
Page 1 of 8 

STATE OF INDIANA ) IN THE MIAMI SUPERIOR COURT NO. 1 

) SS: 

COUNTY OF MIAMI ) CAUSE NO. 52D01-2202-MI-000111 

) 

IN THE MATTER OF THE HIDDEN HILLS ) 

CONSERVANCY DISTRICT ) Natural Resources Commission  

) Administrative Cause No. 22-039C 

PROPOSED REPORT OF THE NATURAL RESOURCES COMMISSION WITH 

RESPECT TO THE PETITION FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THE HIDDEN 

HILLS CONSERVANCY DISTRICT REFERRED ON MAY 13, 2022 

I. PETITION AND SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE RECEIVED AT PUBLIC HEARING

A. PETITION

On February 15, 2022, the Petition for Establishment of the Hidden Hills Conservancy District 

(HHCD Petition), attached as Exhibit 4, was filed with the Miami Superior Court. According to 

the HHCD Petition, the district will serve an existing area, the Hidden Hills First Addition, of 

approximately 700 acres in Miami County, Indiana. The Hidden Hill First Addition consists of 

various privately-owned parcels of land, including some parcels with private homes; several lakes; 

forested areas; and agricultural land. The HHCD seeks approval of the conservancy district to carry 

out the following purposes:  

1. Developing forests, wildlife areas, parks, and recreational facilities in connection with beneficial

water management, and

2. Operation, maintenance, and improvement of works of improvement including, but not limited

to Hidden Hills’ Lakes and Hidden Hills’ Dams.

On May 13, 2022, the Honorable James K. Muehlhausen, Special Judge, Miami Superior Court, 

referred the HHCD Petition to the Natural Resources Commission (Commission). That referral 

was received and duly filed by the Commission on June 17, 2022. 

The Miami Superior Court’s referral was processed in accordance with IC 14-33-2-17, IC 14-33-

2-19 and Information Bulletin #36 (Eleventh Amendment), Procedural Guidelines for the

Interpretations of the Conservancy District Article, DIN: 20220601-IR-312220180NRA. A public

hearing was scheduled for July 26, 2022, in Peru, Indiana. Notice of the public hearing was

published one time on July 6, 2022, in the Peru Tribune, a newspaper of general circulation in

Miami County.

Petitioner’s counsel informed the Commission that the July 26, 2022 public hearing date would 

need to be rescheduled because HHCD’s engineering report was not completed. The public hearing 

was rescheduled for December 6, 2022 in Peru, Indiana. Notice of the public hearing was published 
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one time on November 19, 2022, in the Peru Tribune, a newspaper of general circulation in Miami 

County. The public hearing was held as scheduled on December 6, 2022.1 

 

Aaron Bonar, Hearing Officer for the Commission, opened the public hearing to receive testimony 

and comments on the proposed HHCD. The Hearing Officer announced that Alan Hux, counsel 

for the Petitioners, would present the HHCD evidence first. Thereafter, comments from the public 

in favor of the HHCD would be heard, followed by comments from the public opposed to the 

HHCD.  

 

Alan Hux represented the Petitioners at the meeting. The Department of Natural Resources 

(Department) was represented by Jon Eggen. Commission paralegal Billie Franklin was also 

present at the hearing. Approximately seven other individuals attended the hearing including 

witnesses for the HHCD.  

 

B. SUMMARY OF THE EVIDENCE 

 

Attorney Hux introduced the following exhibits for the Petitioner during the public hearing: 

 

EXHIBIT DESCRIPTION 

1 Map of the proposed Hidden Hills Conservancy District 

2 2022 Visual Assessment Report on the six Hidden Hills dams prepared by DLZ 

3 Land Appraisal Report prepared by John Oldfather 

 

Mr. Hux offered the testimony from five witnesses. Each witness’s testimony is summarized 

below. One member of the public offered comments on the proposed district and one Department 

employee asked clarifying questions, which are also summarized below. 

 

Larry West: 

Larry West is a freeholder in the proposed district. Mr. West has been involved in attempts to 

resolve issues regarding Hidden Hills’ dams since 2013. Mr. West has been searching for a way 

to maintain the dams and to fund maintenance of the dams. Mr. West estimates that approximately 

$13,750.00 would be needed annually to maintain the dams. 

