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ING NOTICE

THERE WILL BE A MEETING OF THE
LITTLE CALUMET RIVER BASIN
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
AT 6:00 P.M. THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 1, 2001
AT THE COMMISSION OFFICE

6100 SOUTHPORT ROAD

PORTAGE, IN

REAL ESTATE EXECUTIVE SESSION 4:30 P.M. PROMPT

WORK STUDY SESSION - 5:00 P.M.

AGENDA

Call to Order by Chairman William Tanke
Pledge of Allegiance

Recognition of Visitors and Guests

Approval of Minutes of January 10, 2001
Chairman’s Report

e New Committee structure

e Announce Retreat date

Executive Director’s Report

e Project Wetland Mitigation/Permit — Status

> Next steps
e Other issues



Ay
e

7.

Standing Committees

A. Land Acquisition/Management Committee — Chuck Agnew, Chairman
e Appraisals, offers, acquisitions, recommended actions
» COE Real Estate meeting held January-22, 2001
o Other issues

B. Project Engineering Committee — Bob Huffiman, Chairman
e Upcoming meeting on February 6 for Grant Street utility field check
e Stage VI engineering review
e Other issues

C. Legislative Committee — George Carlson, Chairman _
o State Budget request status — House Ways & Means Budget mark-up S "7

/ * Update — Meeting with Editorial Boards at Times and Post Tribune

10.

e Other issues

D. Recreational Development Committee — Curtis Vosti, Chairman
e Received response from Lake County Highway Dept. regarding cantilever ¥— ?
walkway off Kennedy Avenue bridge
¢ Report on meeting with Gas City on January 23rd
o Other issues

E. Marina Development Committee — Bill Tanke, Chairman
» Report on Lake Michigan Marina Development Commission meeting
> Funding status
Portage Marina launch ramp issue
Lake Michigan lake levels — Steve Davis

Other issues
F. Finance/Policy Committee — Arlene Colvin, Chairperson
e Financial status report ro—! /
e Approval of claims for January 2001 |
e COE letter received requesting $671,410 as 5% cash contribution through / 3
June 2001

e QOther issues
G. Minority Contracting Committee — Marion Williams, Chairman
e Reports available from the COE for ongoing projects through November,
2000
o Other issues
Other Business

Statements to the Board from the Floor

Set date for next meeting



MINUTES OF THE LITTLE CALUMET RIVER BASIN DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
HELD AT 6:00 P.M. WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 10, 2001
AT THE COMMISSION OFFICE
6100 SOUTHPORT ROAD
PORTAGE, INDIANA

In Chairman Emerson Delaney’s absence, Vice Chairman William Tanke called the meeting to order at 6:00
p.m. Nine (9) Commissioners were present. Pledge of Allegiance was recited. Quorum was declared and guests
were recognized.

Development Commissioners: Visitors:

George Carison Don Ewoldt — Lake Erie Land Company

Charles Agnew Sandy O’Brien — Dunelands Sierra Club

John Mroczkowski Jay Scriba - Hobart -

William Tanke Mona Scriba - Hobart

Curt Vosti Michael Gee - Hobart

Bob Huffman Howard Anderson — Griffith

Arlene Colvin Donna Gonzalez - Griffith

Steve Davis Peter Wilkin — Sierra Club

Mark Reshkin Jim Sweeney — Izaak Walton League
Jim Piekarczyk — Sierra Club

Staff Betty Blossey — Sierra Club

Dan Gardner Lorraine Karwowski — Sierra Club

Sandy Mordus Jim Flora — R.W. Armstrong Company

Lou Casale Jomary Crary — IDNR, Div. of Water

Jim Pokrajac Dale Gick — IDNR, Div. of Water

Judy Vamos

Commissioner Chuck Agnew made a motion to approve the minutes of December 13, 2000; motion seconded
by Curt Vosti; motion passed unanimously.

Chairman’s Report — Chuck Agnew, Chairman of the Nominating Committee, gave his report. The
Nominating Committee met several times and he proceeded to recommend the following slate of officers for
2001:

Mr. Agnew made a motion to elect John Mroczkowski as Secretary; motion seconded by Bob Huffman; motion
passed unanimously. Mr. Agnew made a motion to elect Curtis Vosti as Treasurer; motion seconded by Bob
Huffman; motion passed unanimously. Mr. Agnew made a motion to elect Bob Huffman as Vice Chairman;
motion seconded by John Mroczkowski; motion passed unanimously. Mr. Agnew made a motion to elect
William Tanke as Chairman; motion seconded by Bob Huffman; motion passed unanimously. There were no
other nominations. ‘

Although Commissioner George Carlson voted in favor of the 2001 officers, he proceeded to remind the Board
members of a motion made in 1997 to set a goal to try to have as many members as possible serve in the
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capacity of officers and committee chairmen in order to provide each member with an opportunity to serve
annually on an equitable basis. '

Vice Chairman Bill Tanke took the seat as Chairman and proceeded with the meeting. He stated that he thinks
this is probably the most critical year the Commission has every faced, in terms of anticipated construction and
a funding crisis at the same time. He asked staff to set up a retreat meeting with the Board members to discuss
the key issues and develop a targeted strategy to meet the year’s challenges.

Executive Director’s Report - Mr. Gardner updated the Board members with the project wetland mitigation
report. Discussion centered on acquiring a permit and the matrix we’ve received from the COE. No construction
will begin in the west reach until a DNR permit is secured and we have met IDEM 401 water quality
certification. The work on a mitigation plan has been ongoing for quite awhile now with no perfect answer yet.
Mitigation must be pursued in an expeditious manner. A public working session was held today at 3 p.m. in
which the COE and DNR were present. The matrix was studied and the “Team™ recommendation is Hobart
Marsh area for forested wetlands. The COE is responsible for designing the plan that will be submitted to
IDNR. We are the “Submitter” but the COE will write it. Discussion ensued on a “third party” that would
maintain the mitigation area once selected. The matrix lists candidate properties that are ranked by a number of
categories. Review is still ongoing. Mr. Gardner distributed letters that we have been receiving from area
environmentalists that were in strong support of the Hobart Marsh. Mr. Vosti asked Mr. Gardner what he
thought of the letters. Mr. Gardner replied that the Commission has always acted in a responsible way and all
meetings regarding this subject have been public meetings and media has been noticed. And with having less
than $1.2 million and not being a taxing body, we have to move ahead guardedly. Chairman Tanke concluded
the discussion by saying that whatever this Commission has done, it has always been in the best interest of the
citizens.

Land Acquisition/Management Committee — Committee Chairman Chuck Agnew announced that there were
no increased offers or condemnations this month. Mr. Agnew informed the Board members that staff is in the
process of acquiring 2 parcels of land in the ERR area, with each property possessing a Lamar billboard sign
lease. Once acquired, no new sign agreements will be signed until Lamar finalizes the old sign agreements that
are existing. Mr. Agnew reported that we have asked the COE to eliminate acquisitions on the University Park
Medical Center because of topographical changes. We are awaiting a response. Appraisal on Woodmar County
Club is ongoing.

Project Engineering Committee — Committee Chairman Bob Huffman gave the engineering report. He
reported that a pre-bid meeting was held January 4% for the North 5™ St. pump station. Bid due date will be
extended from January 10" to February 6. Staff sent a letter to the COE that we concur with Town of Highland
that the new electric service for the North 5% St. pump station should be a project cost. Mr. Huffman also
reported that the Stage III remediation contract from Chase to Grant will include miscellaneous “clean-up”
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work for the East Reach, including recreational trail relocations, paving of ramps, gates, and signage. Also
reported was that we have received a letter from Highland indicating that they do not want ownership of pumps
that are being removed as part of the west reach pump station project. Mr. Huffman referred to a preliminary
compilation of contractual costs that have been completed showing original COE costs estimates, estimates at
time of bid openings, contract cost, and final contract costs.

Legislative Committee — Committee Chairman George Carlson gave the report. At the last Legislative
Committee meeting, it was decided to engage in a more vigorous program to obtain State funding support. He
talked about how difficult it has been to keep up with the COE schedule. Although the project has been going
on for 20 years, the actual construction is only half-complete. It is critical to obtain more state money to
complete the entire project. The Governor has submitted his budget and we understand that a recommendation
of $4.5 million ($3 million in the General Fund and $1.5 million from the redirected Build Indiana Fund) for the
Development Commission. We have meeting times with the Editorial Boards at The Times and Post Tribune for
January 16" and 18", respectively. Mr. Gardner invited Board members to accompany him. Mr. Huffiman
inquired whether the Governor’s budget has to be voted on. Mr. Gardner replied that the Governor’s Budget is
only a recommendation. The House Ways & Means will do a mark-up and then the Senate will do a mark-up.
From that point, they will negotiate a final complete budget. It is hoped that the final budget would be known by
the end of April. It would probably be July before any new money can be drawn upon. Concern now is to not
only try to increase this amount but definitely not have the $4.5 million amount decreased.

Recreational Development Committee — Committee Chairman Curt Vosti informed the Board members that a
letter was sent to the Lake County Highway Dept. on December 28" requesting permission and comments to
cantilever a walkway on the east side of the Kennedy Avenue bridge to allow the trail to be contiguous. Mr.
Vosti also reported that a supplemental contract will be released in late spring of 2001 as part of the Stage III
remediation project in that will include the paving of all ramps.

Marina Committee — There was no report.

Finance Committee — Committee Chairperson Arlene Colvin gave the finance report. In order to stay within
the year 2000 budget, a budget transfer of funds is necessary. She proceeded to make a motion to approve the
transfer of $12,000 from Line 5838 to Line 5812; motion seconded by George Carlson; motion passed
unanimously. She referred to the monthly financial status sheet and claims in the amount of $92,498.24 and
proceeded to make a motion approving the claims; motion seconded by George Carlson; motion passed
unanimously.

Minority Contracting Committee — There was no report.

Other Business — Commissioner Curt Vosti made a2 motion directing staff to send a letter to the Lake Count_y
Commissioners’ Office with the attendance sheets for the years 1999 and 2000 to make them aware of their
appointee’s attendance record; motion seconded by George Carlson; motion passed unanimously.

_
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Mr. Vosti questioned staff as to the Woodmar Country Club appraisal not being completed yet. The appraiser
has asked approval to hire a golf course architect and a golf course construction expert to assist him in finalizing
his appraisal. After discussion, Mr. Vosti made a motion not to approve hiring any additional experts until the
appraiser can meet and provide additional information (who, why, and how much money); motion seconded by
George Carlson; motion passed unanimously. Concern was expressed that hiring additional people may delay
the appraisal process even more but it was felt that the issue is important enough that it ‘warrants further
investigation. Mr. Vosti has requested some detailed information on this subject several times and expressed
dismay that he has not received it. Attorney Casale has had a concern on the legality of relcasing information
before the appraisal is complete. Land Acquisition Agent Judy Vamos stated she would copy the complete file
for review. It was decided that the attorney would write a letter to the appraiser stating that he was not to hire
any additional people until they could meet and discuss this issue. Attorney will copy the letter to Board
members.

Statements to the Board — Sandy O’Brien and Jim Sweeney both indicated that many of the environmentalists
would help in voicing a concern for increased state funding, especially if they were assured that Hobart Marsh
would be the selected mitigation site. Chairman Tanke thanked them for their offer of assistance.

Further discussion ensued on how we optioned some of our property to Lake Erie Land Company in order to
develop a fund for future operation and maintenance of the wetlands.

Don Ewolt said it would be helpful to the Commission if a dollar value on the properties was known. At least
you could compare the dollar value to determine which would be more economically feasible — land that would
cost you nothing versus land that would be very expensive.

Judy Vamos offered to put together some preliminary cost estimates for these properties. We could do a sample
appraisal that would give us an indication of the dollar value. Chairman Tanke indicated this would be a good
idea. Staff will report back.

Staff was asked to look at dates to set up a retreat meeting.

There being no further business, the next regular Commission meeting was scheduled for 5:00 p,m. for a Work
Study session and 6:00 for the regular Board meeting on Thursday, February 1, 2001.

/sjm
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It's time General
Assembly met its
Little Calumet

obligation

Our opinion: Flood control project deserves a higher
priority in state budget.

There is a lot more at stake this session of the General
Assembly for Northwest Indiana than dockside gambling.
The future of flood control along the Little Calumet River
hangs in the balance, and given its low priority in
Indianapolis right now, it might not get the attention it
deserves.

That's potentially devastating to Northwest Indiana. The $181
million project is about half done, and unless Indiana
contributes more money this budget cycle than it has the two
previous ones, the project will come to a halt.

Members of the Little Calumet River Basin Development
Commission have been working since 1987 to build levees
along the Little Calumet to eliminate flooding problems that
have historically plagued the area. About 10 miles of the
project remain to be completed.

At least three major floods have inundates arcas of
Hammond, Highland, Griffith and Munster since 1957, and
with more than 9,500 structures in the floodplain, the
potential for millions of dollars in property damage still
exists.

The problem is this: federal funding for the project has been
plentiful. The project has drawn bipartisan support from
Indiana's U.S. senators and representatives to the tune of
$22.5 million over the past three fiscal years.

At the same time, state funding has been a paltry $1.5

million, and until more money is appropriated by the General
Assembly, the flow of federal money will stop.

file://CAWINDOWS\TEMP\post-trib_com - opinion.htm é | 01/23/2001
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The danger in that is the Little Calumet project could
languish for years before it regains federal funding, putting at
risk another important water clean-up project in the region -
the Indiana Harbor Ship Canal.

U.S. Rep. Pete Visclosky, who has funneled much of the
money to Northwest Indiana, said it's time the Little Calumet
project was completed. He would like to begin cleaning up
the ship canal {one of the most polluted waterways in the
United States), but his colleagues in the house are reluctant to
sign off on a new water project until the current one is
finished.

Following a resolution by the Commission asking for $12
million from the General Assembly to meet its obligation to
the feds, Gov. Frank O'Bannon included $4.5 million in his
budget ($1.5 million of that is to come from Build Indiana
Funds).

That's better than nothing, and three times as much as the
commission has gotten in the last two budgets. But it's not
enough.

Members of the General Assembly view the project as a
Northwest Indiana project, but it's not. The commission was
created by the General Assenibly to act as a state agency
responsible for the project, since the Indiana Department of
Natural Resources didn't have the authority, by law, to
oversee the work.

"This has never been a controversial project,” said Dan
Gardner, the commission's executive director. "The problem
has been the feds have moved faster than the state."

This is an obligation the General Assembly must see through.
Not only will the project eliminate flooding, it will also
include hiking trails and other recreational opportunities
(Lake Etta County Park was created as part of this project)
and preserve threatened wetlands. The Army Corps of
Engineers estimates that when complete, the flood control
project will save the state an average of $15 million a year in
flood damage.

Indiana made a commitment to this project in 1987. It's time
that commitment was fulfilled.

Back...

@2001 Post-Tribune Publishing. All rights reserved. Any copying, redistribution, or retransmission of any of the contents of this service
without the express written consent of Post-Tribune Publishing is expressly prohibited.

file://CAWINDOWS\TEMP\post-trib_com - opinion htm 7

Page 2 of 3

01/23/2001



0

" Lake County Highway Department

Duane A. Alverson, RE. . 1100 E. Monitor Street
Engineer Crown Point, Indiana 46307
e Phones: 219-663-0525

° 219-374-5608
January 23, 2001 219-769-4247

Fax: 219-662-0497

Little Calumet River Basin Deuelopment Commission
6100 Southport Road
Portage, Indiana 46368

ATTN: James E. Pokrajac, Agent
" Land Management/Engmeermg

.RE:  Lake County Bridge #143, Kennedy Avenue over the Little Calumet River
Dear Mr. Pokrajac:

The Lake County Highway Department has received your letter of December 28, 2000, regarding
thé possibility -of attaching. a walkway to Lake County Brrdge‘#l43 Kennedy Avenue over the
Little Calumet RiVEr. Per your letfer the walkway-is part 6f fhe Ariity Corpofit ‘Enpineers plan for
a recreational trail system along the banks of the thtle Calumet River with Kennedy Avenue
bemg’ a pomt of crossing the river.” o Ve

,..‘K__.:‘ ,_,»_..“ ¢ C ,k -,\‘ _:‘” .'-!'

