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OCTOBER 19, 2009

107 W. Locust Street Suite 206

Boonville, Indiana 47601

The Warrick County Drainage Board met in regular session with President Tim Mosbey presiding over the meeting; present at the meeting was Art Noffsinger, Vice-President; Don Williams, Secretary; Phillip H. Baxter, Surveyor; Bobby Howard, Director of Stormwater and David K. Zengler, Attorney for Board.
Present in the audience were Michael Feldbusch, Steve Sherwood, Bart Mulzer, Amy L. Puskas, Gisela keener, Larry Willis G. Mildred Schopmayer, Anthony Long, Mark De Bruler and Les Shively.
The meeting started with the members and the audience reciting the Pledge of Allegiance.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES:

Commissioner Tim Mosbey: I call the October 19, 2009 Drainage Board/Storm Water Management Board Meeting to order. The first item on the agenda is the approval of minutes from the September 28, 2009 Drainage Board Meeting.
Commissioner Art Noffsinger: I move to approve.

Commissioner Don Williams: Second.

Motion was made and seconded to approve minutes of September 28, 2009. Motion passed 3-0.

FENCE REQUEST-WYNBROOKE SUBDIVISION:

Commissioner Mosbey: The next item on the agenda is a fence request. Larry Willis requesting to put fence at 4299 Wynbrooke Drive in Wynbrooke Subdivision.

Larry Willis: Yes sir, I appreciate you listening to me today. I have a customer that would like to install a 4-foot space picket fence across the drainage easement in the back yard. The nature of the fence is to keep the children in and stray dogs out of the back yard. The fence of course you know we build the fence about 2-inches off the ground so we do have water flow under but this is also a spaced picked fence and will have a 2-inch space in-between each one of the pickets so the water flow will flow through the fence as well as under the fence.

Don Williams:  Now this isn’t a legal drain it’s just an easement, correct?

Mr. Willis: It’s just an easement as far as I know a 14-foot drainage easement as far as I’ve been able to find out.

Mr. Mosbey: Is this on the east or west side of the street here?

Mr. Willis: It’s on the east side, I think it’s the 3rd house from the Rabbit Run intersection.

Mr. Mosbey: We have a map but nothing is marked.

Commissioner Williams: You’re coming out from the side of the house and your going back 80 feet is that right?

Mr. Willis: We’re going back 66 I’m coming out from the side of the house on both sides approximately 8 ½ feet on one side and 10 ½ feet on the north side and then going back 66 feet and then coming back across the back of the property 80-feet to enclose the back yard.
Mr. Mosbey stated that it was on the west side and not the east side.

Mr. Willis: its lot number 12 in the subdivision.

Commissioner Noffsinger: The only thing I would say is that is since I’ve been on the Board we just keep getting these requests to put fences on the easements, these drainage easements and they seem to always come back and bite us in the behind and the last time I was here I made a statement and I’m going to basically back that statement up, is until we can address this ordinance and fix it so we don’t have these problems anymore. I just can’t see myself supporting anymore fences in drainage easements period.
Tim Mosbey: Okay. Do you have anything Mr. Williams?

Don Williams: I don’t have anything to say. I don’t have a problem because water can go through and under both, there has to be some kind of a Hold Harmless agreement where they know that if it does it has to come down that is the only thing I would add.

Tim: Okay, I’m looking for a motion then one way or the other.

Don: I would move that we approve the request.

Tim: Second

Motion was made and seconded to grant fence to be installed in drainage easement at 4299 Wynbrooke Drive. Motion carried 2-1. 1 nay vote by Commissioner Noffsinger.

Don Williams: I want to make sure that the record clearly shows that it is 2-feet off the ground and 2-feet between the slats.

Tim: 2 inches off the ground.

Don: Yes, 2-inches, I’m sorry 2 inches.

Sherry Rector: You said that about the Hold Harmless, are you…is the Surveyors Office going to prepare one before we give them a location permit or what did you>>>>>>
Phil: We’ll get you one tomorrow.

