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WARRICK COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
AREA PLANNING COMMISSION SESSION


COMMISSIONERS MEETING ROOM


107 W.  Locust Street


Boonville, Indiana

July 12, 2006 

4:00 P. M.

The Warrick County Commissioners met in Area Planning Commission session with Carl Jay Conner, President; Don Williams, Vice-President and, Phillip H. Baxter, Member.  
President Carl Jay Conner called the meeting to order.

Auditor Richard Kixmiller recorded the minutes.

Commissioner Phil Baxter led the Pledge of Allegiance to the American Flag.  
CASTLE HIGH SCHOOL LADY KNIGHTS BASKETBALL TEAM – PRESENTATION OF PLAQUE TO COACH WAYNE ALLEN AND THE LADY KNIGHTS IN RECOGNITION OF THE TEAM’S IHSAA CLASS 4A BASKETBALL CHAMPIONSHIP
Carl Conner:  Is there a Mr. Allen here?
Wayne Allen:  Yes.

Carl Conner:  Will you please come forward?  First we would like to extend our congratulations to the Girls Softball Team of Castle High School.

Wayne Allen:  Basketball.

Carl Conner:  Basketball.  

Applause

Carl Conner:  I think I need to start reading the plaque.  And that I’m going to try to do next is try to read the plaque.  It is inscribed “Castle High School 2005-2006 Ladies Knights Basketball Team in Honor and Recognition of the Team’s Great Accomplishment in winning the IHSAA Class 4A 2005-2006 State Basketball Championship.  Congratulations to Castle High School Administration, Coaches, Team Managers and Lady Knight Team Members.”  Are they all here?
Wayne Allen:  Some of them are here.

Carl Conner:  So, would you all please stand so we can give you a round of applause?  Thank you.  

Applause

Wayne Allen:  Thank you.

Carl Conner: And at this time I will turn this over to you sir and thank you once again for all your efforts.  

Wayne Allen:  It means a lot to us.  Thank you.  Marvin promised me a “get out of jail free card.”  

Carl Conner:  Would you like to say a few words?

Wayne Allen:  Yeah.  I would love to.  I don’t I probably need the mic.  It’s been a real thrill and pleasure for us over these past few months to obtain this title.  Maybe some of you know and some don’t that we went to the tournament and beat Jeffersonville which was number two in the State at one time and beat South Washington who was number one in the State and were actually number seventh in the nation before we beat them; and I’d like to recognize the people here.  Katie Stofleth, please stand.  Katie is going to be a senior this year.  Emerald Graham is going to be a senior.  We have two (2) seniors who have graduated Kaitlin Poelhauis and Meagan Gill; and the Varsity Assistant Ryan McKinney.
Applause 

Wayne Allen:  Come here please.  
Chase Allen:  Papaw.  I know where my daddy is.  He is at work.
Wayne Allen:  This is my grandson, Chase and he got him a medal too.  

Applause

Wayne Allen:  Thank you very much.  Are you girls going to stay for the whole meeting?  Thank you all very, very much.  
Carl Conner: Sherri, would you like to go ahead and start with Area Plan Commission business please?  

STREET CONSTRUCTION PLANS:

PP-06-11 – SPRING LAKE SUBDIVISION PHASE II by Donald Derrington, Kenneth and Carolyn Elliott. 38.2888 acres located on the S side of Millersburgh Rd approximately 1320’ E of the intersection formed by Millersburgh Rd. (N 275) and North State St. Ohio Twp. Lot 23 Spring Lake Subdivision as recorded in Docket Number 2001R-000306. Advertised in the Boonville Standard June 29, 2006.

Sherri Rector:  Yes.  The first items are Street Construction Plans Primary Plat 06-11 Spring Lake Subdivision Phase II by Donald Derrington, Kenneth and Carolyn Elliott.  It is 38.288 acres located on the south side of Millersburgh Road approximately thirteen hundred and twenty (1,320) feet east of the intersection formed by Millersburgh Road and North State Street in Ohio Township.  This is lot 23 of Spring Lake Subdivision.  It was advertised in the Standard on June 29th and Mr. Howard has signed off on the street construction plans.  Go ahead.  

Bill Bivins:  Bill Bivins, Engineer. 

Carl Conner: Do you have any additional comments?  

Bill Bivins:  No comments.

Carl Conner:  Sherri, do you have any additional comments?  

Sherri Rector:  No sir.  

Carl Conner:  Bobby has approved is that correct?  

Bobby Howard:  That’s correct.

Sherri Rector:  Yes.

Carl Conner:  Any comments from either one of the board members?

Don Williams:  I have none.  

Phil Baxter:  I have none.
Carl Conner:  Hearing none what is the will of the board?  

Don Williams:  I would make a motion that we approve the street plans for PP-06-11.

Carl Conner:  I have a motion on the floor to approve the street plans as presented for PP-06-11.  Do we have a second?

Phil Baxter: We have a second.  All in favor state by saying aye.
Don Williams: Aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Carl Conner: Aye.  Passes three (3) to zero (0).  Thank you.

Bill Bivins: Thank you.  
PP-06-12 – TERRA ESTATES SUBDIVISION by Thomas J. & Kathy S. Merrill 79.7703 acres located on the E side of North State St. approximately 0’ South of the intersection formed by North State St. and Millersburgh Rd. (N 275) Ohio Twp. Complete Legal on File. Advertised in the Boonville Standard June 29, 2006.

Sherri Rector: The next subdivision is Primary Plat 06-12 Terra Estates Subdivision by Thomas and Kathy Merrill.  It is 79.77 acres located on the east side of North State Street approximately zero (0) feet south of the intersection of North State Street and Millersburgh Road in Ohio Township.  They have requested that no improvements be required to Edwards Road, Millersburgh Road, and North State Street; and they have submitted a Certificate of Compliance that’s been changed to two (2) driveways in a total amount of Two Thousand Dollars ($2,000.00).  And Mr. Howard has signed off on this.

Carl Conner: Would you like to state your name and who you represent?

Bill Bivins:  Bill Bivins representing Mr. Merrill.  

Carl Conner: Do you have any comments?

Bill Bivins:  No sir.  

Carl Conner:  Sherri, do you have any comments?
Sherri Rector:  No.

Carl Conner:  Bobby do you have any comments?  

Bobby Howard:  No sir.

Carl Conner:  Do either one of the board members have any comments?

Phil Baxter:  None.

Don Williams:  Just a question.  You are in agreement that no road improvements are required?

Bobby Howard:  Yes.

Don Williams: That’s all I have.  

Carl Conner: What’s the will of the board?

Phil Baxter:  I’d move we approve street plans PP-06-12.

Carl Conner:  I have a motion on the floor to approve PP-06-12 as presented Terra Estates Subdivision.  It passes three (3) to zero (0) I assume?

Don Williams: We haven’t voted yet.  Did we second that?  

Roger Emmons:  No. There was no second.  Phil made the motion.

Don Williams:  I will second that.

Carl Conner:  Okay.  Thank you.  What is the vote?

Don Williams:  Aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Carl Conner: Aye.  Three (3) to zero (0).  Thank you.  We’re sitting up here asleep.  Does anybody else want something?  I suggest you come up here and get in line before we wake up.  
Don Williams:  It’s all that rain.  

Carl Conner: Go ahead Sherri.  
PP-06-13 – ARBOR POINTE by Arbor Development, LLC 76.21 acres located on the N side of SR 66 approximately 0’ E of the intersection formed by SR 66 and Grimm Rd. (W 1000). Ohio Twp. Complete Legal on File.  Advertised in the Boonville Standard June 29, 2006.

Sherri Rector:  Okay.  The next subdivision is Primary Plate 06-12 Arbor Pointe by Arbor Development, LLC.  It is 76.21 acres located on the north sided of State Route 66 approximately zero (0) feet east of the intersection formed by 66 and Grimm Road in Ohio Township.  I have a copy of the plat if you want to see it again. This was brought to you at the Drainage Board.

Carl Conner:  I think Don has his.  Phil, do you want to see one?  
Phil Baxter:  No.

Sherri Rector:  And Bobby if I forget something…we did meet have a workshop with INDOT last week and they are in the process of reviewing the entrance permit for the extension of Grimm Road.  It will be the middle of August before the actual permit is probably obtained, but however they are looking at it.  One of the items that they wanted us to do as part of their entrance permit is a letter to them from the Planning Commission and from the County Commissioners that they are in agreement to this entrance location and that two (2) access points be made into the one (1) access point for this piece of property and the adjoining piece of property.  The adjacent property owner to the west Doug has a right-of-way and utility easement agreement that was submitted to us today by the adjacent property owner and this allows this developer to develop the portion of the right-of-way on her property and Doug will have to tell you if this is in order or if we need an additional actual road dedication that’s recorded with the final plat.  They are also putting in the frontage road that we are wanting as part of our Comprehensive Plan.  They are also dedicating a forty (40) foot strip to the county for Grimm Road that goes along the entire west property line and then they have also dedicated forty (40) feet along the north property line for the extension of Vann Road when that is put in which is also what the Planning Commission will be presenting to the Commissioners once it is approved for the thoroughfare plan of the update on the Comprehensive Plan.
Carl Conner:  Is that all?

Sherri Rector:  Bobby…they do have included in their dollar amounts for the construction of the roadway within Sprinkle Ditch; however, they are not proposing to build it at this time until the adjacent property is developed and then it would be built consecutive because they have to lift the…raise the ground level up on the property next to it and their property line only goes to the center line of the ditch.  That’s also the case for a very small portion on the northern line of Arbor Creek Drive.  They do have included for their letters of credit; however, there is just a small portion that they won’t be able to construct at this time.