Lake County Bndge #143 'was constructed in 1955 and currently has a g;ross ratlng of 30 tons
Structurally the bridge is in fair condmon ‘with the follcwmg structural charactenstlcs '

1. The deck is a reinforced concrete slab with fair to heavy spallmg at the Centerline joint,
2. The superstructure is also a reinforced concrete slab with exposed and rusted rebar.
~3..The substructure isa concrete cap on steel piles with spallmg and exposed rebar on the cap.

- The estrmated remammg life of the deck and supersnucture s, ten {10) years with-the substructure
having an estunated life of thirteen (13) years.

Your request is to install a walkway that would cantilever off the side of the existing bridge. The .
possibility of doing this probably does exist but the feasibility of the cantilever walkway would
have to be answered. given the design and condition of the existing bridge.

. For the Lake County Highway Department to consider your request a professional engineer
would have to review the existing structure design and conditions to'determine if a cantilever
walkway is feasible. If it were feasible then a professional engineer would ‘have to design the
walkway. Both the initial review of the structure and any subsequent design would be required to
be submltted to the nghway Department for revrew and comments o

R YR LT oevs
[ R S L e N
s_ L ¢-_ i ree i

If Lake County consrders thrs p0551b111ty then Some type of agreement would haVe to be w place
spelhng out mamtenance of and futre replacement of the cantllever structure o




A second possibility would be to build a stand alone pedestrian bridge along side the existing
bridge. There are companies that do specialize in pedestrian and golf course bridges. I suggest
that this option also be investigated.

If you have any questions, do not hesitate to call.

A

Duane A. Alverson, P.E.
Engineer

Si

DAA/daa

C: Marcus Malczewski, Superintendent
Jilt Stochel, Assistant Superintendent



LITTLE CALUMET RIVER BASIN DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
FINANCIAL STATEMENT
JANUARY 1, 2000 - DECEMBER 31, 2000

CASH POSITION - JANUARY 1, 2000

CHECKING ACCOUNT
LAND ACQUISITION 244,197.40
GENERAL FUND 143,144.40
TAX FUND 0.00
INVESTMENTS 1,188,076.15
ESCROW ACCOUNT INTEREST 11,729.84

RECEIPTS - JANUARY 1, 2000 - DECEMBER 31, 2000

1,587,147.79

/l

LEASE RENTS 51,221.29
INTEREST INCOME 20,595.57
LAND ACQUISITION 2,635,493.08
ESCROW ACCOUNT INTEREST 9,746.93
MISC. INCOME 28,487.65
KRBC REIMBURSEMENT RE: TELEPHONE CHARGE 1,763.83
PROCEEDS FROM YOIDED CHECKS 200,150.38
TOTAL RECEIPTS 3,007,458.73
DISBURSEMENTS - JANUA 2000 - DECEMBER 31, 200
ADMINISTRATIVE
1999 EXPENSES PAID IN 2000 88,437.89
PER DIEM 10,650.00
LEGAL SERVICES 7,663.96
NIRPC 117,964.14 (o
TRAVEL & MILEAGE 16,489.32 ° b4
PRINTING & ADVERTISING 1,013.09 \/\ |
BONDS & INSURANCE 5,802.63
TELEPHONE EXPENSE 9,196.61
MEETING EXPENSE 9,897.00
LAND ACQUISITION
LEGAL SERVICES 70,385.60
APPRAISAL SERVICES 54,950.00
ENGINEERING SERVICES 84,765.02
LAND PURCHASE CONTRACTUAL 12,557.49
FACILITIES/PROJECT MAINTENANCE SERVICES 3543144
OPERATIONS SERVICES 0.00
LAND MANGEMENT SERVICES 171,335.69
SURVEYING SERVICES 117,719.34
ECONOMIC/MARKETING SOURCES 1,400.00
PROPERTY & STRUCTURE COSTS 231,882.35
MOVING ALLOCATION 65,158.64
TAXES 5,984.21
LAND PURCHASE CONTRACTUAL 0.00
PROPERTY & STRUCTURES INSURANCE 21,546.00
UTILITY RELOCATION SERVICES 60,958.61
LAND CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT 30,049.80
STRUCTURAL CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS 26,132.58
BANK ONE {PURCHASED CERTIFICATE) 1,500,000.00
BANK CALUMET(PURCHASE CERTIFICATE W/LEL FUNDS) 90,056.60 —
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS @w
CASH POSITION - DECEMBER 31, 2000 . :
CHECKING ACCOUNT l . 3
LAND ACQUISITION 541,026.11
GENERAL FUND 49,902.51
TAX FUND
INVESTMENTS
BANK CALUMET 316,000.00 10/30/2001
BANK CALUMET 700,000.00 101302601
BANK ONE 105,116.15 10/04/2001
BANK CALUMET 92,831.76 01/02/2001
BANK ONE 12,258.90 01/01/2001
BANK ONE 123,053.70 MONEY MARKET
BANK ONE 1,247,109.75 MONEY MARKET
TOTAL INVESTMENTS 2,596,370.26
ESCROW ACCOUNT INTEREST 21,476.77
3,208,775.65



LITTLE CALUMET RIVER BASIN DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
MONTHLY BUDGET REPORT, DECEMBER 1999

1599

6 MONTH UNALLOCATED

~

ALLOCATED  BUDGETED

BUDGET __ JANUARY FEBRUARY  MARCH _ APRL MAY JUNE TOTAL BALANCE
5801 PER DIEM EXPENSES 16,000.00 50.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 000 415000  4,200.00 11,800.00
5811 LEGAL EXPENSES 8,500.00 647.33 395.33 28333 500.33 283.33 28333 2,392.98 6,107.02
5812 NIRPC SERVICES 12500000  18,196.34 0.00 997677 925137 1009122 883171 5634741 68,652.59
5821 TRAVEL/MILEAGE 14,000.00 24.64 26.22 0.00 24.64 0.00 576.24 651.74 13,348.26
5822 PRINTING/ADVERTISING 5,000.00 0.00 319.00 14922 185.98 0.00 34.42 688.62 431138
5823 BONDS/INSURANCE 7,500.00 276.00 0.00 0.00 000 556563 0.00 584163 1,658.37
5824 TELEPHONE EXPENSES 7,000.00 519.16 192.98 651.82 54017 309.54 198.15 241182 4,588.18
5825 MEETING EXPENSES $,000.00 0.00 0.00 37809 108.79 301.57 0.00 788.45 7.211.55
5838 LEGAL SERVICES 125,000.00 4,540.71 7,126.58 7,589.02 586439 562096 694871  37,690.37 87,309.63
5840 PROFESSIONAL SSERVICES 500,000.00  31,930.55 46,077.30 3333646 41,709.50  43,359.40 2246378  218,876.99 281,123.01
5860 PROJECT LAND PURCHASE EXP.  1,307,081.00  33,700.00 19,207.84 2,019.50  124.00 5000 263100 5782234 1,249,258.66
5881 PROPERTY/STRUCTURE INS. 25,000.00 0.00 563.00 0.00 18,244.00 0.00 1589200  20,699.00 4,301.00
5882 UTILITY RELOCATION EXP. 200,000.00 105.00 0.00 3,464.89  157.50 210.00 42000  4,357.39 195,642.61
5883 PROJECT LAND CAP. IMPROV. 250,000.00 60.00 0.00 0.00 0.00  1,80000 479500  6,655.00 243,345.00
5884 STRUCTURES CAP. IMPROV. 25,000.00 270.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 270.00 24,730.00
' 2,623,081.00  90,319.73 7399825  57,849.10 76,710.67  67,591.65  53,224.34  419,693.74  2,203,387.26
12 MONTH UNALLOCATED

1999 ALLOCATED BUDGETED

BUDGET JULY AUGUST ' SEPTEMBER OCTOBER NOVEMBER DECEMBER  TOTAL BALANCE
5801 PER DIEM EXPENSES 16,000.00 0.0 0.00 000  1,000.00 250.00 000  5450.00 10,550.00
5811 LEGAL EXPENSES 8,500.00 283.33 283.33 28333 591.33 432.33 28333 4,549.96 3,950.04
5812 NIRPC SERVICES 125,000.00 8.840.27 8,692.44 8,799.14  9,133.46 843192 846370  108,708.34 16,291.66
5821 TRAVEL/MILEAGE 14,000.00 0.00 2240 0.00 5789.08  3,066.11 3808 9,567.41 4,432.59
5822 PRINTING/ADVERTISING 5,000.00 56.83 55.63 0.00 0.00 352.92 0.00 1,154.00 3,846.00
5823 BONDS/INSURANCE 7,500.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00  5,841.63 1,658.37
5824 TELEPHONE EXPENSES 7,000.00 857.44 471.96 671.07  446.37 437.68 501.53 580387 1,196.13
5825 MEETING EXPENSES 8,000.00 423.30 0.00 13515 936.03 99828 244438  5725.59 227441
5838 LEGAL SERVICES 125,000.00 5,864.70 8,271.75 8,03470 626615  7,31165 0.00 \‘ 51,560.68
5840 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 500,000.00  32,737.57 S341171 4364605 4825566  26460.11  53414.65 Ys 23,197.26
5860 PROJECT LAND PURCHASEEXP.  1,307,081.00 8,880.00 1,390.00 482123 10,550.30 000  10327.58 9379145  1213,289.55
5881 PROPERTY/STRUCTURE INS. 25,000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00  20,699.00 4,301.00
5882 UTILITY RELOCATION EXP. 200,000.00 210.00 1,837.50 1,890.00  210.00 52.50 997.50  9,554.89 190,445.11
5883 PROJECT LAND CAP. IMPROV. 250,000.00 0.00 000 1630000  1,542.00 0.00 000  24,697.00 225,303.00
5884 STRUCTURES CAP. IMPROV. 25,000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 270.00 24,730.00
2,623081.00  58,153.44 7444272 84,780.67 84,72038  47,793.50 7647075 846,05520  1,777,025.80




LITTLE CALUMET RIVER BASIN DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION AMENDED

MONTHLY BUDGET REPORT, JANUARY 200!

6 MONTH UNALLOCATED

2001 ALLOCATED BUDGETED

BUDGET JANUARY FEBRUARY MARCH APRIL MAY JUNE TOTAL BALANCE
5801 PER DIEM EXPENSES 16,000.00 0.00 0.00 16,000.00
5811 LEGAL EXPENSES 8,500.00 903.83 503.83 l 7,596.17
5812 NIRPC SERVICES 125,000.00 8,860.29 8,860.29 116,139.71
5821 TRAVEL/MILEAGE 14,000.00 0.00 0.00 14,600.00
5822 PRINTING/ADVERTISING 5,000.00 2,306.00 2,306.00 2,694.00
5823 BONDS/INSURANCE 7,500.00 0.00 0.00 7,500.00
5824 TELEPHONE EXPENSES 7,000.00 113.26 113.26 6,886.74
5825 MEETING EXPENSES 8,000.00 137.05 ' 137.05 7,862.95
5838 LEGAL SERVICES 62,500.00 3,907.48 3,907.48 58,592.52
5840 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 250,000.00 43,899.76 43,899.76 206,100.24
5860 PROJECT LAND PURCHASE EXP. 678,622.00 0.00 0.00 678,622.00
5881 PROPERTY/STRUCTURE INS. 12,500.00 550.00 550.00 11,950.00
5882 UTILITY RELOCATION EXP. 100,000.00 0.00 0.00 100,000.00
5883 PROJECT LAND CAP. IMPROV. 125,000.00 0.00 0.00 125,000.00
5884 STRUCTURES CAP. IMPROV. 12,500.00 0.00 0.00 12,500.00
1,432,122.00 60,677.67 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 60,677.67 1,371,444.33
12 MONTH UNALLOCATED

2001 ALLOCATED BUDGETED

BUDGET JULY AUGUST  SEPTEMBER OCTOBER NOVEMBER DECEMBER  TOTAL BALANCE
5801 PER DIEM EXPENSES 16,000.00 0.00 16,000.00
5811 LEGAL EXPENSES 8,500.00 903.83 7,596.17
5812 NIRPC SERVICES 125,000.00 8,860.29 116,139.71
5821 TRAVEL/MILEAGE 14,000.00 ! 0.00 14,000.00
5822 PRINTING/ADVERTISING 5,000.00 2,306.00 2,694.00
5823 BONDS/INSURANCE 7,500.00 0.00 7,500.00
5824 TELEFHONE EXPENSES 7,000.00 113.26 6,886.74
5825 MEETING EXPENSES 8,000.00 137.05 7,862.95
5838 LEGAL SERVICES 62,500.00 3,907.48 58,592.52
5840 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 250,000.00 43,899.76 206,100.24
5860 PROJECT LAND PURCHASE EXP. 678,622.00 0.00 678,622.00
5881 PROPERTY/STRUCTURE INS. 12,500.00 550.00 11,950.00
5882 UTILITY RELOCATION EXP. 100,000.00 0.00 100,000.00
5883 PROJECT LAND CAP. IMPROV. 125,000.00 0.00 125,000.00
5884 STRUCTURES CAP. IMPROV. 12,500.00 0.00 12,500.00
1,432,122.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 60,677.67 1,371,444.33




. CLAIMS PAYABLE FOR JANUARY 2001 CORRECTED
"
ACCT VENDOR NANE AMOUNT  EXPLANATION OF CLAIM
5811 LOUIS CASALE 283.33 RETAINER FEE BILLED FOR 1/3/01-1/22/01
5811 LOUIS CASALE 620.50 ADDITIONAL LEGAL SERVICES FOR JANUARY 2001
§812 NIRPC 8,860.29 SERVICES PERFORMED DECEMBER 2000
5822 ATLANTIC TECHNOLOGIES LLC 2,266.00 COST OF MAPS OF PROJECT AREA(TO BE REIMBURSED)
5822 TROPHY SOURCE 40.00 PURCHASE OF PLAQUE FOR OUTGOING CHAIRMAN
5824 VERIZON 113.26 BILLING PERIOD 1/16/01-2/16/01 TOTAL BILL 236.87
KRBC PORTICN 123.61
5825 SAND RIDGE BANK 57.05 MEETING EXPENSES INCURRED 1/9/01 FOR NOMINATING COMMITTEE
5825 SAND RIDGE BANK 80.00 MEETING EXPENSES INCURRED 1/22/01
5838 LOUIS CASALE 3,907.48 LAND ACQUISITION/LEGAL SERVICES 1/3/01-1/22/01
5841 JANET OTOOLE & ASSOCIATES 2,500.00 APPRAISAL SERVICES FOR DC-1105,1106 & 1107
5841 MARTINEZ, SHARMAT & ASSOCIATES 300.00 APPRAISAL FEE FOR DC-1131
5841 MARTINEZ, SHARMAT & ASSOCIATES 300.00 APPRAISAL FEE FOR DC-1132
5841 MARTINEZ, SHARMAT & ASSOCIATES 300.00 APPRAISAL FEE FOR DC-1133
5841 MARTINEZ, SHARMAT & ASSOCIATES 300.00 APPRAISAL FEE FOR DC-1134
5841 MARTINEZ, SHARMAT & ASSOCIATES 300.00 APPRAISAL FEE FOR DC-1135
5841 MARTINEZ, SHARMAT & ASSOCIATES 300.00 APPRAISAL FEE FOR DC-1138
5841 MARTINEZ, SHARMAT & ASSOCIATES 300.00 APPRAISAL FEE FOR DC-1139
5841 MARTINEZ, SHARMAT & ASSOCIATES 300.00 APPRAISAL FEE FOR DC-1163
5841 MARTINEZ, SHARMAT & ASSOCIATES 300.00 APPRAISAL FEE FOR DC-1164
5841 MARTINEZ, SHARMAT & ASSOCIATES 300.00 APPRAISAL FEE FOR DC-1165
5841 MARTINEZ, SHARMAT & ASSOCIATES 300.00 APPRAISAL FEE FOR DC-1166
5841 MARTINEZ, SHARMAT & ASSOCIATES 300.00 APPRAISAL FEE FOR DC-1167
5841 MARTINEZ, SHARMAT & ASSOCIATES 175.00 APPRAISAL FEE FOR DC-1168
5842 R. W. ARMSTRONG 3,163.92 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR PERIOD ENDING 1/12/01
5842 GARCIA LE & ASSOCIATES 4,350.02 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES SVI-1
5843 TICOR TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 270.00 TITLE WORK PREFORMED FOR DC-344A,
5843 TICOR TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 270.00 TITLE WORK PREFORMED FOR DC-213
5843 TICOR TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 270.00 TITLE WORK PREFORMED FCR DC-427
5843 TICOR TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 270.00 TITLE WORK PREFORMED FOR DC-428
5843 TICOR TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 270.00 TITLE WORK PREFORMED FOR DC-429
5843 TICOR TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 270.00 TITLE WORK PREFORMED FOR DC-1104
5843 TICOR TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 270.00 TITLE WORK PREFORMED FCR DC-1177
5843 MERIDIAN TITLE CORPORATION 140.00 TITLE WORK PREFORMED FGR DC-810
5843 MERIDIAN TITLE CORPORATION 75.00 TITLE WORK PREFORMED FOR DC-810A
5843 MERIDIAN TITLE CORPORATION 7500 TITLE WORK PREFORMED FOR DC-810B
5843 MERIDIAN TITLE CORPORATION 275.00 TITLE WORK PREFORMED FOR DC-811
5844 JAMES POKRAJAC 3,634.00 ENGINEERING/LAND MANAGEMENT SERVICES 1/2/01-1/12/01
5844 JUDITH VAMOS 2,145,00 LAND ACQUISITION/MANAGEMENT SERVICES 1/2/01-1/15/01
5844 SANDY MORDUS 294.00 CREDITING TECHNICIAN SERVICES 1/2/01-1/11/01
5844 G. LORRAINE KRAY 618.75 CREDITING TECHNICIAN & LAND ACQUISITION ASST 1/3/01-1/11/01
5847 DLZ 65.00 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR SV-2
5847 DLZ . 2,200.03 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR SlI-3B
5847 oLz JRH 55,96 PROFESSICNAL SERVICES FOR 8v-2
- 5847 DLz 422,50 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR SV-2
5847 (o} r 4 2,695.00 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR SIv-1
5847 DLZ 4,282.50 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR SVI-1
5847 DLZ 5,583.08 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR SVI-1
5847 DLZ 5,620,00 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR SVI-1
5881 CNA 550.00 COST OF INSURANCE FOR STRUCTURE @ 35TH & CHASE
TOTAL 60,677.67
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CHICAGO DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
11 NORTH CANAL STREET
CHICAGO, ILLINQIS 60606-7206