CHANDLER WATER TREATMENT PLANT:

Commissioner Mosbey: The next item on the agenda is Chandler Water Treatment Plant. Fill me in, Mr. Baxter.
Phil Baxter: Chandler is trading some ground with Mulzers and they are here to present a drainage plan which we received at 2:00 on Friday afternoon and I couldn’t use my normal reviewer because he is involved with the Chandler project and I had Mr. Aigner review it, he had…you’ve got a paper there, he had 4 different concerns there, some of them have been worked out since. It is not exactly…we’re not saying the drainage won’t work but these were requests we would like to have taken care of. Does anyone want to speak?

Tim: Did Chandler receive a copy of this?

Anthony Long: I received a copy of it shortly before noon today and actually I didn’t see it until afternoon but this is Mark DeBruler and my name is Anthony Long and I represent Chandler and I’m here on their behalf today. This is Mark DeBruler with Beam, Longest and Neff their firm is the engineering firm for our project. I read this but I don’t know what this says so Mark does and I might as well be honest about it, it’s…..our position with regard to drainage is we will either put it in the right of way or not as you wish, your call not ours. We will do our onsite drainage offsite we’ll bury our pipes out of the right of way and provide inlets, correct me if I’m wrong for anything coming out of the right of way ditches into ours and it will go offsite down to the river or if you want us to put it in the right of way, we’ll size it in accordance with what I think I believe Mr. Bobby Howard’s position was it should have been an 18 inch opposed to a 15 inch, I think.
Bobby Howard: The plan that we have now currently is showing an 18-inch on the plan.

Mr. Long: I think you suggested that maybe the drainage calculations would require that, we changed it and we told Sherri that we will take care of our drainage. We’re a little confused because your ordinance for Minor Subdivisions doesn’t require some of the things that we have done. The ordinance say’s let me see it a second, simply says that minor subdivisions plats are not required to submit drainage plans per the subdivision control ordinance which we believe is the situation but notwithstanding that you tell us where you want our drainage to be and we’ll put them there and then we’ll go down the road. You tell them if you want it 18-inches in your ditch we’ll put them 18 inches in your ditch. If you don’t we’ll put them 18 inches on our property and then route it away. I don’t know what else we can do is there anything else in here Mark that…..

Mark DeBruler: I don’t think so we can explain all those, perhaps I should go ahead and give them a little background on the project so they will understand the issues.
Mr. Long: I think they have a budget meeting following this so give them the Readers Digest version not the engineer’s version.

Mr. DeBruler: Okay we can do that. We designed a Water Treatment Plant for the Town of Chandler located on the curve of Pollack Ave where it goes from east west to north south. Mulzer has a property and an operation over east of here with an undeveloped tract of land to the west of the plant site and then the Powers Place Subdivision just beyond which has some drainage problems. What we have done…really the ditch out in front of the property where much of the drainage that’s off to the west side of this area as well as much of the plant site that might get in the right of way, it goes in this ditch which has no outlet really, it’s kind of an ill defined ditch with no place for the water to go and that is really what has been causing the problems out there at the….we think with the Powers Place the project area as well as just general drainage issues around the plant so just simply to make the front of the new plant look nice to help the drainage problems out in the area we designed a storm sewer system coming along the right of way in front of the plant which would ultimately go to a point here kind of between…..this is the existing plant if you’re familiar with the site and this will be the new plant over here, going between those two plant sites south and extending to the south end of the property and then we have a drainage easement extending out to the Ohio River. We are going to take care of the water out in the right of way as well as the water on the property itself. We had initially contacted the County regarding requirements and had sent some plans in regarding this and received a formal approval for the rule 5 permit for the project about a month to a month and a half ago. Then the issue came up regarding the minor plat so we have really applied the qualifications and requirements for the subdivision for major subdivision to a great extent where it applies to this even though this is a minor plat situation here and so we’re just simply trying to get everybody’s approval for this project to proceed with it. We did upsize the storm sewer line running out in front of this area as well as the one running through actually to the end of the project in order to maximize the capacity to get the flow from the western part of the area where there is some ponding in order to get it out of that area to help solve the problem. But I think really and I think Bobby you perhaps agree that the major issue here was just simply that there was a ditch out in the right of way that had no place for the water to go, so and this is really forms a bowl somewhat in this area and so the water would just simply sit there until it evaporated away and we’re creating that ability to get that water out of the system now.
Mr. Long: If they want it out or we will back up and do our drainage on our property.

