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Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission

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

WILLIAM TANKE, Chairman

gy o ﬁfﬁ MEETING NOTICE

ROBERT HUFFMAN, Vice Chairman
Governor's Appointment

gggg;;%ﬂm ") THERE WILL BE A MEETING OF THE
T— LITTLE CALUMET RIVER BASIN

g i U &;r DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
GEORGE CARLSON / Qy AT 6:00 P.M. TUESDAI’, JULY 9, 2002
o AT THE COMMISSION OFFICE
sl 6100 SOUTHPORT ROAD
Mayor of POR TA GE, IN
Appointmént
STEVE DAVIS
Dept. of Natural Resources'
Aot - WORK STUDY SESSION - 5:00 P.M.
EMERSON DELANEY /}#”
Governor's Appointment
ROBERT MARSZALEK \/ AGEND A (%J/
Governor's Appointment \
B Akt \/ 1. Call to Order by Chairman William Tanke C\
tﬂ:irlzlg:unfy - missioners' 2. Pledge of Allegiancc /)\}
Appointment,

- 3. Recognition of Visitors and Guests /v

N GARDNER
E’Tecum’e Dyrsctor 4. Approval of Minutes of June 6, 2002 /— S’/ Qk
LOUIS CASALE
Attorniey 5. Chairman’s Report 00/

e Report on Commission Special meeting held on June 28th \\
6. Executive Director’s Report /
e  Burr Street/city of Gary funding meeting
> 100 & 200 yr. before and after floodplain elevations and @
acreages, funding situation
e Update — Project Mitigation Status
> In-project mitigation re-bid process
J Hlinois—Qeép Tunnel groundbreaking — South suburbs
> Offer for presentation of Illinois project — Frank Gaweda —
MSD of Greater Chicago

7. 0Old Business
* O&M issue at Colfax-Calhoun drainage ditch
+ Status of disposition of property
+ Follow-up on INDOT/Tri-State project at Indianapolis Blvd.
* Report on property liability insurance update



10.
1L
12.

8. Standing Committees

A

Land Acquisition/Management Committee — Arlene Colvin, Chairperson

Land Acquisition
e  Appraisals, offers, acquisitions, recommended actions

e COE Real Estate meeting held on June 27
¢ Committee meeting held 6/10/02 report
Land Management ' .
o Inter-local agreement between us and Highland for pump station turnover
e Update on property leases
¢ Other Issues

.. Project Engineering Committee — Bob Huffman, Chairman

e Update on 75’ drainage easement — Lou Casale
» Pump Station 1B union concerns
o Status of COE/LCRBDC tracking program
» Final GSD coordination meeting minutes of June 6, 2002
- e Utility coordination meeting held 6/12 & 25/02
e Other Issues
Legislative Committee — George Carlson, Chairman
e Budget passes Special Session — Funding prospects for $2.5 million ?"’ / &

e 2003-04 State Budget request preparation
» Other Issues

Recreational Development Committee — Emerson Delaney, Chairman
e No recreational work scheduled until Recreation Phase 2 is released
e Other Issues

Marina Development Committee — Bill Tanke, Chairman
e Portage Public Marina update

> Schedule meeting with Bank One for bonding review
s  Other issues

Finance Committee — Curt Vosti, Chairman ;

+ Financial status report / / _-'/ ‘?'

e Approval of claims for June 2002 S B3~/ 7{

e COE letter withdrawing $100,000 from construction escrow account / S_’
s  Other Issues '

Environmental Committee — Mark Reshikin, Chairman
» Attorney review of COE letter re: 401 Water Quality Certification requirement
s  Other Issues

Policy Committee — George Carlson, Chairman
e Amended By-Laws distributed
¢  Other Issues

/
1. Public Relations Committee — Bob Marszalek, Chairman
e Public Newsletter '
o Issues ~
Other Issues

New 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. THURSDAY, JUNE 6, 2002
6100 SOUTHPORT ROAD
PORTAGE, INDIANA

Chairman William Tanke called the meeting to order at 6:10 p.m. Ten (10) Commissioners were present.
Pledge of Allegiance was recited, Quorum was declared and guests were recognized.

Development Commissioners: Visitors:
William Tanke Bill Petrites — Highland resident

John Mroczkowski JoMary Crary, IDNR, Div. of Water
Mark Reshkin Don Ewoldt — Lake Erie Land

Bob Marszalek Imad Samara - ACOE

Steve Davis Sandy O’Brien - Hobart

Emerson Delaney Jim Flora — R.W. ARMSTRONG CO.
Arlene Colvin

Robert Huffman

George Carlson

Marion Williams

Staff:

Dan Gardner
Sandy Mordus
Jim Pokrajac
Judy Vamos
Lou Casale

The minutes of the May 2™ meeting were approved by a motion from Arlene Colvin; motion seconded by
Bob Marszalek; motion passed unanimously.

Chairman’s Report — Chairman Tanke referred to attorney Lou Casale for a report on the insurance
coverage that the Commission has. Mr. Casale reported that he has talked to the insurance agent and has
him getting some quotes together to increase the director’s and officers’ liability policy to $3 million per
person/$5 million per occurrence. He is also checking into several other questions that Lou had. We hope
to have the information for the next Board meeting,

Executive Director’s Report_- Executive Director Dan Gardner reported on the recent rains the area
received. Jim Pokrajac displayed some pictures he had taken of the flooding areas, namely, Wicker Park
golf course, Woodmar Country Club, and some streets in the Burr Street levee area. He reported the COE
has calculated this to be a 5-year flood event. Commissioner Reshkin asked how the flooding was in areas
that had completed levee segments in them and was told that those areas did fare better. He also requested
staff get photos in these areas during the next event. They might have had standing water a couple of
inches deep but receded much quicker. With the project in place, the duration was much shorter, Some of
the pictures portrayed the flooded area at Indianapolis Blvd. and 81% Street in Highland. Mr. Gardner
added that we need to schedule a meeting with the town of Highland to talk about a remedy to the
flooding.
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+ Mr. Gardner stated that now that we have had a meeting today with Gary Sanitary District, we will be
scheduling a meeting with the Mayor. Although construction of Burr Street levee, Phase 2 is the priority
subject to talk to the Mayor about, we also need to talk about the GSD issues and mitigation. Mr. Gardner
will try to schedule that meeting within a couple of weeks. Arlene Colvin requested she be kept in the
loop.

« Mr. Gardner distributed a letter from Ray Coughenour and Imad Samara listing out a “business tracking
plan” format to track key issues while trying to resolve them. Since we have just received it tonight, staff
will look it over to see if changes need to be made.

« Mr. Gardner talked about a retreat meeting for the Commission members. There are several key issues
that need discussing. A date will be set.

Old Business — Regarding the drainage ditch area that lies between Colfax and Calhoun, north of the
Norfolk Southern RR, Mr. Gardner stated that we have received a petition signed by those residents in
that area. We will be responding to them.

» Regarding the storm water issue, Mr. Gardner stated that we are awaiting rules from IDEM, which
should be available the end of the year. Mark Reshkin added that responsible agencies have to submit a
plan by next year and they will have 1 year to develop that plan. The role in which the Commission may
participate in may be under Rule 13 that provides public outreach to the citizens.

» Regarding the clean-up of Lyles property, Jim Pokrajac reported that the clean-up has been completed.

« The attorney is working on the disposal of property procedure. Mr. Casale stated that his office has sent
a required notice to different agencies. Within 30-60 days, he is hoping the process will allow us to sell
off any surplus property we have. The initial property that we would like to sell is the rental house located
at 3120 Gerry Street that we own and those renters living there would like to purchase it. Status of
progress will be reported.

« Mr. Gardner asked Imad Samara the status of the in-project mitigation contract award. Imad stated that 4
bids were received; 3 were ruled out; negotiations were taking place with the 1 technically-qualified
contractor but a fair and acceptable price with them could not be reached. The COE does plan to re-bid
the project. Some changes will be made to the original specs. One change would be to separate the
improvements from the O&M from the project. Mr. Tanke inquired about the time table to re-bid. Imad
replied that probably by the end of August, a contractor could be selected. Another pre-bid meeting will
also have to be scheduled.

Land Acquisition/Management Committee — Committee Chairperson Arlene Colvin made a motion to
approve an increased offer on DC483 from $4296 to $8985 (owner rejected original flowage easement;
wants to sell in fee); motion seconded by Bob Huffman; motion passed unanimously. There are no
condemnations.

« Ms. Colvin reported that continuing efforts are being made in regard to the mitigation land in the Hobart
Marsh area. Judy Vamos has sent out letters for request to survey and appraise.

» Ms. Colvin reported that several Boy Scout troops had their annual outing on June 1* and cleaned up the
levee and placed wood chip trails on top of the levee in Stage VIL. The Commission furnished pizza to the
Scouts for a job well done.

« Two agreements were entered into this month with Area Plumbing for $3582 (to finish work on fhe
DC448 Taborski property) and South Shore Marina for $1,313 (to secure roadways on Commission

property).

A
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Project Engineering Committee — Committee Chairman Bob Huffman gave the engineering report. He
reported that.our attorney is continuing efforts with the Lake County Surveyor’s Office and Lake County
Attorney John Dull in an effort for them to establish a 75’ drainage easement in certain areas needed for
the project.

« Mr. Huffman reported that the meeting with Gary Sanitary District was held on June 6%, All 7 remeining
items that had not been previously addressed were discussed. Tasks have been assigned to appropriate
people to try to resolve the remaining issues.

« Mr. Huffman reported that we have received as-built drawings from the COE for Stag IV-1 North. We
still have some engineering concerns regarding the drainage ditch at Colfax to Calhoun.

« Mr. Huffiman referred to the email received from INDOT regarding their position on a pump station in
the Tri State area at Indianapolis Blvd. in Highland. Discussion centered on having a meeting with John
Bach, Highland Public Works Director, to discuss this further. INDOT plans to put a lift station, not a
pump station, in the area. Staff would follow up to see if Highland has interest.

» A modified report of the minority participation information was discussed. A new format was
established that appears to be easier reading and understanding.

 Legislative Committee — Committee Chairman George Catlson referred to the response letter we
received from Betty Cockrum, Director of the State Budget Agency. It indicates that the $2.5 million is
indeed not available to the Commission. :

« He also referred to the Times editorial entifled “A drought of funding for flooding projects”. With the
recent heavy rains we just experienced, the article spoke of the levees that are in place are working well
but it has been a struggle to acquire enough state funding to match the federal funding. A special
legislative session is ongoing now and it is hoped that some kind of an acceptable revenue reinstatement
can emerge from it,

« Mr. Gardner added that he attended a session at Purdue Cal sponsored by the city of Hammond and the
university entitled “Alliance for Indiana’s Future”. There are 7 meetings that are being held around the
state.

Recreational Development Committee — Committee Chairman Emerson Delaney stated that there are
no recreation contracts at this time.

Marina Committee — Committee Chairman Bill Tanke stated that discussions have taken place with the
Portage Port Authority. It appears that the Mayor does not wish to commit the city’s resources for the
marina build-out at this time.

» Mr. Tanke is calling a marina committee meeting after the Board meeting tonight.

« Mr. Tanke referred to the 2 IDNR permit approvals for dredging that were included in the agenda
packet.

Finance/Policy Committee — In Committee Chairman Curt Vosti’s absence, Arlene Colvin gave the
Finance report. Ms, Colvin referred to the monthly financial statement.

« Ms. Colvin also referred to the COE letter requesting our local cash contribution of $266,000 that will
meet our obligation toward construction through September 2003.

« Ms. Colvin made a motion to approve paying South Shore Marina an amount of $1313 (for cost incurred
in barricading access to Commission property at Wright Street in Gary) out of the LEL funds; motion
seconded by John Mroczkowski; motion passed unanimously.

N
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« Ms. Colvin then made a motion to approve paying South Shore Marina an amount of $1380 (for cost
incurred in installing handrails at Burns Waterway Breakwater in Portage) out of Sand Fund monies;
motion seconded by George Carlson; motion passed unanimously. ‘

« Ms. Colvin then made a motion to transfer funds in the amount of $3,000 from Line 5883 (Project Land
Capital Improvements) to Line 5881 (Property/Structure Insurance). Actual property liability insurance
was higher than anticipated and we still have 2 structure property insurance invoices we have not received
yet; motion seconded by John Mroczkowski; motion passed unanimously. This transfer of funds should
be adequate to cover all expenses in this budget line.

« Ms. Colvin made a motion to approve the May claims for a total of $71,096.76; motion seconded by
Bob Huffiman; motion passed unanimously.

» Mr. Gardner added that staff has met and prioritized the remaining funds we have at the State Budget
Agency to last through the 14 months remaining before the next budget session. With the $2.5 million
being rescinded from the Commission, we need to spend the monies we have on priority items.

Environmental Committee — Committee Chairman Mark Reshkin gave the Environmental Report. He
referred to a meeting that Mr. Gardner attended hosted by the Soil & Water Conservation Districts of
IN/IL. Mr. Gardner gave the Little Cal video presentation, as well as talking about the watershed plan.
Mark Reshkin inquired whether a bi-state coordination effort needs to be established and Mr. Gardner
thought that it would be a good idea.

