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WARRICK COUNTY COMMISSIONERS MEETING
AREA PLANNING COMMISSION SESSION


COMMISSIONERS MEETING ROOM


107 W.  Locust Street


Boonville, Indiana

August 9, 2006

4:00 P. M.

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

Auditor Secretary, Sonya Addington recorded the minutes.

Pledge of Allegiance:  Lead by Commissioner Phil Baxter 
PUBLIC HEARING:  IN THE MATTER OF THE PETITION TO VACATE A PORTION OF LAKE NEWBURGH DRIVE PUBLIC RIGHT-OF-WAY

Don Williams:  The first item on the agenda is Action on Public Hearing.  Sherri, do you have something to say on that issue?
Sherri Rector:  Yes, sir.  There was an error in the legal description that was advertised and sent to the adjacent properties owners and in the paper; therefore, they are asking for this to be continued and set for a hearing I believe to get the notices out.  You would need at least two (2) weeks.  Attorney Doll is here representing.  I guess do you want this continued to September?  

Don Williams:  Mrs. Rector one moment.  Sir would you come and address the board?  If you would state your name and who you represent.  
Maurice Doll:  My name is Maurice Doll.  I am an Attorney and I represent the Lake Newburgh Homeowner’s Association.  There was an error in the legal description and we need to republish and re-notice it.  We’ll need some additional time to do that because of the rule on the amount of time prior to the meeting for the publication. So, if we could be set for a September hearing we believe we can have that republished at that time.  

Don Williams:  We have another meeting on the 23rd of this month which is two (2) weeks.  If you prefer the first meeting next month is September 13th.

Maurice Doll:  I’d rather have the September 13th just to error on the side of caution.

Don Williams:  Do you have anything else Mrs. Rector to add to that?

Sherri Rector:  No.  That’s it.  

Maurice Doll:  Thank you.

Don Williams: What is the will of the board?

Phil Baxter:  I’d move we table this until the September 13th meeting.

Don Williams:  I’ll second.  All in favor say aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Don Williams:  Aye.  Motion carries.  

Maurice Doll:  Thank you very much.  
AREA PLAN COMMISSION

STREET CONSTRUCTION PLANS:

PP-06-14 – BELLMOORE LANDING by Moore Holding Group, LLC. By Greg Moore, Pres. 70.78 acres located at the Northwest corner of the intersection of SR 66 and Bell Rd. (W 850) Ohio Twp

Don Williams:  PP-06-14.  Is someone here to represent?  

Marco DeLucio:  Marco DeLucio for Moore Holding Group and Jim Morley from Moore Holding Group.  Greg Moore is here as well.  I think you have the plans that we had submitted in front of you which showed two (2) access points on both Bell and Libbert Road.  The southern most access points on both are right in and right out.  It’s my understanding based on a prior meeting that there may be some concerns that the Commissioners have and if you have any concerns perhaps we can attempt to address those.

Don Williams:  Sherri, do you want to describe your communications with INDOT and where they stand is as well as the MPO?

Sherri Rector:  Yes.  They did…Mr. Morley did submit a small plat earlier today that change the plat that we have to those southern roads as being one-way.  I did talk to Randy Archer with INDOT just fifteen (15) minutes ago.  He said that the stand that they initially took is what they are staying with which is the most southern entrance of Bellmoore Drive on Bell not be allowed and if the one on Libbert is allowed that there will a median placed in the middle of Libbert Road and it makes no difference to them if it’s the one-way or not.  That’s their condition with the approval and he is emailing me that as we speak.
Marco DeLucio:  And the Commissioners I assume did get correspondence today too from the MPO indicating I think that they had no particular objections to the right in/right out or excuse me it’s right in and then off of Libbert and right out onto Bell Road subject to the fact those were going be one-way access points.
Sherri Rector:  Right.  Right.

Marco DeLucio:  Okay.  

Sherri Rector:  Right. Their initial letter was practically the same as INDOT’s and then when it was changed to the one-ways then they submitted the second letter that you have copies of.  These entrances are located off of State right-of-way at these points and the one will…well, the two (2) will be going through a legal drain and they also will be doing that on Libbert Road.

Don Williams:  Do you have anything else you want to add either of you before we ask questions?

Marco DeLucio:  Do we know and we haven’t had the conversation with INDOT and maybe if you know do you know what their concern might be with the Bell Road because it seems…it looked to us like as we looked up and down the corridor that the access points that we were proposing are further back than most of the others that appear in that area?

Don Williams:  One of their concerns it doesn’t meet their criteria as far as distance from a stop light that’s at least one (1) of them.  I know that for a fact.

Sherri Rector: Well, yeah.  In their statement it says “it was decided that there will be no access allowed at the proposed Bellmoore entrance because of the great value and the traffic flow.”  So, I guess my question is if INDOT’s not going to allow the entrance then why are we even discussing it because you have to have INDOT approval?  

Marco DeLucio:  We understand that.

Sherri Rector: Right.

Marco DeLucio:  We were just trying to see if there was a way that we can address whatever concerns might exist out there.  What we might propose to do and we kind of anticipated this given the hearing of a little while ago that this might be an issue and we would propose at this point making a couple of changes to the road plans in hopes that the Commissioners would find that acceptable and those two (2) changes would be as follows: one is to agree to install a median at Libbert Road.  The current plan that you have shows which we would go back to the original plan, I guess, which would make that a two-way in and out, but it’s still right in/right out with the median.  So, it would be back with what INDOT had originally saw and what the Commissioners had originally saw.  And the second change would be to eliminate the access point on the Bell Road at the southern most entrance and install a cul-de-sac in place of that road so we could get access to that lot at the south east corner.  
Sherri Rector:  Would you not have to submit amended street construction plans to do this to bring back before the board?

Marco DeLucio:  We would propose to make that conditioned and we would know that we would have to bring the street plans back in actually for approval.  Is that right, Jim?

Jim Morley, Jr.:  Yeah.  The request would be that an approval would be granted subject to the installation of a median and the installation of a cul-de-sac that approval subject to that would allow us to stay on the path and then go onto Plan Commission tonight.  If we’re able to provide that data then it would push us off a month and from critical sense of timeline the request would be subject to those two (2) things.

Don Williams:  I’m not sure that will make a difference will it?  I mean those roads have already been put in pretty much without anybody’s approval as far as I know.

Jim Morley, Jr.:  I don’t think the roads…

Don Williams:  At least the road bases it looks to me that they are in.