January 24, 2001
Project Management Branch

Mr. Dan Gardner

Little Calumet River Basin
Development Commission
6100 Southport Road
Portage, Indiana 46368

Dear Mr. Gardner:

I'm writing this letter as a follow up to the discussion we had
at the real estate meeting last Monday. At the meeting, I
informed you that I would be requesting additional local funding.
The funding will be used to meet our construction contract
execution for the months of January through June 2001. The list
below shows the construction contract and the fund required:

Construction Required %Completion Thru
Contract Funds $ June

Burr Street Phasel 422,508 100

Pump Station 1A 70,000 25

Stage IV-1 South 34,491 90

North S5th Pump 35,000 20

Pump Station 1B 95,410 90
Modifications 14,000 complete

Total 671,410

As ghown above I'm requesting that you deposit the total of
$671,410 into the project's escrow accounts. A sum of $421,500 be
deposited in the Burr Street Betterment escrow account number
7500-0441-5892 {design fund). And, a sum of $249,910 be deposited
in the congtruction escrow account numpexr 7500-0244-

4747 (construction fund).

I'm aware of your funding satiation, that's why I waited on
requesting the funds until it was absoclutely necessary to
maintain the construction contracts progress. We need you to
deposit the funds as soon as it can ke done. If you have any
questions please contact we at 312-353-6400.

Imad Sa
‘ Project Manager

/3



LITTLE CALUMET RIVER BASIN DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION

\

FINANCIAL STATEMENT
" JANUARY 1, 2001 - JANUARY 31, 2001 \
CASH POSITION - JANUARY 1, 2001
CHECKING ACCOUNT
LAND ACQUISITION 541,026.11
GENERAL FUND 49,902.51
TAX FUND 0.00
INVESTMENTS 2,596,370.26
ESCROW ACCOUNT INTEREST

RECEIPTS - JANUARY 1, 2601 - JANUARY 31, 2001
LEASE RENTS
INTEREST INCOME
LAND ACQUISITION
ESCROW ACCOUNT INTEREST
MISC, INCOME

KRBC REIMBURSEMENT RE: TELEPHONE CHARGE

PROCEEDS FROM VOIDED CHECKS
TOTAL RECEIPTS

DISBURSEMENTS - JANUARY 1, 2001 - JANUARY 31, 2001

ADMINISTRATIVE
2000 EXPENSES PAID IN 2001
PER DIEM
LEGAL SERVICES
NIRPC
TRAVEL & MILEAGE
PRINTING & ADVERTISING
BONDS & INSURANCE
TELEPHONE EXPENSE
MEETING EXPENSE

LAND ACQUISITION
LEGAL SERVICES
APPRAISAL SERVICES
ENGINEERING SERVICES
LAND PURCHASE CONTRACTUAL

FACILITIES/PROJECT MAINTENANCE SERVICES

OPERATIONS SERVICES

LAND MANGEMENT SERVICES
SURVEYING SERVICES !
ECONOMIC/MARKETING SOURCES
PROPERTY & STRUCTURE COSTS
MOVING ALLOCATION

TAXES

LAND PURCHASE CONTRACTUAL
PROPERTY & STRUCTURES INSURANCE
UTILITY RELOCATION SERVICES

LAND CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT
STRUCTURAL CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS
PURCHASE CERTIFICATE CALUMET BANK
PURCHASE MONEY MARKET BANK ONE

476,77
3,208,775.65

3,100.00
1,434.30
216,148.57
173.98
16,846.91

0.00
0.00

133,171.36
3,800.00
683.33
18,476.71
459.72
40.00

734.79
1,276.66

2,127.36
25,200.00
12,630.77
10,315.00

1,250.00

0.00
16,835.69
16,407.65

1,431.00

1,138.56
0.00

29,745.00
1,250.30
21,500.00
393.040.41

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS
CASH PQSITION - JANUARY 31. 2001
CHECKING ACCOUNT
LAND ACQUISITION
GENERAL FUND
TAX FUND
INVESTMENTS
BANK CALUMET 316,000.00
BANK CALUMET 700,000.00
BANK ONE 05,116.15
BANK CALUMET 162,684.25
BANK ONE 12,593.99
BANK ONE 608,82
BANK ONE 1,033,517.60
BANK ONE -393,817.66
TOTAL INVESTMENTS
ESCROW ACCOUNT INTEREST
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241,049.85
29,020.90

10/30/2001
10/30/2001
10/04/2001
07/03/2001
07/01/2001

237,704.26

558,382.95

Id

C

MONEY MARKET= Spned,

MONEY MARKET
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2,847,338.47
21,650.75

3,139,059.97,
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RECREATION REPORT
For meeting on Thursday, February 1, 2001

(Information in this report is from January 2, 2001 — January 29, 2001)

GENERAL STATEMENT:
Currently, the joint recreation venture with the Army Corps is completed; 85% of the completed
east reach levees have stoned trails completed; the remainder of east reach trails should be
completed by the fall of 2001.
e A supplemental contract will be released as part of the Stage III remediation project in
the late spring of 2001 that will include the paving of all ramps.

RECREATION - PHASE 1.
(This contract includes recreational facilities for Lake Etta, Gleason Park, Stage III (trails), and the

OxBow area in Hammond.

A. OXBOW (Hammond)
1. October 28’1’, 1998 was the date that this facility was turned over to the City of

Hammond.

B. GLEASON PARK (Gary Parks & Recreation)
1. October 28" 1998 was the date this facility was turned over to the Gary Parks and

Recreation Department.
C. LAKE ETTA (Lake County Parks)
1. October 27“", 1998 was the date that this facility was turned over to the Lake County
parks department.

D. CHASE STREET TRAIL (City of Gary)
1. October 27", 1998 was the date that this facility was turned over to the City of Gary.

EAST REACH RECREATION

A. We have an existing agreement with Gary for constructing the ramp down from the levee,

West of Broadway.

e We received a letter of response from INDOT on October 18 indicating no concerns
regarding the crossing as long as we coordinate with the locals, and that a right-of-way
permit with them would be required.

e Had a meeting with Roland Elvambuena (Gary City Engineer) on December 6™, 2000, to
remind them of our October 18", 2000 request. We anticipate a response by the end of
the year. (We have not received as of February 1, 2001)



\@‘Q

B. LCRBDC is going to coordinate a revised recreation trail alignment at Grant Street.

1. The original plan was to run the trail South of the existing levee, along the East side
of Gas City. They originally objected but appear to be re-considering and will meet
with us this January.

2. A meeting was held with Len McEnery (Gas City) General Manager , on
January 23, 2001 to review our re-location.

e We are considering re-locating our trail further east (near Gilroy Stadium)
to avoid construction in a wetland, and will have a meeting with the Gary
Parks & Rec and the COE.

WEST REACH RECREATION

A. We received a copy of a letter from INDOT to RANI ENGINEERING (Stage VI Phase
2) on January 8, 2001 indicating their concerns regarding our recreation trail crossing,
on adjacent to, Cline Avenue.

1. A meeting will be scheduled with INDOT and the COE by early February to review
this situation.

B. Tri-State recreational trail tie-in for the Highland/Wicker Park/Erie Lackawanna Trail

Systems.
1. The COE is still in the process of modifying the engineering and real estate drawings. It
is still the intent to have this recreation trail on the land side.
2. North Township — Wicker Park recreational trail alignment is being evaluated.
e It was mentioned to re-locate the trail from between the golf courses to the existing
trail along the West and South boundaries.
e North Township would not have a problem, but are awaiting information from
INDOT for impacts to Indianapolis Blvd. R/W which would cause their existing trail
to be re-located.

C. A letter was sent to the Lake County Highway Dept. on December 28, 2000 requesting
permission, and comments, to cantilever a walkway on the east side of the Kennedy Avenue
bridge to allow our trail to be contiguous.

, 1. We received a letter from the Lake County Highway Dept. on January 23, 2001
suggesting we contract a professional engineer to review the structure design for
feasibility. If feasible, then he would design a system.

e We requested plans, specifications, and recent inspection reports to allow proper
review.
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Dcar Ms. Rani:

1 apologize for the delay in respnnding'tu your leiter of September 12, 2000 regarding the Little Calumct River
Fload Protection Praject — Stage & Phase 2,

In respanse to your request for input of the three issucs you rnige, we offer the fallowing:

s  Slide Gates on Highway Culvertp: The culverts in place were installed to equalize the water level on each side
of SR 912, Cline Avenue, sa a3 Dok to cause unequal pressure ot (he highway embankment. The fill material
used to copstruct the roadway wasisand, The embankment was not designed nor intended to serve as a fovee to
retain 0 higher waler level on one #ide. The use of side gates would cause unequal water pressurc on the
embatikment and sndanger the roalway. This cannot be aliowed,

e Recreations) Trail on INDOT RIW: INDOT does not constriiet fior maintain recreational tralls. We da have
some erossing our facilitivs, Thes# are constructed and mafntained by agencios/organizations through our
permit process. The location of ydur proposed trail is nlong & local service/access road. Although INDOT
eonstructed it we will be attempting to relinquish control and maintenance of it to the appropriate local

. jurisdiction. Any perniit to constract e trail would be subject ta approvai of the lecal jurisdiction.

o Slgnal for Pedestrian Croseing oi Cline Avenue: INDOT has gerlous concerns with this request, Motoriats
on SR 912 gre in no way going to xpect padestrians crossing the highway.. This ia not a good location for a
pedustrian crossing. :

3

Plualse contact me at the ahove addrossjor e-mail: dybrmham N . [n.tg or telephone (219) 325-7520 if you
have any questions,

Sincerely,

Domatd C. Abraham
Development Enginoat

NCANw
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e ! Eric Sampeon USALE-Chicago )
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" Lake County Highway Department

Duane A. Alverson, PE. . 1100 E. Monitor Street
Engineer Crown Point, Indiana 46307

G ’ Phones: 219-663-0525

e EL 219-374-5608
January 23, 2001 _ 219-769-4247

Fax: 219-662-0497

Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission '
6100 Southport Road
Portage, Indiana 46368

ATTN: James E. Pokrajac, Agent
Land Management/Engmeermg

RE:  Lake County Bridge #143, Kennedy Avenue over the Little Calumet River
Dear Mr. Pokrajac:

The Lake County Highway Department has received your letter of December 28, 2000, regarding
thé possibility -of aftaching & ‘walkway to Lake County Brldge ‘#143; Kennedy Avenue over the
Little Calumet Rivér. Per your letter the watkway-is part of fhe‘Army Corp of:Engingers plan for
a recreational trail system along the banks of the thtle Calumet River with Kennedy Avenue
bemg a pomt of crossing the nver HT

i a:;'n. -«-;zr_f..',_-w_-,--,.“ g'_!;".",‘--".. SR IR e

Lako County Br1dge #143 ‘was constructed in 1955 ‘and’ currently has & gross rating of 20 tons
Structurally the brrdge is in fair condmon with the following structural charactetistics:

1. The deck is a reinforced concrete slab w1th fair to heavy spalhng at the Centerline joint.
2. The superstructure is also a reinforced concrete slab with exposed and rusted rebar.
3. The substructure is a concrete cap on steel piles with spallmg and exposed rebar on the cap.

. The estimated remammg life of the decxc and superstructure is. tert (10) years with the substructure
having an estimated life of thirteen (13) years.

Your request is to install a walkway that would cantilever off the side of the existing bridge. The .
possibility of doing this probably does exist but the feasibility of the cantilever walkway would
have to be answered given the design and condition of the existing bridge.

. For the Lake County Highway Department to consider your request a professional engineer
would have to review the existing structure design and conditions to’determine if a cantilever
walkway is feasible. If it were feasible then a professional engineer would have to ‘design the
walkway. Both the initial review of the structure and any subsequent design would be required to
be submttted to the Hrghway Department for rev1ew and comments o )

If Lake County con51ders th:s possibility- then Some t_w,(pe of agreement would have to be in place
spelling out mamtenance of and future replacement of thc cantllever structure co




A second possibility would be to build a stand alone pedestrian bridge along side the existing
bridge. There are companies that do specialize in pedestrian and golf course bridges. I suggest
that this option also be investigated.

If you have any questions, do not hesitate to call.

AN

Duane A. Alverson, P.E.
Engineer

Si

DAA/daa

C: Marcus Malczewski, Superintendent
Jill Stochel, Assistant Superintendent



di/08/01 21:58 w210 322 7239 Iim sweens DSReuren AT Jan.)0 900[3100
— R Qalic Soakd ey, 2

GRIFFITH CHAFTER

0
: P.0. BOX ,
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- THE 1ZAAK WALTON LEAGUE OF AMERICA

Dan Ga:l'c_lper, Director | o\ " ot INCORPORATED

Littte C?lumet River Basin

Development Commission, -
6100 Soquthport Rd., g

Portage; IN 46368 | January 8, 2001
Dau,

Sandy (D’Bnen has been watching the development of the Corps of Engineers mitigation project
closely and we at the Izaak Walton League are very grateful for her vigilance. We have too many
things ta do and not enough members to do them,

I am disappointed that this mitigation problem has not yet been settled.

Tt appears that the Little Calumet River Basin Commission is still considering the Lake Erie
Land proposal. Why is this? The Indiana DNR and DEM and the US Fish and Wildlife Service
have visited both sites and have stated their support the Hobart Marsh site, Th]s in itself should
put an end to the debate,

Congressman Vmclosky supports the Hobart Marsh and if it were not for him_ there wonld be no
Little Cal project.

The DNR requires that the mitigation be for forested wetland and the land the LEL oﬁ'ers was
not a fo‘f:ested wetland nor can it be made to grow a forested wetland,

Then we must consider the price of each project. There again, the Hobart Marsh site would cost
only one-third what the Lake Erie Land proposal wonld.