« Tmad Samara stated that the COE received a letter from Ilinois (Don Vohemme) expressing some
concern that the Indiana flood control project was not moving as quickly as the Illinois flood control
project. They wish to meet with us at some point.

» Mark Reshkin referred to the letter in the packet from the COE stating their request to make the property
between Chase and Grant Streets available to them for the purpose of returning wetland hydrology to
hydric soil in order to meet the IDEM 401 water quality certification requirements. Discussion ensued.
Dr. Reshkin directed the attorney to do a legal analysis of the letter. After it is determined what our
position should be, we will meet with LEL to explore options.

Policy Committee — Committee Chairman George Carlson referred to the draft bylaws that his committee
has formulated. In discussing the travel for point of clarification, it was suggested that the bylaws be
corrected to say that “staff includes contract employees”. No further comments were suggested. Mr.
Carlson was commended on his efforts in putting the bylaws together. Dr. Reshkin made a motion to
adopt the bylaws as presented with the one suggested change; motion seconded by Bob Marszalek;
motion passed unanimously. Chairman Tanke directed the attorney to share the bylaws with the State
Board of Accounts to make sure they are acceptable.

Public Relations Committee — Committee Chairman Bob Marszalek stated that he would be working
with Judy Vamos to add some project information to the library web site. :
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Other Issues — Chairman Tanke scheduled a Commission special session for 5:00 June 28. Notice will
be sent out.

Statements to the Board — Don Ewoldt questioned the contents of the letter received from the COE. He
said that he would meet with the Commission at any time. He questioned Imad on the idea of separating
the development and the maintenance of the in-project mitigation property. He felt strongly that by
separating the contracts, it would increase the bids significantly. It would present problems by having 2
separate contractors.

+ Judy Vamos informed the Board that she had visited areas in the east reach after the flooding and felt
that the project was doing exactly what it is suppose to do; that is, hold the water in the flowage areas so
surrounding area does not flood.

« Bill Petrites talked about the recent flood event. He felt that the current Highland drainage system is not
adequate to handle drainage problems in that area. He also felt that INDOT should be working with
Highland for a joint pump station that would help Highland correct their existing drainage problem. Mr.
Gardner stated that we need to meet with John Bach to discuss this. Although Mr. Petrites thinks we
would probably be wasting our time pursuing this with INDOT or the town, he suggested that we get
involved in the permitting process. The only way he thinks we can help is to get involved in the
permitting process. Because of his concern, Mr. Petrites has not given INDOT the easement they need
from him for construction, but they can condemn him. Mr. Gardner stated that staff would request the
plans & specifications from INDOT for this area in order that we and the COE office can review them.

The next meeting was scheduled for Thursday, July 39 at 6:00 p.m.

/sim



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CHICAGO DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
111 NORTH CANAL STREET
CHICAGO, IL 80606-7206

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

June 13, 2002

Planning Programs and Project
Management Division

Jomary Crary

DNR, Division of Water

402 West Washington Street,

Room W264

Indianapolis, IN 46204-2641

Dear Mrs. Crary:

Tt was nice seeing you at Little Calumet River Development
Commigsion Commissioners board meeting last Thursday June 6,
2002. At the meeting you requested the Burr Street Levee Maps.
Enclosed in this letter are 2 sets of maps. Each set is mad up of
three maps. These maps are the Pre-Project Flooding Limits,
Current Flooding Limits, and Post Flooding Limits at the Burr
Street Area. These maps also shows a tabulation of the elevations
of the 100-Year flood Levels for each of these maps.

These maps reflect a slight correction to the maps provided at
the May 2002 commissioners meeting. These maps will supersede the
May 2002 wmaps.

I1f you have any questions regarding this item, please contact me
at 312-353-6400 ext. 1809, or email me at
imad.samara@usace.army.mil.

Imad N Samara
Project Manager

CF: Dan Gardner, Little Calumet River Basin Development
Commission
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By lva-Marie Palmer

After 30 years, Deep Tunnel in final phase '

THE STAR

When it rains, calla pour into the office of

state Sen. William Shaw, D-Dolton.

The Little Calumet River almost is
guaranteed to floed after a heavy rain,
leaving Shaw's constituents from Harvey
and Dixmoor to Calumet Gity and Lansing
complaining of water rising in their base-
ments, flood damage and suffering proper-
ty values,

“In South Holland, people have to ront -

boats when-we have a heavy rain,” said
Shaw, who iz 4150 mayor of Dolton.

The solution — an estimated $3.5 billion
endeavor conceived some 30 years ago —
got a little closer to completion on Thurs-
day, as the Metropolitan Water Reclama-
tion District celebrated the start of the last
leg of its Deep Tunnel with a ground.
hreaking ceremony at Veterans Park in
Calumet City. - .

“It's .approprinte that it's raining”
MWRD President Terrence O’Brien said.

" “That's the whole purpose of this construc-

tion, to save basements in this region from
rains like this”

This 7.9-mile stretch of tunnel will serve
a 14.9-square mile area that covers
Dolten, South Holland, Calumet City,
Lansing, Phoenix, Dixmoor, Riverdale and
Harvey. i .

Scheduled for completion in March
20086, the tunnel — up o 300 feet under-
ground in some spots — will prevent 59
millicn gallens of polluted water from
entering the Little Calumet River, mean-
while sparing from floods the 134,000 res-

» idents in its service area.

The entite system, 109 miles of tunnel

with lines serving the DesPlaines and -

O'Hare areas, the city of Chicago and, now,
the South Suburbs, will provide 18 billion
gallons of storage capacity, O'Brien said.

The tunnels won't be working alene,.
though. . .

The Calumet praject, which includes
36.7 miles of tunnel, also inciudes a 4.8-bil-
lion-galton reservoir to be completed at the
Thornton Quarry, That won't happen for
another 10 years, said Jack Farnar, gener-
al superintendent for the MWRD,

But, a transitional reservoir at the site
took in 1.4 billion gallons of stormwater”
just during rains in May and early June,
Farnan said. Water collected in the tun-
nels and reservoirs is stored until it can be
pumped o exisling treatment plants, puri-
fied und safely released to waterways, .

“We know the system is working,” he
said. “In 14 years, we estimate we'll see
$100 million in flood benefits. Becausa this
area, when it rains, is horrible.” .

Although the benefita are cvident, the
project’s large, and expensive, seope at
{irst was ¢ontroversial, ('Brien said in a
speech for the press and elected officials.

“Foday, more than 85 percent ofall com-

¢ bined sewer overflows are cat:tured in the
. Deep Tunoe] and the resu

t is a great
improvement in the-water guality in the
Chicagoe River,” O'B¥ien safd.

“Figh have returned and so have the

* fishermen, most notably the Bass Mastors

Abava, Mary Carrali, from the Metropolitan Water Recfamation District, hands out
shovels during a rainy groundbreaking ceremony for the last éight miles of the Deap
Tunnel Project at Veteran's Park in Calumel City on Thursday.

Terrence O'Brign,
Ing tha ceremeny.

Fishing Classic held in Chicige two years

ago.
tourist attraction and a boost to real estate
values” :

Farnan said residents of the Calumet
area won't dread the sound of raindrops gn
their roofs. ‘TheylL be happy to sit in their
house watching the reservoir fill up,
instead of their basements,” he said.

Construction of the veserveirs and the
tunnel system also has brought the
MWRD praise fram national enginéering
associations. The American Public Works
Association listed the project on its Top 10
Public Works Projects of the Century List.

And it's been copied. The Chunnel,
which connects England and France
throupgh an underwater tunnel, was based
on the MWRD's design, said Gloria Majew-
ski, MWRD finance chairman.

Variations on the project are under way

The Chicago River is now considereda,

president of the Metropolitan Water Reclamation District, speaks dur-

in Milwnukee, Cincinnati, San Franciscd,
Detrait, Atlanta and Toronto, Farnan said,
Farnan estimated that contractors
would start drilling shafts for the tunnel in
-abut twoe menths. Then, crews po under-
ground, working their entire eight-hdur
shifts — bathreom and lunth breaks
included — drilling rock to accomumodate
the 25.foot-diametet tunne?!, Farnan said,
Fortunately, crews have to do very little
dynamite blasting, making the work safer
than it was, he added, He said 98 percent
of the work is dene with tunneling equip-
~ment, .
“It’s just like building a building,” Far-
nan said. “It's just 300 feet underground.”

.. n ,
lva-Maric Palmer may be reached at

- {708) 802-8815 vr via e-mail at

impalmer@starnewspapers.com,
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The issue: Indlanas epecial sessmn of the General Assembly
. Qut opinion: At the last minute, the Ieg:slature did what it
had to do. [t won't, bée without pain, but it's'in our longterm
s best mterest that this' plan be put into p|ace Too bad thls '
- © wasn't, done a long time ago.

" he most unportant itemon state lawmakers’ “to
" do” list can now safely have a checkmarkin - -
- K front of it. Laté Saturday, the special session of
. the Indiana General Assembly ended with approval of

a bill to shore up Indlana S fmances and restructure

taxes. -

- This'is one of those landmark moments in Indlana

: .lustory that will be remembered for decades.  :

House Bill 1001, which received bipartisan support

' m both the House and Senate, brings sweeping
.changes that will afféct everyone in Indiana, from
homeowilers to tenants to business owners.

- Theresult ‘will help Indiana avoid the deficit of

-morethan $1 billion that had been prog ected by m1d
2003, ..

Taxpayers will find much to pra1se and much to ‘
curse in this bill, which is expected to be signed mto
law soon by Democrattc Gov. Frank O’°Bannon.

. Soine of the provisions will soften' the blow of the
reassessment that was expected to result in huge

. property tax bills for many Hoos1ers 3
_ Thelegislation iricreases the homeowrer’s exemp—
tion from $6 000 to $35 000. The: homestead credit, -
now at-10 percent, increases to, 20 percent Itwas to
have decréased to 4 percent beginning in 2003, "

Tt also shifts 60 percent of the burden for schools-

.from the locdl property taxes onto the state. Consider-
ing that schools account for about two-thirds of the to-
tal property taxes.each homeowner pays, that in itself
will be a big relief. - = .

Rep. Dan’ Dumezich; R-Scherervﬂle, was the only
Northwest Indiana lawmaker to vote against the:com-

promise legislation. He, along with: Rep. Earl Harris, - -

"D-East Chicago, said the bill didn’t contain enough
Jong-term economic stimulus for Lake County,
But just look at what the bill does for businesses. It
eliminates the corporate gross income and supple-
mental net income taxes and phases out the inventory
" tax over five years.The research.and deve10pment tax
credlt doubles to 10 percent o
“These are policies that, aith to unprove the chmate
for business in Indiana. Given the region’s. strategic Io-
cation, these new tax pohc1es should make promotmg
Northwest Indiana much easier. = .’ .

__ TUESDAY, JUNE 25,2002

il ity WL

* And legalization of dockside gambling should pro- -

. vide an immediate boost to the casino 1ndust:ry and

as aresult, to local | govermnents

A profit-sharing plan for commumues wn:hout casi-
nos could give Porter County more than $900 000 a
year. .. b
But there are costs too ' S '

The sales tax will be 6 percent up from the current :
5 percent; The gas tax will rise by-3 cents per ga]lon
The cigarette tax will go up 40 cents per pack. -

" Well, no one said this would be painless. The ques-
uon was really more a‘matter-of where to distribute -

 that pain in the long-term best interest of the state.

Rep. Ralph Ayres, R-Chesterton, summed it up
well. “It’s not perfect, there’s a lot of bad stuff in i,

‘but considering the (economlc) situation we re in, it
‘ glves Northwest Indiana a chance,” he said.:

It is a shame that it took so long tb get this legrsla--
tion passed. Itis all the more ironic when ¢omparing
how similar the final outcome is to the original pro-

".posals to restructure taxes and shore up: the states fi-
. nances, ;

. This' should have been donein the regular sessmn
so the taxpayers wouldn’t have to pay for the overtlme
special session that ended Saturday. -

But at least this crisis finally has been solved Now
we:can move forward to the next problem. .

7
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INDIANAPOLIS

Schuitz

named |
budget
du'ecim'

' Former Democratxc
. state lawmakér-aware
: ; of ‘tough assignment.’

" BY TERRY BURNS

Times Statehouse Bureau Chief

Gov Frank O’Bannon has

- named Marilyn Schultz, a for-

mer Democratic state law-

" maker and university adminis-

trator, to be the state’s new
budget director. -

Schultz, who lives in Indi-
anapohs replaces State Bud-

“get Director Betty Cockrum,

who recently accepted a job

.as president and chief execu-

tlve:offlcer for Planned Par-

enthpod ‘of Greater Indiana,
Schultz takes over the

budget agency at a time when

‘Indidna is faCmg its worst

budget crisis in decades and

‘poised to enact a series of tax
“increases aimed at balancing
the state’s bottom line and

overhauling the tax system.
The former state represen-
tative will bé one of the key
administration- officials re-
sponsible for implementing
those sweeping budget and
tax reforms, which recently

- were approved by the General’
- Assembly.

:“I am thrilled that Marilyn

* 8chultz has agreed to take on

this = tough - db&lgllment, _
O’Bannon said Tuesday in an-
nouncing the appointment.