It is my understanding that Bobby’s…are you comfortable with what we have done?
Bobby Howard: I have looked at the plans and like I said I appreciate the fact that you guys have been cooperative with us in regards with what you’re doing here and what work your doing in the right of way. What the plans shows there and when I talked to Mark earlier today I hadn’t got all the way through it but he did give me some watershed areas what the lines delineated the water shed areas on the map and I just had one more issue in regards to the pipe capacity draining from the right of way and out that I needed to discuss with  him but other than that section we just wanted to insure that it would take the water out and away and if it does that and passes the 50-year design storm then I would have no issue with it.
Tim: Sherri, did you have something you needed to add?

Sherri Rector: I will try to clear up why they are here. The subdivision control ordinance you have a minor subdivision or a major subdivision. A minor subdivision requires no drainage plans, no extension of roadways and the utilities are all in place. Major subdivisions as you know has drainage plans, street extensions and street plans, this was thought of as a major subdivision, I mean a minor subdivision. We had site review when Mr. Baxter reviewed it he didn’t feel at that time that any drainage plans would be required so therefore it met the minor subdivision by State Statute once it’s filed notice goes out to adjacent property owners and if an appeal is filed on the minor subdivision then we meet back before the site review committee and try to take care of it there, if not then I have to take it to the Planning Commission if I don’t feel like I have the understanding of whether I should sign it or not I take it to the full board. We had a meeting in here a couple of weeks ago because an appeal was filed, the site review board all that are present here and Phil basically it got down to Mr. Baxter did not know whether it would need drainage plans or not and didn’t ….Phil If I’m saying something wrong let me know….and he felt like they should submit a plan to see if drainage plans would be required for construction of these two parcels. So he asked them for drainage calculations during that meeting and a plan and then he brought it before you. The issue that I have we have the minor subdivision on the Planning Commission agenda tonight. So when I go to the Planning Commission tonight I have to tell them whether they need drainage plans and if so it has to be changed to a major subdivision, if they don’t need drainage plans for construction on either one of these proposed parcels then it could be approved as a minor. Mr. Baxter has to sign off on the minor subdivision plat that is recorded that no drainage plans are required. So that is why we’re here, if you have drainage issues on a subdivision then it’s major and then you give notice to adjacent property owners to come to the Drainage Board hearing so that is why we’re here and I don’t know if they need drainage plans or not that is why we’re here.
Bobby Howard: It is my understand that the old building was going to be torn down, is that correct and that the new building and impervious area is less than what the old building currently is, is that correct?

Mr. DeBruler: That is correct.

Bobby: So basically you’re stating that the new condition is going to be less impervious than what the existing condition is today and then you’re also going to help and install drainage structures to get this water away from the field and back to the river.
Mr. Long: Yes, that is what we said we’d do. That is what Mark has been instructed to do on his design.

Commissioner Mosbey: You’re basically downsizing? You are tearing down the old plant and the new plant is going to be smaller roof area?

Mr. DeBruler: Yes

Commissioner Williams: So it all comes down to their design, are you okay with that design, we’ll do what needs to be done.