 

Ken Smith at the Department of Natural Resources (Department) suggested to West that a 

conservancy district be established to maintain Hidden Hills’ dams. There is work needing to be 

done on dams to improve their resiliency and function. After meeting with representatives of the 

Department and inspecting the dams, it was recommended that an engineer be hired to assess the 

needs of the dams. 

 

The loss of the dams would have a negative impact on property values in the Hidden Hills addition. 

Road access to the various properties would be impaired and potentially seven residences would 

be lost should the dams fail.  

 

 
1 The Commission sought and was granted several enlargements of time by the Miami Superior Court to complete its 

report. The most recent order, issued December 16, 2022, set a deadline of March 24, 2023 to file this report with the 

Miami Superior Court. 
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Mr. West believes that the proposed district holds promise of engineering and economic feasibility, 

offers benefits in excess of costs and potential damages, and that the proposed district would serve 

a proper area. Additionally, he stated that the proposed district could be established and operated 

in a matter compatible with several water management or water supply projects. 

 

Timothy Hampshire 

Timothy Hampshire is a licensed engineer in the State of Indiana. He is employed by DLZ, an 

engineering company based in Columbus, Ohio, as the Director of Dam Safety for the firm. DLZ 

was retained to suggest solutions for the rehabilitation of the dams located in Hidden Hills. Mr. 

Hampshire prepared a Visual Assessment Report for HHCD, which reviewed the dams and 

potential issues with rehabilitating them. Mr. Hampshire’s report reviewed six of the HHCD’s 

dams. It is estimated that rehabilitating the Hidden Hills dams would be nearly $187,500, with 

around $10,000 required annually to maintain the dams after the initial rehabilitation. 

 

Beyond short-term construction costs estimates for each dam, no additional comments were made 

in the report regarding other work including reconstruction of retaining walls, future construction 

projects to strengthen the damaged dams, yearly monitoring, and other potential costs. The report 

does not include an all-inclusive assessment of the dam structures and does not include any data 

regarding potential operating costs HHCD might incur beyond the estimated yearly maintenance 

of the dams. 

 

Mr. Hampshire stated that the proposed conservancy district is necessary to maintain and 

rehabilitate the dams in Hidden Hills. He also believes the proposed district holds promise of 

engineering and economic feasibility, offers benefits in excess of costs and potential damages, and 

that the proposed district would serve a proper area. Additionally, he stated that the proposed 

district could be established and operated in a matter compatible with several water management 

or water supply projects. 

 

John Oldfather 

John Oldfather is a real estate broker and appraiser in the State of Indiana. He has been practicing 

in Indiana for over twenty years. Various properties in the Hidden Hills Addition would see a 

significant decrease in property values should the Hidden Hills dams fail and be breached. Mr. 

Oldfather estimated that the total losses of approximately $2,783,000 for both lakefront and non-

lakefront lots in Hidden Hills should the dams be breached and the lakes lost.  

 

It would seem wise to spend the necessary funds to repair and rehabilitate the dams, including 

subsequent maintenance costs, rather than suffer such severe property value losses. The proposed 

conservancy district holds the promise of economic feasibility, that the proposed district appears 

to be necessary, and that the proposed district offers benefits in excess of costs and potential 

damages. 

 

Kelly May 

Kelly May is an off-lake landowner in the Hidden Hills Addition. Mr. May is in favor of forming 

the proposed district. The dams and lakes found in the Addition add value to his property and, 

should the dams fail, the loss of the dams and lakes in the Addition would lower property values 

by thousands of dollars. 

AGENDA ITEM #11



Page 4 of 8 

 

Mark Woodhams 

Mark Woodhams is an off-lake landowner in the Hidden Hills Addition. Mr. Woodhams is in favor 

of forming the proposed district and signed the HHCD Petition. The dams and lakes found in the 

Addition add value to Mr. Woodhams’ property, and that, should the dams fail, the loss of the 

dams and lakes in the Addition would lower his property value by thousands of dollars. 

 

Elaine Anderson 

Elaine Anderson is a resident of Miami County but is not a freeholder in the proposed district. She 

was not called as a witness but offered up comments after the conclusion of witness testimony as 

a member of the public. Ms. Anderson first inquired about certain properties in the proposed 

district being exempt from taxes and questioned how that was allowed; she was informed that that 

question was outside the purposes of this hearing and would not be addressed by the Hearing 

Officer. 