Carl Conner:  Is that all?

Sherri Rector:  I think so.

Carl Conner:  Bobby, do you have any comments?
Bobby Howard:  Currently they’ve asked for those amounts to be put into the Road Donation Fund.  I’ve asked them if they wouldn’t be willing to entertain going ahead and adding that into their letter of credit for part of this development and at the time their roads are accepted for maintenance at that time they would be able to put…could approach the board for funding for the Road Donation Fund in order to finish the development.  

Carl Conner: And that would then be at future costs instead of the present pay cost?  Is that the only comment you have?  

Bobby Howard:  Yes.

Don Williams:  And that was agreeable to the developer?

Bill Bivins:  Yes it is.

Don Williams:  Okay.

Carl Conner:  Don, do you have any comments?
Don Williams:  None.

Carl Conner:  Phil?

Phil Baxter:  No.

Carl Conner:  I have none.  What’s the will of the board?

Doug Welp:  Mr. President?

Carl Conner:  Yes?

Doug Welp:  Just a couple of other things going on here.  There is a right-of-way and utility easement agreement and I’m just catching wind of this in the last fifteen (15) minutes or so.  This is a question to Sherri.  Is this utility easement agreement somehow tied to the plat and maybe Mr. Schopmeyer can speak to that also?
Mike Schopmeyer:  It is tied to the plat and it ties into Grimm Road right at the Arbor Valley Drive and that is reflected.  I’ve given you a copy.  I’m going to at this point going to give you a signed copy of it.  Jim Morley, Jr. can speak to that, but those two (2) documents the plat and this right-of-way from the property owner adjoining to the west the Rosenberg’s does indeed dovetail?  Is that right, Jim?

Jim Morley, Jr.:  Yes.

Mike Schopmeyer:  Jim said…Jim, Jr. with Morley and Associates who is here at the podium with me affirmed that.  

Carl Conner: Do you have any other comments Doug?  

Doug Welp:  One question that I have I do understand that this is an easement agreement between the Rosenberg’s who are the property to the west and Arbor Pointe which is the entity which has filed for the plat or the street construction plans. This is an easement over some of the Rodenberg’s property.  

Mike Schopmeyer: Correct.

Doug Welp:  It is between the Rosenberg’s and Arbor Pointe.  It also contains an assignment provision which allows Arbor Pointe to assign the right-of-way to Warrick County in the future.
Mike Schopmeyer:  Correct.  We…

Doug Welp:  And I’ve just skimmed through this, but does this agreement contain a dedication of the easement to the public?

Mike Schopmeyer:  We would probably have to do a separate document for that and its contemplated by this instrument and as we’ve mentioned before Sherri if you want to make this approval subject to that the developer, our client, is acceptable to that.  To have that other instrument and you’re not going to probably want a full assignment of this because we had some obligations in here.  “We” being Arbor Development have some obligations in here that you of course aren’t going to want to accept that we had to to obtain the access to this road for the public and for this developer.  So, I think there would need t be a dedication document and we agree to submit that as part of the final.

Carl Conner:  So, what you’re saying is it would be a separate document?

Mike Schopmeyer:  Probably would need to be a separate document although I question this one takes care of it, but we’ll go ahead and do a separate one.  This says “public roadway.”  It is in the instrument.  I mean it clearly anticipates a public roadway, but if we want to do a separate one on your form that makes Bobby and you more comfortable we’ll certainly do that.

Sherri Rector:  It will make me more comfortable.
Mike Schopmeyer:  Okay.  

Carl Conner:  Is that okay with you Doug?

Doug Welp:  It is.  So, if the board wants to move forward it will need to make and again I don’t know what notations are made on the street construction plans.

Sherri Rector:  Well, I am… for plat approval I am going to recommend if they approve it will be on a condition of INDOT entrance permit and a road dedication being filed and recorded with the final plat.

Doug Welp: And assignment of this easement.  

Sherri Rector:  Yes.

Doug Welp:  So, at least those three (3) contingencies are out there.

Mike Schopmeyer:  Well, I think…I think number two (2) on Sherri includes that personally, but…

Sherri Rector:  The road dedication.

Mike Schopmeyer:  Yeah the road dedication and the assignment will be all…we can do them separately, but it’s all essentially one.

Doug Welp:  It can be done in one (1) document?

Mike Schopmeyer:  But, we’ve talked about that.  That is agreeable.

Doug Welp: And also we may discuss a dedication by the Rosenberg’s to Arbor Pointe to the extent that that’s not…

Mike Schopmeyer:  The dedication will be signed by the Rosenberg’s as well as Arbor Pointe.  We’ll make sure that both parties sign it.  

Doug Welp:  Okay.

Mike Schopmeyer:  So, when that…that is a condition for the record we’ll state that it’ll include both signatures and this agreement provides the cooperation and that they are to sign other documents.  It is in this instrument that we’ve tendered to Mr. Welp.  

Carl Conner:  Doug, do you have any other comments or questions?  

Doug Welp:  I don’t.

Carl Conner:  Don, do you have any questions?
Don Williams:  Not at this point.  

Carl Conner:  I have none other than the fact that…Doug?  Come on guys.  Let’s get this thing moving.  

Don Williams: I’m sorry.

Carl Conner:  This letter that the State is wanting relative to the I assume the entrance and the stop light issue should we take this as a separate issue and pass upon this and then have a motion to approve this letter?

Doug Welp:  I haven’t seen the letter.

Don Williams:  This is the letter that INDOT requested one (1) from Area Plan and one (1) from the Commissioners.  

Mike Schopmeyer: We’re comfortable with that.  That’s alright with us if you want to do it that way.  Maybe that’s the safe way to go.

Carl Conner:  Is that alright with you Doug?

Doug Welp:  Is that alright with you Sherri?  

Sherri Rector:  Huh-huh.

Carl Conner: Sherri has a letter from Area Plan do you not?  

Sherri Rector:  Huh-huh.

Carl Conner:  Okay.  

Mike Schopmeyer:  Technically you probably don’t want to do that until we go through APC tonight.

Sherri Rector:  Oh, I’m not.  

Mike Schopmeyer:  Obviously.

Sherri Rector:  I’m bringing one to the Planning Commission.  They’re doing theirs.

Carl Conner:  But, I think we can go ahead and act can we not on ours? Okay.  Phil do you have any questions?

Phil Baxter:  No.

Carl Conner:  Hearing none what’s the will of the board?  

Don Williams:  Mr. President, I would move that we approve the street construction plans for Arbor Pointe PP-06-13 contingent upon the dedication and assignment document and also the INDOT entrance permit.  
Carl Conner:  I have a motion on the floor to approve PP-06-13 Arbor Pointe.  Do I have a second?
Phil Baxter: Second.

Carl Conner:  I have a second.  All in favor state by saying aye.

Don Williams: Aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Carl Conner: Aye.  Passes three (3) to zero (0).  

Mike Schopmeyer: Thank you.

Carl Conner:  Now, in regards to the letter.  
Roger Emmons: I have the original here.

Carl Conner:  Phil, you read the letter?

Phil Baxter:  Yes.

Carl Conner:  And you have a copy.  Okay.  So, in regards to the letter that the State would like to see the County Commissioners to submit relative to support of the entrance or the intersection and the development of the intersection at Grimm and State Road 66, I have that before me.  The Commissioners have read it so what the will of the board in regards to submission of the letter to the Indiana Department of Transportation?

Don Williams:  I would move that we sign and submit the letter to INDOT.

Carl Conner:  Okay.  We have a motion on the floor to approve, sign and submitting the letter to INDOT.  Do I have a second?

Phil Baxter: Second.

Carl Conner:  I have a second.  All in favor state by saying aye.

Don Williams: Aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Carl Conner: Aye.  Passes three (3) to zero (0).  Okay.  Thank you, gentlemen.  
REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF IRREVOCABLE LETTER OF CREDIT:

Otter Creek Subdivision by Eby Road Properties. ~ Street Construction ~ Has had four years. Requesting a one year extension with no reduction of $16,269.00. LOC expires 8-7-06.

Sherri Rector:  The next item is Request for Extension of Irrevocable Letter of Credit Otter Creek Subdivision by Eby Road Properties for street construction.  They have had four (4) years.  He is requesting a one (1) year extension with no reduction of Sixteen Thousand Two Hundred Sixty Nine Dollars ($16,269.00) and he is over his four (4) year time period; however, Bill…there is a letter in your packet that he would like to request a six (6) to twelve (12) month extension of the Letter of Credit in Otter Creek Subdivision Phase I.  “Otter Creek Drive is complete and Otter Drive is completed except for the surface coat and no one lives on the street.  I have opened Phase II and I will need Otter Drive to access the new streets in Phase II and if I put a final coat on Otter Drive now it may be get damaged.  The plan is to put the final coat on Otter Drive in the fall of 2006.”  
Bill Bivins:  Bill Bivins, Engineer.  Could I give this to you please?  This is a copy so you understand what’s going on out there.  The pink is what will expire as I understand the 8th of next month?
Sherri Rector:  Yes.

Bill Bivins:  Okay.  The orange is the 2005 and we just got the blue completed and approved.  It has not been filed.  We are at the present time constructing the blue and the orange and will have it all done I would say this fall and at that time we plan to rock and chip and seal the whole project.  So, a three (3) month extension would be fine to take care of the completing the whole work out there as what you see on the colored map.  We just feel it would be better not to drive over that while we’re actually under construction.  
Carl Conner: Sherri, do you have any comments?  

Sherri Rector:  Just other than Bobby has the dollar amount …

Bobby Howard:  The dollar amount with no reduction is still fine if you’ll allow another year or three (3) months.