Bobby: Well, that is why I said on the view of the design I had one other issue in regards to what their pipe size is and I’d like to talk to….I don’t think it’s a very big issue in regards to the capacity coming in, there is one pipe that you show coming in from a west watershed where it takes that 15-inch across the driveway from the east and going south the capacity that you give on that pipe is the western watersheds flow but you do have eastern watershed capacity coming in at that point.
Mr. DeBruler: I don’t know if there is much of anything besides the ditch itself.

Bobby: But you already show that pipe at capacity going south, so there is more water coming in than it’s capacity for that storm.

Mr. Long: Have you sized it?

Bobby: Yes, looking at it I think that pipe would need to be upsized or if you could increase the slope even….

Mr. DeBruler: We can increase the slope and it really wouldn’t be any hardship, we’ve got a drop structure right here (showing on plan) which I think we’re dropping about 6 inches here, we really couldn’t change this much but we could drop that six inches and that will give us more capacity in that line.

Bobby: Yeah, we just need enough capacity in the line to take the additional ditch water from what I reviewed on the plans that is the only area that you show this at capacity now with this watershed coming in to the line at those locations but it didn’t take into account that water. Everything else all these areas you do take in on these sub areas and he takes in the entire watershed for this eastern side in each of these inlets are accounted to take in this entire watershed. He takes this watershed in at this point as long as Chandler is saying that they are willing to make sure this water makes it to the roadside ditch.

Mr. DeBruler:  We will revise this if this section needs to be lowered a little bit to get the slope out of here then they will just make the ditch downstream here deeper, that was the only issue we were trying to minimize without addition on the stream. But I don’t see any problem.
Mr. Long: I just want to get to a point to all the representatives say we’re satisfied with it, I mean you asked for a bigger pipe, we agreed if you want a bigger pipe and more slope here we’ll do it. So I mean that is where we are.

Commissioner Noffsinger: But I think we’re still at the point now whether it’s even required to do that and that is what we’re here to decide today?

Mr. Long: We’re still going to do that whether or not you require it or not, the question is whether or not the way I understood from what Phil had said at the last meeting he wanted to bring it before the Board to see if you wanted a major subdivision drainage plan in place and I don’t think that’s necessary.
Bobby: Right and it gets back to where there are new proposed improvements are going to be smaller than the existing structure out there now.
Tim: And you’re saying it’s not?

Bobby: Yes, the new facility I’m being told is smaller than what is existing out there today. So I don’t know, Phil in a normal situation how if you would require drainage plans if something is coming in smaller than…..

Phil: Not normally, no.

Commissioner Williams: Well, they are looking for guidance for design there it sounds to me like I mean do we want a bigger pipe or……….

Bobby: Right, I reviewed their site plan that they had that they intend on doing is part of the project anyway and I just had a couple of recommendations.
Commissioner Williams: Well, make those recommendations they said they were willing to do it so let’s get it over with.

Tim Mosbey: I’ve got some gentlemen I think that would like to speak on this issue.

