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Vilues of Runoff Coefficients (C) for Use in the Rationat Forsuta

Type of Suelace . | ' | Runoff Coeflicient

Rural Aregy

L Y R R Y PR TR,

Concrete or sheef asphalt pavcmeht veerens
Asphalt niacadam PayaIent.....cc.eeeererrsrernns Neresressnnreeserensnesiane -
Gravel roadways or shputders.... ...,

PANT ARt A N b by

Bare carth........ B ieereie gy rretee et te s barartean :

ferneanesrane Feraperaa it briner e

Steep grassed areas {21 ) eecvvnicnnieninns .

------ L T R T P Y T T PP T Ry

Turf meadows......... S OOP SRS :

LR Ry L R P P T P YT T Y

Foresicd areas.......... et erese e enaees et T AU
Cultivated ficlds........pivennne. rerreee e

Y TN R R P T N P TR T PP

Urban_Areasg

. All water-tight roof sipfaces.................... Cresresrses et sr e reebsenas

Bituminous or concrejp pavement................. ...... e res s e
Traffic bOUNA PAVEMBAL..errerrversirrisrenrmriennnen, pererrersnserantenaees PO
Gravel pavement....... Creresieenienens e raesrenes s aeeras
Impervious soifs (N2aVY )i
Impervious OIS (WIEHEN vt s eresssnane
Slightly perviows soil.,,...... e ereereesaeinns
Slightly pervious soil (w/tur)........... Feersaere e e et e sa s traaes
Modurately pervious sOil..coniininieni,

Begrentsienacrasranvunseny

Modcrately pervious il (W/UID....coilrirrienrneeereresenennnens

Example -nf.a Weighted “C” Factoy_

5% Water tight rool sppfaces.........oiiviinitnininin 5%
10% Bituminous or cope: Pavement..........voeecrann. rerreeeeeaaeaeensens 10%
10% Traffic Bound pavement............. pereerreens rreesirrert e e ee s raraaed - 10%
50% Slighttly Impervioms SO . erererrrrersonn, evrererresessiinineornnnenss 30%
15% Slightly isnpervious soil (w/tarfo.vvv v 15%

107 Moderately pervious soil.. i, e tesretr—ie toreaens - 10%

Weighted e Ft_wto‘r
CFig 7141504 8

e e - 6 Vo ueh

0.8 - 0.9,
0.6-08 -
0.4-0.6
02-09
0.5-0.7
0.1-0.4
0.1:03
0.2-04.

0.75 - 0.95
0.80-0.95
10.70-0.90
0.35-0.70
0.40-0.65
0.30-0.55
0.15-0.40
0.10-0.30

10.05-0.20
0.00-0.10 -

x 0.85
x 0.9

x 0.8

x 04 = 0.2
X

X

i

0.2
0.1

h

0.01

0.45

0.04
0.09
0.08

003 ;
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Workshe(e()tl: Graphical Peak Discharge me

Project R(!P Ul\hjgl‘i “lm C:}T
Location UC) 7:?‘ (“Umcﬂ‘ o “'m ‘}‘t”\;

Circle one: Preseng”ﬂﬁévéTSﬁé

i,

3.

5.

6.

9.

D-4

sy JLK

Checked

()

thod

Date VL 039 &Ho

Date

Data:

Drainage area seeevenses A= Ol‘l\\ _ mil (acres/640)

Runoff curve number .... CN = {W!-QL

(From worksheet 2)

Time of concentration .. T, = 0:;{2%7 hr (From worksheet 3)

Rainfall distribution type = ‘E; (1, IA, II, III)

Pond and swamp areas spread
throughout watershed

-0

LR B ]

FrequenCy A R I N R N R I R R R NS S SO

Rainfall’ P (Zﬁ-hour) L R R R

Initial abstraction, Ia
(Use CN with table 4-1,)

L LR N R N I RN A AN )

Compute Ia/P TEINE BB NN BB RIS ORI AISERN S

Unit peak diSChargE, qu Pesreersaprena e
(Use T, and Ia/P with exhibit 4~ )

Runoff’ Q ..II...........ll......ll....-l
(From worksheet 2),

Pond and swamp adjustment factor, F

(Use percent pond and swamp area
with table 4-2, Factor is 1.0 for
zero percent pond and swamp area,)

Peak

PRGSO N P L L EOEENIASEI TR

discharge, %L,
{(Where q, = quAmQFp)

yr

in

in

csm/in

in

cfs

percent of AL { acres or mil covered)

Storm #1

Storm #2

Storm #3

L

i

[0

2.0

Xz

4%

019

0.9

0,192

0. Qlpty

O i

405

4%

1.09

4.805

9.+

1%4.0

\WI.0

(210-VI-TR-55, Second Ed., June 1986)




Worksgnfgt 2: Runoff curve number and

reosece. 0P UDEL W 91 (w of U5 3)

()

runoff

(Use P and CN with table 2-1, fig., 2-1
or egs. 2-3 and 2-4.)

[ y Bij( Date [ %O ‘ﬂo
Location ku“la U%ﬁi ““ﬂﬂ %”"“"’ “\“\ ‘CJ[) Checked Date
1 {M 1
Circle one: Present” Deve ope
l. Runoff curve number (CN)
Soil name Cover description 1 Area Product
and CN =~ of
hydrologic (cover type, treatment, and o CN x area
group hydrologic condition; c\I: 5 hi Eacres
percent impervious; o [N mi?
unconnected/connected impervious A w| e|Dz
{appendix A) area ratio) Pt Al
Clew], C |\mecevious Aueas 9% s | g
il th] :
E’UJJUK”?’(D % ”)9 :;:}:LEI 2(5@6
Lol o | Woows (gaw) gl B.0% | avag
_ ] p
@OUM}IM; WU lolo b.05 | 53], %
-1_/ Use only one CN source per line. Totals = m:H'i [94%.@
_ total product (M%.? ‘ - R
CN (weighted) total ares = “'I = "“.q. . Use CN = ﬂ“ ’L
2. Runoff
Storm #1 Storm #2 Storm #3
Frequency R P £ 4 ,2‘ F} ID
Rainfall, P (24-hour) T X 0)0' ‘7)'?@'“ 4'6ﬂ
Runoff, Q L A B I in ,2.07 [l'wa 07.1’%1

(210-VI-TR-65, Second Ed., June 1986)
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-5 D ATE: L1707 i
7L 0L |
- 2 | 24 | 99
WE | 1457 194
s 4.0 | L2 %4%
wi; | lo-ye_otoeM |
: 7 AL - ag
5 |
bz( 4.0 .94 %, 42
4% | %108 CIUL T /) )
45 | %4 HAL




()

N b
Worksheetg:/ Time of concentration (Te) or travel time (Ty)
erosect 1OV UN0Ee W™t (Wl 0551) s Jik

/

Location UQ’ /'I” i,l“ﬂ“ /fo “\m ’%’)'

TN,
Circle one: Present (‘Develop
- e e e
Circle one: (&;} Tt through subarea

NOTES:

Sheet flow (Applicable to Tc only)

Checked

pate L\ %0},

Date

worksheet.

Include a map, schematic, or description of flow

Watershed or subarea T or Tt {add T, in steps 6, 11, and 19) .eveve. hr

Segment ID

1. Surface description (table 3=1) ceeeernasnss

2. Manning’s roughness coeff., n {tahle 3-1) ..

3. Flow length, L (total L €300 fr) seensaense ft
4. Two-yr 24-hr rainfall, P2 cererssstenenrsann in
5. Land B8lOPe, B secsesscesrsveararsansossasnes f/fL
6. T, = %O;ngs(:‘[;?j's Compute T, .u....  hr

2

Shallow concentrated flow Segment ID
7+ Surface description (paved or unpaved) .....

B. Flow length, L sssvesvacocenasosssarasanasas ft
9. Watercourse 8lope, B suseeresasvsssassncasss FL/EL
10. Average velocity, V (figure 3=1) .ssvveuseee ftfs
I, T = EE%B"V Compute Tt sacees hr
Chaunel flow Segment ID
12. Cross sectional flow ared, @ seeceesssecsens ft2
13. Wetted perimeter, Py sesseviosnssanescnnsnss ft
14. Hydraulic radius, r = Eg Compute € sesesse ft
15. Channel slope, s ......?.................... ft/ft
16. Manning’s roughness coeffi, T sesesssccsasss

17, V= 1,49 ri/B 81/2 Compute V sevase.. fL/8
18, Flow length, L seeeessscenscassassnsnarsssns ft
19, T, = ﬁ—‘; Compute T  ..uu.s hr
20.

Space for as many as two segments per flow type can be used for each

segmenta.

MO RIS

0.0

o !

’f}"

0005

0.0%%

OthQ'

UNPAVED

oot | A9
0005 | 0,008
47 |1y

+ Dﬁaﬂa =

0301

-+ E

(210-VI-TR-55, Second Ed., June 1986)
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HAMILTON COUNTY SURVEYOR'S OFFICE
DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS - Rational Method

ACTIVITY: Size inlets and storm drain
Loocation: Meridian Sub., 111 th. St. at Tottenham dr., To Manchester Ct,

Area (A): 295 Acres
Runoff Coeff. (C): 0.40

Subarea Description Sq. FL. (Acres) (%age of total) subarea "¢" ¢ * %age
S.Fam. 2,95 1.00 0.4 0.40
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
2.950 ac. Waeighted C: 0.40

Time of Concentration Calculations (Note: tables & figures are from TR-55)

BEGINNING ( < 300") lntensity (1):
Surface desc. =  dev. { In = a/(t+b)*n)
Manning's (table 3.1) 0.24 Per Clty of Indianapolis Stormwater Manual;  Is In minutas.
Flowlength{(L)= 70 foat o= 176 in/hr.
2yr.24hr. P2= 274 i, (rain) ls= 235 in/hr
glev. Drop (D )= foet lo= 276 in/hr.
avg. slope (DAL), s = 0.01  feet/fost lzs= 325 in/hr.
T1=  0.255 hours lo= 367 in/hr.
lwo= 403  in/hr
SHALLOW CONCENTRATED FLOW Flow Rate (" Q" ):

desc. {paved/unpaved) unpaved
Flow length, L= 830 feet

Watercourse slope, s = 0.0036 feet/fet Q:= 21 cfs.
Ave. velocity, V (fig. 3.1)= 1.5 feet/sec. Q:= 28 cfs.
Q= 33 cfs.

Ta=  0.346 hours Qxs= 38 cfs.

Qo= 43 cfs

Tt =T1+T2=  0.601 hours Quo= 48 cfs.

36.04 minutes

CHANNEL OR PIPE FLOW (input from other calcs., dist.=0 & vel. = 0.001 for initial area)

velocity (ft/sec)= 0 dist. (ft.) = 0
Ts= 0.00 hours (Time 2A to 6 in pipe)
0.00 minutes

Tl =T1+ T+ Ta= 0.601  hours

36.04 minutes 9/? 7‘?
DATA INPUT BY: D. Sedler DATE: 7

CHECKED BY: DATE:
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HAMILTON COUNTY SURVEYOR'S OFFICE
DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS - Rational Method

ACTIVITY: Size inlets and storm drain
Location: Meridian Sub., 111 th, St. at Tottenham dr., West side, So. Of Manchester

Area (A): 078 Acres
Runoff Coeff. (C): 0.40

Subarea Description Sq. Ft.  (Acres) (%age of total) subarea"c" ¢ * %age
S.Fam. 0.78 1.00 0.4 0.40
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.780 ac. Woeighted C: 0.40

Time of Concentration Calculations (Note: tables & figures are from TR-55)

BEGINNING ( < 300') Intensity ().
Surface desc. = dev. ( In = af(t+b)*n)
Manning's (table 3.1) 0.24 Per City of Indlanapolis Stormwater Manual; t is in minutes,
Flow length (L )= 80 feet = 218 inthr
2yr.24hr.P2= 274  in, (rain) ls= 290 in/hr.
elev. Drop (D )= fest le=  3.39 in/hr
avg. slope (D/L), s = 0.01 feetfost lzs= 399 in/hr.
Ti=  0.284 hours lso= 448 in/hr
lwo= 4982 inJ/hr
SHALLOW CONCENTRATED FLOW Flow Rate ("Q " }:

desc. (paved/unpaved) unpaved
Flow length, L= 350 fost

Watercourse siope, s = 0.0033  feetfeet Q:= 07 cfs.
Ave. velocity, V (fig. 3.1)= 15  feetfsec. Qs= 09 cfs.
Qu= 11 cfs.

T2=  0.146 hours Q= 12 cfs.

Qso = 14 c.fs.

Tota=T1+Tz2=  0.429 hours Qiuo= 15 cfs.

25.77 minutes

CHANNEL OR PIPE FLOW (input from other calcs., dist.=0 & vel. = 0.001 for Initial area)

velocity (ftisec)= 0 dist. {ft) = 0
Ta= 0.00 hours (Time 2A to 6 in pipe)
0.00 minutes

Tioal = T1+ T2+ Ta= 0.429  hours
2577 minutes
DATA INPUT BY: D. Sedler DATE: 9/9/97

CHECKED BY: PATE:
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HAMII.TbN COUNTY SURVEYOR'S OFFICE
DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS - Rational Method

ACTIVITY: Size inlets and storm drain
Location: Meridian Sub., 111 th. St. at Tottenham dr., Initial area

Area (A): 3.06 Acres
Runoff Coeff. (C): 0.40

Subarea Description Sq. Ft. (Acres) (%age of total) subarea"c" ¢ * %age
S.Fam, 3.06 1.00 0.4 0.40
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
¢.00 0.00
3.060 ac. Weighted C: 0.40

Time of Concentration Calculations (Note: tables & figures are from TR-55)

BEGINNING ( < 300" ) Intensity (1):
Suiface desc. =  dev. ( In = a/(t+b)*n)
Manning's (table 3.1) .24 Per Gity of Indianapolis Stormwater Manual; 1 is in minutas.
Flowlength(L)= 70 fest o= 174  in/hr
2yr.24hr. P2= 274  In (rain) Is= 233 in/hr
elev. Drop (D ) = feet lo= 273 in/hr
avg. slope (DIL), s =  0.01  feet/feet ls= 322 in/hr
Ti=  0.255 hours lss= 363 in/hr.
lwo=  3.99  in/br
SHALLOW CONCENTRATED FLOW Flow Rate ("Q " }:

desc, (paved/unpaved) unpaved
Flow length, L= 850 feet

Watercourse slope, s = 0.0036  feet/fest Q:= 2.1 c.fs.
Ave, velocity, V (fig. 3.1)=  1.5-  feet/sec. Qs= 29 cfs.
Qu= 33 cfs.

Tz2=  0.354 hours Qs= 39 ofs.

Qso= 44 cis.

Teta=T1+T2a=  0.609 hours Quo= 49 cfs.

36.54 minutes

CHANNE. OR PIPE FLOW (input from other calcs., dist.=0 & vel, = 0.001 for initial area)

velocity (f'sec)= 0 dist. (ft)= 0
Ta= 0.00 hours (Time 2A to & in pipe)
0.00 minutes
Toa =Ti+Tz+Ta= 0.609 hours
36.54 minutes Q/ 7/ ?'}
DATA INPUT BY: D. Sedler DATE:  BMSIGY

CHECKED BY: DATE:
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HAMILTON COUNTY SURVEYOR'S OFFICE
DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS - Rational Method

ACTIVITY: Size inlets and storm drain
Location: Meridian Sub., 111 th. St. at Tottenham dr., East Side of Tottenham

Area (A):
Runoff Coeff. (C):

Subarea Description
S.Fam,

Sq. Ft.

3.37 Acres

0.40

3.37

3.370 ac.

1.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.4

Woeighted C:

(Acres} (%age of total) subarea "c" ¢ * %age

0.40
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.40

Time of Concentration Calculations (Note: tables & figures are from TR-55)

BEGINNING ( < 300')

Surface desc. = dev.
Manning's (table 3.1} 0.24

Flow length (L ) = 80 feet
2yr.24hr. P2= 274  in. (rain)
slev. Drop (D)= feet
avg. slope (D/L),s = 0.01 feetffeet
T1= 0.284 hours

SHALLOW CONCENTRATED FLOW
desc. (pavedfunpaved) unpaved
Flow length, L= 1150

feet

Watercourse slope, s = 0.0033 feet/fest

Ave. velocity, V (fig. 3.1)= 1.5

Tz= 0479

Tiota = T1+ T2 = 0.763

feet/sec.

hours

hours

45.77 minutes

Intensity {1):

{ I = a/(t+b)*n)

Per City of Indianapolis Stormwater Manuak: t is in minutes.

I =
Is=
e =
lzs =
Iso =

lioo =

1.50
2.01
2.36
2.78
3.15
3.45

FlowRate (" Q" ):

2.0
2.7
3.2
3.8
4.2
47

in./ hr.
in./ hr.
in./ hr.
in./ hr.
in./ hr.
ir./ hr,

cfs.
cfs.
c.fs.
cfs.
cfs.
cls,

CHANNEL OR PIPE FLOW (input from other calcs., dist.=0 & vel. = 0.001 for Iinitial area)

velocity {ft/sec)=
Ts= 0.00

Twtal=T1+ T2+ Ta= 0.763

O dist. (ft.) =

0

hours  {Time 2A to 6 in pipe)
0.00 minutes

hours

4577 minutes

DATA INPUT BY: D. Sedler

CHECKED BY:

DATE:

DATE:

9/9/97
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SUBURBAN MERIDIAN SUBDIVISION
STORM SEWER INFORMATION

STR, #8
2TO3
3TOS
7TO6

6 TO OUTLET
1ATO 2A
2ATO3
3ATO 4A
4ATOS5
5A TO BA

5107

STR. #S
2

~N oW

6
INV. QUTLET
1A
2A
3A
4A
5A
BA

Pt E3yas
e’ T g3y
325 R I

3905

DIST. BETWEEN STR.'S

410.42'
603.89'
46571
238.00'
39.75'
41.85'
43.59'
4171
25,50
26t

T.C. ELEV.'S
839.71"
838.40'
836.32"
835.62"
833.27"
827.02
836.78"
836.75'
834.65
834.64'

1|
L3774
R

R

!4:. ”.f:‘. 'i-n' oA

70 WF CURE
32

TOV cuRD

GRADE
0.29%
0.40%
0.17%
0.53%
0.83%
0.60%
0.73%
0.62%
1.76%

2.3 %Y,

INV. IN
834.57
833.54 W, 833.28 N.
83124 W, 830.92 N.
830.45 W., 829.75 N.
828.27'

N/A
N/A
833.97
N/A
831.64'

N/A
830.86'

EARYT SIDE  bVER

WesT $I1DE

P

PIPE SIZE PIPE TYPE
CONC.
CONC.
CONC.
CONC.

12"
12"
30"
30"
12"
12"
10"
12"
12"
2"

INV. OUT
834.48'
833.358'
830.48'
826.04'

N/A
827.02'
834.48'
833.79
831.96'
831.50'
831.31"
830.27'

,gl‘

gver 15"

PVC
PVC
CLAY

CONC.
CONC.

cong,
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SUBURBAN MERIDIAN SUBDIVISION
STORM SEWER INFORMATION

STR.#$  DIST. BETWEEN STR.'S
2703 410.42'
3TOS5 603.89'
7TO6 465.71'

6 TO OUTLET 238.00"

1ATO 2A 39.75'

2ATO 3 41.65'

3ATO 4A 43.59'

4ATOS5 41.71"

5A TO BA 25.50"

STR.#S T.C.ELEV.'S

2 839.71'
3 838.40'
5 836.32'
7 835.62'
6 833.27'
INV. QUTLET 827.02'
1A 836.78'
2A 836.75'
3A 834.65
4A 834.64'
5A 834.71
6A 83%.74'

%4

J/
s

INV. IN
834.57'

833.54 W, 833.28 N.
831.24 W, 830.92 N.
830.45W.,, 829.75 N.

828.27
N/A
N/A

833.97
N/A

831.64'
N/A

830.86'

—

o

12"
12"
30"
30"
12"
12"
10"
12"
12"

INV. OUT
834.48'
833.358'
830.48'
829.04'

N/A
827.02'
834.48
833.79'
831.9¢'
831.50'
831.371
830.27

9 17/2%

PIPE SIZE PIPE TYPE

CONC.
CONC.
CONC.
CONC.
PVC
PVC
CLAY
CONC.
CONC.




SUBURBAN MERIDIAN SUBDIVISION
STORM SEWER INFORMATION

STR.#'S  DIST. BETWEEN STR.'S
2TO3 410.42
3TOS 603.89'
7TOB6 465.71'

6 TO OQUTLET 238.00'

1ATO 2A 38.75'

2ATO3 41.65'

3ATO4A 43.59'

4ATOS 41.71

5A TO 6A 25.50'

STR. #'S T.C.ELEV.'S

2 839.71'
3 838.40'
5 836.32'
7 835.62"
& 833.27
INV. OUTLET 827.02
1A 836.78'
2A 836.75'
3A 834.65
4A 834.64'
5A 834.71
6A 83%.74'

g34

INV. IN
834.57

833.54 W, 833.28 N.
831.24 W,, 830.92 N.
830.45W., 829.75 N.

828.27'
N/A
N/A

833.97
N/A

831.64'
N/A

830.86'

,
T

12"
12"
30"
30"
12°
12“
10"
12"
12"

INV. QUT
834.48'
833.35'
830.48'
829.04'

N/A
827.02
834.48'
833.7¢'
831.96"
831.50'
831.31°
830.27"

PIPE SIZE PIPE TYPE
CONC.
CONC.
CONC.
CONC.

PVC
PVC
CLAY

CONC.
CONC.