“I*ve known her for many
years,.and I have always been

'uupressed by her understand-

ing of the nuances of the
state’s fiscal picture.” .
Schultz, currently director
of the Divisiofr of Disability,
Aging and Rehabilitation Ser- .
vices in the Family and Social
Serviges: Administration, may:. -
be the Tirst- budget director .-
who also served in the Gener—

the State. Budget Committee;
and chairwomarn of the School
Finance Subcommlttee : i
After leavmg the legisla-
ture, she served as ditector of,

.admifiistration for the Ind1ana -

University School of Med1c1ne,
later-became associate vice.
presidént &t.-Indiana. State
University and’ eventually was -
named ISUs vice president for
planfihg and budgets '




LITTLE CALUMET RIVER BASIN DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION

FINANCIAL STATEMENT
JANUARY 1, 2002 - MAY 31, 2002

CASH POSITION - JANUARY 1, 2002
CHECKING ACCOUNT
LAND ACQUISITION
GENERAL FUND
TAX FUND
INVESTMENTS
ESCROW ACCOUNT INTEREST

RECEIPTS - JANUARY 1, 2002 - MAY 31, 2002
LEASE RENTS

INTEREST INCOME(FROM CHECKING & FIRST NATL)

LAND ACQUISITION
ESCROW ACCOUNT INTEREST
MISC, INCOME

KRBC REIMBURSEMENT RE; TELEPHONE CHARGE

PROCEEDS FROM VOIDED CHECKS
Cki#t7254 N. NIMETZ 1,500.00
TOTAL RECEIPTS

DISBURSEMENTS - JANUARY 1, 2002 - MAY 31, 2002

ADMINISTRATIVE
2001 EXPENSES PAID IN 2002
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

MISCELANEOUS EXPENSES
ECONOMIC/MARKETING SOURCES
PROPERTY & STRUCTURE COSTS
MOVING ALLOCATION

TAXES

PROPERTY & STRUCTURES INSURANCE
UTILITY RELOCATION SERVICES

LAND CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT
STRUCTURAL CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS
BANK CHARGES MERCANTILE

TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS

CASH POSITION - MAY 31, 2002
CHECKING ACCOUNT
LAND ACQUISITION
GENERAL FUND
TAX FUND

INVESTMENTS
FIRST NATIONAL BANK
(BASE CAPITAL INVESTMENT)
FIRST NATIONAL BANK
(MISC INTEREST/RENTAL INVESTMENT

BANK ONE
(LEL MONEY)
BANK ONE
(MARINA SAND MONEY)
+ BANK ONE
(STATE DRAW MONIES)
BANK ONE
(GARY PARKS & REC MONIES)

700,000.00

258,000.00

130,347.04
141,684.07
17,713.17

389,438.03

TOTAL INVESTMENTS

ESCROW ACCOUNT INTEREST AVAILABLE

//

1

14,521.85
71,753.88
0.00

1,530,399.10

100.57

3

94,996.71

23,300.00
14,658.24
46,478.31

256.13

52028
1,500.00

3,700.00
4,068.65
59,680.57
689.16
539.41

1,716,775.40

386,712.96

6,070.75 .

2,74749
1,650.35

3591117
21,550.00
35,803.39
17,597.00
8,555.00
0,00
91,833.53
6,335.00
0.00
380.00
7,539.62
0.00
6,521.35
0.00

65,905.21

1

4/26/2003

10/25/2002

MONEY MARKET
MONEY MARKET
MONEY MARKET
MONEY MARKET

1.6

0.00
345.00
5.00

02,189,92
93,111.39

37,182.31
356.70

37742765

1,832,840.32



LITTLE CALUMET RIVER BASIN DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
MONTHLY BUDGET REPORT, JUNE 2002

6 MONTH UNALLOCATED

174

2002 ALLOCATED BUDGETED
BUDGET JANUARY FEBRUARY  MARCH APRIL MAY JUNE  TOTAL BALANCE

5801 PER DIEM EXPENSES 16,000.00 400.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 000  3,750.00 [ 4,150.00] 11,850.00
5811 LEGAL EXPENSES 8,500.00 1,102.33 670.33 1,522.33 337.33 1,31833  1,295.83 6,246.48 2,253.52
5812 NIRPC SERVICES 125,000.00 9,166.68 9,877.00 9,953.97 11,083.65 10,038.82 10,175.62 | 60,295.74 64,704.26
5821 TRAVEL/MILEAGE 14,000.00 153.20 0.00 0.00 205.56 15.96 355.88 730.60 13,269.40
5822 PRINTING/ADVERTISING 5,000.00 0.00 56.67 465.62 0.00 0.00 0.00 52229 | N 447771
5823 BONDS/INSURANCE 7,500.00 0.00 77.00 0.00 599375 0.00 0.00 607075 |V 1,429.25
5824 TELEPHONE EXPENSES 7,000.00 356.03 391.21 554.13 365.78 159.44 304.23 2,130.82 4,869.18
5825 MEETING EXPENSES 8,000.00 98.57 0.00 0.00 59.08 1526 832.29 1,005.20 6,994.80
5838 LEGAL SERVICES 125,000.00 7,875.89 6,320.57 6,146.94 828277 520587 428743  38,119.47 86,880.53
5840 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 500,000.00  24,865.61 39,996.25  31,588.45 28,835.44  35610.73  46,326.16  207,222.64 292,777.36
5860 PROJECT LAND PURCHASE EXP. 3,170,188.00 2,275.00 0.00 4,800.00  5133.74 1407135 0.00 2628009  3,143,907.91
5881 PROPERTY/STRUCTURE INS. 28,000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 2421050  1,968.00 0.00  26,178.50 1,821.50
5882 UTILITY RELOCATION EXP. 200,000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00  62,507.00 0.00 760.54  63,267.54 136,732.46
5883 PROJECT LAND CAP. IMPROV. 247,000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 247,000.00
5884 STRUCTURES CAP. IMPROV. 25,000.00 345.00 0.00 0.00 162.75 0.00 0.00 507.75 24,492.25
4,486,188.00  46,638.31 57389.03  55031.44 147,177.35  68,403.76  68,087.98  442,727.87  4,043,460.13
12 MONTH UNALLOCATED

2002 ALLOCATED BUDGETED

BUDGET JULY AUGUST  SEPTEMBER OCTOBER NOVEMBER DECEMBER TOTAL BALANCE
5801 PER DIEM EXPENSES 16,000.00 4,150.00 11,850.00
5811 LEGAL EXPENSES 8,500.00 6,246.48 2,253.52
5812 NIRPC SERVICES 125,000.00 60,295.74 64,704.26
5821 TRAVELMILEAGE 14,000.00 730.60 13,269.40
5822 PRINTING/ADVERTISING 5,000.00 52229 4,471.71
5823 BONDS/INSURANCE 7,560.00 6,070.75 1,429.25
5824 TELEPHONE EXPENSES 7,000.00 2,130.82 4,869.18
5825 MEETING EXPENSES 8,000.00 1,005.20 6,994.80
5838 LEGAL SERVICES 125,000.00 38,119.47 86,880.53
5840 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES 500,000.00 207,222.64 292,777.36
5860 PROJECT LAND PURCHASE EXP. 3,170,188.00 26,280.09  3,143,907.91
5881 PROPERTY/STRUCTURE INS. 28,000.00 26,178.50 1,821.50
5882 UTILITY RELOCATION EXP. 200,000.00 63,267.54 136,732.46
5883 PROJECT LAND CAP. IMPROV. 247,000.00 0.00 247,000.00
5884 STRUCTURES CAP. IMPROV. 25,000.00 507.75 24,492.25
4,486,188.00 442,727.87  4,043,460.13




CLAIMS PAYABLE FOR JUNE 2002

ACCT VENDOR NAME AMOUNT EXPLANATION OF CLAIM

5801 CURT VOSTI 450.00 PER DIEM FOR PERIOD JAN THRU JUNE 2002

5801 JOHN MROCZKOWSKI 150.00 PER DIEM FOR PERIOD JAN THRU JUNE 2002

5801 GEQORGE CARLSON 600.00 PER DIEM FOR PERIOD JAN THRU JUNE 2002 ()

5301 BILL TANKE 600.00 PER DIEM FOR PERIOD JAN THRU JUNE 2002 gﬂ {

5801 BOB HUFFMAN 650,00 PER DIEM FOR PERIOD JAN THRU JUNE 2002

5801 ARLENE COLVIN 300.00 PER DIEM FOR'PERIOD JAN THRU JUNE 20062

5801 EMERSON DELANEY 250.00 PER DIEM FOR PERIOD JAN THRU JUNE 2002

5801 BOB MARSZALEK 500.00 PER DIEM FOR PERIOD JAN THRU JUNE 2002

5801 MARION WILLIAMS 250,00 PER DIEM FOR PERIOD JAN THRU JUNE 2002 -

5311 CASALE WOODWARD BULS, LLP 283.33 RETAINER FEE BILLED FOR PERIOD ENDED &/24/02

5811 CASALE WOODWARD BULS, LLP 1,012.50 ADDITIONAL LEGAL SERVICES FOR PERIOD ENDED 6€/24/02

5812 NIRPC 10,175.62 SERVICES PERFORMED MAY 2002

5821 MARION WILLIAMS 14,00 MILEAGE FOR PERICD JAN THRU JUNE 2002

5821 BOB MARSZALEK 44,80 MILEAGE FOR PERIOD JAN THRU JUNE 2002

5821 EMERSON DELANEY 24.36 MILEAGE FOR PERICD JAN THRU JUNE 2002

5821 ARLENE COLVIN 30.24 MILEAGE FOR PERIOD JAN THRU JUNE 2002

5821 BOB HUFFMAN 111.44 MILEAGE FOR PERIOD JAN THRU JUNE 2002

5321 BILL TANKE 102.48 MILEAGE FOR PERIOD JAN THRU JUNE 2002

5821 SANDY MORDUS 14.56 MILEAGE 6/14/02-6/19/02

5821 Jind POKRAJAC 14,00 EXPENSES INCURRED AT MEETING IN CHICAGO COE OFFICE
W/ JAN PLACHTA TO DISCUSS UTILITY COORDINATION

5824 AT&T 188.63 BILLING PERIOD 5/15/02-6/10/02 (TOTAL BILL 204.53 KRBC 15.80)

5824 VERIZON 115,60 BILLING PERIQD 6/16/02-7/16/02(TOTAL BILL 228.80 KRBC 113/20)

5825 SAND RIDGE BANK 205.00 EXPENSES INCURRED FOR '6/1/02 BEAUTIFICATION OF THE LEVEE

5825 SAND RIDGE BANK 90.73 EXPENSES INCURRED 6&/8/02 GSD MEETING

5825 SAND RIDGE BANK 527,56 SPECIAL RETREAT MEETING 6/28/02 TO DISCUSS LCRBDC ISSUES

5538 LOUIS CASALE 4,287.43 LAND ACQUISITION/LEGAL SERVICES FOR PERIOD ENDED 6/24/02

5841 ASSOCIATED PROPERTY COUNSELORS LTD 3,500.00 APPRAISAL WORK FOR DC-1010A,DC-1010B,DC-1010C,DC-1010D,
DC-1010E,DC-1010F,DC-1010G,DC-1011A,DC-1011B,0C-1011C,
DC-1012A,DC-1012B,DC-1012C,DC-1013A,DC-1013B,DC-1013C,
DC-1013D,DC-1014,DC-1015,0C-1015 DC-1015, DC-1016, & DC-1017