This depate on this should have been over long ago.

1 have tb assume that the only reason this has not yet been resolved is because of political
pressure being applied by LEL. For this reason, any members of the LCRBDC board of directors
that have any kind of tie to LEL or to NIPSCO should excuse themselves from any action that
may be|required of the board. .

This is how T see this situation The LCRBDC is still considering an offer for mitigation by LEL
that no pther agencies support, that the local Congressman does not support, that will cost three
times a5 many tax dollars, and finally, will not work or satisfy the state permits.

Tor the record, the Griffith chapter of the Izaak Walton League still suppom the mitigation site
as was agreed at the July 15,1999 mcetmg between all the agencies involved. We support the
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Hobart Marsh site because of the increased benefits of a larger preserve and the fact that the cost
and success of the mitigation requires that the LEL site be removed from consideration.

Thank you,

Jim Sweeney, chairman
Conservation Committee
Griffith lzaak Walton Leagué
c¢/0 1773 Selo Dr.
Schererville, IN 46375

" Imad Samara, Project Manager, US Ammy Corps of Engineers, Chicago District,
CELRCPP-PM, 111 N, Canal St., Chicago, IL 60606-7206

Bill Maudlin, Indiana DNR, Division of Fish and Wildlife, 402 W. Washington
St., Rin! W-273, Indianapolis, IN 46204

Representative Peter Visclosky (attention Mark Lopez) 215 W. 35th Ave,
Gary, IV 46408

Marty Maupin, Project Manager, IDEM, 100 N. Senate Ave., PO Box 6015,
Indianapolis, IN 46206-6015
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The Hatienal Grassroots Organization of Republicans for Environmental Protection
*x AMERICA %G

State Coordinator

Dan Gardner, Executive Director and Comuission Chairman
Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission

6100 Southport Rd.

Portage, IN 46368

Dear Mr. Gardner,

I am writing to express my concerns over the potential mishandling of the Hobart Marsh mitigation plan,
As a member of REP America, the National Grassroots Organization of Republicans for Environmental
Protection, I am always concerned when I see taxpayer funds being mishandled, and further outraged

when it results in environmental damage. An effort to give the Hobart Marsh project to Lake Erie Land
seems to do both.

Why has so much effort has been made to give the mitigation to Lake Erie Land when their land is
unsuitable for the mitigation and they have stated they want $11,1 miltion or more to do it. [Hobart
Marsh might be done for about $3.4 million,] It is a violation of the public trust to set up this taxpayer-
funded mitigation project to go to private business like LEL. Furthermore, Commission members with
ties to LEL and NIPSCO should recuse themselves from the mitigation issue.

Going with Hobart Marsh shows fiscal responsibility. The land is still reasonably priced due to poor
drainage and lack of city sewer and water. The restoration work is going to be cheaper because working
with Mother Nature to restore what once was is easier than trying to create something new (as LEL would

have to do because their land was a shallow lake). Why should taxpayers pay an extra $5 to 7 million for
LEL’s profit? '

Hobart Marsh is by far the ecologically best choice for mitigation. The agencies (DNR, IDEM, US FWS)
have agreed that Hobart Marsh is the best site because of the great advantage a mega-preserve has for
wildlife; plus the adjacent native habitat in nature preserves and fencerows makes restoration of farmiand
to wet oak savanna easier and more successful. Hobart Marsh clearly provides the best bang for the buck.
1t is the most ecologically stable site with the least invasive exotic weed problems.

Hobart Marsh is the chance for the Little Cal Commission to leave a real ecological legacy to mitigate the
ecological damage done to wetlands and high quality natural areas such as Tolleston by the levee project.

Environmental and recreational amenities werensed to raise the marginal cost benefit ratio for the levee
project enough to qualify for funding. Both need to be done well for taxpayers to get their money’s
worth. LEL’s mitigation plan is a sham, with doubtful long-term success, and would not be a bargain at
any cost. Thank you for your consideration on this important matter,

Sincerely,

TR MUF—

David R. Herrington
Dyer, Indiana
REP America Indiana State Coordinator

National Mailing Address: P Q. Box 7073, Deerfield IL 60015 847-940-0320 MarREP@aol.com www.repamerica.org  Printed on recycled paper.
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Mrs. Betty K. Blossey

34 Ogden Road
Portage, IN 46368

January 6, 2001

Mr. Dan Gardner

Executive Director

Little Calumet River Basin

Development Commission
6100 Southport Road
Portage, IN 46368

Dear Mrs. Gardner,

1 am writing to ask that the Little Calumet River Development Commission get
started on the Hobart Marsh mitigation at the January 10, 2001 meeting. The cost
of the Hobart Marsh mitigation would be well under half the cost of the Lake
Erie Land site that for some reason is still being considered. The Hobart Marsh
plan involves relatively easy restoration of forested wetlands - the other site
involves creation of forested wetlands while trying to eliminate lots of invasive
alien plants. Success of the latter would be doubtful, and maintenance costs
would be high. The Hobart Marsh mitigation also has excellent additional
ecological benefits.

Please stop the delay and get the Hobart marsh mitigation going,

Thank you very much.

Respectfully yours,

Betty K. Blossey
Bl npudlese | Lydinmp O
MMW) ZDEM _



" Robert Bryerton
7726 S. County Line Road
Hobart, IN 46342

Dan Gardner

Executive Director and Commission Chairman

Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission
6100 Southport Rd.

Portage, IN 46368

Dear Sir,

1 am writing in regards to the Corps of Engineers' mitigation project that could end up
restoring about 300 acres of land in an area of Hobart called Hobart Marsh. I would like to let
you know that this seems like sound mitigation plan, and that I am very much in favor of this plan.
It is my understanding that the project has the backing of the DNR, IDEM, US Fish and Wildlife
Service and Congressmen Visclosky's Office.

I would like to kngw why it has taken so long to get this project started? I would also like to
know why it seetns so thuch effort has béeni made to g1ve ihe rmngatlon t¢ Lake Erie Land. “Their
land seems unisuitable for the m1t1gat10n. ‘Also it sedms thE ot to” do their mitigation would-be -
substanha]ly h1gher It seems to be a v1olét10n of public trust to set up thIS taxpayer—ﬁmded '

......

Not only does the Hobart Marsh project show fiscal responsibility, the restoration work would be
much easier to accomplish. The land is still reasonably priced due to poor drainage and lack of
city sewer and water. The restoration work will be easier to accomplish, and therefore cheaper,
because it is adjacent to areas with native habitat that once existed there. While with the Lake
Erie Land project not only will the land cost more, but instead of restoring what was there they
will be trymg to create a completely different habitat, Whlch will be much harder, and more
expensive, to accomplish.

It is my Understanding that Lake Erie Land wants $11.1 million or more to do their project.
While-the Hobart Marsh cost estimate is $ 3.4 million. Broken down into: :306 acres at
$11,000/acre ($5,000 for land, $1000 for design work, $4,000 for restoration work, $1000 for
perpetual stewardship). Why should taxpayers pay almost an extra $7 million for Lake Ene
Land's profit.

I_-IoBart"Ma;s‘h is by ﬂrthe ecologically best choice for mitigation. The DNR, IDEM and US
FWS have all ag'ré'ed t'hat'Hb'b'éi't Mars]i is the Bést Site becailse of the gfe'af' 'advantage a' '
makes restoration of farmland td wet'odk-savanna'easier and inore Siccessful. Hobart Marsh -
clearly provides the most bang for the buck. Tt is  the most ecologically stable site with the least
invasive exotic weed problems.



Hobart Mash is the chance for the Little Cal Commission to leave a real ecological legacy to
mitigate the ecological damage done to wetlands and high quahty natural areas such as Tolleston
by the levee project.

Environmental and recreational amenities were used to raise the marginal cost benefit ratios for
the levee project enough to qualify for funding. Both need to be done well for taxpayers to get
their money's worth. Lake Erie Land's mitigation plan has doubtful long-term success, and would
not be a bargain at any cost.

Sincerely,

Robert Bryerton

cc: Congressman Peter Visclosky,
Marty Maupin IDEM,
Colnel Mark Roncoli US Ammy Corps of Engineers,
Bill Maudlin IDNR
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Deve]opment Commission, at NIRPC in Portage. The purpose of this letfer
is to advise your work on this plan. | am a biologist, and | belong to
srt’everar conservation societles which are active locally, mc]udlng Save

e Dunes and the Sierra Club's Duneland Group.

'
7'-", 4

First, although the mitigation plan has been developed since 1997, there

has been a delay in getting underway. Delay increases land costs and

decreases \B\
land choices. The West Reach half of the levee project needs permits, which 0% -
require mitigation. \

Second, the mitigation should not be given to the Lake Erie Land Company @/)
(LEL),

because their land is unsuitable for the mitigation, and they wan! $11.1

million

for their land, whereas Hobart Marsh may be done for $3.4 million (details

are available). It is a violation of public trust and a waste of taxpayer's

money to go to LEL. And commission members with ties to LEL and NIPSCO should

excuse themselves from the mitigation, as it is a conflict of interest.

Third, the Hobart Marsh forested wetland is much preferable to LEL's wet
prairie. The agencies: DNR, IDEM US FWS have agreed that Hobart Marsh is the

best site for the mitigation, because of the great advantage that a
mega-preserve '

has for wildlife. It is a fact that habitat fragmentation is a major cause
of loss of diversity of animal and plant species.

Hobart Marsh is THE opportunity for the Little Calumet Commisslon to leave a
significant ecological legacy fo mitigate the endless damage done by
development.

Please support the Hobart Marsh Mitigation Plan

Sincerely Yours,

Peter J. Wilkin
cC. Congréssman Peter Visclosky, o
Bill Maudlin, Indiana DNR, Department of Fish and Wildlife
Marty Maupin, Project Manager, IDEM
Colonel Mark Roncoli, District Engineer, US Army Corps of Engineers,
Chicago
Peter J. Wikin, Assoc. Prof., Biclogy, Purdue U. North Central,
1401 5. US 421, Westville, IN 46321-9542. 219-785-5227, fax -5483

hitp:/ifaculty. purduenc.edu/pwilkin

01/08/2001



January 08th., 2001

Mr. Dan Gardner

C/0 Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission
6100 Southport Rd.

Portage, IN 46368

Re: Hobart Marsh Mitigation Project

[, as many, are in full support of the above project that has won the
backing of DNR, IDEM, US Fish and Wildlife Service and Congressman
Visclosky’s office. This project, while being the most fiscally
responsible, remains the best ecologicatl site in the area for both short
term and long term costs and benefits. |

I'm at a loss in understanding why the Commission has seemed to ignore
this site and is considering the Lake Erie Land site in Lake Station for
mitigation. This property by contrast is less suitable for mitigation,
would be more costly, and with doubtful long-term success.

| ask that you and the Commission quickly move forward on the Hobart
project or explain to me why you cannot.

. Thank You, )
Y atteT UWororee

Patti Woronecki

29 N. Wabash St.

Hobart, IN 46342



Janmatry 7, 2001

1355 West Springville Road
La Porte, Indiana 46350

Dan Gardner, Executive Director

Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission
6100 Southport Road

Portage, Indiang 46368

Dear Mr. Gardner:

I am writing as a concerned citizen of Northwest Indiana to support the US Army Corps of Engineers
mitigation project that would restore about 300 acres of land in Hobart Marsh. This project wonld acquire
and restore the original wet oak savarma — “forested wetland” habitat,

I do not understand why this plan has been held up for several years and is still not being implemented.
Delay increases land costs and decreases the choices of land available. Meanwhile, Lake Erie Land Co.
has offered a praoject that would cost three times as much but would not restore forested wetlands. Little
Cal Basin Commission members with ties to Lake Erie Land and to its parent, NIPSCO, should recnse
themselves from this issue.

Selecting Hobart Marsh as the mitigation site is fiscally responsible, as the land there is reasonably priced
due to poor drainage and lack of city sewer and water. The restoration work will be cheaper than the plan

proposed by Lake Erie Land, since it is easier to restore what was once there than to create something new
(as LEL would have to do because their land was a shallow lake).

Hobart Marsh is by far the best choice, as the agencies (DNR, IDEM, US Fish and Wildlife) have agreed.
Such a mega-preserve would have a great advantage for wildlife; the adjacent native habitats in nature
preserves and fence rows would make for easier restoration; the ecological stability of the site would
mean fewer problems with invasive weeds. '

" The levee project has damaged the ecology of wetlands and high quality natural areas. To mitigate
adequately for this damage, the Little Cal Basin Commission needs to choose the best alternative. That
alternative is the Hobart Marsh.

Sincerely,

< Spndtin Sl p

Sandra Henderson

cc: Chaitperson, Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission
Congressman Peter Visclosky
Bill Maudlin, Indiana Department of Natural Resonrces
Marty Maupin, Project Manager, Indiana Department of Environmental Management
Colonel Mark Roncoli, District Engineer, US Army Corps of Engineers



Dunes Calumet Audubon Society
P.O. Box 1100, Cedar Lake, IN 46303

¥,
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January 6, 2001

Mr. Dan Gardner

Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission
6100 Southport Rd.

Portage, IN 46368

Dear Mz, Gardner,

I am writing to you today on behalf of the Dunes Calumet Audubor Society. We would like to
ask you to support the use of Hobart Marsh as the mitigation area for the Little Cal River Flood
Control Project. The restoration of forested wetlands in this area will not only provide additioral
habitat for migrating and nesting birds, it will also provide a site of high-diversity plant and
animal life that could be a quality passive recreation area for the citizens of Northwest Indiana.

Dunes Calumet Audubon sees the benefits of the Hobart Marsh area as follows:

Acquiring additional land in this area would tie together the natural areas already owned
by Shirley Heinze, the [zaac Walton League, the IDNR, and the Indiana Dunes National
Lake Shore. It could create a mega-preserve corridor for wildlife that would tie to
Turkey Creek, Deep River, and Lake George.

This area has forested wetlands soils, fencerows, and a seedbank that should allow the
lands to be restored and maintained for wet oak savanna. Invasive exotic weeds are at a
minimum. Because these components are already there, restoration in this area should be
of significantly higher quality than starting from scratch in the proposed Lake Erie Land
site. Cressmoor and School Prairie are examples of the high quality restoration work that
has already been accomplished in the area.

We believe the cost will be much less if the Hobart Marsh area is chosen. . Lake Erie
Land has indicated that they believe restoration costs should mirror Illinois costs of about
$40,000 an acre. Shirley Heinze’s costs of $11,000 are much more in line with
restoration efforts by loca! environmental groups. Shirley Heinze has a proven track
record of taking care of their lands.

The IDNR, IDEM, U.S. F&WS, Congressman Peter Visclosky, and the local environmental
groups have seen the value of Hobart Marsh. I think your officers should consider the cost
benefit to the taxpayers of Shirley Heinze’s proposal. This is your chance to protect vanishing
wetland forested areas and to leave a great ecological legacy to the citizens of Northwest Indiana
and to our migratory and nesting birds. \

cc: Congressman Peter Visclosky Sincerely,
Dunes Calumet Audubon Society e

PO Box 1100 y
Cedar Lake, IN 46303 Barb Dodge, Vice President, DCA



LAKE COUNTY FISH & GAME PROTECTIVE
ASSOCIATION, INC.

-%’-r
PO.BOX 1006 HAMMOND, INDIANA 46325

January 6, 2001 ,

Dan Gardner, Executive Director and

Commission Chairperson

Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission
6100 Southport Rd.

Portage, IN 46368

Dear Mr. Gardner and Commiission Chairperson:

We, of Lake County Fish and Game, are very concerned with the progress of wetland mitigation even as
the East Reach of the flood control project nears an end.

We are also concerned that the substantial environmentat and recreational benefits originally planned
have apparently been scuttled in favor of a contract with Lake Erie Land. We view, with a suspicious eye,
deals involving private developers leasing publicly held land.