Voo
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law of
any siructure or part tnerecf erected or maintained in violation hereof, is hereby dedicated to the public, and reserved to
several owners of the lots in this subdivision and to their heirs and 888igN8,
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No improvements shsll be erected or placed on any of the lots in this addition until the building plans have veen

in writing by the majority of a committee composed of Stanley Valinet, Mary Valinet, and ¥illiam H. Traylor for the contformity of
axternal design with existing structures in this area, In the event of the death or resignation of any member or mexvers of this
committee, the surviving member or members shall have the autnority to approve or disapprove such design and location. If said
comzitiee shall fail to approve or disapprove such design or location within ten days after said plans have been submitted or if
no suit to enjoin the erection of such improvements shall have been commenced witihin 30 days after the completion ta ', such
approval shall not be required. Said commitiee snall act and serve without compensation until January 1, 1971, at which *ize tne
ten recorded owners of the majority of the lote in tuis addition may designate in writing, duly recorded among the land records of

Hamilton County, their authorized representatives who thereafter shsll have all the powers, subject 1o the avove limitations, as
were previously delegated herein to said committee,

%
IN uImERSsS YEEEROT, . the Valley Cosy Int., by Btanley Valinet, its presidemt, and Mary Valinet, its secretary; and
Panl A, Todd and Mabel Todd, his wife, have caused this instrument to be executed thisﬁég diuy o DELECMBER.. 5D

VALIEY DEVELOPMERT CO., INC,

ot Ll asle %M;.J

Stanley Wet, President

AVPYORY.¢

ine¥, Secre tary

wr AL Todd, Owner

Dalbel, ol

Mabel Todd, wile

N
Hdry Va

BY

STATE OF INDIANA)
gSS:
COUNTY OF MARION

Before me, the urdersigned a Notary Public, in and for said State and County,
Stanley Valinet, its President, and Mary Valinet,
the purposes therein expressed.

appeared the Valleg Development Co., Inc., by
its secretary, and acknowledged the execution of the foregoing instrument for
Witness my hand and notarial seal this /4 & day of _NECELEMBER , 19,459,

My Cor~*asion expires Juzv& 23, 1962

STATE OF INDIANA)
)ss

.
K

CouNTY OF

Before me, the undamié:md, a Notary Pubiic in apd for said State and County, appeared Paul 4. Todd and Mabel Todd, his wife, and
acknowledged the execution of the foregoing instrument for the purposes therein expressed., Witness my hand and notarial seal

this 27 day of L el s 1927

My commission W%‘d"?'/z’ /763

This instrument was prepared by P. ¥, Hooxre
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CURRENT DATE: 09-09-1997 FILE DATE: 09-09-1997
CURRENT TIME: 14:02:02 FILE, NAME: 111TH

FHWA CULVERT ANALYSIS
HY 8 VERSION 4.0

C CULVERT SHAPE MATERIAL, INLET
s ez s
3 L % INLET CUTLET CULVERT ?* BARRELS 3
2V 3 ELEV. ELEV. LENGTH 3 SHAFE SPAN RISE MANNING INLET 3
3 3 (F'T) (E'T) (FT) 3 MATERIAL (FT) (FT) n TYPE 3
21 3 0.35 0.00 35.00 * 2 RCPE 3.17 2.00 012 CONVENTIONAL-?
228 3 38’1 24 1 3
3 3 3 2 3
3 4 3 3 3
3 5 3 k] 3
3 6 3 3 3

A ]

SUMMARY QF CULVERT FLOWS (CFS) FILE: 111TH DATE: 09-09-1997

ELEV (FT) TOTAL 1 2 3 4 5 6 ROADWAY ITR
0.35 0 0 0 0 G 0 0 0 1
1.43 11 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
1.93 22 22 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
2.38 33 33 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
2.86 44 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
3.34 55 55 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
3.60 66 56 0 0 0 0 0 9 9
3.63 70 55 0 0 0 0 0 15 5
3.76 88 47 0 0 0 ¢ G 40 5
3.83 99 42 0 0 0 C 0 537 5
3.89 110 36 0 0 0 0 0 73 4
3.50 58 58 0 0 0 0 C OVERTOPPING

SUMMARY OF ITERATIVE SOLUTION ERRORS FILE: 111TH DATE: 09-09-1597

HEAD HEAD TOTAL FLOW % FLOW
ELEV (FT) ERROR (F'T) FLOW (CFS) ERROR {CFS} ERRCR
0.35 0.00 0 0 0.00
1.43 0.00 11 0 0.00
1.93 0.00 22 0 0.00
2.38 0.00 33 0 0.00
2.86 .00 44 0 0.00
3.34 0.00 55 0 0.00
3.60 ~0.00 66 il 0.79
3.63 -C.00 70 i 0.76
3.76 -0.01 88 1 0.96
3.83 ~0.00 99 0 0.27
3. 1 0.71
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CURRENT DATE: 09-09-1997 FILE DATE: 09-09-1997
CURRENT TIME 14'02'02 FILE NAME 111TH

DIS- HEAD- INLET QUTLET COOOC OO A OO0 OO OO0 o)
CHARGE WATFER CONTRCL CONTROL FLOW NORMAL CRITICAL CUTLET TATIWATER
FLOW ELEV. DEPTH DEPTH TYPE DEPTH DEPTH VEL. DEPTH VEL. DEPTH
(cfsl (ft) (ft) (£t} <F4> (ft) (ft) (fps) (ft) (fps) (ft)

I\ il
El. inlet face invert 0.35 ft El. outlet invert 0.00 ft
El. inlet throat invert O 00 ft El lnlet crest 0.00 ft

kkkk4 STTE DATA **+**% CULVERT INVERT ***% %% % & % & % % % &
INLET STATION (FT) 35.00

INLET ELEVATION (FT) 0.35
CUTLET STATION (FT) 0.00C
OUTLET ELEVATION (FT) 0.00
NUMBER CF BARRELS 2
SLOPE (V-FT/H-FT) C.0100
CULVERT LENGTH ALONG SLCPE (FT) 35.00

ok ok ok ok CULVERT DATA SUMMARY dokokok kg ok ok ok ke ok ok o ok kR e ke ok ke ok ok ok

BARREL SHAPE ELLIPTICAL
BARREL SPAN 3.17 FT
BARREL RISE 2,00 FT
BARREL MATERIAL CONCRETE
BARREL MANNING'S N 0.012

INLET TYPE CONVENTIONAL

INLET EDGE AND WALL GROOVED END PROJECTING
INLET DEFRESSION NONE
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CURRENT DATE: (09%-(9-1997 FILE DATE: 09-09-1997
CURRENT TIME: 14:02:02 FILE NAME: 111TH

*rkwkxk REGULAR CHANNEL CROSS SECTION ok sk okkohskkokkok k& =
BOTTOM WIDTH (FT) 2.00
SIDE SLOPE H/V ({¥:1) 2.0
CHANNEL SLOPE V/H (FT/FT) 0.002
MANNING'S N (.01-0.1) 0.030
CHANNEL INVERT ELEVATION (FT) 0.00
CULVERT NO.1 QUTLET INVERT ELEVATION 0.00 FT

*rkdkkdk [JNIFORM FLOW RATING CURVE FOR DOWNSTREAM CHANNEL

FLOW W.S5.E. FROUDE DEPTH VEL. SHEAR
(CFS} (FT} NUMBER (FT) (FPS) (PSF)

0.00 0.00 0.000 0.00 0.00 0.00
11.00 1.30 0.286 1.25% 1.85 0.16
22.00 1.79 0.291 1.79 2.21 0.22
33.00 2.14 0.295 2.14 2.45 0.27
44.00 2.43 0.298 2.43 2.63 0.30
55.00 2.68 0.300 2.68 2.79 0.34
66.00 2.%0 0.302 2.90 2.92 0.36
70.00 2.97 0.303 2.97 2.96 0.37
88.00 3.28 0.305 3.28 3.14 0.41
99.00 3.45 0.307 3.45 3.23 0.43
110.00 3.¢0 0.308 3.60 3.32 0.45

ROADWAY SURFACE PAVED
EMBANKMENT TOP WIDTH ({FT) 24.00
CREST LENGTH (FT) 100.00

OVERTOPPING CREST ELEVATION (FT) 3.50
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HAMILTON COUNTY SURVEYOR'S OFFI
DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS

PROJECT: Suburban Meridian

LOCATION: 111th St & Meridian

BY: JLK
DATE: 111711997

CHKD:
DATE:
PAGE:

PIPE FROM STRS 1O 111TH ST & TOTTENHAM DR

TR-55 DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS

1

RUNOFF CURVE NUMBER
SOIL NAME | HYDR. COVER CN AREA Product

GROUP DESCRIPTION (acres) |CN x Area

0

Crosby, CrA C Residential, 1/3 Ac Lofs 81 215 17415
Brookston, Br B Residential, 1/3 Ac Lots 72 1.7 122.4

0

0

¢

0

0

0

0
3.85 296.55
WEIGHTED CN: 77.02597

RUNOFF
STM#1 | STM#2 | STM#3

Frequency.........ccccevreenecense yr 2 5 10

Rainfall, P (24-hour)............ in 3 3.75 43
Runoff {(Q).....cceveuevenennnnnnnnns in 1.07251562 | 1.62063567 | 2.05137527




HAMILTON COUNTY SURVEYOR'S OFFICE
DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS

PROJECT: Suburban Meridian BY: JLK CHECKED: NA
LOCATION: 111th St & Meridian DATE: 1/171997 DATE: NA
PAGE:
TR-55 DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS
D TIME OF CONCENTRATION (Tc) OR TRAVEL TIME (Tt)
SHEET FLOW TOTALS
1. Surface Description (table 3-1) Bermuda Grass
2. Manning's Roughness Coeff., n (table 3-1) 04
3. Flow Length, L (total L less than 300°) 280 ft
4. Two-year, 24-hour rainfall, P2 3 in
5. Land Slope, s 0.025 FLt
6. Tt 0.7704347 0| 0.7704347|hr
SHALLOW CONCENTRATED FLOW
7. Surface Description {paved or unpaved) Unpaved
8. Flow Length, L 125 ft
9. Watercourse Slope, s 0.005 ft/ft
10. Average Velocity, V (figure 3-1) 1.15 ft/s
11. Tt 0.0301932 0 0.0301932]hr
. CHANNEL FLOW
12. Cross Sectional Flow Area, a sq ft
13. Wetted Perimeter, Pw it
14. Hydraulic Radius, r=a/Pw ft
15. Channel Slope, s st
16. Manning's Roughness Coefficient, n
17. Velocity, V 0 o|ftss
18. Flow Length, L ft
19. Tt 0 0 o|hr

20. Total Time of Concentration

0.8006279 hr




HAMILTON COUNTY SURVEYOR'S OFFICE
DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS

PROJECT: Suburban Meridian BY: JLK CHECKED: NA
OCATION: 111th St & Meridian DATE: 1/17/11997 DATE: NA
PAGE:

TR-55 DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS
GRAPHICAL PEAK DISCHARGE
Drainage Area: 0.0060156 sq. miles

Runoff Curve Number: 77.025974
Time of Concentration: 08006279 hr

Rainfall Distr'n Type: 0, 1A, L
Pond/Swamp Area: 0 % of Drainage Area
STM#1 |STM#2 |STM#3
Frequency 2 5 10|yr
Rainfall, P (24-hour) 3 375 4.3)in
Initiaf Abstraction, la 0.597 0.597 0.597lin
(use CN with Table 4-1)
la/P 0.199 0.1592| 0.1388372
Unit Peak Discharge, qu 375 390 400(csm/in
(use Tc & la/P with exhibif 4-_ )
Runoff, Q 1.0725156| 1.6206357| 2.0513753|in
Pond/Swamp Adj. Factor 1 1 1
(use % area with Table 4-2)
(factor is 1.0 for 0% area}
Peak Discharge, qp 2.419444| 3.802163| 4.936122|cfs




O O
NOMOGRAPH FOR SOLUTION OF MANNING'S
FORMULA FOR FLOW IN STORM SEWERS
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HAMILTON COUNTY SURVEYOR'S OFFICE

DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS

PROJECT: Suburban Meridian BY: JLK CHKD:
LOCATION: 111th St & Meridian DATE: 01/17/97 DATE:
PAGE: 1
PIPE FROM STR 5 T0O STR 3
TR-55 DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS
RUNOFF CURVE NUMBER
SOIL NAME | HYDR. COVER CN AREA | Product
GROUP DESCRIPTION {acres) [CN x Area|
0
Croshy, CrA c Residential, 1/3 Ac Lots 81 1.5 1215
Brookston, Br B Residential, 1/3 Ac Lots 72 2.5 180
0
0
a
0
0
0
0
4 301.5
WEIGHTED CN: 75.375
RUNOFF
STM#1 | STM#2 | STM#3
Frequency yr 2 5 10
Rainfall, P (24-hour}............ in 3 3.75 43
Runoff (Q)........cccccoecvviennein | 0.98092747 | 1.50684135 | 1.92341132
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HAMILTON COUNTY SURVEYOR'S OFFICE
DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS

PROJECT: Suburban Meridian
LOCATION: 111th St & Meridian

TR-55 DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS

TIME OF CONCENTRATION {Tc) OR TRAVEL TIME (Tt}

SHEET FLOW

Surface Description (table 3-1)

Manning's Roughness Coeff., n (table 3-1)
Flow Length, L {total L less than 300")
Two-year, 24-hour rainfall, P2

Land Slope, s

Tt

SR wNA

SHALLOW CONCENTRATED FLOW

7. Surface Description (paved or unpaved)
8. Flow Length, L

9. Watercourse Slope, s

10. Average Velocity, V (figure 3-1)

11. Tt

CHANNEL FLOW

12. Cross Sectional Flow Area, a

13. Wetted Perimeter, Pw

14. Hydraulic Radius, =a/Pw

15. Channel Slope, s

16. Manning's Roughness Coefficient, n
17. Velocity, V

18. Flow Length, L

19. Tt

BY: JLK CHECKED: NA
DATE: 111711997 DATE: NA
PAGE:
TOTALS
Bermuda Grass
0.4
80 ft
3 in
0.05 ft/ft
0.2143233 0 0.2143233lhr
Unpaved
450 ft
0.005 ft/ft
1.15 fi/s
0.1086957 0 0.1086957|hr
5q ft
ft
ft
fu/ft
o] 0|ft/s
ft
0 0 ofhr




20. Total Time of Concentration

@,

0.323018 hr
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HAMILTON COUNTY SURVEYOR'S OFFICE
DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS

PROJECT: Suburban Meridian BY: JLK CHECKED: NA
OCATION: 111th St & Meridian DATE: 1/1711997 DATE: NA
PAGE:

TR-55 DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS

GRAPHICAL PEAK DISCHARGE

Drainage Area:  0.00625 sq. miles
Runoff Curve Number: 75.375
Time of Concentration: 0.323019 hr
Rainfall Disir'n Type: I, 1A, 1, 1)

Pond/Swamp Area: 0 % of Drainage Area
STM#1 |STM#2 |STM#3
Frequency 2 5 10{yr
Rainfall, P (24-hour) 3 3.75 4.3|in
Initial Abstraction, la 0.654 0.654 0.654{in
(use CN with Table 4-1)
la/P 0.218 0.1744| 0.152093
Unit Peak Discharge, qu 520 535 550|csmiin
(use Tc & la/P with exhibit 4-_ )
Runoff, Q 0.9809275] 1.5068413} 1.9234113]in
Pond/Swamp Adj. Factor 1 1 1
{use % area with Table 4-2)
(factor is 1.0 for 0% area)
Peak Discharge, qp 3.188014| 5.038501| 6.611726|cfs




O O
NOMOGRAPH FOR SOLUTION OF MANNING'S

e FORMULA FOR FLOW IN STORM SEWERS
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HAMILTON COUNTY SURVEYOR'S OFFICE
DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS

PRQOJECT: Suburban Meridian BY: JLK CHKD:
LOCATION: 111th St & Meridian DATE: 111711997 DATE:
PAGE: 1

PIPE ALONG 111TH STREET (111TH & TOTTENHAM TO 15" CMP UNDER 111TH)

TR-55 DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS

RUNOFF CURVE NUMBER

SOIL NAME | HYDR. COVER CN AREA | Product
GROUP DESCRIPTION (acres) |CN x Area

0

Crosby, Cra C Residential, 1/3 Ac Lots 81 01 8.1

Brookston, Br B Residential, 1/3 Ac Lots 72 0.3 21.6

0

0

0]

0

0

0]

0
0.4 29.7
WEIGHTED CN: 74.25

RUNOFF
STM#1 | STM#2 | STM#3

Frequency......c.ccoeeeeveeeeeee. yr 2 5 10

Rainfall, P (24-hour)............ in 3 3.75 4.3
Runoff (Q).....ccerveeererrciieaee in | 0.92121408| 1.43178669 | 1.83847135




HAMILTON COUNTY SURVEYOR'S OFFICE
DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS

20.

Total Time of Concentration

PROJECT: Suburban Meridian BY: JLK CHECKED: NA
LOCATION: 111th St & Meridian DATE: 1/17/1997 DATE: NA
PAGE:
TR-55 DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS
Q TIME QF CONCENTRATION (Tc) OR TRAVEL TIME (Tt)
SHEET FLOW TOTALS
1. Surface Description (table 3-1) Bermuda Grass
2. Manning's Roughness Coeff., n (table 3-1) 0.4 0.4
3. Flow Length, L (total L less than 300") 60 280|ft
4. Two-year, 24-hour rainfall, P2 3 3[in
5. Land Slope, s 0.02 0.005)fL/ft
6. Tt 0.2456374( 1.466641| 1.7122784 |hr
SHALLOW CONCENTRATED FLOW
7. Surface Description {paved or unpaved) Unpaved
8. Flow Length, L ft
9. Watercourse Slope, s f/ft
10. Average Velocity, V (figure 3-1) ftis
1. Tt 0_|o hr
TN
L CHANNEL FLOW
12. Cross Sectional Flow Area, a 5q ft
13. Wetted Perimeter, Pw ft
14. Hydraulic Radius, r=a/Pw ft
15. Channel Slope, s Lt
16. Manning's Roughness Coefficient, n
17. Velocity, V 0 o|rtss
18. Fiow Length, L fit
19. Tt 0 0 o|hr

1.7122784 hr
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HAMILTON COUNTY SURVEYOR'S OFFICE
DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS

PROJECT: Suburban Meridian BY: JLK CHECKED: NA
OCATION: 111th St & Meridian DATE: 1/17r1997 DATE: NA
PAGE:

TR-55 DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS

GRAPHICAL PEAK DISCHARGE

Drainage Area: 0.000625 sq. miles

Runoff Curve Number: 7425
Time of Concentration: 1.7122784 hr
Rainfall Distr'n Type: 0oL A, L

Pond/Swamp Area: 0 % of Drainage Area
STM#1 [STM#2 |STM#3
Frequency 2 5 10|yr
Rainfall, P (24-hour) 3 3.75 4.3|in
Initial Abstraction, la 0.694 0.694 0.694(in
{use CN with Table 4-1)
la/P 0.2313333| 0.1850667| 0.1613953
Unit Peak Discharge, qu 225 235 240|csmyfin
{use Tc & la/P with exhibit 4-_)
Runoff, Q 0.9212141{ 1.4317867 1.8384714]in
Pond/Swamp Adj. Factor 1 1 1
(use % area with Table 4-2)
{factoris 1.0 for 0% area)
Peak Discharge, qp 0.129546| 0.210294| 0.275771|cfs
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NOMOGRAPH FOR SOLUTION OF MANNING'S

FORMULA FOR FLOW IN STORM SEWERS
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STEVEN A, HOLT

. R SEAN FLECK

GILDA W, CURRIER
JULIA B, WEAVER

DATE:
TO:

FROM:

Laml s N 1<% o 1l 32 HRULI] Ll S = T AT~ R Rl N -~ =
Horr, FrEck & FrEE
ATITORNEYS AT Law
83 SOUTHK SYym STREET
Nopresvirie, INDIANA 30060

(71773897
(80Q) 4040300

FACSIMILE
(D7) 727253080

TELECOPY MEMORANDUM

September 20, 1996

Les Locke

o - a1

B7? WCIET JACKSON STREET
CICERQ, INDIANA 48024
(7)) 9ba-5 626

OF COuNSEL
STEPHEN H, FREE

Steven A. Holt

NUMBER OF PAGES, INCLUDING THIS PAGE: 4

IMPORTANT--PLEASE READ

The information contained in this facsimile message is intended only for the
personal and confidential use of the designated recipients named above. This message
may be an attorney-client communication and as such is privileged and confidential. If the
reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that you have
received this document in error, and that any review, dissemination, distribution or
copying of this message is strictly prohibited. If you have receivef:l :chis cornmunication in
error, please potify us immediately by telephone and return the original message to us by
mail. Thank you.

[F THERE ARE ANY PROBLEMS WITH THIS TRANSMISSION, PLEASE
TELEPHONE US AT (317) 773-5997,
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Meridian Suburban

Neighborhood Newsletter

- Urgent Call To Action
EXTREMELY URGENT!!

The quality of our neighborhood could be affected by your action!

BLRE'S THE Sg'l"tIATION

The Hamilton County 1lighway Departmont is responsible for our streets and our storim sewers.,
As you probably know, our storm sewers do ot work because of a ¢ollapse along Tottenham,
samewhere between Mersey and Monchester. We know the collapse is somewhere in this one
block arca becanse we have good flow north of Mersey and south of Mancheaster. The storm
sewcrs were designed and installed about 30 years ago. We helieve they are adequate for our
neighborhood if in working condition, They were pot designed to handle all the water, leaves,
stickg, and crud {hat flows from the woods across 111" Street into our strects, We believe the
causc of the collupsed storm sewer was clearly contributed to by the 20 year overflow from the
woods. This situntion has existed since they began to develop the southwest comer of 11 6" and
Meridian over 20 years ago. Therefore our storm sewers have had massive overuse. The County
Highway has known about this problem for twa decades! We've suffered floods, mud and crud
every fall, winter and spring for 20 years. Every spring (he County Highway would cventually
comc oul to clean the sewers, clear the blockage and allow the standing water (o drain away. W¢
are now pleascd to see that the woods have been cleared a bit, and hope it will be gruded so
porhaps the overflow might stop. Keep fingers crossed! But either way our storim sewers arc still
not working!

HERE’S THE PROBLEM

Some storm sewers are maintained by the Coanty Highway and others are maintained by the
County Drainage Board. Cerlain county officials are now saying that over 25 years ago, the
formal paperwork to officially tum our sionm sewers over (o (he county was apparently not
propaly contpleted by the developer (Mr. Valinet). ‘Thercfore we are not an ofTicially regulated
drain and the Hamilton County Drainage Bosrd has wken @ position that they will pot maintain
ar rebuild our storm sewers. They wanius o petition to become a rogulated drain. They want us
to pay for engincering studics. ‘They want vs to pay to fix our storm sewers. And ﬂwvf wo would
pay to become & regulated drain. They would then begin mainienance. They won't give any
cost estimates, but we have heard figures from $30,000 and up! ‘Vhis would be assessed cqually
(o each homeowner, We don’l think this is the right way o go. We think the County Highway

should conttlinre ta maintain our storm sewers as they have for over 25 y2ars.
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We belicve the County Highway should fix Cur storm sewers .. and we would like them to do it
now while aur streets are wom Up. The primary reason we believe they should fix our storm
sewer is because they have maintaincd and serviced the storm sewer alrcady for aver 25
J"-‘a.rs! Now they decide they don't want to! There is a precedent of over 2§ years for lhem.
mainiaining, scrvicing, and yes, even fixing vur storm scwers! Now they arbitrarily decide to
quit. We don’t believe this is right. Why dicn’t they take this position 23 yeaus ago, 17 years
8g0, B yeurs ago, 4 years ago? It's not right. They have fixed and replaced scgments of our
s(o.rm sewers hefore, including some much needed and extensive work just 3 and 4 years ago!
This included pipe replacement, and continucd cleanouts this past sprin};. There is a truck record
here. They should not just arbitrarily quit.

We believe most residents do not Oppose being a repulated drain, The annual cost I¢ nominal.
But we do not belicve we should have to fix the sewer first out of our own pocket in order to
become regulated. A petition was distributed over a month ago to ask the drainage board to
consider our storm sewers o becone regulated. Drainage board member and sounty

~ commissioner Sharon Clark suggested we pot submit the petition because of concern over high
costs, Therefore we have not submitied the petition. Let’s get the County Highway to fix the
storm sewer first! Now!! Lven if it delays repaving the road for a week or two. Let’s get it done
right, and dong now, so we won't have our new road tom up fater!

There are additional arguments for them 1o fix our storin sewer. A big reason for the collapsed
storm sewer is because of overuse which was allowed by the county! They have allowed the
overflow to continue for almost 25 years without intervention. During heavy rain and flooding
they pur a big portable sign up on 111" Streer, warning drivers of the flooded road. But that's
about it, until spring when they clean out the clog. Their negleet contributed to the problem.

Another reason they should fix the storm sewer s the fact that sump pumps arc not allowed to be
dumped into the new sanitary sewer, nor into the streer. 1 is against the law, Byt without
another place to put it, peaple will potentially continue to dump into the street, keeping the new
pavement wet, sofl and easily damaged. The county has admitted that if the homeowner docs not
have an altemate place to dump the sump watsr (like Into the storm sewer) they will not enforce
the street dump. This is an invitation to contirue dumping on the new road, causing premature
damage. Let’s stop this potential problem befare It happens. Tt takes action naw!

THIS IS WHAT WE CAN DO TO FIX IT! NOW!

With polite urgency we ALL need to get on the phone NOW! “Ihe squenky wheel gets the
grease. You will probably get a run-around so expeet it Call all the officials twice a week
beginning today. If you huve a spouse, have then call separately. Give your name, address and
phone number. Tell them you would like the storm sewers fixed now, while it’s smart 10 do it,
Some of us have called. We've been politely put off by the burcaucratic shuftle. But if we oll
call it will be hard to ignore! Be pollte, but persistent. Call everyone and don’t fall for their
story about being unregulated. They have maintained it before, they can do it now, It's a matter
tpplying pressure and decision makers finally suying “Oh what the @%*#! Just go fix ﬂ_ie ‘
#&8%@ thing!™ Again, they’ve done it before. No matter what they tell you, the commissioners
have the ability to get it fixed tomorrow if they want. In the past, they have sald no, no, no, and
no! Then all of'a sudden they do it. Sometimus the day after they said no. Perhaps you can end

AT TSIV ] FOSCREORS | B
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' ‘ Please {mikc these calls!: We have an opport.nity (o improve our neighborhood in a very bi
way! "l'hu stummier has been long and ugly, and when finished, our development will Iu‘)k'“% )
cosmencally. Let’s not allow it to degrade s0d be worse than it has to be Eccwuqe of l( o
sewers that do not work. Fix it now while the ronds nre torn up. We can wir';ﬂl.‘ ‘ L" f: m
requites iction from all of us! - s one byt it

Action Call List

Commissioner Steven C. Dillinger, President of the Commissioners Board (this term)
773-888% |
Thisl is the number at his Insurance agency. As a part-time commissioner, he expacts calls at his
business office as well as at home, if you are so inclinad. Call,
There are three commissioners, all are the major decislon makers!