Jim Morley, Jr.:  Yes, they are.  Yes, they are moving I mean filling dirt.  It makes I guess to have from what I understand they have possible…you know people that are interested in purchasing interest it in and it would give them…put them one month closer to being able to sell a piece of property.

Marco DeLucio:  So, if we could condition that we know we would have to ultimately bring back the actual plan itself but get that approval so we know we have the approval for the entrance off of Bell and then the cul-de-sac on Libbert.  That would help us solidify our plans and move us closer.  

Bobby Howard:  Well, you still don’t know if you have approval because INDOT hasn’t approved anything yet.

Jim Morley, Jr.:  Sure.  It would all have to be subject to INDOT approval.  I mean anything that happened here whether it’s approved as it sits today or any other would have to be subject to INDOT.

Sherri Rector:  And I will say I don’t know if the Planning Commission will approve the plat with conditioned on street plans being approved at a later date because the ordinance says the street plans must be approved.

Don Williams:  I don’t really want to hold up your construction, but on the other hand I can’t recall when it requires INDOT approval us giving anything until we get that approval.  I can’t remember.  Can you think of one?  

Jim Morley, Jr.:  I mean last month we did Arbor subject to INDOT approval.  I mean…

Don Williams: That was moving the two (2) entrances to one (1) entrance though.

Jim Morley, Jr.:  I mean but as a general rule…

Marco DeLucio:  We’re eliminating one (1) of the entrances which is what I think INDOT had said they are okay with the road plans that we had provided subject to not allowing the access on the southern most point of Bell Road and installing the median on Libbert and that’s what we’re agreeing to do.
Don Williams:  Is that the case?

Sherri Rector:  Huh-uh.

Don Williams: Do they have INDOT approval?  You have that?  

Sherri Rector:  This is INDOT’s recommendation.

Don Williams:  That’s INDOT’s recommendation?

Sherri Rector:  Right.

Don Williams:  Okay.

Sherri Rector:  Right.  

Don Williams: That’s different.  

Jim Morley, Jr.:  The changes in reality are not significant road changes.

Sherri Rector:  Just so you know Mr. Williams it said “INDOT would consider the proposed entrance only if it’s a median barrier.”  It’s not saying it’s approved them.  They will consider them.  Do you all want a copy?

Marco DeLucio:  We saw that I think.  

Jim Morley, Jr.:  Some experience I’ve had recently with INDOT they’ve been under the plan of or method of operation of not wanting to grant approval prior to the local approval.  That’s what they told us on Arbor and if I remember right I think we dealt with them similarly on Engelbrecht Place or Engelbrecht Place was subject to INDOT approval.  So…and I believe Venetian Way was done subject to INDOT approval.  Their desires has been that the local sign-off on it first and then INDOT sign-off on it not the other way around.

Sherri Rector:  Basically, what we’re trying to do now is for the two (2) entities to work together that the Planning Commission and Commissioners understand what INDOT is looking at and they understand what we are looking and that is true they don’t want…they want to see what we’re going to approve, but they are going to give us their recommendation so we’re not crossing each other.  
Marco DeLucio:  That’s how I read that letter.  

Don Williams:  So, when we approve something subject to INDOT that’s telling them then if it’s okay with us it’s okay with them?

Sherri Rector: Right.  Right.  

Don Williams:  I mean we have done a few of those.  

Marco DeLucio:  I would add that we will…I mean we will be trying to come up with a plan that that access point to Bell Road is very important to us from a marketing stand point and from a land value stand point and will be trying to come up with a plan to present to you and to INDOT and to the MPO at some point down the road hopefully that would satisfy concerns of everyone concerned so we can have that access point.  You know we’re not ready to do that tonight.  We may not be ready to do that next month, but at some point I think we’re going to make an effort to try to convince you that this is not a bad thing.  

Don Williams: Good luck.

Marco DeLucio:  I know.  

Don Williams:  I mean I’m for development. Everybody knows that, but I do not see the benefit of that second one on Bell Road.  It’s just right now with Bell Road since we’ve widen it we have people making illegal u-turns, left and right, and even though you put in a right in/right out I’m telling you there are going to be lefts going in there.  More than likely, maybe not.  

Marco DeLucio:  And that would be our job.  We know we have a difficult job to convince folks of that and we’ll be doing our best to try to do that.  So, we would ask that your approval with those two (2) changes this evening so we can move the process forward.

Doug Welp:  I just have a question.  Is there sufficient right-of-way on Libbert to widen that road and install a median?

Jim Morley, Jr.:  Yes.

Doug Welp:  What would be the length, and width the median and the height?  

Jim Morley, Jr.:  We’d work out with INDOT however they want that.  All of that through there would be…in reality that’s an INDOT permit.  The median…I don’t know the median…I don’t know that the median has to be subject to the Warrick County part of it because that part of it is INDOT permitting.  

Bobby Howard:  It’s required by INDOT. 

Marco DeLucio:  And I think you know the extent Mr. Welp that it isn’t…it’s going to be incumbent upon us we want that access point to acquire the right-of-way…
Jim Morley, Jr.:  No.  There’s plenty of right-of-way.  I mean lots and lots of right-of-way.  

Don Williams:  One of the things this board has tried to do is look twenty (20), thirty (30) years down the road and we see continued growth in that area.  With that southern entrance we have little ability to do any control of traffic there, but later on if we need to at the northern entrance on Bell Road the possibility of traffic lights and so forth to control that access point I think is a real possibility in years to come.  So, the southern one you know may come to being with a new Board of Commissioners, but right now I don’t see that happening.  So, I’m willing to go along with what INDOT is willing to accept and I see why they’re willing to accept the Libbert Road entrance because it’s taking traffic away from 66 where the Bell Road isn’t.  It is adding traffic at least another access point.  So, does anybody have any comments?  Commissioner Baxter do you have any questions?  I’ve been doing all the talking.  

Phil Baxter:  No.  I agree with you.

Don Williams: Do you have anything else you’d like to say?  Okay.  

Marco DeLucio:  I guess our motion is…it would be subject…

Don Williams:  You don’t make motions.

Marco DeLucio:  Okay.  I guess our request for a motion…I’m sorry.  Our request simply is that the road plans be approved with those two (2) conditions on them the median on Libbert and the cul-de-sac on the…what was the southern entrance off of Bell Road.  
Bobby Howard:  Make that subject to my offices’ review as well.
Don Williams: What’s that?

Bobby Howard:  You’d want to make that subject to my office’s review on those plans as well to make sure they meet the criteria if that’s what you intend.

Marco DeLucio:  Yes, absolutely.