Carl Conner:  The Sixteen Thousand Two Sixty Nine ($16,269.00)?

Bobby Howard:  Right.  It’s still sufficient but he is at his fourth year.

Bill Bivins:  The rock is all in on the roads.
Carl Conner:  Don, do you have any comments?  

Don Williams:  No.  Are you requesting a year or are you requesting three (3) months Mr. Bivins?

Bill Bivins:  Three (3) months is fine.  Yeah, if you feel more comfortable with that if we don’t get anymore rain like we got today.

Don Williams:  It’s not a matter of comfort.  As far as I am concerned you can have a year.  If you more comfortable with four (4) months or six (6) months.  You need to let us know.

Bill Bivins:  Three (3) months from the 20th of next month is fine.  

Carl Conner:  Basically, you’ve already had Bill your maximum of four (4) years.

Bill Bivins:  Yes.  We could actually go out there and put the chip and seal on right now.  The road is ready to do that.  We just felt like it would be better not to drive over while we’re finishing the construction or ruining that part of the road.
Carl Conner:  Phil, do you have any comments or questions?  

Phil Baxter: No.

Carl Conner:  Okay.  What’s the will of the board?

Don Williams:  I would move that we give Otter Creek Subdivision a three (3) month extension that would be over the date of November 20th.

Carl Conner:  Okay.  I have a motion on the floor to grant a three (3) month extension with a deadline did I understand that correctly of November 20, 2006?  Is that correct, Don?

Don Williams:  Yes, sir.

Carl Conner:  Okay.  Do I have a second?

Phil Baxter:  Second.

Carl Conner:  I have a second.  All in favor state by saying aye.

Don Williams: Aye.

Phil Baxter:  Aye.

Carl Conner:  One (1) nay.  Let the record show two (2) ayes and one (1) nay (Carl Conner).  

Bill Bivins:  Thank you.

Carl Conner:  Thank you.  
Engelbrecht Place Subdivision by Engelbrecht Development, Al Holweger, Mbr. ~ Sidewalk Construction 

Request a reduction from $3,522.00 to $1,760.00.  LOC expires 8-1-06.

Sherri Rector:  The next is Engelbrecht Place Subdivision by Engelbrecht Development, Al Holweger, Member.  This is for sidewalk construction.  They are requesting a reduction from Three Thousand Five Hundred and Twenty Two Dollars ($3,522.00) to One Thousand Seven Hundred and Sixty Dollars ($1,760.00) and Bobby has signed off on the dollar amount on this.

Carl Conner:  Don, you got any questions?

Don Williams:  No. I have none.  

Carl Conner:  Phil?  

Phil Baxter:  No.

Carl Conner:  I have none.  What’s the will of the board?

Phil Baxter:  I’d move we approve the request to lower the dollar amount to One Thousand Seven Hundred and Sixty Dollars ($1,760.00).

Carl Conner:  I have a motion on the floor to approve a reduction from Three Thousand Five Hundred Twenty Two ($3,522.00) to One Thousand Seven Hundred and Sixty ($1,760.00).  Do I have a second?

Don Williams:  You do.  I will second that.

Carl Conner:  I have a second.  All in favor state by saying aye.

Don Williams:  Aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Carl Conner:  Aye.  Passes three (3) to zero (0).  Thank you, sir.  

Jim Biggerstaff:  Thank you.  
Wyngate Subdivision Sec. A by Barrington Development, Bruce Miller, Pres. ~ Sidewalk Construction ~  Has had five years. Requesting a one year extension and a reduction from $18,385.45 to $7,400.26.  LOC expires 7-25-06.  
Sherri Rector:  The next is Wyngate Subdivision Section A by Barrington Development.  Bruce Miller, President.  Sidewalk Construction.  He has had five (5) years.  He is requesting a one (1) year extension and a reduction from Eighteen Thousand Three Hundred Five and forty five cents ($18,305.45) and Bobby has changed the dollar amount from what’s on the agenda to Thirteen Thousand Dollars ($13,000.00) for the completion.  He has had five (5) years.  Our new ordinance allows five (5) years before coming back to you and then the first year after the five (5) years they just ask for an extension so he is within the new ordinance.  
Carl Conner:  Any comments or questions from the board?  

Don Williams:  Is the Thirteen Thousand ($13,000.00) agreeable to you Mr. Miller?

Bruce Miller:  Yes.

Don Williams:  That’s all I have.

Carl Conner:  Phil?

Phil Baxter:  No.

Carl Conner:  What’s the will of the board?

Don Williams:  I move we approve Wyngate Subdivision Section "A" request for an extension.
Carl Conner:  Okay.  We have a motion on the floor to approve Wyngate request with a reduction from Eighteen Thousand Three Eighty Five ($18,385.00) to Thirteen Thousand ($13,000.00).  Do we have a second?

Phil Baxter: Second.

Carl Conner:  We have a second.  All in favor state by saying aye.

Don Williams: Aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Carl Conner: Aye.  Passes three (3) to zero (0).  Thank you, sir.

Bruce Miller:  Thank you.  
REQUEST FOR ACCEPTANCE OF STREETS FOR MAINTENANCE:

Engelbrecht Place Subdivision by Engelbrecht Development, Al Holweger, Mbr.

Sherri Rector:  The next items are Request for Acceptance of Streets for Maintenance Engelbrecht Place Subdivision by Engelbrecht Development, Al Holweger, Member; and Mr. Howard has signed off on the street acceptance request that they are in order.  

Carl Conner:  Would you like to state your name for the record?

Jim Biggerstaff:  James H. Biggerstaff, Capstone Engineering.  

Carl Conner:  Any comments or questions from the board?  

Don Williams:  Bobby you have signed off?

Bobby Howard:  Yes, sir.

Don Williams:  That’s all I have.  

Carl Conner:  Phil?  

Phil Baxter:  That’s it.

Carl Conner:  What’s the will of the board?  

Phil Baxter:  I’d move we accept the streets for maintenance Engelbrecht Place Subdivision.
Carl Conner:  We have a motion on the floor to approve the request for acceptance of streets for maintenance in Engelbrecht Place Subdivision.  Do I have a second?

Don Williams:  Second.

Carl Conner:  I have a second.  All in favor state by saying aye.

Don Williams: Aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Carl Conner: Aye.  Passes three (3) to zero (0).  Thank you.  
Linwood Subdivision by Greg Moore

Sherri Rector:  The next is Linwood Subdivision by Greg Moore.  This is for street acceptance and Mr. Howard has also signed off on this.

Carl Conner:  Please state your name once again for the record and who you represent. 

Jim Biggerstaff:  James H. Biggerstaff.  These guys can’t show up.  They got tied up.  

Carl Conner:  Okay.  Any questions from the board?

Phil Baxter:  I have none.

Carl Conner:  Don?

Don Williams:  None.

Carl Conner:  What is the will of the board?  

Don Williams:  I move we accept Linwood Subdivision for street maintenance.

Carl Conner:  I have a motion on the floor to accept Linwood Subdivision for street maintenance.  Do we have a second?

Phil Baxter:  Second.

Carl Conner:  We have a second.  All in favor state by saying aye.

Don Williams: Aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Carl Conner:  Aye.  Passes three (3) to zero (0).  

Wyngate Subdivision Sec. "A" by Barrington Development, Bruce Miller, Pres.
Carl Conner:  Are you taking care of Wyngate also?  Is Mr. Miller still here?

Bruce Miller:  Yes.  I can’t afford him.  

Carl Conner:  Okay.  

Sherri Rector:  Wyngate Subdivision Section A by Barrington Development Bruce Miller, President.  Mr. Miller has some drainage that he still needs to complete within this.  I believe that the streets themselves have been completed.  Bobby you can…

Bobby Howard:  The streets themselves have been completed except for the one issue that we talked about out in the field with that driveway, but the drainage work hasn’t been done and we look at the streets and drainage simultaneously so you have to have them both completed before we accept the streets for maintenance.

Sherri Rector:  So, his engineer has submitted a dollar amount of Twelve Thousand Eight Hundred and Twenty Nine Dollars and fifty two cents ($12,829.52) to complete the work.  Mr. Miller has submitted a Cashier’s Check to be deposited for this work and I believe you are working on it now and should be completed in the next couple weeks?

Bruce Miller:  Yes.

Sherri Rector:  So, he’s asking to give him this extension on the streets and let us deposit this.  When he gets it done you could either accept the streets for maintenance and not be recorded or not accepted until this is done and Bobby checks the drainage work or accept the check and come back in two (2) weeks when its completed for his street acceptance.  He’s over his time so he’s asking you for an extension for the drainage work.  

Don Williams:  Will you need a thirty (30) day extension just to be safe?
Bruce Miller:  I would really like to have a couple months just to make sure because I want to bring this before the County Engineer to let him review any modification I can make in that drainage to make sure it matches or exceeds.  What it is a dry retention basin across the front of the subdivision running along Highway 261?  So, we’re not talking about major expense.  There is no wet retention so it is putting in a throttle control for the retention on the front.  So, it’s a relatively simple thing to do.  Unfortunately, I was thinking that I could get a Letter of Credit extension on that storm not relating it to the streets and as your County Engineer has indicated they both have to run simultaneously.  The streets are done.  I just need to finish that retention basin in the front along Highway 261.
Carl Conner:  So, basically what you’re asking for is just an extension to complete the drainage?

Bruce Miller: That’s correct.

Carl Conner:  Then you want to come back and then we’ll look at accepting the streets or are you wanting us to accept the streets based upon the contingency that’s its going to be completed and we take your Cashier’s Check?

Bruce Miller:  That’s ideally what I’d like to do.

Carl Conner:  Okay.  Any other comments Bobby?

Bobby Howard:  No.  