The Hobart Marsh Mitigation Plan is environmentally very good. The plan to buffer and link the
preserved land in Hobart Marsh with 300 acres of farmland, restored to forested wetland habitat, is a very
good idea and deserves the Commission’s attention. The land in Hobart Marsh is far more suitable to this
type of mitigation and is also far more likely to be successful. At Hobart Marsh the Commission could
leave a real environmental legacy similar to the environmental legacy the flood control project was long
ago supposed to provide. '

We are surprised that Lake Erie Land has been allowed to disrupt the planned mitigation at Hobart Marsh...
when the land they are putting up is not suitable for forested wetland restoration, and they have said they
want $40,000.00 to $60,000.00 per acre for mitigation. It doesn’t seern right that Lake Erie Land should
be charging the Commission for use of its own land. We strongly feel that if there are commission
members, or staff, with ties or allegiances. to Lake Erie Land, NISOURCE or NIPSCO, they should
excuse themselves from dealing with the mitigation issue at all.

As taxpayers and Lake County residents, we much prefer our money be invested in buying more public
Jand in the Hobart Marsh area. Lake County is very short on public land and open space, so this land
acquisition money would be money well spent. Furthermore, because they are not looking out for Lake
County taxpayers, or our environment, we urge you to eliminate Lake Erie Land from your mitigation
decisions and proceed with Hobart Marsh land acquisition.

Yours In Cagservation,

Ray Cobper, president
Lake County Fish and Game

Cc: Congressman Peter Visclosky

Mr. Biti Maudlin, IDNR

Mr. Marty Maupin, IDEM

Colonel Mark Roncoli, US Army Corps of Engineers



Cedar Lake Fish ay

Mr, Dan Gardner W
Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission
6100 Southport Rd.

Portage, IN 46368

Dear Mr. Gardner,

The Cedar Lake Fish and Game Club is writing to you to express our support for the
Hobart Marsh site to mitigate the Little Cal Flood Control levee project. We are aware that your
group is considering the Lake Erie Land proposal and we do not believe this project is fiscally or
environmentally responsible.

The Hobart Marsh area already contains forested wetland areas. The existing trees, the
farmland fencerows, and the hydric soils all favor successful restoration. Members of our
organization have worked with Shirley Heinze on their restoration projects and believe they are
concerned, environmentally responsible group that will restore and maintain these additional
lands as quality forested wetlands.

If the Lake Erie Land’s project is selected, we believe the taxpayers will be fleeced.
Their projected restoration costs of $40 thousand an acre are not in line with monies being spent
by local environmental groups like ourselves. The local lands in the Hobart Marsh area have
poor drainiage and are still reasonable priced so restoration costs should be more in line with the
Shirley Heinze proposal. Shirley Heinze has a proven track record of keeping restoration costs
reasonable and doing a good job of restoring land.

We also have concerns with the amount of time that it is taking to come to a decision on
this project. The Hobart Marsh area has been the understood mitigation area for several years
and it is supported by Congressman Pete Visclosky, IDNR, IDEM, USF&WS, Shirley Heinze,
the Indiana Dunes National Lake Shore, the Izaac Walton League, and local environmental
groups like us. We also feel that board members with possible indirect fiscal ties to LEL should
recluse themselves from participating in this decision.

Your board has the opportunity to tie together some great natural areas that our
environmental groups and agencies have had the foresight to preserve. Cedar Lake Fish and
Game asks you to choose the Hobart Marsh proposal to create a lasting, high quality
environmental area for our Jocal citizens.

cc: Congressman Peter Visclosky Sincerely,

Bill Maudlin, IDNR

Col. Mark Roncoli, COE Ci:{ : f 65
Cedar Lake Fish & Game Club
PO BOX 308

Cedar Lake, IN 46303 Chris Salberg, CLFGC Wetlands Committee



Mr. Dan Gardner, Executive Director

Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission
6100 Southport rd. i

Portage, IN 46368 i

‘._,\

Dear Mr.Gardner:

Please implement the Hobart Marsh mitigation plan without further
delay. It has the backing of Representative Visclosky, DRN

and -IDEM and is tax-payer supported. The mitigation land should
not bé managed by a private company. .

Implementing the Hobart Marsh plan shows financial as well as
ecological responsibility on the part of the Little Calumet
River Basin Development Commission and will be an another good
environmental project that would bring credit to Northwest
Indiana. . S :

Sincerely,
Beverly Overmyer '

110 N. 641 w.
Valparaiso, IN 46385

cc: Congressman Visclosky, Bill Maudlin, Marty Maupin,
Col. Mark Roncoli . ’
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Dan Ga¥dfier, Hobart Marsh Mitigation Plan

To: Dan Gardner ,

From: Peter Wilkin <pwilkin@centaur.cc.purduenc.edu> \
Subject: Hobart Marsh Mitigation Plan p v
Ce: ﬁ)

Bece: '\
Attached: . \ "

Dan Gardner

Executive Director and Commission Chairperson
Little Calumet River Basin Develcpment Commission
6100 Southport Road

Portage, IN 46368

Dear Director Gardner
RE: Hobart Marsh Mitigation Plan

I am writing in support of the Hobart Marsh Mitigation Plan. I will
attend the 6 PM meeting on 2/10/2001 of the Little Calumet River Basin
Development Commission, at NIRPC in Portage. The purpose of this letter
is to advise your work on this plan. I am a bioiogist, and I belong to
several conservation societies which are active locally, including Save
the Dunes and the Sierra Club's Duneland Group.

First, although the mitigation plan has been developad since 1997, there

has been a delay in getting underway. Delay increases land costs and decreases
land choices. The West Reach half of the levee project needs permits, which
require mitigation. .

Second, the mitigation should not be given to the Lake Erie Land Company (LEL),
because their land is unsuitable for the mitigation, .and they want $11.1 million
for their land, whereas Hobart Marsh may be done for $3.4 million (details.

are available). It is a violation-of public trust and a waste of taxpayer's
money to go to LEL. And commission members with ties to LEL and NIPSCO should
excuse themselves from the mitigation, as it is a conflict of interest.

Third, the Hobart Marsh forested wetland is much preferable to LEL's wet

prairie. The agencies: DNR, IDEM US FWS have agreed that Hobart Marsh is the
best site for the mitigation, because of the great advantage that a mega-preserve
has for wildlife. It is a fact that habitat fragmentation is a major cause

of loss of diversity of dnimal and plant species, .

Hoart Marsh is THE opportunity for the Little Calumet Commission to leave a
significant ecological legacy to mitigate the endless damage done by development.

Please support the Hobar; Marsh Mitigation Plan

Sincerely YoTn_rs, Wj %%:/ ba0z /o /ﬁ};mj 2?. Vﬂém W

Peter J. Wilkin - ¢Jfff
cc.  Congressman Peter Visclosky, ~ 2/7 M@ 0548

Bill Maudlin, Indiana DNR, Department of Fish and Wildlife
Marty.Maupin,, Project. Manager, IDEM , . L T T T
.Colonel Mark Roncoli,-District Engineer, US Army Corps.of Engineers, .Chicago

e

Printed for Peter Wilkin <pwilkinfcentaur.cc.purduenc.edu> 1
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é\’ 2006 N.Valparaiso St.
Valparaiso, IN 46383
219 462 1657
January 4, 2001

Dan Gardner

Executive Director, and Commission Chairman
Calumet River Basin Development Commission
6100 Southport Rd. |

Portage, IN 46368

- Dear Chairman Gardner:

- This letter is concerning the mitigation project to restore about 300 acres of
land in Hobart Marsh.

This marsh should be restored as proposed by the Corps of Engineers’ plan
to restore the original wet oak savanna habitat. This plan is supported by the
US Army Corps of Engineers, DNR, IDEM, ‘and Congressman Visclosky.

Opposing this improvement is Lake Erie Land, a subsidiary of NIPSCO,
whose interest would be economic development. This then becomes a choice
between corporate profit and use of sensitive land that it is in the public
interést to protect.

Valuable natural resources such as the Hobart Marsh have been
systematically destroyed in the past. Northwest Indiana needs to have some
useful and unspoiled areas to point to show we are not bought out by those

habituated to the profit motive. _
ool 2]

ichard R. Fryer
Sierra Club

Copies: Congressman Visclosky, Bill Maudlin, Marty Maupin, Colonel
Mark Roncoli.



January 4, 2001

Dan Gardner

Exec Dir & Comm Chair
Little Calumet River Basin
- 5100 Southport Rd

Portage, IN 46368

Dear Chairman Gardner,

We are writing to give our full support to the Hobart Marsh
mitigation plan to acquire and restore 300 acres of original
wet oak savanna habitat surrounding Hobart Prairie Grove,
McCloskey Savanna and Shirley Heinze Environmental Fund's
properties. ' ) :

We understand that a subsidiary of NIPSCO, Lake Erie Land,
is working to take the mitigation away from Hobart Marsh for
the purpgse of mitigation on public land that they control.

Hobart Marsh is the better choice for mitigation. The DNR,
IDEM, and US FWS have all agreed that Hobart Marsh is the
best site because it is the most ecologically stable site
and will leave a real legacy to mitigate the damage done to
wetlands and other high gquality natural areas. Also, dnce
this land is overlooked and sold to private interests, it
will be gone forever. Whereas, the LEL's land is presently
protected and will be available for mitigation in the
future.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Sincerely,.

Gougurs « v iy
coaquim & JoE¥n Panozzo

2838 W. 47th Avenue
Gary, IN 46408
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Dan Gardner » . cﬁ} 4 January 2001

Execuytive Director & Commission Chair . -
Littte Calumet River Development Commission*
6100 Southport Rd.

Portage, IN 46368

_ Dear Mr. Gardner: .

DEPARTMENT OF
BIOLOGY -

I am learning about the various wetland mitigation plans in northwest Indiana. 1
do-not know all details of the plans and sites, and I do riot know much about any
controversies about them. However, I do know some aspects and I have some insight

into the problem that I believe is useful. This I outline below.”

I gather that there are two main sités being considered: Hobart Marsh and LEL
property. The'reality is that wetland destruction and degradation has been so extensive
that-we need both projects (and morej go to completion in order t6 pay back even a
_part of what has been'done in the past.* But if] for now, some priority needs to be
assigned, hete are some thoughts ¥ would like to share. -

The clearest view I have of the naturat heritagé of northwest Indiana prior to
our settlement is-one of incredible écological beterogeneity. For an area of our size, _
 this was one of the most heterogencous, and hence ecologically exciting, sites ori Earth.
This is especially intriguing considering that we have virtually no significant hills or
mountains to create heterogeneity! - . '

- ¥ we are ever to recaptuire the ecological grandeur of northwest Indiana, which
. I'believe is a great treasure to recapture at any cost, then we should give priority to
restoring and enhancing sites that offer oppartunities to enhance ecological
heterogeneity, . - -

My knowledge of the two properties under consideration suggests that both
Hobart Marsh and LEL property can'enhance the ecological heferogeneity of northwest
- Indiana." Yet, I believe that Hobart Marsh should be given strong support for
. mifigation work. Its wetfands-can be readily enhanced into a variety of different types,
whichis just how Mother Nature first created the ecological heritage of northwest
 Indiana and s the basis on whick afl forms of wildlife evolved and rely for their -
persistence.” In addition, and just as important, is that Hobart Marsh offers excellent
opporttinityto restore diverse upland sites into & grest wetland-upland complex. “Jt is
“obvious that “no mar is an island,” and it important to keep at the forefront that no

wetland is an island. -

The LEL:pmperty-has- alotto dﬁ"@t; .hdwevef, it does not 6ﬂ‘er as much
3400 Broadway ~ ecological heterogeneity; both wetland and upland, as Hobart Marsh. That does not
Gary, Indiana ' ' :
46408-1197

219-980-6724



mean that the LEL property should not get attention. I ﬁJIIy ‘believe it, too, should gef attention.
However, it makes by far the best ecological sense to make sure that both Hobart Marsh and LEL
property are developed. To put all our eggs at this stage'into the LEL property would be turn
away from the ecological knowledge that we should get back as much ecological heterogeneity as
possible.

In sum, I believe that Hobart Marsh offers a great chance to enhance a diverse array of
wetlands and adjacent uplands. Mother Nature will be pleased if Hobart Marsh is given strong
support. She will be further pleased if we do both sites. Perhaps there are other funding
opportunities; both present and future, that might alfow us to do both, But for now, we cannot
let the Hobart Marsh opportunity be lost.

Thanks much for your consideration,

Sincerely, .

fe G

Spencer Cortwright, Chair

cc: PeterVisclosky
Bifl Maudlin
Marty Maupin
Col. Mark Roncoli
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Dan Gardner

Little Calumet River

Basin Development Commission
6100 Southport Rd.

Portage, In. 46368

Dear Mr. Gardner,

As the Executive Director and Commission Chairman of the
Little Calumet River Basin Develcpment Commission, I am
asking you to consider our pleas to stop delaying the
implementation of the Hobart Marsh mitigation plan.

I am writing to support the advancement of the Hobart
Marsh mitigation plan by the Corps of Engineers. The
Hobart Marsh has been recognized by agencies such as the
DNR, IDEM, and US FWS as a logical location and it is time.
to start the project.

Often, locationg that have been compromised for years have
almoat insurmountable problems as a result of development
and ensuing invasive aliens. This location is ideal,
because success can be achieved at a nominal cost. The
proposed Hobart Marsh is the most cost effective and
should be started before more marginal areas are
considered. I personally like the Hobart Marsh locaticon
because 306 acres would be added to the overall protected
area and would reduce the effects of fragmentation.

Think of the work being done now in the Florida
"Everglades". Wouldn't it be better to initiate the above
plan rather than have to "undo" what may happen to this
property in the future or consider the cost of the LEL

"plan? This is a time where money should be appropriated

carefully - please consider this when deciding.

If the LEL mitigation plan is so wonderful it should be
self-funded and not a taxpayer funded project.

Thank You,

Loren L Soma

Karen L. Sena
332 8. Lake Park Ave.
Hobart, In 46342-4330



414 Wayne St.
Hobart, Indiana 46342
January 63 2001

:Dan Gardner Executlve Dlrector

Little Calumet River Basin Development Comrmssmn
6100 Southport Road

Portage, IN 46368

Dear Mr. Gardner, ‘ Re: Corps of Engineers' Mitigation
Project

Why hasn't the Commission taken care of the pro;ect by rgstoring 300 acres of land in
Hobart Marsh? This project has been dragging on since 997! Land costs are gomg»up,
the commission is wasting taxpayers' money by delaying the acquisition of this property’
which has been approved by DNR, IDEM, US Fish and Wildlife Service, and
Congressman Visclosky's office. '

" Why in the world would the Commission even consider Lake Erie Lgnd company's efforts
to sell land for $11,000,000 to the Commission for this project? That's almost seven
jon dollars more for land that artificially will have to be restored. Hobart Marsh is
gggy ecologically more sound and abuts land that is similar. Taxpayers can only '
e that the Commission members would stand to personally benefit from LEL if land
%"E’ purchased from LEL! o

*‘*‘* *f}Ethlcally, any members with ties to Lake Erie Land Company and NIPSCo should not be
allowed to vote or have input on this purchase. Isn't Mark Reshkin on the payroll of those
companies?

Please resolve this matter as soon as possible. We plan to be at the January 10 meeting.

Very truly yours,

Louise Karwowski & Remigius Karwowski
219-942-4098
cc:P Visclosky.
B. Maudlin
M. Maupin
M. Roncoli

. dn



| ittie Calumet River Bosin Developrment Commission

WORK STUDY SESSION
ENGINEERING COMMITTEE
February 1, 2001
Bob Huffman, Committee Chairman

. A meeting will be held at the Gary City Hall on February 6 to review preliminary

plans for the Stage ITT Remediation contract at Grant Street and assure all existing
impacts (including utilities) are addressed.

. The Stage VII engineering review was submitted by the LCRBDC to the COE on

February 2. Plans and specs presented had not addressed over 50% of our

preliminary comment\S\}l
. LCRBDC presented point of contact to the COE (VIKING ENGINEERING) for

local support to rebuild pumps.

. Bid opening for the North 5" Avenue pump station is scheduled for February 6.