Don Williams:  Okay.  What was your condition, Bobby?

Bobby Howard:  That it would have to meet my review.  

Don Williams:  Do you all accept that condition?

Jim Morley, Jr.:  Yes, sir.  No problem.  

Don Williams:  Okay.  I would make the motion then that we approve the street plans for PP-06-14 contingent upon the INDOT approval of the changes that being a median being put in on Libbert Road and the south ingress and egress on Bell Road be excluded subject to INDOT approval and of course the Engineer’s review to make sure it’s in according to specifications.

Bobby Howard:  I’d also ask Don if you add to that motion that the improvements to Bell and Libbert be completed before a secondary plat could be filed.

Don Williams:  No problem.  To make sure they get in okay?  I will also expand my motion to include the fact that the improvements to both Libbert and Bell Road be in prior to secondary plat approval.  

Phil Baxter:  I’ll second it.  

Don Williams: All in favor say aye.  

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Don Williams:  Aye.  Motion carries.

Marco DeLucio:  Thank you very much.  
Sherri Rector:  Bobby, did you mean what the INDOT…the median and all that before…?
Bobby Howard:  The median and everything…yeah has to be constructed.

Sherri Rector:  Okay.

Bobby Howard: The streets would be constructed.

Sherri Rector:  Okay.  
PP-06-15 – THE VILLAGE AT RIVERWALK. PUD, PHASE 4 a Re-plat of lots 58-65, 67-72, and 78-81 in The Village at Riverwalk, PRUD, Phase 3 by Jagoe Land Corporation by J. Scott Jagoe, Pres  2.322 acres located 600’ N and 300’ E off Pollack Ave. (S 600) on Riverwalk Cir. Ohio Twp.- Requesting no improvements be required to Riverwalk Circle.

Don Williams:  Okay. The Village at the Riverwalk is someone here to address that particular subdivision?  We have a replat of some of the lots.  Sherri, let’s get this individual name and who he represents for the record.  Go ahead.
Sherri Rector:  Oh, okay.  

Ron London:  Ron London with Morley and Associates and we also have representatives here from Jagoe Land Corporation who are the developers of the property.  All we’re looking to do is to reduce the number of lots in that portion of the sub that we’re replatting from eighteen (18) lots to nine (9) and the roads have already been accepted for maintenance by the county.  
Don Williams:  You’re just asking no change to your plans?
Ron London:  Exactly.

Don Williams: Do you have anything to say Sherri?

Sherri Rector:  No.  And Bobby has signed-off on no improvements required.

Don Williams:  Bobby, are you okay with it?

Bobby Howard:  Yes, sir.  

Don Williams:  Okay.  I would entertain a motion.  

Phil Baxter: I move we approve PP-06-15 for replat.

Don Williams: For replat?  I’ll second the motion on the replat.  All in favor say aye.

Phil Baxter:  Aye.

Don Williams: Aye.  Motion carries two (2) to zero (0).  
PP-06-16 – REPLAT LOTS 5, 6, 7, 8, & 9 VICTORIA BLUFFS by Victoria Manor, LLC. by D.B. Aiken, Managing Partner 2.863 acres located on the S side of Victoria Bluffs Dr. approximately 400’ E of the intersection formed by Victoria Bluffs Dr. and Medinah Dr. Boon Twp. – Requesting no improvements be required to Victoria Bluffs Drive.

Don Williams:  The next item replat of lots in Victoria Bluffs.  Is someone here to represent that?  If you would state your name and who you represent.
Mark Barton:  Mark Barton with Bernardin Lochmueller representing Victoria Manor.  Cindy Hammon is also here for Victoria Manor.

Don Williams: Okay.  Go ahead and state your case if you would.

Mark Barton:  We are replatting Lots five (5) through nine (9) which are ninety (90) foot wide lots, increasing the width of the lots up to a hundred and twelve point five (112.5) making four (4) lots out of five (5) just to simply increase the width of the lots to allow a larger home to be constructed.  The existing roads are currently under construction and I believe I improperly requested a waiver of street improvements on a maintained county roadway.  Well, it’s actually not been accepted yet. The roads have got curbs in, stone base, binder, surface and the final surface coat is remaining to be put on.

Don Williams:  You’re talking about Victoria Bluffs Drive there?

Mark Barton:  Yeah. Victoria Bluffs correct.  

Don Williams:  Right.  That has not been accepted by the county.  

Mark Barton:  Correct.  So, they just want to simply reduce five (5) lots to four (4), increase the width of the lots and they still yet have to finish the road improvements to be accepted to the county.

Sherri Rector:  So, you’re just requesting that no additional requirements be approved from the approved plans that’s on file?
Mark Barton:  Yes.  Correct.

Sherri Rector:  And Bobby has signed off on that.

Mark Barton:  No additional improvements beyond the current plans.

Don Williams: Any questions from the board?

Phil Baxter:  None.  

Don Williams:  I will entertain a motion.

Phil Baxter:  I’d move we approve PP-06-16.

Don Williams:  I’ll second the motion.  All in favor say aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Don Williams: Aye.  Motion carries two (2) to zero (0).  
Mark Barton:  Thank you.  

PP-06-18 – WRIGHT ESTATES BY Maken Corp. by Kenneth Ubelhor, Pres.  Owner: Marian E. Young 12.5 acres located on the W side of Anderson Rd. (W 600) across from Summit Pointe Way and approximately 600’ N of the Sharon Rd. (S 550). Ohio Twp.  – Requesting no improvements be required to Anderson Road.  – Three shared driveways.
Don Williams: Wright Estates Maken Corporation.

Ken Ubelhor:  Ken Ubelhor representing Marian Wright.  We have an eight (8) lot subdivision there we’re requesting basically I think joint driveways.  Is that right Bobby?

Bobby Howard:  Yes.

Ken Ubelhor:  That’s the extent of what we’re asking.

Don Williams:  Does anybody have a drawing?  I haven’t seen a drawing of this Kenny.  I’m sorry.

Ken Ubelhor:  Oh, okay.

Don Williams:  Do you have a drawing Sherri?

Sherri Rector:  I’m looking.

Don Williams:  You know what a visual person I am Kenny?  I remember the layout from the drainage board.  There is already a driveway in Lot 1 is that what you’re telling us?

Ken Ubelhor: There’s already one on Lot 1 and then we were going to have joint driveways on six (6) lots and then a single one on the far end.

Don Williams: So, the joint drives will be between Lots 2 and 3, 4 and 5, 6 and 7 and then Lot 8 will have one by itself the one down by the ditch?