Cowmissioner Sharon Clark’

844.1316
This 1s her heme number, As 4 home naker she takes ali calls al home. As one of three
commissioners she has tremendous Influence, seemns diligent and very sympathetic to our
situation. We think we could have her support but let's alf call everyane on this list to eraate a
tidal wave. Remember the sqeaky wheel. Call,

Commissioner Steven A, Holt, Attorney

773-5997
This is his office number. Alsc call al home If 80 inclined. He has been very neutral about our
situation. Perhaps hung up on bureaucratic technicalities and legalities of the siteation. Pure
speculation since he Is a lawyer. Call! Make him tired of hearlng from us.
Push the fact that there Is a 25 year precedent,

Administrative Office of the Hamilton County Board of Commissioners

Fred Swift, Administrative Assisiant 1o the Commissioners

776-9719
Fred seems to be a very nice Individual. Has the ear of all commlssionerst Probably well
organlzed, knows our situation, will probably try to put us off. Let's be nlee byt peralstent,
Bother them with calls untfll they fix itI These are our government seivice providers.
Lat's gat what we nead, and what is right for our neighbarhood|

Hamilton County Highway Departunent
Tom Stevens, Director

773-7770
Tom Is on vacation untll the jast weet of September, Call anyway, leave messages, create a
storm, Re palite but persistent. This [s the depariment that needs to fix our storm sewer. They
don't want to! Call, call, call. These tolks cominunicate with the commissioners dallyl Oon't let

up. They'll say Tom Stevens Is on vacation and nothing can happen till he returns. Not trus.
en enotigh, they will stait Lo push the commissioners office. Everyone will

v e atastad sed wiant Ane giitnasd

If all of us call oft
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Hamilton County Highway Department

9/20/96 3:32 pm WORK ACTIVITY COST SUMMARY Page 1
Activicy
DATE TWP  SEGID ROAD NAME Labor Cost Equip.Cost Mat.Cost Quantity Emp. Equip. Material
141 - DRAINAGE: INSPECTION/CLEAN

R TR R SR T RN AL R L EE LR L LY

4/05/93 11 H-1836-001 Tottenham 58.29 30.00 0.00 EACH 0023  0l0
4/05/93 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham 58.29 0.00 0.00 EACH 003s
3/15/94 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham 15.81 0.00 0.00 1.00 EACH 0011
TOTALS : 132,39 30.00 0.00 1.0¢ EACH
TOTAL COST: 162.39 UNIT COST: 162.39
142 - DRAINAGE: PIPES/TILES

e e e e g e e ok ok ek ko i ek e v e e dr dr de e e e de e e de e dr e e

5/15/92 11 H-189%6-001 Tottenham 0.60 0.00 0.00 Log 128 3999 -WMDS

5/15/92 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham 114.26 812.50 0.00 Loc 0ord4 110

5/15/92 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham 221.41 357.50 0.00 LoC 0018 125 3999 -WMDS

5/15/92 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham 118.32 220.00 0.00 Loc 0021 124

5/15/92 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham 252.88 37.50 0.00 1.00 LOC 0034 020

5/15/92 11 H-18%§-001 Tottenham 130.50 37.50 0.00 Loc 0036 004

5/15/92 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham 221.41 260.00 0.00 Loc 0044 103

5/15/92 11 H-18%6-00L Tottenham 114,26 357.50 0.00 LOC 0050 119 9959-WMDS

5/15/92 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham 221.41 357.50 73.34 Loc 005: 128 0146-SH53
TOTALS : 1394.47  2440.00 73.34 1,00 LOC
TOTAL COST: 3907.41 UNIT COST: 3907.81

149 - MISC. DRAINAGE

EER A AN T NI AR d ek drrdrdr kR wwiediidd

5/06/%3 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham 117.74 85.00 0.00 LOC 0019 103

5/05/93 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham 122.38 60.00 0.0¢ 1.00 LGC 0024 021

5/05/93 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham 185,83 ¢.00 0.00 Lo¢ 0038

5/05/93 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham 116.58 500,00 0.00 LoC 0044 110

5/05/93 11 H-189%6-001 Tottenham 117,74 0.00 0.00 Loc 0048

5/06/93 11 H-18%6-001 Tottenham 122,38 250.00 ¢.00 Loc 0024 110

5/06/93 11 H-18%6-001 Tottenham 135.14 156,00 0.00 LoC 0038 234

$/06/93 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham 116.58 136¢.00 0.00 Loc 0044 103

S/06/93 11 H-1836-001 Tottenham 117.74 60.00 ¢.00 LOC 0048 021

§/06/93 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham 85.64 8.00 0.00 LOC 2070

5/06/93 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham 55.64 o.00 ¢.00 LOC 0072
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- Hamilton County Highway Department
9/20/96  3:32 pm WORK ACTIVITY COST SUMMARY Page 2
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DATE THP SEGID ROAD NAME

149 -« MISC, DRAINAGE

Fe R A W e e e e ke v e e e e ok ok e W e e ke e e e e e e e e e

TOTALS:

TOTAL COST:

163 - SIGN INSTALLATION

L R T s

5/19/92 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham
5/19/92 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham

TOTALS:

TOTAL COST:

149 - MISC. VEGETATICN

HRHI T I K I IR I IX AN AL A A AR I AN RAE R T T T drdd

6/11/92 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham
6/11/92 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham
6/11/92 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham

5/12/93 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham
5/12/93 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham
5/12/93 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham
§/12/93 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham

TOTALS :

TOTAL COST:

533 ~ CONTRACT SURFACING: RESURFACE

ke hdh ok kd ke kAN N AR RN NN

12/08/92 11 H-1896-001 Tottenham

TOTALS :

TOTAL COST:

Labor Cost

118.
130,
115,

61.
58.

58.
20.

32
50
42

.00

Activity
Equip.Cost Mat.Cest Quantity Emp. Equip.
1221.00 0.00 1.00 LOC
UNIT COST: 2484.39
¢.00 7.81 1.00 EACH 0439
10.00 14,30 1.00 EACH 0047 127
10.00 22.71 2.00 EACH
UNIT COST: 30.64
.00 0.00 HOURS 0024
45.00 .00 8.00 HOURS 0038 021
g.00 ¢.00 HOURS 0049
30.00 0.00 15.00 HOURS 0024 027
30.00 0.00 HOURS 0035 021
0.00 0.00 HOQURS 0048
0.00 .00 HOURS 0073
105.00 0.00 23.00 HOURS
UNIT CCST: 29.06
0.00 19712.92 .46 LM
0.00 19712.92 .46 LM

UNIT CQST; #*%#¥xxixk

Sasamza

Material

0468-11'P
0468-R1-1B

0067-599




h Hamilton County Highway Department
9/20/96 3:32 pm WORK ACTIVITY COST SUMMARY Page
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Activity
DATE TWE  SEGID ROAD NAME Labor Cost Equip.Cost Mat.Cost Quantity Emp.

Sosussusasasz==a=x

so==SSssusMuzs=no=o

REPORT TOTAL:  26997.23
THIS REPORT COVERS THE PERIOD FRCM 5/15/92 TO 3/15/94.
W AT N A m anum #ammzoz A MREED XSS rS T aRMMMSMsSmEEREETSOSAMessseEESSC—Saxa
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Hamilton County Highway Department
9/23/96  8:29 am WORK ACTIVITY COST SUMMARY Page 1
Activity
DATE TWP  SEGID RCAD NAME Labor Cost Equip.Cost Mat.Cost Quantity Emp. Equip. Material

533 - COWTRACT SURFACING: RESURFACE

A AA IR T ARE LA AR ANANNA N NN Rk h

12/08/92 11 H-1247-042 Manchester Ck. 0.00 0.00 5251.8¢ 04 LM

12/08/92 11 H-1293-001 Mersey Ct. 0.00 0.00 5016.13 .38 LM
TOTALS : 0.00 0.00 10267.93 .12 LM
TOTAL COST: 10287.93 UNIT COST: ***=wkkn

REPORT TOTAL:  10267,93

B L e L b L L T T T T T e P

THIS REPCRT CCVERS THE PERIOD FROM 12/08/92 TO 12/08/92.

EE e b E e P e E e e L L LN TP Y T LT T Toee

0067-999

0067-999

bt R L L DL T b e L T T LTS

AR RN NS R RN NN S S O AN S S SIS NOMMANAT IO ORI NS R
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HAMILTON COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
OCTOBER 14, 1996

Holt made a motion that the Highway Department petition the Deainage Board for drain reconstruction for suburban Metidian and
everything upstream that drains through it. Clark seconded. Clark stated she is having a hard time accepting that the people of
Tottenham will have to pay for reconstruction. She believes their drains have been damaged by water that was not theirs. It has been
going on for 30 years, and when they bought their homes they paid for the drain in their subdivision, That drain had deterforated due to
someone else’s water. Holt stated that the owner of the woods can say the same thing, which it is not his water it is someone else’s
waler creating the problem. Clark’s position is that after 35 years of poor government interaction with these people that they have had
no relief in all these years and now their drains are gone. It seems to her that they are having to pay twice for something that is not
necessarily their fault. Mr. Stevens stated that he is reluctant to use Highway maintenance funds 1o replace that drain, when subdivisions
built today are designed with the cost of storm sewers included in the cost of the the devclopment. In this situation this subdivision was
before that time and they have not paid those costs. Holt withdrew his motion. Clark withdrew her second. Clark asked if there is any
way to divert the water that is coming over the road? Mr, Locke answered that there is a possibility of that, he would have to look at
Liverpoot and see how much grading we have. Mr. Stevens believes the situation is the same today as when it was constructed. Mr.
Schleicher presented pictures from the 1960 showing flooding. Clark asked Mr. Ward if he was telling her that the only way to look at
it is the entire drainage shed and these people will be assessed for reconstruction. Mr, Ward stated they would be assessed according to
the code. Mr. Stevens stated recommendation #3 states just replacing the 12" pipe. Dilfinger is not for that at all. Clark asked Mr.
Ward if it is possible to do an on site detention to the north? Mr. Ward said it would reduce it, but we need to look into the Future.
When it is developed, where is the water going to go? Clark motioned that the Highway Department petition the Drainage Board for
reconstruction. Holt seconded. Mr. Mike Granger addressed the commissioners. He has spoken to Steve Valinet and his engineer and
this problem has existed for more than 25 years. He suggested at that time to create a brim on the north side of 111th Street that would
actuatty pool the water into the woods and then evaporate. He asked if water is coming from the east side of the woods? Mr. Locke
answered yes. If that is the case then Mr. Valient would probably want to put a brim up on the east side of the woods to stop the water
and aggravating the situation even more. Mr. Ward stated that you can’t wall the water out. Dillinger explained that this is the reason
we are choosing to do this reconstruction, it is the only long-term solution, Mr. Granger stated (hat there are two problems, bad storm
sewers and water coming across 111th, He stated that the only time it ever floods is when the water comes over 111th. Motion carried
unanimously.

Retainage Escrow Agreement for 96th Street - Construction Contract #2:

(Tape 1-2457)

Mr. Locke presented an agreement for Hatilton County, Hunt Paving Co, and National City Bank of Indiana,

Holt made a motion to accept agrecment. Clark seconded, Molion carried unanimously.

Retainage Escrow Agreement for 961h Street - Construction Contract #3:

Mr. Locke presented an agreement for Hamilton County, 2 & B Paving, Inc. and National City Bank of Indiana.
Holt made a motion to approve. Clark seconded, Motion cartied unanimously.

Release of Bonds/Letters of Credit:

Mr. Locke presented the following bonds and letiers of credit for release: 1) B-93-0088 - Fidelity & Deposit Bond #11860-
1193-567 for an open road cut at the intersection of Adios Pass & Bennett Road, Clay Township. 2) B-93-0097 - Amwest Surety Bond
#22002578 on Permit #11133-1193-664; B-93-0098 Amwest Surety Bond # 22002577 on Permit # 11116-1093-665, and B-95-0103
Amwest Surety Bond #1309553 on Permit #11899-1095-834 for Wiche Coustruction, Inc. On three major conunercial driveways
located 545" west of College on 111th Strect, 530" north on 111th Street on College and 430" north of Spring Highland on Springmill,
Clay Township. Holt made a motion to approve. Clark secanded. Motion carried unanimousty,

Acceptance of Bonds/Letters of Credit:

Mr. Locke presented the following Bonds and letters of credit for acceptance: 1) B-90-0031 - Fidelity and Deposit Company
Bond #3020 67 20 for Indianapolis Power & Light Co. in the amount of $24,000 to expire 8/21/97. 2) B-90-0038 - Continental
Casualty Company Bond #007521582 for Harold Lawson dba Harolds Scptic & Excavaling in the amount of $25,000 to expire 10/5/97,
3)B-92-0081 - Continental Casualty Company Bond #60074977 for Quakenbush Construction Co., Inc. in the amount of $25,000 to
expire 9/24/97. 4) B-06-0093 - United States Fidelity and Guaranty Company Bond #3152147 96 9 for James Lockhart, Jr. in the
amount of $15,000 for public road approach/private road approach to expire 9/23/97. 5) B-960094 - Uniled States Fidelity and
CGuaranty Company Dond $31-0120-49831-96-5 for The Hunt Paving Company, Inc. In the amount of $4,737,064.14 for East 96th
Strect Transportation Project Contract No. 2 to expire one year after the date when final payment becomes due.  6) B-96-0095 - United
States Fidelity and Guaranty Company Bond # 31-0120-49831-96-5 for The HMunt Paving Company, Inc in the amount of
$4,737,064.14 on Payment Bond to expire one year after the final payment becomes due. 7y B-96-0096 - Safeco Insurance Company
of America Performance bond #5868608 in the name of Centex Homes for $169,192.10 on Bridge #266 over Vestal Ditch in
Haverstick Subdivision to expire 9/27/98. 8) B-96-0098 - Continental Casualty Co. Bond #124066558 for Adams Water & Sewer
Service, Ing. in the amount of $5,000 to expire 9/30/97. 9) B-960099 - Fidelity and Deposit company Permit bond #8012022 for the
Town of Westficld in the amount of $25,000 to expire 9/26/97. 10) B-96-0100 - Fidelity and Deposit company Permit Bond for
Wilfong Construction Corporation in the amount of $10,000 to do a road cut - 200" west of Quail Point Road on 141st Street (Permit
No. P960756) to expite 10/1/97. 11) B-96-0101 - Fidelity and Deposit Company Permit Bond for Wilfong Construction Corporation in
the amount of $10,000 to do a road cut - 540' N. Of 141st Street on Ditch Road (Permit # P960755) to expire 10-1-97. 12) B-960103 -
Fidelity and Deposit Company Permit Bond for Wilfong Construction Corperation in the amount of $5,000 to do a road boar at 410"
west of Thomas on 146th Street Permit # PO60757 to expire 10/1/97. 13) L-960013 - First Fidelity & Guaranty Co., Inc, Itrevecable
Credit # SBG-7-ST for Davis Homes, LIC in the amount of $78,591.55 and expires 8/12/97, but such expiration dates will be
automatically extended for a period of one year on 8/13/97 and on each successive expiration date, unless a release is received. 14) L-
960012 - NBD Band, N.A. #00037684 for Land Innovators Co. in the amount of $5,000 to expire 9-9-97 for the installation of an
irrigation system in the right-of-way. Clark made a motion to approve. Holt seconded. Motion carried unanimousty.

Five Year Bridge Management Program: ‘

Mr. Locke presented the Iive Year Bridge Management Program. Mr. Locke would like the commissioners approval of this
program. It was the one submitted May 1, 1996 from the Highway County Highway Task Force Bridge Commitice. Holl motioned for
approval. Clark seconded. Clark thanked Mark Fisher for the map that he prepared for her. Clark has a real concern on the bridge over
River Road, bridge #141, between 126th and 136th. She would like to see its repairs moved forward. It is extremely dangerous. Mr.
Locke suggested taking another look at it when the plan is updated in May or ask the Highway Department, by a motion, io look at how
this bridge fits in the priority of repairs. Clark asked if any of the bridges on the program are unable to be traveled over?

Mr. Locke stated no, but the majority of the bridges on the program cannot have school buses travel on them, Bridge #141 can have

2




MEMO

To: Hamilton County Board of Commissioners
From: LesLocke —=F& et~

Subject: Repair of Storm Drains
Tottenham Drive
Meridian Suburban Subdivision

Date: September 23, 1996

I have prepared the following summary of the facts surrounding the position of the Highway
Department concerning the above referenced drain. Due to Tom being on vacation I can not
verify his previous conversations with the residents, but I do believe he would concur with this
letter.

We are not aware of any origianal construction plans for this drain system, however we believe
that the section along Tottenham is within the R/W and thus the responsibility of the county to
maintain within its budgetary means and on a level equal to other streets within the county. To
the best of my knowledge the streets do drain, however in heavy rains it may take awhile for the
water to all drain away. On Saturday, September 21, 1996, I visited the site at approximately
4:00 P.M. white it was raining and after there had been a light rain all day long. I found no
standing water at any of the inlets. This drain continues south of the Meridian Suburban
Subdivision onto private property with no legal access for maintenance. I am not sure where the
drain outlets or terminates.

The repair of this drain is primarily a level of service issue. I believe our position has been to not
maintain this drain because while it is slow to drain, it does still work. I believe this drain is
constructed with butt end concrete tiles. With this type of construction and its age, it is very
likely that the main trunk line of the drain would have to be entirely replaced. A quick estimate
without a detailed investigation is shown on attached Exhibit “A”. I believe the maximum cost to
repair the part of the system within the right of way to be $74,000. A more accurate estimate
could be made after the storm sewer was videoed. During my tenure with the county, I do not
know of any instances where the Highway Department has completely reconstructed a drain
system. Unfortunately at out present funding level we are not financially able to maintain all roads

1717 PLEASANT STREET NOBLESVILLE, INDIANA 46060 (317 773-T770
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Hamilton County Board of Commissioners
Page 2
September 23, 1996

and drains in the perfect condition the residents would like. In many cases residents would not
maintain a piece of infrastructure if it was theirs and at their cost, but because it is the county’s
responsibility, they feel like it is free. To show the level of service we have provided this
subdivision, we have expended $37,265 in 1992 thru 1996 to date for major repairs, maintenance
and resurface. This does not include minor items such as simple cleaning of inlets, snow removal,
salt, sand and etc. which are not charged to a specific street. Based on our 1995 distribution of
Motor Vehicle Highway and Local Road and Street funds, a mile of road receives about $3400 in
funding from the state per year. With this subdivision having .31 miles of road, the expenditures
we have made since 1992 equal approximately (37,265 + (3400x.31)) 35 years of state funding.
As you can see, we are very reluctant to spend additional large sums of money for this location at
the expense of other roads within the county. This is why we have recommended the residents
pursue a regulated drain if they are not happy with the level of service we can provide.

In summary, if the Highway Department is to pursue this issue, I would make the following
recommendations. If the Commissioners feel this should become a regulated drain, then I would
recommend they petition this to be regulated thru the Highway Department, thus making the
Highway Department responsible for the investigation costs if the drain is not approved. If the
Commissioners do not want this to be regulated, then I recommend they direct the Highway
Department to video the storm sewer within the right of way and then bring back a
recommendation for spot repairs or full replacement. The only problem I see with this second
option is that it may not provide for long term maintenance and does not provide a means to
maintain the down stream sections of pipe which are located out of the right of way.

Please let me know what action you would like for us to take, if any. Please be advised we have
two accounts to pay for this work. One is Drain Repairs which has $20,000 left out of the
$50,000 annual 1996 budget, and the other is Culverts, Tile & Pipe which has $9,000 left out of
the $50,000 annual 1996 budget. Obviously any major expense would require us to go to the
Council for additional funding.

cc: Tom Stevens
Dave Landis
Beckt Wise
Fred Swift
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Estimated cost of reconstruction of the main line of the storm sewer along Tottenham,

Contract Preparation: § 2,000
Video Investigation:

Video 1215' @ $2.00 per fi.= 2,430

Backhoe = 1,000
Reinforced Concrete Pipe

24" dia. - 600' @ $35 = 21,000

30" dia. - 615' @ $45 = 27,675
Inlets 2 @ $2,000 = 4,000
Drive Repair 11 x 20 x 6 x 6 x 110 +9 + 2000 x $100 = 4,840
Tree Removal = 500
Seed & Mulch=1215x15x.10= 1,823
Traffic Control: 1,500
Constuction Inspection 7,000

Total Cost $ 73,768
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eroveer: (6351 ¢ 1Mo sTation : 0+ 0D CULVERT DESIGN FORM
R xi H
sneer_ | of DESIGNER /DATE : ~LK s HiS[ e
REVIEWER / DATE : /
HYDROLOGICAL DATA L, v ROADWAY ELEVATION : X4 - (1)
g O mernoo_ KATIONAL
E [0 orainase AREAIMD STREAM SLOPE:M
E": O cHannEL sHapE: _
8 O roumns: O otHer: )
DESIGN FLOWS/TAILWATER EL;M
R.1. {YEARS) FLOWI(cfs) TW (f1) S=8§_ - FALL/ -
% a?;i"%_ .- 053?;,;'" ELOMM
- * = WL!Q j‘
fo L4 | o
CULVERT DESCRIPTION : TOTAL | FLOW HEADWATER CALCULATIONS &« z -
FLow | Per 22, v
MATERIAL - SHAPE - SIZE - ENTRANCE L INLET CONTROL OUTLET CONTROL Ei5|us COMMENTS
QL JQ/N [HWi/o Hw, [FALL JELni | TW | o [desD | ny | &, Ho |Bthe I35 4|53
tetsd} i | (2) {3 {4) is) ¢ 2} (s) 19} g |SFTL]o>
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Uoydhuid= (23 h9] - lhor]  |28F=[29|0]14 buade®d1s.e| Jug o1

| FOR CULVERTS ON GRADE

TECHNICAL FOOTNOTES:

{1} USE Q/NB FOR BOX CULVERTS

{3) FALL = HW| = (ELpg- ELgy) ; FALL IS ZERO

{2) HW; /D= HW /0 OR HW, /D FROM DESIGN CHARTS

(4} ELp;= HW;+ ELi(INVERT OF
INLET CONTROL SECTION]

(5) TW BASED ON DOWN STREAM
CONTROL OR FLOW DEPTHIN
CHANNEL.

®) hg=TW or (dg+D/2)[ WHICHEVER IS GREATER)
{7 H-E+ ket (2902 1) /RI'33:IV2"20

18) ELpy= EL b Hehy

SUBSCRIPT DEFINITIONS : COMMENTS / DISCUSSION : CULVERT BARREL SELECTED

o. APPROXIMATE . P ; g -

f. CULVERT FACE SIZE: £r

hd. DESIGN HEADWATER

hi. HEADWATER IN INLET CONTROL SHAPE!

1o peAuee W QUL S, i T
I .

o. OUTLET MATERIAL :

sf. STREAMBED AT CULVERT FACE .

lv JTAUWATER ENTRANCE
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@ PROPOSAL L

D.R. Childs Corporation
P.O. Box 251
Zionsville, IN 46077
(317) 873-2549
(Fax) 873-0670

October 10, 1996

Michael Rich, Project Engineer
Hamilton County Highway Department
1717 East Pleasant Street

Noblesville, Indiana 46060

RE: Storm Sewer Work (@ 111th Street & Tottenham Drive

We propose to fumish all material and labor to complete the storm sewer work at the above
referenced site for the following unit prices. Said prices include all costs associated with the
performance of the work, including but not limited to mobilization, maintenance of traffic, yard
and street restoration (with the exception the surface course on Tottenham Drive) and connection
to new or existing structures.