 

Ms. Anderson then asked if the parks and forested areas created and maintained by HHCD would 

be open to the public, as well as how the forested areas and parks would be developed. Mr. Hux 

stated that this question could not be answered at this time, but that Ms. Anderson’s question could 

be directed at the board of the proposed district should it be formed. 

 

Finally, Ms. Anderson stated that she was in favor of the creation of the proposed district. 

 

Jon Eggen 

Jon Eggen represented the Department at the public hearing. Mr. Eggen is employed by the 

Department Division of Water. Mr. Eggen was not called as a witness but asked clarifying 

questions on behalf of the Department. 

 

Mr. Eggen asked to confirm if the total costs for rehabilitation of the dams in Hidden Hills included 

all eight dams in the proposed district. Mr. Hux stated that that information could be found in the 

DLZ report. Mr. Eggen then asked if property owners no longer own dams as they would be 

transferred to the proposed district, to which Mr. Hux replied in the affirmative.  

II. COMMENTS FROM STATE AGENCIES, OTHER GOVERNMENTAL ENTITIES, AND 

MEMBERS OF THE PUBLIC 

 

The Commission solicited input from the following government entities: the City of Peru; the 

Miami County Council; the Miami County Department of Health; Indiana Utility Regulatory 

Commission; Indiana Department of Agriculture, Division of Soil Conservation; Indiana State 

Department of Health, Environmental Public Health Division; Indiana Department of Local 

Government Finance; Department of Environmental Management Office of Water Quality Surface 

Water Section. 

 

The Commission received responses from the following governmental Agencies: Indiana 

Department of Environmental Management, the Indiana Department of Agriculture, the Indiana 

Utility Regulatory Commission, and the Indiana Department of Local Government Finance. These 

responses are attached as Exhibit 5. 
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The Indiana Department of Natural Resources filed its report with the Commission on or about 

February 20, 2023. The report is attached as Exhibit 6. The Department reports that there are too 

many uncertainties regarding the HHCD’s costs, operating budgets, and jurisdiction to 

affirmatively state that the HHCD’s Petition meets the qualifications imposed by Ind. Code § 14-

33-2-17 (see Section III of this report). 

 

Dan Kristler, a member of the public, also submitted some comments to the Commission by email. 

Mr. Kristler is opposed to the creation of the proposed district for several reasons, including his 

belief that non-lakefront landowners or landowners whose properties do not include or touch a 

dam property should be excluded from paying for the rehabilitation and maintenance of the dams. 

Mr. Kristler also believes that the boundaries of the district are improperly drawn, that the 

boundaries include properties, such as his, who will not benefit from the creation of the district, 

and that the inability of non-lakefront landowners to access the lakes (Mr. Kristler states that the 

lakes are “simply private” lakes that are unable to be used by the public or non-lakefront 

landowners) should relieve similar property owners from having to pay to support the proposed 

district.2 

III. PROPOSED FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

Pursuant to Ind. Code § 14-33-2-17, the Commission makes determinations and provides 

recommendations to the Miami Superior Court as to whether the proposed district meets the 

following five conditions: 

 

1. Whether the proposed district appears to be necessary; 

2. Whether the proposed district holds promise of economic and engineering feasibility; 

3. Whether the proposed district seems to offer benefits in excess of costs and damages; 

4. Whether the proposed district proposes to cover and serve a proper area; and 

5. Whether the proposed district could be established and operated in a manner compatible with 

established: (A) conservancy districts; (B) flood control projects; (C) reservoirs; (D) lakes; (E) 

drains; (F) levees; and (G) other water management or water supply projects. 

 

HHCD proposes the following purposes for its establishment:  

 

1. Developing forests, wildlife areas, parks, and recreational facilities in connection with beneficial 

water management; and 

2. Operation, maintenance, and improvement of works of improvement including, but not limited 

to Hidden Hills’ Lakes and Hidden Hills’ Dam. 