Ken Ubelhor:  That’s right.

Sherri Rector: Right.

Don Williams:  Okay.  That’s alright.

Sherri Rector:  I can’t find one anyway.  

Ken Ubelhor:  I mean that’s basically the extent of it.  The subdivision there just faces Anderson Road and goes back five hundred and twenty (520) feet deep about eight and a quarter something like that.
Don Williams: Okay.  Bobby, do you have anything to say?  Any problems with it?

Bobby Howard:  No.  There’s no problems in the certificate and the dollar amount was sufficient.  

Don Williams:  Okay.  Mr. Baxter, do you have any questions?

Phil Baxter:  No, sir.

Don Williams:  I will entertain a motion.

Phil Baxter:  I’d move we approve PP-06-18 Wright Estates.  

Don Williams:  Second.  All in favor say aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Don Williams: Aye.  Motion carries.

Ken Ubelhor: Thank you.

Phil Baxter: Thank you.  
REZONING PETITIONS:

PC-R-06-10 – Petition of Donald R. Lewis to rezone 35.4688 acres located on the S side of Oak Grove Rd. approximately 857’ W of the intersection formed by Oak Grove Rd. (S 300) and Anderson Rd. (W 600). Ohio Twp., from “A” Agriculture to “R-1A” Single Family Dwelling.  Recommendation of approval by Plan Commission, July 12, 2006.

Don Williams:  Rezoning Petitions Mr. Donald R. Lewis.
Bill Bivins:  I’m Bill Bivins, Engineer. 

Donald R. Lewis:  I’m Donald R. Lewis.  

Don Williams:  State your case.

Bill Bivins: Mr. Lewis owns the Paradise Pavilion and this land surrounds the Paradise Pavilion.  We are proposing to make a subdivision in this area.  

Don Williams: Anything else?

Bill Bivins: That’s it.

Don Williams:  Any questions?  Have you got anything to say Mrs. Rector?

Sherri Rector: There was a recommendation of approval by the Planning Commission at their July 12th meeting and it is a proposed residential subdivision.  

Don Williams: Any questions, Commissioner Baxter?

Phil Baxter:  No.  

Don Williams:  Are there any remonstrators in the audience either pro or con on this particular proposal for rezoning?  If you would like to comment please step forward?  Is there any?  No remonstrators?  Okay.  What is the will of the board?

Phil Baxter:  I’d move we approve PC-R-06-10.

Don Williams:  I’ll second the motion.  All in favor say aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Don Williams: Aye.  Motion carries.

Bill Bivins: Thank you.  
PC-R-06-11 – Petition of Bobby R. & Sandra S. Schindler to rezone 3.4 acres located on the S side of Para St. approximately 350’ E of the intersection formed by Para Street and SR 261. Ohio Twp., from “R-1A” Single Family Dwelling and “A” Agriculture to “R-2” Multiple Family. Recommendation of denial by Plan Commission, July 12, 2006.
Don Williams: The next petition by Bobby R and Sandra Schindler.  

Sandra Schindler: Sandra Schindler.

Bob Schindler:  Bob Schindler.

Don Williams:  Okay.  And if you would give us your address sir if you live at the same address.

Bob Schindler:  6711 Para, Newburgh.

Don Williams:  Thank you.  
Jim Biggerstaff:  Jim Biggerstaff.  

Don Williams:  Okay.  If you would state your desires.

Jim Biggerstaff:  Okay.  I’m not sure Sherri might…we had a petition before the Planning Commission on an “R-2” that was to sent to the County Commissioners.  I don’t know whether we rescind that or request a dropping of that?

Sherri Rector: They are requesting to take leave from this meeting and return to the Planning Commission with an amended petition from “R-2” down to “R-1.”

Jim Biggerstaff: Which would be single family rezoning.

Don Williams: Right.  I don’t know what we need to do.  Just simply move to send it back to Area Plan.  I would move that we sent PC-R-06-01 back to Area Planning Commission to have them take another look at it.  Do I have a second?

Jim Biggerstaff: Thank you. 

Phil Baxter: Second.

Don Williams:  Motion made and second.  All in favor say aye.

Phil Baxter:  Aye.

Don Williams: Aye.  Motion carries.  You’re welcome.

Phil Baxter: Thank you, Jim.  
REQUEST FOR ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF SIDEWALKS:

Wynbrooke Subdivision Section B by Maken Corporation. LOC expires August19, 2006.

Don Williams:  Mr. Ubelhor.
Ken Ubelhor:  Ken Ubelhor representing Maken Corporation.  

Don Williams:  Mr. Engineer have these sidewalks been put in?  

Bobby Howard:  Yes.  The sidewalks are in and I would recommend acknowledgement at this time.

Don Williams:  Can I have a motion?

Phil Baxter:  Yes.  I would move that we acknowledge the sidewalks, accept them in Wynbrooke Subdivision Section B.

Don Williams: Second.  All in favor say aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Don Williams:  Aye.  Motion carries two (2) to zero (0).  
The Oaks Subdivision by Jagoe Homes.  LOC expires August 24, 2006. 
Don Williams:  The Oaks Subdivision by Jagoe Homes.  If you would state your name and who you represent?  
Manuel Ball:  My name is Manuel Ball.  I represent Jagoe Homes.  
Don Williams:  Okay.  The sidewalks are all in sir?  

Manuel Ball:  Yes, sir.

Don Williams:  Mr. Engineer?

Bobby Howard:  Yes.  I was out there today.  The sidewalks are in and I recommend acknowledgement.  

Don Williams: Can I have a motion?

Phil Baxter:  I move we acknowledge the sidewalks in The Oaks Subdivision.

Don Williams: I second the motion.  All in favor say aye.

Phil Baxter:  Aye.

Don Williams:  Aye.  Motion carries two (2) to zero (0).  

Manuel Ball: Thank you.  
REQUEST FOR EXTENSION OF IRREVOCABLE LETTER OF CREDIT:

Ditney Development Subdivision by John Wasson – Street Construction – Has had four years. Requesting an extension with no reduction from $14,050.00.  LOC expires September 25, 2006. 

Don Williams: We have a request by Ditney Development Subdivision Mr. John Wasson.  Mr. Wasson.  

John Wasson:  Hello.  I’m John Wasson and I represent Ditney Development.  And I’m here to ask for an extension of my cul-de-sac that’s on my platted subdivision; and the reason I’d like an extension is the I-69 has received funding I suppose in the form of Three Million Dollars…Three Billion Dollars that’s reported in the paper and I expect them to do a taking of that property that I would be paving in this circumstance in this subdivision.  I don’t want to relinquish my subdivision status, but I don’t want to create a structure just to be destroyed by the taking of the State.
Don Williams: So, you’re just asking a one (1) year extension with no reduction it says?