(This is an estimated contract cost of $3.1 million)

§_€7
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Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission

6100 Southport Road (219) 763-0696 Fax (219) 762-1653
Portage, Indiana 46368 E-mail: littlecal @ nirpc.org

WILLIAM TANKE, Chairman
Porter County Commissioners’

Appointment

ROBERT HUFFMAN, Vice Chairman
Govemnor's Appointment

CURTIS VOSTI, Treasurer
Govemor's Appointment

JOHN MROCZKOWSKI, Secretary

S NOTICE

CHARLES AGNEW
Govamor's Appointment

GEORGE CARLSON
Mayor of Hammond's
Appointment

ARLENE COLVIN REAL ESTATE
Mayor of Gary's

St EXECUTIVE SESSION

Appointment
EMERSON DELANEY WILL MEET AT 4:30 P.M. PROMPT

Govemor's Appointment

DR. MARK RESHKIN

Govemor's Appointment THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 1, 2001

MARION WILLIAMS
Lake County Commissioners'
Appointment

Ecocuive Directr AGENDA

LOU CASALE
Attornay

Dale Kleszynski, appraiser who is doing the appraisal on
Woodmar Country Club, will be here at 4:30 to answer
questions regarding his appraisal process. We will allow 2
hour prior to the 5:00 Work Study Session. If you have an
interest in this matter, please be here by 4:30 p.m.



ATTORNEYS AT LAW

CASALE, SKOZEN., WOODWARD & BULS, LLP

JAMES M. SPIVAK

5201 FOUNTAIN DRIVE-SUITE A - CROWN POINT, IN 46307 « TELEPHONE: 219-736-2163 - FAX: 219-736-5025 » EMAIL: thefirm@cswhlaw.com

LOUIS M. CASALE jOSE1?9I-: L 15;;:;25:4
JOSEPH M. SKOZEN 3-
DAVID E. WOODWARD LEGAL ASSISTANTS

. BULS DEBRA L, KOZLOWSKI
E,;\:i AM?SNER . ANGELA' M. OGRENTZ

SLISAN M. SEVERA

DAVID M. BLASKOVICH"
*LICENSED IN INDIANA & ILLINOIS

January 15, 2001

Dale Kleszynski

Associated Property Counselors, Ltd.
3027 Ridge Road

Landing, I. 60438

RE: Woodmar County Club Appraisal

Dear Dale:

As you recall, we previously discussed your progress regarding the finalization of the
Woodmar Appraisal. You had indicated to me that you felt that the retention of a golf course
architect and construction specialist would be very helpful in completing your appraisal. Ihave
passed this along to the Comunission and was asked that I send you this letter.requesting that you
outline who you had in mind as specialists, why you needed these specialists and how much they
might cost the Commission.

Please respond at your earliest convenience rgfdrding this matter.

Sincerely,

n

Louis M. Casale
Attorney at Law

LMC/amo

cc: Dan Gardner, LCRBDC
Curt Vosti, LCRBDC

Appellate - Bankruptcy + Business Litigation « Civil Rights « Collection Law « Construction « Corporate » Criminal Defense + Elder Law
Estate Planning - Family Law - Government Law - Healthcare « Insurance Law - Llabor & Employment + Medical Malpractice
. Personal Injury » Probate - Products Liability « Real Estate - Wills Worker's Compensation




SENT BY;, CASALE SKOZEN WOODWARD & BULS; 219 738 5025; JAN-22-01 16:42; PAGE 2/8

R P v i WaoT uuu: HEWLUW ) 1HTIE: D:349. 1V MV rage dotd

ASSOCIATED PROPERTY COUNSELORS, LTD.

b . Real Estate Appraisers and Consultants
= Main Office 5301 South Cicero Avenus

i Lansing, lllinois 60438 : Phone: 773-585-0410

* Phone: 708-895-6767 : Fax 800-474-1075

i Fax: 708.895.3634 : :
January 20, 2001

Mr. Louis M. Casale
Attorney at Law ,i
i Casale, Skozen, Woodwardg Buls, LLP

i 5201 Fountain Drive, Suite A

Crown Point, Indlana 46307
Re: Woodmar Country Club
Dear Mr. Casale:

| received your Ietteq of January 15, 2001, In response to this cofrespondence | am
E respectfully requesting that | be allowed to attend the February meeting of the Little
i Calumet River Basitt Commission. | understand that this meeting is to be held on
. February 1, 2001. 1§t will be best to discuss the issues 1 am involved in during an
i executive session so: please advise me of the correct time for the meeting. 1 will be
prepared to address ghe iSsues you raise in the correspondence of January 15, 2001. If
you have any guestions please call me.

i

Very truly yours,

Dale J. Kleszynski, MAI SRA
i President ;

i



WORK STUDY SESSION

1 FEBRUARY 2001
LAND ACQUISITION / MANAGEMENT REPORT

CHUCK AGNEW, CHAIRMAN

1.) There are no increased offers.

2.)

3.)

There is one condemnation: DC 497  Lots 24, 25 Block 3 Georgia Gardens Gary

Handicapped Accessible Park information:

River Forest Elementary School, the site of the proposed handicapped accessible park, had
previously ordered about $70,000 in playground equipment from Playworld Systems, in
anticipation of rebuilding their own park. They had paid off the invoice except for a
$10,000 balance. When the Lake Erie Land Company and LCRBDC proposed building
the handicapped accessible park, school officials requested we pay off that $10,000
balance, rather than have Playworld take back the equipment. As of today LCRBDC is
sending a check for $10,000 to Playworld and LEL has agreed to reimburse LCRBDC.
Thanks to LEL.

It is with sadness that we report the death of a long-time LCRBDC farmer and friend,
Dale Nimetz. Mr. Nimetz farmed our lands for many years and helped with maintenance
projects as the need arose. He was a sincerely likeable person and well-know in the Black
Oak area. LCRBDC sends sympathies to his family.



LITTLE CALUMET RIVER BASIN

DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
ATTENDANCE ROSTER

WAME OF MEETING: L CXB0C.

DATE: 2-~/-2/

=

[LOCATION: /. /00 @Qg;m.f R, Portage. CHAIRMAN: [/ [liam _Tapke.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CHICAGO DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
111 NORTH CANAL STREET
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60606-7206

REPLY TO

ATTENTION OF: 30 January 2001

Real Estate Division

SUBJECT: Mitigation Land Acquisition ﬂ}f)

Mr. Dan Gardner M

Executive Director @j\

Little Calumet River Basin AJ) ‘(PO
Development Commission

6100 Southport Road
Portage, Indiana 46368

Dear Mr. Gardner:

It has been determined that the following lands are acceptable for the wetland
mitigation acreage requirements. You are directed, in accordance with Article III (a) of

the Local Cooperation Agreement, to secure these lands by a Right-of-Entry for
Construction; .

Shirley Heinze Environmental Fund Tracts

Description Acreage
Burr Oak Woods (W&E) 85
Cedano 13
Spangler (north) 30
Spangler (south) 30
Sammey Estate 10
WLTH Radio Lot 4 20
WLTH Radio Lot 3 10
Hobart Area Tracts
Description Acreage
Kim 73
Frohman* 40

*There are currently three tracts owned by the Nozrik Estate which total 60 acres. The

}%ﬁ\;ﬁ’ Nozrik Estate has entered into negotiations to transfer these tracts to the Shirley Heinze
Environmental Fund. If this transfer is completed in a timely manner than the Frohman
Tract can be replaced with thee three Nozrik Estate Tracts.



2.

Attached is a map of the acquisition area highlighting suggested acquisition tracts,
Authorization for Entry for Construction and Attorney’s Certificate of Authority. Please
be advised that the person or organization signing the Right-of-Entry for Construction
must prove fee ownership of the tract and that the tract is encumbered by a conservation
easement with a reverter clause to the IDNR. Upon completion of the acquisitions please
have the documents signed and dated on behalf of the Commission and return one set of
documents to the Real Estate Division.

Every effort has been made to identify all the lands required for the project.
However, the commission shall remain responsible for any additional interest in lands
that the Government determines to be necessary for project purposes

FOR THE COMMANDER M
William G. White
Chief, Real Estate Division
Attachments
Copy Furnished: |
Louis M. Casale, Esq.
Imad Samara, PM-PM

Greg Moore, PM-PS



AUTHORIZATION FOR ENTRY FOR CONSTRUCTION
LITTLE CALUMET RIVER BASIN
FLOOD PROTECTION AND RECREATION PROJECT
Mitigation

I, Dan Gardner, Executive Director, Little Calumet
River Basin Development Commission, do hereby certify that
the Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission has
acquired the real property interests required by the
Department of the Army for the Mitigation requirements, as
outlined on the attached Real estate Mapping, and otherwise
is vested with sufficient title and interest in lands to
support construction of this segment of the project.
Further, I hereby authorize the Department of the Army, its
agents, employees and contractors to enter upon said lands
as identified on attached map to construct the features as
set forth in the plans and specifications held in the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers’ Chicago District Office, Chicago,
Illinois.

Witness my signature as Executive Director, Little
Calumet River Basin Development Commission this day of
2001.
r

BY:

Dan Gardner
Executive Director

ATTORNEY’S CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY

I, Louils M. Casale, Chief Legal Officer for the Little
Calumet River Basin Development Commission, State of
Indiana Certify that the Little Calumet River Basin
Development Commission has authority to grant the above
Authorization for Entry; that said Authorization for Entry
is executed by the proper duly authorized officer; and that
the Authorization for Entry is in sufficient form to grant
the authorization therein stated. ’

Witness my signature as Chief Legal Officer for the
Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission, this
day of , 2001.

BY:

Ioouis M. Casale
Chief Legal Officer



AUTHORIZATICON FOR ENTRY FOR CONSTRUCTION
LITTLE CALUMET RIVER BASIN
FLOOD PROTECTION AND RECREATION PROJECT
Mitigation

I, Dan Gardner, Executive Director, Little Calumet
River Basin Development Commission, do hereby certify that
the Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission has
acquired the real property interests required by the
Department of the Army for the Mitigation requirements, as
outlined on the attached Real estate Mapping, and otherwise
is vested with sufficient title and interest in lands to
support construction of this segment of the project.
Further, I hereby authorize the Department of the Army, its
agents, employees and contractors to enter upon said lands
as identified on attached map to construct the features as
set forth in the plans and specifications held in the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers’ Chicago District Office, Chicago,
Illinois.

‘Witness my signature as Executive Director, Little
Calumet River Basin Development Commission this day of
, 2001.

BY:

Dan Gardner
Executive Director

ATTORNEY'’S CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY

I, Louis M. Casale, Chief Legal Officer for the Little
Calumet River BRasin Development Commission, State of
Indiana Certify that the Little Calumet River Basin
Development Commission has authority to grant the above
Authorization for Entry; that sald Authorization for Entry
is executed by the proper duly authorized officer; and that
the Authorization for Entry is in sufficient form to grant
the authorization therein stated.

Witness my signature as Chief Legal Officer for the
Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission, this
day of r 2001.

BY:

Louis M. Casale
Chief Legal Officer



AUTHORIZATION FOR ENTRY FOR CONSTRUCTION
LITTLE CALUMET RIVER BASIN
FLOOD PROTECTION AND RECREATION PROJECT
Mitigation

I, Dan Gardner, Executive Director, Little Calumet
River Basin Development Commission, do hereby certify that
the Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission has
acquired the real property interests required by the
Department of the Army for the Mitigation requirements, as
outlined on the attached Real estate Mapping, and otherwise
is vested with sufficient title and interest in lands to
support construction of this segment of the project.
Further, I hereby authorize the Department of the Army, its
agents, employees and contractors to enter upon said lands
as identified on attached map to construct the features as
set forth in the plans and specifications held in the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers’ Chicago District Office, Chicago,
Illinois. '

Witness my signature as Executive Director, Little
Calumet River Basin Development Commission this day of
2001. '
‘ ;

BY:

Dan Gardner
Executive Director

ATTORNEY’'S CERTIFICATE OF AUTHCRITY

I, Louis M. Casale, Chief Legal Officer for the Little
Calumet River Basin Development Commission, State of
Indiana Certify that the Little Calumet River Basin
Development Commission has authority to grant the above
Authorization for Entry; that said Authorization for Entry
is executed by the proper duly authorized officer; and that
the Authorization for Entry is in sufficient form to grant
the authorization therein stated.

Witness my signature as Chief Legal Officer for the
Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission, this
day of , 2001.

BY:
Louis M. Casale
Chief Legal Officer




AUTHORIZATION FOR ENTRY FOR CONSTRUCTION
LITTLE CALUMET RIVER BASIN
FLOOD PROTECTION AND RECREATION PROJECT
Mitigation

I, Dan Gardner, Executive Director, Little Calumet
River Basin Development Commission, do hereby certify that
the Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission has
acquired the real property interests required by the
Department of the Army for the Mitigation requirements, as
outlined on the attached Real estate Mapping, and otherwise
is vested with sufficient title and interest in lands to
support construction- of this segment of the project.
Further, I hereby authorize the Department of the Army, its
agents, employees and contractors to enter upon said lands
as ldentified on attached map to construct the features as
set forth in the plans and specifications held in the U.S.
Army Corps of Engineers’ Chicago District Office, Chicago,
Illinois.

Witness my signature as Executive Director, Little
Calumet River Basin Development Commission this day of
2001.
!

BY:

Dan Gardner
Executive Director

ATTORNEY’'S CERTIFICATE OF AUTHORITY

I, Louis M. Casale, Chief Legal Officer for the Little
Calumet River Basin Development Commission, State of
Indiana Certify that the Little Calumet River Basin
Development Commission has authority to grant the above
Authorization for Entry; that said Authorization for Entry
is executed by the proper duly authorized officer; and that
the Authorization for Entry is in sufficient form to grant
the authorization therein stated.

Witness my signature as Chief Legal Officer for the
Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission, this
day of , 2001,

BY:
Louls M. Casale
Chief Legal Officer
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February 1, 2001

Mr. Timothy J. Kroll, P.E.
Technical Advisor

Corps of Engineers

111 North Canal Street, Suite 600
Chicago, TL. 60606-7206

Re: Little Calumet River Levee

Stage VII
75% Plans

Dear Mr. Kroll:

This letter is in response to your Memorandum dated January 16, 2001 and was formulated with
the assistance of James Pokrajac of the LCRBDC. The following paragraphs are numbered in
accordance with your January 16, 2001 Memorandum:

1.and 3.

a. Wereceived 75% plans, however we did not receive 75% specifications.

b. Regarding teal estate issuss, the real estate drawings had too many items missing or not
addressed to do a proper review at this time:

(1) No coordinates were provided.

(2) There was no distinction between permanent easement, temporary easement and
right-of-way lipes.

(3) Until the issues listed later in this letter are adequately addressed there seems to be
a high probability of significant changes in the plans and real estate drawings. In
reality we do not see a way that real estate drawings can be finalized until after the
copstruction plans are complete.

¢.  Shonld work linits be extended riverside to minimize impact to residential backyards or
to allow removal of trees on the riverside of the levee.

P. 219.738.22588 | F, 219.738.2259 |

8300 BROADWAY i MERRILLYILLE, IN 46410-6251

B
I WEB SITE; www.rwarmstrong.com



Mr. Timothy J. Kroll, P.E,
Corps of Engineers
February 1, 2001

Page Two

Review of Sheets C-2 through C-4 indicates that the contractor’s access points to the
levee will be limited to the following locations from public streets: Columbia Avenue,
River Drive North at the Walnut Street Pump Station, Northcote Avenue, With the
limited numbet of access points and the very narrow work limits in many areas, is there
adequate space for the contractor to efficiently perform the construction. Please explain
the anticipated construction procedure the contractor will use when he is clearing and
grubbing as well as excavating and sheet pile driving. (This could impact current work -
limits.)

2. Regarding the response to 50% BCOE review comments we have the following comments:

4.

Many of the responses indicated the word “noted” with little or no further explanation.
Comparison of a number of these comments with plans do not indicate that the
comments have been incorporated into the plans. We believe that each comment needs
a definitive answer. Some comments would result in chapges in the plans and
specifications if implemented. If a comment was incorporated into the plans and specs
then the response should indicate that. If a corament was rejected then the response
should indicate that and why. Other comments just require an explanation which should
be provided as the response.

Review of the responses to date indicate that the following significant comments still
have not been addressed:

(1) Input from Hammeond and Munster regarding the change in project design concept
resulting from imaplementing the value engineering concept. See comments 144
and 145.