 

A. IT IS UNCLEAR IF THE PROPOSED DISTRICT IS NECESSARY 

 

The proposed HHCD seeks to develop forests, wildlife areas, parks, and other recreational 

facilities in conjunction with beneficial water management. It also seeks to maintain and improve 

the various dams located within the proposed district. Though testimony at the public hearing 

 
2 This report does not contain any documents submitted by Mr. Kristler, as they either are matters of public record 

and/or documents containing allegations that cannot be verified. 
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indicated that the creation of the district may be necessary, it is unclear from the presented evidence 

if that is the case. 

 

Regarding the proposed HHCD’s development aspirations, no concrete development plans were 

offered at the hearing or in any other submitted document. This is true concerning the mentioned 

forest, park and other recreational facilities that HHCD would want to create, but also true 

regarding other issues such as access, parking facilities, and public access to these areas. Though 

it is true that these questions could be answered by the HHCD board if one is established, the fact 

that there are few concrete or specific plans for development, especially plans that the HHCD 

specifically could or would help facilitate, makes it difficult to ascertain if the creation of the 

HHCD is necessary to accomplish this purpose. 

 

Regarding the proposed HHCD’s second purpose of operating, maintaining, and improving the 

dams in the proposed district, it is likewise difficult to say that the creation of the HHCD would 

be needed to accomplish this purpose. While it is not questioned by any party that the dams in the 

proposed district need to be repaired and properly maintained, the precise number of dams included 

in the district varies based upon the evidence presented. The Petition to establish the HHCD, for 

example, lists six dams in need of maintenance, but other documents presented at the hearing 

indicate that there may be seven or eight dams in need of maintenance. In addition, the total costs 

of repairing and maintaining the dams is unascertainable given this discrepancy as well as the lack 

of details regarding the costs of additional materials and inspections needed to repair and operate 

the dams. 

 

Finally, there is a question raised regarding the need for the HHCD at all given the existence of 

the Hidden Hills Lakes Preservation, Inc. non-profit group. It is unclear why the establishment of 

the HHCD is needed where there already exists a non-profit group that is likely capable of raising 

funds to maintain and repair the dams in the proposed district. 

 

Conclusion: It is unclear that the proposed HHCD is necessary for the purposes stated in the 

Petition. 

 

B. IT IS UNCLEAR THAT THE PROPOSED DISTRICT HOLDS PROMISE OF ECONOMIC AND 

ENGINEERING FEASIBILITY 

 

Like the analysis above, the presented evidence regarding the economic and engineering feasibility 

of the proposed HHCD does not make a clear case in favor of the proposed district. Regarding the 

first purposed proposed by the Petition, aside from blanket testimonial statements that the HHCD 

would hold the promise of economic and engineering feasibility, no specific evidence, reports, or 

plans were entered into the record to support the idea that the creation of the HHCD would hold 

the promise of economic and engineering feasibility. The lack of evidence regarding specific 

development plans as discussed above also make it difficult to determine the promise of economic 

and engineering feasibility as there are no specific projects to examine. 

 

Regarding the second purpose of the proposed HHCD, the promise of economic and engineering 

feasibility is also difficult to ascertain. Aside from immediate construction costs, there was little 

evidence as to the ongoing costs to the proposed district to maintain and repair the dams, though a 
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figure between $10,000 and $13,000 per year was mentioned without much evidentiary support. 

Additionally, it cannot be determined from submitted evidence and testimony what any future 

costs to the HHCD would be, including the development plans mentioned above. 

 

Conclusion: It is unclear that the proposed HHCD holds promise of economic and engineering 

feasibility. 

 

C. IT IS UNCLEAR THAT THE PROPOSED DISTRICT WOULD OFFER BENEFITS IN EXCESS OF 

COSTS AND DAMAGES 

 

Regarding the HHCD’s proposed first purpose, and in line with the above analysis, it is difficult 

to determine if the proposed district would offer benefits in excess of costs and damages. Again, 

the lack of specific, detailed development plans, including any plans additional agricultural land 

shown in Exhibit 1, hinders the Hearing Officer’s ability to assess any proposed costs and 

prospective damages. 

 

Similarly, it is equally unclear whether the proposed HHCD’s second purpose offers the prospect 

of benefits in excess of costs and damages. As discussed above, several long-term costs were not 

projected in the submitted evidence beyond some testimony to the general belief that the benefits 

brought by establishing the district would outweigh future costs and damages. This lack of 

clarity and specific examples makes it nearly impossible to determine how the district’s benefits 

would be in excess of immediate and long-term costs and damages. 