Carl Conner:  Any questions from the board?  
Don Williams: So, we’re just looking at waiting for you to get that dry retention basin in?  

Bruce Miller: And I’ve given a Cashier’s Check for that total amount of Twelve Thousand Eight Hundred and Twenty Nine Dollars ($12,829.00).

Phil Baxter:  The streets are complete?

Bobby Howard:  The streets and the surface and everything is completed.  This drainage work needs to be done before I really wanted to accept them for maintenance so if you want to put on the contingency that the drainage work needed to be done before the acceptance would be signed is what I would prefer.

Don Williams:  I’m willing to do that.  We’re looking at what two (2)…two (2) to six (6) weeks probably?

Carl Conner:  Okay.  Do you have any other comments Phil?

Phil Baxter: No.

Carl Conner:  Okay.  What’s the will of the board?  

Don Williams:  I would move that we approve Wyngate Subdivision Section A for acceptance of streets for maintenance contingent upon the dry retention basin being in, completed and approved by the County Engineer.  At that time, we sign the paperwork for acceptance.

Carl Conner:  Do you want to put a specific date on that as you did the previous motion?

Don Williams:  I think sixty (60) days is what he asked that would be good.  So, this is what the middle of July?  The middle of September…the 15th of September okay with you sir?

Bruce Miller:  Yes.  

Bobby Howard:  And he deposits the check with us.
Don Williams:  Right.  The check…you got the check?  

Sherri Rector:  I’ve got the check.

Don Williams:  She’s got the check.

Bruce Miller:  Can you just hold that in a drawer Bobby?

Sherri Rector:  No.  

Carl Conner:  No.  But, I could put it in my pocket.  Would you feel anymore comfortable with it in my pocket?  Okay.  We have a motion on the floor to extension sixty (60) days until the 15th of September based upon the contingency that the drainage work will be done and we will hold a Cashier’s Check in the amount of Twelve Thousand Eight Hundred and Twenty Nine Dollars ($12,829.00).  Do we have a second?

Phil Baxter:  Second.

Carl Conner:  We have a second.  All in favor state by saying aye.

Don Williams: Aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Carl Conner: Aye.  Passes three (3) to zero (0).  Thank you, sir.  

Bruce Miller:  Thank you.  
REQUEST FOR RELEASE OF SURETY:

Beaver Creek Subdivision by Thompson Homes, Tommy Thompson, Pres. ~ Entrances on Bell Road and Lincoln Avenue ~ LOC’s expire 8-4-06 ~ $24,284.00 for Bell Road; $5,153.00 for Lincoln Avenue.

Sherri Rector:  The next two (2) items are Request for Release of Surety.  Beaver Creek Subdivision by Thompson Homes.  Tommy Thompson, President. These are the entrances on Bell and Lincoln Avenue.  This is the apartment complex and Bobby has signed off that both entrances have been constructed according to the plans.  

Carl Conner: Any comments or questions from the board?

Don Williams:  I have none.

Phil Baxter:  No.

Carl Conner:  Hearing none what’s the will of the board?  

Phil Baxter:  I’d move we release surety for Beaver Creek Subdivision in the amount of…

Sherri Rector: There are two (2) amounts. One is Twenty Four Thousand Two Eighty Four ($24,284.00) and Five Thousand One Fifty Three ($5,153.00).

Phil Baxter:  Right.  You have two (2) different numbers Twenty Four Thousand Two Hundred and Eighty Four ($24,284.00) and Five Thousand One Hundred and Fifty Three Dollars ($5,153.00).

Carl Conner:  Do I have a second?
Don Williams: Second.

Carl Conner:  I have a second.  Would you please state your name and who you represent for the record?  I don’t think I asked you to do that before we started this process.

Tommy Thompson:  Yes, Sir Tommy Thompson with Thompson Homes.

Carl Conner:  Thank you.  Okay.  We have a motion on the floor and a second.  All in favor state by saying aye.

Don Williams: Aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Carl Conner: Aye.  Passes three (3) to zero (0).  Thank you.  
C-02-064   First Christian Church by Bret Brown. Cashier’s check ~ $4,501.10.
Sherri Rector:  The next is commercial driveway C-02-064 First Christian Church by Bret Brown.  We are holding a Cashier’s Check for Four Thousand Five Hundred and One Dollar and ten cents ($4,501.10) and Bobby has signed off that this entrance has been constructed.

Carl Conner:  Is there anyone here from First Christian?  Okay.  Any comments from the board?  Hearing none what’s the will of the board?  

Don Williams:  I would move that we return First Christian’s Cashier’s check for the said amount of Four Thousand Five Hundred and One Dollars and ten cents ($4,501.10).

Carl Conner:  We have a motion to return the Cashier’s Check to First Christian in the amount of Forty Five O One ten ($4,501.10).  Do I have a second?

Phil Baxter:  Second.

Carl Conner:  I have a second.  All in favor state by saying aye.

Don Williams: Aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Carl Conner: Aye.  Passes three (3) to zero (0).  
ITEM FOR DISCUSSION:

Right of Way Easement:   Jim Eifler Property between Owensboro Road and Pelzer Road
Sherri Rector:  The next is Item for Discussion is right-of-way easement, Mr. Bivins you are requesting that be continued to when?  
Bill Bivins:  One (1) month.

Sherri Rector:  One (1) month.  

Carl Conner:  So, he wants to be on the calendar the first meeting of August?  

Sherri Rector: The second Wednesday of August.

Carl Conner:  It would be the 9th would it not?

Sherri Rector:  Yes.  

Carl Conner:  The 9th of August.  Okay.  We probably need to have a motion to table that until the 9th of August do we not?

Don Williams:  I move we table item number one (1) until August 9th.

Carl Conner:  I have a motion on the floor to table the Item E1 until August 9th meeting.  Do we have a second?

Phil Baxter: Second.

Carl Conner:  I have a second.  All in favor state by saying aye.

Don Williams: Aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.  

Carl Conner:  Aye.  Passes three (3) to zero (0).  

Sherri Rector:  That’s all I have.  Thank you.

Carl Conner:  Thank you.  
TABLED ITEMS

Amendment to Building Code for Governmental and Tax-financed Entities Uses (Ordinance No. 2006-___)

Carl Conner:  I assume that is a follow up from our last meeting in regards to making changes to building permits and at that time we have asked our attorney to take a look at that draft; and I assume he probably has revised it.  Are we prepared to deal with that tonight Doug?

Doug Welp:  We are.  I forwarded a letter July 3rd in which I as I understood what you were wanting in the ordinance removed the terms as I remember it “religious” and one other term out of the ordinance and replaced it with “structures with which primary use will be an entity which receives seventy five (75) percent or more of its revenue from taxes.”  I believe Commissioner Williams also requested that I make an amendment to that language.  So, the way that this would read depending on how you…whatever you want to pass here is that it would exempt government…governmental facilities from building permit fees and the question is whether we also want…the board also wants to exempt structures for which the primary use will be an entity which receives seventy five (75) percent or more of its revenues from taxes and I’ll tell you the seventy five (75) percent figure is just something that I chose.  It’s an arbitrary number.  That number if the board wants to exempt those types of facilities that number can be adjusted.  I just need to know what number we’re looking at.

Don Williams:  Any examples of those types of facilities?  

Doug Welp:  Well, for instance Southwestern Indiana Mental Health Center.  They are probably not going to build a facility in Warrick County because it has facilities over in Vanderburgh, but it does have some group homes; and it receives a portion of its revenue…a substantial portion from taxes.  It is a not-for-profit but primarily government funded. That would be one (1) example depending on where you put that cut-off if you want that type of exemption in the ordinance.  What I understand from previous discussions out here on the record is that the three (3) of you want the governmental exemption in there for sure.  The question is rather you want an additional exemption for tax based entities and if so how much of their funding do they have to receive from taxes?  
Carl Conner:  I guess my first question is let’s take a look at Southwest.  They originate or their home office or whatever is in Vanderburgh County.  Is that not correct?  

Doug Welp:  They are headquartered in Vanderburgh County and serves Warrick, Gibson, Vanderburgh and Posey.

Carl Conner:  Okay.  Now, I assume they receive property tax dollars from every county that have a facility in?

Doug Welp:  That’s correct from every facility in what’s called its “catchments” area from those four (4) counties.

Carl Conner:  So, then they are receiving tax dollars from us in Warrick County then for their group homes?

Don Williams:  Substantially.

Carl Conner:  Is that correct?

Doug Welp:  Correct.  One issue and I’ll just raise this.  If you do want an exemption for what I’m calling “tax base entities” okay to administer that if it’s not going to be a one hundred (100) percent…if the entity doesn’t have to be a one hundred (100) percent tax base entity if its going to be seventy five (75) percent of fifty (50) percent somehow whoever is applying for the building permit is going to have to supply documentation for that.

Carl Conner:  We’re going to have to ask for that documentation?

Doug Welp:  Right.  I’m just saying administratively that may be a little difficult, but it’s whatever the Commissioners…

Carl Conner:  Well, if for example they are going to receive…this is just my thought but, if for example they are going to receive a fair share as any organization that only has operations or facilities in Warrick County then I would support that they would be exempt one hundred (100) percent like everyone else would be.  Now, if it’s based upon something other than that then I wouldn’t support that.  
Doug Welp:  Well, let me use this easier example.  Let me use the governmental purpose exemption to see if we’re on the same page here.  If INDOT wanted to locate a facility here, under this ordinance they would be exempt from permit fees.  If the Federal Government wanted to do that it would be exempt from permit fees.  

Carl Conner:  Okay.  But, in that situation then you’re saying they would be exempt, but they’re not receiving any property taxes from Warrick County.  They are not receiving any support?