1. 12" RCP 435 LF 3400 %/LF § 14,790.00
2. 15" RCP 60 LF 62.00 §/LF 3,720.00
3. 18" RCP 412 LF 40.00 $/LF 16,480.00
4, 21" RCP 605 LF 44.00 $/LF 26,620.00
5, Inlet "E-7" 1 EA 1,116.00 3/EA 1,116.00
6. Reconst. Injet ZEA 766.00 $/EA 1,532.00

TOTAL $ 64,258.00

D.R. Childs Corporation,

Chris Childs, Project Engineer



O PROPOSAL >

D.R. Childs Corporation
P.O. Box 251
Zionsville, IN 46077
(317) 873-2549
(Fax) 873-0670

October 10, 1996

Michael Rich, Project Engineer
Hamilton County Highway Department
1717 East Pleasant Street

Noblesville, Indiana 46060

RE: Storm Sewer Work @ 111th Street & Tottenham Drive

We propose to furnish all material and labor to complete the storm sewer work at the above
referenced site for the following unit prices. Said prices include all costs associated with the
performance of the work, including but not limited to mobilization, maintenance of traffic, yard
and street restoration (with the exception the surface course on Tottenham Drive) and connection
to new or existing structures. '

i 1729 SPDR-.7A 4351 F RN KEAEF AN 14,080 S0
2. 15" SDR-35 60 LF 59,25 $/LF 3,555.00
3 18" SDR-35 412 1TF IRSOSNF 15,862.00
- TV ATETE..TK ol e i I AR TP B o ’.‘6,07".‘,«6
5. Inlet "E-7" 1 EA 1,116.00 $/EA 1,116.00
G Reoconst, lulot 2 LA 7G6G.00 B/A 1,532,000

TOTAL $ 63,038.00

D.R. Childs Corporation,

Y

Chris Childs, Project Engineer
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SALES OFFICES TELEPHONE | ITEM

INDIANAPOLIS, IN . ..ot 317/262-4920
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STLOUIS, MO oo 314/842-2900

LOUISVILLE, KY © o ve e e 502/448-2920 | CHECKED BY.
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HAMILTON COUNTY SURVEYOR'S OFFICE
DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS

BY: JLK
DATE: 1/1711897

PROJECT: Suburban Meridian
LOCATION: 111th St & Meridian

CHKD:
DATE:
PAGE:

PIPE ALONG 111TH STREET (111TH & TOTTENHAM TO 15" CMP UNDER 111TH)

TR-55 DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS

RUNOFF CURVE NUMBER

1

SOIL NAME HYDR. COVER CN AREA Product
GROUP DESCRIPTION {acres) |CN x Areaj
0
Lcrosbv, CrA o Residential, 1/3 Ac Lots 81 0.1 8.1
Brookston, Br B Residential, 1/3 Ac Lots 72 03 216
0
0
0
0
0
(o]
0
04 29.7
WEIGHTED CN: 74.25
RUNOFF
STM#1 | STM#2 | STM#3
Frequency.......cccceceeeerencecen yr 2 5 10
Rainfall, P (24-hour)............ in 3 375 43
Runoff (Q)....c.ccvccererncancncnas in | 092121408 | 1.43178669 | 1.83847135
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HAMILTON COUNTY SURVEYOR'S OFFICE

DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS

PROJECT: Suburban Meridian BY: JLK CHKD:
LOCATION: 111th St & Meridian DATE: 1/17/11997 DATE:
PAGE: 1
PIPE FROM STR3 TO 111TH ST & TOTTENHAM DR
TR-55 DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS
RUNOFF CURVE NUMBER
SOIL NAME HYDR. COVER CN AREA Product
GROUP DESCRIPTION (acres) |CN x Area
o]
Crosby, CrA C Residential, 1/3 AC Lots 81 2151 17415
Brookston, Br B Residential, 1/3 Ac Lots 72 1.7 1224
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
3.85 296.55

RUNOFF

WEIGHTED CN: 77.025974

STM#1 | STM#2 | STM#3
Frequency........cceeceeeeerenen. yr 2 5 10
Rainfall, P (24-hour)............ in 3 3.75 43
Runoff (Q).......ccccermueunnee.. in |1.07251562 | 1.62063567 | 2.05137527
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HAMILTON COUNTY SURVEYOR'S OFFICE
DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS

PROJECT: Suburban Meridian BY: JLK CHKD:
LOCATION: 111th St & Meridian DATE: 01/17/97 DATE:
PAGE: 1

PIPE FROM STR 5 T0 STR 3

TR-55 DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS

RUNOFF CURVE NUMBER

SOIL NAME HYDR. COVER CN AREA Product
GROUP DESCRIPTION (acres) |CN x Area]
0
Crosby, Cra C Residential, 1/3 Ac Lots 81 15 121.5
Brookston, Br B rResidential, 1/3 Ac Lots 72 25 180
8]
0
0
0
0
0
0
4 301.5

WEIGHTED CN: 75.375

RUNOFF
STM#1 | STM#2 | STM#3
Frequency......c.ccccvvcrvneeees yr 2 5 10
Rainfall, P (24-hour)............ in 3 2.75 43

Runoff (@}....cccceeemmervecennnee in | 098092747 1.50684135 | 1.92341132
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HAMILTON COUNTY SURVEYOR'S OFFICE
DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS

PROJECT: INGERMAN BY: JLK CHKD:
LOCATION: 206TH ST. (SR18 TO EDITH AVE DATE: 1/2/97 DATE:
PAGE: 1
TR-55 DRAINAGE CALCULATIONS
RUNOFF CURVE NUMBER
SOIL NAME HYDR. COVER CN AREA | Product
GROUP DESCRIPTION (acres) |CN x Area|
0
Crosby, CrA C Residential, 1/3 Ac Lots 81 0.605{ 49.005
Brookston, Br B Residentiail, 1/3 Ac Lots 72 0.605 43.56
0
0
o
0
0
0
0
1.21 92.565
WEIGHTED CN: 76.5
RUNOFF
STM#1 | STM#2 | STM#3
Frequency......ccvecveeeccnnne yr 2 5 10
Rainfall, P (24-hour)............ in 3 3.75 4.3
Runoff (Q).....c.ccocvericnrnnn. in | 1.04281633] 1.58390538 | 2.01017665
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DISCHARGE IN CUBIC FEET PER SECOND
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. A]
Values of Runoff Coefficients (C) for Use

Type of Surlnce

Rural Ategs

107, Moderately pervious soil...........,.... rerrerierreseirrsaens

H

Weighted “C" Factor

Fig 141504 1

.
-t \ :
W® '

in the Rationat Formala

Ruunoll Cocflicient 3

Concrete or sheel asphlt pévcmcht ........ s e 08-09.
Asphalt mélcndum pavunwnt...._.'.:........ ....... S SRR 060-0.8 °
Gravel roadways of ShOMIACTS e aenennmese s tereiees 0.4-0.6
Bare carthe. i, 0.2-09
Steep grassed areas (2: 1) cvvveinens beererrereresrens vosreierrentstsnssinaesensisens O.SI -0.7
Turf meadows,......... apreressesessssasraes — devesrentses e nsenmennenes 0.1-0.4
Forested aress........ .. ......... arrereeeeeereraenernnes (OIS, SO . 0.1:0.3 y
Cultivated fIchdS.....oorersecsisimssmisieecsmenssreneens e iasenaes . 0.2-04.
Urban Areag .

AN WALCT-HGH FOOE SUITACES.0ovvrvrsrssssessniomsrsirssssssssesencs 0.75 - 0.95
Bituminous or concreje pavement.....................; ..... N 0.80-0.95
Traffic bound pavemant.. ..o rresmeeeseense s e -0.70-0.90
Gravel pavement.....iuoneereromrere, PPN 0.35-0.70
IMPEEVIOUS SQHIS (1YY ) vvrvonssvernrarassssssseonmsssssssasssssasssssessossressnece '0.40-0.65
Impervious soils (wltum 0.30-0.55
Slightly perviops s0il s ervureesesserassenns rerniseresserasaenasresaseees . 0.15 - 0.40
Slightly pervions Soil (WD 0.10-0.30 .
Moderately pervious 8ol e e, N o ... 005-0.20
Moderately pervious gpil (W/tr . i - 0.00-0.10

Example nf'g Weighted “C” Factoy
5% Water tight roof syplaces......... .......... feereneeens AS% X 0.85 = 0.04
10% Bituminous or copic: pavement. ... eerresesrnr e srereanas v 10% x 09 = 0.09
10% Traffic Bound pavement............. v ST 10% x 0.8 = 0.08
S0% Stightly impervions sl ereriinen e 30% x 04 = 0.2
15% Stightly impervions soil (W/tur) . 13% x 0.2 = 0,03

0.45

TBavrem e~ € vocues

e e 10% x 00 =001
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NOWGMPH FOR SOLUTION OF MANNIﬁG’S
FORMULA FOR FLOW IN STORM SEWERS
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Workhe&): Graphical Peak Discharge nfe{;)d

Pro ject MLP UJU(( 'Irm gf ’ ByJLK
Location U% %l (”lﬁmcfr""" “Im ‘}l’)

Checked

Date \ Q%la}lo

Date

Circle one: Preseng::égzgzgggd

}. Data:

Drainage area ........;; A= Ou‘\‘l mi? (acres/640)

Runoff curve number ..., CN = (7|-Q~ (From worksheet 2)

Time of concentration .. T, = 0:}% hr (From worksheet 3)

Rainfall distribution type = (r, 14, 11, I1IID)

Pond and swamp areas spread
throughout watershed .,,s.. = D

percent of A ( acres or mi? covered)

Storm #1 | Storm #2 | Storm #3
2. Frequency L R R O N N Y I N AP yr & ﬁ ,D
3. Rainfﬂll, P (Zt'l“-hour) AR AR L LR in %'0 6'}6 4'%
4 Iﬂitial abstraction, Ia L P, in O“q‘:‘? 0"@6 O' ‘Qg
(Use CN with table 4-1,)
5. Compute Ia/P L I B R O'owr:] OIO‘}IL 0'046
6. Unit Peak dischargE, q‘j"..-.o..-. crsen e CBm/in 4% 4%0 42‘;

(Use Tc and Ia/P with exhibit 4~ )

7. RUnOff, Qo-co-o-occcoonool-ooo-n.-cnolo- in Q'Dq

1.905

%39

(From worksheet 2),

8. Pond and swamp adjustment factor, F_ ,... -

(Use percent pond and swamp area
with table 4-2, Factor is 1.0 for
zero percent pond and swamp area,)

9. Peak diSCharge, qp Y N RN R R R cfs qa'q—

(%4,0

\Wi.0

(Where 9, = quAmQFp)

D4 (210-VI-TR-86, Second Ed., June 1986)




Worksl{) 2: Runoff curve number and Mff

eeosect A00 WNOER U™ 51 fw of Vo %)

I ByJLK Datel %0 i
Location kLDrl& ngl (“U‘m 6’("“"' \\\“\ qr') Checked Date
Circle one: Present( D;velope;)
1.  Runoff curve number {CN)
Soil name Cover description 1/ Area Product
and CN = of
hydrologic {cover type, treatment, and o CN x area
group hydrologic condition; o TP Eacres
percent impervious; of o mi 2
unconnected/connected impervious Bl wl| |0z
{appendix A) area ratio) Sl Il
Clwal, C \mveivious Aveas 7 Uhn | L
|
P)UDOK”/[DJ VJID 7% o | Les
Compy ¢ | Woows {ﬁ\l!&) g 5.06 | w5
’ ] 9
Drookso, By oo 05 | 531,%
1/ Use only one CN source per line. Totals = q"'l (148‘4.9
CN (weighted) = t:ziilp:::::(:t a ?].64.9: .1 ; use e = |G|
2, PRunoff
Storm #1 Storm #2 Storm #3
Frequency M L T ¥r ,l F_? ID
Rainfall. P (Zﬁ-hour) L I in 4)'0. (b'}eu 4'6"
Runoff. Q R R I LY} in 4'0? "l‘wa 07'1’%/1

(Use P and CN with table 2-1, fig. 2-1
or eqs. 2-3 and 2-4.)

D-2 (210-VI-TR-55, Second Ed., June 1986)
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tocatton 1541 (U1 W™ 51)

Worksheet Qime of concentration (T,) or trQl time (T
reosecs LU0 Uduze W™ G (W 0551) s Jik

- L4

e
Circle one: Present (Develop

Circle one: (:;L Tt through subatea

NOTES:

Sheet flow (Applicable to Tc only)

II
2'

3.

Shallow concentrated flow

Checkad

Date \M 9,0\”][?

Date

worksheet.,

Include a map, schematic, or description of flow segments.

Segment 1D
Surface description {table 3-=1) .ivreenvnces
Manning’s roughness coeff., n (table 3-1) ..

Flow length, L (total L <300 f£) sevevneacs fe
Two-yr 24~hr rainfall, P2 sevreessrasaanasnn in

Land slope, B vessrsssccrearstsernnsasennnns
z = 0.007 (n1)°-®
t 0.5 0.
P2 ]

ft/ft

Compute Tt IR EX] hr

Segment ID

7. BSurface description (paved or unpaved) .....

B, TFlow length, L sveesesvecsasssasinsessovsves fr
9. Watercourse 8loPe, B ssseecsesscesssrrerasss FE/EE
10. Average veloclty, V (figure 3=1} ..vevesesss ft/8
11. T, = Eg%ﬁ—v - Compute Tt csssen hr
Channel flow Segment ID
12, Cross sectional flow area, 4 ececenscosnsoss ft2
13. Wetted perimeter, Py vevreeenonscsacssrrones ft
14, Hydraulic radius, r = Bi- COmMpute T seaenrss ft
15. Channel 8lope, 8 teevevossesssccscsssosssses FE/EE
16, Manning’s roughness coeff., M severevannvans

17, Vv = 1.49 r:/3 81/2 Compute V .....0e ft/s
18, Flow length, L seesversscsesersaccscarsnasss ft
19. Tt - Eggauv Compute Tt reseces hr
20.

Watershed or subarea TC or Tt (add Tt in steps 6, 11, and 19) .eceees hr

Space for as many as two segments per flow type can be used for each

aMop1i

WINES

0. 01l

hop !

'b"

0.005

0.08 |+

0.0%

PAEY

-u-lméu

o'

1o’

0.00%

0.00%

147

L 15

0.1%4 |+

0.54sty

0,301

+

{210-VI-TR-55, Second Ed., June 1986)
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py- [ 0F L
LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL
TO: H{.\MlLTDM (o. Suaua{m's DATE Oet. 24 199/, '
oFFIcE N Ko ard
Meridian Sucbuchan Subdivisied
GENTLEMEN:
The following documents are enclosed:
COPIES FORM NO. DESCRIPTION
] Video Tagpe (A g”Fluid KQaste
| Video 'Ta,f;e 2A -cram Flud Weste
| ' lawsice Seom £luid Weshe
) 2 PACES Enciuepg NoTe S
i 4 fa.f}e memo  wei e ]o\.{ Meadian Suilbugbon Homepune s Assoe
l 4 Paﬁﬂ Crivdout 0% Achividy lost Sumnmm:
| 7 _fase memo_to Poard of fommissioners Som Les Loeke ©/Hfit
| 3 Pa:r}e memo o Poard of (ommicsivasrs from Les locle /23 94

THESE ARE TRANSMITTED FOR YOUR ACTION AS INDICATED:

B Ptease sign and return the original and copies. O Foryour approval.
[ Retain one copy for your file. For your use.
[ Returned io you for corrections as noted. For your files.
O
REMARKS:
COPFY TO; SIGNED:

1717 PLEASANT STREET =~ NOBLESVILLE, INDIANA 46060  (317) 773-7770 HOHD 8.17.95 FORM 8088




LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL

TO: DATE

[ATTENTION

RE: CONTRACT |

GENTLEMEN:
The following documents are enclosed:
COPIES FORM NO, DESCRIPTION
J Aubead diasing of qrades along T &7,
J ™ ~ :
{ L{Pdﬂu Op 'ﬁﬂ-\J nedes Qmm Grades 'f'mken alon }”TL‘ * med—i’nq ws /DR, Caiscfos
' ~J J o7
[ 2 P‘%és 09 ©; ; - \ ‘alna porl £rom 0.2 CHu.gs Qgr.
i 20 pages of mles B dalten ducing video dagi of pige (by Sewertam)
| Plad " Lor Mesidian Suiban v
Avloce. A4S e i wer ia Mendiva Suebyrhaon
l 24 x34" Df‘wmﬁ for SW4¢I\1 Sewer b@i.ug (‘ngh“ﬂé
l 2 pages og {Jﬂv&'le qlr-a.cle, &‘onq st-ic,k on west side 0{3 us 3i
THESE ARE TRANSMITTED FOR YOUR ACTION AS INDICATED:
[J Please sign and return the original and copies. [0 Foryourapproval,
[ Retain one copy for your file. Moryouruse.
O Returmed to you for corrections as noted. [3-Tor your files.
a
REMARKS:
Kent -

T4 You need an«]%;nﬁ elce , pfeas-e ja\re me a celd.

‘Milke

COPY TO: SIGNED: W Al

1717 PLEASANT STREET NOBLESVILLE, INDIANA 46060 (317) 773-7770 HCHD 8-17-95 FORM 8088




i ~_ INVOICE

FLUID WASTE & “WICES -
PO BOX 264 ¥> C)

! FISHERS , IN 46038
1 PHONE, 317-773-7996

10/3/956 4089

HAMILTON COUNTY HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT
1717 EAST PLEASANT STREET
NOBLESVILLE, IN 46060

VERBAL Net 30 jSTORM STRUCTR & PI

e ATV Y

Thank you for your buasiness.
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15203 STONY CREEK WAY
NOBLESVILLE, IN 46060
317-773-4978

Job Location or Number__{%\ Erfa“an Subur ban

JOB COVER SHEET

Client F}u.‘A Weaste

Date f&//f/‘?!o

Type of Work Done_____ [/ .S folr~

Inspector
Type of Pipe /4'! {
Size of Pipe /4’ (

Laborers C,\-\o.a\

Total Man Hours

Total time used in transportation to job site

Total productton for the day (feet, yards, etc.)

Camera Truck '-tt ‘

Repairs

Materials Needed

Expenses

Supervisor

v Billing info:

/a\

Quadrants




() C a WORK
SEWER - CAR FORM
DATE / 0/ / ] 92¢ SHEET NO. / 720094‘
SECTION ON OR AREA W Meridian  Suhureen
FROM MANHOLE NO. head  weall TO MANHOLE NO. G
Jo' te
DIRECTION /L{,.»H\ 7. 23 + PIPE SIZE PIPE TYPE Conclt
Inlittration/ Recommended
Distance Quadrant Observations lnlimlmrﬂ Correction Photo
Reading 1 2 3 4 GPD Action No.
FAe 7o Gooo Cenbd. t«)/ Somie
JT. SepeeaTion Te EePARED
& Larer Dare
/A %6 Mesos 7 B
KECONS TRVCTED
|
|
!
H 3
: |
i T
‘ !
1 | R _ ]
L ] S
L] , |
DIRECTION OF MEASUREMENT FROM CENTER OF MANHOLE
MANHOLE MANHOLE (Quadrant

NO. ' NG

l,“aq& (\:n”

= ¢

DIRECTION OF FLOW

/a\

vcrs .00 0&€ ycre _(?Lig_é
335

TOTAL FOOTAGE




CSEWER — CAL woRK

DATE [O f/ { / 7¢ SHEET NO 7%942
. 4
SECTION ON OR AREA rhesidon Swbetr bar
FROM MANHOLE NO. A TO MANHOLE NO. o A |
F 2R N
DIRECTION Soaat-™ _ pPESIZE [ PIPE TYPE Clorry =G < ’}\-J
[
. Infiltration/ Recommended
Distanca Ouadrgnt . Observations Inflow Correction Photo
Reading 1 2 GPD Action No.
{ ——— - .
A5 Tran sition  freen Ccrrcqu-!cﬁ Ho P‘/c,.
1
Q“Cf 5‘“"0‘ \Oc‘jS- 'Qm:\ Peansition tﬁfm Brfc_ o Correcede

|
1

DIRECTION OF MEASUREMENT FROM CENTER CF MANHOLE

I AVAN""2

> <« A
_ MANHOLE Quadrant |
NO
<D « &
OIRECTION OF FLOW vers O, 5¢C vere 0. (531
1

TOTAL FOOTAGE

A i




USEWER — CAL

WORK

FORM
owe__10) || Tk SHEET NO Tepe !
 aEA. A s !
SECTION ON OR AREA )m?f“' O Suburban
FROM MANHOLE NO. dr' A TO MANHOLE NO 3 A4
A [o!" Ve d)
DIRECTION ertin PIPE SIZE PPETYPF__ Cerf=90
) Infiltration/ Recommended
Distance Quadrant Observations inflow Correction Photo
Reading 1. 2 3 4 GPD Action No.
10’ Covtp Nev_Ger FFAST s
FoiNT
PEPAIR Neeos 1o Be CepoNE
i1 AR Down 1 38ND BAgS
Lel
i‘ i
| |
! !
| E
4 - e . e
| i j
DIRECTION OF MEASUREMENT FROM CENTER OF MANHOLE
e Si- Eas i~

NO.

MANHOLE

Lt

o>
— (=

DIRECTION OF FLOW

Quadrant i
vers G/ F 31 vere _0' 29 U__
Jo!

TOTAL FOOTAGE




Usew CAL WoK
S EIR — FORM
A "_-—l-—
DATE [0 / [ / 7¢ SHEET NO d ,jgyf){? f
SECTION ON OR AREA TN e i L e Swuhurban
FROM MANHOLE NO. 4 A TO MANHOLE NO. 5
oiRecTion __Last PIPE SIZE ./ 0! PIPE TYPE Conciete:
Infiltration/ Recommaeandad
Distance Quadrant g Photo
Reading 1 2 3 4 Observations lg:f; Ctx;?icc::‘on ro
20! \ (4 )L atcral Comma N
Feom Tue N
|
|
|
3 |
f !
L ---—l—mul — - —_
i | '
! - ——— - ]
|
| J j

DIRECTION OF MEASUREMENT FROM CENTER OF MANHOLE

&=

MANHOLE
NO.

lia

DIRECTION OF FLOW

Log

Quadrant

\/
/3

VAU yepe 0 R Y2
20!

VCRS

TOTAL FOOTAGE




(SEWER — CAN_ worK

DATE /ﬂ/B/?é SHEET NO. C’ ’7;’/00 J
ﬂ’l?/fdfa.\ S“b“f!hf’\

SECTION ON OR AREA
FROM MANHOLE NO. C9\ TO MANHOLE NO. ?
W 1
omecTiON ___bres PIPE SIZE ] 2 PIPE TYPE (enecets
. Infiltration/ Recommended
glstzryca | O;adr:;m s Observations Inflow Correction Pholo
eading GPD Action No.
ZO' SToreeh [AMiNG ISEND 1Y
(o
Zz tu |
[
24 7 TosT UNOER WATEL

DU U S

N WAVAY
MANHOLE Quadrant
NO.
= /3\

DIRECTION OF FLOW vers 02364 vere 0.135°55

{
TOTAL FOOTAGE a2




(BEWER — CAN_ woRK

DATE f&/ ’5:/ ?@ SHEET NO. 5 Taﬂpe )
1 B
SECTION ON OR AREA Mmer Aian S be s ba m
FROM MANHOLE NO. A TO MANHOLE NO. 3
DIRECTION ___ S ca t N PIPE SIZE /2 PIPE TYPE Loeptrete
. Infiltration/ Recommended
Distance Quadeant Observations Inflow Correction Photo
Reading 1 GPD Action Na.
3 1
4.5 \ lca [
/.01 \ Crgeh [Vﬂr{?e Mr$§;vﬁj /
1 A
]7‘ \ ho'!’(’ LA ‘JJ(DJ}DP.