5841 JANET O'TOOLE & ASSOCIATES 4,100.00 APPRAISAL WORK FOR DC-216B

5541 JANET O'TOOLE & ASSOCIATES 4,350.00 APPRAISAL WORK FOR DC-218E

5842 R. W. ARMSTRONG 2,946.08 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR PERIOD ENDED 6/14/02

5843 LAKE COUNTY RECORDER 103.00 TO RECORD EASEMENT DEEDS FOR DC-1027,DC-1028,DC-1035,
DBC-1038-DC-1040 & DC-75.2

5843 INDIANA TITLE NETWORK COMPANY 270.00 TITLE WORK FOR DC-455{LOTS 1-15, & 25-40, BLK 24)

5843 INDIANA TITLE NETWORK COMPANY 270,00 TITLE WORK FOR DC-465(LOTS 1-15, & 26-40, BLK 25)

5843 INDIANA TITLE NETWORK COMPANY 270.00 TITLE WORK FOR DC-465 (LOTS 1 & 2BLK 1)

5843 INDIANA TITLE NETWORK COMPANY 270.00 TITLE WORK FOR DC-485 (LOT 11, BLK 1 & LOTS 18-20 BLK2)

5843 INDIANA TITLE NETWORK COMPANY 270.00 TITLE WORK FOR DC-465 (LOTS 1, 4,5, 10 & 11 BLK 3)

5843 INDIANA TITLE NETWORK COMPANY 270,00 TITLE WORK FOR DC-465 (LOTS 26-28 BLK 3)

5843 INDIANA TITLE NETWORK COMPANY 270,00 TITLE WORK FOR DC-465 (LOTS 24-27 BLK 4 GEORGIA GARDENS)Y

5843 INDIANA TITLE NETWORK COMPANY 270.00 TITLE WORK FOR DC-277

5843 INDIANA, TITLE NETWORK COMPANY 270,00 TITLE WORK FOR DC-113B

5843 INDIANA TITLE NETWORK COMPANY 270.06 TITLE WORK FOR DC-111B

5843 TICOR TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 300.00 TITLE WORK FQR DC-138

5843 TICOR TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 300.00 TITLEWORK FOR"MITIGATION M-03 7 ACRES

2843 TICOR TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 300.00 TITLE WORK FOR MITIGATION BM-03 33 ACRES

5843 TICOR TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 300.00 TITLE WORK FOR M-01 MITIGATION

5843 TICOR TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 300.00 TITLE WORK FOR M-02 MITIGATION

5843 TICOR TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 300,00 TITLE WORK FOR DC-1032

5843 MERIDIAN TITLE CORPORATION-LAPORTE 285.00 TITLE WORK FOR DC-500

5843 MERIDIAN TITLE CORPORATION-LAPORTE 285.00 TITLE WORK FOR DC-130

5844 JAMES E. POKRAJAC 4,822,756 ENGINEERING/LAND MANAGEMENT SERVICES 5/16/02-5/31/02

5844 JAMES E. POKRAJAC 179.48 MAY MILEAGE

5844 JAMES E. POKRAJAC 3,654.00 ENGINEERING/LAND MANAGEMENT SERVICES 6/5/02-6/14/02

5844 JAMES E. POKRAJAC 4,466.00 ENGINEERING/LAND MANAGEMENT SERVICES 6/16/02-6/30/02

5844 JAMES E. POKRAJAC 141,12 JUNE MILEAGE

5844 JUDITH VAMOS 3,412.75 LAND ACQUISITION/MANAGEMENT SERVICES 5/16/02-5/31/02

5844 JUDITH VAMOS 35,56 MAY MILEAGE

5844 JUDITH VAMOS 2,883.50 LAND ACQUISITION/MANAGEMENT SERVICES 6/1/02-6/14/02

5844 JUDITH VAMOS 2,883,50 LAND ACQUISITION/MANAGEMENT SERVICES 6/16/02-6/30/02

56844 JUDITH VAMOS 20,16 JUNE MILEAGE

/3



CLAIMS PAYABLE FOR JUNE 2002 PAGE 2

ACCT VENDOR NAME AMOUNT  EXPLANATION OF CLAIM

5844 G. LORRAINE KRAY 912.50 CREDITING TECHNICIAN/LAND ACQUISITION ASST 5/16/02-5/31/02

5844 G. LORRAINE KRAY 374.13 CREDITING TECHNICIAN/LAND ACQUISITION ASST 6/4/02-6/6/02

5844 G. LORRAINE KRAY 793.88 CREDITING TECHNICIAN/LAND ACQUISITION ASST 6/16/02-6/30/02

5844 SANDY MORDUS 404.25 CREDITING TECHNICIAN SERVICES 5/16/02-5/31/02

5844 SANDY MORDUS 220,50 CREDITING TECHNICIAN SERVICES 6/3/02-6/13/02

5844 SANDY MORDUS 343,00 CREDITING TECHNICIAN SERVICES 6/15/02-6/30/02

5847 DLZ 610.00 PROFESSIONAL SERVICES FOR PERIOD ENDED 6/15/02 STAGE V-l

6882 R. W. ARMSTRONG 760.54 UTILITY RELOCATION SERVICES FOR PERIOD ENDED 6/14/02
TOTAL 68,087.98

/¥
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CHICAGO DISTRICT, GORPS OF ENGINEERS
111 NORTH CANAL STREET
CHICAGO, Il 60808-7208

REFLY TO
ATTENTION OF

June 25, 2002

Planning, Programs and
Project Management Division

Bank One, Indiana, NA
1801 Kennedy Avenue
schererville, IN 46375

SURJECT: Little Calumet River Project Construction Fund Emcrow
Account Number 7500-0244-4747

Dear Ms. Rench:

The Department of the Army hereby issues a written request
for withdrawal of $100,000 from the referenced escrow account in
accordance with the escrow agreement entered inte on August 19,
1890.

Please provide the amount requested above in the form of a
bank draft, payable to “FAO, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
Chicage District.” Please mail or otherwise deliver to this
address to the attention of Mreg, Sherry Barham, CELRC-PP-PO,
within 10 days of receipt of thig lettex,

éﬁaZfEE? z;;jzf?zzégz

Imad N. Samara
Project Manager

Copies Furnished:

Mr. Dan Gardner

Executive Director

Little Calumet River Basin
Development Commission

<
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7-9-02

Bill Tanke, Chairman

Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission
6100 Southport Rd.

Portage, IN 46368

Dear Mr. Tanke,

I appreciate that there are reasons why Commission has in the past not chosen to look
into Trust for Public Land, a national non-profit with a Chicago office who normally
buys land for government projects.

However, in this down time of no finding from the state, wouldn’t it be appropriate to
seriously look into this option to get that Hobart Marsh land acquired and settle the issue
of whether the mitigation land will disappear or not once and for all? This would help
greatly in getting the DNR and IDEM permits.

From what I understand, Trust for Public Land operates without a contract by buying
land at appraised value from the landowners and then sells it to the government agency
again at appraised value (appraisers mutally agreed upon). That sounds like no more
obligation to the commission than the current lease-option plan of paying for a fourth or
so of a landowners’ property each year.

Trust for Public Land has expressed w1{1mgness to help this project in the past. It seems
logical to take advantage of an ally so ag not to lose any more properties and see the
prices go up further. Currently, Hobart Marsh has one key 30 acre and two 15 acre
properties for sale by reaitors. The real estate boom continues in the economy, so prices
are possibly double what they were two years ago.

As a member of the public, I would like a report on how Trust for Public Land could be
used to acquire land in Hobait Marsh at the next Little Calumet River Basin Development
Basin board meeting,

Sincerely,
y ‘Wv

Sandy O’Brien
5500 8. Liverpool Rd.
Hobart, IN 46342

Cc John Goss, DNR Director
Marty Maupin, IDEM
Congressman Peter Visclosky
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CHICAGO DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
111 NORTH CANAL STREET
CHICAGO, IL. 50808-7208

REFLY TO
ATTENTION OF

May 31, 2002

Planning Programs and Projéct
Management Division

" Mr. Deonald R. Vonnahme, Director

Office of Water Reaocurces, :
Illinois Department of Natural Resources
524 ‘Scuth Second Street

Springfield, Illinois 62701~1787

Dear Director Vonnahme:

Thank you for your letter of March 18, 2002 in which you
detall the conderns of the Illinois Department of Natural
Resources (IDNR) and the Metropolitan Water Resources District of
Greater Chicago (MWRDGC) regarding the functional relatlonshlp
between the Ldttle Calumet River Flood Control and Recreation
Project being constructed by the Corps of Engineers in Indiana

and the interim Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)

Thornton Quarry Reservoir. As you are aware, the planning and
coordination- on these two projects has been ongoing for a number
of years. The Little Calumet River Flood Control and Recreation

Project was authorized in the Water Resources Development Act of

1986; however bi-state and intexagency coordination was ongoing
long before the proiject authorization.

The £irst comprehensive meeting om the Little Calumet River
project between concerned parties tock place on November 22,
1985. Attendees at that meeting included representatives of the
INDR Office of Water Resources, the Indiana Department of Natural
Resources, the NRCE (formerly titled the U.S. Soil Conservation
Service, or SC8), the Corps’'of Engineers and our Local Sponsor
for the Project, the Little Calumet River Basin Development
Commigsion (LCRBDC). It is important to note that at that
meeting all parties accaptad the differences in without project
diecharges.. Further, the with-project (Indiana Leves Project and
NRCS Reservoir) stages predicted at the state line were accepted

-af in reasonable agreement by all parties. The memorandum of

record for that meeting also contains a discussion regardlng '
concerns about the potential impacts of the Indlana project in
Illinois. The .consengug reached by attendees inaluded
restrictions that the Indiana project must be desgigned to
demonstrate that for with.projeot conditions, there would not be
a flow increamse across the stateline to cause a stage increase
greater than 0.1 feet. ' It should alsc be noted that the analysis
by the NRCS recognized that additiocnal flow would be pulled into
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Table 2 - 100 Year Event Stage, Flow and Volume Comparisons at the
Illinoig-Indiana Stateline *
Without with Change
Thornton Thornton (with Thornton-
Regervolr Reservoir without
Thornton)
Flow (cfs) % Difference
Without 1,126 L,403 24.6
Project
With Project 1,101 ___1,274' 15.7
Stage {feet NGVD) Difference (ft)
Without 5E98.5 586,23 -2.3
Projedct
With Proiject 5E98.2 _ 535.5 ~-2.7
Volume (acre-feet) % Difference
Without 12,406 13,414 8.1
Project
With Project 12,199 12,820 - 5.9

* Baged on FDM 5, Appendix A, Tabkles A~13 & A-Ll4 (1994)

In early 2002 as part of a Chicago Underflow Plan (CUP)
study effort, the data for the operation of Thorn Creek was
examined using histeric records and discharge relationships
developed during the Little Calumet River detalled hydraulic
studies (FDM B). The purpose of this review was to identify an
adjustment factor for the South Holland gage record that could
represent the historic record adjusted for the operation of the
Thorn Creek Regervolr, As part of these sgtudies, the overall
"“total!'' historic record wvolume increase acroes the Illincis-
Indiana stateline was estimated by two different techniques for
several intermediate combinations of projects. From this
analygis, it was concluded that the overall difference in the
long term volume of flow croesing the stateline once both
projects are fully constructed compared to a condition with
neither project being constructed is minimal.

In respect to the amcunt of flow volume that could be pulled
from the Little Calumet Riwver, it i1s possible that the volume
that would be pulled inte the Thornton Reserveir could be
controlled by wvarious gate amsettings at the inflow structure.
Early NRCS and all Corpe of Engineexs evaluation have considered
only the Thorn Creek watershed as the inflow Bource to the
Thornton Resexrvolr based on the historxic record at the Thorn
Creek at Thornton USGS gage. Further, these evaluations
congidered a simple fixed bypass flow around the Thorn Cresk
control structure. Recently, it is believed that Consocer,
Towngend, Envirodyne (CTE), a congultant for MWRDGC on the
Thornteon Resexveoir project has developed two-dimensional and
three-dimensional flow models of this confluence area and hae
noted the pogsibility of using the Thorn Creek Regservoir control
gates to pull additional flow from the Little Calumet River,
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dependent on local floed conditions.  Follow up meetings to
discuss the issues raised in this correspondence, should
therefore, include representatives from CTE.

Given the studies conducted by the Corps of Engineers in
1954 ap part of the £lood contrel project evaluations, including
the evaluation of the flow control structure, it i=s llkely that
any future evaluations associated with the operation of the
Thornton Reservoilr will show that any increase in floWw volume
into the raservoir would be due to the operation of the Thornton
Resexrvoir and not dus to the levee comgtruction in -Indiana. The
evaluations diescussed in the previous paragraphsg consgsldered a

fully constructed Indiana project, including construction of the
flow control structure.

As you may or may not be aware, at the present time the
State of Indiana ls faced with a funding shortage. The schedule
for installing the control structure on the Little Calumet River
has been pushed to fiscal year 2006, We are working with our
local gponsor to keep the schedule changes to a minimal. The
congressional support for this project ls still high.

Congressman Visclosky and his staff are working very hard with
the Indiana State Government to txy to bring the Little Calumet
River Project back on schedule. Soon our office will set up a
meeting that will inolude your coffice, the LCRBD, the MWRDGEC, and
CTE to discuss the issues raised in this correspondence. Imad
Samara the Little Calumet River Project Manager and Scott
Vowinkel the Chicagoland Undexflow Plan Project Manager will work
together to c¢oordinate this meeting. Mr. Samara can be reached

at 312-353-6400 extension 1802, Mr. Vowinkel's number is 312~
353-6400 extension.

Sincerely,

Raymond Coughenour
Deputy for Project Management

BEnclosure
CF: Dan Gardnex, Little Calumet River Basin Development
‘Commission

John C Farnan, Matropolitan Water Reclamation Dlstrict of
Greater Chicago
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COE/LCRBDC ENGINEERING

COORDINATION REPORT

FOR MEETING ON WEDNESDAY, JULY 3, 2002
(Information in this Report is from May 30, 2002 - June 26, 2002)

GENERAL STATEMENT:

The COE put together a tracking plan for outstanding project issues that they
gave to the LCRBDC for review and comment on June 6, 2002.

1. The LCRBDC added a number of items to this plan that will address, and
summarize, the status of this report.

V.E. COST SAVINGS ITEMS

-

A. An Engineering Committee meeting was held on November 13, 2001, to
review a tentative list of cost savings issues for our project.