Doug Welp:  Correct.  I’m just saying the way the ordinance is drafted it applies to all entities of government regardless of where they are headquartered.

Carl Conner: This is my opinion.  What I would like to see in the ordinance is that it is drafted as such that only those organizations that are in Warrick County that receive property tax in our county as support be exempt from paying building fees. 

Doug Welp:  And just to let you know on that I would need to research rather that is constitutional or not.  For instance, when there are several constitutional cases out there that say you can’t charge a higher fee or you can’t exclude people. You can’t interfere with interstate commerce.  I don’t know if that would interfere with that or not.  

Carl Conner:  Well, I’m just trying to think of situations that have happened historically that we can take a look at.

Don Williams:  Why don’t we just stick with government entities?  You know School Corporation and Federal, State…

Carl Conner:  But, do you want to exempt like if INDOT would put a facility up? 

Don Williams:  Well, they are supported one hundred (100) percent support by tax dollars.

Carl Conner:  But, not our local tax dollars.

Don Williams:  That’s true.  I don’t think we’re saving any of these people money not the school corporation or any of them.  I think developers are still going to charge them the same amount.  I mean we look at it as saving money to these institutions, but I don’t think it will be.  I think it will be the developers who will still stick it to them.
Carl Conner:  But, the developer let’s take the school corporation for example the school corporation is going to be responsible to buy their own permits.  They’re not going to allow…I wouldn’t think they are going to allow the contractor to go out and charge them a fee for a building permit that if in fact they’ve been exempt.  What you’re saying is the contractor’s going to stick it to them whether they are exempt or not?
Don Williams:  I think they might.  I don’t know if it’s true.  I hope not.  I hope they have integrity.  It might be interested to see a bid with and a bid without.  I just think if we stick with government entities you know they are supported by…

Carl Conner:  So, what you’re saying is that any government entity that has a facility here whether or not they receive local tax support would be exempt from paying the fees?

Don Williams:  I don’t really care which way we go with it.  This is your dog.  What do you want to do with it?  

Carl Conner:  Well, my preference is…Phil, how do you feel about it first?  My preference is that the only ones that would be exempt would be the ones that are receiving support from the local tax base.
Don Williams:  One hundred (100) percent?

Carl Conner:  One hundred (100) percent but, none of the other ones.  But, he’s saying now that may create a problem.
Doug Welp:  Let me just take a quick look at it.

Carl Conner:  How do you feel about it Phil?  

Phil Baxter:  Well, I’d like to know what the answer is anyway before we do anything.

Carl Conner:  Okay.

Phil Baxter:  I don’t know which way I’d like to go, but I’d like to know that answer.

Carl Conner:  Okay.
Doug Welp:  What we’re looking at just so I don’t continue to draft and redraft on this is we’re looking at strictly government, governmental purposes and whether it’s legal to exempt governmental structures only for those structures that receive Warrick County tax dollars and receive one hundred (100) percent of their funding from Warrick County?

Carl Conner:  That’s my opinion.  Are you in agreement with that Phil?

Phil Baxter:  Yeah.  

Carl Conner:  Okay.  Research it that way and let us know.  Shoot we may end up not being able to do anything.  I don’t know.  Even though we are doing something now which I think is inappropriate. I think we’re discriminating.  I mean that’s just my opinion.
Don Williams:  Rightly so.

Phil Baxter:  Two (2) weeks Doug?  

Carl Conner:  What did you say?

Don Williams:  I said and rightly so.  

Doug Welp:  Yeah, two (2) weeks is fine.

Carl Conner:  So, the 26th you think you’ll have the matter resolved or the questions answered by then?

Doug Welp:  Yes.

Carl Conner:  Okay.  Thanks.  
ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION

Pat Brooks – Software Contract with Fidlar 

Pat Brooks:  Pat Brooks, Warrick County Recorder.  Here again regarding the software purchase from Fidlar.  I have given you copies of the contract.  I have the actual final contract with all the signatures subject to your approval.  There were only a couple of errors that I found in the contract which were not corrected and Doug probably found them as well; and that was on the listed “Erik” instead of “client” and that was on page fifteen (15) which is really the schedulee.  I have been over this with the computer man with Erik and he is in agreement that this all this work will be done by us.  It has included the redaction per the request and the equipment list.  I gave you an estimate attached also with the total amount which actually comes out of my Perpetuation Fund.  But, just so you have an idea of where we are at on new equipment.
Carl Conner:  Is that the Twenty Two Thousand ($22,000.00) number?
Pat Brooks:  The total should be Thirty Six Six Forty Three ($36,633.00).  We managed to drop one (1) computer because we have the other one that is working.  We are going to use four (4) less screens because we can use…this software requires special size computer screens.  But, that just gives you an estimate of what we will be ordering once we have the contract finalized.  The main concern I think our attorney had was that the redaction was included.  The equipment is a separate item and not included.  This will also replace the juke box and the platters which we discussed last…a couple of weeks ago.  
Roger Emmons:  In the contract with Fidlar is Twenty Four Four Fifty ($24,450.00) for the software.
Pat Brooks:  That’s correct.
Roger Emmons:  And then the Thirty Six Six Forty Three ($36,643.00) is all the hardware.  So, we’re right around Sixty Thousand Dollars ($60,000.00) or Sixty One Thousand ($61,000.00).
Pat Brooks:  That’s correct.
Roger Emmons:  Which all comes out of your Perpetuation Fund?
Pat Brooks:  That’s correct.
Doug Welp:  One other matter I might add just to get everybody on the same page there is a software maintenance service which is included within this contract which is required right?
Pat Brooks: We are paying it currently at the present time about Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000.00) a year already.
Doug Welp:  Okay.  

Pat Brooks:  So, it is included in this because you have to have it with the redaction in case there is a problem or any update or the State changes the law again which unless it is a substantial difference is automatically included. 

Don Williams:  How often do you back up your data?
Pat Brooks:  Daily.  

Doug Welp:  But, on the maintenance part of it that cost is the Ninety Eight Hundred ($98,000.00) plus another Four Thousand ($4,000.00) so, for an additional Thirteen Eight…Thirteen Thousand Eight Hundred Dollars ($13,800.00) a year for the maintenance.
Pat Brooks: Right.  When we start the Laredo Program which we cannot start…that’s the on-line which we cannot start until we have this in place.  

Doug Welp:  And the Laredo is the Four Thousand ($4,000.00)?

Pat Brooks:  Yes.  Correct.  And the Ninety Eight Hundred ($9,800.00) is currently what we’re really paying and that Four Thousand ($4,000.00) will not be billed until we get on-line.  And at this time, I intend to have user fees for the different title companies.  I think we’ll more than recoup and actually make more money.

Doug Welp:  I would add that Ms. Brooks I believe done a good job with the negotiation on this.  She has received a proposal that was something close to a Hundred Thousand Dollars from a different vendor which had…

Pat Brooks:  Originally, this was substantially more until they realized we were going…one (1) was almost a Hundred and Twenty Thousand ($120,000.00) and after even having this I had CSI another vendor come back and say they would like to re-price it and not charge us on a per-document basis, but even allowing for that this is still since they have dropped their price this is really, I think, an exceptional deal.

Carl Conner: So, we’re talking Thirteen Thousand Eight Hundred ($13,800.00) a year on an ongoing basis for preventative maintenance agreement correct?

Don Williams:  This is software maintenance right?

Pat Brooks:  That is just the software 24 hours a day and the Laredo we will be on at night once we’re on this so abstractors, title companies can work at night.  They’ll have a call-in line…

Don Williams:  Hackers.

Pat Brooks:  Did you say “hackers?”

Don Williams:  If you’ve got it on all the time it’s open.

Pat Brooks:  We’re hoping to have the problem solved.  That’s part of going through Laredo and the Tapestry which we’ll even get money if people are in California or Indianapolis do any research. We get fifty (50) percent of that and that is all handled by Fidlar, but there’s no permanent on-line cost to us.  When I set up fees for Bosse Title or whatever title company I’m using I think this will make us money.

Carl Conner: And the software is Twenty Four Thousand Four Hundred and Fifty ($24,450.00)?

Pat Brooks:  Right.

Carl Conner:  And Pat what did you say the hardware was going to be again?
Pat Brooks:  It’s going to be around Thirty Six Six Forty Three ($36,643.00).

Carl Conner:  And then I assume Doug you don’t have a problem with the contract?

Doug Welp:  I’ve looked at it.  It meets legal approval.  

Carl Conner:  Okay.  Anymore questions from the board?  

Don Williams: So, we’re ready to approve it.  I have none.

Phil Baxter:  I have none.

Carl Conner:  Okay.  What is the will of the board?

Don Williams: I would move that we approve the software contract with Fidlar.

Carl Conner:  I have a motion on the floor to approve the software contract with Fidlar.  Do I have a second?

Phil Baxter: Second.  

Carl Conner:  I have a second.  All in favor state by saying aye.

Don Williams: Aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Carl Conner: Aye.  Passes three (3) to zero (0).

Pat Brooks:  And may I give…this is the actual original with all the tabs.

Don Williams:  Is that just the President’s signature?