John Wasson: Well, that’s was an initial plan.  I have since…I wrote a letter to the board I’ve got an accepted proposal from the Metzger Construction Company to complete I’m going to say ninety (90) percent of what is currently under bond and therefore, I’d like a…I don’t mean to fowl up your proceedings but I’d like a short extension to get an engineer’s assessment. Perhaps I could have it done by…

Don Williams:  We can give you a year or we can give you six (6) months.  I mean it’s not a problem.
John Wasson:  I’d be able to provide an engineering assessment of the work remaining to be done after Mr. Metzger is completed.

Don Williams:  Okay.  This simply says that you’re requesting an extension without any reduction.  Can you tell us how much of an extension you want sir and we’ll try to accommodate.  
John Wasson:  Well, but I would like a reduction in the bond.  I don’t want to buy a bond for Fifteen Thousand Dollars ($15,000.00) or so.

Don Williams:  Have we had a chance…we got to know what you…in other words we can’t approve it if you’re going to want it reduced until we know what you want to do and what it’s going to cost.

John Wasson:  Well, let’s go ahead and do it then as I proposed.  I’d like just to be certain that I have an extension for a year.

Don Williams:  It runs out August…a year?

John Wasson:  A year.  

Don Williams:  Okay. We have a request for a year’s extension.  Do I have a motion?  

Phil Baxter:  Yes.  I’d move we give Mr. Wasson a one (1) year extension for Ditney Development Subdivision with no reduction.

Don Williams:  I’ll second the motion.  All in favor say aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Don Williams: Aye.  Motion carries.  

John Wasson: Thank you.  
ITEM FOR DISCUSSION:

Right of Way Easement:   Jim Eifler property between Owensboro Road and Pelzer Road, Continued from July 12, 2006.
Don Williams:  Mr. Eifler, sir?  
Bill Bivins:  Bill Bivins, Engineer for Jim Eifler.  I would like to hand you a plat page showing the property we’re speaking of.  

Don Williams: Thank you, sir.  

Bill Bivins:  Mr. Eifler purchased this property in December of 2005 and the deed states that this land is landlocked.  The county owns the land to the south which is part of the landfill area.  He was kind of under the impression that there was a possibility that he had an easement to the west to get to Owensboro Road or had ownership to the west, but our surveys indicate that that land was not there and so what he’s today to ask the board’s consideration to give him an easement. We start out with easement right-of-way to Owensboro Road, but in order to do any development back there he’s going to have to have ownership of a fifty (50) foot strip and I think the procedure is for the county to appoint independent appraisers to appraise if the county will let him have this property appraisers to value the land he’s willing to pay the average of the appraiser’s cost for him to have access to his landlocked property basically.
Don Williams:  Is he wanting to buy a fifty (50) foot strip?  Is that what you want Mr. Eifler?
Bill Bivins:  Basically, yes.  The only way he’s going to be able to use it is to have ownership of the land of the strip to get to it.  

Don Williams:  Did I see Mr. Ahrens back there?  Mr. Ahrens would you come forward please?  Come forward Alan if you would?

Alan Ahrens: Sure.  Okay.  

Don Williams:  This is our landfill.  This is Mr. Eifler’s property.  He wanting to come in…the best I can remember this section is undevelopment, undisturbed along there.  That’s what he’s requesting.  We don’t have anything in there that you know of do we?  

Alan Ahrens:  No.  No.  That’s the situation.  I would have the check the coordinates, but that area generally is undisturbed there as far as I’d have to look at it you know.  Get out there and look at it.  

Don Williams:  I think we all need to look at it.  I personally don’t have a problem at all with this, but we need to research it.  It would be easier if Jim was up here, but does he need an answer today?

Bill Bivins:  No.

Don Williams:  Or can we have a couple weeks to have it researched?

Bill Bivins: Take is under advisement.

Don Williams:  Okay.

Bill Bivins: And I also had at the same time I had prepared a summary letter with the legal description on the back as to what it would take for him to get to his property.  

Don Williams: Thank you, Alan.

Doug Welp: What is being suggested here then is ultimately a sale of property from the county to this individual?

Bill Bivins:  Yes.  

Doug Welp: And if it’s…Roger may know right off the top of his head but I think if it’s more than a Thousand Dollars ($1,000.00)…

Roger Emmons:  Five Thousand ($5,000.00).  As far as the procedure that we’ve got to go through?  
Doug Welp: Well, I was thinking…

Don Williams:  I think we have to condemn it.  I’m not sure.  It might be better just to give him an easement for a road than it would be to sell the property out right.

Bill Bivins:  The problem with the easement he can’t use it to develop anything back there.

Doug Welp:  I think with the sale of real property of more than a Thousand Dollars ($1,000.00) might require the approval of another board.

Don Williams:  I would at this state I would move that we take this under advisement until we can research it.  I don’t know that the Commissioners are opposed to this anyway we just need to make sure we do it correctly.  So, that would be my motion to take it under advisement.  

Phil Baxter:  I’ll second it.

Don Williams:  Motion made and second. All in favor say aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Don Williams:  Aye.  Motion carries.

Bill Bivins: Okay. Thank you.

Phil Baxter:  Thank you.  

Don Williams: What the whispering was about is Mr. Welp simply said to sell that land the County Council may need to approve that land and since they seem to be desperate I’m sure they would support that. We’ll let that go until next time.  
COMPREHENSIVE PLAN PARTIAL UPDATE:

Recommendation of approval by Plan Commission, July 12, 2006.

COMMISSIONERS RESOLUTION 2006-     ~ 2006 Comprehensive Plan Amendment Resolution – Amendment of Land Use Map, Thoroughfare Map and Wetlands (Flood Plain) Map

Don Williams:  The next item is the Comprehensive Plan Partial update recommendation of approval of Plan.  We have three (3) here.  We have the Land Use Map, Thoroughfare Map and the Wetlands Map.  I don’t know if we have them out there.  We’ve have them back on the back table I know for sure.  

Sherri Rector:  I have copies.

Don Williams:  I’ve already looked at them.  I don’t need to see them.  I don’t know if Commissioner Baxter wants to see them or not?  I think he looked at them earlier.

Phil Baxter:  I’ve seen them.

Don Williams:  We’ve already looked at the maps.  Bobby, have you had a chance to look at those maps?
Bobby Howard:  Yes, I have.  

