoming activities pertaining to the project. Following
the presentation the floor was opened to questions and/or comments from the public.
The following were the general concerns mentioned:

* Several residents expressed concern with filling or development takmg place
within the floodplain.

* A general desire was expressed to maintain the aesthetic value of the creek,
including preservation of riparian areas.

* Concerns about water quality were discussed. Residents showed interest in
continued sampling and monitoring of the quality of water in the creek.
Residents would also like to see sampling results compared to target values rather
than national averages. There was interest in dry weather sampling as well as '
wet weather sampling of the creek. Comments were expressed that we should
strive to improve the water quality, not just maintain it.

* Concern was expressed regarding the amount of native plant growth residing in
the riparian areas adjacent to the creek and the invasion of non-native plants. It
was suggested that a bio-diversity assessment of the creek/watershed system be
considered.



Meeting Minutes

Westfield Public Meeting Summary
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Page 2

*  General concern was expressed regarding blockages in the creek. Kent Ward
discussed which drains were regulated and maintained and which were private
and did not have maintenance access.

» Interest was expressed to have information available on the Internet, including
the presentation slides. The County Surveyor’s web site was included in the
handout packet and residents were encouraged to check the site for updates.

Four stations with watershed maps were setup and occupied by project personnel to
discuss individual problems, concerns, or questions. Several individual concerns
were recorded.



Carmel Public Meeting Summary

Project: Cool Creek Watershed Management Plan
Date: May 22, 2002
Staff Attendees: Kent Ward, Tricia Banta — Hamilton County

Surveyor’s Office

Kate Weese — City of Carmel
Dale Tekippe, Hans Peterson,
Wes Christmas — Clark Dietz

The meeting was held as a public information meeting for the Cool Creek Watershed
Management Plan. Approximately 30 people attended the meeting. A listing of the
people who signed in at the meeting is attached (not all attendees signed in). A brief
summary of comments/questions was prepared by Wes Christmas of Clark Dietz, Inc.
Please forward any comments or corrections on to him or Hans Peterson. The
meeting discussions are summarized as follows:

Kate Weese kicked off the meeting by introducing the project and the consultant
preparing the management plan, Clark Dietz.

Hans Peterson gave a presentation covering the scope of the project, description of
the findings to date, and the upcoming activities pertaining to the project. Following
the presentation the floor was opened to questions and/or comments from the public.
The following were the general concerns mentioned:

* There were some questions regarding the future expansion of US 31 and its
impact on the watershed. Kate Weese discussed that bridges under US 31 are
generally sized for at least the 100-year event and that existing bridges are
usually extended to accommodate additional lane expansions. Hans Peterson
discussed that we did not have detailed information on the plans for the
expansion incorporated into the hydrologic model because this information is not
yet available. Following the meeting, it was discussed that environmental data
(fish and wildlife habit, wetlands, native species, etc.) may be available in
conjunction with some of the planning work being performed by INDOT’s
consultant. We will follow up to determine the availability of this data.

= Residents displayed interest in performing channel clean out, erosion control,
streambank stabilization, and general creek maintenance. It was discussed that
creek maintenance on private property is the responsibility of the landowner.
John South of the Hamilton County SWCD mentioned that the SWCD provides
permitting and technical assistance to property owners with stream maintenance
concerns.
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Carmel Public Meeting Summary
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* Residents showed interest in Rule 5 compliance within the watershed. Kent
Ward indicated he was not aware of any significant violations in the watershed.
We will check with the state to determine the status of any Rule 5 violations in
the watershed.

= Several complaint/concerns were voiced regarding construction and filling taking
place in the floodplain.

= Some residents expressed concern regarding the formation of sandbar islands that
change the direction of the creek and cause erosion. Kate Weese discussed how
channel movement and sandbar formation is often a natural process. We will
follow up on some specific locations mentioned.

* General concern was expressed regarding flooding and erosion along the creek
adjacent to Cool Creek Drive.

* Interest was expressed to have information available on the Internet, including
the presentation slides. The County Surveyor’s web site was included in the
handout packet and residents were encouraged to check the site for updates.

Four stations with watershed maps were set up and occupied by project personnel to
discuss individual problems, concerns, or questions. Several individual concerns
were recorded.



Study looks
at reasons
for flooding

By Phil Duniap
Correspondent

Flooding — and how to pre-
vent it — was on the minds of a
group of about 50 residents who
met this week at Westfield Town
Hall.

At the center of discussion

WESTFIELD

was a $150,000 Cool Creek
Watershed Management Study
enlisted to identify storm water
flooding problems along Cool
Creek and its tributaries and
propose possible solutions.

Officials hope that by iden-
tifying potential flood areas
early, communities can find
ways to solve problems before
they begin.

Hans Peterson, vice president
of Clark Dietz, Inc., the firm
hired to do the study, said mod-
ifying ordinances and policies
will be a part of the effort.

Peterson noted that, begin-

ning in March, communities will

see much stricter federal regula-
tions on water management.

He suggested that totally
avoiding development in sensi-
tive areas is a possibility.

“Any town over 10,000 people

Watershed studied

Officials of Carmel,
Westfield and
Hamilton County are
looking at flooding
potential in the Cool =
Creek watershed in |
hopes of heading
off problems in the
futum
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Staff graphic

will have to develop programs to
address these issues.”

Hamilton County Surveyor
Kent Ward led the presentation
and said having the study in
hand puts the county ahead of
the new Environmental Protec-
tion Agency regulations.

Increased interest in the pres-

See Flooding, Page NA2




Luotdar oy syoed
-l dZeuUlRIp MOY YILM 3011
Anaxd usaq sey PploIIsSam,,
‘PIRUOOW pres ‘ease ureld
pPOOT B UL [1J (03 pajuem) A9yl
1eqy sem qesodoxd oy Bunoa|
-31 10] uoleIapisuod 31q v,
1€ "S’) PUE 193118
18191 1B 1oqueo Surddoys o8reg
e 10] uonnad e partusp Apuad
-2l 3uraey ‘Onsst jeyl 01 AN
-ISUAS $1 UOISSIUWNOD) Ue[d 2U)
PIES PEUOCO =IA JUSPISaI]
[IDUNOD  UMOL  PRUISIM
2wy} pojeadal e sem
s1adojeaap woiy ut awod syesod
-01d uwaym swapqord oFeureip

[enualod Ajuapl o3 peau 2y,
=
-PIim O] TRIDIJ2UR(] 2 pUE I9jem
jount ur sanrmdur sy Jo a1owW
qiosqe pue 193y djay p[nod sam
-ads juepd aaneu adnponulal o)
wexdoxd e jey; pajsadans ausg
‘SB21B pays
-19jem Ul pue o212 2y} Suope
ﬁ@&s@& 0] pamo][e uaaq aAry
‘eueIpu] 01 2AnEU jou ‘sjuerd
JAISRAUI AUBW 00] pIeS ay§
18949}
-ul J[qesapIsucd payead SY21S
ume( 1sL30[01q WOIJ vApPI UY
‘pue[ JO So[Tw a1enbs
€7 Uey} 210w 0] 2FeUIBIp SAIEP

-OWIIOJJE  paysiajem  ayl,

I9ATY 21U AL 01 Arengii

I /pl Pyl AQ poloaye are

yorgm jo [[e ‘Ajunod uojjiurey

pue ‘playisap ‘Pwre)) 4q auioq
Sem Apnis ayl Jo 1802 =yl

‘duipooy) jued

-yrudis pue surel AAeay juadal

£q payreds Loy sem uoneius

LYN wody
"papasu aq Aew Sseale swos
ul Juawdojaasp buiuueg =