Pat Brooks:  Thank you.  
ADMINISTRATOR

Stonehaven Area Sewer

Roger Emmons:  The Stonehaven Area Sewer project, Don and I…I had tentatively listed but it has been confirmed Don for July 20th at one o’clock for you and I to meet with M. D. Wessler to go over the project.
Don Williams:  I’ll talk with you after the meeting.
Roger Emmons:  Okay.  But, one thing that the Commissioners have not addressed I don’t think ever officially in a meeting has to do with the funding mechanism.  I know we’ve talked about General Obligation Bonds.  I know Commissioner Conner is against that.  And we’ve also discussed the Barrett Law.  Now, Doug and I had some conversation with Barnes and Thornburg which is the Bond Council on this project. Doug, maybe I was dreaming that day, but I thought Rick Hall was going to get us something back on that with a recommendation.
Doug Welp:  I don’t anticipate necessarily per se a recommendation.  Whether the county goes with a General Obligation Bond or with a Barrett Law financing both are acceptable forms of financing.  The important thing is for you know the Commissioners to understand both routes and you know we can discuss that at anytime you would like.

Carl Conner: Well, I guess my question is Doug and you and I have talked about this issue sometime ago and at that point in time I believe I understood you to say that at that time it was not a urgent matter for us to make a decision of whether or not we were going to go with the General Obligation or with the Barrett.  Now, in your opinion are we to that point in the process that we need to make a decision?

Doug Welp:  No.

Carl Conner:  Okay.

Doug Welp: And the reason for that is that the Interlocal is not in place.  The system’s not been designed.  In fact, the contract that Roger and Don are going to meet on for next Thursday and that’s to get a contract with M. D. Wessler so they can design the system. We haven’t obtained any right-of-way and we haven’t gotten an Interlocal on it yet.
Carl Conner:  I have went on record on a number of occasions in this public meeting that I do support the Barrett Law and that I do not support the General Obligation Bonds; however, I guess one of my questions is and maybe you can direct us to that we know approximately if they get I think it’s the Five Hundred Thousand Dollars ($500,000.00) and we have an estimated cost of the construction of that sewer we have reasonably I guess a good idea of what dollar amount is going to have to be paid back.  I guess my next question is do we have any flexibility from the stand point of the length of time under the Barrett Law that we can make a decision for example can we require to be paid back within five (5) year, or ten (10) years or fifteen (15) years or twenty (20) years?  Do we have some flexibility in that area?

Doug Welp:  Yes and I believe the maximum…I don’t have it in front of me but I’m pretty sure the maximum payout payback time now is twenty (20) years.
Carl Conner: Twenty (20) years.

Doug Welp:  It used to be ten (10), but I’m just almost positive that’s been changed to twenty (20) and Doug Baldessari from H. J. Umbaugh has previously forwarded figures.

Carl Conner:  Oh, he has?

Doug Welp:  On what the payout…the payback would be on a ten (10) year payback.

Carl Conner:  I’ve not seen those.  Have either one of you seen them?

Don Williams: We had them a long time.

Doug Welp:  It’s been awhile.

Don Williams: We’ve forgot about them it’s been so long.

Carl Conner: Do we still have them available?  

Roger Emmons:  Yes, sir.  

Carl Conner:  Okay.  Let me ask you this is there any disadvantage Doug in your opinion to us going to a twenty (20) year instead of a ten (10) year if we go with the Barrett Law because if we go to a twenty (20) year I would think that would be to the advantage of the home owners out in Stonehaven, but is there any reason why you would recommend that if we did decide to go the Barrett Law not to go twenty (20) years?
Doug Welp:  One thing and let me preface my remark by saying I’m pretty sure it’s a twenty (20) year.  I can check it.  I have it back in my office.  I just don’t have it with me.  But, assuming you can do a twenty (20) year frankly it is similar to making a decision on what kind of mortgage you are going to get for your home because there is an interest rate that goes along with the Barrett financing.

Carl Conner: Right.

Doug Welp: So, the longer the payout the more interest the people pay the shorter the payout the higher the yearly payments.

Carl Conner: Right. And that’s what I was thinking that it may be somewhat easier on the home owner if we extended for “x” number of years even though I understand they are going to pay more interest it may be to their advantage to pay the higher interest not necessarily rate but dollars amounts but have a smaller cash requirement on an annual basis or every six months that would be a part I assume of their property tax.

Doug Welp:  That’s correct.  The Barrett financing is put right on the property tax statements.

Carl Conner:  If we can go any longer than ten (10) would you mind asking them to run some type of amortization schedule or payback schedule so we can sit down and take a look at the comparison between the ten (10) or the fifteen (15) whatever the max is to the ten (10) that we already have?

Doug Welp:  I can.  It’s a matter of timing and Roger may know about this.  I know that on the previous figures from Umbaugh that’s been what at least a year ago?

Roger Emmons: Yeah.

Doug Welp:  It assumed 1.5 or 1.7 Million Dollar cost.

Roger Emmons:  1.5 Million on the whole project.

Doug Welp:  I wonder if we could wait until you all meet next week with Wessler and say do they have a total project cost in terms of acquisition of right-of-ways or an updated project cost rather than having those figures rerun and rerun again.

Carl Conner:  Okay then we can have them run.  Okay.

Don Williams:  I think we should wait on running the numbers for number of years that sort of thing.  I think this matter of financing we need to settle.  I think we need to keep it at the foremost of our minds that this is an agreed order and I think the fuse is getting shorter and shorter with IDEM; and I certainly don’t want the county paying the kinds of fines that they impose if they think you’re dragging your feet.  And if you have a preference Commissioner Conner I would appreciate you probably put that in a motion.

Carl Conner:  Well, I would prefer Don to wait until after your meeting so we could have a payback schedule or an amortization schedule to just determine what the difference would be between a ten (10) year under the Barrett and what the maximum would be and we could probably set that and have a decision by the July 26th meeting could we not Roger?

Roger Emmons:  Yeah I think so.

Carl Conner:  Would you mind if we wait until then?

Don Williams:  The only thing is you’re talking Barrett period see?  And I’m saying if that’s the issue we can settle.  If we’re going to use Barrett let’s settle it.  And we can do the amortization schedule the 26th or whatever.
Carl Conner:  Like I said I am on record I am not going to support General Obligation Bonds because I don’t think that it’s fair or appropriate to ask the entire population of this community from a tax perspective to pay for a sewer line for a small group of individuals, but at the same time I want to see what we can do from the stand point of helping those people as much as we possibly can in that area by what the differences would be and my preference is that we would wait until the 26th.  Now if you want to go ahead and make a motion in regards to what you feel like what we need to do relative to General Obligation and Barrett we can do that and we can see if we get a second.  If we get a second we can vote on it and see what transpires.

Don Williams:  I have no more comment on the issue.

Carl Conner:  Okay.  And I think the other thing that all three (3) of us and I know we are taking into consideration is we have approximately at least ten (10) to twelve (12) of these other type of issues or same type of issue throughout the county.  We’ve had people in Ohio Township who over the last five (5) years have come to this board and asked for help and we denied help period; and they took it upon themselves one hundred (100) percent that their sewers were put in.  They paid for them and we have several of these type of issues right now that the City of Chandler is talking to us about and so I think that we need to really and I know we will be, but I just want to state once again that I think we need to be real cautious in regards to what we do to Stonehaven because whatever we do everyone’s going to be watching what’s done and looking at what we’re doing and I think that we need to have if at all possible consistency throughout the county.  That’s all I have to say.  Phil, Don I’ve said a lot.  Do you have anything to say?  I didn’t mean to leave you out.

Phil Baxter:  I would like to see the numbers next week or in two weeks whenever it is.
Doug Welp:  I just want to clarify on that.  I don’t think you’ll have amortization from Umbaugh by your meeting on the 26th.  I don’t think so.  Go ahead.

Roger Emmons:  I mean I can copy Carl on what we got from Umbaugh back months ago based on difference scenarios as to the funding mechanisms.  They did both for General Obligation Bond and I think they did include some figures for Barrett Law did they not?  
Doug Welp:  I believe so.  Yes.

Carl Conner: Well, I’ll tell you what you give me the information and I’ll call them on the phone and you know I’ll ask that they give me some numbers if they have to give them to me over the telephone.  Hopefully, we can have some numbers by the 26th.

Roger Emmons:  I mean if it’s agreeable I’ll be glad to do that.  

Carl Conner:  Because we know that we’re trying to get Five Hundred Thousand ($500,000.00) in a grant right?

Roger Emmons: Right.

Carl Conner:  We know that the sewer line is going to cost us what a Million and a half ($1,500,000.00)?

Roger Emmons:  Huh-huh.

Carl Conner: So, we’re talking about basically having a Million Dollars ($1,000,000.00) that we got responsibility for.

Roger Emmons: Right.

Carl Conner: So, they can deal with a number of a Million Dollars ($1,000,000.00).  It doesn’t have to be exact as long as it is reasonable.

Doug Welp:  Okay.  That’s the only reason I had suggest is a delay is so you can get an exact number, but if really I think the numbers that ran by Umbaugh last time were ten (10) year numbers so we may need to get some twenty (20) year numbers. 

Carl Conner:  Yes.

Doug Welp:  If you want to do that off the old figures and then just assume there’s going to be a little bump on that that’s the way to go.

Roger Emmons:  That shouldn’t be a problem.

Don Williams: Do you know when the deadline is for the ’07 grant?  

Roger Emmons:  No.  Debbie Bennett responded that the next grant cycle it just is in ’07 but I think it’s probably the first of the year and she said obviously the project is not ready.  There’s got to be certain things in place before the county can even apply for the Five Hundred Thousand Dollar ($500,000.00) grant.  They include the Interlocal agreement the approved PER which is the Preliminary Engineering Report. That has been approved.
Don Williams: Right.

Roger Emmons:  You mentioned Doug the land or easement acquisitions and then the local match has to be in place or the mechanism by which the SRF or our local match for the remainder of the project has to be in place.  
Carl Conner:  The Interlocal agreement is basically…in my opinion anyway is basically the number one priority right now and we have absolutely no control over it.

Roger Emmons:  No we don’t.