Don Williams:  Do you have any problems with any of the three (3)?  

Bobby Howard:  No, sir.  I do not.  

Don Williams:  Okay.  Have you looked at them at all Doug?

Doug Welp:  No.  

Don Williams:  I don’t know that you’d need to it’s not a legal document just a plan.  Sam, have you looked at them?  Okay.  We’ll show those to you after we approve or disapprove them.  I’ll entertain a motion on Item F Comprehensive Plan.

Sherri Rector: It’s Resolution 2006-05.    

Don Williams:  “05?”

Sherri Rector:  Yes.  

Don Williams: And the Resolution is simply to accept these three (3) plans?  The Land Use Plan, the Thoroughfare and the Wetlands Map?

Sherri Rector:  Yes.  

Don Williams:  Okay. So, do I have a motion to approve Resolution 2006-05?

Phil Baxter: So moved.

Don Williams:  I’ll second that motion. All in favor say aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Don Williams:  Aye.  Motion carries three (3)…I’m sorry…two (2) to zero (0).  
Warrick County Board of Commissioners Resolution 2006-05

2006 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN AMENDMENT RESOLUTION
RESOLUTION AMENDING THE 1993 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN FOR WARRICK COUNTY (UNINCORPORATED AREAS) AND TOWNS OF ELBERFELD, LYNNVILLE AND TENNYSON.  (AMENDMENT IS LIMITED TO MAPS OF THE OHIO TOWNSHIP THOROUGHFARE PLAN, LAND USE, WETLANDS & FLOOD PLAINS.) 

BE IT RESOLVED by the Warrick County Commissioners as follows:


WHEREAS, the Area Plan Commission works as a coordinating agency within the county; and 


WHERAS, the Area Plan Commission has given notice and held a public hearing on the Amendment to the Comprehensive Plan and has public input and comment; and 


WHEREAS, the Amendment to the Comprehensive Plan contains maps which should serve as a guide and be given due consideration as the general policy for the pattern of physical development in Warrick County.


WHEREAS, the Area Plan Commission finds that the Amendment to the Comprehensive Plan constitutes a suitable, logical, reasonably balanced, and timely plan for the physical development of Warrick County.


NOW, THEREFORE, Be it resolved by the County Commissioners that the documents consisting of the Thoroughfare Plan, Flood Plain & Land Use maps in the “Warrick County, Indiana, Comprehensive Plan” and dated 1993, is hereby amended.  


RESOLVED, FURTHER, that these Amendments of Comprehensive Plan shall be the policy guide for decision making that affects the physical development of Warrick County (unincorporated areas) and the Towns of Elberfeld, Tennyson and Lynnville.  

Passed by the Board of County Commissioners of the County of Warrick on the 9th day of August, 2006, and upon said day signed and executed by the members of said Board and attested to by the Warrick County Auditor.
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Richard Kixmiller, Auditor 
ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION

 
Don Williams:  Mr. Administrator, I assume you will take Item 3 as well as Item 4?

Requests for FMLA Leave 

Roger Emmons:  Acting President Williams, we have two (2) due to HIPPA rules we cannot name any names, but they are both from different offices in the Judicial Center.  All of that required paperwork is correctly submitted, signed, filled out, including the Certification of the Healthcare Provider and I would recommend that both be approved.
Don Williams:  Any questions from the board?

Phil Baxter:  None.

Don Williams:  I would entertain a motion.

Phil Baxter:  I’d move we approve both FMLA requests.

Don Williams:  I will second the motion.  All in favor say aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Don Williams: Aye.  Motion passes.  
ADMINISTRATOR

Don Williams: Mr. Administrator, you are up Stonehaven Area Sewer.  

Stonehaven Area Sewer

Roger Emmons: Thank you.  I went to the Boonville City Council Meeting last Thursday and emailed you a report on that a couple of days ago and then Commissioner Baxter and I attended the Boonville Board of Works Meeting this morning. We basically just asked them to finalize the Interlocal agreement and any help they could give us on that issue which is the crucial issue at this point.  Our Consultant, Karl Tanner, is in attendance today in case we have any questions of him, but one (1) comment…actually two (2) comments Pam and the City Council and the Board of Works asked that the Commissioners consider committing EDIT funds to that project.  In addition…
Don Williams: Why is that the City’s concern?

Roger Emmons:  They just made a request pursuant to their right to do so.  

Don Williams:  Okay.

Roger Emmons: Well, I can tell you that they sighted the fact that EDIT funds have been committed on the Newburgh Master Lift Station Project and the Pigeon Township Regional Sewer District.

Don Williams:  Both of those were for potential economic development.

Roger Emmons:  They are for economic development.  Correct.

Don Williams:  There is no economic development issue with Stonehaven that I know of.

Roger Emmons:  I think with those two (2) districts that you know the sewers lines the residents can tap onto those of course, but it’s primarily for economic development and we have conveyed that to the City.  The second issue had to do with the form of the Interlocal agreement itself and Mayor Hendrickson stated that their utility attorney…it’s a lady.  I don’t think she even mentioned her name thought that this Interlocal agreement was a boiler plate and was the wrong format for a sewer utility agreement and that this lady would be contacting the county’s attorney to discuss this.

Don Williams:  Now, I believe two (2) years ago when we first talked to the City’s attorney we told him that if he didn’t like our version to make up his own and send it to us.  That was two (2) years ago.

Roger Emmons: We have repeatedly talked to the City of Boonville about getting this passed.

Don Williams: And we’re more than willing to look at their documents.
Roger Emmons: And we have emphasized that this Interlocal agreement you know per IDEM officials and the SRF officials is the critical document to get this project underway and to get this mitigated…the agreed order that is.  The only other thing I have for our attorney to amendment number four (4) to the agreement we have with M.D. Wessler, which is the actual engineering for the sewer system correct Karl?

Karl Tanner:  Yes.

Roger Emmons:  So, I don’t know if Doug’s had a chance to review that yet?

Doug Welp:  I have not.

Roger Emmons:  Okay.  

Don Williams:  You haven’t?

Doug Welp:  I have not looked at it yet.

Don Williams:  But, you do have it?

Roger Emmons:  He has a copy.

Doug Welp:  I have a copy yes.

Don Williams:  Okay.  Do you have anything you need to say Karl?