Les Shively: My name is Les Shively and I represent several lot owners in Powers Place Subdivision which is west of the subject property. We would probably have more people here but it is starting at 2:30 in the afternoon a lot of people are at work, so I will make my comments brief and to the point. First of all looking at the minor subdivision ordinance in section one excuse me article roman number 3 section 1 it says (this is under minor subdivision) no land shall be subdivided such land is considered by the commission to be unsuitable for such use by reason of flooding or improper drainage, objectionable earth and rock formation, topography or any other feature harmful to the health and safety of future residents of the community as a whole. Now what you have before you or before the Planning Commission at some point is a minor plat which creates two building lots and it involves the situation where you are not just going to have one building you are going to have more than one building and you’re talking about utilization of if you take both the 4 acres I believe which is going to be acquired by Chandler and the remaining 6 acres you’re talking about over 10 acres of ground. Now there is already an existing situation out there with drainage problems and I’m just going to start these photographs with Mr. Noffsinger, this is the area in question and in these photographs here depict the area going into the subdivision. It appears that because of the land owners out there receiving notice of the application for a minor sub expressed their concerns asked for an appeal which started the wheels rolling so to speak and the scrutiny of this particular project and that is what brings us here today and that is what also caused Chandler at least for the ground that they are going to use to submit a drainage plan, because of a conflict situation the….I guess Mr. Baxter is the ex-officio member of the Warrick County Drainage Board assigned this matter for review by Engineer Jordan Aigner. I’m looking at Mr. Aigner’s letter of October 19, 2009 which I’m sure all of you have been provided, am I correct in that? (it was answered yes) He lists four (4) features or areas of concern of what he has observed in regard with what has been submitted and at the end he says being that the drainage meeting is scheduled for later today I would request more time to review the above concerns. My people are only asking this lets get it right, we’re creating two buildable lots not just the water treatment facility we are creating two buildable lots out there in an area where there is an existing surface water problem, so lets get it right. We’ve started the process, plans have been submitted. Lets have those plans properly vetted by an engineer who is looking at it from the standpoint of the community in general and assisting you and the Drainage Board in making your decision and we think that they should be required formally by this Board to have a drainage plan and that we ask that these plans be…they have already been vetted so far with Mr. Aigner, he wants more time to review that basically so that he understands all their calculations. One of the things he wanted is he wanted to see some maps, he wanted to see some more scaled drawings with sub basins labeled, you know some data. I’m not an engineer but it seems like some pretty important stuff to me to make this thing functional. Lets get it right no one is talking about starting construction tomorrow so lets get it right and lets have plans that have been properly vetted by the ex-officio members of the staff of the Drainage Board. Lets get it right before this matter moves forward and I think that could be done within a reasonable period of time. It looks like we’re making progress thus far but there is still are some unanswered questions from Mr. Aigner’s analysis and I think Bobby has raised a couple of questions, too. Thank you.
Tim Mosbey: Mr. Surveyor have you had time to discuss with Mr. Aigner his concerns since he presented this letter to you?

Phil Baxter: Yes 

Tim Mosbey: Whose fault was it we didn’t get anything until Friday and we have a meeting on Monday?

Don Williams: I didn’t even know we were going to do this until I saw the agenda.

Commissioner Mosbey: Any questions/comments?

Commissioner Noffsinger: Oh yeah, well you know me I’m always good for one or two. I’m just going back to the ordinance. What would be the only or the criteria that we would go by to say that this would have to require drainage plans? Phil, are you the only….your that requirement am I correct?

Phil:  It would be up to the Board, that is the reason we brought it to the Board.
Art Noffsinger: And your recommendation at this time is what?

Phil:  With the plans we’ve got except for these few concerns here, I’m fine with it.

Art Noffsinger: Okay, going with the minor subdivision?

Phil: With what we’ve been presented, yes.

Commissioner Noffsinger:  As I’m sitting here listening to everybody, it looks to me like Chandler is taking the opportunity to correct a problem in that area without really having to do that. They are taking it upon themselves to put this additional drain in which I think is going to help the area, as far as I’m concerned I don’t see why we would require it so I’m going to make the motion that we don’t require it based on the Surveyor’s opinion to go ahead and approve this.

Bobby Howard: Do you want to say subject to any additional plan review here in the next…..

Art Noffsinger: Absolutely subject to any additional plan review by the engineer and go ahead and move on with this.

Commissioner Williams: I think we need to put it in Bobby’s hands to make sure, I agree with what Mr. Shively said that we need to get it right the first time. I mean we don’t need any more water problems I don’t think Chandler wants to create any more water problems so let’s make sure we’ve got the right elevations and the right structures and I think we can approve it subject to the engineer signing off on it. So he can get with Chandler’s engineer and whoever else he needs to and…….

Commissioner Noffsinger: The only question I have with that is if we do go back and then require drainage plans then this has got to be resubmitted as a major subdivision so the process will start all over.

Tim Mosbey: I think your motion didn’t say that.

Someone from the audience (perhaps Mr. Long) asked if there was a second?