Carl Conner: And we have tried and tried and tried to get the cooperation of a certain governmental entity that resides in this area and I guess we can’t respond because we really don’t know what their issues are.  I mean we’ve done everything we can to work with them.

Roger Emmons:  One thing that’s helped us in this project is the fact that we’ve kept IDEM and the State Revolving Fund people which is IFA now is we’ve kept them in the loop and Mr. Jim McGoff who is the Director of the SRF Program he’s come down and talked to the county and Boonville we’ve met over there.  So, I do know their enforcement arm of IDEM which is Mr. Paul Cluxton, we have been informed that they know we’re trying.  So, that’s why they are not sicking the dogs on us yet.  They know we’re making a good faith effort to get this project going and they know that issue is out of our control.

Don Williams:  The issue of the Interlocal agreement I think we need to get that resolved one way or the other.  I don’t know what else to do is Boonville is going to do it or we go elsewhere but we’ve got to get that resolved.  We’ve been talking about it for a year and a half?

Roger Emmons:  Yeah.  And it’s still the number one thing.

Don Williams:  I’ve been told they’re not going to do it period.  How reliable the sources are I don’t know.  

Carl Conner: I hate to continue to drag this meeting on and I’m probably going to get shot as soon as it’s over with by one or both Commissioners, but I think this Interlocal agreement is a major issue as Don said it has to be resolved; and there’s a person in the crowd here I’d like to ask a question of because I think it really has an impact upon what we do.  Judy, can you give us an update in regards to what has happened with the City of Boonville relative to running sewers out in the T.I.F. district west of Boonville.  I hate to put you on the spot.
Don Williams:  There was a meeting with them.  I know that.

Judy Weatherholt:  The agreement with the City of Boonville has been signed.

Carl Conner:  On the T.I.F. district?

Judy Weatherholt:  On the T.I.F. district.

Carl Conner:  To provide the sewers?

Judy Weatherholt:  Yes.  It has been signed; however, we have an issue with one of the farmers right now on a right of entry into the field and that’s what’s keeping us from getting the engineers out there to finish the survey work.  So, the agreement has been signed and has been signed for several months now.  

Carl Conner: Several months?

Judy Weatherholt:  Yeah.  

Carl Conner: Well, then maybe they’ll sign the Interlocal agreement now on this side of the building.

Phil Baxter:  It was March, April or somewhere in there.  

Judy Weatherholt:  Yeah.  It has been signed.  And we’ve been trying to get our engineers out there but the right of entry forms we have a farmer who has an issue about signing one of those.

Don Williams:  Do we have other options?

Judy Weatherholt:  Other options for…?
Don Williams:  Getting in there.

Judy Weatherholt:  Well, not until the land owner allows us entry onto the field to do the survey.

Carl Conner:  Can’t you condemn it?

Doug Welp:  You know I think what’s going on the county does have the right by statute to go into the survey the ground even before there is any condemnation suit filed.  It’s just a matter of how cooperative are people going to be if they’re cooperative then you actually have to maybe file a case in court just to get into to survey to lay out the design so that the appraiser can you know put an appraisal together.

Judy Weatherholt:  Okay.

Carl Conner:  Thanks Judy.  I appreciate the update.  Okay.  Do you want to move onto the Lincoln Avenue project?  And maybe there’s some hope now for the Interlocal agreement.  

Roger Emmons:  Yeah. That’s a good sign.  
Lincoln Avenue Project ~ Authority for Administrator to sign administrative documents on behalf of the Board of Commissioners

Roger Emmons:  The Lincoln Avenue Project, Rick Bennitt who is the Manager of right-of-way acquisition for Bernardin Lochmueller we’re starting now to get in the statements of the basis for just compensation parcel by parcel; and I thought perhaps similar to what you did for the Epworth North Project the Commissioners passed a motion authorizing me as County Administrator to sign those on behalf of the county rather than as these come in have to have wait and bring them every one of them to a meeting.  And we’ve got the first three (3) in this is on the Lincoln Avenue Project.  Parcel 13 Drs. Bukta…I don’t know how to pronounce that, but at Twelve Thousand Two Hundred ($12,200.00).  Parcel 22 is the Schulz Trust Two Hundred and Fifty Dollars ($250.00).  Parcel 23 is Evansville Water Department Two Hundred Dollars ($200.00).  The Statements for the Basis of Just Compensation are required by Federal Highway Administration to be signed by an authorized representative of the county and these are based on your appraisers that you have appointed to do the job.  David Matthews is the primary appraisers and Bill Bartlett is the review appraiser and that is pursuant to statutes.  
Doug Welp:  Right.  It is pursuant to the agreement with Bernardin Lochmueller which agree to use David Matthews and Bill Bartlett.  They are both excellent appraisers.

Carl Conner:  Okay.  Any comments or questions from the board?

Don Williams:  I have none.

Phil Baxter:  I have none.

Carl Conner: What is the will of the board?

Don Williams:  I move we give Roger authority to sign the administrative documents on Lincoln.

Carl Conner:  I have a motion on the floor to give Roger Emmons the authority to sign as the administrator on administrative documents relative to the Lincoln Avenue Project.  Do I have a second?

Phil Baxter: Second.

Carl Conner:  I have a second.  All in favor state by saying aye.

Don Williams: Aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Carl Conner: Aye.  Passes three (3) to zero (0).  It’s like he doesn’t have anything to do.  
Arbor Pointe Subdivision – Grimm Road 

Roger Emmons:  Arbor Pointe Subdivision on Grimm Road you’ve already taken care of that.  So, I have it for your signatures.  That’s the letter to INDOT.  

Epworth North Project
Roger Emmons:  On the Epworth North project there is a condemnation Parcel 26.  I think that’s Deutsch.  The mediation has been set for August 16th nine A.M.  That’s a Wednesday at the Law Office of Johnson, Carroll, Norton, Kent & Strauss on Franklin Street; and at the last meeting you approved a motion that whichever Commissioner attended the mediation hearing would have settlement authority on behalf of the county. We just need to find out for our attorney in this case who is Mr. Shawn Sullivan which Commissioner will be attending that hearing.  So, I mean that’s something you can let me know outside the meeting since you’ve already acted on the fact that whoever it will be will have settlement authority.  I don’t know what your schedules are on August 16th.  I mean there’s a Commissioners meeting that day.
Carl Conner: Do either one of you know if you can make the August 16th or do you want to give it some thought?  Give it some thought?  Okay.  Move on.  

Roger Emmons:  Okay.  

Carl Conner:  One of us will get back with you as to who’s going to be there.

Group Health Insurance Plan 

Roger Emmons: There is one item I have remaining you may want to put off until next week.  It’s not even on here.  I just got it right before the meeting started.  It has to do with our group health insurance plan and it is a proposed Amendment Number Five (5) and it has to do with participant termination.  We had a county employee who got married and she wanted to go onto her husband’s health insurance plan.  But, according to our Summary Plan Document she would not be able to terminate her coverage until the open enrollment period which is the month of December every year.  So, this adds a clause that says “Now then the coverage will terminate immediately upon the earliest of the following dates and “C” which has been added is the end of the month following the date the participant notifies the Plan Administrator in writing that such coverage should be terminated.”  So, even though the county would no longer be getting the monthly premiums from this employee it’s really going to save county money to get them off…if they want off our plan then the county’s no longer outlaying medical costs for their claims.
Don Williams:  Sooner the better.  

Roger Emmons: So, it just lets the individual county employee get off the plan sooner rather than have to wait until December of every year.

Carl Conner:  You’re saying that the way our plan is written even though they would want to go onto another plan for example like if they wanted to buy their own private plan they would still be…?

Roger Emmons:  They would still be obligated to continue coverage until the month of December.

Carl Conner: That’s ridiculous.

Roger Emmons:  Yeah.  I didn’t even realize this was the case until this issue came up.  

Carl Conner: So, what do we need to do to give her permission to leave?  

Roger Emmons:  Well, there’s a Summary of Material Modifications Number Five (5) and then the Amendment Number Five (5) they’re all essentially the same.  They just add this clause “C” that says whenever a county employee notifies the county in writing that I want to terminate my coverage then it’ll be at the end of the month following the date they notify us.  

Carl Conner:  Okay.

Roger Emmons:  It will take a motion to approve this and then Carl as President of the Board would sign it as Plan Administrator.  

Carl Conner: Any questions from the board?  What is the will of the board?

Don Williams:  I move we add paragraph “C” where they can get out at the end of the month they requested.

Carl Conner:  Okay.  I’ve got a motion on the floor to approve paragraph “C” where they can get out at the end of the month whenever requested.  Do we have a second?

Phil Baxter: Second.

Carl Conner: We’ve got a second.  All in favor state by saying aye.

Don Williams:  Aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Carl Conner: Aye.  Passes three (3) to zero (0).  I assume that we will want to make that effective immediately?  
Don Williams:  Yes.

Union Contracts 

Roger Emmons: The other items I have are just informational.  I would comment that at the last meeting you approved a contract extension for the Union contracts.

Carl Conner:  Yes.

Roger Emmons:  That was just until July 7th so I’m of the assumption that those contracts are now expired.  

Phil Baxter:  Have you spoken?

Carl Conner:  I talked to him and I told him that I would take a look at that but to the best of my knowledge that was a part of not our contract and I wanted it eliminated.  He called me again the other day and I have not had time to get back with him.  So, I assume I need to get back with him and just tell him to take it out of the contract.  Is that correct?

Phil Baxter:  Yes.

Carl Conner: Do you want me when I talk to him do you want me to ask him when he’s going to hold an election to see rather or not they are going to ratify?

Phil Baxter:  I understand it is pretty well approved.  We’re okay with it.