1. These included reviews of our rights and entitlements of our 75’
drainage easement, re-channeling of the river to lessen impacts to
property owners, hydrology changes near the state line due to Cady
Marsh modifications and the Thornton Quarry, and re-consideration
of our approach to Woodmar County Club.

e LCRBDC sent a letter to the Hammond City Planner on
February 25 along with a copy of all current real estate
plans for the West Reach (in Hammond) asking them to
incorporate this into their community comprehensive
plan. (As of May 29" we have not received a written
response)

2. We had a meeting with the Lake County Surveyors Office on April
11" to discuss and review the 75° drainage easement.

e We received a phone call on May 6" from the Lake
County Surveyor’s Office (including John Dull, County
attorney) stating that the County no longer recognizes
this as a legal drain.

e Attorney Casale submitted a letter to the County on
May 9™ requesting Attorney Dull authorize the
Surveyor’s Office to proceed.

e We received letters of response from Attorney Dull on
May 13" and May 22™ re-stating their position in
writing.
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B. The V.E. issues, and their status, are as follows:
V.E. #1 — Stage VI Issues
1. Minimizing levee footprint
e The COE modified the real estate impacts for Krosan and
the (3) hotels, legals were completed, and the appraiser is
working on these properties.
e LCRBDC & COE to meet to discuss remaining Kennedy
Industrial Park properties for cost savings modifications.
2. KROSAN property
e Entitlements to rights on the 75” drainage easement are
currently being determined by the LCRBDC attorney.
e Refer to Page 1 for the current status of getting the County to
establish the location of the 75” easement line relative to
property lines and structures (Item A-2).(Ongoing)

C. V.E. #2 — Stage VIII Issues
1. (4) Homes west of Hohman Avenue
e Survey has been completed showing that only the furthest
house east could be impacted by floodwaters during a 100 year
event. (Refer to Land Acquisition Report)
e LCRBDC to coordinate with Munster regarding public safety
& emergency response issues. (Ongoing)
2. Southmoor Estates levee

e COE to check geotech issues regarding slope stability and water
tightness of existing embankment.(Ongoing)

e COE to investigate alternative construction methods to minimize
impact to residents during installation (possibly working from
river side) (Ongoing)

3. Type of Protection
e COE will pursue alternatives to levee alignment and design
through in-house staff and SEH.(Ongoing)

D. V.E. #3 — Woodmar Country Club
1. Length of construction time
e The COE feels all construction could be completed in one
season, and the LCRBDC concurs.
e After construction impact is evaluated by the COE, the
appraisal will need to be redone. (Ongoing)




OUTSTANDING PROJECT ISSUES:

A. Responses to (5) Outstanding GSD Concerns
1. We received the COE response on February 7, 2002.
2. A meeting was held on June 6, 2002 at the LCRBDC office with the city
of Gary, GSD, WREP, Greeley & Hansen (GSD engineering consultant), and
LCRBDC.
e Minutes of the meeting were completed and distributed to all / —/ /
attendees on June 24, 2002.

B. Utility Relocation Coordination
1. A utility coordination meeting was held with the Coe on June 12 to
review interaction with the utilities, current funding and scheduling, and
tracking.
e Preliminary minutes of the meeting were distributed for A e -._/%
comments, corrections, additions, etc. on June 2
2. Jim Pokrajac met with the COE in Chicago on June 25 to discuss
upcoming project segments, how to obtain utility information,
compensability tracking, and the LCRBDC money situation.
e A sample letter was completed that can be used to obtain
information from utilities.
e LCRBDC will be pursuing a meeting with the city of Gary to see if
they can participate in some of the costs for Betterment Levee II.
(Ongoing)

C. V-2 Pipeline Elevations and Locations (On Hold due to financial priorities)
1. Additional engineering information will be needed by the COE to
complete their design. This will be done at a later date due to funding
shortages.

D. Engineering Review of Plans and Specifications
1. Refer to letter dated February 28, 2002 for details.
2. All remaining engineering for this project has either been completed or is
at least at the 50% level of review.
e Some issues still need to be resolved as part of the final review
process.




PROJECT CONCERNS (ONGOING)

A. Creditable Costs versus Project Cost
1. When the LCRBDC coordinates, and pays for, engineering or utility
tasks, we pay 100% of the cost and get fully credited. If the COE, or
their A/E perform the same task, it would be a project cost whereby the
LCRBDC would only participate in 25% of the cost (18% credits and
7% cash).

B. Scheduling
1. We are in agreement that the LCA states the funding requirements

regarding the non-Federal spending should match the Federal

spending. Unfortunately, the IN State Budget did not provide adequate
funds to do this, and continue to do so.

2. Stage VII and Stage VIII are way in advance. To again refer to our
budgetary constraints, which the COE is aware of, we have agreed, and the
COE agreed with us, that we would only complete real estate and

utility coordination in the next upcoming construction segment. As each
segment was completed, we would then move to the next segment west.
3. As this project moves westward, all of these previously engineered
segments will need to be re-visited to confirm changes in existing real
estate impacts and confirm that utilities (and how to re-locate these
utilities) have not changed.



LITTLE CALUMET RIVER FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT, BUSINESS PROCESS TRACKING PLAN

OUTSTANDING PROJECT ISSUES

Itel:n

issue Ralsed By | Most Recent Status

No. | Qutstanding Issues |ssue Description LCRBDC |-COE | LCRBDC | COE Action Needed Next Action By | Target Date

1. SCHEDULING Project Schedule should coordinate Letter Letter Need to meet and discuss.
with Local Funding. Schedule should X Feb. 28, | Feb.7, -
allow for Real Eslate, Relocation, and 2002 2002
local reviews. Design is done toa far n
advance of construction.

2, UTILITY RELOCATION COORDINATION

a. Compensability
(1) Guidelines Currently there is not agreement at all Corps need to provide clear
levels of the Corps on what constitutes X legally defendable guidelines
a compensable interest. on what constitutes a
compensable interest.
{2) Determinations Determination of compensability needs The Corps needs to make

to be made before the relocation X compensability
process so that we ¢an inform the determinations as soon as
utility regarding whether they must pay possible for those projects
for relocation. It also assures the where the schedule dictates
LCRBDC getting, credit for the utility relocation is being hind
relocation. pursued.

b. Early Nolification and Request for Need a means of notifying utility of the LCRBDC developing letter

Information project and schedule and the need to X with Corps approval to send
relocate along with a request for to all ldentified utilittes.
easements, deeds, permits, efe.

c. Schedule Need to develop a reasonable Develop a schedule for utility
schedule so that utility relocation can X relocation which reflects
proceed in a timely fashion. Should contruction sequence and
net pursue relocation until it can be available funding.
funded.

3. UTILITY RELOCATION EFFORTS

a. Stage Vil and Vill Currently design of these Stages is Stage V1 and VI utility

moving forward including ufility X relocation efforts by the

relocation.

Corps’ A/E's needs to be
redefined. Only identification
of utility relocations is needed
along with information
needed for design of levee at
this time.

Page 1 of 4




LITTLE CALUMET RIVER FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT, BUSINESS PROCESS TRACKING PLAN

OUTSTANDING PROJECT ISSUES (continued)

Item Issue Raised By | Most Recent Status
No. | Cutstanding Issues Issue Description LCRBDC | COE | LCRBDC | COE Aclion Needed Next Action By | Target Date
b. Phillips Pipeline Stage V-1 Corps has never provided approval (for Corps needs to supply thelr
creditability) of the cost for engineering X requirements for directional
work needed to provide the Corps with bore crossings so that Phillips
the data they requested to approve of may resubmit a cost proposal
a directional bore pipeline relocation. for a design conforming to the
LCRBDG is recemmending the safer COE's requirements.
directional bore over the " up and over”
original proposed.
4. CREDITING
a. Backlog Local sponsor needs to eliminate back X LCRBDC will work to reduce
log of submittat on crediting to COE. the back log.
b. Federal Highway LCRRBDC to be credited the Federal Awaiting LCRBDC response.
{FHA) funds used on Highway X
improvement Projects identifyed under
the Little Calumet River Flood Contrel
Projects.

5, BURR STREET BETTERMENT LEVEE Phase 1 is complete, need to build LCRBDC is pursuing relief -
Phase 2. Project is considered a X from ban on using state
betterment. Credits for project funding for non-creditable
approved flood proofing have been costs. Corps is reviewing
used in Phase 1. Since projectis a flood proofing design and -
betterment and credits have been costs to determine whether
used, the cost to build Phase 2 is any additional credits can be
100% local and not creditable. found.,

6. COST SHARING Cost share is 75% Federal and 25%. increase Local cash
End of FY 01 Expenditure Federal X contribution or expedite
$78,700 Local (credited) $14,400. acquisiticn of west reach.
Local at 14%.

7. ENGINEERING REVIEW OF PLANS AND | Incomplete sets of plans and Agreed to work together to

SPECIFICATIONS specifications. Concems brought up X eliminate problems.
don't get resolved. Unresolved
concerns end up adding additional cost
to the Project.
8. REMAINING EAST REACH RECREATION | Schedule for the remaining recreation Resolved
FEATURES feature.
9. INDOT PROJECT AT. INDPLS. BLVD. IN Information needed to support a pump Not an issue,
TRI-STATE AREA station In the area.

Page 2 of 4




LITTLE CALUMET RIVER FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT, BUSINESS PROCESS TRACKING PLAN

OUTSTANDING PROJECT ISSUES (continued)

tem Issue Raised By | Most Recent Status
No. | Quistanding Issues Issue Description L.CRBDC | COE | LCRBDC | COE Action Needed Next Action By | Target Date
10. | CREDITABLE COST VS. PROJECT LCRBDC performs tasks that are Funding spending will be in
COST classified as creditable when the lasks X accordance with the LCA.
should be performed by the Corps or
its A/E and be a project cost,
{Example: Survey Work and Utility
Coordination)
11. | GARY SANITARY DISTRICT
a. Telemetry System GSD has requested radio telemetry be GSD needs to provide letter
Installed at the Gary pump stations X making the case for use of
Federal regs. Require the stations to GSD technology {vs. manpower)
be manned when operating during and what is or will be
flood event. It was noted that stations standard throughout their
are remote and the emergency signal system.
lights are not a practical means of
alerting GSD to problems. Coms s to revisit their
previous decision to not fund
telemetry. —
_ b. Permilied Qutfalls and Project GSD has heard that the increased . COE to review XP-SWMM
Impact leve! of the Little Calumet River due to X model. Further meeting
the project could be anywhere from 1- GSD needed to discuss findings.
2°10 B-12". GSD’s concern is the
impact of the higher level of the river
on the outfalls at Broadway, Louisiana
and Chase Sireels.
c. Ironwood Storm Water Pumping
Station
(1) Access Issues Ability to access site during flood CCOE to take another look at
events for emergency repairs with X situation. Field meeting
equipment has been questioned. GSD wotld be helpful.

Page 3of 4




LITTLE CALUMET RIVER FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT, BUSINESS PROCESS TRACKING PLAN

OUTSTANDING PRCJECT ISSUES (continued)

Issue Raised By

Most Recent Status

38 Issue Description LCRBDC | COE | LCRBDC | COE Action Needed Next Action By | Target Date
Level GSD concern about flood level and its COE needs to review
impact on the combined sewers in the X increased levels of flooding
area of Ironwood Circle. Again GsDh and whether something
concern from GSD is whether increase needs to be done.
in flood level is 1-2" or 6 to 12" Imad
Samara’s letter of 2-7-02 shows impact
of 0.8' (107) for the 100-year event at
Martin Luther King Drive. Higher
levels may result in increased
basement flooding.
tation of USEPA and GSD has requested corespondence to Corps currently working with
respondence and from USEPA and IDEM regarding X Earth Tech to complete new
projects in Gary. GSD concerned GSsD XP-SWMM modeling.
about impact on combined sewer
oveiflows.
tation of Soil and Eroslon | GSD has requested copies of Meeting COE to make the necessary
easures inspection reports documenting soil X on data and documentation -
and erosion control measures were GsD June 6 available. COE also to check
practiced by contractors during levee on all quality assurance and
construetion. quality control meastires.
i GSD wants opportunily to review Final draft of manual will be
manual before it is finalized. X available by the end of
September 2002, GSD and
other Gary agencies and the
LCRBDC will receive coples
of final draft for review.
Jase Street GSD GSD has determined that the culvert COE to investigate and
‘tation through the |-wall on the east side of X propose a solution to the
Chase Street is about 2’ higher than GSD problem.
the ditch invert. GSD indicates that
this Is a problem because their pump
station combined sewer overflow
ulilizes the ditch.
es Chart
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LITTLE CALUMET RIVER FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT, BUSINESS PROCESS TRACKING PLAN

QUTSTANDING TECHNICAL ISSUES

Item Issue Raised By | Most Recent Status

No. | Outstanding Issues Issue Description LCRBDC | COE | LCRBDC | COE Action Needed Next Action By | Target Date

1. TECHNICAL REVIEW MEETINGS Since much of design has been Schedule meetings as
completed, technical review meetings needed.
need to be held only on an as needed
basis.

2. SHEET PILING ISSUES

a. Damage to Adjacent Property Potential damage to adjacent property Corps to incorporate praperty
during censtruction. X and structural inspection and
other contractor requirements
into contract documents.
b. Useful Life of Steel Sheet Piles Concern about useful life of piles as a X ?
result of corrosion.