(2) Problems associated with sheet pile driving. See comments 149 and 150.

(3) Potential corrosion of the sheet piling and anticipated usefu] life, See comments
155 and 156.

(4) Utility relocation. The response to comment 146 indicates that utilities are to pass
under the SPFW. Is this adequate? Just letting these utilities pass under the SPEW
does not appear to provide adequate safety to the line of protection. Note that the
plans show petroleum pipelines as well as storm and combined sewer crossing the
line of protection or running parallel to it.

4. Landscaping issue still are a major area of concern.

(a) Our comments 183 and 184 need to be addressed. In particular, input on landscaping

still needs to be obtained from Hammond and Munster,



P
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Mr. Timothy J. Kroll, P.E.
Corps of Engineers
February 1, 2001

Page Three

(b) The “Typical Levee Planting Scheme” on Sheet 13 shows an area labeled “Herbaceous
Material Only” extending out from the levee crest to almost the toe of the levee. In
areas where only the crest of the levee is being disturbed to allow for installation of
shieet piling, the area labeled “Herbaceous Material Only” contains many large trees and
shrubs. Is this acceptable? Will the earthen levee in this area provide adequate support
for the sheet piling when these trees die and the root systems decay? Should new tree
and shrub growth in these areas be controlled?

In summary we believe that the design of this section of levee should be put on hold until many
of the issues listed above are addressed and resolved. Once the issues have been resolved and
the plans adjusted accordingly and all 50% comments addressed, we will need to schedule a
public meeting with both Harmomond and Munster residents similar to the earlier meeting we had
with Highland residents.

Very truly yours,

R. W. Armstrong & Associates, Inc.

,\%fﬁ}

James J. Flora, Jr., P.E.
Vice President

IJF:kf
002060.90

c¢: Dan Gardner, LCRBDC
Jim Pokrajac, LCRBDC
Emmett Clancy, Corps of Engineers
Chrystal Spokane, Corps of Engineers
Imad Samara, Corps of Engineers



LITTLE CALUMET RIVER BASIN DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION

FINANCIAL STATEMENT

JANUARY 1, 2000 - DECEMBER 31, 2000

H POSITION - ARY 1, 2000
CHECKING ACCOUNT

LAND ACQUISITION

GENERAL FUND

TAX FUND

INVESTMENTS

ESCROW ACCOUNT INTEREST

RECEIPTS - JANUJARY 1, 2000 - DECEMBER, 31, 2000

244,197.40
143,144.40
0.00
1,188,076.15

11,729.84

1,587,1472.79

LEASE RENTS 51,221.29
[NTEREST INCOME 80,595.57
LAND ACQUISITION 2,635,493.08
ESCROW ACCOUNT INTEREST 9,746.93
MISC. INCOMB 28,487.65
WILLIAM TANKE 55.68
TICOR 50,08
GTE 10.61
TICOR 568.00
CITY OF PORTAGE 106.66
DUNELLEN(PHOTO) 325,00
L. C. TREASURER 783.60 (REBATE QF TAXES
COMMUNITY TITLE 670.02 (CLOSING CHARGES)
R. W. ARMSTRONG 449.00 (NAFSMA)
DLZ 2500.00 (RETURNED CHECK)
CHARLES AGNEW 46,00 (WIFES TICKET TO AIRPORT)
LOU CASALE 100,060 ADD'L FOR ROOM
CHARLES AGNEW 100.00 ADD'L FOR ROOM
BILL TANKE 100.00 ADD'L FOR ROOM
LEL LAND 21500,00
GARY-SANITATION 1133.00 REIMBURSEMENT
KREC REIMBURSEMENT RE: TELEPHONE CHARGE 1,763.83
PROCEEDS FROM YOIDED CHECKS 200,150.38
CHECK #6034 124,825.00 WHITECO
CHECK #6505 33.60 JOHN MROCZKOWSKI
CHECK #6569 35,000,00 ROBERT STOFFREGEN
CHECK #6572 35000.00 LAWYERS TITLE
CHECK #6615 627.08 GTE
CHECK #6616 3,20295 DLZ
CHECK# 6771 1371.75 R. W. ARMSTRONG
TOTAL RECEIPTS 3,007,458.73
ISEURSEMENTS - JANUA - 1, 2000
ADMINISTRATIVE
1999 EXPENSES PAID IN 2000 88,437.89
PER DIEM 10,650.00
LEGAL SERVICES 7,663.96
NIRPC 117,964.14
TRAVEL & MILEAGE 15,489.32
PRINTING & ADVERTISING 1,013.00
BONDS & INSURANCE 5,802.63
TELEPHONE EXPENSE 9,196.61
MEETING EXPENSE 9,867.00
LAND ACQUISITION i
LEGAL SERVICES 70,385.60
APPRAISAL SERVICES 54,950.00
ENGINBERING SERVICES 24,765.02
LAND PURCHASE CONTRACTUAL 12,557.49
FACILITIES/PROJECT MAINTENANCE SERVICES 35,431.44
OPERATIONS SERVICES 0,00
LAND MANGEMENT SERVICES 171,335.69 =
SURVEYING SERVICES 117,719.34
ECONOMIC/MARKETING SOURCES 1,400.00
PROPERTY & STRUCTURE COSTS 231,882.35
MOVING ALLOCATION 65,158.64
TAXES 5,984.21
LAND PURCHASE CONTRACTUAL 0.00
PROPERTY & STRUCTURES INSURANCE 21,546.00
UTILITY RELOCATION SERVICES 60,958.61
LAND CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT 30,049.80
STRUCTURAL CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS 26,132.58
BANK ONE (PURCHASED CERTIFICATE) 1,560,000.00
BANK CALUMET(PURCHASE CERTIFICATE W/LEL FUNDS) $0,036.60
TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS 2,758,990.12
CASH POSITION - DECEMBER 31, 2000
CHECKING ACCOUNT
LAND ACQUISITION 541,026.11
GENERAL FUND 49,902.51
TAX FUND
INVESTMENTS
BANK CALUMET 316,000.00 10/30/2001
BANK CALUMET 700,300.00 10/30/2001
BANK ONE 105,116.15 10/04/2001
BANK CALUMET 92,831.76 01/02/2001
BANK ONE 12,258.90 01/01/2001
BANK ONE 123,053.70 MONEY MARKET
BANK ONE 1,247,109.75 MONEY MARKET
TOTAL INVESTMENTS 2,566,370.26
ESCROW ACCOUNT INTEREST 21,476.77

3,208,775.65

gomé\g



LAND ACQUISITION REPORT
For meeting on Thursday, February 1, 2001

(Information in this report is from January 2, 2001 — January 29, 2001)
w
STATUS (Stage II Phase I) — Harrison to Broadway — North Levee:

1. Project completed July 10, 1992.
Dyer Construction — Contract price $365,524

STATUS (Stage II Phase II) — Grant to Harrison — North Levee:
1. Project completed December 1, 1993
Dyer/Ellas Construction — Contract price $1,220,386

STATUS (Stage Il, Phase 3A (8A) — Georgia to Martin Luther King — South Levee:
1. Project completed January 13, 1995.
Ramirez & Marsch Construction — Contract price $2,275,023

STATUS (Stage 11, Phase 3B) — Harrison to Georgia — South Levee:
1. Project currently 98% complete.
2. Additional land will be required to extend a recreation trail off of the existing levee north of

IUN to allow recreation trail users. (Refer to Recreation Report.)

3. University Park Medical Center (DC-538)

e  Wrote a letter to the COE on December 29, 2000 enclosing the new location &
topographical survey. The Med Center added approximately 2” of fill to expand their
parking facilities that would also raise it above the 100-year event. We requested
eliminating this acquisition. (Awaiting response from COE as of January 26)

STATUS (Stage II, Phase 3C2) — Grant to Harrison:

1. The final inspection was made on May 18", 2000 — completion and turnover of O&M
manuals was done on November 21, 2000.

2. The re-location of the recreation trail due to the crossing at Grant St. would require
agreements with the Gas City Truck Stop and the city of Gary to be able to cross Grant St. at
the light at 32" Ave.

e A meeting with Gas City was held on January 23, 2001 to review their re-
consideration to installing a trail east of their truck stop (Refer to Recreation
Report).

e Ifthis is agreed upon, we will need to pursue additional acquisition for the trail.

e This work may be done as part of the Stage 11l Remediation project scheduled for Spring
2001.

STATUS (Stage I1. Phase 4) — Broadwayv to MLK Drive — North Levee:
1. Investigation into DC 517 will begin. This parcel is on project boundary line and may not be
needed. Is an extensive relocation.

STATUS (Stage I1I) — Chase to Grant:
1. Project completed on May 6, 1994.
Kiewit Construction — Contract price $6,564,520




STATUS (Stage IV — Phase 1-North) — Cline to Burr (North of the Norfolk Southern RR):
1. All easements obtained, utility re-locations completed, and construction started. Anticipated
substantial completion of project is June 2001.

STATUS (Stage IV — Phase 1-South) — Cline to Burr (South of the Norfolk Southern RR):
1. Bids were reviewed and Dyer Construction is the contractor. Work started on May 23" 2000
— 450 days to complete project (see Engineering Report).

STATUS (Stage IV — Phase 2A) — Lake Etta — Burr to Clark:
1. All construction is currently completed. Pump test has been completed. (Refer to
Engineering Report)

STATUS (Stage 1V — Phase 2B) — Clark to Chase:
1. Construction is complete. (Refer to Engineering Report)

STATUS (Stage V — Phase 1) — Wicker Park Manor:
1. Project completed September 14, 1995
Dyer Construction — Contract price $998,630

STATUS (Stage V — Phase 2) — Indianapolis to Kennedy — North Levee:

1. We received modified real estate drawings for Tri-State Bus Terminal from the COE on

November 17", 2000. Modified legal descriptions anticipated for completion by February S5,

2001. Then, the appraisal process will begin.

Wicker Park appraisal is ongoing.

e We received John Snell’s contract. He has made changes and Lou is reviewing. Mr. / —-6
Snell has worked on COE projects. He is concerned COE delays will penalize his
delivery time.

3. The survey for K-Mart was completed by LDZ and was presented to the COE at the
December 5" Real Estate meeting.

A. COE Engineering will consider moving the trail as far west as possible to minimize
taking of parking spaces and reducing impact to tire center at southwest corner of

o

property.
e The COE has agreed to move the trail westward to minimize impacts and we
are awaiting revised coordinates.
B. We received a letter of request from K-Mart requesting construction and 7'—8

easement information on January 10.

STATUS (Stage V — Phase 3) — Northcote to Indianapolis — (Woodmar Country Club):
1. LCRBDC Board members had requested that Woodmar appraiser Dale Kleszynski report on
the appraisal and his explanation for wanting to hire a golf course architect and
contractor.
2. Attorney Casale sent a letter to Dale Kleszynski on January 15, 2001 requesting ?—' /0
information regarding useage of a golf course architect and construction specialist in
his appraisal.




STATUS (Stage VI-Phase 1) — Cline to Kennedy — North of the river, and Kennedy to

Liable — South of the River:

1. All initial surveys have been completed north of the river by GLE on December 15,
The appraisal process will begin in mid-February.
e Highland properties south of the river should be completed by DLZ by early

February which will be approximately 65% of acquisitions south of the river.

2. Upon field investigation by LCRBDC on January 16 and upon receiving additional
property ownership information, additional field work & surveys will be required.

3. We received a location survey of newly constructed buildings by Krosan Development
which were built on easements required for construction.
e We are currently working with the COE on how to proceed.

STATUS (Stage VI — Phase 2) Liable to Cline — South of the River:
1. We received a letter from Komark Business Co. on November 17", 2000, regarding concerns

of preliminary real estate design from the COE West of Cline and South of NIPSCO R/W.

e We received the VI-2 engineering plans & specs & submitted comments that they should
minimize real estate impacts in this area and the landscaping adjacent to this area might
require local coordination.

2. We are still awaiting final engineering drawings to review. These could affect the
preliminary real estate work limits.

STATUS (Stage VII) — Northcote to Columbia:
1. Review of real estate drawings was completed on December 8™ 2000, and drawings were
found to be totally inadequate — they were based upon FDMS3.
e The COE will submit revised real estate drawings prior to 100% B COE review. (We
anticipate Earthtech to complete this by mid-February)

STATUS (Stage VIII — Columbia to State Line (Both Sides of River)
1. We received a letter from Muta Advertising on August 22" expressing concern for future
development impacts on his property that would effect his comprehensive plan.
e This was discussed at the Nov. 1 Technical Review Meeting and it was agreed to have a
meeting with him after the COE completes hydrology review in this area. (Ongoing)

STATUS (Betterment Levee — Phase 1) E.J. & E. Railroad to, and including, Colfax North
of the NIPSCO R/W — Ditch is South of NIPSCO R/W from Arbogast to Colfax.
1. Construction started on July 28 (Refer to Engineering Report for details)

STATUS (Betterment Levee — Phase 2) Colfax to Burr Street, then North N.S. RR, then

East (North of RR R/2) ¥ between Burr and Clark, back over the RR, then South approx.

1.400 feet:

1. Current schedule is to advertise by July 2001; award contract by September 20013 and a
construction start of October 2001 — 360 days to complete. (14 acquisitions remaining.)

EAST REACH REMEDIATION AREA — (NORTH OF 1-80/94, MLK TO I-65):
1. COE has reviewed and approved all remaining appraisals. Offers to landowners will go out
in next few months (27 parcels remaining).




WEST REACH PUMP STATIONS — PHASE 1A
1. These stations include Baring, Hohman-Munster, Walnut and South Kennedy.
2. Refer to Engineering Report.

WEST REACH PUMP STATIONS — PHASE 1B
1. These stations include 81* Street (Highland) and S.E. Hessville (Hammond)
2. Refer to Engineering Report.

MITIGATION
1. The Cline Avenue construction project has resulted in increased water on the 69 acre
site between Cline Avenue and Liable Road.
e We received a copy of a letter from the COE to the IDNR dated January 16, 2001 /113
which formally eliminates this area from the Little Calumet River mitigation plan.




\fﬁ\o\%«“  SNELLLW1—/lnn__

Real Estate Evaluation Co., Inc. ~ 317/722-4868 Office
8425 Keystone Crossing, Sulte 288 .
Indianapolis, IN 46240 . 317/722-4870 FAX

January 10, 2001

Ms. Judith Vamos

Land Acquisition Agent

Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission

6100 Southport Road

Portage, Indiana 46368

RE: Appraisal Contract
Wicker Memorial Park Golf Course
North Township, Lake County, Indiana

Dear Judy:

Enclosed is the executed Contract Agreement For Appraisal Reports on the Wicker
Memorial Park Golf Course property. As we discussed, | made some clarifications to
paragraph 1. (c) relative to appraisal review supplements, and to Schedule A 1.) relative to
the delivery date of the report. Please have the Contract countersigned and return a copy
to me along with the retainer so that | may begin to schedule the assignment. Once you

‘ "~ have assembled the property and project information requested in my November letter and,
during our discussions, we can agree on & mutually acceptable target delivery date.

Dale Kleszynski has been in touch with me thts week regarding his request for consulting
input from both a golf course architect and contractor relative to Woodmar Country Club.
While the Wicker Park appraisal does not appear to demand this additional outside
consulting, if you determine that it is appropriate for Woodmar CC, some joint benefit may
also be available to the Wicker Park assignment. iIn the meantime, he reiterated his belief
that we would both benefit from a sharing of market data, while clearly coming to
independent conclusions. Once | am under contract, we should explore this further.

| look forward to working with you and will schedule my detailed property lnSpectlon
following your confirmation of the appraisal assignment.

Best fegargs,

John-C. Snell, MAI

e/

] John C. Snell, MaI



CONTRACT AGREEMENT FOR APPRAISAL REPORTS

LITTLE CALUMET RIVER FLOOD CONTROL AND RECREATION PROJECT
LAKE COUNTY, INDIANA

This Contract Agreement is made and entered into this /lrh day ofdmmrtg , 200
by and between the Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission, hereinafter referred -

to as the Commission, and John Snell, MAI ofjReal Estate Evaluation Co.. Inc., hereinafter
called the Contractor, located at _8425 KeistongErossiné Suite 288, Indianapolis. IN 46240.