83’ CHeck For LATERAL
Tamhge

Trne  CPULAPEED From MH,

i Y -

Lest v dwest

MANHOLE Quadrant
NO.
=N <
3ot

h] .
DIRECTION OF FLOW vers O 5 yoae 0,24 104
]

TOTAL FOOTAGE 1%




owe_10[2]7

(SEWER — CAN

SHEET NO.

WORK
FORM

L4

D) Tops |

SECTION ON OR AREA Mer dlen Suburdoom
FROM MANHOLE NO. e TO MANHOLE NO. }
"
DIRECTION 5 PRVE BAN PIPE SIZE | & PIPE TYPE loneve b
) Infiftration/ Recommended
Distance Ouadr%nl ) Observations Inflow Correction Photo
Reading 1 2 GPD Action No.
. 3 .
M \ Ccac &
H - N "
10 \ Clack ]?.po ALY S{:n;,
f . g
55 \ bteal @ P/'D€r
\

17

\_r\C)I‘? S {3.'53@.

-+ ¥

Fieeo o/ Boors  wroie

SEcToInS NEEDS [CePLAcen)

MANHOLE

NO.

DIRECTION OF FLOW

et v Lot

QQuadrant

vers O '138.5& vere l:(}@,‘ﬂi\

TOTAL FOOTAGE

AN




(SEW CAND wor
€ ER — FORM
_— .
DATE /0/ 3 / 9L, SHEET NO. z /55/7? /
SECTION ON OR AREA Mecid ¢ an S uburben
FROM MANHOLE NO. 3 TO MANHOLE NO. 5
v 2 .
DIRECTION __oeut PIPE SIZE /2 PIPE TYPE loncret<
_ Infiltration/ Recommaended
Distance Quadrant Observations Infiow Corraction Photo
Reading |1 2 3 4 GPD Action No.
r
Q-so Roo t5.
1
|
i
1
|
| |
| ; o
: R
i
DIRECTION OF MEASUREMENT FROM CENTER OF MANHOLE
- & ;‘
Quadrant
= A
A : t N
DIRECTION OF FLOW vers 1 OM X yere i 15 4E
TOTAL FOOTAGE (05




) - WORK
d
SEWER - CAN.) woeK
OATE L0 % 3,) G SHEET NO. 7 75'.,0~e [
SECTION ON OR AREA Mer i g Sebutbo
FROM MANHOLE NO. L@ TO MANHOLE NO. z 7
ry
oirecTion e Hn PIPE SIZE 3¢ PIPE TYPE Cocw &Lt €
. infiltration/ Recommended
Distance Quadrant Observations inflow Correction Photo
Reading 1 2 3 4 GPD Action No.
- ’
55 Se peiated J'c...w_

R S S——

Wes ~ v Cegh
MANHOLE Quadrant
NO.
‘ /3\

- ¢ ' .
DIRECTION OF FLOW veRrs . f1§3 99 vome 1145 98

[}
TOTAL FOOTAGE 438




(SEWER — CAN_ WoRK

o
DATE ! s”)l/ 3 / 7 SHEET NO. (O / &fape /
SECTION ON OR AREA Merid lan Subiarah
FROM MANHOLE NO. 1 TO MANHOLE NO. &
. 1
DIRECTION e s {= PIPE SIZE /& PIPE TYPE Concr=te
, Infiltration/ Recommended
Distance Q;adrgm 4 Observations inflow Correction Pholo
Reading ! GPD Action No.
/0' 3¢fp(rcd—co‘ [0, %
R
‘5@' SIPQIO\'\-CA J;o nd
5 FossiBee EeoucTioN T
!s »”» 7

b e —

DIRECTION OF MEASUREMENT FROM CENTER OF MANHOLE

Morth
MANHCLE Quadranl
2{(_)
4

DIRECTION OF FLOW VCRS _._‘is__ﬁ_ VCRE _LS.__B_

TOTAL FOOTAGE 1 ¢a




- (SEWER — CAN. woeK

pare L2 /3 )76 sHEeTNO. __L.L Tepe =,
T T /
SECTION ON OR AREA Mecieton S o vlaars
FROM MANHOLE NO. 2 TO MANHOLE NO. 5
"
DIRECTION /t/(; {3\ PIPE SIZE 9\ \ PIPE TYPF C,d m "—f‘:?‘e’
. Infiftration/ Racommended
Distance Quadrznl 4 Observations Inflow Correction Photo
Reading 12 GPD Action No.

(9;1 \ La{f@/o}

———

DIRECTION OF MEASUREMENT FROM CENTER OF MANHOLE

(/‘/'/24" v Eﬁﬁ r
Quadrant

DIRECTION OF FLOW vers O w00 yepe O oBCH

1
TOTAL FOOTAGE b2




LQEWER - CAN. work

DATE /6 / 3/ G SHEET NO. /3 #7;'.0‘: 2
SECTION ON OR AREA Meridian Seubuv banr
FROM MANHOLE NO. a A TO MANHOLE NO. ) A
pIRECTION __ At th PIPE SIZE 2 AL
gi:;%?:; 3 Q;adraanl 4 Observations w::'?l"lig\-g " F!eé:g::;zgﬁed P:gto
GPD Action '

e o —

DIRECTION OF MEASUREMENT FROM CENTER OF MANHOLE

West v Ao (4

MANHOLE Quadrant
NO.
2 A A

DIRECTION OF FLOW vers 0103549 yeae 006 3Y

/
TOTAL FOOTAGE A3




P! b) WORK
EWER —CAN FORM
—
DATE /f f 3 / 7C SHEET NO. /5 (C?’ﬁp .y
SECTIONONOHAREA nﬂe!‘\c&\a ~ Suburborm —
A TO MANHOLE NO.
FROM MANHOLE NO. o \ B
DIRECTION S b PIPE SIZE PIPE TYPE
infiltration/ Recommended Photo
Distance Quadrant Observations Inflow Correction A
Reading 1 2 3 4 GPD Action ]

e b e —

MANHOLE

’ 'ANO.

DIRECTION OF MEASUREMENT FROM CENTER OF MANHOLE

MANHOLE
NG

> A

DIRECTION OF FLOW

545 £ cg (=
Quadrant

vcnsﬁ_ﬂLﬁ_van 00§
30

TOTAL FOOTAGE




(SEWER — CAN WoRK

/5
DATE /OI/ 3/ 9& SHEET NO. =FF / pe A
SECTION ON OR AREA __ TN erid o < burbarm
FROM MANHOLE NO. 2 A TO MANHOLE NO. 3
i)
DIRECTION __f8 & PIPE SIZE /2 PIPE TYPE ____{ammwn Pre
. Infiltration/ Recommended
Dlslaqce Q:adraanl 4 Observations inflow Correclion Photo
Reading | 1 GPD Action No.
i
| :
| |
1 i
L . —
DIRECTION OF MEASUREMENT FROM CENTER OF MANHOLE
C\ S o o4 tk
MANHOLE (Quadrant
NO,
a4
t [
DIRECTION OF FLOW vors & 08, )~1 VCRE 4.4

TOTAL FOOTAGE 34




LUEWER —~ CAN WoRK
DATE 107/ ?/ T sweeTno. (& 7’459-: 2
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ORDINANCE NO. 8-28-c0- A

A PROPOSED ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE HAMILTON COUNTY
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN, ORDINANCE NO. 12-05-95, AND THE HAMILTON
COUNTY THOROUGHFARE PLAN AND MAP AS AMENDED, AN INTEGRAL
COMPONENT OF THE HAMILTON COUNTY COMPREHENSIVE PLAN.

WHEREAS, the Board of Commissioners of Hamilton County, on the 5" day of
December, 1989, passed an ordinance providing for a Comprehensive Plan and a County
wide Thoroughfare Plan for Hamilton County, and

WHEREAS, the Hamilton County Plan Commission has held the required Public
Hearing and recommends an amendment to said ordinance, and

WHEREAS, the Board of Commissioners of Hamilton County have held the required
Public Meeting concerning said amendments, and

WHEREAS, the Board of Comimissioners find it is in the best interest of the County
to promote good thoroughfare planning for the County,

IT IS THEREBY ORDAINED by the board of Commissioners that the Hamilton
County Thoroughfare Plan & Map be amended as follows:

1. Change 146® Street from a primary arterial with a 120 ft. right-of-way to a primary
arterial with a 150 ft. right-of-way from Hamilton County/Boone County limits to
White River.

Show extension of West Road as a proposed collector road from 141* Street north
to 146™ Street with a proposed right-of-way of 80 ft.

3. Show extension of 136™ Street as a proposed collector road west from Towne Road
to West Road with a proposed right-of-way of 80 ft.

4. Change 136™ Street from a collector road with an 80 fi. right-of-way to a secondary
arterial with a 90 ft. right-of-way from Towne Road east to Spring Mill Road.

5. Change 131* Street from a secondary arterial with a 90 ft. right-of-way to a
residential parkway with a 100 ft. right-of-way from Spring Mill Road west to the
Hamilton County/Boone County limits.

6. Change 131* Street from a secondary arterial with a 90 ft. right-of-way to a
secondary parkway with a 120 ft. right-of~way from Spring Mill Road east to
Guilford Road. '




10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

O O

Change 131" Street from a secondary arterial with a 90 ft. right-of-way to a
residential parkway with a 100 ft. right-of-way from Guilford Road east to River
Road.

Show extension of 126™ Street as a proposed collector road with an 80 ft. r}g‘ht-of-
way from Shelborne Road west to West Road.

Change location of 126" Street extension as a collector road with an 80 ft. right-of-
way east of Towne Road from existing proposed route to Spring Mill Road to
proposed route to Ditch Road.

Change 116 Street from a primary arterial with a 120 ft. right-of-way to a primary
parkway with a 140 ft. right-of-way from the Hamilton County/Boone County limits
to the White River.

Change 106™ Street from a collector road with an 80 ft. right-of-way to a residential _

parkway with a 100 ft. right-of-way from Spring Mill Road to the Hamilton
County/Boone County limits.

Change 106™ Street from a secondary arterial with a 90ft. right-of-way to a primary
arterial with a 150 ft. right-of-way from Spring Mill Road east to Pennsylvania
Parkway.

Change 96 Street from a collector road with an 80 ft. right-of-way to a primary
arterial with a 150 ft. right-of-way from the Hamilton County/Boone County limits
to east of Shelborne Road.

Change 96™ Street from a collector road with an 80 ft. right-of-way to an "area of
special study corridor" from just east of Shelborne Road to Spring Mill Road.

Change 96" Street from a collector road with an 80 ft. right-of-way and a primary
arterial with a 120 ft. right-of-way to a primary parkway with a 140 ft. right-of-way
from Spring Mill Road to College Avenue

Change 96" Street from a secondary arterial with a 90 ft. right-of-way to an "area of
special study corridor" from College Avenue to Keystone Avenue

Change 96" Street from a primary arterial with a 120 ft. right-of-way to a primary
arterial with a 150 ft. right-of-way from Keystone Avenue to White River.

Add Carmel Drive as a secondary arterial with a 90 ft. right-of-way from Rangeline
Road east to Keystone Avenue.

Change existing Carmel Drive, a local road with a 50 ft. right-of-way, to a collector
road with an 80 ft. right-of-way from Keystone Avenue to 126™ Street.




20.

21.

22.
23.
24,

25,

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31

O | )

Change 126" Street from a collector road with an 80 ft. right-of-way to a secondary
arterial with a proposed 90 ft. right-of-way from Hazeldell Parkway to River Road.

Add new proposed road (an extension of Avian Way to the west) as a p}Oposed
collector road with an 80 ft. right-of-way from Hazeldell Parkway east to River
Road.

Reconfigure Cherry Tree Road, a proposed collector road, with an 80 ft. right-of-way
at its intersection with extended Avian Way. '

Add new proposed road (an extension of West Road) north from 141 Street to 146
Street as a proposed collector road with an 80 ft. right-of-way.

Add secondary arterial road system on the east and west side of Michigan Road
between 106" Street and 96™ Street with a proposed right-of-way of 90 ft.

Add anew proposed road halfway between Shelborne Road and Towne Road from
126™ Street north to 146™ Street. This road is to be a collector road with a proposed
right-of-way of 80 ft.

Change Towne Road from an existing primary arterial with a 120 ft right-of-way to
a primary parkway with a proposed right-of-way of 140 ft. from 96" Street to 146™
Street.

Add a new proposed collector road with a right-of-way of 80 ft. halfway between
Towne Road and Ditch Road from 136% Street to 146%™ Street.

Change Spring Mill Road from just north of 1-465 to 146" Street from an existing
collector with an 80 ft. right-of-way/secondary arterial with a 90 ft. right-of-way to
a residential parkway with a 100 ft. right-of-way.

Add a secondary parkway (called Illinois Parkway) between Spring Mill Road and
Meridian Street (U.S. 31) with a right-of-way of 120 ft. A part of this road is now
classified as a secondary arterial with a right-of-way of 90 ft.

Change Rohrer Road from a local road with a proposed right-of-way of 50 ft. to a
collector road with 80 ft. right-of-way.

Change Meridian Street, U.S.31, from an Bxpressway (right-of-way per Federal/
State Standards) to a Freeway/Interstate (right-of-way per Federal/State Standards).




32.

33.

34.

35

36.
37.

38.

39.

40.

Al

42

43.

P
Ry

O

Change Pennsylvania Street from a secondary arterial with a proposed right-of-way
of 90 ft. to a secondary parkway with a proposed right-of-way of 120 ft. from
College Avenue to Old Meridian Street.

Change Old Meridian Street from an existing collector road with an 80 ft. ﬁght;of—
way to a secondary parkway with a proposed right-of-way of 120 ft.

Add and change Carmel Drive from a secondary arterial with a proposed right-of-
way of 90 ft. to a primary arterial with a right-of-way of 150 ft. from Illinois Parkway
to Old Mendian Street.

Change College Drive, from Congressional Blvd. to Pennsylvania Street, from a
local road with a right-of-way of 50 ft. to asecondary arterial with a right-of-way of
90 ft. ‘

Change Congressional Blvd. from alocal and secondary arterial with a right-of-way
of 50 ft. and 90 ft. to a collector road with a right-of-way of 90 ft.

Change 122" Street/Adams Street from an existing local road of 50 ft. right-of-way
to a proposed primary parkway with a 140 ft. right-of-way.

Change Westfield Blvd./Range Line Road from 96" Street to 116 Street, currently
aproposed primary arterial with a 120 ft. right-of-way, to aresidential parkway with
a 100 ft. right-of-way; and from 116" Street to 146" Street, currently a primary
arterial with a 120 ft. right-of-way, to a secondary arterial with a right-of-way of 90
ft.

Change Keystone Avenue from 96™ Street to 146" Street from a proposed
Expressway with a (to be determined right-of-way) to aFreeway/Interstate with a (to
be determined right-of-way).

Change Haverstick Road from an existing local road with a proposed right-of-way
of 50 ft. to a collector road with a proposed right-of-way of 80 ft.

Change Gray Road from 96" Street to 116" Street from an existing
primary/secondary arterial with a proposed right-of-way of 120 ft. and 90 ft. to a
secondary parkway with a proposed right-of-way of 120 ft.

Change Hazeldell Road from 96" Street to 146™ Street from a proposed primary
arterial with a proposed right-of-way of 120 ft. to a Primary Parkway with a right-of-
way of 140 ft.

Change River Road from 126" Street to 131 Street from an existing collector road
with a proposed right-of-way of 80 ft. to a secondary arterial with a proposed right-
of-way of 90 ft. '




44,

43.

46,

@ 9

Amend the proposed road right-of-way alignment and width for 96" Street from
Keystone Avenue to the Boone County Line per the 96* Street Corridor Study
Michigan Road to Keystone Avenue, by Parsons Bumckerhoff Dec. 1999

Amend the proposed road right-of-way alignment and width for 146 Stréet from
Spring Mill to the Boone County Line per Board of Commissioners Hamilton
County 146™ Street Cormridor Supplement to Hamilton Comprehensive and
Thoroughfare Plan, by American Consulting Engineers of Indiana dated Angust 21,
1996,

Amend the proposed road right-of-way alignment and width for the 116" Street and
Shelborne Road intersections per Traffic Study Intersection Improvements of 116%™
Street and Shelborne Road in Clay Township by Paul I Cripe, Inc. dated October 07,
1998,

Dated this _((_day of Q?)‘P 2000,
Cornm oners of Hamyilt%/;oun

Steve Holt President

¢

Steve Dillinger, Vice President

%&zﬁ/j /é%

Sharon Clark, Member

ATTEST:

. Ot

Hamilté{ Cotnty Auggfor

?"'//".2.0«“

Date
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@ ~ CONSENT TO ENCROACHMEN et - 13 s

THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into this . day of .A:u% 1998, by and
between LESLIE Q. CURTIS and DEBORAH D. CURTIS ( hereitmﬁér called "First
Party”).  and SCOTT W, EICHMAN and DIANA L. EICHMAN (hereinafter
"Second Party"):

WHEREAS, First party is the owner of real estate located in Hamilton County,

Indiana, being described as follows:

Lot Number Thirty-Three (33) in Meridian Suburban First Section, an Addition in
Hamilton County, Indiana, as per plat thereof, recorded in Plat Book 2, page 97, in
the Otfice of the Recorder of Hamilton County, Indiana.

and commonly known as 11032 Tottenham Drive. Carmel, IN 46032, which said real
estate adjoins the hereinafter described real estate owned by Second Party to the South:
WHEREAS. Second Party is the Owner of real estate located in Hamilton County. State
of Indiana, being described as:

Lot Number Thirty-Four (34) in Meridian Suburban First Section, an Addition in

Hamilton County, Indiana, as per plat thereof, recorded in Plat Bo 2, puge®q, in
the Office of the Recorder of Hamilton County, Indiana. y,;(f st 77/ 73

and commonly known as 11022 Tottenham Drive, Carmel, IN 46032, which said real

estale adjoins the hereinafter described real estate owned by First Party 10 the North:
WHEREAS, it would appear that pursuant to a Survey prepared by Richard A. (O'Brien.
dated July 7, 1997 . a copy of which is attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit
"A" that the tence now located on the property of Sceond Parly may encroach over and
across the property of First Party for 3 feet +.- as reflected on Exhibit A" and

WHEREAS, it is the desire and intent of the Partics hereto to perrait said fence to
remain as now situated. lor the use and convenience of the Second Partv, without such
continued use in any way serving as a basis for the Sccond Parly to acquire any right, title
or interest in and to that real estate owned by First Party.

NOW, THEREFORE, KNOW ALL MEN BY TUESE PRESENCE, that for and in
consideration of the mutuat covenants and agreements herein contained and set forth. the
Parties herelo now mutually promise. covenant and agree as follows:

1.) First Party does hereby consent to the encroachment ot the fence now belonging,
to the property of Second Party as identified in Exhibit "A" Attached Herelo and
Incorporated Herein.

2.) Tt is mutually underslood and agreed thal such consent to encroachment does not
create in Second Party any right, title or interest in and to that portion of real estate owned

by First Party upon which said existing fence now or hereafier may be located.
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3.) The covenants and agreements herein contained and st forth shall be construed as

covenants and agreements running with the title to each of the above-described parcels of
> Ao Hue H S, ...‘ g,

real estate and shall be binding upon the Partics hereto. their respective heirs, devisees

legal representatives and assigns
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the Parties have hereunto set their hands and seals the day

and year first above written,
FIRST Ty SECOND PARTY
“ECOTT W. FICTIMAN

TESLIE O. (‘UR'I IS

DEBORAHD. CURTIS
K
STATE OF INDIANA ) Qo R
) 88 RIS A
COUNTY OF HAMILTON ) S I 5N y .
;‘LI.' f-‘\ ‘('J
Before me a Notary Public in and for said County and State, personally apponro@ Y \“_’ '
LESLIE O. CURTIS and DEBORAH D. CURTIS, who acknowledged the exdeudion ..
of the foregoing Consent to Encroachment.
WITNESS my band and Notarial Seal this J 0. day of Avgust: 1998,
w LY
My Commission Expires: Signal‘ursgmw%“ [/
e R6-200]) Prined  /7IARIL ya). HARBIS O
Notary Public
Residing in ﬁéﬂm_ _County, Indiana. -
AR LS
T o FEARE A *
AT
. o - ""_'
- PR Y
) -. : "ty ‘ .‘
. LS
o ’.f"\ ~ ~
F :'j" ‘-4‘ -
0 ’\'| »

STATE OF INDIANA
) S8
COUNTY OF HAMILTON )
Belore me a Notary Public in and for said County and State, personally appeared
SCOTT W. EICHMAN and DIANA L. EICHMAN, who acknowledged the execution

WITNESS my hand and Notarial Scal this < day of-Adetet: 1998,

Signature %ﬁé&ﬁ e

My Commission Expires: w4 4
Yl einca IR B Meoe
Notary Public

Residing in f /Q{WJZ@’L _..County, Indiana.

This instrument prepared by Michael 1. Cunry, Attorney-at-Law

of the foregoing Consent (o Encroachment
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- ~ ICEMILLER"

LEGAL & BUSINESS ADVISORS

June 18 N 2002 WRITER’S DIRECT NUMBER: (317) 236-2319

DIRECT Fax: (317) 592-4788
INTERNET; weiss@icerniller.com

VIA FACSIMILE: 776-9628 &
CERTIFIED MAIL RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Kenton C. Ward

Hamilton County Surveyor
One Hamilton County Square
Suite 188

Noblesville, IN 46060-2230

RE: Meridian Suburban Drain
Valley Development Co., Inc./NRC Corp.

Dear Mr. Ward:

We are counsel to Valley Development Co., Inc. ("Valley Development") and NRC Corp.
("NRC"), both of which are property owners affected by the proposed expansion of Meridian
Suburban Drain. Reference is hereby made to your letter dated May 17, 2002, together with the
various notices provided to Valley Development and NRC in connection therewith.

In each of the notices you provided to Valley Development and NRC, you failed to assess
any damages. However, both NRC and Valley Development believe that they have been
damaged as a result of the expansion of the drain and the way the same bisects its respective
properties. We would like to have this matter addressed. However, I am unable to attend your
proposed meeting date of June 24, 2002. We respectfully request that that hearing be reset so as
to allow us to present information and evidence at that hearing.

We appreciate your consideration and rescheduling of this hearing. I will be out of the
office during the period of June 20-28, 2002. Otherwise, I will generally be available during
July and August.

Please call at once if there is any difficulty in providing the requested continuance.

'Very truly yours,

5

ZAW/sd SN 24 200

SEROE G e gy

'_:’w-.].-

INDY 1008478v1 ” : !3 /‘}n,)

One American Square | Box 82001 | Indianapolis, IN 46282-0002 | P 317-236-2100 | F317-236-221% | wwwicemiller.com
Indianapolis | Chicago | South Bend | KansasCity | Washington, D.C.
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ICEMILLER"

LEGAL & BUSINESS AVISORS

June 18, 2002 WRITER' § DIRECT NUMBER: (317) 236.2319
Direc TFAX: (117) $92.4788
INTERMET: weitt@ice miller.com

VIA FACSIMILE: 776-9628 &

CERTIFIED MAIIL. RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Kenton C. Ward

Hamilton County Surveyor
One Hamilton County Square
Suite 188

Noblesville, IN 46060-2230

RE: Meridian Suburban Drain
Valley Development Co., Inc./NRC Corp.

Dear Mr. Ward:

We are counsel to Valley Development Co., Inc. ("Valley Development") and NRC Corp.
("NRC"), both of which are property owners affected by the proposed expansion of Meridian
Suburban Drain. Reference is hereby made to your letter dated May 17, 2002, together with the
various notices provided to Valley Development and NRC in connection therewith.

In each of the notices you provided to Valley Development and NRC, you failed to assess
any damages. However, both NRC and Valley Development believe that they have been
damaged as a result of the expansion of the drain and the way the same bisects its respective
properties. We would like to have this matter addressed. However, I am unable to attend your
proposed meeting date of June 24, 2002. We respectfully request that that hearing be reset so as
to allow us to present information and evidence at that hearing,

We appreciate your consideration and rescheduling of this hearing. T will be out of the
office during the period of June 20-28, 2002. Otherwise, I will generally be available during
July and August.