3. OVERFLOW SECTIONS LCRBDC believed overflow section Corps did nol agree. After
should be armored, since they are at X lengthy discussion, LCRBDC
risk of failure during an overflow event and the Corps agread to
without it. disagree. As aresult

overflows will remain
unarmored.
V:LCRBDC\Oulstanding Technleal Issues Chart
Page 1 of 1




LITTLE CALUMET RIVER FLLOOD CONTROL PROJECT, BUSINESS PROCESS TRACKING PLAN

Value Engineering Cost Saving |ssues

item

Issue Raised By

Most Recent Status

No. | Qutstanding Issues Issue Description LCREBDC | COE | LCREBDC CQE Action Needed Next Action By | Target Date
1. STAGE VI ISSUES
a. Highland Dump LCRBDC had proposed medifying Resolved — both COE
location of levee to maintain channel X and LCRBDC agreed not
width by filling In channel! to minimize to impact.
b. Channe! Relocation real estate requirements in the Resolved — LCRBDC
Kennedy Industrial Park area. X agreed not to pursue due
to water depth and
steepness of slope.
¢. Minimizing Levee Footprint Eliminating or modifying planting zone Corps needs to complete
and using retaining walls was X analysis for the remainder
proposed to minimize levee foot print of Kennedy Industrial
in the Kennedy Industrial Park. Park.
d. Krosan Property 75' drainage easement impacts this X LCRBDC currently
developed area. coordinating with the
county to establish this
ling.
2 STAGE Vil
a. Homes west of Homan Avenue Recent modeling showed 3 of the 4 Corps needs to provide
homes to be out of the 100 year flood X definitive letter that
elevation. This along with the property homes are out of
owners desire to be left alone raised floodplain.
the issue whether they could be
removed from project.
b. Southmoor Estates Levee Slope LCRBDC proposed installing a low Meeting Corps to check on slope
Stability earth berm to minimize impacts. X on stability.
Corps indicated this was not
technically feasible due to slope
stability problems.
¢. Minimize Impacts Including Loss of | The proposed Stage Vil plans show Corps to Investigate
Trees the entire rear yards to be in the work X alternate construction
area. This Is not desireable since methods and alternate
many large trees will be lost. levee alignment and
design. {Maybe working
from river side.)
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LITTLE CALUMET RIVER FLOOD CONTROL PROJECT, BUSINESS PROCESS TRACKING PLAN

Value Engineering Cost Saving Issues (continued)

Most Recent Status

tem |ssue Raised By
No. | Qutstanding Issues Issue Description LCREBDC [COE |LCRBDC |COE Action Needed Next Action By | Targe! Dale
3. WOODMAR COUNTRY CLUB
a. Tie Back'Levee Levee construction across golf course Resolved — LCRBDC
was initially viewed as disrupting 2 X concurs with COE that tie
playing seasons. These proposals back levees not
were made to minimize the cost of the economically feasibla.
real estate taking.
b. Length of Construction Time Resolved — Corps and
X LCRBDC agree to
complete all construction
in one season.
4. BORROW SITES
a. Doughman Borrow Site LCRBDC proposed that the Corps Resolved — COE will
continue to allow contracts to provide X continue to allow
their own clay for the remainder of the contracts to provide own
east reach and easterly portions of the clay.
west reach. The Doughman Borrow
Pit is a source for contractors to obtain -
clay. Development of a Clark-Chase
borrow site has turned out to be
impractical.
b. Hartsdale Pond LCRBDCG has proposed use of the Resolved — LCRBDC to
Hartsdale Pond site for a borrow site X obfain interlocal
for some west reach project. agreement with Lake
County Drainage Board
for use as borrow site.
V:LCRBDCWalue Engineering Cost Saving Chart
Page 2 of 2
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Little Calumet River Basin Development Commission

6100 Southport Road
Portage, Indiana 46368

WILLIAM TANKE, Chalrman
Porter Counly Commissioners'

. Appointment

ROBERT HUFFMAN, Vice Chalman

Govemnar's Appaintment

CURTIS VOSTI, Treasurer
Governor's Appointment

JOHN MROCZKOWSKI, Secratary

Governor's Appointment

GEORGE CARLSON
Mayor of Harmmond's
Appolntment

ARLENE CCLVIN
Mayor of Gary's
Appofniment

STEVE DAVIS

Dept. of Nalural Resources’
Appofntment

EMERSON DELANEY
Governior's Appoiniment

ROBERT MARSZALEK
Governor's Appointment

DR. MARK RESHKIN
Govemor's Appolntment

MARION WILLIAMS
Lake Gounly Commissioners'
Appointment

DAN GARDNER
Exacutive Director

LOUIS CASALE
Aflomey

TO:
Dan Gardner
FROM:
SUBJECT:
DATE: June 24, 2002

(219) 763-0696 Fax (21 9) 762-1653
E-mail: littlecal@nirpc.org

Otho Lyles, Carmen Wilson, Jim Meyer, Don
Smales, Ray Coughenour, imad Samara, Sue Davis, Jim Flora,

Jim Pokrajac, Agent, Land Management/Engiheering, LCRBDC

Minutes of the June 6™ GSD Coordination meeting

Enclosed are minutes from our GSD coordination meeting on June &™ to discuss
seven outstanding issues that have remained between the ACOE, the LCRBDC,
the city of Gary, and the GSD. These minutes reflect the discussion that was
held for each of these items and was based upon input from representatives of
each involved party.

It is our intent that these items still remain to be resolved and that 1 will be the
point of contact to help facilitate any of these actions. If you have any questions
or would fike to discuss any future meetings/conference calls, please call me at
the above number.

fsgm
encl.
cc:

Roy Deda, ACOE
Arlene Colvin, LCRBDC
Bob Huffman, LCRBDC
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GARY SANITARY DISTRICT
MINUTES OF THE JUNE 6, 2002 MEETING
12:00 NOON, LCRBDC OFFICE

Attendees: Otho Lyles, Board President, Gary Sanitary District

Carmen W. Wilson, Director, Gary Sanitary District

Jim Meyer, Attorney, Gary Sanitary District

Lee Cunningham, Engineering Intern, Gary Sanitary District

Don Smales, Greeley & Hansen

Ray Coughenour, Deputy District Director, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Imad Samara, Project Manager, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers

Sue Davis, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (by telephone)

Jim Flora, R. W. Armstrong & Associates, Inc.

Dan Gardner, Executive Director, LCRBDC

Jim Pokrajac, Land Management/Engineering Agent, LCRBDC

Following are the minutes of the June 6 coordination meeting with the Gary Sanitary District
regarding the remaining 7 Issues. The minutes are as follows:

1. Telemetry Request

GSD would still like to have improved communications with each of the 4 new stations we
built in Gary.
Dan Gardner concurred saying that all 4 stations are in remote locations
Ray Coughenour asked Imad Samara what the COE expectations were regarding having a
competent operator visiting each station.
Imad pointed out the COE have written a letter dated August 12, 1999 explaining the
COE position regarding the issue.

» The COE requested (Ray suggested) that the GSD would like a letter stating what

their normal operations would require.

Don Smales pointed out that the GSD currently has telemetry systems (antennas, etc.) at
the existing CSO sites.
WREP will submit a letter to the COE giving their current costs estimates to provide
telemetry for the 4 stations.
Jim Flora asked whether this telemetry should be incorporated as part of our project
because all of the other stations in Gary currently have, or will have, this type of system.
GSD needs to make case for use of technology (vs. manpower) and what is/or will be
standard throughout their system.
Ray Coughenour agreed that he would discuss this with Imad Samara and Sue Davis to see If
they could incorporate this into their project.
Imad did mention to Ray that COE guidance prevents us from adding telemetry and Imad
stated that the project is providing a flood warning system.

2. Permitted Outfalls and their impact from this project

GSD wanted to be sure that the original hydrology information that was used was accurate.
» They have heard that the increased levels could be anywhere from 1-2” to 6-12".

Gary’ s biggest concerns were the increased water levels affecting the outfalls at Broadway,

Louisiana, and Chase Streets.

The COE agreed that they would coordinate this to assure that the XP-SWMM model would

have the results back to us no later than June 21%, Jim Meyers referred to Greg Moore’ s

letter regarding the water surface profile change from Pre and Post Prolect condition.

7
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3. lronwood Storm water pumping station
e GSD has a concern that during the 100 or 200 year events, that they could not gain access
to the pump station to do any emergency operations.
> Imad Samara pointed out that they could gain access from the levee on the other
side of the ratiroad. The design Intent was that during flood events, the only
operation would be to bring a generator for powering up the station in a power
outage. Imad suggested to run a mock drill where a generator Is brought out to the
station.
> GSD pointed out they would not be able to access this area to bring in a portable
generator to restore power or to get a crane in that area to replace a pump during a
flood event. Imad stated this type of action would not occur during a flood event.
Imad stated this type of action would not occur during a flood event. GSD
disagreed stating it Is the most likely time for such action.
» Jim Pokrajac pointed out that the top of concrete was above the 100 year level of
protection as per the COE field trips.
e Jim Meyer has concerns with the accuracy of the 100 year and 200 year levels and asked
why there was not a levee in this area.
> GSD wanted to reinvestigate the XP-SWMM model in this area. :
> GSD also had a concern that the existing combined sewer system for the Ironwood
sub-division would back up water into basements,
o Imad Samara pointed out that their original hydrology study indicated no Impact to any
structures In this area. ’
« Ray Coughenour said that if the impact increased only by 1-2”, it wouldn’ t be a problem;
but if it increased to 6-12”, it could be a problem (the COE will investigate these levels).
e Ray Coughenour also indlcated that 6 to 12" increase is a problem, however he did not
think 1" to 2" was. [t was pointed out that Imad Samara’ s letter of 2-7-02 shows an
impact of 0.8' (10") for the 100-year event at Martin Luther King Drive.

4. GSD requests of all correspondence to and from the USEPA and IDEM regarding Gary projects
« Sue Davis pointed out that they are currently working with Earth Tech to complete the new
XP-SWMM modeling in this area. (under a different authority and project)
» Imad Samara asked the question of the proposed detention basin east of Broadway and
whether or not this would be able to handle the storm water overflow east of Broadway.
» Jim Meyer pointed out that not even 1/3 of the cost of this has currently been
appropriated and that it is currently on hold.
% Gary has concerns with Hobart not contributing to this project.
» If Hobart does not participate, it will affect the size and location of this area.
« Don Smales indicated that the river modeling should be segmented Into 3 areas of impact
(Chase Street, 25" and Louislana, and Broadway).

5. GSD requests documentation to confirm that soif and erosion control measures were practiced by
contractors during construction

e GSD has requested the results of the Inspections performed by the COE on these projects.

s GSD needs documentation to assure that the necessary soil and erosion control methods

were done.
« Imad Samara pointed out the Griffith construction field office should have the necessary
‘ data and documentation (thls could be made available to the GSD).
« Ray Coughenour agreed that they will check on ail quality assurances and quality controls,

6. Flood Protection O&M Manual

e The COE !s currently finalizing the O&M
% Imad Samara stated it would be available by the end of September 2002.

/0
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Carmen Wilson requested that upon completion of the O&M, then Gary would have the
opportunity to do final review prior to having the final manuat be issued.
> Ray Coughenour concurred that the COE will submit this to not only the GSD but
the other Gary agencies and the LCRBDC.

. GSD concerns regarding drainage at the 27% and Chase Street Pump Station

The COE agreed they will send a letter to the GSD with all of the current data regarding
elevations for this area.
The COE stated that the culvert and slulce gate were installed based upon data prior to
construction.
» It was also Indicated that the outlet was installed at the existing ditch level elevation
could be as high as 2’ above the outfall elevation at the 27% and Chase Street
NPDES permitted CSO/Stormwater discharge.
GSD asked for the possibility of either installing a lift station in this area or lowering the
invert pipe.
» COE wiff do the economic analysis.
GSD indicated that in approximately December of 2003, the CSO will be separated.
» At that point in time, we would only handle storm water.
When the new 27 and Chase Street station is completed, the existing permitted CSO will
handle only storm water and the re-modeling addition will handle only sanitary.
Imad Samara requested that the COE do the re-modeling in this area.
» Sue Davis indicated that to do this re-modeling, they would need additional money.
» Ray Coughenour indicated that he would coordinate and discuss this with Imad
Samara and Sue Davs. ‘
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Little Caiumet River Basin Development Commission

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

WILLIAM TANKE, Chalrman

Porter Counfy Commissioners’
Appeintment

ROBERT HUFFMAN, Vice Chairman
Govermnor's Appointment TO:

All attendees at the Utility Coordination Meeting
CURTIS VOST!, Treasurer

Govemor's Appainiment FROM: . Jim Pokrajac, Agent, Land Management/Engineering

JOHN MROCZKQWSKL Secretary : )

Govemnors Appointment SUBJECT: Preliminary minutes of Utility Coordination Meeting
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STEVE DAVIS :
Dept. of Natural Resaurces’ Enclosed are the preliminary minutes of the Utility Coordination Meeting that

Appoinfment
ppam we held on Wednesday, June 12th. Will you please review these minutes and
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MARION WILLIAMS
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DAN GARDNER
Execufive Director

LOUIS CASALE
Attorney
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MINUTES OF THE
UTILITY COORDINATION MEETING
HELD WEDNESDAY, JUNE 12, 2002

LCRBDC OFFICE
Attendees: Via Conference Call:
Jim Flora—R. W. ARMSTRONG CO. Imad Samara (USACE) _
Lou Casale — LCRBDC attorney Jan Plachta (USACE) T
Jim Fitzer - NIPSCO Don Valk (USACE) -~~~
Dan Gardner — LCRBDC o) \_\h\\\m‘“
Jim Pokrajac - LCRBDC ? T

A Utility coordination meeting was held on Wednesday, June 12% at 10:00 am.
Representatives from the LCRBDC, R. W. Armstrong Company, and NIPSCO attended
the meeting. Representatives from the USACE were available via conference call.
Following are a list of the minutes of that meeting:

e All parties had the opportunity to review the sample letter and with minor
changes, all agreed that this letter may be used to coordinate utility relocation
work with the utility representatives.

o If the property the utility relocation is on is owned by that company, it will be
considered compensable.

o Subordinated agreements by other utilities on those properties will only be
obligated to the owner as is written in their agreement with the property owner.

e Dan Gardner pointed out that if any relocations are not compensable, that they
will also be non-creditable and the LCRBDC cannot enter into an agreement due
to directives from the State.

s Lou Casale pointed out that our agreements with the utilities are all easement
agreements rather than permits.

e Don Valk pointed out that the COE headquarters may not compensate for these
relocations if they are permits rather than easements. (This may only be an
Ilinois, not an Indiana, issue). '

o Lou Casale is to get the information for the Stage V Phase 2 pipeline corridor to
Don Valk to establish a procedure.

e Both attorneys requested a copy of the deed to show proof of ownership for that
property along with a legal description of the land.

e Jim Fitzer (NIPSCO) emphasized the importance in scheduling the relocation
because they have to schedule crews and material to complete this work.

e Imad Samara pointed out that we will have a pre-construction meeting prior to the
start of any work and that the utilities will be informed and invited to this meeting
to discuss the schedule or ask questions. '

i
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e It appears that most of the actual relocation work will need to be completed before
construction — the exception would be during construction where the contractor
and the utility company need to work together.

e Tmad Samara suggested that we let the utilities know when we have made
previous submittals (such as prints, letters, efc.) so they will not be confused with
a new request,

e Jim Fitzer suggested that we include all requests in one letter to that specific
utility (some utilities have multiple relocations in any given stage/phase).