Snell-
WITNESSETH:

WHEREAS, the Commission has entered into a Local Cooperation Agreement (LCA)
with the United States of America (government) under which a civil works project will be
constructed by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (COE) in cooperation with the Commission;
and ‘

WHEREAS, pursuant to the LCA it is the responsibility of the Commission to obtain
appraisals for all interests in real property required for the project, and it is the responsibility
of the COE to review said appraisals; and

WHEREAS, the Contractor has been retained for the purpose of furnishing to the
Commission appraisal reports covering the real property described in this Contract.

NOW, THEREFORE, the parties mutually agree as follows:

1. Preparation and Review of Appraisal Reports -

a.  The Contractor shall prepare, furnish and deliver to the Commission
appraisal reports covering the tracts of real property described in "Schedule A" attached to tlis
Contract.

b. In accordance with Public Law 91-646, as amended, the Contractor shall
contact the owner and give the owner, or his designated representative, an opportunity to
accompany the appraiser during the inspection of the owner's property. '

‘ c. After the appraisal report is delivered to the Commission, it will be
reviewed by a COE Review Appraiser. If requested by the Review Appraiser, the Contractor
shall discuss the appraisal reports with the Review Appraiser, clarify or supplement any
appraisal reports as necessary, and shall cooperate with the review process. Any discussions,
clarifications, and supplements required by the review process shall be performed by the
Contractor at no additional cost to the Commission, unless they are caused by changes in the

roject plans,) Supplements requested to conform to "Uniform Appraisal Standards of
Federal Land Acquisitions" or "USPAP" will be provided as requested as part of the
appraisal review process, without additional cost. However, supplements to the
appraisal which expand the scope of work as contracted herein, will result in
additional billing at a rate of $150 per hour.
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2. Contents of Appraisal Reports -

a. The appraisal reports shall be narrative. The preparation, documentation and
reporting shall conform to the all applicable requirements contained in the "Uniform Appraisal
Standards for Federal Land Acquisition" dated 1992 and in compliance with the Uniform
Standards of Professional Appraisal Practice (USPAP) as promulgated by the Appraisal
Standards Board of the Appraisal Foundation and regulations contained in CFR, Part 24,
entitled "Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Regulations of Federal
and Pederally Assisted Programs.” The appraisals shall be based on state rules for
compensation. :

b. The reports shall be in an 84" by 11" format.

c. The contractor shall furnish three (3) originals of each report to the
Commission, :

d. The appraisal report shall be organized as set forth in "Section B" of the
"Uniform Appraisal Standards for Federal Land Acquisitions.”" The appraisal report shall
contain all of the items set forth in "Section B," unless inclusion is inappropriate, inapplicable,
or impossible, and the report so indicates.

e. For lands valued at $5,000 or less, the appraisal report may consist of a
brief narrative report of four (4) pages, or less, and containing at least three (3) comparable
sales.

3. Delivery - Time being of the essence, the contractor shall deliver to the

Commission all the completed reports on the following schedule:
o~ ¥

Delivery on or before Sckaelti A" . Failure to deliver appraisal reports to the
Commission on or before the above date shall result in a deduction of _1% of the total
payment for each business day the reports are late unless the Commission chooses, at its sole
option, to declare this Agreement terminated pursuant to Paragraph No. 6 for failure to
provide said reports on a timely basis, in which event the Commission shall be liable for only
reports received prior to termination and found acceptable by the COE.

4, Testimony at Judicial Proceedings - At the request of the Commission, the
contractor agrees to testify as to the value of the property at any judicial proceeding, including
pre-trial conferences and trials.

5. Payment - Upon performance of the obligations under this contract, the contractor
agrees to make the appraisal(s) for a total consideration of $§ / 5,‘ oYy . o (see
assignment sheet), however, minus deductions for late delivery of appraisal reports as provided

3



in Paragraph No. 3 herein. This shall constitute full payment to the contractor and shall
include the costs of all supplies, material and equipment, including all discussions,
clarifications, and supplements required by the COE Review Appraiser, and all other expenses
incurred by the contractor in performance of this contract. The contractor shall present to the
Commission an invoice and purchase order claim form for payment. Payment shall be subject
to the completion of review and acceptance by the COE Review Appraiser and approval of the
invoice and purchase order claim form by the Commission.

a. For testimony in judicial proceedings and attendance at pre-trial conferences
the contractor shall be paid _$75.00 per hour.

b. For appraisal revisions caused'by changes in plats, descriptions, or estates,
or for updating reports when requested, the contractor shall be paid the agreed upon hourly
rate.

6. Termination
a. If the contractor does not perform pursuant to this contract, and specifically
if the contractor fails to deliver completed appraisal reports on the schedule set forth in
Paragraph 3 above, the Commission may terminate this contract upon written notice to the
contractor. If this contract, is terminated pursuant to this section, the contractor shall be due
payment only for those appraisal reports which were received by the Commission before the
contractor receives said notice and were found to be acceptable by the COE Review Appraiser.

b. The Commission may terminate this contract for its convenience at any time
by written notice to the contractor. Unless the notice directs otherwise, the contractor shall
immediately after receipt of notice discontinue all work and services. If the contract is
terminated pursuant to this section, the Commission will pay the contractor for all work done

by the contractor which is turned over to the Commission.

7. Changes - The Commission may at any time, by a written order, make any changes
within the general scope of this contract which may either increase or decrease the work and
services hereunder. If such change causes an increase or decrease in the cost or the time
required for performance of this contract, an equitable adjustment shall be made and the
~ contract shall be modified in writing accordingly.

8. Confidentiality - All information contained in the appraisal reports shall be strictly
confidential. The contractor shall not divulge any information concerning such appraisal
reports to any person other than authorized representatives of the Commission and the COE,

9.  Federal and State Iaws - The contractor agrees to comply with all applicable
Federal and State laws and regulations, including section 601 of Title IV of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964 (Public Law 88-352) and the Department of Defense Directive 5500.1I issued
pursuant thereto and published in Part 300 of Title 32, Code of Federal Regulations, as well as

4



Army Regulation 600-7, entitled "Nondiscrimiration of the Basis of Handicap in Programs and
Activities Assisted or Conducted by the Department of the Army."

10. Officials not to Benefit - No member of or delegate to the Congress, or resident
commissioner, shall be admitted to any share or part of this Contract, or to any benefit that
may arise therefrom.

11. Covenant against Contingent Fees - The contractor warrants that no person or
selling agency bas been employed or retained to solicit or secure this Agreement upon
agreement
or understanding for a commission, percentage, brokerage, or contingent fee, excepting bona
fide employees or bona fide established commercial or selling agencies maintained by the
Commission for the purpose of securing business. For breach or violation of this warranty,
the Commission shall have the right to annul this Contract without liability, or in its discretion,
to add to the Contract, or otherwise recover, the full amount of such commission, percentage,
brokerage, or contingent fee.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this Agreement as of the
day and year first above written.

APPRAISER LITTLE CALUMET RIVER BASIN
DEVEWNT COA SSION
C ) g 2Q AIAZ
Appraiser Signature Executive Direétor
CG6iooy28 Date: [/ — A3~ o/

Appraiser Certification

Date: /"//—' o)




LITTLE CALUMET RIVER BASIN DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION

SCHEDULE "A"
APPRAISAL SCOPE OF WORK
ASSIGNED:

Assignment:
Wicker Park Memorial Golf Course Appraisal

1.) Before and After Self-Contained Narrative Appraisal
delivery with 60 days from the date of this contract. **

2.) Title work, assessment and tax card, floodplain maps, contact persons, financial
information, equipment information, all necessary documentation, etc. to be forwarded later.

%% Delivery of the appraisal will be provided within 60 days after receipt

. ﬂ / by the Appraiser of the required property documentation and retainer to

initiate the assignment. Any delays in submitting requested property or
project data to the Appraiser will correspondingly extend the delivery
date of the appraisal and will not result in any payment deduction as set
forth in Paragraph 3 of the Contract.



W M@ |

Patricia A. Briskey . t lq,l

Real Estate Department Kmar? Corporation
Asset Management Resource Center

3100 West Big Beaver Road
(248) 463-1449 .  Troy Mi 48084-3163

(248) 637-1074 = Fax

January 10, 2001

Mr. Dan Gardner

Executive Director

Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission
6100 Southport Road '

Portage, IN 46368

RE: Kmart #4148 - Hammond, IN
7925 Indianapolis Blvd
Little Calumet River Flood Control and Recreation Project

Dear Mr. Gardner:

I am writing in response to your November 1, 2000, Public Hearing Notice in which you indicate
your desire to purchase land for an easement. As you are aware, we do not own the center but
are a tenant with consent rights. Therefore, we would appreciate receiving construction
drawings indicating the proposed easement so that we may determine the affect, if any, on our-
operation. '

By copy of this letter, I am forwarding the Notice to our landlord, Hammond Acreage Partners,
as the property owner would actually have to grant the easement. For your reference, Hammond
Acreage Partners can be contacted c¢/o Spatz Centers, Inc., 330 Melvin Drive, Northbrook, IL

- 60062, ' :

Sincerely,

§om

Patricia A. Briskey
Real Estate Department.

cc: Hammond Acreage Partners’

1445 o



Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission

EMERSON DELANEY, Chalman

Governor's Apgointment

WILLIAM TANKE, Vica Chairman

Porter Counly Commissloners’
Appolntment

ARLENE COLVIN, Treasurer
Mayor of Gary’s
Appointmeant

CURTIS VOST!, Secretary
Govemor's Appainiment

CHARLES AGNEW
Govemor's Appolntment

GEORGE CARLSON
Mayor of Hammond's
Appointment

STEVE DAVIS
Dopt of Natural Resources'
Appointment

ROBERT HUFFMAN
Governor's Appaintment

JOHN MROCZKOWSKI
Govemor's Appoiniment

DR. MARK RESHKIN
Gavernor's Appointment

MARION WILLIAMS
Lake County Commissioners'
Appointment

DAN GARDNER
Executive Director

LOUIS CASALE
Attormey

6100 Southport Road
Portage, Indiana 46368

(219) 763-0696 Fax (219) 762-1653
E-mail: littlecal@nirpc.org

18 January 2001 )
W'

Ms. Patricia A. Briskey \\

Kmart Corporation Resource Center '

3100 West Big Beaver Road

Tracy, MI 48084-3163

RE: Fasements on the Hammond Kmart facility for the Little Calumet River
Flood and Recreation Project

Dear Ms. Briskey:

Thank you for your acknowledgement letter of 10 January 2001 about the Little
Calumet River Flood and Recreation Project. We understand you are the tenet
of owner Hammond Acreage Partners and we have been in contact w1th Mr. Bill
Spatz at Spatz Centers about impacts to the land.

In answer to your questions about the impacts to your Hammond facility:

1.) Easements will be needed on the south and southwest sides for levee
construction, temporary work areas, and a recreation trail.

2.) There is no impact to the Kmart structure.

3.) The Army Corps of Engineers is currently reviewing the engineering
drawings to eliminate any impact to the tire center and minimize the
impact to parking areas.

I will mail you a set of final drawings when they are available and invite you to
call me at 219-763-0696 with any further questions you may have,

Thank you for your cooperation.

Respectfully,

ety o

Judith (Judy) Vamos
Land Acquisition Agent



2
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

CASALE, SKOZEN, WOODWARD & BULS, LLP

5201 FOUNTAIN DRIVE-SUITE A - CROWN POINT, IN 46307 - TELEPHONE: 219-736-2163 - FAX: 219-736-5025 « EMAIL: thefiim@cswhblaw.com

LOUIS M. CASALE

JOSEPH L. SKOZEN
1915-1997

JOSEPH M. SKOZEN
DAVID E. WOODWARD LEGAL ASSISTANTS

DAVID A. BULS

DEBRA L KOZLOWSKI
ANGEEA M. OGRENTZ

LISA K. MISNER - SUSAN M. SEVERA
JAMES M. SPIVAK

DAVID M, BLASKOVICH®

SLICENSED N INDIANA & ILLINGIS

January 15, 2001

Dale Kleszynski

Associated Property Counselors, Ltd.
3027 Ridge Road

Landing, IL. 60438

RE: Woodmar County Club Appraisal
Dear Dale:

As you recall, we previously discussed your progress regarding the finalization of the
Woodmar Appraisal. You had indicated to me that you felt that the retention of a golf course
architect and construction specialist would be very helpful in completing your appraisal. I have
passed this along to the Commission and was asked that I send you this letter requesting that you
outline who you had in mind as specialists, why you needed these specialists and how much they
might cost the Commission.

Please respond at your earliest convenience rggdrding this matter.

Sincerely,

In

Louis M. Casale
Attomney at Law

LMC/a_mo

cc: Dan Gardner, LCRBDC
Curt Vosti, LCRBDC

Appellate - Bankruptcy « Business Litigation + Civil Rights - Collection Zw + Construction - Corporate + Criminal. Defense - Elder Law
Estate Planning + Family Law » Government Law - Healthcare + Insurance Law « Labor & Employment - Medical Malpractice
Personal Injury + Probate « Products Liability = Real Estate - Wills » Worker's Compensation



SENT BY: CASALE SKOZEN WOODWARD & BULS; 218 738 8025, JAN-22-01 18:42; PAGE 2/3
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ASSOCIATED PROPERTY COUNSELORS, LTD.

3 Real Estate Appraisers and Consultants
. Main Office : . 5301 South Cicero Avenue

3027 R‘ng Road : Ch[cago. liinois 80632 ﬁ

i Laneing, Hllinois 60438 : Fhone: 773-565-0410 D 0\

: Phone: 708-895-6767 Fax: 800-474-1075 lq

i+ Fax; 708.885.3834 : l /
January 20, 2001

Mr. Louis M, Casale :
Attorney at Law ;
Casale, Skozen, Woodward& Buls, LLP
5201 Fountain Drive, SulteA
Crown Paint, Indiana 46307

Re: Woodmar Country Glub

Dear Mr, Casale:

| received your letter; of January 15, 2001, In response to this correspondence I am
respectfully requestiq"g that | be allowed to attend the February meeting of the Little
Calumet River Basin Commission. | understand that this meeting is to be held on
February 1, 2001. It will be best to discuss the issues | am involved in during an
executive sesslon sol please advise me of the correct time for the meeting. | will be
prepared to address (he issues you raise in the correspondence of January 15, 2001. if
you have any questions please call me.
i H

Very truly yours,

Dl s

i
}

Dale J. Kleszynski, MAI SRA
President ;

FEh et i

L /O
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

CHICAGO DISTRICT, CORP3 OF ENQINEERS

111 NORTH CANAL STREET
CHICAGO, IL 80606-7208
REPLY TO ConAAG
Am or _ o oA can
16 January 2001
. Environmental and
" Social Analysis Branch
Mr. Bill Maudlin
Environmental Supervisor

Division of Fish and Wildlife

Indiana Department of Natural Resources
402 West Washington Street, Room W-273
Indianapolis, Indiana 46204

RE: Elimination of the Liable/Cline enhancement area from the Little Calumet River mitigation
plan.

Dear Bill,

‘This letter is to inform you that we have formaily eliminated the Liable/Cline enhancement area
from the Little Calumet River mitigation plan. As you know, several impacts have occurred
recently, end still others are anticipated, that serve to make the area unsuitable for mitigation.
These impacts include:

¢ arecently constructed frontage road running north and eouth along the west
side of Cline Avenue that diverts significant amounts of silt laden runoff into
the Liable/Cline area.

« the relocation of the east-west running portion of the Liable/Cline levee at the
south end of the site from the south side to the north side of the NIPSCO
right-of-way through the most valuable portion of the area for mitigation. This
relocation is necessary because a newly constructed housing development
leaves too little room for a levee between the right-of-way and the nearest
homes.

e three 36-inch diameter pipes and gatewells to be placed through the east-west
levee segment approximately midway between Liable Street and Cline Avenue
for the purpose of carrying interior drainage to the river. The low quality, high
velocity water flowing from these pipes will further impact the Liable/Cline
area beyond the limits of the levee itself,
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