Karl Tanner:  Yeah, if I could just comment.  Karl Tanner with Wessler and Associates.  The reason we did submit the amendment at this point three (3) primary reasons is one (1) the City of Boonville is getting ready to install water mains in the project area and coordination with the water mains we feel is imperative to keeping the costs down because it’s easer to relocate water mains than it is sewer mains just due to the nature of gravity and the straightness that the sewers do need to be versus the water and we do work well with the engineer who is designing those water mains and I think they are getting pretty close to approval.  Secondly, is the grant eligibility.  I know Debbie Bennett has been your grant administrator or hopes to be and in scheduling-wise the design has to be a certain progression along to show readiness to proceed for the spring round which will be the next round and that would be it forth towards April for that grant award.  Thirdly, is just with the rising cost of construction we found that you know after you do the full design of the project you can more precisely estimate what the project costs are going to be and that way it might make funding…the way you evaluate your funding options a little bit clearer.  So, that’s why we did present this this time because it does work with those three (3) time lines criteria pretty well to start construction…start design here this fall.

Don Williams:  I have one question.  At our last meeting that we had I think were you there Roger at our last meeting?

Roger Emmons:  Huh-uh.

Don Williams: We brought up the issue of automatic connection.  In other words, in that meeting I brought up the fact that if I was a private resident and there was a sewer line within three hundred (300) foot I by law had no choice but to hook up to it if we run sewer lines within three hundred (300) feet of Boonville do they have to connect?  Do we know that?

Karl Tanner:  We reread that ordinance and it’s probably something for Doug to look at more closely but our interpretation would be that the onus is on the people that have the sewer so it would still be on Stonehaven to connect to a municipal sewer and the municipality would not be required to come to the residents.
Don Williams:  Even if we ran a sewer line within ten (10) feet of theirs?

Karl Tanner: That’s the way we interpret it, but like I said…

Don Williams: That’s a one (1) way law isn’t it?  

Karl Tanner: Yeah it kind of is.  

Don Williams:  Okay.

Doug Welp: The way that statute reads is that a municipality may enact an ordinance which requires the user to hook up.

Karl Tanner:  Exactly and the way we interpret it Stonehaven would be the user in this case.

Don Williams:  I think that would be true.  Okay.  Thank you.  

Karl Tanner:  Okay. Thank you.

Don Williams: That was just “FYI” I’m assuming?  

Roger Emmons:  Right.

Don Williams:  No action required.

Roger Emmons:  One other item that we presented last week at the City Council Meeting you know I made the point there was quite a bit of money that would be coming into the City coffers due to the tap fees plus once they’re hooked up then the monthly revenue from all the sewer bills to over a hundred (100) different customers out there and they pointed out that you know this is a not a wind fall because of the loss of capacity that they would have in their waste water treatment facility due to the added daily flow.  So, thanks to Karl he estimated me the estimated daily flows from Stonehaven is thirty seven thousand one hundred and ninety (37,190) which is a drop in the bucket to the City’s millions of gallons of capacity.  I don’t know the exact of capacity they have current but we didn’t put it that way but in affect that argument didn’t hold water to me or hold sewage.

Don Williams:  Has there been any reasoning from either the City Council or the Board of Works as to why they are keeping this project at a stand still other than perhaps personal vendettas?  

Roger Emmons:  No.  They have not given any…the only reason that I’ve heard to date has to do with the form of the agreement which hopefully…the Mayor made the comment “we’re closer than we ever have been” and after two and a half (2 ½) years I would hope so.  

Don Williams:  As I recall in the last election the Mayor was complaining about the City/County cooperation.  It’s ironic I think.  Anyway.  Okay.  Enough said.

Roger Emmons:  Anyway, we’re still working on getting that as we must because of the IDEM Agreed Order. 

Don Williams: Anything else?  

Indiana Unclaimed Property – Affidavit authorizing Administrator to sign for Warrick County

Roger Emmons:  Yes.  One other item.  Here recently we found out through the Indiana Unclaimed Property Division which is a division of the Indiana Attorney General’s office that the county had Two Thousand Ninety Hundred and Twenty Five Dollars ($2,925.00) that is unclaimed and we have to jump through a few hoops in order to get that.  One of those is an affidavit which basically would authorize me to sign these documents on behalf of the county.  It has to be notarized and I have the form here for President Conner to sign.  He’s not with us today.  But, if you approve this by motion and when he comes in the office he can sign this and then we can get all the documents up to the Indiana Attorney General’s office and hopefully we’ll get the Two Thousand Nine Hundred and Twenty Five Dollars ($2,925.00).  Mancil Robinson with Peabody just answered me a little bit ago today there’s only one (1) road on the list for Two Thousand Nine Hundred and Twenty Five Dollars ($2,925.00).  He listed the contract number.  It covers the portion of Eby Road north of Dickeyville Road.  It is a payment they make to the county and because of our lost gas tax revenue from that road being closed.  So, I would ask for a motion.

Don Williams:  To authorize you to sign the paperwork?

Roger Emmons:  Yes, sir.

Don Williams:  Can I have a motion?

Phil Baxter:  Yes.  I make a motion to authorize Roger to notarize the affidavits as they come in.

Don Williams:  I think he’d have to sign it and Susie would have to notarize it.

Roger Emmons:  Yes.  She’s the Notary.

Don Williams:  He needs to sign it.  Is that your motion?  

Phil Baxter:  Yes.

Don Williams:  Okay.  I would second the motion to have Roger sign the paperwork for our unclaimed property.  Motion made and second.  All in favor say aye.

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Don Williams: Aye.  Motion carries.  Anything else, Mr. Administrator?

Roger Emmons:  The only other items I have are strictly at your discretion.  They are informational although I do feel that the item about the Accumlative Capital Development Fund is something for the board’s serious consideration and that is to consider maxing out the rate for that given the state of the County General Fund this is probably an untapped source of revenue for Capital Improvement Projects.  For example, we have a lot of things that are needing improvement at the jail, new roof for a Hundred and Fifty Thousand Dollars ($150,000.00).  There’s a new digital video system that the Sheriff would like to see installed at the Judicial Center Security Desk that’s almost Twenty Thousand ($20,000.00).  They recently had the jail hot water system go down that’s around Twenty Thousand ($20,000.00) and if the rate was maxed out…this came from Krystal after she had a meeting with State Board of Accounts. The State Board of Accounts actually made this suggestion that the board consider maxing this rate out.  It would go from Six Hundred and Fifty Thousand Dollars ($650,000.00) per year revenue to at least a Million.  So, you know there’s a lot of different things we can use that for.