¢ Lou Casale suggested that before paying any utility prior to construction, we need
to assure that it will be compensable.

e Jim Pokrajac suggested that we contact each utility initially to request only that
information the attorneys need to make a determination of compensability.

» When determination is made by the attorneys that it is compensable, the
LCRBDC will send a follow-up letter enclosing information regarding the
relocation and may commit to paying them in advance for engineering
service knowing that it will be creditable. :

e Jim Pokrajac questioned whether or not we were going to pursue any other utility
relocations other than Stage VI

» Due to funding restrictions, it was mentioned that it might be best to wait
approximately 2 years prior to the scheduled signing of the right-of-entry
for that upcoming segment.

> The COE will investigate the remaining scopes of work for Stage VII and
Stage VIII to see if the A/E’s are obligated to complete this task.

e Jim Pokrajac pointed out that tracking of these utilities is critical because over
250 utilities will need to be relocated in the west reach.

» Jim Pokrajac will work with Jan Plachta to establish a format.

> Jim Pokrajac pointed out the importance of tracking that will help us later
for crediting purposes. '

» Jim Pokrajac distributed as part of the meeting “Utility Relocation
Milestones” that list 17 steps that will help track each utility that may be
used as a guideline in establishing a final procedure.

e It was agreed that Jim Pokrajac will meet with Jan Plachta in Chicago to discuss
and review Stage VI-1 and Stage VI-2 (the first upcoming construction contract in
the west reach).

e Dan Gardner pointed out that the LCRBDC should know shortly about the $2.5
million that was rescinded from them from the last biennium.

» LCRBDC will check about getting this money restored.

» Dan Gardner also pointed out that the LCRBDC is already starting on our
next budget request.

e Imad Samara pointed out that COE funding may also have similar problems.

e Lou Casale suggested that at the next Real Estate meeting, we discuss the 15
month period before our next biemnium and how it relates to the current
construction schedule.

o Tt was agreed that we would try to coordinate our next utility coordination
meeting in early August.

Vd
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L
R f\"\/q}}f WORK STUDY SESSION
Ty,

S ENGINEERING COMMITTEE

?JJ::?H July 9, 2002 \

Bob Huffman, Committee Chairman

yf i ¥ Update on 75’ drainage easement (Lou Casale) flf/;}ﬁ"ﬁ
¢ Lou/Dan had call with the County on July 8th °

2. Pump Station 1B union concerns
e Union laborers picketed town of Highland for COE contractors using non-
union labor
e Article in the Times on June 7"
¢ Federal government cannot require use of union labor, but do require they
meet union pay scale (stays in effect for duration of project)
e Contractor used 80% union workers on project

5. R Status of COE/LCRBDC tracking program
- e Refer to pages 1-7 (gray report) for LCRBDC submittal
& / e COE gave us preliminary sheets at last Commission meeting on June 6"
( asked LCRBDC to supplement & comment

e LCRBDC submitted this back to COE on July 1*'; COE did not agree with

\ &*% . r‘f our modifications
.\)J* o\ e LCRBDC sent e-mail back to COE on July 8" stating our position and
: \6“ suggesting a face-to-face meeting to finalize the categories
4. Final GSD coordination meeting minutes of June 6, 2002

¢ Refer to COE/LCRBDC coordination report p. 8-11 of the attachments
¢ Some items remain to be resolved

5. Utility coordination meeting held 6/12 & 6/25/02
» Refer to COE/LCRBDC coordination report p. 12-14
o COE/LCRBDC agreed on step-by-step to complete getting final agreements

6. Other Issues
e Old Business
» INDOT/Tri-State drainage issue
\3\"§\ _ * LCRBDC sent letter to INDOT on June 20" (See Engineering

)ﬁy Report — attachment p. 4)




Little Calumet River Basin Developmernt Commisson

WORK STUDY SESSION
9 JULY 2002

LAND ACQUISITION / LAND MANAGEMENT
ARLENE COLVIN, CHAIRPERSON

OLD BUSINESS: (pertaining to Land Acquisition/Land Management)

Colfax to Calhoun Drainage Ditch Problem (Petition):

A response letter was sent to the ten (10) landowners who signed the
petition which asked for LCRBDC to correct some problems with the
Colfax to Calhoun drainage ditch. We have had no response from the
landowners.

The Army Corps has agreed to clean the concrete ditch bottom from 29th
and Stevenson Streets to Calhoun Street as part of an "add-to" contract
with Dyer Construction. The grass on the ditch side slopes will be mowed
probably by the end of July as part of the upcoming mowing contract. The
Corps has also declared the isolated strip an uneconomic remnant that can

be acquired and credited. ,
. ,&w

Status of the Disposition of Property: P i P
Lou's office has received no requests from the 30+ letters sent to state
agencies to purchase the 3120 Gerry Street (rental house) property. This
will be LCRBDC first "disposition of property" case.

'(,J . The house was appraised at $36,000 and the current renters have expressed
)gf % a desire to buy the property. Discussion? Do we contact the current

\09}‘ renters and ask if they are still interested in purchasing the property? Do
)@ we put the property on the open market?

Update on Village Shopping Center

Lou to report. He has been in contact with the Village Shopping Center
owners in Boston. They are asking for proof of LCRBDC ownership of the
lands. We'll be ordering title work to confirm ownership.




page 2- land acq./manage. report - 7/9/02

LAND ACQUISITION:

/
1.) There are no increased offers or condemnation. wﬂ j
2.) Land Acquisition is working with the/Pittsburgh District Appraiser
Reviewer Greg Dorword in the absence of a reviewer at the Chicago
District. Mr. Dorword on 8 July 2002 sent us his approval of the crediting
appraisal for the 200 acre Don Ewen farm at $345,000. When credited
.3 LCRBDC crediting will increase $345,000. YEAH!

& g\yg 3.) Update on Hobart Marsh Mitigation:
We are currently doing surveys on the first three parcels: Kim, Brinson,
\\\ / / and Fadell (owners). When surveys are complete appraisals will be
assigned. Denise Brinson may donate her tract if LCRBDC agrees to erect

a memorial to the previous owner, her Dad Jor%)znk Discussion?
1O oK Ayﬂ“

4.) Infe from the Land Acquisition Cemmittee Meeting held 10 June 2001:
Discussion on the Handicapped-Accessible Park? Meeting with LEL?
(Complete the second half of the park area? Fieldhouse will come later?) \

.'5?:),(‘1. @‘* @\ , 3 a/f/"-f) }/’Y
0, " LAND MANAGEMENT: @b ﬂg%%o;d &g DP\\ [T q{\

_:j«l.) Need action to approve the mowing of levees from Burr Street té Martin
Luther King Drive. Discussion on Commissioners approving awarding S’i)

L(C_,t -~
B
=

contract to the lowest bidder or increasing the maintenance contract cap

2.) Agreements for Highland to take over the pump station at 81st in Highland
were sent to Highland on 1 July. The town attorney will review them and
respond with comments to LCRBDC by 19 July. 1. LCRBDC will then A5
turn over documents, drawings, etc. to Town of Highland for O. and M. Ao

from%%ﬂ%g)qg?,sm? (_\ N ‘bOU Preas = s \Abb()_,g)‘ w Q;[‘*v

3.) Update on property leases:
Chase Street Farm Stand and Berkheimers Trucking are old leases that
need to be reviewed and updated. Staff will investigate and compare
current market leases to LCRBDC existing leases for possible increases.



LAND ACQUISITION REPORT

For meeting on Wednesday, July 3, 2002
(Information in this report is from May 30, 2002 — June 26, 2002)
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STATUS (Stage IIl) — Chase to Grant:
1. Final acquisitions for flowage easements east of Chase and north of the river are ongoing
(DC209 to DC213). COE is reviewing the appraisal.
e Due to the absence of an appraisal reviewer at the Chicago District, appraisals are
forwarded to Pittsburgh District for review. The process takes a longer time.

STATUS (Stage IIT) - REMEDIATION
Pumping west of Grant Street
1. Status of Right-of-Entry:
e ROE was signed by the LCRBDC on April 4", 2002.

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

1. Wicker Park appraisal was forwarded from Chicago to the Pittsburgh COE for review.
» Reviewer Greg Dorward is considering a visit to Wicker Park to get first-hand sight
of the golf course.

STATUS (Stage V — Phase 3) — Northcote to Indianapolis — (Woodmar Country Club):
1. Construction is 2-3 years in the future, Woodmar acquisition is not a priority.

STATUS (Stage VI-Phase 1) — Cline to Kennedy — North of the river, and Kennedy to
Liable — South of the River:
1. Appraiser Dale Klezynski is completing the town of Highland appraisal and is
working on the Kennedy Industrial Park. 10 of 14 residential offers have been
received and recorded.
2. LCRBDC had concerns regarding insurance, indemnifications, and specifications /
for west reach construction and wrote a letter to the COE on May 11, 2002.
¢ The COE responded on May 21 enclosing copies of insurance information &,
from a previous project.

STATUS (Stage VI-Phase 2) — Liable to Cline — South of the river:
1. The COE indicated to the LCRBDC on June 24, 2002 that they should be getting us
the final real estate drawings no later than July 26, 2002.

STATUS (Stage VII) — Northcote to Columbia:
1. Acquisition in this area will be in sequence, working westward from Cline Avenue (by stage
and phase) due to hydrology considerations.

STATUS (Stage VIII — Columbia to State Line (Both Sides of River)
1. We received a call from the Gleasons’ contractor. (They are adding the addition)
that the Munster Building & Planning Dept. has incorrect information about our
project. They informed contractor that the COE has an easement on the 4 homes west
of Hohman. We will set up a meeting with Munster to discuss this and other issues.




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. Acquisition deadline is currently on hold.

2. Existing offers will be paid, however, no new offers will be sent. Burr Betterment levee is
not creditable.

EAST REACH REMEDIATION AREA — (NORTH OF 1-80/94, MLK TO 1-65):
1. Clean-up acquisition continues for those offers already sent. No new offers will be
sent due to funding problems.

MITIGATION:
1. Our first contact, Fadell, has changed her mind and will allow us access to appraise i
(50 acres)
2. Our second contact, Kim, has agreed to an appraisal.
3. Our third contact, Brinson, is agreeable; however, nothing can be done until her S——
father’s estate is closed. Father Jon Nozrik owned the property. Daughter Brinson is
the heir.
4. Appraiser Jeff Vale has been approved by the COE to perform appraisals for us.