Carl Conner:  You mean they already voted on it?  On the contract?  

Phil Baxter: I assume that.  I’m not sure. 

Carl Conner:  Your people voted?

Phil Baxter:  I know he’s supposed to come up and meet with me tomorrow to show me what he had after you talked to him.  

Carl Conner:  Okay.  I’ll be here all day tomorrow so I’ll call him first thing.  He’s going to be up here tomorrow?  

Phil Baxter:  He was going to try to get up here.
Carl Conner: What time?

Phil Baxter:  You know I don’t know.  

Carl Conner: Well, I’ll be here by eight o’clock.  He won’t be here any earlier than that will he?  

Phil Baxter:  No.

Carl Conner:  Okay.  Do you mind if I meet with you two then and we’ll get this matter resolved?

Phil Baxter:  No.

Carl Conner:  Alright.  

Roger Emmons:  That’s all I have Mr. President.  In case there are any of the informational items that you would care to comment on either now or after the meeting I would really appreciate that.  There are some issues that I need your input on.

Carl Conner:  Okay.

Roger Emmons: Thank you.  
ENGINEER

2006 Paving List, Phase 1

Carl Conner:  Bobby, did you have some things you wanted to cover?  

Bobby Howard:  Yes, sir.  I’ve put before you tonight 2006 Paving List Phase 1.  If you have any questions on it if not, I would ask for approval.

Carl Conner:  My only question is are the streets that are going to be discussed that you got prices on from Harlan Metzger with the Homeowner’s Association next week are they on here?

Bobby Howard:  Yes.  

Carl Conner:  All of them are?

Bobby Howard:  All that we are going to be doing this year at on this.

Carl Conner:  Right, right and I think the total was going to be about Forty Five Thousand ($45,000.00) in cost is that right?

Bobby Howard:  Sixty Five ($65,000.00) for this year.

Carl Conner: Sixty Five Thousand ($65,000.00)?

Bobby Howard:  Yes.  

Carl Conner:  Okay.

Bobby Howard:  This would be for…I’m asking approval of the paving and striping list that I stapled to this.  

Carl Conner:  Any comments or questions from the board?
Don Williams:  I have none.

Phil Baxter:  I have none.

Carl Conner:  Hearing none what’s the will of the board?  
Don Williams:  I would move we approve Phase 1 of the 2006 Paving List.

Carl Conner:  I’ve got a motion on the floor to approve Phase 1 of the 2006 Paving List.  Do I have a second?

Phil Baxter: Second.

Carl Conner:  I have a second.  All in favor state by saying aye.

Don Williams: Aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Carl Conner:  Aye.  Passes three (3) to zero (0).  Okay Bobby, do you have anything else?  
Epworth Rd. North Project - Decision/Motion to Use the Services of a Consultant for CE and to take RFP’s

Bobby Howard:  The other item I have is for the Epworth Road North Project from State Road 66 north to Telephone Road.  I am asking for the board’s decision to use the services of a consultant for the construction engineering and request to put out the RFPs for the same. This is what we normally do on all of our Federal Aid programs. We have to get this in, put these out and basically we try to get someone selected well in advance of the letting date.  
Roger Emmons:  Yeah, it takes thirty (30) days.  We have to give all the consultants thirty (30) days notice.  

Carl Conner: Does that have to be decided tonight?

Bobby Howard:  It doesn’t have to be decided tonight.  I mean all I’m asking is that the county would look to make the motion that we would use a construction engineer on the project when the project was let.  

Roger Emmons:  With INDOT and Federal Highway they require that it be documented.
Carl Conner:  Right.  And they’re allowed aren’t they a maximum of ten (10) percent of construction costs?

Bobby Howard: Fifteen (15) percent I think.

Carl Conner:  It’s fifteen (15) percent of construction costs?

Bobby Howard:  Yeah.  

Roger Emmons:  Under the CE wouldn’t we be reimbursed eighty (80) percent?

Bobby Howard:  Right. We are reimbursed eighty (80) percent.

Doug Welp:  I mean Roger the CE would be required by the Federal Law wouldn’t it?

Roger Emmons:  Yes.

Doug Welp:  I think yeah we’ll have to have one.

Carl Conner:  There’s no doubt about that.  Does anybody have any questions or comments?  

Don Williams:  I have none.

Carl Conner: What would you all like to do with this tonight?  

Don Williams:  Have Bobby send out the RFPs.  That’s a motion.

Carl Conner:  Okay.  I’ve got a motion on the floor to send out RFPs on Epworth Road North Project.  Do I have a second?

Phil Baxter: Second.

Carl Conner:  I have a second.  All in favor state by saying aye.

Don Williams: Aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Carl Conner: Aye.  Passes three (3) to zero (0).  Did you have anything else Bobby?

Bobby Howard:  No, sir. That’s all I have.  
AUDITOR

Carl Conner:  Mr. Auditor?

Richard Kixmiller:  Nothing this evening.  

Carl Conner:  Okay.  
ATTORNEY

Former Highway Superintendent ~ Settlement of Claim

Carl Conner:  Did you have anything else Doug?

Doug Welp:  I have an item listed.

Carl Conner:  Okay.  Do you want to address that?

Doug Welp:  Yes.  There was a recent claim filed lawsuit by a former Highway Superintendent and part of the reason that was not paid earlier is there was some issue that the Auditor ran into with regard to a severance pay issue.  Now that it is a lawsuit, it falls under different rules. The amount that was approved by the Commissioners back in January of this year was eighty (80) hours times I believe his hourly rate is Twenty Dollars and seventy one cents ($20.71) an hour…I’m pretty sure that’s right which comes to One Thousand Six Hundred Fifty Six Dollars and eighty cents ($1,656.80) plus an Eighty Dollar ($80.00) filing fee for One Thousand Seven Hundred Thirty Eight Dollars ($1,738.00).  I would ask for approval of that claim for Vern Bulcher.
Carl Conner:  Is he willing to settle for Seventeen Thirty Eight ($1,738.00)?

Doug Welp:  He verbally informed me that he was.  Now, this would be contingent upon him naming the Commissioners in their official capacity.  At this point, there are two (2) Commissioners named in their individual capacity so he has to step through the hoops of at least putting in the proper party defendant.
Carl Conner: Do you mean naming the entire board?

Doug Welp: Well, name the Board of Commissioners…

Don Williams:  Because he’s got to sue the county basically.

Carl Conner:  Right.  That’s what I’m saying. 

Doug Welp:  If the Commissioners get sued in their official capacity that’s the same as suing the county or he can simply name the Board of Commissioners, but one or the other needs to be done so if this was to be approved you could make the approval contingent upon naming the county in its official capacity.

Carl Conner:  Any comments from the board?  I know I’ll support that because I was one (1) of the two (2) Commissioners that was sued.

Don Williams:  Make that a motion.

Carl Conner:  I make a motion that we approve the settlement One Thousand Seven Hundred and Thirty Eight Dollars ($1,738.00) with Vern Bulcher.  I guess that’s based upon him doing what is appropriate by naming the “County” or the “Board of Commissioners.”

Doug Welp:  That’s correct.

Carl Conner:  Based upon him naming the “Board of Commissioners” in the suit I guess we were the defendants.

Doug Welp:  Right.  Correct.  Yes.

Carl Conner:  Do I have a second?  Do I have a second?  

Don Williams:  Second.

Carl Conner: All in favor state by saying aye.

Don Williams: Aye.  

Phil Baxter:  No.

Carl Conner:  You don’t think we need to settle huh?

Phil Baxter:  No.

Carl Conner:  Okay.  Two (2) “yes” and one (1) “no.”  

Epworth Road North Condemnation
Doug Welp:  The other matter is just a quick report on some of the condemnations along Epworth North. There are two (2) matters which are resolved now…completely resolved.  One is the Loehr parcel that’s at the corner of Stahl and Epworth; and the other on the other end of the project Marvin and Betty Lou Miller which is Parcel 34 which is up near Telephone Road. So, those matters are progressing along and I believe that there will be two (2) others resolved also Jeff and Leslie Stahl and Lloyd and Mildred Stahl.  They both agreed to the court appointed appraiser’s amount and the Commissioners did not previously object to that so we’ll get those wrapped up on the near future also.
Carl Conner:  So, when we get those completed will we have all of the purchases necessary to start construction?

Doug Welp:  We currently have all the purchases necessary to start construction.

Carl Conner:  Okay.

Doug Welp:  The appraisers have been appointed, the money’s been deposited, I filed Certificates of Transfer, the property’s been transferred to the county so that is all in order.

Carl Conner: So, what is the mechanism we need to do Bobby to start getting the contracts out so we can see some construction Epworth Road North?

Bobby Howard:  We need to get our Right-of-Way Clear Letter to INDOT as well on that, but after that’s done basically I’m waiting to hear from INDOT as far as when letting will take place.

Carl Conner:  Okay. So, we could actually see some construction yet this year?

Bobby Howard: There is a possibility of yet this year it could be let.

Carl Conner:  Okay.  Is there anyone here to address the board in regard to any issues?  
COMMISSIONERS ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION:
Commissioner Conner: Phil, do you have anything?  
Commissioner Baxter:  No.  
Commissioner Conner:  Don, do you have anything?  
Commissioner Williams:  Nothing.
Commissioner Conner:  I have nothing.  So, may I have a motion to adjourn?  

Commissioner Williams: So moved.

Commissioner Conner:  I’ve got a motion on the floor to adjourn.  Do I have a second?

Commissioner Baxter: Second.

Commissioner Conner:  I have a second.  All in favor state by saying aye.

Commissioner Williams: Aye.

Commissioner Baxter: Aye.

Commissioner Conner: Aye.  We are adjourned.  
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