 

Conclusion: It is unclear that the proposed HHCD would offer benefits in excess of costs and 

damages. 

 

D. IT IS UNCLEAR WHETHER THE PROPOSED DISTRICT COVERS AND SERVES A PROPER 

AREA 

 

For both of the proposed HHCD’s purposes, it is difficult to determine if the proposed district 

would effectively cover and serve a proper area. This analysis goes beyond the maps and border 

descriptions presented illustrating the proposed district’s area. 

 

First, beyond the freeholders who signed the Petition, no other stakeholders and prospective users 

of any development pursued by the HHCD were identified or presented at the hearing. Second, the 

additional 250 acres of farmland shown on Exhibit 1 did not appear to gain any significant benefit 

from the establishment of the HHCD, nor could any potential benefit be identified due to defects 

regarding the inability to ascertain potential benefits and damages discussed above. 

 

Conclusion: It is unclear that the proposed HHCD would cover and serve a proper area. 

 

E. IT IS UNCLEAR WHETHER THE PROPOSED DISTRICT COULD BE ESTABLISHED AND 

OPERATED IN A MANNER COMPATIBLE WITH ESTABLISHED: (A) CONSERVANCY DISTRICTS; (B) 

FLOOD CONTROL PROJECTS; (C) RESERVOIRS; (D) LAKES; (E) DRAINS; (F) LEVEES; AND (G) 

OTHER WATER MANAGEMENT OR WATER SUPPLY PROJECTS 
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Given the lack of specific development plans and the inability to determine accurate future costs 

and damages of the proposed HHCD, the hearing office is unable to ascertain whether the 

proposed HHCD could be established and operated in a compatible manner with other 

established water management and water supply projects, including with any other conservancy 

districts and flood control projects. 

 

Conclusion: It is unclear that the proposed HHCD could be established and operated in a 

manner compatible with established: (a) conservancy districts; (b) flood control projects; (c) 

reservoirs; (d) lakes; (e) drains; (f) levees; and (g) other water management or water supply 

projects. 

 

 

Aaron W. K. Bonar, Administrative Law Judge 

Natural Resources Commission 

Indiana Government Center North 

100 North Senate Avenue, Room N103 

Indianapolis, Indiana 46204-2200 

(317) 232-4699 
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STATE OF INDIANA 

Page 1 of 2 

INDIANA GOVERNMENT CENTER NORTH 

100 NORTH SENATE AVENUE N1058(B) 

INDIANAPOLIS, IN 46204 

PHONE (317) 232-3777 

FAX (317) 974-1629 

DEPARTMENT OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT FINANCE 

Sent via electronic mail, bifranklin@nrc.in.gov 

July 22, 2022 

Aaron W. K. Bonar, Hearing Officer 

Natural Resources Commission 

100 N Senate Ave, Room N103 

Indianapolis, IN 46204-2273 

RE: Petition for the Establishment of the Hidden Hills Conservancy District; Miami 

Circuit Court Cause No. 52D01-2202-MI-000111 (Administrative Cause No. 22-

039C) 

Dear Mr. Bonar, 

At the request of the Natural Resources Commission, the Department of Local Government 

Finance (“Department”) offers the following comments on the proposed establishment of the 

Hidden Hills Conservancy District (“District”).  

The Department is responsible for ensuring property tax assessment and local government 

budgeting are carried out in accordance with Indiana law. The Department is charged with 

annually reviewing and certifying the property tax rates and levies of every political subdivision 

in the state, including conservancy districts to the extent they exercise their tax levy authority 

under IC 14-33.  

The Department respects local control and therefore defers to the appropriate decisionmaking 

entities with respect to the establishment. Should the District be established, the Department is 

available to provide technical assistance to District officials should the District’s budget or tax 

levy (if any) be subject to the Department review.  

If you have any questions about this letter, please contact me at dmarusarz@dlgf.in.gov or by 

phone at (317) 233-6770.  

Respectfully, 

David Marusarz 

Deputy General Counsel 

Department of Local Government Finance 

5

AGENDA ITEM #11



Page 2 of 2 

Cc:  Wesley Bennett, DLGF Commissioner (WBennett@dlgf.in.gov)  

 Ken Smith, DNR, Division of Water (kesmith@dnr.in.gov) 
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INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT 
We Protect Hoosiers and Our Environment. 