_ ATTORNEYS AT LAW -
CASALE, WOODWARD & BULS, LLP

9223 BROADWAY -SUITE A + CAMBRIDGE COMMONS -+ MERRILLVILLE, IN 46410 + TELEPHONE: 219.736-9990 + FAX: 218-736-9991
1205 S. HALLECK STREET « DEMOTTE, IN 46310 - TELEPHONE: 219-987-7770
E-MAIL: thefirm@cwblawfirm.com

LEGAL ASSISTANTS

LOUIS K. CASALE
DEBRA L. KOZLOWSKI

DAVID E, WOODWARD ANGELA M. OGRENTZ
DAVID A, BULS ] TEREASA G, COOK

A. BRIAN WOODWARD . . B CAROL E. BERWANGER
DAVID M. BLASKOVICH* May 11, 2002 FINANCIAL COORDINATOR

“LICENBED IN INDIANA & ILLINDIS JULIE MALKOWSKI

Imad Samara !
U.S. Amy Corps of Engineers '

111 North Canal Street, Suite 600

Chicago, IL  60606-7206

RE: Contractor requifements pertaining to West Reach construction, indemnification
and insurance

Dear Imad:

Several weeks ago I requested information conceming indemnification, specifications
and insurance pertaining to construction along the West Reach. This was at the request of Judy
Vamos who is having considerable difficulty answering the questions of adjoining property
owners concerning possible damage to their property which may be caused by construction. In
response, you furnished me with what appears to be regulations or specifications pertaining to
vibration monitoring for pile driving, pre-construction surveying, ground vibration monitoring,
steel sheet piling and other engineering specifications. While this information is helpful, it stiil
doesn’t completely answer the questions that the property owners are posing. ’

Please furnish me with a complete set of contract documents including ancillary
documents such as insurance requirements, indemnifications, specifications of contractors that
will be anticipated to be used in the West Reach, and in particular, on Stage VI of the West
Reach. I will be able to review the documents and glean therefrom some of the information
needed. Hopefully, we can formulate a response that will be satisfactory to adjoining
landowners. - :

Your cooperation in this matter has been greatly appreciated.
Sincerely,

CASALE, WOODWARD & BULS, LLP

L5us M. Casale
LMC/amo
cc: Dan Gardner, LCRBDC
Judy Vamos, LCRBDC

Bankruptcy » Business Litigation « Civil Rights - Creditors Rights - Construction + Corporate + Criminal Defense
Estate Planning - Government Law » Healthcare + Insurance Law « Labor & Employment + Medical Malpractice
Personal Injury - Products Liability « Real Estate + Worker's Compensalion

/
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY

CHICAGO DISTRICT, CORFS OF ENGINEERS
111 NORTH CANAL STREET
CHICAQRO, L. 60808-7206

REFLY TO
ATTENTION OF

May 21, 2002

Planning, Programming and Project
Management Division

Mr, Louis M Casale
0223 Broadway

Suite A

Merrillville, In 46410

Dear Mr, Casale

T'm responding to Your May 11, 2002 letter regarding West Reach Construction. In your letter
you requested a complete documents for the Stage VI project that includes information regarding
insurance requirement. We at this time don't have a completed document for Stage VI. But, I did
attached 2 sheets from the Burr Street Betterment Levee project, which identifies the insurance

requirement for that project. We do anticipate including this language as part of the Stage VI
project. .

I hope the information Attached is what you have requested. Please feel free to contact me if you
heve any more questions regarding this matter.

Imad Samara

: Project Manager
CF: Dan Gardner, LCRBDC

Judy Vamos, LCRBDC
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%\0 BARBARA G. FADELL
W\ |

633 North 70 East
Valparaiso, IN.
46383

May 22, 2002

Judith Vamos

DNR~ Land Acquisition
6100 Southport Road
Portage, IN. 46368

RE: 4140 West 49th. Aveue
Hobart, IN.

Dear Ms. Vamos: -

You have my permission to survey and appraise the
above property.

Sincerely yours,

Barbara G. Fadell
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CHICAGO DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
111 NORTH CANAL STREET
CHICAGO, ILLINCIS 60606-7206

BEILY TO
ATTENTION OF June 5, 2002
3

Real Estate Division

SUBJECT: Little Calumet River Flood Control and Recreation Project

Mr. Dan Gardner

Executive Director

Little Calumet River Basin
Development Commission

6100 Southport Road

Portage, Indiana 46368

Dear Mr, Gardner:

After careful review, the tracts highlighted in green on the attached map have
been determined 10 be uneconomic remnants. The standing water at the bottom of the
adjacent ditch significantly inhibits access to these tracts. Please be advised of the
following:

1. Your office is instructed 1o obtain these tracts in fee. The appraisals of informal
value estimates for these tracts must identify these tracts as uneconomic remnants due
to inhibited access caused by standing water in the adjacent ditch which is
encumbered by & permanent easement by the local sponsor,

2. 1f a landowner docs not want 1o sell an uneconomic remnant tract and rejects a
fair market value offer, your office cannot proceed to condemnation since the
acquisition is not considered essential to the project; and

3. Your office will obtain LERRD credits for these acquisitions once all required
documentation is submitted and reviewed.

If you have any questions please feel free 10 contact Realty Specialist Chrystal
Spokane at 312-353-6400 ext 5010.

Respectfully,

Qo 3dahe

Erika L. Wilkins, Esq.
Chief, Real Estate Division
Enclosure
Copy Furnished (W/ encl):
Imad Samara, PM-PM
Judy Vamos, LCRBDC

ST POR * A . 4
FSaT 294 612304 tWONS Ob b7 2882-SA-NNC



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
CHICAGO DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
111 NORTH CANAL STREET
CHICAGO, IL 60606-7206

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

June 6, 2002
Planning, Program and
Project Management Division

Mr. Dan Gardner

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

Dear Mr. Gardner:

I'm writing this letter to clarify the Corps of Engineers position on the letter dated May 10, 2002,
that the homeowners living along the ditch in the area of Stage IV-1 North wrote to you. Since
most of the letter discusses events that occurred during or as a result of construction, I asked the
Area Office personnel to review and provide responses to each of the points raised in the letter.
Here is the response I received:

1) A survey on June 3, 2002, indicates the top of the South embankment actually higher than the
North by 0.02' near Calhoun (Sta, 1+00) and 0.92' near Colfax (Sta. 14+00). The Contractor
specifically minimized soil removal on the South side of the ditch due to the existence of shallow
buried oil lines in this area. Wolverine Pipeline representatives were on site during this period to
assure minimized soil removal from over their oil lines. No topsoil was removed from the
project site. The only soil removed was that necessary to excavate the ditch. As for "property
markers", the contractor may have encountered some, especially at the West portion since heavy
brush had to be removed. The contract documents did not address the existence or required
reestablishment of "property markers".

2) On the North side of the ditch some topsoil stripping was done, but the same topsoil was
spread back on the surface after ditch completion. Stripped topsoil contained pieces of debris,
which surfaced when spread back across. The contractor removed of the surface debris that did
not meet contract specification requirements for topsoil.

3) The comment on the ditch being "15 to 16 foot deep” is incorrect. The survey on June 3, 2002
revealed the following: At Sta. 1400 (near Calhoun), top of concrete ditch liner to top of ditch is
5.17 ft. on the North side and 5.15 ft. on the South side. At Sta, 14+00 (near Colfax), top of
concrete ditch liner to top of ditch is 5.12 ft. on the North side and 6.00 ft. on the South side.
Elevation records are available. As for water in the ditch, there is always water flowing in the
ditch bottom. On June 3, 2002, it was about 3 inches deep near Calhoun, and about 6 inches
deep near Colfax, However, the water depth varies day-to-day, based on weather conditions. As
for not having access to the South side to mow, it is not the water but the wet soil conditions near
the ditch bottom that would prevent equipment from crossing the ditch. The wet soil conditions
are the result of groundwater that continually seeps from the lower 4 to 6 feet when measured
along the slope. As for the steepness of the slopes, with the exception of the area around the

et
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structures at Calhoun and Colfax, the banks are at 2 4.0 Horiz. to 1.0 Vert. slope. Thisis much
flatter than the 2.5 Horiz. {0 1.0 Vert. used on levees which are mowed using conventional
mowing equipment. Refer to sheet C-8 for ditch cross section.

4) The majority of the topsoil placed was topsoil that was stripped prior to excavating the ditch.
The only topsoil imported from off site was placed on the north side at about Sta. 5+00. This
was in response to an pwner who expressed concein that the final elevation of his property was
low. All areas were seeded with the approved seed mixX.

5) As for bank erosion, before the grass took hold in the lower portion of the ditch, there was
minor sloughing due to ground water seepage. Now that we have a lush grass growth at the
bottor, the grass is allowing only water through, with no additional sloughing observed.

One thing that we are considering is cleaning up the ditch bottom from the sloughing that took
place while the grass was germinating. [ will work with Jim Pokrajac to get a contractor-out to

clean the ditch. Please feel free to contact me if you need any additional information, or have any
other questions, at 312-353-6400 ext. 1809.

Sificarely Your:

NP

Imad N Sémara
Project M=aa8€ET



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 I‘J ,3 0\0 .0 -
ﬁgggﬂq?rggg Commissloners' 24 Tune 2002 Sﬁ {A !Ib 4\

ROBERT HUFFMAN, Vice Chairman .
Mr. Robert Childress

- Govemaor's Appalntment -\“
GURTIS VOSTI, Treasurer 5967 West 30th Avenue ° o"l W X
Govarncr's Appointmant Gary, IN 46406 (D\’V

JOHN MROCZKOWSKI, Secratary

Gavarnor's Appointment Dear Mr. Chlldl'eSS

GEORGE CARLSON

Meayor of Hammond's RE: The Drainage Ditch Petition

Appointment

ARLENE COLVIN We are in receipt of your petition of May 23, 2002 and have subsequently
Mayor of Gary's e . . .
Appolntment shared it with the Corps of Engineers and our Development Commissioners
STEVE DAVIS at our monthly meeting of June 6" Let me state that the Development

Dept. of Natural Resources’
Appomfment

Commission is committed to working with the affected residents in achieving
a workable solution to the problems you have identified. Representatives

';“gf;sogz’fpi‘;’mzm from the Commission and the Corps office had made an initial field visit to
the ditch site on February 28, 2002. As a result of your petition, a second

your p ,
zgfe'fﬂmiﬁ;iﬁ _ visit was made on June 3, 2002 to accurately access the statements made and

DR. MARK RESHKIN

the remedies possible. To reach an acceptable solution, it is my belief that
all parties need to agree to the basic situation that presently exists. I am

Governor's Appointment

WILLIAMS providing you an assessment by the Corps of Engineers responding to your
t“;’:'SLL,,,,'}CO,,,,,.,,-SS,O,,E,S. concerns. point by point as, hopefully, a way of establishing the agreed -to
Appointment site condmons Following are their responses:
gfehlﬁf;? Bﬁi?o, 1.) South 15 foot temporary work areas:

Petition states that "comtractor removed all topsoil ‘and replaced it with

LOUIS CASALE
Attornay mostly sand, leaving the work area 24 to 30 inches lower than previously.

Contractor also destroyed the southern property markers."

The Corps conducted a field survey on 3 June 2002 and found the south

embankment actually higher than the north by 0.02' by Colfax and 0.92° by

Calhoun. The .contractor specifically minimized soil removal on the south
ditch side because of the existence of shallow buried oil lines in the area.
Wolverine Pipeline representatives were on site during construction to assure
minimal soil removal. No topsoil was removed from the project, only the
soil necessary to excavate the ditch. The contractor may have encountered
property markers on the west portion of the ditch since heavy brush had to
be removed, however, the comtract did not address the existence or re-
establishment of property markers.



Mr. Childress
24 June 2002
Page 2

2.) North 12 foot temporary work area easement:
Petition states the "contractor removed topsoil replacing it with topsoil containing asphalt,
concrete, stones, and other debris."

According to the Army Corps, the contractor removed and spread back the same topsoil.
Some soil did contain pieces of debris which surfaced when the soil was spread back.
Contractor removed surface debris that did not meet contract specifications.

3.) Depth of Ditch:

Petition states the “"ditch as explained by the Land Acquisition Agent was to be 4 ft. deep
and is actually 15 to 16 ft. deep. This deep ditch retains water and prevents access to the
south 15 ft. of each property to mow the grass. The banks of the ditch are too steep to
mow."

Corps field studies on 3 June 2002 rovedl the ditch to be 5.17 ft. deep on the north side and
5.15 ft. deep on the south side near Calhoun. There is always water in the ditch and.the
water depth varies day-to-day according to weather conditions. Wet soil conditions from
groundwater seeping into the ditch near the ditch bottom prevent mowing equipment from
crossing the ditch to mow the grass. The banks are a 4.0 Horiz. to 1.0 Vert. slope. This
is flatter than the 2.5 Horiz. to 1.0 Vert. used on levees which are mowed using
conventional mowing equipment,

4.) Weed Content:
Petition states that "contractor brought in replacement soil contaminated with weeds."

The majority of the topsoil spread back was the same stripped earlier. The only topsoil
imported from off site was deposited on the north side for a property owner who expressed
concern that his property was low. All areas were seeded with the approved seed mix.
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5.) Bank Erosion:
Petition states that "since the ditch bank is wet, both sides of the ditch collapse into the
ditch." ‘

Before the new grass took hold in the lower portion of the ditch, there was minor sloughing
due to ground seepage. Grass is more lush this year and the grass is allowing only water to
drain. The Army Corps will clean the ditch bottom as part of an overall punch list contract. '

The LCRBDC wants to work with you on these problems, however, we must follow
Federal regulations and make efficient use of the money allotted to us by the state.

To conclude:

e The Army Corps of Engineers will hire a contractor to clean the ditch.

e The LCRBDC will send you an offer to purchase the 15 ft. strip of land. You will
receive an offer after the land is appraised and the Army Corps reviews and
approves the appraisal.

e It is the responsibility of the LCRBDC to operate and/or maintain all project lands.
Accordingly, we will mow this 15 ft. strip, as long as funds are available to the

Commission.

Please call 219-763-0696 if you have further questions. Thank you for your concern.

Sincerely,

Do LFocdree

Dan Gardner
Executive Director

DG/jv
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