Commissioner Mosbey: No we don’t have a second yet? There is just a motion on the floor.
Mr. Long:  But if you all don’t require then your Planning Commission director has told me that once the Drainage Board signs off on it she approves it that was the only thing she was lacking the last time we were here was the Surveyor’s approval.

Ms. Rector wasn’t on the microphone: It was drainage plan approval why would they need a drainage plan or not??????

Tim Mosbey: So what we’re saying here is that it is a minor sub we really don’t need drainage plans but as a Drainage Board we’re asking the engineer to work with Chandler to get it right, it that understandable?

Les Shively: Right but here is the thing that doesn’t make sense to me you requested that plans be submitted and they were submitted Friday afternoon.
Commissioner Mosbey: Well, we didn’t somebody did, the surveyor.

Mr. Shively: Somebody in the governmental chain of command requested that. Mr. Aigner was engaged on your behalf ostensibly to review those and comment and there are still unanswered questions.

Commissioner Mosbey:  Well, I think the thought of the engineer getting with them the engineer correct me if I’m wrong would take these 4 points into consideration in their discussions, correct?

Bobby: Right

Commissioner Mosbey: I mean I think these are some of his concerns also. I don’t understand some of this language…..

Bobby: We have at least cleared up two of the four already.

Commissioner Williams: When do we meet again, next week?

Tim Mosbey: Is it a problem if we wait until next Monday?

Commissioner Williams: I think we can look at it. It’s nothing wrong with taking a week to get all four points answered.

Tim Mosbey: No, is this a big rush thing? Is it a problem with Chandler if we…..

Anthony Long: We took bids told these folks the day we came in here we are on a schedule we took bids the 12th and we are going to award the bid to build this plant tonight. You all and please take this in the spirit I’m saying it, Chandler’s not made this application for this review. You don’t have any jurisdiction over Chandler, Mulzer’s is splitting the parcel they are the ones that are trying to comply with your law. Chandler is going to build this plant and we’re going to build it on this site no matter what you do. We want to work with you on behalf of Mulzers who is the good citizen here and with the bureaucracy of it we’re at the end of our road with it. We understood when we started this process we’d file it, she’d approve it and we’d be done. We’re a long way from that game, so we’re letting the bid on this plant on this site tonight at 7:00 so if you all want to come and watch your welcome to be there. Phil’s happy with it he says he’s content with it and that is what it took to make her happy to issue the permit and we’re just saying you can set around and study it until the cows come home if you want but that is what’s going to happen.
Tim Mosbey: Speaking for Chandler are you in agreement that whatever the County Engineer from today until whenever he comes up with…..

Mr. Long: Within the bounds of what we know now if he comes in and wants us to put in a 3.2 acre sediment pond that’s 52 feet deep………

Tim: I think you know our County Engineer better than that concerning these four concerns.

Mr. Long: But I think he’ll tell you that everything he’s asked for and lets make one thing clear, I should have corrected her when she said it we were never asked to submit drainage plans never we were never asked for them at the meeting, Sherri misspoke when she said that, we were asked to submit drainage calculations which we did and from that Bobby said we think this one pipe should be bigger, Okay but that is what we submitted and that is what we were asked to submit.
Mr. Shively: Let me just add one thing, Mr. Long is correct in his scenario in terms of the ownership of this property. Once that ownership changes and Chandler owns it as you heard Mr. Long I didn’t necessarily say I agree with Mr. Long’s interpretation of a law but let’s assume Mr. Long is correct that once it’s owned by the utility it’s their property and they are not subject to your ordinances. This is the only time you can make sure it’s done right before that transfer occurs. We didn’t influence the bid process whenever you do a project whether it’s a private sector or a public sector you know there are certain hoops that you have to jump through.
Anthony Long: They are going to deed this property to us whether or not you grant this a minor subdivision and this isn’t your only chance to get it right you are going to have to as a government say to another government we take your word for it. If we say…if Chandler says they will make it right and you either take or word or don’t. It’s your call, but we’re going to go forward and I’m going to ask Mulzers to deed this property to us very very shortly within the next week or two in order to get us to the point that we can say we’re ready and be ready to issue our start to work.