Don Williams: What was that Six Hundred and Fifty Thousand Dollars ($650,000.00) and you’re talking 4.7 percent you’re talking more than a Million?
Roger Emmons:  Yeah, I saw that.  The current rate versus what she stated could be maxed out looks to me like it’s three (3) times the current rate yet she only says it’s a Million Dollars.  Now, I don’t know how that formula works.  I haven’t had a chance to talk to her about that.  
Don Williams:  Okay.  Commissioner Baxter, do you want to take any action on that tonight?  If you do, make a motion.  If not, we can consider if for a while.  It sounds like something we’re going to need to do sooner or later.

Roger Emmons: She said we can’t get it in place this year, but if you act on it fairly rapidly I think that it can be in place for ’07.

Don Williams:  Next year.  Right.

Phil Baxter:  Let’s bring it up next week.  

Roger Emmons:  Okay.  If that’s alright with Don.

Don Williams:  Put that on the agenda.  I think a consensus to do that is fine.  

Doug Welp:  Does that county against the total levy?

Roger Emmons:  Krystal didn’t tell me that but I’ll find out.  I’ll know by next week’s meeting.  

Doug Welp: Is it a shift of money?

Don Williams:  I don’t think it does.  

Doug Welp:  Okay.  

Don Williams: Anything else, Mr. Administrator?

Roger Emmons:  No, sir that’s all.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                              
ATTORNEY

Don Williams:  Mr. Attorney, do you have anything for us tonight?

Doug Welp:  Not tonight.  Thank you.  

AUDITOR

Don Williams:  I’m sorry.  Mr. Auditor, do you have anything for us tonight?

Allan James:  Nothing.  

Don Williams:  Commissioner Baxter, do you have anything for us?  

Roger Emmons:  You missed our Engineer.

Phil Baxter: What about Bobby?

Don Williams:  I didn’t see Bobby.  Is he on here somewhere?  Oh, okay.  Mr. Engineer I didn’t mean to leave you out.  

ENGINEER

Telephone Road Project, Change Order #2

Bobby Howard:  I three (3) things.  Two (2) are informational.  On the agenda is the Telephone Road Project Change Order number two (2).  That’s been resolved without the need of a change order so I ask that be withdrawn from the agenda if it needs to be withdrawn from the agenda.  

Phil Baxter:  I don’t think it has to be withdrawn.  

Don Williams:  I don’t think it has to be if it’s been resolved then it’s gone.  

Bridge 273 – Change Order 

Bobby Howard:  Okay.  The second item I have is a change order for Bridge 273.  So, it didn’t get any better.  In this case, we were wanting to…this is the Boner Bridge Project.  We wanted to keep our existing stringers as many as possible without having to replace them.  Once the deck came off there’s no way to salvage those stringers so we need to get all new stringers for the project.  That would cost a total of Twenty Six Thousand Five Hundred and Sixty Five Dollars ($26,565.00).
Don Williams: What was that again?

Bobby Howard:  Twenty Six Thousand Five Hundred and Sixty Five Dollars ($26,565.00) of which we pay ten (10) percent and Spencer County will pay ten (10) percent and the federal will pick up the eighty (80) percent.

Don Williams: So, we’re looking at about Twenty Six ($2,600.00).

Bobby Howard:  Twenty Six Fifty Six fifty ($2,656.50).

Don Williams:  About Two Thousand Fifty Five…Fifty Six Dollars something like that?

Bobby Howard:  Huh-uh.

Don Williams:  Okay.  I would move we approve the change order for Boner Bridge.

Phil Baxter: Second.

Don Williams:  All in favor?  

Phil Baxter: Aye.

Don Williams: Aye.  Motion carries.  Anything else, Mr. Engineer?

Bridge 264 Project Warner Road
Bobby Howard: The other thing I wanted to report to you is that the Bridge 264 Project on Warner Road will start the first of September and that will last one (1) year.  Construction on that won’t be completed until August, 2007.  

Don Williams: That’s “FYI” right?

Bobby Howard:  Yes.  

Don Williams: Anything else?

Bobby Howard: That’s all I have.  

Highway Department 

Don Williams:  Just so I don’t leave anybody out here.  Does the Highway Department have anything, Mr. Roach?  

Sam Roach:  No.  
Don Williams:  Okay.  
COMMISSIONERS ITEMS FOR DISCUSSION:
Commissioner Williams:  Now, we’ll try again.  Commissioner Baxter, do you have anything to bring before the board?

Commissioner Baxter:  Yes.  I have one (1) thing.  I’d like to remove the fees…the dump fees for lawn waste and yard waste and tree limbs things of that nature.
Commissioner Williams:  Yard waste at the landfill remove charges on that?  
Commissioner Baxter:  Yes.

Commissioner Williams: That’s been a major criticism.

Commissioner Baxter:  Yes.

Commissioner Williams:  A major complaint.  Anything else you want to remove?  I’m open to removing more than that?

Commissioner Baxter:  Maybe next week.  

Commissioner Williams:  Okay.  I’ll second the motion to remove yard waste charges.  That would be grass, leaves and limbs I’m assuming? 

Commissioner Baxter:  Yes.  Effective tomorrow.  

Commissioner Williams:   It’ll probably take a little longer than that to get it out to the people, but I’ll second that motion.  All in favor say aye.  

Commissioner Baxter: Aye.

Commissioner Williams:  Aye.  Motion carries.  
Roger Emmons: Does that need to be published?
Doug Welp:  That does not need to be published.  It’s not the imposition of a fee or penalty.

Commissioner Williams:  Right. We’re removing a fee.  We’re not imposing a fee there.  You’re not willing to go back to seventy five cents ($.75) on bag trash?  Maybe next time.  Okay.  It doesn’t hurt to try.  Okay.  Anything else Commissioner Baxter?  
Commissioner Baxter:  No.  How about you?  

Commissioner Williams:  Yeah.  I do have one (1) item.  I would like to make a motion that we send a letter to the Evansville MPO whereby we can have either, any Commissioner Conner is a member of that board.  I would like to simply have a memo sent to the MPO where any Commissioner from Warrick County who is there may have a proxy vote, as well as a County Engineer if no Commissioner can make it because we definitely need to have somebody in that seat every meeting.
Commissioner Baxter:  I’ll second it.  

Commissioner Williams:  Motion made and second. All in favor say aye.  

Commissioner Baxter: Aye.

Commissioner Williams: Aye.  Motion carries.  Anything else to come before the board?  I will entertain a motion.

Commissioner Baxter:  I will make a motion to adjourn.

Commissioner Williams: Second. All in favor say aye.

Commissioner Baxter: Aye.  

Commissioner Williams: We are adjourned.  
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