Please call at once if there is any difficulty in providing the requested continuance.
Very truly yours,
ICE MILLER

Zeff A. Weiss
ZAW/sd

INDY 1008478v1

One American Square  Box 82001 Indlanapolis, IN 46262-0002 P 317-236-2100 F 347-238.2219
www.lcemilier.com
indlanapolls Chicage SouthBend Kansas City Washington, D.C.
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& Y ICEMILLER

LEGAL & BUSINGSS ADVISORS

June 19, 2002 WiUTER s DIRRCT NuMBsER: (317) 236-3958
DIRHET FAx: (317) 592-5439
InTERNKE: marsh@icemiler.cont

VIA FACSIMILE
& INDY EXPRESS COURIER

Hamilton County Drainage Board
33 N. 9" Street, #L.21
Noblesville, IN 46060

Re: Mcridian Suburban Drain Reconstruction

Valley Development Co.. Inc/NRC Corp,

Dear Sir or Madam:

We are counsel to Valley Development Co., Inc. (*Valiey Development") and NRC Corp.
("NRC"), both of which are property owmers affected by the proposed reconstuction of Meridian
Suburban Drain. Together, the two companies own approximately 40 acres and 18 undeveloped lots
which would be fmpacted by the reconstruction. Refercnce is hereby made to a letter from Kenton Ward,
Hamilton County Surveyor ("Surveyor"), dated May 17, 2002, together with the various notices provided
to Valley Development and NRC in connection therewith, including the Reconstruction Report ("Report™)
and the Schedule of Assessments ("Schedule").

Pursuant to Indiana Code section 36-9-27-52(d), Valley Development and NRC hereby object to
the Report and the Schedule. Valley Development and NRC are owners of land that wil) be damaged by
the reconstruction, but the Hamilton County Drainage Board ("Board™) failed to find that their land will
be so damaged. See IC § 36-9-27-52(d)(3)(A).

Valley Development and NRC further request a continuance for this martter to the next public
meeting of the Board to allow their cngineers a reasonable oppormnity 1o work with the Surveyor and
propose changes to the Report which would accomplish the intended result and lessen the damage to their
land. We will renew our request for a continuance at the June 24, 2002 hearing.

Should you have any questions, please contact me at (317) 236-5958.

Very truly yours,

SN

Tanya D. Marsh

oe: Martk Howard, Esq. (via facsimile #776-2369)
Stcphen L. Valinet, President, Vallcy Development Co., Inc. and NRC Corp.
Zeff A. Weiss, Esq.

One American S8 | Box 82007 | Indianapalis, IN 4528240002 [ P317-236-2100 | F317-236-7218 | www.icemiller.com
indisnopolis | Chicaga | Soutn Bend | Kansas Ciyy | Washington, D.C.
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ICEMILLER

LERSAL & BUSINESS ADVISORS

TRANSMITTAL COVER SHEET

DATE: June 19, 2002 O~  PAGES (INCLUDING THIS PAGE)
HARD COPY TO FOLLOW: Yes X No VIA: Mail Courier X
TO: COMPANY: FAX NO.: PHONE NO.:
1. Hamilton County Drainage (317) 776-9628
Board
FROM: Tanya D. Marsh TELEPHONE NO.:  (317) 236-5958
SUBJECT: Meridian Suburban Drain Reconstruction - Valley Development Co.,
Inc./NRC Corp.
COMMENTS:

This cover sheel und the mawrials ¢en¢losed with this mansmission are the private confidendal property of the sunder, und the mawrials
WARNING | gre priviluged communications intended solcly for the recedpe, use, benefit und information of the mtended recipient indicated above, If
CONFIDENTIALITY | you wre not the intended recipient, you are heveby notified that any review, disclosure, copying, distribution, of the taldng of any other
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Robert E. & Carol J. Scott
11015 Tottenham Drive
Carmel, IN 46032

June 12, 2002

Tricia J. Banta, P.E.
Hamilton County Surveyor’s Office

One Hamilton County Square, Suite 188
Noblesville, IN 46060-2230

RE: June 24, 2002, 9:05 A.M. Drainage Project Hearing
Dear Ms. Banta,

This letter is a response to the letter we received concerning the proposed drain repair for the
Meridian Suburban Subdivision, and our individual meeting with you on May 31, 2002. As we
cannot attend the June 24, 2002 meeting regarding this proposal, we write our concerns to be
presented and recorded at the meeting.

From our discussion on May 31st, it was stated, as we understood it, that the plan being proposed

may or may not permanently fix the area’s drainage problem,

*  The first concern is the exorbitant 35-foot easement on our property to allow moveability of
large-machinery to accomplish repair of drain pipes without damaging the street. This 35-
foot easement comes all the way up the hill to our garage. Located within these 35 feet is a
huge Blue Spruce tree (which was the last gift given to Mrs. Scott by her mother) and on the
other side of our driveway is a huge deciduous tree planted when the house was new. We do
not sce any reason for these trees to be harmed or cut down in order for this public drainage
project, which may or may not, permanently fix the area drainage problem, to be
completed. If this were absolutely necessary, we would expect Hamilton County to replace
these trees with same very mature trees.

It is extremely unfair that we, as well as other residents on our side of the street, where
the unrealistic 12” pipes are located, should lose our beautiful, environmentally-beneficial
possessions in the name of the common good of this drainage project, which may or may
not, permanently fix the area drainage problem.

¢ Of second concern is the cost of this project. We understand that each household has been
charged a one-time $536 fee, payable in one year at no interest, for this public work. Why
cannot tax monies be used?

We are one of perhaps 8 retired households in this subdivision. As retirees on fixed incomes,
the $536 assessment, payable in one year, means we need to find an extra approximately $45
per month to meet the cost for this public upgrade, again, which may or may not
permanently fix the drainage problem. Other families are young with small children; others
with high school, and college students. We are NOT the typical $200,000-$10¢ RFPU B
Carmel community,




RE: June 24, 2002, 9:05 A.M., Drainage Project Hearing

June 11, 2002
Page 2

If a family needs more than one year to pay off this assessed unexpected $536 fee, they
will be charged 10% interest for the extended time period until it is paid off. It would be
helpful to us if the $536 assessment could be extended to 24 months with no 10%
interest. This would bring the monthly liability down to approximately $22.50 per
month. We do not object to a $50 ANNUAL added tax for maintenance, if indeed, the
drainage problems are properly and permanently fixed,

Other questions - :

1. We understand that there are different drainage zones, but do wonder where the drainage
water from the new adjacent Spring Mill Place addition just west of Meridian Suburban goes. It
appears there is only ONE drain showing in all the curbing on their streets. In one of the
cul-de-sacs, there is a gigantic concrete sewer opening. We also understand that part of the
drainage from 111" will be diverted to the undeveloped Liverpool Street. Since water drains
across 111" from the farm to a ditch located on the south side of 111" behind the Spring Mill
Place addition, could not all 111th street drainage be diverted to the Spring Mill Place addition’s
drain off, even if it is in another drainage shed?

2. Also of concern is the idea of a large open ditch on Liverpool Drive. This would create a
safety issue for young children getting into the waters, and a health issue of a breeding ground for
mosquitoes, snakes, and other unwanted varmints. And, with future plans to build Hlinois Street
through this area, where will these waters then go? Will we be expected to pay for more
drainage work at that time?

3. We also understand that drainage waters from properties EAST of U.S. 31 are diverted
underground to the Tottenham Drive drainage pipes. Should not this ridicules diversion be
further examined for another less damaging drainage plan to our properties and drainage routes
be found on the EAST side of U.S. 31? Or could not these waters be diverted to the 111" drain
plan into Liverpool Street, thus presenting a situation where existing piping along Tottenham
might be adequate as is?

We thank you for meeting with us individually and the cordial manner extended to us May 3 1st
to discuss more in-depth information. We thank you also for the time and efforts extended in
attempting to fix the area’s drainage problem and addressing our concerns regarding the
explained prospective manner in which this is to be accomplished. To sum up, we are NOT in
favor of paying for work which may or may not permanently fix the Meridian Suburban
Subdivision drainage problems. It would appear this plan is a “make-shift” until the
development of lllinois Street. This would be a waste of all monies invested for this project.

Respectfully submitted,
obert E. Scott and Carol J. Stott

Residents of Meridian Suburban Subdivision
Lot4
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Hamilton County Surveyor's Office
Arntentinn: Tricia Banta and/or Kent Ward
One Hamilton County Square, Suite 188
Nobiesville, IN 46060

June 19, 2002

Dear Tricia and/or Kent:

We are wriling this objection § days prior to the meeting according to your lenter regarding the Meridian
Suburban Drain. Our objections are as follows:

1. $336 may be wo high for the benefits that will result to ug, Howaver, we are not ohjecting 1o the
project, we are just inquiring about the cosl.
2, $50 annual maintenance fee secms quite high.

Thank you for your attention to these matters.
Sincerely, .

,O(MA_)W

Scoft & Diana Eichman
11022 Tottenham Drive
Carmel, IN 46032
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Robert E. & Carol J. Scott
11015 Tottenham Drive
Carmel, IN 46032

June 12, 2002

Tricia J. Banta, P.E.

Hamilton County Surveyor’s Office
One Hamilton County Square, Suite 188
Noblesville, IN 46060-2230

RE: June 24, 2002, 9:05 A.M. Drainage Project Hearing
Dear Ms. Banta,

This letter is a response to the letter we received concerning the proposed drain repair for the
Meridian Suburban Subdivision, and our individual meeting with youon May 31, 2002. As we
cannot attend the June 24, 2002 meeting regarding this proposal, we write our concerns to be
presented and recorded at the meeting.

From our discussion on May 31st, it was stated, as we understood it, that the plan being proposed

may or may not permanently fix the area’s drainage problem.

* The first concern is the exorbitant 35-foot easement on our property to allow moveability of
large-machinery to accomplish repair of drain pipes without damaging the street. This 35-
foot easement comes all the way up the hill to our garage. Located within these 35 feet is a
huge Blue Spruce tree (which was the last gift given to Mrs. Scott by her mother) and on the
other side of our driveway is a huge deciduous tree planted when the house was new. We do
not see any reason for these trees to be harmed or cut down in order for this public drainage
project, which may or may not, permanently fix the area drainage problem, to be
completed. If this were absolutely necessary, we would expect Hamilton County to replace
these trees with same very mature trees. '

It is extremely unfair that we, as well as other residents on our side of the street, where
the unrealistic 12" pipes are located, should lose our beautiful, environmentally-beneficial
possessions in the name of the common good of this drainage project, which may or may
not, permanently fix the area drainage problem.

* Of second concern is the cost of this project. We understand that each household has been
charged a one-time $536 fee, payable in one year at no interest, for this public work. Why
cannot tax monies be used?

We are one of perhaps 8 retired households in this subdivision. As retirees on fixed incomes
the $536 assessment, payable in one year, means we need to find an extra approximately $45
per month to meet the cost for this public upgrade, again, which may or may not
permanently fix the drainage problem. Other families are young with small children; others
with high school, and college students. We are NOT the typical $200,000-$100.#
Carmel community. ' >

>
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If a family needs more than one year to pay off this assessed unexpected $536 fee, they
will be charged 10% interest for the extended time period until it is paid off, It would be
helpful to us if the $536 assessment could be extended to 24 months with no 10%
interest. This would bring the monthly Hability down to approximately $22.50 per
month. We do not object to a $50 ANNUAL added tax for maintenance, if indeed, the
drainage problems are properly and permanently fixed.

Other questions - :

1. We understand that there are different drainage zones, but do wonder where the drainage
water from the new adjacent Spring Mill Place addition just west of Meridian Suburban goes. It
appears there is only ONE drain showing in all the curbing on their streets. In one of the
cul-de-sacs, there is a gigantic concrete sewer opening. We also understand that part of the
drainage from 111" will be diverted to the undeveloped Liverpool Street. Since water drains
across 111™ from the farm to a ditch located on the south side of 111™ behind the Spring Mill
Place addition, could not all 111th street drainage be diverted to the Spring Mill Place addition’s
drain off, even if it is in another drainage shed?

2. Also of concern is the idea of a large open ditch on Liverpool Drive. This would create a
safety issue for young children getting into the waters, and a health issue of a breeding ground for
mosquitoes, snakes, and other unwanted varmints. And, with future plans to build Itlinois Street
through this area, where will these waters then go? Will we be expected to pay for more
drainage work at that time?

3. We also understand that drainage waters from properties EAST of U.S. 31 are diverted
underground to the Tottenham Drive drainage pipes. Should not this ridicules diversion be
{urther examined for another less damaging drainage plan to our properties and drainage routes
be found on the EAST side of U.S. 31?7 Or could not these waters be diverted to the 111" drain
plan into Liverpool Street, thus presenting a situation where existing piping along Tottenham
might be adequate as is?

We thank you for meeting with us individually and the cordial manner extended to us May 31st
to discuss more in-depth information. We thank you also for the time and efforts extended in
attempting to fix the area’s drainage problem and addressing our concerns regarding the
explained prospective manner in which this is to be accomplished. To sum up, we are NOT in
favor of paying for work which may or may not permanently fix the Meridian Suburban
Subdivision drainage problems. It would appear this plan is a “make-shift” until the
development of Illinois Street. This would be a waste of all monies invested for this project.

Respectfully submitted, M
~ HobertE Scott  * °  and Carol 7. &ott

Residents of Meridian Suburban Subdivision
Lot4 '
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e - ICEMILLER"

LEGAL B DUSINESS ADV|SORS

June 19, 2002 WAITER'S DiRecr NuMBaR: (317) 236-5958
DIRECT FAX: (117) 59725436
InTERNET: Marsh@icemiller.com

VIA FACSIMILE.
IND RE R

Hamilton County Drainage Board
33 N. 9" Street, #1.21
Noblesville, IN 46060

Re: Meridian Suburban Drain Reconstruction
V e

Dear Sir or Madam:

We are counsel to Valley Development Co., Inc. ("Valley Development”) and NRC Corp.
("NRC"), both of which are property owners affected by the proposed reconstruction of Meridian
Suburban Drain. Together, the two companies own approximately 40 acres and 18 undeveloped lots
which wonld be impacied by the reconstruction. Reference is hereby made to a letter from Kenton Ward,
Hamilton County Surveyor ("Surveyor"), dated May 17, 2002, together with the various notices provided
to Valley Development and NRC in connection therewith, including the Reconstruction Report ("Repart™)
and the Schedule of Assessments ("Schedule™).

Pursuant 1o Indiana Code section 36-9-27-52(d), Valley Development and NRC hereby object 1o
the Report and the Schedule. Valley Development and NRC are owners of land that will be damaged by
the reconstruction, but the Hamilton County Drainage Board ("Board") failed to find that their land will
be so damaged. See IC § 36-9-27-52(d)(3)(A).

Valley Development and NRC further request a continuance for this matier to the next public
meeting of the Board to allow their cngineers a reasonable oppormnity 1o work with the Surveyor and
propose changes to the Report which would accomplish the intended result and lessen the damage to their
land. We will renew our requesr for a continuance at the June 24, 2002 hearing.

Should you bave any questions, please contact me at (317) 236-5958.

Very truly yours,

Solard

Tanya D, Marsh

ce: Mark Howard, Esq. (vig facsimile #776-2369)
Stcphen L. Valinet, President, Valicy Development Co., Inc. and NRC Corp.
Zeff A. Weiss, Esq.

One American' S82%Y | Box 82001 | Indianapolis, IN 46262-0002 [ P317-236-2100 | F317-236-2219 | wwwicemillercom
Indiangpolis | Chicagn | South Bend | Kansas City | Washington, D.C.
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June 18, 2002 WRITER's DIRECT Numser: (317) 236-2319

DibcTFax: (317) 592.4788
INTERMET: weiss@ice miller.com

VIA FACSIMILE: 776-9628 &
CERTIFIED MATI, RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

‘Kenton C. Ward

Hamilton County Surveyor
One Hamilton County Square
Suite 188

Noblesville, IN 46060-2230

RE: Meridian Suburban Drain
Valley Development Co., Inc./NRC Corp.

Dear Mr. Ward:

We are counsel to Valley Development Co., Inc. ("Valley Development") and NRC Corp.
("NRC"), both of which are property owners affected by the proposed expansion of Meridian
Suburban Drain. Reference is hereby made to your letter dated May 17, 2002, together with the
various notices provided to Valley Development and NRC in connection therewith.

In each of the notices you provided to Valley Development and NRC, you failed to assess
any damages. However, both NRC and Valley Development believe that they have been
damaged as a result of the expansion of the drain and the way the same bisects its respective
properties. We would like to have this matter addressed. However, I am unable to attend your
proposed meeting date of June 24, 2002. We respectfully request that that hearing be reset so as
to allow us 1o present information and evidence at that hearing,

We appreciate your consideration and rescheduling of this hearing, I will be out of the
office during the period of June 20-28, 2002. Otherwise, I will generally be available during
July and August.

Please call at once if there is any difficulty in providing the requested continuance.

Very truly yours,
ICE MILLER

Zeff A. Weiss

ZAW/sd

INDY 100B478v1

One American Square  Box 82001 Indlanapolls, IN 46282-0002 P 317-236-2100 F 317-236-2219
www.lcamlller.com
Indlanapolis Chicago South Bend Kansas City Washington, D.C.



Hamilton County Surveyor's Office
Anention: Tricia Banta and/or Kent Ward
One Hamilton Counry Square, Suite 188
Noblesville, IN 46060

June 19, 2002

Dear Tricia and/or Kent:

We are writing this objection S days prior to the mecting according to your tetter regurding the Meridian
Suburban Drain. Our objections are as follows:

1. $336 may be (oo high for the benefits that will result to us, However, we are not ohjecting 10 the
project, we are just inquiring abour the cost.
2. $£50 annual maintenance fee secms quite high.

Thank you for your attention Lo these matters,
Sincerely,

AQ{MA_)W

Scott & Diana Eichman
11022 Tottenham Drive
Carmel, IN 46032
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June 18, 2002 WrITER s DIRBCT NUMBER: (317)236-2319

Dirsc TFAX: (317) 5924788
INTERNET: welss@ice miller.com

VIA FACSIMILE: 776-9628 &
CERTIFIED MAIL RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

‘Kenton C. Ward

Hamilton County Surveyor
One Hamilton County Square
Suite 188

Noblesville, IN 46060-2230

RE: Meridian Suburban Drain
Valley Development Co., Inc./NRC Corp.

Dear Mr. Wazrd:

We are counsel to Valley Development Co., Inc. ("Valley Development") and NRC Corp.
("NRC"), both of which are property owners affected by the proposed expansion of Meridian
Suburban Drain. Reference is hereby made to your letter dated May 17, 2002, together with the
various notices provided to Valley Development and NRC in connection therewith.

In each of the notices you provided to Valley Development and NRC, you failed to assess
any damages. However, both NRC and Valley Development believe that they have been
damaged as a result of the expansion of the drain and the way the same bisects its respective
properties. We would like to have this matter addressed. However, I am unable 1o attend your
proposed meeting date of June 24, 2002. We respectfully request that that hearing be reset so as
to allow us 1o present information and evidence at that hearing,

We appreciate your consideration and rescheduling of this hearing. I will be out of the
office during the period of June 20-28, 2002, Otherwise, I will generally be available during
July and August.

Please call at once if there is any difficulty in providing the requested continuance.

Very truly yours,
ICE MILLER

Zeff A, Weiss
ZAW/sd

INDY 1008478v]

One American Square  Box 82001 indianapolls, IN 46282-0002 P 317-206-2100 F 317-236-2219
www.lcemlller.com
indlanapolis Chicagoe Eouth Bend Kansas City Washington, D.C,
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ICEMILLER"

LEGAL b RUSINESS AdvISony

June 19, 2002 Wimer's Dirucr NuMaER: (317) 236-5955
DIRRET FAX: (317) 59245439
InTERNET Mari@icemiller cony

VIA FACSIMILE
& IND RES TER

Hamilton County Drainage Board
33 N. 9" Sweet, ¥L.21
Noblesville, IN 46060

Re: Meridian Suburban Drain Reconsuucton
c

Dear Sir or Madam:

We are counsel to Valley Development Co., Inc. ("Valley Development™) and NRC Corp.
("NRC"), both of which are property owners affected by the proposed reconstruetion of Meridian
Suburban Drain, Together, the two companies own approximately 40 acres and 18 undeveloped lots
which would be impacted by the reconstruction. Reference is hereby made to a letter from Kenton Ward,
Hamilton County Surveyor ("Surveyor"), dated May 17, 2002, together with the various notices provided
to Valley Development and NRC in connection therewith, including the Reconstruction Report ("Report™)
and the Schedule of Assessments ("Schedule").

Pursuant 10 Indiana Code section 36-9-27-52(d), Valley Development and NRC hereby object 1o
the Report and the Schedule. Valley Development and NRC are owners of land that will be damaged by
the reconstruction, but the Hamilton County Drainage Board ( "Board") failed 10 find that their land will
be so damaged, See IC § 36-9-27-52(d)(3)(A).

Valley Developrment and NRC further Tequest a continuance for this matter 10 the next public
meeting of the Board to allow their cngineers a reasonable oppormnity 10 work with the Surveyor and
propose changes 10 the Report which would accomplish the intended rasulr and lessen the damage to their
land. We will renew our request for a continuance at the June 24, 2002 hearing,

Should you have any questions, please contact me at (317) 236-5958.

Very truly yours,

CE MILLER
Mﬂré\./
Tanya D. Marsh
cc: Mark Howard, Esq. (via facsimile #7 76-236%)

Stephen L. Valinet, President, Valley Development Co., Inc. and NRC Comp.
Zeff A. Weiss, Esq,

One American' SQEER) | Box 82001 | Indianapolis, IN 46262-0002 | P317-236-2100 | FMN7-236-2218 | wwwicemilercom
Indianapolis | Chicago | Soutn Bend | Kansas City | Washington, D.C.



Hamilton County Surveyor's Office
Attentinn: Tricia Banta and/or Kent Ward
One Hamilton County Square, Suite 188
Noblesville, IN 46060

June 19, 2002

Dear Triciz and/or Kent:

We are wriling this objection 5 days prior 1o the mecting according to yonr lerrer vegarding the Meridian
Suburban Drals. Our oblections are as follows;

1. $536 may be (oo high for the bencfits that will result to us. Howevear, we are it ohjecting 1o the
project, we are just inquiring nbout the cost.
2.  $50 annual maintenance fee seems quite high,

‘Thank you for your attention 1o these matters,

Sincerely, .
Scott & Diana Eichman
11022 Totenham Drive

Carmel, TN 46032

FA7-12-02-03-02 - 667 oo
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June 12,2002
Robert E. & Carol J. Scott
11015 Tottenham Drive
Carmel, IN 46032
Tricia J. Banta, P.E. #17-13-02 03 -03%-004.000
Hamilton County Surveyor’s Office
One Hamilton County Square, Suite 188
Noblesville, IN 46060-2230

RE: June 24, 2002, 9:05 A.M. Drainage Project Hearing
Dear Ms. Banta,

This letter is a response to the letter we received concerning the proposed drain repair for the
Meridian Suburban Subdivision, and our individual meeting with you on May 31, 2002, As we
cannot attend the June 24, 2002 meeting regarding this proposal, we write our concerns to be
presented and recorded at the meeting.

From our discussion on May 3 Lst, it was stated, as we understood it, that the plan being proposed

may or may not permanently fix the area’s drainage probiem.

*  The first concern is the exorbitant 35-foot easement on our property to allow moveability of
large-machinery to accomplish repair of drain pipes without damaging the street. This 35-
foot easement comes all the way up the hill to our garage. Located within these 35 feetisa
huge Blue Spruce tree (which was the last gift given to Mrs. Scott by her mother) and on the
other side of our driveway is a huge deciduous tree planted when the house was new. We do
not see any reason for these trees to be harmed or cut down in order for this public drainage
project, which may or may not, permanently fix the area drainage problem, to be
completed. If this were absolutely necessary, we would expect Hamilton County to replace
these trees with same very mature trees.

It is extremely unfair that we, as well as other residents on our side of the street, where
the unrealistic 12” pipes are located, should lose our beautiful, environmentally-beneficial
possessions in the name of the common good of this drainage project, which may or may
not, permanently fix the area drainage problem.