 100 N. Senate Avenue  •  Indianapolis, IN 46204  
 

(800) 451-6027   •  (317) 232-8603  •  www.idem.IN.gov 
  

 Eric J. Holcomb                      Brian C. Rockensuess  
 Governor Commissioner   

 

An Equal Opportunity Employer 
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                             July 5, 2022 
 
Aaron W. K. Bonar 
Hearing Officer 
Natural Resources Commission, Division of Hearings 
100 N Senate Avenue, Room N103 
Indianapolis, IN 46204 
 
Dear Mr. Bonar, 
 

RE: Review of the Petition for the 
Establishment of the Hidden Hills 
Conservancy District. Miami 
Superior Court No. 1, Cause No. 
52D01-2202-MI000111 

 
 

The Indiana Department of Environmental Management (“IDEM”) Office of Water 
Quality has received the Petition for the establishment for the Hidden Hills Conservancy District 
dated February 15, 2022. IDEM has reviewed the petition contents as presented and has no 
comments. 
 
 Some Conservancy District activities may require notice or a permit application to be 
submitted to IDEM. If you have any questions regarding IDEM involvement with a specific 
activity, please contact me at 317/234-9517. 
 
        Respectfully,  
 
        Angela Bottom 
        Angela Bottom  
          RSD Coordinator  
        Office of Water Quality 
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From: Seger, Jordan S
To: Franklin, Billie J
Cc: Smith, Ken E.; Bonar, Aaron W
Subject: RE: Petition for Establishment of the Hidden Hills Conservancy District (Admin Cause No. 22-039C)
Date: Friday, June 24, 2022 10:49:10 AM
Attachments: image001.png

No issues with this from my end. 
 
JORDAN SEGER | Deputy Director
  

Indiana State Department of Agriculture
Email: jseger@isda.in.gov
Phone: 317.695.4933

 
 

From: Franklin, Billie J <BiFranklin@nrc.IN.gov> 
Sent: Friday, June 24, 2022 8:19 AM
To: Seger, Jordan S <JSeger@isda.IN.gov>
Cc: Smith, Ken E. <kesmith@dnr.IN.gov>; Bonar, Aaron W <ABonar@nrc.IN.gov>
Subject: Petition for Establishment of the Hidden Hills Conservancy District (Admin Cause No. 22-
039C)
 
Good Morning:
 
In response to an order received from the Miami Circuit Court, the Natural Resources Commission is
requesting your assistance in its review of the proposed establishment of the Hidden Hills
Conservancy District.  I have attached the Petition and Order for your consideration.  I am currently
working on getting a map of the described area.
 
Thank You,
 
Billie Franklin, IRP
Paralegal
Natural Resources Commission, Division of Hearings
Indiana Government Center North
100 North Senate Avenue, Room N103
Indianapolis, IN 46204
317.232.0156
BiFranklin@nrc.IN.gov
https://www.in.gov/nrc/
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 July 22, 2022 
Aaron W. K. Bonar – Hearing Officer 
Natural Resources Commission 
Division of Hearings 
100 North Senate Avenue, Room. N103 
Indianapolis, IN  46204-2273 
 

Re:  Petition for Establishment of the Hidden Hills Conservancy District; 
 Miami County Circuit Court Cause Number 52D01-2202-MI-000111  
 (Administrative Cause No. 22-039C) 

 
Dear Mr. Bonar: 
 
The Office of General Counsel and the Water/Wastewater Division (together “IURC Staff”) of the 
Indiana Utility Regulatory Commission (“IURC”) have reviewed the petition regarding the 
establishment of the Hidden Hills Conservancy District (“Hidden Hills”).  It appears that Hidden Hills 
is not being established for the purposes of providing water or sewage utility services; therefore, the 
IURC does not have authority over the petition.   
 
Should you have questions, comments, or require additional information, please do not hesitate to 
contact me at (317) 232-2092. 
 

Sincerely, 

        
Beth E. Heline  
General Counsel 

 
cc: Curt Gassert, Director, IURC Water/Sewer Division  
 Ken Smith, Department of Natural Resources, kesmith@dnr.IN.gov 
 Billie J. Franklin, Natural Resources Commission, bifranklin@nrc.IN.gov  
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