Tim Mosbey: Would you mind restating your motion, Mr. Noffsinger?

Art Noffsinger:  My motion is that we go ahead and move forward with this as a Minor Subdivision based on the Surveyor’s approvals and not having a problem with the drainage at this point provided that Chandler and Mulzer’s work with our Engineer and comply with the Engineer’s request.

Mike Feldbusch:  For just a second I’d like to ask the Engineer a question, My name is Mike Feldbusch and I live in Powers Place Subdivision, fairly close really close to this 4 acre parcel as you’ve seen from the pictures of the flooding that has taken place. This morning you and I discussed the drainage area specifically what they call the west watershed west sub-basin. We discussed the fact that it appeared as if the new drain pipe that was installed in Pollack Avenue it appears as if it could take that drainage problem away from Powers Place. But you said you couldn’t be sure without further grading plans?
Bobby Howard: And then I talked to Mark DeBruler later in the day and he said he was going to review that to ensure that it works, is that correct?

Mr. DeBruler: The issue as I understand in talking with Bobby is that there was an impression over on the west side of Chandler’s property and as we discussed, I know Anthony  has said many time that Chandler is going to take care of the drainage problems on this property and like I said I saw no problems. I said Chandler would connect that drainage from that depressional area into the drainage system in front so that area…..
(Mr. DeBruler was not on the microphone and other people were talking so it was not audible what he was saying)

Mr. Feldbusch: But I’m just wondering why no one has a chance to look at those drainage plans to assure that they are going to function.

Bobby: Well, that is just a matter of grading the ditch, you know he can like he said he is going to make changes on this and he can show that on the next plan.

Mike Feldbusch: And you will assure that that flooding problem that exists at the east property line of Powers Place Subdivision is going to be taken care of is that what you’re saying?
Bobby: I’m saying that for the 50 year design storm they are going to design this to take the water from a fifty year design storm, I’m not saying that the area will never ever flood again I can’t make that statement because I don’t control the weather.

Mr. Feldbusch: No one can, but based on a 50 year storm.

Bobby: Based on a 50 year design storm they are going to review it and grade it to drain to the ditch so that they’re system will take it and as long as their system is open and flowing freely it will take that. Now if there is a maintenance concern or is something gets stopped up there may be an issue but it will be for a short time until they can get it resolve like any maintenance issue with drainage structures.
Mike Feldbusch: So you’re going to assure that the adverse drainage that we have coming off the 4 acres that hits the south side of Pollack Avenue and under a 50 year storm event…..

Bobby: I am going to assure you that’s the drainage calculations that I’m requiring so that their calculations meet that criteria.

Mike Feldbusch: And it’s going to alleviate a lot of drainage problems in Powers Place in Powers Drive?

Bobby: Yes, they will take that water into their system is what they’re proposing here.

Commissioner Mosbey: Okay, I have a motion on the floor to approve this as long as….They are going to meet with the County Engineer and we are not requiring the drainage plans they are just willing to work with our County Engineer basically is what your motion is saying and I have faith that Chandler and Bobby will get it correct considering the 50 year flood event. We all know here two months ago whenever we had 4 inches of rain in a ½ hours time over there around Schnucks and that area. There is no ditch in the county equipped to handle something like that and that is out of our control and as a farmer trust me I know it’s not fun this year, but we’ve had a lot of examples. Do I have a second on the motion?

Tim Mosbey: I’ll second it.

Motion was made and seconded. Motion passes 3-0.
CLAIMS: 

Tim Mosbey: I have claims totaling $1,385.05.

Commissioner Williams: Move to approve

Commissioner Noffsinger: Second.

Motion was made and seconded to approve minutes. Motion passed 3-0.