* Of second concern is the cost of this project. We understand that each household has been
charged a one-time $536 fee, payable in one year at no interest, for this public work. Why
cannot tax monies be used?

We are one of perhaps 8 retired households in this subdivision. As retirees on fixed incomes,
the $536 assessment, payable in one year, means we need to find an €xtra approximately $45
per month to meet the cost for this public upgrade, again, which may or may not
permanently fix the drainage problem. Other families are young with small children; others
with high school, and college students. We are NOT the typical $200,000-$100
Carmel community.




RE: June 24, 2002, 9:05 A.M., Drainage Project Hearing
June 11, 2002
Page 2

If a family needs more than one year to pay off this assessed unexpected $536 fee, they
will be charged 10% interest for the extended time period until it is paid off. It would be
helpful to us if the $536 assessment could be extended to 24 months with no 10%
interest. This would bring the monthly liability down to approximately $22.50 per
month. We do not object to a $50 ANNUAL added tax for maintenance, if indeed, the
drainage problems are properly and permanently fixed.

Other questions - -

1. We understand that there are different drainage zones, but do wonder where the drainage
water from the new adjacent Spring Mill Place addition just west of Meridian Suburban goes. It
appears there is only ONE drain showing in all the curbing on their streets. Int one of the
cul-de-sacs, there is a gigantic concrete sewer opening. We also understand that part of the
drainage from 111™ will be diverted to the undeveloped Liverpool Street. Since water drains
across 111" from the farm to a ditch located on the south side of 111" behind the Spring Mill
Place addition, could not ali 111th street drainage be diverted to the Spring Mill Place addition’s
drain off, even if it is in another drainage shed? -

2. Also of concern is the idea of a large open ditch on Liverpool Drive. This would create a
safety issue for young children getting into the waters, and a health issue of a breeding ground for
mosquitoes, snakes, and other unwanted varmints. And, with future plans to build Mllinois Street
through this area, where will these waters then go? Will we be expected to pay for more
drainage work at that time?

3. We also understand that drainage waters from properties EAST of U.S. 31 are diverted
underground to the Tottenham Drive drainage pipes. Should not this ridicules diversion be
further examined for another less damaging drainage plan to our properties and drainage routes
be found on the EAST side of U.S. 31? Or could not these waters be diverted to the 111% drain
plan into Liverpool Street, thus presenting a situation where existing piping along Tottenham
might be adequate as is? :

We thank you for meeting with us individually and the cordial manner extended to us May 31st
to discuss more in-depth information. We thank you also for the time and efforts extended in
attempting to fix the area’s drainage problem and addressing our concerns regarding the
explained prospective manner in which this is to be accomplished. To sum up, we are NOT in
favor of paying for work which may or may not permanently fix the Meridian Suburban
Subdivision drainage problems. It would appear this plan is a “make-shift” until the
development of Illinois Street. This would be a waste of all monjes invested for this project.

Respectfully submitted, ‘é;zj_/
| obert E. Scott and Carol . é

Residents of Meridian Suburban Subdivision
Lot 4 '



BEFCRE THE HAMILTON COUNTY DRAINAGE BOARD
IN THE MATTER OF THE
Meridian Suburban Subdivision Drain

NOTICE

Notice is hereby given pursuant to Section 405 of the 1965
Indiana Drainage Code that this Board, prior to final
adjournment has issued an order adopting the Schedule of
Assessments, filed the same and made public announcement thereof
at the hearing and ordered publication. If judicial review of
the findings and order of the Board is not requested pursuant to
Article Eight of this code within twenty (20) days from the date
of this publication, the order shall be conclusive.

Hamilton County Drainage Board

Attest: Lynette Mosbaugh

ONE TIME CNLY




ICEMILLER"

LEGAL B BUSINESS ADVISORS

June 19, 2002 WRITER'S DIRECT NUMBER: (317) 236-5958
DIRECT FAX: (317) 592-5439
INTERNET: marshi@icemiller.com

VIA FACSIMILE
& INDY EXPRESS COURIER

Hamilton County Drainage Board
33 N. 9" Street, #1.21
Noblesville, IN 46060

Re: Meridian Suburban Drain Reconstruction
Valley Development Co., Inc./NRC Corp.

Dear Sir or Madam:

We are counsel to Valley Development Co., Inc. ("Valley Development") and NRC Corp.
("NRC"), both of which are property owners affected by the proposed reconstruction of Meridian
Suburban Drain. Together, the two companies own approximately 40 acres and 18 undeveloped lots
which would be impacted by the reconstruction. Reference is hereby made to a letter from Kenton Ward,
Hamilton County Surveyor ("Surveyor"), dated May 17, 2002, together with the various notices provided
to Valley Development and NRC in connection therewith, including the Reconstruction Report ("Report™)
and the Schedule of Assessments ("Schedule").

Pursuant to Indiana Code section 36-9-27-52(d), Valley Development and NRC hereby object to
the Report and the Schedule. Valley Development and NRC are owners of land that will be damaged by
the reconstruction, but the Hamilton County Drainage Board ("Board") failed to find that their land will
be so damaged. See IC § 36-9-27-52(d)}(3)(A).

Valley Development and NRC further request a continuance for this matter to the next public
meeting of the Board to allow their engineers a reasonable opportunity to work with the Surveyor and
propose changes to the Report which would accomplish the intended result and lessen the damage to their
land. We will renew our request for a continuance at the June 24, 2002 hearing.

Should you have any questions, please contact me at (317} 236-5958.
Very truly yours,

ICE MILLER

S\ acdn

Tanya I2. Marsh

cc: Mark Howard, Esq. (via facsimile #776-2369)
Stephen L. Valinet, President, Valley Development Co., Inc. and NRC Corp.
Zeff A. Weiss, Esq.

One American' 8483 | Box 82001 | Indianapalis, IN 46282-0002 | P 3$7-236-2100 | F317-236-2219 | wwwicemillercom
Indianapolis | Chicago | South Bend | Kansas City | Washington, D.C.
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Meridian Suburban Drain
June 24, 2002 at 9:05 A M.
Hearing for reconstruction & maintenance.

Parcel Owner
17-13-02-00-00-001.000 Jec Parinership LP ¢/o John N. Pitiman
16-13-02-00-00-002.001 Fidelity Office Bidg Il Ip c/o REI Inv.
16-13-02-00-00-002.101 Fidelity Office Building The
16-13-02-00-00-002.111 Fidelity Office Bidg Il ip c/o REI Inv.
16-13-02-00-00-002.112 Timarron Capital Group Lic
16-13-02-00-00-002.121 Timarron Capital Group Lic
16-13-02-00-00-003.001 Sepro Development Company 1l LLC
16-13-02-00-00-003.002 Fidelity Office Bidg 1] Ip o/o REI Inv.
16-13-02-00-00-003.004 Scott, Suzanne & Watter TR c/o Magnum Resources
16-13-02-00-00-003.005 11460 Meridian St N LLC c/o Biue & Co LLC
16-13-02-00-00-004.000 Scott, Suzanne & Walter TR Charitable Remainder Unifrust
A6-13-02-00-00-004.001 Valley Development Co Inc
»16-13-02-00-00-005.000 Valley Development Co Inc
16-13-02-00-00-006.000 NRC Corp ¢/o Stephen L Valinet
16-13-02-00-00-007.002 Three Penn Mark Plaza c/o Colliers Turley Martin Tucker
16-13-02-00-00-007.004 Penn Mark c/o Angelo, Gordon & Co LP
16-13-02-00-00-007.005 Capstar Indianapoiis Co Lic e/o Deloitte & Touche
16-13-02-00-00-007.301 Capstar Indianapolis Co Lie ¢/o Deloitte & Touche
*16-13-02-00-00-023.000 Valley Development Co Inc c/o Stephen Valinet
17-13-02-03-01-001.000 Nobie, Vance A. & Roslyn L.
*17-13-02-03-01-002.000 Valley Development Co Inc
*17-13-02-03-01-003.000 Valley Development Co Inc
\17-13-02-03-01-004.000 Valley Development Co Inc
X17-13-02-03-01-005.000 Vailey Development Co Inc
¥17-13-02-03-01-006.000 Valley Development Co inc
¢17-13-02-03-01-007.000 Valley Development Co Inc
¥17-13-02-03-01-008.000 Valley Development Co Inc
>17-13-02-03-01-009.000 Valley Development Co Inc
X17-13-02-03-01-010.000 Valley Deveiopment Co Inc
17-13-062-03-02-001.000 Cox, Eric Stephen & Deborah L.
17-13-02-03-02-002.000 DeCaudin, Jean Pierre Pascal & Jeanine
17-13-02-03-02-003.000 Jones, Cathy Corbitt
17-13-02-03-02-004.000 Ruden, Susan L. & Jeffery 5. Jacob
17-13-02-03-02-005.000 Conklin, Philip 1/2 & Philip L. Conkiin Lvg
17-13-02-03-02-006.000 Brehm, John E. & Rhonda Ann
17-13-02-03-02-007 000 Eichman, Scott W & Diana
17-13-02-03-02-008.000 Timmerman, Defbert T. & Wilda G
17-13-02-03-02-008.000 Thomas, David S. & Kathryn L
17-13-02-03-02-010.000 York, Walter E. & Georgia Sue
17-13-02-03-02-011.000 Kosch, Susan W

Address
201 W. 106th St.

11711 N. Pennsylvania St., Ste. 200
11711 N. Pennsylvania St., Ste. 200
11711 N. Pennsylvania St., Ste. 200

P.O. Box 796
P.O. Box 796

11550 N. Meridian St, Ste 600
11711 N. Pennsyivania St., Ste. 200
302 S. 36th St, Ste 800

11460 Meridian St N

302 S. 36th St, Ste 800

3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumley Way

2500 One American Square
245 Park Ave, 26th Fir

P.O. Box 811280
P.O. Box 811280
3641 Brumley Way
127 111th Stw
3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumiey Way
3641 Brumiey Way
3641 Brumiey Way
3641 Brurnley Way
3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumiey Way
107 W. 111th St
SOW. 111th 8t

49 W 111th St
39W. 111th St

31 W. 111th St

11032 Tottenham Dr
11022 Tottenham Dr

40 Mersey Ct.
50 Mersey Ct
58 Mersey Ct
51 Mersey Ct

City State
indianapolis N
Carmel IN
Carmel IN
Carmel IN
Carmel IN
Carmel IN
Camnel IN
Carmel IN
Omaha NE
Carmel IN
Omaha NE
Carmel IN
Cammel IN
Camel IN
Indianapolis IN
New York  NY
Chicago IL
Chicago it
Carmel IN
Carmel IN
Cammnel (N
Carmel IN
Camel IN
Cammel iN
Camel IN
Carmel IN
Carmel IN
Carmel IN
Camel IN
Camel IN
Carmel IN
Camnel IN
Carmel IN
Carmel| IN
Carmel IN
Camel IN
Carmel IN
Carmel IN
Camnel IN
Camel IN

City of Carmel will have Maint.
additional benefit of $711.00. Commercial 75.00
County Highway will have Piat  15.60
additional benefit of $4,453.00, Roads 10.00
County Highway to pay for structure under 111th & Ag 5.00
RCP under Liverpool Dr. in the amount of $23,500.00. Damages 0.00
Zip Description? Description 2 Acres MntAsmt
46290 S2 T17 R3 68.60 Ac Undeveloped/Agricutturai 3.80 19.00
46032 S2 T17 R3 822 Ac Commercial 7.72 579.00
46032 S2T17R3 0.80 Ac Commercial 0.80 75.00
46032 S2 T17 R3 0.79 Ac Commercial 0.79 75.00
46082 S2 T17 R3 0.84 Ac Commercial 0.84 75.00
46082 52 T17 R3 0.68 Ac Commercial 0.68 75.00
46032 82 T17 R3 8.12 Ac Commercial 812 609.00
46032 S2T17R3 1.02 Ac Commercial 052 7500
68131 S2T17R3 236 Ac Commercial 238 177.00
48032 832 T17 R3 3.20 Ac Commercial 285 21376
68131 82 T17 R3 4.33 Ac Commercial 370 277.50
46033 S2 T17 R3 0.17 Ac Undeveloped/Agricultural 0.17 15.00
46033 S2 T17 R3 13.71 Ac Undeveloped/Agricultural 13.71 68.56
46033 S2 T17 R3 11.07 Ac Commercial 11.07 830.26
46282 82 T17 R3 3.83 Ac Commercial 3.83 287.26
10167 82 T17 R3 5.09 Ac Commercial 509 38176
60681-1280 S2 T17 R3 0.08 Ac Commercial 0.08 75.00
60681-1280. S2 T17 R3 3.90 Ac Commercial 3.90 29250
46033 S2 T17 R3 15.08 Ac Undeveloped/Agricultural 6.50 32.50
46032 S2 T17TR3 Meridian Suburban Lot 27 One Lot~ 50.00
46033 S2T17R3 Meridian Suburban Lot 26 Onelot- 50.00
46033 S2T17R3 Meridian Suburban Lot 25 One Lot~ 50.00
46033 S2 T17 R3 Meridian Suburban Lot 24 One Lot-  50.00
46033 S2 T17 R3 Meridian Suburban Lot 23 One Lot~ 50.00
46033 S2 T17 R3 Meridian Suburban Lot 22 One Lot-  50.00
46033 S2T17R3 Meridian Suburban Lot 21 One Lot-  50.00
46033 82 T17 R3 Meridian Suburban Lot 20 One Lot~ 50.00
46033 S2T17R3 Meridian Suburban Lot 19 One Lot~ 50.00
46033 82 T17 R3 Meridian Suburban Lot 18 One Lot-  50.00
46032 S2 T17 R3 Meridian Suburban Lot 28 One Lot- 50.00
46032 52 T17R3 Meridian Suburban Lot 29 One Lot- 50.00
46032 S2 T17 R3 Meridian Suburban Lot 30 One Lot~  50.00
46032 S2 T17R3 Meridian Suburban Lot 31 One Lot-  50.00
46032 S2T17 R3 Meridian Suburban Lot 32 One Lot~  50.00
45032 52 T17 R3 Meridian Suburban Lot 33 One Lot-  50.00
46032 S2 T17 R3 Meridian Suburban Lot 34 Cne Lot~  50.00
46032 52 T17R3 Meridian Suburban Lot 35 One Lot-  50.00
46032 82 T17R3 Meridian Suburban Lot 36 Onelot- 50.00
46032 S2T17 R3 Meridian Suburban Lot 37 One Lot- 50.00
46032 S2T17R3 Meridian Suburban Lot 38 One Lot+  50.00

Page 10f2

Maint.Min.
75.00
50.00

5.00
15.00
0.00

RecAsmt
1,463.00
8,908.88
923.20
911.66
969.36
784.72
9,370.48
600.08
2,723.44
3,288.90
4,269 80
65.45
5,278.35
12,774.78
4.419.82
5,873.86
92.32
4,500.60
2,502.50
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00

Recnstr.
1154.00
536.00
385.00
385.00
Zero

RecPer
0.92
5.59
0.58
0.57
.61
0.49
5.88
0.38
1.71
2.06
2.68
0.04
3.3
8.02
277
3.69
0.06
2.82
1.57
0.34
0.34
0.34 -
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
034
0.34
0.34
0.34



Parcet Owner

17-13-02-03-02-012.000 Ebefing, August A
17-13-02-03-02-013.000 Airgood, Louis
17-13-02-03-02-014.000 Schafer, Cindy M.
17-13-02-03-02-015.000 Gilliam, Kenneth E. & Martha
17-13-02-03-02-016.000 McWilliams, Kathryn J. Trustee
17-13-02-03-02-017.000 Granger, Susan Cahill
17-13-02-03-02-018.000 Hart, Marjorie & Pamela Trout Jt/Rs
17-13-02-03-02-018.000 Dearmond, Douglas & Rebecca
17-13-02-03-02-020.000 Nickel, John C & Marjorie
17-13-02-03-02-021.000 Gassman, Dean & Gloria
17-13-02-03-02-022.000 Causey, Kevin Allen & Julienne
17-13-02-03-02-023.000 Valiey Deveiopment Co Inc
17-13-02-03-02-024.000 Valley Development Co Inc
17-13-02-03-02-025.000 Valley Development Co Inc
17-13-02-03-02-026.000 Valiey Development Co Inc
17-13-02-03-02-027.000 Alley, Eleanor
17-13-02-03-02-028.000 Valiey Deveiopment Co Inc
17-13-02-03-02-029.000 Valley Development Co Inc
17-13-02-03-02-030.000 Valley Development Co Inc
17-13-02-03-02-031.000 Valiey Development Co Inc
17-13-02-03-02-032.000 Valley Development Co Inc
17-13-02-03-02-033.000 Valiey Development Co Inc
17-13-02-03-02-034.000 Valley Development Co Inc
17-13-02-03-02-035.000 Valley Development Co Inc
17-13-02-03-03-001.000 Schleicher, Earl H. | & Juiia
17-13-02-03-03-002.000 Renschler, John W
17-13-02-03-03-003.000 Chambers, Charles & Adrienne
17-13-02-03-03-004.000 Scott, Robert E. & Carol J
17-13-02-03-03-005.000 Yang, Tongchee Y. & Pang Vang
17-13-02-03-03-006.000 Stickie, Bruce H.
17-13-02-03-03-007.000 Bickers, Wesley H. Sr & Cariene
17-13-02-03-03-008.000 Owens, Michael E. & Sherry
17-13-02-03-03-009.000 St. John, Joshua D. & Myah A. Bames JT
17-13-02-03-03-010.000 Courtney, June
17-13-02-03-03-011.000 Paris, Anthony & Jeannette
17-13-02-03-03-012.000 Mulrey, John T. Sr & JoAnn
99-89-99-99-99-999.001 Hamilton County Highway Dept.
98-99-99-99-99-999.002 Indiana Dept. of Transportation
99-99-98-99-99-999.005 City of Carmel, Clerk Treasurer

Address

41 Mersey Ct

11006 Tottenham Dr
10946 Tottenham Dr
10930 Tottenham Dr
10826 Tottenham Dr
10916 Tottenham Dr
31 Manchester Ct
10842 Tottenham Dr
43 Manchester Ct
53 Manchester Ct
52 Manchester Ct
3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumley Way
42 Manchester Ct
3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumley Way'
3641 Brumiey Way
3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumley Way
11 W. 111th St
11035 Tottenham Dr
11025 Tottenham Dr
11015 Tottenham Dr
11005 Tottenham Dr
4251 Twilight Dr
10841 Tottenham Dr
3804 Lafayette Rd
10921 Tottenham Dr
10911 Tottenham Dr
10901 Tottenham Dr
10845 Tottenham Dr
1700 S. 10th St.

32 8. Broadway St.
One Civic Squara

City
Carmel
Camel
Carmel
Camnel
Carmel
Carmel
Camel
Carmel
Camel
Carmel
Carme}
Camel
Camel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Camel
Carmel
Camel
Carmel
Camel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Camel
Indianapoliis
Camel
Indianapolis
Camel
Camel
Carmei
Carmel
Nobiesville
Greenfield
Carmel

State
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
N
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
iN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
iN
iN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
iN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN

Zip Description1
46032 S2T17 R3
46032 S2T17 R3
46032 82 TI7TR3
46032 52 T17R3
46032 S2 T17 R3
46032 S2 T17 R3
48032 S2 T17 R3
46032 S2 T17 R3
45032 52 T17 R3
46032 52 T17 R3
46032 S2 T17 R3
46033 S2 T17 R3
46033 S2 T17 R3
46033 S2T17 R3
46033 82 T17 R3
46032 52 T17R3
46033 82 T17R3
46033 82 T17 R3
46033 S2 T17R3
46033 S2 T17 R3
46033 S2 T17 R3
46033 32 T17 R3
46033 S2 T17 R3
46033 S2 T17 R3
48032 S2 T17 R3
46032 S2 T17 R3
46032 32 T17 R3
46032 82 T17 R3
46032 S2T17 R3
46254 S2 T17 R3
46032 52 T17 R3
46254 S2 T17 R3
46032 52 T17 R3
46032 82 T17 R3
46032 82 T17 R3
46032 82 T17 R3

46060 Humber Ct, Manchester Ct

46140 S2 T17 R3
46032 S2 T17 R3

Description 2

Acres MntAsmf

Meridian Suburban Lot 39 One Lot~ 50,00
Meridian Suburban Lot 40 One Lot-  50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 41 One Lot-  50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 42 One Lot~ 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 43 One Lot- 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 44 One Lot- 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 13 One Lot- 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 14 One Lot~  50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 15 One Lot-  50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 16 One Lot-  50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 46 One Lot~  50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 17 One Lot~ 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 47 One Lot~ 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 48 One Lot-  50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 49 One Lot- 50,00
Meridian Suburban Lot 45 One Lot~ 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 50 One Lot~ 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 51 One Lot-  50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 52 One Lot~ 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 53 One Lot~  50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 54 One Lot~ 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 55 One Lot~ 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 56 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 57 One Lot~ 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 1 One Lot~ 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 2 One Lot-  50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 3 Onelot- 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 4 One Lot~ 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 5 One Lot- 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 6 One Lot-  50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 7 One Lot~  50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 8 One Lot~  50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 9 Onelot- 5000
Mendian Suburban Lot 10 One Lot~  50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 11 One Lot-  50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 12 One Lot- 50.00
Tottenharmn Dr, Liverpool Dr, Mersey Gt 11.04 11040
U.S. 31 57.24 57240
Penn & 111th 10.71 10710
Acres:
&+ Lots: 57 ¥

2 i3, SF

Page 2 of 2

RecAsmt
£36.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
538.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00
536.00

32,203.40
22,037.40
4,834.35

155.52 7,873.00 159,348.35

(A

RecPer
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34

0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34

034 -

0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
0.34
20.21
13.83
3.03
100.00




L

Meridian Suburban Drain
June 24, 2002 at 9:05 A M.
Hearing for reconstruction & maintenance.

Parcel Owner ’ Address
17—13—02—00—00-0&1 000 Jec Par&xershlp EPclo: John N. Ptttman Ll 201 W 106th St
16—13—02—00—00—002 001 F:delrty Ofﬁoe Bldg T Ip\c/o REI Inv

) : . . PO:Box796
16—1 3—02 00—00-00 121 Tmarron Capltal Group lc _ P.O. B_o;g '(’96_
16:13-02-00-00:003.001 Sepro Developnent Company HLLC. 11550 N: Méridian St, Ste:600

16—13—02-00—00—006'000 NRC Corp o/o Stephen L Valinet 3641 Brumley Way

16-1 3-02-00-00-007 002 Three Penni Mark Plaza ¢/o Celllers Turley Martin 2500 Orie American Square
2_45 Park Ave 26th Fir

16-13-02-00-00-00 _ Penn Mark clo Angelo Gordon & Co LP '

16-13-02-00-00-007,005 Capstar indian: ' te &

16-13-02-00-00-007.301
7(16—13—02—00—09—023 000 Valley DeVelopment Co Inc clo Stephen Vaimet
1 7-13-02-03—01 001 000 Noble VanceA & Roslyn L

-1 7—13-02 03—02-008}%0 Tmmen‘na___ ,DelbertT & Wlda G
17-13-02-03-02-0 Thomas, David S. & Kathryn L
17-13:02-03-02-010.000: York, Waltsr £, & Georgia Sue. i ey O
17-13-02-03-02-011.000 Kosch, Susan W " 51 Mersey Ct

11711 N Pennsy!vama 8t, Ste 200

11'7'11'N Pennsylvania St Ste. 260 |

:New York
° _Chacago
Chicago
Carmei'
Carmel
" Cammel-

- B0681

City of Carmel will have

additional benefit of $711.00.

County Highway will have

additional benefit of $4,453.00.

County Highway to pay for structure under 111th &
RCP under Liverpool Dr. in the amount of $23,500.00.