STRANGERS REST LODGE #240.

Phil Baxter: This is the Masonic Lodge location in the industrial part and these are the drainage plans and I am fine with them,  I have had them reviewed.

Tim: What do we need to do?

Don Williams: Why can’t we do this next week?

Tim Mosbey: I make a motion we approve the drainage plans for the Rest Lodge.

Art Noffsinger: I’ll second.

Motion was made and seconded to approve plans. Motion passed 3-0.

Board took recess

Commissioner Mosbey: Recess is over, Mr. Howard did you have any more business under Drainage Board? Mr. Baxter anything else under Drainage Board?

Phil: No.

DEPARTMENT OF STORM WATER MANAGEMENT

TANGLEWOOD SUBDIVISION:
Bobby Howard: The only issue I have is in regards to the Tanglewood Subdivision, as you know we have been trying to require the easements and I have about 6 or 7 property owners that would like to have another meeting before they all sign off on a temporary easement because they are leery and a little gun shy about letting people come in and work on the ditch when they don’t think it will….they are worried that it won’t help their problems still. So they would like to go over it one more time, some folks haven’t made it to some of our….
Tim: And since you are such a nice engineer you have agreed to have another meeting?

Bobby: Well if you allow it. We will have one and it will probably be an additional cost with our consultant, I don’t know how much yet but it wouldn’t be more than a thousand dollars.

Tim: But we don’t have their signatures without a meeting, right?

So it would probably be cheaper than hiring an attorney and go to court.

Bobby: For a temporary easement at that.
Don Williams: Or we could just leave it like it is and let them keep flooding.

Bobby: I mean I have people upset about us taking their bushes and different things like that and I you know we’re fixing their drainage problems they are flooding now so I’m working with them the best way I can but we still have some who still want to have another meeting before they sign and they don’t want….one of them doesn’t want to drive to Boonville either. So I didn’t know if I could look at the fire station down there on Plank Road see about getting a room there to make it easier for all the residents.

Tim Mosbey: There is a library you can get for nothing also down there. Chandler library is closer to them than the one at Bell Oaks.

Bobby: I’ll look at one of those and I’ll let you know…

Phil: I don’t know how familiar Commissioner Mosbey or Commissioner Noffsinger are with this but for many years we had them in her almost every meeting complaining they wanted stuff done and now you run into this.

Tim : I know I farm that.

Bobby: Most of the complainants did sign most of them did some that did not attend are the ones who are refusing to sign now for the most part.

Don Williams: Well, why don’t we send a letter to the residents and say that the County cannot move forward because this person at this address is and this person at this address is refusing to cooperate and until they agree to cooperate there is nothing more we can do. Better not do that we may have house burnings or something.

Tim: I’m okay with it in the long run that’s cheaper than going to court and paying these attorneys all this money.
Don: I’m okay with it too.

Bobby: Most of it is all for temporary construction easements but we will take down some of their trees maybe, small trees and you know right now I have not offered to replace any landscaping and trees that are along side the ditch, so I’m not sure we’re going to get those requests at the meeting or not but…..

Don Williams: You might look at the kind of expense we’re looking at replacing just so we can go ahead with both eyes open and at least semi-educated.

Bobby: I can look into it but then I have other people who have signed  who………..

David: Everybody wants to be treated the same.

Commissioner Mosbey if there was anything else to come before this board? How are the new employees, is everything working all right?
Bobby: Yeah, right now they are working with the Highway Department on Heather Vale, the highway department had to use the excavator to get some of the larger tree roots out of the ditch and the highway department replaced a pipe underneath Martin Road today and then Storm Water will finish shaping the rest of the ditch behind the back yards there out to Heather Vale and they should finish up this week.

Don Williams: Move to adjourn.
Art Noffsinger: Second.

Motion was made and second to adjourn. Motion passed 3-0.

Minutes were recorded and transcribed by Cheryl D. Embry.
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