.Zip

R _ Commercial
46032 S2°T17 R3 8 12Ac _ Commermaii
46032 SZ T17 R3 1 02 Ac o Commerc'lal

46033 T17 R3 0.17 Ac' a Undevelopedegnwﬂural’

'46033 s2 T‘E? R3 1371 Ac _ UndevalopediAgnmltural'._"

46033 S2 T17 R3 11.07 Ac
. 46282 82 T17 R3 3.83Ac

10167 S2 T17 R3 5.09 Ac -
-128{B2T17R3 0.08 Ac .

Undeveloped!Agncultural

_ 45033 $2T47R3 15.08A¢
46032 S2 T17 R3
46033 82 T17R3
46033 S2 T17R3

- 46038 §2 TITR3
46033 S2 T17 R3
4603382 T17R3 -
46033 S2 T17 R3

| 46033 $2TITRS -
45033 S2T17R3

L. 46032 S2TITR3
46032 52 T17 R3
© 46032 S2TITRS
| 46032 S2 T17 R3
46032 $2 T RS

46032 $2 T17 R3 """ Meridian Suburban Lot 38

SﬂbwbanLotSS' S
S rbanLot36 o

Commercial
Plat

Roads

Ag
Damages

Ac Ben
3>80
7.72

80

0.79

084 -

0.68
- 842
Q. 52

One Lot

Page 10of 2

Maint. Maint.Min. Recnsfr.

75.00
15.00
10.60
5.00
0.00

MntAsmt

- oo

579.00

7500

75.00

75.00

609.00.-

75.00

21376

) 27750 4
15.00

- Ong Lot - 504

an

One Lot h

One Lot .

75.00 1154.00
50.00 536.00
5.00 385.00
15.00 385.00
0.00 Zero

RecAsmt RecPer
a8 - 697
. 5.91
0. 60
= 0 B4
0.52
B2
0.40

_ 177.. gl

) 53é 00 036

536,00 0.36

53600 1 0.36

536.00 '0.36




4

K3

Parcel Owner
17~13—02-03—02—012 000 Ebelmg, AugustA
17- 13—02-03-02—013 000 A:rgood Louns

ausey, Kev:nAllen&iJulienne S

>(1 7-13—02-03-02-023 000 Vaiféy Development ce Inc

7-13—02—03—02-030 090 Valley Deve[opment Co Inc

g? 13:02.03.02.026. odo Valley Development Co Inc

247-13-02.03.02.035, 000'Va:|ey Development Co Inc
17-1. 3—02-03—03_—001 000 Schlewher Eaﬂ H. I & Jul[a

Courtne June

_j?.St John JoshuaD &MyahA Barnes JT .

3641 Brumley "”ay

3641 Brumley Way:

3641 Brumley Way _
| 3841 BmmleyWayj_'. -
3641 Brumley Way__ _

ind |anapolas

“Garmel
N _C rmei

* Noblesville
_ Greenfield
i _Carme_l;.

State
IN.
IN

IN

W
N
N

IN

AN

IN

- IN

IN
IN
IN
iN
IN

IN

IN
N
IN

“IN

IN
IN'
iN

N

IN
IN-
IN
N
IN
iN
IN
IN-

IN

iN

IN
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Description 2
e eMend:an Suburban Lot 39
Mendlan Suburban Lot 40

R v Suburban:kot 41

le Descnptlon1

Acres MntAsmt Rec.Asmt_ RecPer

Onelot !
 OneLot

' Mendian Suburban Lot 17
Mendian Suburhan Lot 47-
_ Mendlan _Suburban Lot 48

- Meridian Suburban-Lot 52
Mend:an Suburban Lot 53 ~ Onelot
- Meéridian Suburban Lot 54 . One Lot
Meridian Suburb n Lot 55

Meridian Suburban Lot 57
. Meridian Suburbanlot® - -
Mendlan Suburban Lot 2
© - ‘Mendian Suburban Lot 3
M_ dian Suburban Lot 4
. Meridian'Suburban Lot 5

_ Mendlan Suburban Lot 6
-; Suburban Lot 7-
Mendnan Suburban Lot 8
o Merld an Suburban Lot 9 .

- Tottephan Dr, Liverpool Dr, Mers -'11.04 1
Us. 31 57.24
Penn& fitth 0 o
. Acres: 155.52 7098 10 150,835.52  100.00
Lots: 57




Meridian Suburban Drain
June 24, 2002 at 8:05 AM.
Hearing for reconstruction & maintenance.

Parcel Dain
17-13-02-00-00-001.000 Meridian Suburban
16-13-02-00-00-002.001 Meridian Suburban
16-13-02-00-00-002.101 Meridian Suburban
16-13-02-00-00-002.111 Meridian Suburban
16-13-02-00-00-002.112 Meridian Suburban
16-13-02-00-00-002:121 Meridian Suburban
16-13-02-06-00-003.001 Meridian Suburban
16-13-02-00-00-003.002 Meridian Suburban
16-13-02-00-00-003.004 Meridian Suburban
02-00-00-003.005 Meridian Suburban
02-00-00-004.000 Meridian Suburban
16-13-02-00-00-004.001 Meridian Suburban
16-13-02-00-00-005.000 Meridian Suburban
16-13-02-00-00-006.000
16-13-02-00-00-007.002 Meridian Suburban
16-13-02-00-00-007_004 Meridian Suburban
16-13-02-00-00-007.005 Meridian Suburban
16-13-02-00-00-007.301 Meridian Suburban
16-13-02-00-00-023.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-01-001.000 Mesidian Suburban
17-13-02-03-01-002.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-01-003.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-01-004.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-01-005.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-01-006.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-01-007.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-01-008.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-01-009.000 Meridian Suburban
1 -02-03-01-010.000 Meridian Suburban
-02-03-02-001.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-002.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-003.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-004.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-005.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-006.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-007.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-008.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-009.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-010,000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-011.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-012.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-013.00¢ Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-014.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-015.000 Meridian Suburban

Owner

Jec Parinership LP ¢/o John N. Pittman
Fidefity Office Bidg Il ip ¢/o RE! inv.

Fidelity Office Building The

Fidelity Office Bldg il Ip ¢/o REI Inv.
Timarron Capital Group Llc

Timamon Capital Group Lig

Sepro Development Company [l LLC
Fidelity Office Bldg i Ip ¢/o REI Inv.

Scolt, Suzanne & Walter TR c/o Magnum Resources
11460 Meridian St N LLC c¢/o Blue & Co LLC
Scott, Suzanne & Walter TR Charitable Remainder Unitrust
Valley Development Co Inc

Valley Development Co Inc

NRC Corp cfo Stephen L Valinet

Three Penn Mark Plaza cfo Colliers Turley Martin Tucker
Penn Mark c/o Angelo, Gordon & Co LP
Capstar Indianapolis Co Lic ¢/o Deloitte & Touche
Capstar Indianapolis Co Lic ¢/o Deloitte & Touche
Valley Development Co Inc c/o Stephen Valinet
Noble, Vance A. & Roslyn L.

Valley Development Co Inc

Valley Development Co Inc

Valley Development Co inc

Valley Development Co Inc

Valley Development Co Inc

Valley Development Co Inc

Vatley Development Co Inc

Valley Development Co Inc

Valiey Deveiopment Co Inc

Cox, Eric Stephen & Deborah L.

DeCaudin, Jean Pierre Pascal & Jeanine
Jones, Cathy Corbitt

Ruden, Susan L. & Jeffery S. Jacob

Conklin, Philip 1/2 & Philip L. Conklin Lvg
Brehm, Johnt E. & Rhonda Ann

Eichman, Scott W & Diana

Timmerman, Delbert T. & Wilda G

Thomas, David S. & Kathryn L

York, Waiter E. & Georgia Sue

Kosch, Susan W

Ebefing, August A

Airgood, Louis

Schafer, Cindy M.

Gilliam, Kenneth E. & Martha

Address

201 W. 106th St

11711 N. Pennsylvania St., Ste. 200
11711 N. Pennsylvania St., Ste. 200
11711 N. Pennsylvania St., Ste. 200
P.O. Box 796

P.O. Box 796

11550 N. Meridian St, Ste 600
11711 N. Pennsylvania St., Ste. 200
302 S. 36th St, Ste 800

11460 Meridian St N

302 S. 36th St, Ste 800

3641 Brumiey Way

3641 Brumiley Way

3641 Brumley Way

2500 One Amenican Square
245 Park Ave, 26th FIr

P.0. Box 811280

P.O. Box 811280

3641 Brumley Way

127 111th StW

3641 Brumley Way

3641 Brumley Way

3641 Brumiey Way

3641 Brumley Way

3641 Brumley Way

3641 Brumley Way

3641 Brumiey Way

3641 Brumiey Way

3641 Brumley Way

107 W. 111th St

59W. 111th St.

49W111th St

3BW. 111th St

3TW. 111th 8t

11032 Tottenham Dr

11022 Tottenham Dr

40 Mersey Ct.

50 Mersey Ct

58 Mersey Ct

51 Mersey Ct

41 Mersey Ct

11006 Tottenham Dr

10946 Tottenham Dr

10930 Tottertham Dr

City
Indianapolis
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Omaha
Camel
Omaha
Camel
Camel
Cammel
Indianapolis
New York
Chicago
Chicago
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Camel
Carmel
Carmel
Cammel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Camel
Carmel

State
IN
IN
IN
iN
IN
IN
IN
IN
NE
IN
NE
IN
IN
IN
IN
NY
IL
L
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
iN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
N
IN
iN
IN
IN
IN

Zip Description1

46290 S2 T17 R3 68.60 Ac

46032 52 T17R3 8.22 Ac
46032 S2 T17R3 0.80 Ac
46032 S2 T17 R3 0.79 Ac
46082 52 T17 R3 0.84 Ac
46082 S2 T17 R3 0.68 Ac
46032 S2 T17R3 8.12 Ac
46032 S2 T17R3 1.02 Ac
68131 82 T17R3 2.36 Ac
46032 S2 T17R3 3.20 Ac
68131 S2 T17R3 4.33 Ac
46033 82 T17 R3 0.17 Ac

46033 82 T17R3 13.71 Ac
46033 52 T17 R3 11.07 Ac

46282 S2 T17R3 3.83 Ac
10167 52 T17 R3 5.09 Ac

60681-1280 S2 T17 R3 0.08 Ac
60681-1280 S2 T17 R3 3.90 Ac
46033 S2 T17R3 15.08 Ac

46032 82 T17R3
46033 82 T17R3
46033 S2 T17R3
46033 52 T17R3
46033 S2 T17R3
46033 82 T17R3
46033 82 T17R3
46033 82 T17R3
46033 52 T17R3
46033 52 T17 R3
46032 82 T17R3
46032 82 T17R3
46032 82 T17 R3
46032 52 T17R3
46032 S2 T17R3
46032 S2 T17R3
46032 82 T1TR3
46032 52 T17R3
46032 S2 T17 R3
46032 82 T17 R3
46032 82 T17R3
46032 82 T17R3
46032 52 T17 R3
46032 S2 T17R3
46032 82 T17R3

Commercial

Plat

Roads

Ag
Description 2 Acres MntAsmt
Undeveloped/Agricultural 380 285.00
Commercial 7.72 579.00
Commercial 0.80 75.00
Commercial 0.79 75.00
Commercial 0.84 75.00
Commercial 0.68 75.00
Commercial 8.12 609.00
Commercial 0.52 75.00
Commercial 2.36 177.00
Commercial 2.85 213.75
Commercial 3.70 277.50
Undeveloped/Agricultural 0.17 75.00
Undeveloped/Agricultural 13.71 1028.25
Commercial 11.07 830.25
Commercial 3.83 28725
Commercial 5.09 381.75
Commercial 0.08 75.00
Commercial 3.90 292.50
Undeveloped/Agriculturat 6.50 487.50
Meridian Suburban Lot 27 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 26 One Lot §0.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 25 - One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 24 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 23 One Lot 50.60
Meridian Suburban Lot 22 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 21 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 20 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 19 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 18 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 28 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 28 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 30 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 31 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 32 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 33 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 34 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 35 One Lot 50.00
Meridizn Suburban Lot 36 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 37 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 38 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 39 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 40 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 41 Cne Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 42 One Lot 50.00

Maint. Recnstr.
75.00 1154.00
50.00 536.00
10.00 385.00
5.00 385.00
Rec
Assmt. RecPer
1463.00 0.97
£908.88 591
923.20 0.61
911.66 0.60
969.36 0.64
784.72 0.52
9370.48 6.21
600.08 0.40
2723.44 1.81
3288.90 218
4269.80 2.83
65.45 0.04
5278.35 3.50
4261.95 2.83
4419.82 2.93
5873.86 3.89
92.32 0.06
4500.60 2.98
2502.50 1.66
5§36.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
§36.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
§36.00 .36
536.00 0.36
§36.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
5356.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
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17-13-02-03-02-016.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-017.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-018.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-019.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-020.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-021.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-022 000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-023.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-024.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-025.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-026.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-027.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-028.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-029.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-030.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-031.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-032.000 Meridian Suburban
%-02-03-02-033.000 Meridian Suburban
-02-03-02-034.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-02-035.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-03-001.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-03-002.000 Merdian Suburban
17-13-02-03-03-003.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-03-004.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-03-005.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-03-006.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-03-007.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-03-008.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-03-009.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-03-010.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-03-011.000 Meridian Suburban
17-13-02-03-03-012.000 Mendian Suburban
99-99-99-99-98-999.001 Meridian Suburban
96-99-99-99-99-998.002 Meridian Suburban
99-99-99-99-99-999.005

McWilliams, Kathryn J. Trustee
Granger, Susan Cahill

Hart, Marjorie & Pamela Trout Ji/Rs
Dearmond, Douglas & Rebecca
Nickel, John C & Marjorie
Gassman, Dean & Gloria
Causey, Kevin Allen & Julienne
Valley Development Co Inc
Valley Development Co In¢
Valiey Development Co Inc
Valley Development Co Inc
Alley, Eleanor

Valley Devefopment Co inc
Valley Development Co In¢
Valley Development Co Inc
Valley Development Co Inc
Valley Development Co Inc
Valley Development Co Inc
Valley Development Co Inc
Valley Development Co Inc
Schileicher, Earl H. 1 & Julia
Renschler, John W

Chambers, Charles & Adrienne
Scott, Robert E. & Carol J

Yang, Tongchee Y. & Pang Vang
Stickle, Bruce H.

Bickers, Wesley H. Sr & Carlene
Owens, Michael E. & Sheny

St. John, Joshua D. & Myah A Barnes JT
Courtney, June

Paris, Anthony & Jeannette
Mulrey, John T, Sr & JoAnn
Hamilton County Highway Dept.
Indiana Dept. of Transportation
City of Carmel, Clerk Treasurer

10926 Tottenham Dr
10916 Tottenham Dr
31 Manchester Ct
10842 Tottenham Dr
43 Manchester Ci
53 Manchester Ct
52 Manchester Ct
3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumiey Way
42 Manchester Ct
3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumley Way
3541 Brumley Way
3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumley Way
3641 Brumley Way
11 W. 111th St
11035 Tottenham Dr
11025 Tottenham Dr
11015 Tottenham Dr
11005 Tottentham Dr
4251 Twilight Dr
10941 Tottenham Dr
3804 Lafayetie Rd
10921 Tottenham Dr
10911 Tottenham Dr
10901 Tottenham Dr
10845 Tottenham Dr
1700 S. 10th St.

32 8. Broadway St.
One Civic Square

Carmel
Carmel
Camel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmnel
Carmel
Carmel
Camel
Camel
Carmel
Carmel
Camef
Camel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Cammel
Carmel
Carmel
Indianapolis
Carmel
indianapolis
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Carmel
Noblesvilie
Greenfield
Carmel

IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
N
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
iN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN
IN

46032 52 T17TR3
46032 S2 T17R3
46032 82 T17 R3
46032 S2 T17 R3
46032 S2 T17R3
46032 S2 T17R3
46032 82 T17R3
46033 S2 TITR3
46033 S2 T17 R3
45033 82 T17R3
46033 82 T17R3
46032 S2 Ti7R3
46033 82 T17R3
46033 S2T17R3
46033 S2 T17R3
46033 S2 T17 R3
46033 82 T17R3
46033 82 TI17R3
46033 82 T17R3
46033 82 T17R3
46032 52 T17TR3
46032 82 T17R3
46032 82 T17R3
46032 S2 T17TR3
46032 82 T17 R3
46264 S2 T17 R3
46032 82 T17TR3
46254 82 T1TR3
46032 82 T17TR3
46032 82 T17TR3
46032 82 T17 R3
46032 82 T17R3

46060 Humber Ct, Manchester Ct

46140 52 T17 R3
46032 82 T17R3

Meridian Suburban Lot 43 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 44 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 13 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 14 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 15 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 16 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 46 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 17 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 47 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 48 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 49 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 45 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 50 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 51 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 52 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 53 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 54 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 55 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 56 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 57 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 1 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 2 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 3 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 4 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 5 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 6 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 7 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 8 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 9 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 10 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 11 One Lot 50.00
Meridian Suburban Lot 12 One Lot 50.00
Tottenham Dr, Liverpool Dr, Mersey Gt 11.04 110.40
u.8. 31 57.24 572.40
Penn & 111th 10.71 107.10

Totals;: 155.52

9,613.65
57 Lots

Approx. 181 acres Total

Commercial Development

Residential Development/Lots

Forested Undeveloped/Ag
Right-of-ways

Totals:

536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36

§36.00 0.36
§36.00 0.36

536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
$36.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36

536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36

536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
$36.00 0.36
$36.00 0.36

536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
§36.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36
536.00 0.36

32203.40 2135
22037.40 1461
4834.35 3.21
150,836.52  100.00

% Total

Acreage Acreage
52.35 28.92
25.48 14.08
24.18 13.36
78.99 43.64

181.00 100.00
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" D
One Hamilton County Square Suite 188

Noblesville, IN 46060 Ty
Phone: (317) 776-9627 Hamiltion County

Fax: (317) 776-9628 Surveyor's Office

Fax

To:  Joyce Harrison From: Tricia J. Banta / 0 /51
Fax: 317-581-2620 _ Date: .June 18, 2002

Phone: 317-753-6933 Pages: 1 including cover

Re: Drainage Objection cc:

[ Urgent [J For Review O Please Comment [ Please Reply O Please Recycle

+*Comments: Attached is the objections that may be for causes as specified by law for the
Meridian Suburban Subdivision. If you have any questions please call me at 776-8495.
Thank you,
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36-9.27-52 Reconsirnction of drains;
notice and hearing on sur-
veyor’s report and schedules;
objections; final order

Sec. 52. (a) When the schedules of damages
and assessments are completed and marked
filed, the board shall fix a date, time, and place
for a hearing on the reconstruction report of
the county surveyor and on the schedules of
damages and assessments, and shall prepare a
notice for each owner of land affected by the
reconstruction. The notice must state:

(1) the name and identifying number by
which the proposed reconstruction is
known; :

(2) that the reconstruction report of the sur-
veyor and the schedules of damages and
benefits as determined by the board have
been filed and are available for inspection in
the office of the surveyor;

(3) that the land of the owner is shown by
the schedule of damages to be damaged in
the sum of ___ dollars;

(4) that the land of the owner is shown by
the schedule of assessments to be assessed
- percent of the total cost of reconstruc-
tion, and that ____ percent of the estimated
total cost of the reconstruction is in the sum
of ___ dollars;

(5) that the land of the owner is shown by |

the schedule of assessments to be annually
assessed in the sum of __ dollars for esti-
mated periodic maintenance of the recon-
struction; and

(6) the date, hour, and place of the hearing
on the surveyor’s reconstruction report and
on the scheduleg of damages and
assessments.

(b) Not lesgs than thirty (30) nor more than
forty (40) days before the date of the hearing,
the board shall mail a copy of the notice in a

five (8) day return envelope to each owner |

4

named in the schedules of damages and
assessments.

(c} The board shall publish a notice in accor-
dance with IC 5-3-1. The notice must:

(1) identify the proposed reconstruction;

(2) be addressed to whom it may concern
and to the addressee on each letter that was
mailed under subsection (b) and was
returned undelivered; and '

(3) state that:

(A) the reconstruction report of the
county surveyor and the schedules of
damages and assessments made by the
board have been filed and are available for
public inspection in the office of the
county surveyor; and

{B) a hearing will be held before the board
on the report and schedules, specifying
the time and place of hearing.

(d) Not less than five (5) days before the
board’s hearing on a reconstruction report, an
owner of lands affected by the report or by the
schedules of damages and assessments may
file with the board written objections to the

- report, schedules, or both. The objections may
- be for one (1) or more of the following causes:

(1) The costs, damages, and expenses of the
proposed reconstruction will exceed the ben-

efits that will result to the owners of all land =
struction report of the county surveyor and
“'the schedule of damages and assessments,

benefited. -

(2) The objector is the owner of land
assessed as benefited, and the benefits
assessed against his land are excessive,

(3) The objector is the owner of land dam-

aged by the reconstruction, and: --order filed and publicly announce the findings

.-and order at the hearing. Immediately after
‘that, the board shall publish a notice in accor-

(A) the board failed to find that his land is
damaged; or

(B) the damages assessed to his land are |
inadequate, ;

e wr W ke

Each objector may file written evidence in sup-
port of his objections. The failure of an owner
to file objections constitutes a waiver of his
right to subsequently object, on the grounds

stated in this subsection, to any final action of .

the board.

(e) On or before the day of the hearing, the
county surveyor shall, and any owner of land
affected by the proposed reconstruction may,
cause written evidence to be filed in support of
or in rebuttal to any objection filed under sub-
section (d).

(f) The board shall consider the chjections
and evidence filed, may adjourn the hearing
from day to day or to a day certain, and may
issue an order permitting additional written
evidence to be filed in support of or in rebuttal
to the objections and evidence previously filed.

(g) After considering all of the objections
and evidence, the board may amend the sched-
ules of damages and assessments, and the

" eounty surveyor may modify his report, as jus-
“tice may require,

(h) Before final adjournment of the hearing,
the board shall determine in writing whether
the costs, damages, and expenses of the pro-
posed reconstruction will be legs than the ben-

_efits accruing to the owners of land benefited
-by the construction. If the board answers this

question in the negative, it shall dismiss the

- proceedings. If the board answers the question

in the affirmative, it shall adopt the recon-

including annual assessments for periodic
maintenance, as originally filed or as

.. amended, into its findings; and issue an order

declaring the proposed reconstruction estab-
lished. The board shall mark the findings and

dance with IC 5-3-1. The notice must identify

:the drainage proceedings and state that the

findings and order of the board have heen filed
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EAX COVER SHEET
To: Tasua Baum
Company: N\amiond O Sveveyors OrFice
Phone: 77 g495-
Fax: 17,-quze

From: Neal Smith

Company: Pittman Partners, Inc.
Phone: (317) 580-0883
Fax: (317) 580-9786

Date: 5-30-072_
Pages including this
cover page: l

Comments: "

| . | !
o M PittmanPartners )
PBuoiNesT Cie
Neal Smith _;:

P.O. Box 554 + Canmel, IN 46082 3

(317) 580-0883 = (317) 580-9693 |

(317) 580-9786 Fax : .

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message i£T07 the exclusive use of the individual or enfity io \
which it is addressed and is confidential. If you are not the addressee or an employee or agent of é
the addressee responsible for delivering it to the addressee, piease do not read, use, disclose, ;%

copy or distribute this message and do not take any action in reliance upon it. If you have !
received this message in error, please notify us immediately by telephone to arrange for its return. ;
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HAMILTON COUNTY SURVEYOR’S OFFICE

One Hamilton County Square, Suite 188

Noblesville, IN 46060
Phone: 317-776-8495
Fax: 317-776-9628

LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL

Date: 06/07/2002

Company: Pittman Partners,Inc.
P.O. Box 554
Carmel, In 46082

Attention: Neil Smith

Re: Meridian Suburban Subdivision

We are sending you the following items:

[X] Plans [IMap [] CopyofLetter [] Change Order [1 Other

Copies Date Description

1 06/07/02 | Preliminary Constructions plans for the Meridian Suburban
Subdivision Drainage Project.

These are transmitted as checked below:

[1For yourfile [] Asrequested [X]For Review & Comment [1 For Approval
[1 For your use

REMARKS:
Please call me with any questions or concems.

Thank You.

Signed: M 0% Date: (2/7[/0)-—

Tricia J. Banta
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